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expect to make a profit over and above that 5 or 6 per ou I should 
say that the plan as prepared by the minority would be a perfectly 
satisfactory plan. 

Mr. SNNOX and Mr. KITTREDGE addressed the Chair. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Illinois 
ield? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. KNOX. Is it not true—at least it was the impression I 
received as a member of the committee, listening pretty care- 
fully to the testimony and reading much more carefully that 
portion of it which I did not hear—that neither set of engineers 
said it was not possible to build the canal upon the scheme sug- 
gested by the other, but that one side thought, for reasons that 
appealed to them, that. the lock canal was the better canal, 
while the other side, for reasons which appealed to them, 
thought that the sea-level canal was the better canal? And is 
it not true that this dispute about what the majority thought of 
the minority’s plan and what the minority thought of the 
majority’s plan can be fortified either way by an examination 
of specific portions of the testimony? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Certainly. That is the reason why I ob- 
jected to the Senator from South Dakota interrupting me and 
reading certain portions of the testimony, because it does not 
present the real testimony of any witness or the position of the 
various engineers who were before us. In order to understand 
and appreciate that we must read the testimony in connection 
with what goes before and what follows. 

Mr. KITTREDGE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Illinois 
yield to the Senator from South Dakota? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I will yield for a question. 

Mr. KITTREDGE. I wanted simply to read further from 
the testimony of Mr. Parsons upon the subject of the Gatun dam. 

Mr. HOPKINS. You had your say on the Gatun dam, if you 
will permit me. that expression. I do not say it in an offensive 
sense, But the Senator had his day on that dam. 

Mr. KITTREDGE. Very well. 

Mr. HOPKINS. And he quoted what Mr. Parsons said, and 
the Senator from Pennsylvania called attention to what I have 
just read, to show what Mr. Parsons’s real position was. Mr. 
Parsons’s position is that the Government can afford to spend 
money which a private corporation could not, and that, as this 
is a great international question, the Government should not 
stand upon the amount of money ‘to be expended or the time it 
will take. That is the position of Mr. Parsons. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Illinois 
yield to the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. I have not pretended to suggest that 
the lock plan, which is being advocated now by the Senator 
from Illinois, has been held to be impracticable by any of the 
engineers. I am perfectly willing to admit that with the ex- 
ception of the Gatun dam the lock plan has been held to be 
feasible, and that it becomes a question merely of chdice as be- 
tween the two types of canal proposed. What I am disap- 
pointed about is that the Senator from Illinois appears to be 
attacking the engineers in his argument here, claiming that it 
is impossible to construct these dams with safety in connection 
with the sea-level canal when there are infinitely more impor- 
tant dams to be constructed in the lock plan, which he regards 
as being capable of being safely constructed. 

Mr. HOPKINS. If the Senator from Florida had followed 
my argument, he would have understood that instead of attack- 
ing the type of canal, I was attacking the amount of information 
that is given to the Senate upon which the Senate must deter- 
mine between the two types; and I was showing to the Senators 
that the majority of the committee, while they do condemn the 
plan of the minority and the construction of the dam at Gatun, 
had undertaken to commit the Senate to a sea-level canal when 
they did not have the information to show to Senators whose 
votes they wanted that those dams could be constructed and 
maintained at the several places proposed. 

Now, the mere fact that the minority of the board of engineers 
did not specifically attack those four dams and the foundation, 
etc., is no reason why I should not do it. When I am called 
upon to vote in the Senate upon a great proposition like this, 
involving the expenditure of hundreds of millions of money, 
which must be taken from the taxpayers of this country, it be- 
hooves me to challenge a plan that I do not approve and to show 
the dearth of evidence that supports the integrity of the canal 


Mr. TALIAFERRO. I have no objection to the Senator 
from Illinois taking that position; I have no objection to his 
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attacking this plan as he sees proper to attack it; but I want 
him to understand that when he is attacking that plan he is 
attacking the minority of the Board of Engineers who gave him 
the plan that he is advocating here. 


Mr. HOPKINS. I have said that the minority of the Board 
in presenting their plan did not deem it necessary to go into 


details in attacking the plan of the majority. 

The more the conditions on the Isthmus have been studied 
by eminent engineers the greater appear the obstacles to the 
successful construction and operation of a sea-level cana! 


and 
the more desirable and practicable seems to be 


a lock-level ea 


nal. Chief Engineer Stevens, who is now in charge of the 
Government work on the Isthmus, is clearly of the opinion that 
a lock-level canal, as proposed by the minority of the Board of 


Consulting Engineers, 
to be adopted by the Government in the construction of a 
canal across the Isthmus. This opinion is shared by General 
Ernst, of the Regular Army, a man en nine nt as a civil « 

and by General Hains, whom many regard as one of t! 
eminent civil engineers of his day. These engineers are 
phatic in their condemnation of the sea-level «anal 
by the majority of the Board of Consulting 
their indorsement of the views of Chief 
support of the plan proposed by the 
Consulting Engineers. 

In the construction of any canal 
of cost is a matter of great, 
know that many 
without limit 


is the only feasible and rational method 


Engineers and 
Engineer Stevens in 
minority of the Beard of 


across the Isthmus the item 
if net paramount, importance. *] 
think that the Government’s resources ars 
and 


that the amount of money that is ex 
pended in the construction of this propose: canal across the 
Isthmus is a matter of secondary, if not of little , importance 
We must remember, however, that every dollar of money. which 


is used in the construction of this great engineering project is 
taken from the taxpayers of this country. We should there 


fore as carefully consider the estimated cost of the two types 
of canal that are now under consideration 


as we would any 
other question that involves the taxation of the people of 
country. If a canal for all practical purposes can be I 
structed on a lock level that will meet the requirements of trad: 
and commerce for about one-half that a sea-level canal w 
cost, it is wasteful extravagance to vote for a sea-level l 
simply because a sea-level canal meets with our ideal at 
a canal should be that unites the waters of the Atlantic with the 
Pacific. 

The majority of the Board of Consulting Engineers state that 
the sea-level canal, as proposed by them, 
That amount is adopted in the report of 
Interoceanic Canal Committee, who favor 
The same board estimate that the 
the minority will cost $139,750,200. In other words, they adinit 
that the sea-level canal that they propose, with all i 
comings and imperfections, which I but faintly and i: 
expressed here to-day, will cost, in round numbers, $107,000,000 
more than the lock-level canal proposed by the 
Board of Consulting Engineers, and which, as I have said, hb 
met the approval of the Isthmian Canal Commission, 
retary of War—who has direct cherge of the struction of 
the canal, under the President—and the President himsetf. 
This item of itself, as it seems to me, is sufficfent to cause Sen 
ators to pause before they take action that will incur th xtra 
amount of expense and force that amount of taxati: 
people of this country. One hundred and seven nillic 
dollars is a very large sum of money. At 2 per ient interest 
aggregates an annual tax upon the people of $2,140,000, and 
Senators will remember, is in perpetuity. 


will cost $247,000,000 
the 

the ‘ al 
lock-level canal proposed by 


majority of the 


sea-le 


minority 


cons 


this 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Illinois 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. TI wish to ask a question for information. 


The Senator states the difference in cost to the 
construction of the two types of canals. 
what about the maintenance. I have heard it said that there 
is a very great difference, and that a sea-level canal could be 
maintained at an enormously less cost than a lock canal. 

Mr. HOPKINS. When you take into consideration the cost 
of the two canals, the maintenance of a sea-level canal will be 
$2,000,000 per annum more thar a lock canal. 

‘Mr. KEAN. The sea level? 

Mr. HOPKINS. When you consider the amount of money 
invested and the expense for maintaining it and add them 
together, the sea level will cost, in round numbers, $2,000,000 
per annum more than the lock canal. 

Mr. KEAN. That is practically the interest on the money. 


country of the 
I should like to knot 
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Mr. HOPKINS. Yes; it is practically the interest on the 
money. 

Mr. PERKINS. How much is saved in operating it? 

Mr. HOPKINS. How much is saved in operating it in what 
way? 

Mr. PERKINS. How much less will it cost to operate a sea- 


level canal than a lock eanal? 

Mr. HOPKINS. ‘The witnesses differ upon that subject. 
You can go into the book of evidence here and you can get wit- 
nesses who vary as widely upon these propositions as the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota and I have differed on the questions 
that I have already discussed. But when you take the sum of 
all the witnesses and put them together and analyze them there 
is not very much difference in the actual cost of maintaining 
the one over the other. It is more expensive to maintain the 

it Gatun than the locks at sea level on the Pacific side. 

ut all along the line of the sea-level canal where the vessels 
meet each other and where they tie up you must have people 
employed. So, as I have said, the witnesses differ upon that 
subj 
it is claimed by the Isthmian Canal Commission, who, have 
made a careful study of the figures presented in the majority 
and the minority reports of the Consulting Board of Engineers; 


as to the cost of the construction of the two types of canal 
proposed, that the estimate made by the majority of the Board 
of Consulting Engineers is incorrect, and that instead of the sea- 
level canal costing $247,000,000 its cost will be found to be not 
less than $272,000,000, an increase of $25,000,000 over the esti- 
mate of the Board of Consulting Engineers. 


Mr. KITTREDGE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Illinois 
yield to the Senator from South Dakota? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Yes; for a question. 

Mr. KITTREDGE. Is it not a fact that all the engineers 
upon the Consulting Board agreed in their unit prices for all the 
work? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President, while that is true, I have 
said that this was not attacked by the Board of Engineers, but 
it is the Commission, upon which we find such eminent engineers 
as General Ernst and General Hains, and I said specifically 
to Senators that this extra expense is the amount that was 
figured by the Commission, upon which Commission, in my 
judgment, are two of the ablest engineers of this age, two brave 
and patriotic Americans, who do not wish to mislead the Senate 
or the House or the country upon the expense of this work. 
These are the men who have said that for the excavation in 
Culebra cut the same price should be granted to the contractor 
or in the estimate of expense that we have at other portions 
there. 

An examination of the figures as to the cost of the sea-level 
eanal, found on page 51 of the report of the majority of the 
3oard of Consulting Engineers, explains fully this shortage of 
$25,000,000 in their report. In the majority report of the 
Board of Consulting Engineers the estimated cost for excava- 
tion in Culebra cut below elevation plus 10 aggregates $20,- 
242,877.50. This item covers the excavation of 16,194,302 cubic 
yards in the Culebra cut, of which 11,489,612 cubie yards are 
below the level of the sea. The Board in arriving at their esti- 
mite as to the cost of the sea-level canal have taken a uniform 
price of $1.25 per yard for the 16,194,302 cubic yards. In other 
words, while in their detailed statement they only allow $0.80 
per cubic yard for excayation in Culebra cut above the sea 
level and $1.25 below in making up their total of $20,242,877.50, 
they take the uniform price of $1.25 per cubic yard. For the 
excavation of rock below sea level between Mindi and Bohio, a 
distance of about 12 miles, they allow $2.50 per cubie yard, and 
for the excavation of rock between Bohio and Obispo they 
allow in their estimates for rock excayated below sea level 
$2.50 per cubic yard. 

No reason is given in their estimates and no reason is given 
in their report why the rock in Culebra cut below sea level 
should not cost as much as the excavation of rock between 
Mindi and Bohio below sea level and the excavation of rock 
below sea level between Bohio and Obispo. In fact, if any 
change in the estimate should be made for the excayation of 
rock below sea level, it would seem to a layman that it would 
cost more to excavate the reck in Culebra cut below sea level 
than at any other point in the sea-level canal. Such eminent 
engineers as General Ernst, General Hains, and Mr. Harrod 
agree that it will cost at least as much to excavate the rock 
below sea level at Culebra cut as it will at any other point in 
the canal. If this is allowed, it increases the cost of the sea- 


leve} canal for excavation in Culebra cut $14,299,515, and add- 
ing the usual 20 per cent for contingencies, the estimate will 
be increased to $17,159,418. The majority of the Board of 
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Consulting Engineers, who report on the cost of constructing 
the sea-level canal, estimate only $3,500,000 as the cost of 
completing the river diversions and the constructing of these 
four dams that I have spoken of somewhat at length. The 
Commission has shown that this expenditure will aggregate 
$7,800,000 more than the estimate made by the majority of 
the Board of Consulting Engineers. According to these esti- 
mates, then, the sea-level canal will cost $132,000,000 more than 
the lock-level canal proposed by the minority of the Board 
of Consulting Engineers. Here is a saving in interest on the 
investment made in the construction of the two canals of 
$2,640,000 per annum. It is shown from the above figures that 
the sea-level canal, proposed by the majority of the Board of 
Consulting Engineers, will cost nearly*@ouble what the lock- 
level canal will cost, that is proposed by the minority of the 
Board of Consulting Engineers. These figures do not give an 
adequate expression to what either type of canal before it is 
constructed and ready for use will cost the Government. 

Mr. Stearns, one of the very ablest engineers of this or any 
other country, who has given this subject very careful study, 
has made an estimate of the cost of the two types of canal on 
the estimate offered by the majority of the Board of Consulting 
Engineers. 

Mr. KITTREDGE. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Illinois 
yield to the Senator from South Dakota? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I do. 4 

Mr. KITTREDGDH. In that connection, if the Senator will 
permit me, I desire to read from the testimony before the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. HOPKINS. One moment. I can not yield for that. I 
will yield to the Senator for a question, but I can not stop for 
an argument. 

Mr. KITTREDGDH. Then I will ask the Senator a question. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I can not now stop for that. The Senator 
will have plenty of time to controvert any statement which I 
may make, and my time is passing too rapidly for me to be 
interrupted by the reading of testimony. 

; 2 ene The Senator from Illinois declines 

0 yie 

Mr. HOPKINS. He has assumed as correct the statement 
that the lock canal would cost $140,000,000 and would take 
nine years for its construction from 1906, and has given an 
estimate of what that would cost the Government at the time 
that the canal is completed and ready for use. He has also 
taken the estimate of the cost of the sea-level canal at $247,- 
000,000, as proposed by the majority of the Board of Consult- 
ing Engineers, and has shown what that would cost at the 
expiration of its completion at the end of fifteen years and of 
eighteen years, respectively. He has shown that when the 
Government has completed the lock level and has it ready for 
use it will have cost the Government $219,000,000, and that 
the sea-level canal, when it is completed at the expiration 
of fifteen years, will be a cost to the Government of $363,000,000, 
and if it takes eighteen years to complete it, as many eminent 
engineers say it will, the cost to the Government will be $41),- 
000,000. By the permission of the Senate, I will insert at this 
point the statement of Mr. Stearns and his estimate: 


RELATIVE AMOUNT OF INTEREST DURING CONSTRUCTION ON LOCK AND SEA- 
LEVEL CANALS. 


In — eases assume that the interest is at 2 per cent, compounded 
annuaily. 

Assume in both cases an expenditure of $50,000,000 in 1904. 

In the case of the lock canal assume a total expenditure for the 
ten years from 1905 to 1915, inclusive, of $14,000,000 per year, making 
a total of $140,000,000 for construction. 

For the rea-leyel canal assume the expenditure of $14,500,000 in 
1904, and of $15,500,000 in each of the next fifteen years, making a 
total of $247,000,000 for construction. . 


Interest on sea-level canal if completed in fifteen years_. $66, 297, 000 
28, 502, 000 











Interest on lock canal if co in nine years___._..._ 2, 
Difference in favor.of lock canal_.............._ 37, 795, 000 
If the time for constructing the sea-level canal should ex- 
tend to eighteen years, the interest account would 
BMOUNE 60 i ip eee teen nee 88, 532, 000 
Deduct, as before, interest on lock canal_........______ , 502, 
Difference in favor of lock canal__............__ 60, 030, 000 
The cost of the lock canal, including interest and pay- 
ments to the Panama Canal Company and the Republic 
of Pa OI: POs iid ti Sih oS cclltaahia ins 219, 000, 000 
The cost of sea-level canal, including interest and the 
above payments, based upon the as estimated by 
the Board of Consulting Engineers, and fifteen years 
Tok: COMMMOLION, WeHUln Wie ko i ee ee 363, 000, 000 


The cost of the sea-level canal, Lagos J interest and the 


above payments, upon the as estima by 
the Is ian Canal Commission, eighteen years for 
completion, would be... adil ar mna i siblienl ovate cbiiesidciok 410, 000, v00 
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Mr. KNOX. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Illinois 
yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I do. 

Mr. KNOX. I should like to ask the Senator from Illinois if 
it is not true that several of the engineers who testified before 
the committee—I recall now, I think, Mr. Stearns, of Boston, 
and Mr. Neble—did not they testify that in view of the fact 
that the dam at Gatun made a lake all the way up to Culebra, 
and in view of the fact that there was only a 200-foot canal 
the short distance through the Culebra cut, they would rather 
have this plan of a lock canal at the same cost and in the same 
time than a sea-level canal? 

Mr. HOPKINS. The Senator from Pennsylvania is correct on 
that proposition. 

Mr. President, from these figures it is apparent that the Govy- 
ernment has wndertaken a gigantic enterprise and one that will 
tax its resources before it is completed. It seems to me, there- 
fore, that the cost of the canal should have some consideration 
with Senators in determining which type will be accepted. 
It is apparent that the cost of the canal and the time that will 
be required in its construction had no weight whatever with 
the foreign engineers who signed the majority report of the 
Board of Consulting Engineers. These foreigners were looking 
to the ideal type of canal that should be constructed across this 
Isthmus. Their people were not to be taxed for its construc- 
tion and the commerce of their several countries was not to be 
interfered with during the period that would be taken in the 
construction, and hence they had every inducement to favor a 
sea-level canal, and it is not surprising that from their several 
foreign standpoints they should recommend to this Government 
the construction of a sea-level canal. It mattered but little to 
them whether it took $247,000,000 or $410,000,000 or even 
$600,000,000 to construct the canal. The American engineers, 
however, who made the minority report, made their report from 
the American standpoint, and, as they expressly state in their 
report, time and cost were two elements that had great consid- 
eration with them in determining the type of canal that should 
be recommended. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Illinois yield 
to the Senator, from Texas? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I desire some information from the Sen- 
ator. I have not had time to give this matter a great deal of 
consideration heretofore. The Senator was stating the differ- 
ence between the cost of a sea-level canal and the cost of a 
lock canal, and he stated that the Administration was proceed- 
ing to construct a lock canal. What I desire to ask the Senator 
is whether it is not true that the Ajministration is proceeding 
to construct a lock canal, but with the ultimate purpose of con- 
verting it into a sea-level canal? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Not unless Congress so authorizes. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Is it the policy of the Administration in 
time to submit that question to Congress, with a view of con- 
verting the lock canal into a sea-level canal? 

Mr. HOPKINS. The Senator means at some future time? 

Mr. CULBERSON. At some future time. 

Mr. HOPKINS. That is not my understanding. The Presi- 
dent’s position, as expressed in his message to Congress, is that 
he will proceed with his forces to construct a lock canal unless 
— authorizes a sea-level canal. Now there is no definite 
plan, ; 

Mr. CULBERSON. I understood that one of the reports of 
the consulting engineers went to that question. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Oh, well, every kind of a proposition has 
been argued; but if you are speaking of what the Administra- 
tion proposes, now, of course, the Senator from Texas is as good 
authority upon that as I am. My understanding is that the 
proposition is, unless Congress authorizes differently, to con- 
struct a lock canal and stand on that. : 

Mr. CULBERSON. I understood the Senator from Illinois to 
state that the Administration is now proceeding to construct a 
lock canal, and I wanted to know if it was not the ultimate 
purpose to convert it into a sea-level canal? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I will say to the Senator that is not my un- 
derstanding. 

General Hains, a member of the Isthmian Canal Commission, 
in his testimony before the Interoceanic Canal Commitiee of 
the Senate, stated that in his opinion the sea-level canal pro- 
posed by the majority of the Board of Consulting Engineers 
would cost from $125,000,000 to $150,000,000 more than the lock- 
level canal proposed by the minority of that board and indorsed 
by the Commission. He also took direct issue with the posi- 
tion of the foreign engineers and with Mr. Parsons on the ques- 


tion of time, and stated that in his opinion the time involved in 
the construction of the canal could not be ignored. That 
people expected and would demand that a canal should be con- 
structed in the shortest time possible consistent with 





canal 
that would meet the commercial requirements of the age. He 
also took occasion to make a statement respecting the sea-level 
canal which I, with the permission of the Senate, will incor 
porate in my remarks: 

As another reason, I thfiak that the lock canal is really a 
canal than the sea-level canal. $y cutting off through here [indicat 
ing] you can reduce the length of that canal 1 mile. That does no 
amount to much, but still it is something. 

I think there is another objection. I think that in a great project 
like this, involving a large expenditure of money, extended over a pro 
longed period, the people may become tired of appropriating money and 
refuse to complete it. I do not think that is an imaginary proposition 

Senator MonrGan. That is where the whole work is going to break 
down unless we succeed in getting something that they can understand, 
and that they feel that they can face. It will all “go to pot unless 


we do it. 

General Harns. I have a note here on the subject of the opinions of 
different engineers on this subject. 

The first canal that was attempted to be built on the Isthmus w 
a sea-level canal, substantially the same sea-level canal that is 
proposed by the majority of the Board of Consulting Envineers It 


pies the same location in the territory. It provides for a high da! 
Gamboa and the holding back of the waters of the Cha 
above that dam, and differs from that of the Consulting Board 
in some of its details. The plan of the Consulting Board, of 
enlarges that of the first French company, and extensive change 
made at the two harbors, but essentially it is the old, dis j 
Lesseps project of the sea-level canal revived with enlargemenis 


modifications. 

After the failure of the first company, a body of engineers wn 
as the “ Commission d’Etudes,” composed of eleven engineers nent 
in their profession in Europe, was organized by the Liquidator in 1889 






After a careful study of the technical questions involved in th 
of the canal it rendered this report in 1889. This comm 
ported in favor of the abandonment of the sea-level canal 


adoption of a project for the completion of a canal with 
sequently another commission known as the “ Comite Tech: 


organized, composed of fourteen engineers, many of thé 
of the highest standing in the civilized world. They made 
in 1898, recommertding a lock canal. 

Another commission, known as the “Comite Statutaire,” « yosed 
of five members, and all except one of them being new men 
in favor of a lock canal. Later the Isthmian Canal Cor 
rejected the sea-level plan and adopted the lock plan. ‘Ther 
engineers in that commission, so that there were no les 
four engineers opposed to the sea-level plan It is beli 
weight of evidence against the sea-level project and in 
lock project can not be ignored in making a decision. 

Mr. President, I wish to call to the attention of Senators the 
statement of General Hains that thirty-four engineers 
eminent in their profession, after careful study hav 
demned the sea-level canal that is proposed to be adopt 
majority of the Senate Committee on Interoceanic ¢ 
I say with him that the judgment of these engin 
be ignored in making our decision as to the type of 
shall be approved-of by the Senate. I wish also to call to 
tention of the Senate the fact that the plan proposed 
majority of the board of consulting engineers and which 
been adopted by the majority of the Interoceanic Canal ( 
mittee of the Senate is the old, discarded plan that was i i 


impracticable under De Lesseps after an expenditure of $200, 
000,000. 

Mr. KITTREDGE. 

Mr. HOPKINS. He squandered it, as the Senator from South 
Dakota says. I care not whether it was squander« i 
enough for us to know that under the leadership of one of the 
greatest engineers of the age $260,000,000 was expended,, and 
then he and his company were compelled to confess that 
level canal to be constructed by a private company was an in 
possibility, and that company went into bankruptcy and that 
great engineer went to his grave. 

This plan that is outlined by the majority of the engineers, 
as the testimony shows, is a reproduction in part of this dis 
carded plan of De Lesseps that proved such a monumentai fail- 
ure. I want to know if Senators are prepared to take up this 
old project that the French Government, through De Lesseps 
and his company, found to be a failure, and commit the Govern- 
ment of the United States to it regardless of the question of the 
expense that will be entailed upon the people of this country. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the 
yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I do. 

Mr. TELLER. Do I understand the Senator to say that the 
French Government was interested in that canal? 


He squandered it. 


Senator from Illinois 


Mr. HOPKINS. No; through its company. The French 
Government as a government was not interested. li was a 
French company. The French Government, as I understand it, 


authorized the creation of the corporation that was known as 
“The Panama Canal Company.” 

Mr. TELLER. The Government never put any money in it, 
Mr. HOPKINS. Oh, no; of course not. 





S68 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JUNE 8, 





Mr. TELLER. They were notified diplomatically by this 
Government that they would not be allowed to put any money 
in it. 

Mr. HOPKINS. And if it had been allowed it was governed 
by too wise a financier ever to embark in a project that would 
take the amount of money that will be required to be expended 
in the construction of a sea-level canal which will meet the com- 
mercial requirements of the age. 

if there ever was a question in which the Government was 
interested where time is the essence of the contract, the problem 
now before us is certainly that question. If this canal is to be 
constructed, as the people have demanded and as Congress has 
once legislated, every facility should be furnished for con- 
structing it in the shortest possible time. The type of canal, 
therefore, that meets the commercial and navigating require- 
ments of the age that can be built in the shortest possible time 
should receive the serious consideration of the Senate. 

The majority of the Board of Consulting Engineers in their re- 
port say: 

It is, therefore, the judgment of the Board that a ship canal on the 
sea-level plan outlined in this report can be completed within a period 
of time not exceeding twelve or thirteen years. 

They make no estimate as to the length of time that it will 
take to construct the lock-level canal proposed by the minority 
of the Board. The minority of the Board, however, in their 
report not only give an estimate of the time that it will take to 
construct the canal proposed in their report, but also the length 
of time that it will take to construct the canal proposed by the 
majority. The majority of the Board of Consulting Engineers 
base their estimates as to the length of time that it will take to 
construct the sea-level canal on the time that it will take to 
excavate the Culebra cut to a depth of +40 feet below the sea 
level. The minority of the Board, on the same basis, say that the 
sea-level canal can not be constructed in less than fifteen years. 
The Culebra cut is 8.08 miles long and for a sea-level canal 
requires 110,000,000 cubie pards of excavation, the heaviest mile 
requiring 22,000,000 cubic yards, and the heaviest 3,136 feet 
14,060,000 eubie yards. To construct a lock canal, as proposed 
in the minority report of the Board of Consulting Engineers, 
would require the excavation of 53,800,000 cubic yards from 
the central mass of Culebra cut and would take seven and one- 
half years. It is therefore easily demonstrated that if it takes 
seven and one-half years to excavate 53,800,000 cubic yards from 
the central mass of Culebra cut in the construction of the lock- 
level canal, that it will take more than fifteen years to excavate 
the 110,000,000 cubie yards that will be required to be exca- 
vated in the Culebra cut in the construction of the sea level 
proposed by the majority of the Board of Consulting Engineers. 
The Isthmian Canal Commission have made a careful estimate 
as to the time required in the construction of the two types of 
canal, and their estimate is that it will take nine years to con- 
struct the lock-level canal proposed by the minority of the 
soard of Consulting Engineers, and not less than twenty years 
to construct the sea level proposed by the majority of the Board 
of Consulting Engineers. 

The chief engineer, Mr. Stevens, who since these reports 
were made has not only made a careful study of the estimates 
made in the respective reports, but has been upon the ground 
and carefully studied conditions upon the Isthmus, concurs 
fully in the statement that the sea-level canal proposed by the 
majority of the Board of Consulting Engineers can not be con- 
structed in less than twenty years. 

Mr. KITTREDGE. Mr. President——— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Illinois 
yield to the Senator from South Dakota? 

Mr. KITTREDGE. Will the Senator permit a question upon 
the point of time? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I will submit to a question. 

Mr. KITTREDGE. I will ask the Senator from Illinois, Do 
we agree that the time for the construction of the sea-level 
canal will be measured by the time that will be required for 
the excavation of what is called the “Culebra cut?” 

Mr. HOPKINS. I am not in agreement with the Senator from 
Seuth Dakota upon any proposition connected with the type of 
eanal; 1 will state this, however, Mr. President—and I refer to 
the reports, and I challenge the Senator’s contradiction if I am 
wrong—that the majority of the Board of Consulting Engineers 
say in their report that a sea-level canal can be constructed in 
twelve or thirteen years. Am I correct in that? 

Mr. KITTREDGE. I should like, Mr. President—— 

Mr. HOPKINS. The Senator need not answer the question 
now. That, however, is what the report shows. 

The commission that examined the cost and took exception 
to the estimate made, as I have shown, added twenty-five mil- 
lions to the report of the majority of the Board of Consulting 


Engineers, also took exception to the report of the majority 
of the Board of Consulting Engineers as to the time, and 
that commission say it will require twenty years within which 
to build it. That is the record. 

Mr. KITTREDGE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Illinois 
yield to the Senator from South Dakota? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I will for a question. 

Mr. KITTREDGE. I submit, Mr. President, that the Sen- 
ator has not answered the question that I put to him. It is 
a very simple one, it seems to me, and that is, Do we agree 
upon the question of the time which will be required for the 
construction of a sea-level canal? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I have said to the Senator that I do not 
agree that the Culebra cut necessarily determines the time. I 
will, however, take that up and discuss it later. 

There are many other propositions that are involved in the 
construction of a sea-level canal that will, in my. judgment, 
extend the time. 

It seems to me, Mr. President, that, with the admitted facts 
before us, it can be easily demonstrated that this estimate of 
Chief Engineer Stevens, that the sea-level canal can not be con- 
structed in less than twenty years, is within the limits of rea- 
son. All agree that to construct the sea-level canal within the 
limited space or distance known as the “ Culebra cut” 110,000,- 
000 eubie yards of rock must be excavated. Allowing 15 cubic 
yards for a carload, which is an over rather than an under 
estimate for a carload, there will be 7,333,333 carloads of rock to 
be carried away from this cut. The majority of the Board of 
Consulting Engineers, in making their estimate both as to the 
cost and time, figured on two hundred and forty working days 
in the year for that purpose. For the calculation which I here 
submit I have estimated two hundred and fifty days per work- 
ing year. To complete the canal within the period of twenty 
years would require the removal of 366,666 carloads of rock 
from this eut per year of two hundred and fifty days, or would 
require the removal of 1,466 carloads per day for every year for 
a period of twenty years. 

Working ten hours a day would require the removal of 146% 
carloads per hour. Senaters can see that within a space of a 
few miles 146% cars must be handled every hour of every day of 
ten hours for a period of twenty years in order to excavate the 
number of cubic yards all admit is necessary to construct 
the sea-level canal. It seems to me that it will be found to be 
a physical impossibility to make any arrangement by which 
1,466 cars can be handled in this short space within a pertod of 
ten hours. This, you will remember, is not an exceptional ten 
hours, but is for every day in the year, and is to be continued 
for a period of twenty years. It requires the handling of about 
24 cars per minute for the period of twenty years. 

In my judgment, Mr. President, it will be impossible to meet 
the requirements that I have here shown to be necessary in 
order to complete the canal within a period of twenty years. 
Senators must remember that that cut for long distances, when 
it reaches the bed of the proposed sea-level canal, will have a 
height on either side of the canal prism of 206 feet. This rock, 
as it reaches sea level, must be lifted, therefore, over this wall 
on either side, 160 feet, to be loaded into the cars, or it must be 
transported to one end or the other of the cut and at those points 
loaded onto the cars. I can not see how it will be possible to 
handle that number of cars at this point per day for every day 
during the two hundred and fifty working days, and for a period 
of twenty years. They must go on without interruption, with- 
out accident, without delay of any kind. It requires more 
credulity, Mr. President, than the average citizen possesses to 
believe that this sea-level canal, under the conditions admitted 
by the majority of the Board of Consulting Engineers to exist, 
ean be canstructed in a period of less than twenty years, as 
estimated by the Isthmian Canal Commission and by the chief 
engineer in charge of the work. Is there any Senator on this 
floor who believes that the country would have consented to 
have embarked upon this great enterprise if the people had 
understood that it would take twenty years from the time that 
construction upon the canal was actually commenced before it 
was completed and ready for use? When we remember, Mr. 
President, that many of these engineers who have carefully 
studied the two types of canal, claim that the lock-level canal, 
proposed by the minority of the Board of Consulting Engineers, 
as a commercial and maritime proposition, will be superior to 
the sea-level canal, how can any Senator justify the adoption 
of a plan of a sea-level canal that will the people of this 
country for a period of twenty years before they can realize 
the accomplishment of their wishes, and see a ca 
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No ‘authority has estimated the time necessary to construct 
the lock-level canal at greater than nine years, suggested first by 
the minority of the Board of Consulting Engineers, and after a 
full investigation, adopted by the Isthmian Canal Commission 
as the maximum time required in constructing and completing 
the lock-level canal. This seems like a long time. It covers a 
period that will extend over two Federal Administrations. It 
is one and one-half times greater than a Senatorial term and 
four and one-half times longer than a term of a Member of the 
House of Representatives. To extend this period to fifteen or 
twenty years in order to construct the sea-level canal, proposed 
by the majority of the Board of Consulting Engineers, means 
that this generation will not see the completion of the canal. 
The people of this country, in my judgment, will demand that 
a type of canal shall be adopted by Congress than can be com- 
pleted in their day and generation. They are willing to be 
taxed for the construction of this marvelous enterprise and will 
pay their respective amounts that they will be required to con- 
tribute through the taxation laws of the country to its comple- 
tion, provided they can see it completed and ready for use. 
They will, however, in my judgment, protest against an enter- 
prise that is to tax them without any benefits to be derived in 
their generation. I am well aware that some of the witnesses 
who have appeared before the Interoceanic Canal Committee of 
the Senate have placed the time for the completion of the lock- 
level canal at a period less than that given by the minority of 
the Board of Consulting Engineers and by the Isthmian Canal 
Commission. Their estimates, however, in my judgment, are 
based upon data that are not reasonable and that can not be 
relied upon. If I were to give the guess of a layman upon this 
subject, 1 would say that both types of a canal will take longer 
time to complete them than any estimates from any of these 
boards from which I have drawn the figures which I have here 
given. I think, therefore, that the minority of the Board of 
Consulting Engineers, in coming to the conclusion as to the type 
of a canal to be adopted, acted wisely and well when they con- 
sidered the time and cost of the canal as proper elements to 
determine their judgment in the premises. 

General Ernst, in his testimony before our committee, said: 

I have made a very careful review of all the arguments presented on 
both sides as exhibited in these two reports which you have before 
you—the majority and the minority reports—and I am satisfied that 
the United States will get a perfectly satisfactory canal in very much 
less time and for very much less money under the plan proposed by the 
minority. I believe that the canal under that plan will cost little 
more than half what the canal of the majority will cost, and the time 


will be a little more than half, and when done it will be a better canal, 
because it will be three times as big a canal. 


General Hains, in his testimony on the subject, in speaking of 
the project as to the construction of the canal that was sub- 
mitted by the Commission of 1901, said: 

Yes, sir; what you cail “the commission of exploration;” and we 
state in our report the reason why we rejected the sea-level canal, and 
we stated it in this way, on page 88 of that report: “ That this Com- 
mission concurs with the various French commissiens which have pre- 
ceded it since the failure of the old company in rejecting the sea-level 

lan, and while such a plan would be physically practicable, and might 

adopted if no other solution were available, the difficulties of all 

kinds, and especially those of time and cost, would be so great that a 
canal with a summit level reached by locks is to be preferred.” 


It is apparent from what General Hains says that the Com- 
mission of 1901 not only gave very close attention to the condi- 
tions on the Isthmus with a view of determining which type of 
canal to recommend, but they went into the action of previous 
commissions and concurred fully with those commissions which 
had been appointed to determine on the type of canal after 
the failure of De Lesseps in the proposition that the difficulties 
in the way of a sea-level canal, considering time and expense as 
elements, were too great to ever think of the consiruction of a 
canal of that type across the Isthmus of Panama. 

Mr. President, the conditions facing us on this subject are 
such that, in my opinion, if the Senate declares for a sea-level 
canal by its vote upon the bill that is now pending it will mean 
that the Senate is putting itself in antagonism with the House 
of Representatives and with the Administration, and I feel for 
one with the facts before us respecting the two types of canal, 
that we should not hesitate to indorse the recommendations of 
the minority of the Board of Consulting Engineers and put the 
Administration in a position where it will not be paralyzed 
> hastening the completion of a canal across the Isthmus of 

‘anama. 

In what I have said thus far, Mr. President, I have limited 
my remarks to a criticism of the type of canal proposed to be 
adopted-in the bill which has been sent to the Senate by the 
majority of the Committee on Interoceanic Canals, and I have 
cticable nature of the canal and 
declaring for the sea-level canal 
of the Board of Consulting Engi- 
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Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President— 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the 
yield to the Senator from California? 
Mr, HOPKINS. For a question. 
Mr. PERKINS. If it does not interrupt the Senator, I ask 
a question for information. He used the expression in his 
very interesting and instructive discussion several times of the 
“ imperfect sea-level canal,” as contrasted with the “ 
canal.” Is it on account of a difference in the curvature 
angles? Is there not the same depth of water in the sea-level 
canal that there is in the lock canal, and also the same width? 





Senator from Illinois 


erfect kl 


Mr. HOPKINS. I thank the Senator from California for 
challenging my attention to that. I will speak of it more at 
length later; but I will say to the Senator that under the plan 
of the leck canal the depth of water at Gatun, instea 
being 40 feet, which is the uniform depth of the-sea level, is 
75 feet, and from that point to Obispo it is more than 45 feet 
So for a distance of 30 miles the depth of the lock canal is 
5 feet more at every point than the sea-level canal. 

Mr. KNOX. For its entire length. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Yes; as the Senator from Pennsy! 


suggests, for its entire length it is 5 feet more in depth than 
the sea-level canal. 

Now, instead of being only 150 feet wide from Gatun to 
Bohio, the lock canal is 1,000 feet wide. I will give to tl 
Senator those figures. 

Mr. PERKINS. From a nautical standpoint those are very 
important factors. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The Senator has anticipated my rem, 
little, and perhaps it will be better for me now to take up 
proposition and show to Senators what is proposed in the 
canal. 

The plan is a modification of the one adopted by the Ist! in 
Canal Commission of 1901. The Spooner Act of June 28 
required greater dimensions and a canal that would ac 
date larger vessels than the project suggested by the Isthn n 
Canal Commission of 1901. The elevation of the summit k 
is nearly the same as in the project suggested by the Cor 
sion of 1901. Since the report of the Isthmian Canal ¢ 
sion of 1901 the information that has been developed regs 
the site at Bohio for a dam, and at Gatun, has be 
lead engineers to recommend the site for the dam to 
waters of the Chagres to be constructed at G 1 instead 
Bohio. And on the Pacific side the lock canal is pl: l 
Sosa instead of at Miraflores, as was suggested in the plan < 
the Commission of 1901. 

As Senators can see from an examination of the map showi! 
the line of the proposed lock canal with the summit | 
85 feet, the canal begins in the Bay of Limon, a mi 
west of the town of Colon, with a channel 500 feet in \ 
and 41 feet in depth at mean tide, running, as you will 
from this map, due south to the shore line of Limon Bay 
the mouth of the Mindi River. This distance is 44 1 
The plan of the canal passes through the low and sy 
ground near the mouth of the Mindi River and extends 


i & 


t 
t 
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Tr 


southerly direction 3 miles to the town of Gatun, The width 
of the canal is 500 feet, with a depth of 45 feet. 

At Gatun there is a space between the hills of over 7.00 
feet, through which the waters of the Chagres and its 1 


taries flow to the sea. This space is buttressed on eit 
with rocks and hills, and about midway in this space t! 
mountain of rock and earth, in which it is proposed + 
vate a diversion channel through which the Chagres Rive 
flow during the construction of the earth dam. The 
to construct this dam across the entire space of 7.700 feet 
a height of 135 feet above sea level. The proposition of this 
plan is to inclose the waters of the Chagres and its tribut 
and create a lake, which will be something over 30 mi! 
and several miles wide. From this channel t w t 
the shore of Limon Bay, at the mouth of the Mindi River, ex 
tending to the town of Gatun, vessels are to be raised to t level 
of the lake, to be known as “ Lake Gatun,” by three duplicate 
locks ranging in a flight of steps, each lock being 900 feet interior 
length; 95 feet wide, 40 feet deep over the miter sills, with a 
lift in each lock of 28% feet. As I have said, these locks are 
in duplicate, and these six locks, constructed of a mass of ma 
sonry and concrete, will be buried in Gatun Hil! and founded on 
rock throughout. Lake Gatun, when created by the constm 
tion of this dam, will be about 110 square miles in area, and wil 
form the summit level of the canal. The lake will also serve 
to impound water for lockage and other purposes during th 
dry season and to give open navigation from Gatun to Obispo. 

I can best give a description in the words of the minority of 
the Board of Consulting Engineers: ; 


The total length of the lake will be 30 miles, of which 2% miles 
be navigated by ships crossing the Isthmus. 


} . 
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Its depth will be about 
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75 feet in the immediate vicinity of the dam, this being maintained 





with little reduction to Bohio (a distance of about 10 miles), and 
thence reducing gradually toward Obispo, where the depth of 45 feet 
will be obtained with but little excavation, the bed of the river being 
about 45 feet below the surface of the future lake. 

For 15.69 miles above the Gatun locks the deep portion of the lake 
will have generally a width exceeding half a mile, and only a small 
amount of excavation will be required to provide a navigable channel 
nowhere less than 1,000 feet wide at the bottom and 45 feet deep. 
Father up the lake, as the amount of excavation required to obtain 
a depth of 45 feet increases, the minimum width of the channel will be 
decreased, first to 800 feet for a distance of 3.86 miles from San Pablo 
to Juan Grande, then to 500 feet for 3.73 miles to Obispo, and to 300 
feet r 1.55 miles from Obispo to Las Cascades, where the channel will 
be f r narrowed to 200 feet through fhe. heaviest portion of the 
great central mass known as Culebra. * 

For a distance of 4.7 miles through the ies portion of the Culebra 
cut the channel is to have a bottom width of 200 feet and to have 
nearly vertical sides below the water line, and then will become 300 
feet wide for 1.88 miles to the Pedro Miguel locks, where the summit 


level will end. The duplicate locks at Pedro Miguel will have one lift 
of 31 feet. Passing the locks the channel will be 500 feet wide for 
1.64 miles, then increasing to 1,000 feet or more for the further dis- 


tance of 3.388 miles to the Sosa locks on the shore of Panama Bay. 
This broad navigati n will be in an artificial lake created by three 
dams, to be subsequently described. There are to be duplicate flights 
of locks on the west side of Sosa Hill near La Boca with tow lifts of 
about 31 feet each from ordinary low tide to the level of Lake Sosa. 


a = * 
From the Sosa lock to the 7-fathom curve in Panama Bay, a dis- 

















tance of 4 miles, the channel is to be 300 feet wide at the bottom and 
45 feet deep below mean tide. * * * 
The waterway may be summarized with reference to channel widths 
as follows: 
73 3 | Per cent 
Width. Length. of ratke. 
Miles | 
OE OE Re NT eM eS TE ae 19. 08 | 38.4 
I a a tana ensnsesin cesta teas ihe Mace ce aaa 3.86 7.8 
Fe I isco woine ancients obuinlen aiid tide diat ieee ae aes 12. 29 24.7 
i a ne Ne 7.21 14.5 
OE oe RN eg ae eee ee 4.70 9.4 
Locks 0250 APOCGREMNOR, 6 co. occ comicke ocdinad beh bckcs ends 2.58 5.2 
OR svinciicnesconnscdsnddun scabies a%i 100.0 
It thus apt ears that only about one-seventh of the distance is in 
annels less than 300 feet wide, while for more than two-thirds of 


he distance the channels are 500 feet or more wide. 


This route passes over the continental divide at Culebra at 
about the same point that it is proposed to construct the sea- 


level canal, and, as I have already said, to construct this canal 

‘ross this cut it would be necessary to excavate 53,800,000 
cubic yards of rock. This carries the cut down to sea level, 
and for a distance of 4.70 miles makes the width of the canal 


only 200 feet. At all other points the narrowest place is 300 
feet. 

Senators can see from this statement that the dam at Gatun 
is the key to the construction and the successful operation of the 
lock canal. If a dam can be maintained at that point of the 
dimensions proposed by the minority of the Board of Consulting 
Engineers in the manner suggested in their plan, the solution of 

he great problem of a lock-level canal has been reached. Doubts 
haye, however, been suggested by the majority of the Committee 
on Interoceanic Canals in their report and by Senator KIrt- 
TREDGE, Who spoke in favor of the sea-level canal the other day, 
as to the stability of an earth dam at Gatun. The problem of 
constructing the dam of earth instead of concrete is one that has 
long since been solved by engineers. If the foundation is such 
that a dam can be constructed at Gatun, I think there is no 
engineer in this or any other country who would hazard his 
reputation by denying that an earth dam of the proportions sug- 
gested in the report of the minority of the Board of Consulting 
engineers can not be safely constructed and maintained at this 
point. The doubt that is attempted to be raised is as to the 
foundations upon which the dam is proposed to be constructed. 
This subject has been very elaborately considered, not only by 
the minority of the Board of Consulting Engineers, but by the 
Isthmian Canal Commission, which contains four of the great 
engineers of the country among its members, and by Chief 
Engineer Stevens, who justly stands in the first rank of great 
engineers in this country. A more elaborate examination of 
the condition of the soil and earth in and about Gatun and ‘across 
this space where the dam is proposed to be constructed has been 
made for the purpose of determining whether this dam can be 
built than has ever been made at any point across the Isthmus 
in all of the investigations that have been had prior to the 
present time. This map, to which I call the attention of Sena- 
tors, indicates by this long and uneven line what is known as 
“jndurated clay,” a species of rock whiei engineers say is as 
safe for the foundation for the construction of a dam upon it 
as any other rock cam well be. A part of the distance in and 
about Gatun, and on either side of the space where the dam is 
to be located, this indurated clay comes to the sea level, and in 
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all of the points excepting two it is found from 20 to 40-odd 
feet below the surface of the soil. At two places there are 
depressions, as is seen upon this map, one where the depression 
is something like 205 feet in depth, and the other where the 
depression is something like 258 feet. In the depression of 258 
feet fer 2u0 feet the soil is impervious, according to the testi- 
mony of the engineers who favor a lock-level canal. 

The dimensions of the dam at this point are 7,700 feet in 
length, 2,625 feet in width at sea level], of a height of 135 feet, 
and a width at the height of 85 feet of 374 feet, and a width 
of 100 feet at the top. The dam will contain, when completed, 
21,000,000 cubic yards of material. At either end of this 7,700 
feet in length the dam is buttressed by rocks in the mountains 
on either side of this depression. About midway in this dam of 
7,700 feet there is a high ground or mountain that runs up 
nearly to the top of the dam and becomes a part of it. It is 
at this point, as I have already shown, it is proposed to build 
the spillway for the discharge of the surplus water of Lake 
Gatun. 

In the borings that were had at this point the deepest one 
showed that the borings struck rock 258 feet below sea level. 
The lower 58 feet is of a more porous character, and some of 
the borings show water below that [indicating]; and that is 
the point upon which the Senator from South Dakota laid such 
stress in his statement the other day. 

Mr. KITTREDGE. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Illinois yield 
to the Senator from South Dakota? 

Mr. HOPKINS. For a question. 

Mr. KITTREDGE. Does the Senator claim that the borings 
above the last 58 feet which he has mentioned exhibit no indi- 

sations of water? 

Mr. HOPKINS. If the Senator had held his soul in patience, 
I would have come to that. It is my purpose to put the Senate, 
if I am able to do it, in possession of all the facts relating to 
this great dam that is proposed to be constructed here. I pro- 
pose to do it without color, and I propose to do it in a way that 
will show the Senators that the apprehensions of the Senator 
from South Dakota are not well founded. 

The engineers who formed the minority of the Consulting 
Board stated in their report that this was undoubtedly depos- 
ited at a time when the currents through the gorge were 
swifter than existed when the upper 200 feet of the alluvial 
material was deposited. In the upper 200 feet some of the 
late borings show fine sand, while other borings near by show 
clay at the same depths, indicating, as do previous borings, that 
the upper 200 feet is practically impervious material. There 
was an overflow, the engineers report, from several of the bor- 
ings which penetrated the gravelly material in the bottom of 
the deep gorge, although the tops of the casings were above the 
surface of the river. This showed, they claim, conclusively 
that there was no near connection with the bed of the river; 
in other words, that the material covering the sand and the 
gravel was impervious for a long distance. The engineers show 
that if the dam is built at Gatun, from the information they 
have there will be no appreciable seepage under the dam 
owing to the practically impervious nature of the material on 
which it will rest, and that the pervious material at the bot- 
tom of this gorge was covered by a blanket of impervious mate- 
rial 200 feet thick. 

This dam has a weight of about 1 ton per square foot for 
each 20 feet in height of embankment, and engineers who- favor 
the minority plan say that under the highest point in the em- 
bankment the pressure would be 64 tons per square foot. They 
say that a dam constructed as is proposed in their plans and 
specifications of the dimensions I have here indicated would 
be not only impervious to any seepage of water, but that it will 
withstand for all time the head of water that is proposed to be 
maintained in Lake Gatun. 

Much testimony was taken by the committee as respects the 
foundation of the dam and its stability to maintain for all time 
a resistance of the elements and of the head of water that is 
to be maintained at all seasons of the year in Lake Gatun. 
Chief Engineer Stevens, before the committee and on many other 
oceasions, has stated unequivocally that the dam constructed as 
I have here briefly outlined is upon a firm and durable foun- 
dation and that it will remain there as long as any of the hills 
and mountains that form a part of this country remain in their 
several locations. 

ao Stearns, in speaking of this dam before our committee, 
stated: 


I wish to say very distinct! = —_- is n pot, in my opinion, an engi- 
neering guess. It is as capa eareeerate as an — — 
comes up in engineeri and further tha than t, that tale 

allowed a factor of iy tha is beyond ail Pastas that ane lee 
allowed in the past. 
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In further testifying in regard to this matter, in answer to 
the following question which I put to Mr. Stearns: . 


r laim is that there is no guess about it, but that it is demon- 
strated a certainty that the dam will stand as put there? 


He said: 
Absolutely; and it is the ignoring of the information obtained in 
e 


the last fourteen years in regard to the movement of the water through 
sands and other earths that makes any such statement as is made 


here by a member of the majority an engineering guess which is a very 
bad one. m 

General Hains, who appeared before the committee, was 
asked by Senator MorGaNn: , 

I suppose, of course, 1 have examined carefully and exhaustively 
the proposed site for a dam at Gatun and the site for a spi!lway cut 
through the hill there? 

General Harns. Yes, sir. 

Senator MorRGAN. And the site for the locks on the right bank of the 
Chagres? 

"Gena Hains. Yes, sir. 

senator MORGAN. Have you any misgivings as to the canal that is 
propesed to_be built there—as to its ees t 

Ceneral Warns. No, sir; I think the dam will be permanent and the 
site for the locks is a good one. 

Senator MorGaN. Does it furnish an extensive length of earth, with 
sufficient foundation for three twin locks in flight, to accommodate a 
ship 900 feet long? 

General Harns. Ample. 

General Abbott and General Ernst are equally as positive as 
General Hains that a dam can be safely constructed at Gatun 
on the plan as proposed by the minority of the Board of Con- 
sulting Engineers, and that it will be permanent in its char- 
acter. e 

Mr. Noble, who is well known to many Senators, and whose 
eminence in his profession is unquestioned, while he was before 
the Committee on Interoceanie Canals was asked this question 
by Senator MorGan: 

That is what I am trying to get at—the common understanding— 
because we have to measure things by the common understanding. We 
do not understand it scientifically. Now, are you entirely satisfied, 

fier a full and careful examination of the dam proposed by the 
minority of the Consulting Engineers at Gatun, that it is safe and satis- 
factory in every degree? 

Mr. NoBis. Batirely so. 

Senator Morean. You think that is so? 

Mr. Nosie. I think that plan is entirely adequate for a dam at 
Gatun that will be safe and answer its purpose perfectly. 


Mr. Harrod stated before the committee as follows: 


_I have confidence in the absolute stability and sufficient impermea- 
bility of the Gatun dam as designed. The experiments made and re- 
cited by Mr. Stearns and Mr. Noble give a scientific basis to such an 
opinion. It is not an engineering guess, in the present state of know!- 
edge, to claim that percolation may be reduced to almost any extent 
by the increase of resistence through additional material and by the 
reduction of the hydraulic gradient. My experience with the enee 
of the Mississippi River, with which I was connected for twenty-six 
years as engineer for the State of Louisiana, and afterwards as a 
member of the Mississippi River Commission, confirms me in this view. 
These structures deal with the same problems of the stability of the 
embankment and seepage through the foundations as does the Gatun 


dam. 

As I have already shown, Mr. Parsons admitted before our 
committee, in answer to a question propounded to him by Sen- 
ator Knox, that the dam would be a stable dam and that the 
lock-level type of canal is an entirely feasible plan of construct- 
ing the canal, ‘and that, if it were a private enterprise, he 
should recommend that over the sea-level canal. It seems to 
me, Mr. President, that what I have shown here is suflicient 
to satisfy any unprejudiced mind that the dam at Gatun, pro- 
posed by the minority of the Board of Consulting Engineers, 
will be a permanent structure and will answer the purposes 
suggested in the plan of a lock-level canal. To my mind, the 
evidence is much stronger in support of the dam at Gatun than 
It is in favor of any ef the dams that must be constructed 
under the sea-level plan. The destruction of any one of those 
dams would destroy the use of the sea-level canal, and the 
destruction of the one at Gamboa by any cause would be as 
disastrous to the sea-level canal as the destruction of the dam 
at Gatun would be to the lock-level canal. The men who have 
questioned the stability of the Gatun dam have not supported 
their criticisms by reasoning that will commend itself either 
to the scientist or to the layman. Professor Burr’s attitude 
respecting this type of canal is so extreme as to weaken his 
entire estimate, and he has shown such a feeling in the case as 
to discount the credence that otherwise might be placed in some 
of his statements. The attitude of Mr. Wallace toward the 
Secretary of War, Governor Magoon, and Mr. Shonts is such, 
as shown by the taken before our committee, that 
his evidence should have but little, if any, weight with Senators 
in determining the type of the canal that shall be approved 
by the Senate. Mr. Wallace is an intelligent man and, as the 
world goes, is an honest man; but his unfortunate connection 
with this great enterprise has put him in a position to abso- 
lutely. his credibility as a witness in case, 
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As to the efficiency of the two types of canal, it seems to me 
that the clear preponderance of testimony is that the lock canal 
will be more efficient and will acommodate a larger comui: 
than the sea-level canal. 

Mr. President, the minority of the Board of Consulting En 


hl Asli 
gineers, in their report, state’ that the lock-level canal will 
have a greater capacity for traffic than the sea-level canal pro 
posed by the majority of the Board of Consulting Engineers 


and that the lock-level canal proposed by them will furnish 
greater safety for ships and less danger of interruption of 
traftie by reason of the wider and deeper channels that t 
lock canal makes possible at smaller cost. They also clai) 
that the lock canal will furnish a quicker passage across 


Isthmus for large ships or a large traffic. Mr. Noble, a member 
of the Board of Consulting Engineers, in his testimony bet 
the Committee on Interoceanic Canals on this subject, sa 

The reason why the minority believe the lock canal to be superic1 
the sea level are given at the beginning of the minority report 
stantially. 


The first one was that the lock canal would have a m2 
for traffic than that afforded by the narrow waterways propos 
Board. 

The ground for that is indicated by the calculated t » ¥e 
for transit across the Isthmus, on page 86 of the report, which 
a very rapid increase in time required to pass as the tra 
and we believe that before a great while after the complietlor 
canal—at any rate, before the traffic becomes very heavy—there \ i 


at the Isthmus, as there is everywhere in the United Stats 1 mt 
channels, a strong demand for the widening. That is the un i 
experience in every waterway, I think, in the United S$ rha 
feature of it is given somewhat in detail 


in one t 
where the successive stages of increasing the width and chan: 
the Great Lakes is dealt with. 

The next reason was that we believed that the shins \ 
through the lock canal with less danger to themselves and 


of interrupting traffic. While recognizing that the lo 
were a feature that we would gladly dispense wit 
were equal, the advantages of the broad navigation 


outweigh the disadvantages attending the use of iocks rt 
channels could not be interrupted by the sinking of a sil 
cause there was so much room there, and there would bk 
of a ship colliding with the sides. 

The sea-level canal has quite a length, 
narrow channel with rock not reaching 


between Bohio and O! 
to the top of the w 





still submerged; and I regard that, as the minority resarded 
most dangerous kind of a channel for a ship to traverse If t 
eal walls could be extended to the water line, it would 
different matter. 

Senator Hopkins. Just explain that fully, so that a layman 
understand it without much reasoning on his own part 

Mr. Nosie. A large vessel does not have a great de f 
either side in a channel 200 feet wide. It will try rw t 
line very closely, but if by any want of judgment in steering, « 
effect of a cross wind, or anything like that, it does « 
with the sides, in such a case as that the sharp rock st: 
in its weakest point—under water—which would alm 
cut a hole in the hull.-. At Suez they have a rock section, a: 
do not allow any meetings of any kind in that section. They regard 


it as their least safe section. 

In the old days at Sault Ste. Marie, in the canal ennst 
State, the cutting was partly in rock, and near the head 
wholly in rock, and that was a fruitful source of injur 


bilge of the ship running upon those slopes, and the hull getti 
contact with those sharp points causes a great many acciden 


accidents in the canal were in the waterway and not at the k 
those days. When the improvements of the canal were taken i 
by the General Government, the first improvement that the vess 
ests demanded was to take out those slopes and put in vertical 
and that was done. That work was completed in about 1874 
that time there has been no trouble of that sort there. 

In the sea-level canal, if two ships of medium size are about to 
meet, it will be necessary for one of them to make fast t 
ing piles or posts while the other passes it at reduced speed 
is the universal practice in the Suez Canal. In that cana! the 
are regular mooring places, where facilities are supplied f 
mooring one ship while the other passes at reduced speed. WW hil 
as was contended by Senator Kirrrepce in his remarks the other 
day, the bottom of the Suez Canal is only 108 feet in width, thes 
mooring places, which are usually about 4 miles apart through 
the entire length of the canal, are widened to a distance of 150 
feet at the bottom of the canal, and for a distance lengthwise 
of the canal 2,400 feet. Under the Spooner Act the Panan 
Canal must provide for larger ships than navigate the Sus 
Canal, and arrangements must therefore be made for widenin: 
places in the 150-foot channel of the Panama Canal for the p 
age of these ships. Im the estimates of cost of the 
tion of the sea-level canal, no provision has been made for | 
passing places of ships. It is apparent, however, that if ships 
are to pass and repass each other at any points en the 19 milk 
or more of the sea-level canal where the prism does not exce 
150 feet, that the canal must be widened somewhat 
general plan adopted in the Suez Canal. Certainly two vess: 
with a breadth of beam of 80 feet each can not pass each oihe 
in a canal prism of 150 feet breadth at the bottom of 


mstru 


aiter Lin 


the canal 


This trouble will not be experienced in the lock-level canal. 
The broad channel of more than 1,000 feet near Gatun, with an 
elevation of 85 feet above the sea level, furnishes a lake as 
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easily traversed as the sea, and vessels can pass and repass 


each other at any point in the canal down to the 200-foot width 
where the lock canal passes through the Culebra cut, and the 
vessels, except in the cut, can pass each other without slacken- 
ing their speed. 

Whenever the commerce of the canal reaches a point that 


thirty ships will pass and repass through the canal every day 
it is estimated by most competent engineers that there will be 
a saving, in the larger type of ships that pass through the canal, 
of three and one-half hours in favor of the lock canal. The 
minority of the Board of Consulting Engineers, in discussing the 
question of the relative time taken for transit across the Isth- 


mus, say, in speaking of the lock-level canal: ~ 

The saving of time by reducing the distance between passing places 
is apparent, but even for ships of the smaller type the lock canal will 
furnish quicker transit when the traffic becomes great, while for the 
larger ships the lock canal will afford quicker transit from the start. 
This would be still more marked for ships of the greater dimensions 


contemplated in the act of Congress. 
In speaking further of the lock-level canal, the Board say: 


In the narrow channels of the sea-level canal, with its large propor- 
tion of curves, night navigation will be more hazardous than by day, 
and ships will probably move at lower speed than assumed by the 
ealculation of time of transit. Unless ships arrive very early 
in the day, they will not be able to pass through the canal by day- 
light on the day of arrival, but will have to submit to the delays of 
night navigation and tie up until the next day. While this may not 
appear to be an important matter, the loss from an average delay of 
twelve hours would amount to a large sum in a year. Taking, for 


example, a tonnage of 20,000,000, the annual loss on the basis of earn- 
ings of one-half mill per ton-mile would not be less than $1,500,000, 
which, capitalized at 8 per cent, shows an expendityre of $50,000,000 
would be justified to avoid such a delay. It must be evident that 
even a small delay to the traffic is of much importance. By the adop- 
tion of a summit-levyel canal instead of a sea-level canal the time of 


transit is shortened, not only without additional cost, but with a large 
saving. 

it is estimated by competent engineers that with twenty-five 
ships of the average size that are engaged in commerce passing 
every day through the two types proposed for the canal, it would 
take ten and three-tenths hours for the passage through the 
sea-level canal and nine and eight-tenths hours for the passage 
through the lock level, and with thirty ships per day of the 
average sizg of first-class ships, it would be eleven and one-tenth 
hours for the sea-level and ten hours for the lock level, so that 
with the average first-class ships which would use the canal 
the moment the commerce becomes such that twenty-five or 
thirty ships per day pass or repass the time in transit is clearly 
in fayor of the lock canal, and, as I have already said, with the 
ships of the larger type there would be a much greater saving, 
namely, three and one-half hours in time in favor of the lock 
eanal. 

Our cruisers and battle ships would pass through the lock- 
level canal much easier and with greater safety than they could 
pass through the sea-level eanal proposed by the majority of the 
Committee on Interoceanic Canals. The sea-level canal between 

sohio and Obispo has a very difficult channel, with rock not 
reaching to the top of the water, but submerged. Between 
these points it would be very dangerous to navigate our cruisers 
and battle ships. The danger there is much greater fhan the 
danger would be in lifting them by locks into the lock-level 
canal, and the time of transit across the Isthmus, as already 
appears, would be much less for that type and size of ships than 
could be had on the sea-level canal. Those who favor a sea- 
level canal have undertaken to show that there is danger in the 
flight of locks proposed to be constructed at Gatun. After a 
careful study of what the most eminent engineers of the age 
have said upon this subject, I confess that I do not share this 
apprehension. I have become convinced from my study of the 
subject that there is little, if any, real danger in operating the 
flight of locks at Gatun. If there is a danger, it is the danger 
that every man takes when he rides upon a railroad train. 
There is danger everywhere and in all kinds of undertakings. 
No man is sure when he leaves the Senate for his home that he 
will not be run down by an automobile or a runaway team, but 
that does not deter him from leaving this Chamber and going 
to his home when the labors of the session are closed. The 
danger that is spoken of in operating this flight of locks is just 
such a danger as a man encounters in going to and from his 
place of business every day, and as every person assumes who 
gets upon a railroad train and starts from Washington to New 
York er Chicago. There may be a possibility that before the 
passenger reaches his destination he may be injured, but the 
possibility is so remote that it does not deter him from under- 
taking the trip. Just so in the construction and use of the flight 
of locks at the Gatun dam. There is theoretically a danger in 
operating the locks, but that theoretical danger has been min- 
imized by engineering science in the construction and operation 
of the locks themselves. 





~ 


The locks at St. Marys Falls have been in operation for fifty 
years and only three accidents have occurred there, and they 
have been provided against in the plans that have been sug- 
gested by the minority of the Board of Consulting Engineers in 
the construction and operation of the locks at Gatun. 

Some of the witnesses have spoken of accidents that oc- 
curred at Manchester and at other points, but, as Mr. Noble 
said when his attcntion was called to this, the fault was not 
in the use of locks, but that the locks and the method of oper- 
ating them were not up to date; that if, at Manchester, they 
had had the modern appliances that are used at St. Marys the 
accident that has been exploited ‘before our committee and by 
Senator Kirrrepce in his statement here the other day would 
not have occurred. When this question was being considered 
by the Committee on Interoceanic Canals, I put this question to 
Mr. Noble, who, at the time, was a witness before the com- 
mittee: 


Something was said by one,of the witnesses with reference to the 
danger of a lock canal to vessels in going in and out of the locks. 
Have you had any experience or observation that will enable you to 
ore = any news as to the character of that danger and the extent 
° 

Mr. Nose. I was at the St. Marys Falls Canal for about twelve 
years in local charge of the work of improvement there. During the 
last year I was the superintendent of the canal for operation also. I 
observed closely all that was going on during the entire twelve years, 
and there was never any serious accident at the gates or to the lock 
in any way caused by the movement of vessels. 

Senator Hopxins. Well, do you, from your experience, regard the con- 
struction of a two or three lock system at Gatun as being at all dan- 
gerous to navigation? 

Mr. Nosus. I think the danger is inappreciable. I base that upon 
the experience had at the Soo for more than fifty years, where no 
serious injury has ever been done to a ship at the lock. 

Senator Horpxins. The witness who was here yesterday—Mr. Par- 
sons, I think—spoke about some accidents at Manchester. 

Senator DrypDEN. When the lock was absolutely crushed down— 
broken down. 

“: acu HOPKINS. Under what conditions could such an accident as 
at occur? 

Mr. Nosis. The locks at Manchester are not provided with suitable 
approach walls, and vessels are not under control by lines until they 
get to the lock itself. That is my recollection of all the locks, and 
I have examined the drawings of the Manchester canal since this dis- 
cussion was commenced, and they conform to that. At the St. Marys 
Falls Canal there are long vertical walls leading to every lock, and 
at the upstream end those walls are more than a mile in length, and 
at the downstream end perhaps they are 2,000 feet in length. 

Vessels come to a stop, or at least come to a very slow movement, 
and before they are allowed to pperench the locks they are required 
to have out a number of lines which lock tenders carry from snubbing 
post to snubbing post, ready to put them on at any time. Those 
facilities and those approach walis are very essential for the safe 
navigation of a canal. I do not believe that if they had had them 
provided at Manchester those accidents would have occurred. 

At the Kiel Canal they have a floating platform attached to moor- 
ing oy that is very much inferior to an approach wall. If a vessel 
touches them and then heels over a bit they are apt to roll over. They 
have that same appliance at the Canadian canal, Sault Ste. Marie, 
where, for the whole length of the canal itself, not yeentony at the 
locks, the rock is left somewhat rough; and in order to protect vessels 
they have a timber fender alongside which now and then gets rolled 
over. 

I think with suitable ——— walls so that vessels can be brought 
under control or stopped necessary or thought advisable, before they 
get to a lock, the dangers are rendered very small indeed. Then, by 
the provision of the additional gates, which the minority report sug- 
gests, so that there will always be two pairs closed against an ap- 
proaching ship from the upper level, there does not seem to be enough 
risk left for the livliest imagination to make anything out of. That 
seems to be so absolutely demonstrated by the fifty years’ experience 
at the Soo that I hardly see how it could be questioned. 


Mr. Stearns who is a recognized authority on this subject, 
in speaking of the question of the safety of the locks was ques- 
tioned by me as follows: 


As I understand you, it is a oy remote contingency that there 
would ever be accidents in the locks 

Mr. Stearns. It has never happened with any canal in the world 
with only single gates so as to cause disaster. It breaks the gate; but 
with these double-gate precautions, and all the provisions that can be 
made in management to take care of the matter, I do not belir-e there 
is the slightest danger. 


The minority of the Board of; Consulting Engineers in dis- 
cussing the question raised as to the safety of the locks, etc., at 
Gatun, say: 


We believe that in no ship canal in the world has such a disaster 
occurred as that imagined for the Panama Canal. If the accidents at 
the Manchester C show that gates may be struck and destroyed, 
they also show that disaster may averted even without special safe- 
guards. Of all the possible movements of a ship at canal locks the 
one that involves the most danger of opening a summit level is when a 
ship bound down in that level approaches a lock, but by proper safe- 
guards this can be made very small. If a gate is struck by a ship 
upward bound, the water pressure on the opposite of the gate helps 
to resist the blow. By the use of Hh agen of gates at each end of 
the summit lock al of opening summit leyel by a blow on 
the down-stream side of lower gates is eliminated, as be shown 
a little further on. ‘ 

The canal construction should provide long approach walls at each 
end of lock or of so that lines can be put out quik 
and handled readily the — under perfect control. For th 
important purpose a long, solid pier with suitable snubbin is 
vastly superior to mooring piles and floats, such as are some 


. 
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foreign canals. 
respect, and the apprehensions of some members of the Board in re- 
gard to the hazards of navigation through lock canals may be due to 
the fact that their experience has been entirely with canals having 
this radical defect. With suitable approach piers and with rules duly 
enforced requiring ships to put out lines on arriving at the pier and to 
reduce speed to 2 miles per hour when moving along it, or to stop alto- 
gether several hundred feet from the lock, a great degree of security 
can be obtained. Such approach piers are provided in the lock pian 
herein recommended. This plan also provides two pairs of gates at 
the fread and two at the foot of each summit lock, so that a ship will 
always find two pairs of gates shut against it. * * * 

The provision of duplicate locks at each end of a lock herein adopted 
is an unusual precaution. It has been recently adopted in part at the 
St. Marys Falls Canal, where duplicate gates are now operated regu- 
larly at the lower end of the Poe lock, but the upper end is not simi- 
larly protected. In the additional lock now projected at that canal, 
safety gates are to be provided at each end. The approach piers, the 
extent of which greatly affect the safety of a lock, are excellent at 
the St. Marys Falls Canal and far better than at any other ship canal, 
and doubtless have contributed to the remarkable record of immunity 
from sérious accidents. 

This canal has now been in operation a little more than fifty years, 
and a traffic aggregating about 360,000,000 tons net register has passed 
through it with no accidents seriously obstructing navigation. It is 
the best example existing not only of the capacity of a lock canal for 
a great traffic, but of the safety with which this traffic can be handled 
with suitable equipment. 

It seems to me, Mr. President, after studying the opinions of 
such eminent men as I have here quoted, that the danger in the 
use of a lock canal is more imaginary than real. With the pre- 
cautions that have been taken in the plans for the construction 
of the locks at Gatun by the minority of the Board of Consult- 
ing Engineers, it seems to me that, as stated by Mr. Noble, the 
danger is inappreciable. 

Mr. President, I have taken more of the time of Senators 
than was my purpose when I rose to address them this after- 
noon. There are a number of other questions that I should like 
to discuss before I close, but the lateness of the hour will not 
permit. I have only undertaken to discuss the leading points 
in the two types of canal, and to show to Senators, in the first 
place, that the sea-level canal as proposed by the majority here 
will be a failure, so far as the expectations of the American 
people are concerned, if it is constructed as they propose. I 
have next undertaken to show, Mr. President, that the lock 
canal is not only feasible, but, as the Senator from Pennsylva- 
nia has said, many®%of the engineers prefer it to the sea-level 
canal. I have shown that if we adopt the sea-level plan we 
will incur an expenditure of from a hundred and twenty-five to 
a hundred and ninety million dollars more than will be neces- 
Sary to give us the best lock canal ever constructed. I have 
also shown that the lock canal can be constructed in eight or 
nine years, less than one-half the time that will be required to 
construct the sea-level canal. 

With these great considerations before us, it seems to me that 
Senators here, regardless of political affiliation, regardless of their 
previous ideas as to the type of canal that should be constructed, 
should one and all reject the majority report here and say to 
the President and to the House of Representatives: “We will 
join with you in the construction of a lock canal, and will show 
to the American people that their expectations will be realized, 
and that before this generation passes away the great ships of 
commerce will be traversing this canal from one great ocean 
to the other.” 

Mr. KITTREDGE obtained the floor. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will ask the Senator from South Da- 
kota if he proposes to go on with the discussion of the un- 
finished business this evening? 

Mr. KITTREDGE. I will ask unanimous consent that the 
unfinished business may be temporarily laid aside. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the unfinished 
business will temporarily be laid aside. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent that the bill 
(ii. R. 18198) making appropriations to provide for the ex- 
penses of the government of the District of Columbia for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1907, and for other purposes, may 
be taken up. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bili, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Appropriations with amendments. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask that the first formal reading of 
the bill be dispensed with, that the bill be read for amend- 
ment, and that the committee amendments be first acted upon. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, that course 
will be pursued. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Appropriations 
‘Was, on page 2, line 3, to increase the appropriation for the 
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salary of the. secretary to the Engineer Commissioner fron 

2,160 to $2,250. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 3, line 2, to increase tl 
appropriation for the salary of the janitor of the executive 


office of the Commissioners from $900 to $1,200. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 4, line 9, to inerease the 
total appropriation for the maintenance of the executive office 
of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia from $98,079 
to $98,469. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 4, line 11, before the word 
“hundred,” to strike out “one” and insert “five:” so as 
read : 

For assessor’s office: For assessor, $3,500, and $500 additior 


chairman of the excise and personal tax boards, ete. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in the items of appropriation for th« 


assessor’s office, on page 5, line 3, before the word “ hundr 
to strike out “one” and insert “five; ” and in line 4, after 


word “dollars,” to insert “and the assessor of the District 


Columbia is hereby authorized, in his discretion, to ac 
without penalty, all returns of gross earnings made by < 
panies or corporations on or before October 18, 1905, if 
same had been made on the Ist day of August, 1905;” so as 
read : 

Three assistant assessors, at $3,000 each: clerk to board 
assessors, $1,500 ; messenger and driver for board of assista 
$600; temporary clerk hire, $500; in all, $43,500; and the 
the District of Columbia is hereby authorized, in his d 
accept, without penalty, all returns of gross earnings mad 


or corporations on or before October 18, 1905, as if the same 
made on the ist day of August, 1905. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 5, line 10, after the word 
*‘ dollars,” to insert “one clerk, $1,200;” and in line 13, bef 
the word “ hundred,” to strike out “three thousand six ind 3 
insert “ four thousand eight; ” so as to make the clause re 
Excise board: For chief clerk, $2,000; clerk, $1,200; clerk, $ 
messenger, $600; in all, $4,800. f 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 5, line 18, befor 
word “ inspectors,” to strike out “two” and insert “ four; 
line 19, before the word “thousand,” to strike out “one l 


insert “two;” and in line 21, before the word “dollars,” to 
strike out “thirteen thousand six hundred” and 
teen thousand; ”’ so as to make the clause read: 


Personal tax board: For two assistant 
at $3,000 each; appraiser of personal property, $ 


nsert 


assistant clerk, $1,000; four inspectors, at $1,200 ea i 
$2,000 ; in all, $17,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 6, line 19, after the word 
“ dollars,” to insert “ messenger, $480;” and in line 21, | 
the word “ dollars,” to strike out “one hundred and 
insert “ six hundred and thirty; ” so as to make the cl 


For auditor's office: For auditor, $3,600; * * * « 
bursing officer, $1,500; messenger, $480; in all, $30,630. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 7, line 13, after the word 
“ dollars,” to insert “ hostler and laborer, $356; and in } 
before the word “ dollars,” to insert “ three hundred and 
five; ”’ so as to make the clause read: 

For coroner’s office: For coroner, $1,800: mo 
assistant morgue master and janitor, $480; hostler 
in all, $3,365. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 7, line 17, after 
“each,” to strike out “one market master, $600; ” 
before the word “dollars,” to strike out “ 
insert “nine hundred and twenty;” and in line 21, befor: 
word “dollars,’ to strike out “eight hundred” and 
“four hundred and eighty;” so as to make the clause 

For market masters: For two market masters, at $1,2 
necessary labor for cleaning Eastern, Western, and Georgetown mat 
houses, $1,920; in all, $4,480. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the items of appropriation fo 
the engineer’s office, on page 12, line 24, to increase the appro 
priation for the salary of skilled laborer (now employed at $2 
per diem) from $600 to $625. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 13, line 14, before the word 
“ oilers,” to strike out “ three” and insert “five; ” in the 


m™m 


le 
and laborer, $36 


eight bundred 


Sale 


wea 


rhe a3 
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line, before the word “ firemen,” to strike out “six ” and insert 
“five;” in line 15, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
“forty ” and insert “ seventy-five; ” in line 20, before the word 
“dollars,” to strike out “two hundred” and insert “ nine hun- 
dred and fifty ;” and in line 25, before the word “ dollars,” to 
strike out “ seventy-eight thousand four hundred and twenty- 
seven” and insert “ seventy-nine thousand seven hundred and 
thirty-seven ;” so as to read: 

Three assistant steam engineers, at $1,050 each; five oilers, at $600 


each; five firemen, at $875 each: superintendent of repairs, $1,500; 
clerk, $1,050; clerk, $620; driver, $540; superintendent of staples, 
$1, 950; blacksmith, $975; two watchmen, at $630 each; two drivers, 
ut $6 30 each; in all, $179,737. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 14, line 14, before the word 
dollars,” to strike out “nine hundred” and insert “one thou- 
sand and fifty;” in line 15, before the word “ hundred,” to 


strike out “two” and insert “ five;” in line 20, after the word 
“dollars,” to insert “ hostler, $480;” in line 21, before the word 
“dumpmen,” to strike out “nine” and insert “ eight;” and in 
line 24, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out “ forty-four 


thousand nine hundred and twenty ” 
sand three hundred and seventy ;” 
read: 

Street-sweeping office: For superintendent, $2,500; * * * stable 


and insert “ forty-five thou- 
so as to make the clause 


foreman, $1,050; foreman of repairs, $1,000; clerk, $1,500; clerk, 
$1,200; stenogr apher and clerk, $720; blacksmith, $900 ; mechanic, 
$780; mechanic’s help. r, $600; hostler, $550; hostler, $480; eight 
dumpmen, at $480 each; one laborer, $450; in all, $45,370. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 15, line 6, after the word 
“dollars,” to insert “ statistician, $1,500;” in line 7, after the 
word “ dollars,” to strike out “ statistician, $1,400;” and in line 
10, before the word “ hundred,” to strike out “seven ” and insert 
“ eight; so as to make the clause read: 

Department of insurance: For superintendent of insurance $3,000; 
examiner, $1,500; statistician, $1,500; clerk, $1,000; stenographer, 
$660; temporary clerk hire, $1,200; in’ all, $8,800. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 15, line_19, after the word 
“dollars,” to insert “assistant computer, $825;” in line 22, 
before the word “ three,” to strike out “ rodman, $825,” and in- 
sert “two rodmen, at $825 each;” and on page 16, line 2, be- 
fore the word “ dollars,” to strike out “ twenty thousand three 
hundred and seventy-nine;” so as to make the clause read: 

For surveyor’s office: For surveyor, $3,000; * * ®* assistant 
computer, $825; two rodmen, at $825 each; three chainmen, at $700 
each; * * *® {n all, $22,029. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 16, line 7, before the word 
“dollars,” to insert “ five hundred;” so as to make the clause 
read: 

For services of temporary draftsmen, computers, laborer, and drivers 
when required, and for an additional field party when required, all ex- 
penditures under this sum to be made only on the written authority of 
the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, $4,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 16, line 8, to inerease the 
total appropriation for the maintenance of the engineer’s office 
from $24,379 to $26,529. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 16, line 12, after the word 
“dollars,” to insert “chief of circulating department, $1,000; 
children’s librarian, $1,000; ” in line 15, before the word “ as- 
sistants,” to strike out “four” and insert “five;” in line 24, 
before the word “ attendants, ” to strike out “ five” and insert 
“ eight; ” on page 17, line 2, before the word “ pages,” to strike 
out “seven” and insert “ten;” and in line 11, before the word 
“ dollars,’ to strike out “twenty-six thousand three hundred 
and ferty” and insert “thirty thousand eight hundred and 
sixty ;” so as to make the clause read: 

Free public library : For librarian, $3,000; assistant librarian, $1,200; 
chief of circulating department, $1, 000 ; ‘ children’s librarian,’ 1,000 : 
assistant, $900; five assistants, at $720 each; * * three attend- 
ants, at $480 each; eight attendants, at $360 ath: collator, page 
two messengers, at $360 each; ten pages, at $240 each ; 

all, $30, 860. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 17, line 19, to increase the 
appropriation for purchase of books for the free public library 
from $7,500 to $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 17, line 21, to increase the 
appropriation for binding for free public library from $3,000 & 
$3,5 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 17, line 24, to increase the 
total of the appropriation for the maintenance of the free public 
library from $17,500 to $20,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Contingent and 
miscellaneous expenses,” to increase the appropriation in the 
item for the contingent expenses of the government of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia for printing, checks, books, law books, books of 
reference, and periodicals, stationery, etc, from $40,000 to 
$42,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 20, line 15, to increase the 
appropriation for judicial expenses, including procurement of 
chains of title, the printing of briefs in the court of appeals of 
the District of Columbia, etc., from $1,000 to $2,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 20, line 22, to increase 
the appropriation for livery of horse or horse hire for coroner’s 
office, jurors’ fees, witness fees, etc., from $2,500 to $3,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 22, after line 3, to insert: 

For the erection by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia of 
suitable tablets to mark historical places in said District, $500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 22, line 13, after the word 
“typewriters,” to insert “except in those cases where the use 
of a pen shall be found by the recorder to be necessary; ” so as 
to make the clause read: 

To enable the recorder of deeds of the District of Columbia to secure 
for use in his office, by purchase and exchange, twenty Elliott-Fisher 
book typewriters, $2,150: Provided, That hereafter the recording of all 
instruments filed for record in the “office of the recorder of deeds of the 
District of Columbia shall be done with book typewriters, except in 
those cases where the use of a pen shall be found by the recorder to be 
necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 22, after line 14, to insert: 

The recorder of deeds of the District of Columbia, with the ap- 

a of the one court of the District * Columbia, or of one of 

ts justices appointed by it for that purpose, is hereby authorized and 
directed to eee from time to time such of the original records in his 
office as may, in their judgment, need to bé ied in order to properly 
preserve them, the expense thereof to be id by i out of the fees 
and emoluments of his office when approved and certified by the supreme 
eourt of the District or one of its justices appointed for the purpose, 
and audited and allowed by the proper accounting officer of the Treas- 
ury: Provided, That the compensation paid for such work shall not 
exceed that now allowed by law for copying in scié office. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Improvements 
and repairs,” on page 24, line 2, before the word “ dollars,” to 
strike out “ forty-six thousand six hundred and sixty-six” and 
insert “ seventy thousand; ” so as to read: 

Work on streets and avenues: For work on streets and avenues 
named in Appendix W, Book of Estimates, 1907, $70,000, to be expended 
in the discretion of the Commissioners upen streets and avenues speci- 
fied in the schedules named in said appendix and in the aggregate for 

each schedule as stated herein, namely : 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 24, line 6, under the sub- 
head “ Work on streets and ayenues,” to increase the appro- 
priation for the Georgetown schedule from $2,000 to $3,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 24, line 7, to increase the 
appropriation for the northwest section schedule from $5,333 
to $8,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 24, line 9, to increase the 
appropriation for the southwest section schedule from $8,000 
to $12,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 24, line 11, to increase the 
appropriation for the southeast section schedule from $15,333 
to $23,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 24, line 13, to increase the 
appropriation for the northeast section schedule from $16,000 
to $24,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. NELSON. I should like to inquire of the chairman of 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, who has charge of 
the bill, whether in reference to the extension of new streets 
the owners of property are made to pay for the 
grading of those streets in the first instance? I notice that in 
this city, especially toward the northwest, men buy up large 
tracts of property and plat it and lay it out, and the question 
is whether they contribute anything to these street improve- 
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ments, or does it all come out of the city government and out of 
the United States? What is the rule in that respect? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say to the Senator from Minne- 
sota that there is no rule which does not vary with circum- 
stances. It is a very common thing for the owners to dedicate 
the streets to the Government. 

Mr. NELSON. I do not mean the land, but, for instance, 
there is an extension. A man lays out an addition in the sub- 
urbs of the city. Of course when he plats that ground the street 
is dedicated to the public; but when it comes to improving the 
streets that are thus dedicated, does not the property contribute 
anything toward that expense, or does it come out of the general 
fund? 

Mr. GALLINGER. 
as a rule. 

Mr. NELSON. In that respect, then, it differs from what 
takes place in most other towns. I inquire why it would not be 
fair and just to make the people who lay out those additions 
bear a part of the burden of the street improvements, instead of 
throwing it upon the public at large, and in that way helping 
them to boom and enhance their property? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think, as a rule, it is thought that if 
they dedicate the street, which is a very considerable part of 
the expense, they have contributed their portion; and then, 
from time to time, by appropriations, the streets are improved. 
I do not know just what procedure the Senator would suggest 
whereby we could make them pay for paving the street or im- 
proving it in the ordinary way. 

{ Mr. NELSON. They do it in other towns. In the West they 

‘ are always made to contribute. I call the attention of the com- 
mittee to the fact, so that in the future provision may be made 
for it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The rule is different here, I will say to 
the Senator. 

The reading of the bill was continued. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 25, after line 13, to insert: 
= granite block pavement with asphalt on the following 
streets: 

First street between B and C streets NW., $5,800. 

Second street between B and C streets NW., $7,500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 26, after line 3, to insert: 


Opening alleys and minor streets: For opening, widening, and ex- 
tending alleys and minor streets in the District of Columbia under the 
provisions of the Code of Law for the District of Columbia, $50,000, to 
be paid wholly from the revenues of the District of Columbia, and this 
sum, together with any balance of appropriations heretofore made for 
said purpose, shall be available for use in opening, widening, extend- 
ing, and straightening alleys and minor streets under the provisions 
of the Code of Law for the District of Columbia; and the Commis- 
sioners of said District are hereby authorized to employ, for such time 
as may be necessary, an assistant to the corporation counsel, at a 
compensation of $150 a month, whose duty it shall be to institute pro- 
ceedings for the condemnations necessary to be taken in opening, 
widening, extending, and straightening alleys and minor streets, and 
the compensation of such assistant to the corporation counsel shall be 
included in the costs and expenses of such proceedings and shall be 
assessed against lands benefited by —_ of such opening, extension, 
widening, and straightening, as provided in section 1608 of said Code of 
Law; said appropriation to be reimbursed by the payment of assess- 
ments for benefits to be made under the provisions of said Code. 

The amendment was agreed to. * 

The next amendment was, on page 27, after line 4, to insert: 

Massachusetts avenue, grade and improve, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 27, after line 6, to insert: 

Connecticut avenue extended, grade and improve, $20,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 27, after line 8, to insert: 

Lincoln road, north of R street, grade and improve, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

v 

The next amendment was, on page 27, after line 10, to insert: 

Pennsylvania avenue extended, grade and improve, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 27, after line 12, to insert: 

Brookland avenue, Bunker Hill road to Bates road, grade, $2,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 27, after line 14, to insert: 

Nichols avenue, Anacostia, grade and improve, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 27, after line 16, to insert: 

Strente in. American University Park, grade and improve, $3,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The next amendment was, on page 27, after line 18, to insert: 

Albemarle street, east of Connecticut avenue, grade, $9,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


I think it comes out of the general fund, 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


S075 


The next amendment was, on page 27, after line 20, to insert: 

T street, North Capitol street to First street, we I ; 

Mr. GALLINGER. 3efore the word “ dollars,” in line 22, I 
move to strike out “six thousand eight hundred and fifty ” and 
to insert “seven thousand three hundred and fifty.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 27, after line 22, 

Chesapeake street, Rockville r 
$4,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 27 


st, pave, $6,850 


? 


ad to Grant road, grade 


after line 24, to } 


Thirteenth street, Clifton to Euclid (Roanoke) street, pave 
Mr. GALLINGER. In line 26, before the word “ dollars,” |] 
move to strike out “ four thousand” and insert “ fiye thousand 
three hundred.” 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. wf 
The next amendment was, at the top of page 28, to ins« 
Girard street, between Twelfth street and Brentwood 


east, grade and improve, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 28, after line 2, to insert 

Massachusetts avenue from Sheridan circle to De 
$3,400. 

Mr. GALLINGER. In line 3 I move to strike out “ D u 
and to insert “ Twenty-fourth.” 

Mr. KEAN. Why not insert “ 
the whole improvement? 

Mr. GALLINGER. The committee did 
wise this year. We have to deal with 
appropriations, and we have added very 
priations for streets. 

I move further to amend the 


P 


street,” so t 


not thi 


another | 


largely to 


amendment by stril 


fore the word “thousand,” the word “three,” and 
“ five’ in line 4, so as to read “$5,400.” This, I will say 
Senator, carries the improvements a little beyond tli 


where any houses have been built, and I 
pretty well. 

Mr. KEAN. If the Senator will extend it 
he will cover the whole thing. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think we have done pretty we! 
street for this year. 


think we 


as far as §S 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Sehator from New Ham 
moves first to amend the amendment by striking « I 
eatur” and tnserting “Twenty-fourth” before 
“street” in line 3. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Ham 
moves further to amend the amendment by striking 
* $3,400” and insering “$5,400” in line 4. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 28, after line 4, to 

Florida avenue between P and Q streets NW., city of Wa 
contiguous to Twenty-second street and north of the south lir 
24, block 3, of Kalorama Heights addition to the ec rw 
pave, $1,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 28, after li », t 

Minnesota avenue from Pennsylvania avenue nort ard 


land may have been dedicated therefor, widening and grad 3 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 28, after line t 

Kalorama road from Columbia road to Nineteenth street tended 
pave, $1,750. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. NELSON. I wish again to call the attention of the Sena 
tor who has the bill in charge to the appropriat 
and a large portion of page 28. They are all appropriations f 


ions 


such street improvements as in all other cities than Wash 
ton would be borne in the first instance by the adjoining lot 
owners. 

In all other cities of the country, so far as I know, in thy 
of such imrovements, when they first lay out and improve 
| streets and put them in a passable condition, the expense is 


paid by the adjoining lot owners. After such streets are once 
laid ont and improved and graded then the city or municipality 
has charge of the improvements. 

The tendency of this method of appropriation is to work in- 
directly into the hands of land speculators and lot owners. I 
am not here criticising and finding fault with the committee for 
taking this course, because they have followed a course, [ am 
aware, that has existed for a long time, perhaps from the very 
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beginning, so far as I know, in this city. But it is a course 
entirely different from that pursued in ail other towns, and to 
my mind it is not only unjust to the taxpayers generally of this 
city, but also to the people of the United States, who contribute 
half of this money, that they should bear the burden of these 
improvements, 

I do not expect the committee to do it now, but I think in the 
future the committee ought to devise a system by which in all 
these cases the adjoining lot owners should contribute their 
share to the street improvements in the first instance. It would 
not only be intrinsically just and honest and follow the pro- 
cedure in other towns, but it would also tend to repress some- 
what the booming and speculation in suburban property. 

Men now find it very easy to buy a tract of suburban land 
and immediately go to work and plat it into lots and streets, 
and perhaps here and there place a little park in it. Then the 


first thing they do is to come to Congress and say, “I have 
platted this addition and laid out streets here, and I have dedi- 
cated this land to the public. I want you, the people of the 
District of Columbia and the people of the United States, to go 


into your pockets and raise money to improve the streets and 
put them into such a condition that I can sell my lots to good 
advantage and make money out of it.” “ 

It is a matter of speculation on the part of these men to make 
money out of the property that they thus plat and lay out, and 
that the public at large in this District should contribute to that 
expense in the first instance and enable the speculators to make 
that money, it seems to me, is altogether unjust. 

I want the Senator who has this bill in charge to understand 
that I am not criticising him. I am criticising the system. 

Mr. President, it is a wrong system. We ought to adopt the 
system in respect to these street extensions and street matters, 
in the first instance, that prevails in all other large towns of 
this country. I sincerely trust that when the committee frame 
the next appropriation bill they will take the proper steps to 
put the city in this respect upon a par with the other cities of 
this country. We certainly are under no obligations to the real 
estate boomers and real estate speculators, and we ought not 
to contribute money to enhance and boom their property and 
enable them to make a big fat thing out of this system of 
speculation. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I think the Senator is 
wrong in saying that every other municipality than Washing- 
ton pursues that course. But, however that may be, these men 
first dedicate the land, then they pay a portion of the curb and 
the sidewalk—one-half in the matter of sidewalk; I am not 
quite sure whether they pay 50 per cent or the entire amount 
for the curb. 

Mr. NELSON. Only 50 per cent, I understand. 

Mr. GALLINGER. In some instances there have been entire 
sidewalks paved and concreted by the owners of property; but 
to say that that should be a fast rule would work, I think, 
great injustice. If the Senator will go within a stone’s throw 
almost of the Capitol, in the southeastern pzrt of this city, he 
will find property that has been paying taxes for more than a 
hundred years, and the streets are not yet paved. To say that 
the people who have held that property and paid taxes on it 
should be required to make all the improvements in those 
streets is, to my mind, an injustice that the Senator would not 
advocate if he investigated the matter. 

Then, again, the streets are not paved for the benefit of the 
owners of the property alone. They.are to be traversed by all 
the people. A paved street is a public highway, and I think 
it would be a manifest injustice to require the people who 
chance to have lots adjoining the street to pay the entire ex- 
pense of the improvement. 

Mr. NELSON. I do not mean that they should pay the en- 
tire expense, but I mean that they should contribute some- 
thing. ‘They contribute now, as I. understand it, one-half 
toward the paving of the sidewalks in the first instance. I 
think they ought to centribute a similar amount to the paving 
of the streets. 

The Senator referred to southeast Washington. When the 
town was originally laid out that portion was built up, and 
the streets were not paved. The paving has been going on 
gradually. The property was developed, occupied, and settled 
upon, and buildings were constructed along those streets, and 
for many years the public at large used them. I do not think 
the rule should apply in that case, but when persons lay out 
entirely new land that has never been occupied or used before, 
and lay it out as a mere matter of speculation, then I think 
they ought to bear a part of the burden. And such a rule 
would repress some of the real estate speculation that is so 
rampant in this city. 


) 








Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I have no particular sym- 
pathy with real estate speculators, but I think any Senator 
who will take the trouble to cool himself off by riding on the 
rapid-transit cars of this city on a hot evening of a June day 
will feel that we are under great obligations to the enterprising 
men who have gone outside and opened up subdivisions and 
made it possible to have the beautiful homes that we find within 
4 or 5 miles of the Capitol. 

I do not know how much money they have made. They de- 
serve to make money. Their enterprise is worthy, and it has 
done very much to make Washington the beautiful city that 
it is. : 

However, Mr. President, I have not charge of the appropria- 
tions. In the first place, the bill comes from the House of 
Representatives, and I am only to-day serving by being drafted 
into the service in taking charge of this bill. I will personally 
give consideration to the suggestion made by the Senator from 
Minnesota, simply adding the suggestion that if he should be in 
my position as chairman of the Committee on the District of 
Columbia he would find more trouble than he has discovered 
in all his life in every other avenue of business that he may have 
been engaged in. 

The reading of the bill was continued. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations 
was, on page 29, line 13, to increase the total of the appropria- 
tion for the construction of county roads from. $45,800 to 
$139,300. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary states that the total 
should be $148,100. 

Mr. GALLINGER. There are certain totals that the clerks 
at the desk will attend to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment as modified will 
be agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 29, after line 14, to insert: 

For condemnation of land necessary for extending Massachusetts 
avenue from the present point of termination of the macadam pave- 
ment near the Naval Observatory to Nebraska avenue, and toward 
grading and improving said part of Massachusetts avenue, $25,000, the 
proceedings for condemnation hereunder to be in accordance with the 
terms and provisions of sections 491la to 491n, inclusive, of the Code 
of Law for the District of Columbia as established by act of Congress 
approved April 30, 1906, entitled “An act to amend an act entitled 


‘An act to establish a code of law for the District of Columbia,’ regu- 
lating proceedings for condemnation of land for streets.” 


Mr. GALLINGER. In line 16, I move to strike éut, after the 
word “from,” the words “the present point of termination of 
the macadam pavement near the Naval Observatory” and to 
insert “ Wisconsin avenue;” so as to read: 

For condemnation of land necessary for extending Massachusetts ave- 
nue from Wisconsin avenue to Nebraska avenue, etc. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the item of appropriation for re- 
pairs of streets, avenues, and alleys, on page 30, line 8, to in- 
crease the appropriation for current work of repairs of streets, 
avenues, and alleys, ete., from $275,000 to $300,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 30, line 18, to increase the 
appropriation for replacing and repairing sidewalks and curbs 
around publie reservatians and municipal buildings from $6,000 
to $9,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 31, after line 11, to insert: 

For continuation of work on the reconstruction of the Anacostia 
Bridge, $275,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Sewers,” on 
page 31, line 16, to increase the appropriation for cleaning and 
repairing sewers and basins from $37,500 to $38,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 32, line 1, to increase the 
appropriation for suburban sewers from $44,000 to $150,000. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, on page 32, after line 16, to insert: 


For beginning work on extension of east side intercepting sewer from 
boundary sewer to Brookland, $40,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Streets.” on 
page 33, line 19, to increase the appropriation for sprinkling, 
sweeping, and cleaning from $225,000 to $250,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 33, line 24, to increase the 
appropriation for cleaning snow and ‘ice from cross walks and 
anon under the act approved March 2, 1895, from $2,500 to 

10,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 











The next amendment was, on page 34, line 19, before the 
word “thousand,” to strike out “five” and insert “ fifteen;” 
and in the same line, before the word “thousand,” where it 
oecurs the second time, to strike out “ eight” and insert “ eight- 
een;” so as to make the clause read: 

thing beach: For superintendent, $600; watchman, $450; and for 
Pee services, maintenance, pe repairs, $1,950; coustruction of 
path houses and for improvement of wharves and floating baths, 
$15,000; in all, $18,000, to be immediately available. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 34, line 21, before the 
word “ repair,” to insert “ purchase;” and in line 22, before the 
word “ hundred,” to strike out “two” and insert “ five;” so as 
to make the clause read: 

For public scales: For purchase, repair, and replacement of public 
scales, $500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 34, line 24, before the 
word “ repair,” to insert “ purchase, replacement, and;” and on 
page 35, line 2, before the word “thousand,” to strike out 
“two” and insert “ three; ” so as to make the clause read: 

For public pumps: For the purchase, replacement, and repair of 
public pumps, cleaning and protecting ublic wells, filling abandoned 
or condemned public wells, including e hire and maintenance of 
necessary horse and wagon, $3, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 35, line 3, after the word 
“ maintenance,” to insert “ supervision;” and in line 4, before 
the word “equipment,” to strike out “completing;” so as to 
make the clause read: 

Playgrounds: For maintenance, supervision, and equipment of out- 
door playgrounds, $10,000, to be immediately available. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 35, after line 14, to insert: 

For reconstructing wharf and sea wall adjacent to the morgue, as a 
foundation to stable, $500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 35, after line 16, to insert: 

Condemnation of insanitary buildings: For all expenses necessary and 
incident to the enforcement of the provisions of an act entitled “An act 
to create a board for the condemnation of insanitary buildings in the 
District of Columbia, and for other purposes,” aqgueves May 1, 1906, 
including personal services, when authorized by the Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia, not to exceed $1,200, $6,200. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Electrical de- 
pariment,” on page 37, line 10, to increase the appropriation for 
general supplies, repairs, new batteries, and battery supplies, 
telephone rental and purchase, ete., from $12,000 to $13,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 37, after line 22, to insert: 

For a telephone switch board, to be installed in the office of the major 
and superintendent of police, connecting the various precincts, the 
residences of his assistants, and the main offices of his department on an 
independent system, $1,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 38, after line 2, to insert: 

For purchases and cost of replacing the present break wheels in fire- 
alarm boxes with approved type of platinum-point key breaks, $1,700. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 38, line 19, before the 
word “ thousand,” to insert “and sixty;” in line 20, before the 
words “ dollars,” to strike out “ fifteen,” and insert “ twenty; ” 
and in line 24, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out “ twenty ” 
and insert “ twenty-six ;” so as to read: 

Lighting: For illuminating material, lighting, extinguishing, repair- 
ing, and cleaning public lamps on avenues, streets, roads, and alleys; 
purchasi and expense of erecting and maintaining new lamp-posts, 
lamp posts'and laiterne? Nepacing snd repairing lamp-ports’ dd Iai 

. anterns; rep repairing p- a an- 
terns damaged or or service; for rent of stearate, eartage of 
material, livery, and other necessary items, $260,000: Provided, That no 
more than $20 per annum shall be paid for each gas lamp equipped with 
a self-regulating flat-flame burner so a as to secure under all 
ordinary variations of pressure and density a consumption of 5 cubic 
feet of gas hour, nor more than $26 per annum for each gas or 
oil —_ equ with an incandescent mantle burner of not not less 
than wer. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
ys The next amendment was, on page 39, line 23, before the word 

thousand,” to strike out “eighty” and insert “ ninety-five; ” 
and in line 24, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out “ eighty ” 
and insert “ eighty-five; ” so as to make the clause read: 


For are ligh and for extensions of such service, not 
exceed : That not more than per annum shall 
be paid any are light from minutes after 
panes wire; and each arc | Fa mpeg ye 

n 
1,000 actual candlepower, and no part of appropriation shall be 
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used for eleetric lighting by means of wires that may exist on or 
any of the streets or avenues of the city of Washington. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary continued the reading of the bill to items 
under the heading “ Public schools,” line 25, page 40. 


Mr. BURKETT. Mr. President, we have reached “ Pub! 
schools,” and as the Senator from New Hampshire in chars 
the bill knows, there is the bill on the Calendar of the Senate 
for amending the schedule of salaries of teachers in the publi: 
schools. Of course, if that bill passes, all the items in this | 
pertaining to public schools will have to be gone over again. |! 


ask the Senator from New Hampshire if he would be willing to 
yield to me to call up the House bill 18442, pertaining to 1 
public schools. It is not a very long bill. I think we could 
pass it very quickly, and that would give a chance to chang 
the schedule here to conform to the new law. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I am very 
pleasing the Senator from Nebraska in the matter he has 
in charge and in which he has taken a great deal of intere 
but I will venture to suggest to the Senator that I think th 
better way will be for me to move to out of th 
bill at the present time everything relating to the public schoo! 
and then go along with the bill, and a little later this eveni 
or perhaps to-morrow, the Senator from Nebraska can get bh 
bill up. If it passes the schedule will have to be made up 
which will take a little time, and it can be inserted. Of eco 
the Senate could recede from the amendment and reinsert t 
old schedule. I think that will facilitate matters, rather 1 
for me to yield for the Senator to call his bill up at the pre 
time. 

Mr. BURKETT. If the Senator from New Hampshire w 
allow me, I will state that it seemed to me we could straigh 
this matter out and pass the bill to which I refer this even 
It would not perhaps take over fifteen minutes. Then, du 
the evening or before the Senate convenes to-morrow, the 8 
ator in charge of the bill could straighten it out and we could go 
right on in the regular order. If we go on now, however, w 
out doing so, we shall have to go back to it later on. It 
necessary, therefore, to delay the appropriation bill 
time unless this schedule of salaries is now arranged. I mer 
thought perhaps we had better do it while the Senate is on 
subject than to have it go over until to-morrow forenoon 
then have to correct it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will suggest to the Senator from } 
braska that Senators around me say they would object to tl 
arrangement. So that would seem to settle the matter for ti 


desirous 


strike 


evening. 
I will now ask, Mr. President, that all matters rel g 
public schools be passed over for the present, and t! 


sideration of the bill be proceeded with, beginning 
at line 2. That relates to janitors and the care of 
and grounds. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of object 
reading of the bill will be resumed by the Secretary at the 
indicated by the Senator from New Hampshire. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amend 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 46, line 15, 
increase the appropriation for janitors and care of buildin 
and grounds of the Adams, Addison, Ambush, Amidon, Anthoi 
Bowen, Arthur, and other schools from $540 each to $600 ea 

The amendment was agreed to. 


on pas 


The next amendment was, on page 46, line 15, to increas 
appropriation for janitors and care of buildings and g1 ls 
the Garfield, Thomson, Van Buren Annex, and Woodburn bu 


ings from $360 each to $420 each. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 46, line 20, to increase 1 
appropriation for janitors and care of buildings and grounds of 
the Benning (white), Benning (colored), Chevy Chase, Stan 
Hamilton, and other schools from $240 each to $360 each. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 47, line 2, to increas 
appropriation for care of smaller buildings and rented 
including cooking and manual training schools, etc., from $5,000 
to $6,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 47, after line 11, to insert: 

For one cabinetmaker for repairing school furniture, $1,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 47, line 14, to the 
total appropriation for the maintenance of the public schools of 
the District from $90,240 to $98,600. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 48, line 1, after the word 


tinerana 
increase 


RAR SES 
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“ buildings,” to insert “storage and stock rooms;” so as “| 
? 


make the clause read: 


Miscellaneous: For rent of school buildings, storage and stock roozps, 
and repair shop, $15,684. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 48, after line 3, to insert: 

For amount required to rent, equip, and care for temporary rooms 
for classes above the second grade, now on half time, and to provide 
for the estimated increased enrollment that may be caused by the 


operation of the compulsory education law, $27,372 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 48, line 14, to increase the 
appropriation for necessary repairs to and changes in plumbing 
in existing school buildings from $40,000 to $50,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 49, after line 13, to insert: 

] additional amount to complete the equipment of the new Busi- 
ness High School, $7,200. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 49, after line 16, to insert: 
For the purchase of apparatus for the physics department and the 
installation of an electrical equipment in the physics laboratories in 
those high schools which do not now possess the same, namely, the 


Central, Eastern, Western, and M Street High Schools, including con- 
duits, switchboards with usual fittings, wires and wiring, terminal 


boxes, motor generators or dynamotors, transformers, resistance boxes, 
electrical measuring instruments, and other accessories and extra labor 
and other necessary items, $6,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 50, line 5, to increase the 
appropriation for contingent expenses, including furniture and 
repairs of same, books, books of reference, etc., from $39,000 to 
$40,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 50, line 13, to increase the 
appropriation for purchase of pianos for school buildings and 
kindergarten schools from $2,000 to $2,500. 

Vhe amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 51, line 6, to increase the 
appropriation for apparatus for the equipment and maintenance 
of school playgrounds from $1,500 to $2,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 51, after line 7, to insert: 

For the purchase of plants, seeds, tools, and other materials, and 
labor. for school gardens, wherever located, $1,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 52, after line 16, to insert: 

‘or purchase of lot 25, square 553, adjoining Armstrong Manual 
ing School, as a site for the erection of an addition to said school, 





» amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 52, after line 20, to insert: 


For site and toward the construction of an e'ght-room school build- 
ing to relieve the McCormick School, $40,000; and the total cost of 
said building, including cost of site, under a contract which is hereby 


authorized therefor, shall not exceed $60,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 53, to insert: 

For site and erection of a four-soom building in Brightwood Park 
(seventh division), $35,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I now ask to return to 
page 28 of the bill, where an omission occurred. After line 14, 
on that page, I move to insert what I send to the desk. 

The Secrerary. After line 14, on page 28, it is proposed to 
insert : 

Fifteenth street, Florida avenue to Euclid (Erie) street, grade and 
impt ‘ove, $5,000. . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The adoption of that amendment 
makes an amendment of the total necessary on page 29, which 
will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 29, lines 13 and 14, it is preposed 
to change the total appropriation to $148,100. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 53, after line 
2, to insert: 


For site and construction of one four-room building at Deanwood 
(eleventh division), $30,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ For Metropol- 
itan police,” on page 54, line 17, after the word “ dollars,” to 
strike out “captain and assistant superintendent, $1,800,” and 
insert “ assistant superintendent, with rank of inspector, $2,500; 


A 


three inspectors, at $1,800 each;” in line 21, before the word 
“captains,” to strike out “four” and insert “ten;” and, on 
page 55, line 2, before the word “dollars,” to strike out “ five 
hundred and forty” and insert “six hundred;” so as to read: 


For major and superintendent, $4,000; assistant superintendent, with 
rank of inspector, $2,500; three inspectors, at $1,800 dollars each; 
ten captains, at $1, 00 each ; chief clerk, who shall also be property 


clerk, $2,000 dollars ; clerks, $1,500 ; clerk, $900; two clerks, at $720 
each, ete. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. On page 54 I move to strike out part of 
lines 24 and 25 and to insert in lieu thereof the amendment 
which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendement proposed by the 
Senator from New Hampshire will be stated. 

The Srecrerargy. On page 54, in line 25, it is proposed to 
strike out “ clerk, $900; two clerks, at $720 each,” and to insert 
“three clerks, at $900 each.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 55, line 1, 
before the word “dollars,” to strike out “five hundred and 
forty ” and insert “ six hundred; ” so as to read: 

Four surgeons of the police and fire departments, at $600 each. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the item of appropriation for the 
Metropolitan police, on page 55, line 5, after the word “ neces- 
sary,” to strike out: 

Eleven lieutenants, at $1,320 each; 40 sergeants, at $1,140 each; 


= privates, class 7 at $900 each; 265 privates, class 2, at $1, 080 
each, 

And to insert: 

Twelve lieutenants, one of whom shall be harbor master, at $1,320 
each ; 45 sergeants, one of whom may be detailed for duty in the harbor 
patrol, at $1,250 each; 412 privates of class 3, at $1,200 each; 104 
privates of class 2, at $1,080 each; 143 privates of class 1, at $900 
each; for amount required to pay salaries of privates of class 2 who 
will be promoted to class 3 and privates of class 1 who will be pro- 
moted to class 2, during the fiscal year 1907, $5,979.01. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 55, line 23, before the word 
“telephone,” to strike out “ three” and -insert “six;” in line 24, 
after the word “each,” to strike out “ twenty- “four station 
keepers, at $840 each;” on page 56, line’5, before the word 
“mounted,” to strike out “captain” and insert “ inspector; ” 
in line 6, before the word “ lieutenants,” to insert “ captains; ” 
in line 8, before the word “ sergeants,” to insert “ lieutenants; ” 
and in line 9, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out “ forty ” 
and insert “ fifty;” so as to read: 

Six telephone operators, at $600 each; janitor for police headquar- 
ters, $720: thirteen laborers, at $600 each ; messenger, $700; mes- 
senger, $500 ; major and superintendent, mounted, $240; inspect: 
mounted, $240; fifty-five captains, lieutenants, sergeants, and privates, 
mounted, at $2 40 each; sixty-four lieutenants, sergeants, and privates, 


mounted, on bicycles, at $50 each; twenty- -six drivers, at $600 each; 
and two police matrons, at $600 each, ete. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 56, line 11, to increase the 
total appropriation for the salaries, etc., of the Metropolitan 
police of the District from $768,640 to $900,429.01. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move to change the total there to 
$900,789.01. : 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let the provision relating to public 
schools, beginning at line 26,on page 40, and ending with line 1, 
on page 45, be stricken from the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secrerary. On page 40, line 26, it is proposed to strike 
out all after the subhead “ Public schools ” down to and includ- 
ing line 1, on page 45. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


PUBLIC SCHOOLS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, the Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. Burkett] has renewed his appeal to me. He has in charge 
a House bill which increases the salaries of the teachers of the 
public schools of the District of Columbia. It is very important 
that, if the bill is to be passed, the new schedulé should be 
inserted in the pending appropriation bill. I therefore yield, 
for the present, to the Senator from Nebraska to allow him to 
call up the bill in which he is interested.- 

Mr. BURKETT. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 18442) to fix 
and regulate the salaries of teachers, school officers, and other 
employees of the board of education of the District of Columbia. 








1906. 





There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on the District of Columbia with amend- 
ments. 

Mr. BURKETT. I ask that the first formal reading of the 
bill be dispensed with and that the bill be read for amendment, 
the amendments reported by the committee to be first con- 
sidered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
The first amendment of the committee will be stated. 

The first amendment of the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia was, in section 2, page 1, line 11, after the words “ Dis- 
trict cf Columbia,” to insert “and three of whom shall be 
women; ” so as to read: 

Theat the control of the public schools of the District of Columbia is 
hereby yested in a board of education to consist of nine members, all 
of whom shall have been for five years immediately precedin 
appointment bona fide residents of the District of Columbia, and three 
ot whom shall be women. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Before that amendment is agreed to, I 
should like to have the Senator in charge of the bill explain the 


reason for restricting the appointive power in this case to any | ee heed 
| } Val 


certain number of one sex. 

Mr. President, I do not know that I have any objection to 
this emendment, provided we are certain to get the right char- 
acter of persons selected for this position. As I understand, 


the board of education under the provisions of this bill is to be | 


their | 
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appointed by the judges of the supreme court of the District of | 


Columbia. This is a considerable departure from anything we 
have had heretofore. I am not criticising the departure; I 
think it has been made after due and proper consideration. 
iny own observation and my own experience to some extent in 


matiers of this kind do not lead me to believe that the very | 


best interest of the schools will demand that any certain number 
of the board of education shall be women. 

I have had considerable observation and some experience along 
this line. It is undoubtedly true that in such a great city as 
this there tould be selected the proper kind of women to fill 
this position. It is possibly true that we could find much better 
material for this position if the judges were left entirely free to 


But | 


determine not only the personnel, but the sex of the persons to | 


be appointed to the position. 
explain the necessity of providing specifically that three of the 
members of this board shall be women. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I think it is evident enough that 
the interruption of the appropriation bill, which was proceeding 
happily to a conclusion, will result in neither bill passing tor 
rght. I supposed that if the school bill were taken up it would 
give rise to no debate. I was told that it had already been read, 
and that it need not be read again; but if it is going on in this 
way—I know the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCumsBer] 
has several amendments he wants to offer—the Senator from 
New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] will not only not get the ap- 
propriation bill through, but the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
Burkert] will not get his school bill through to-night. 

Mr. BURKETT. I will say to the Senator from Maine that 
I think there is not likely to be much discussion after this one 
point is passed. Whether that amendment :oes in is a matter 
that can be determined very quickly by the Senate. The bill 
is only to be read for amendment, the first formal reading hay- 
ing been dispensed with by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from North Dakota says he has 
several amendments to offer. But I will not oppose the consid- 
eration of the bill now, although I am very sorry we shall not 
be able to conelude the appropriation bill this evening. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Da- 
kota yield to the Senator from West Virginia? 

Mr. McCUMBER. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. SCOTT. As I understand, the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. GaLtineER} was willing that the appropriation bill 
should be laid aside until an effort was made to pass the school 
bill, because if that bili passes it will be necessary to increase 
the appropriation for the schools in order to take care of the 
additional expense which the bill in charge of the Senator from 
Nebraska will entail in the way of increased salaries to teach- 
ers. For that reason, I take it, the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire was willing to allow the appropriation bill to go over in 
une an opportunity might be given to pass the school bill 

Mr. McCUMBER. I wish to say, Mr. President, that I have 
carefully read over the school bill. I have taken some interest 
in it, and there are several amendments that I wish to offer. 
I also wish to speak, not at any great length, but to some extent, 
upon each one of the amendments I intend to propose. Of 
course I go on to-night if the Senator desires. 





I should like to have the Senator | 





= 
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Mr. BURKETT. Does the Senator make any motion with 
reference to this amendment? 

Mr. Mc(’SMBER. I have not made a motion yet. I sim 
ply asked the Senator to explain the necessity of governing the 
judgment of the judges to whom you propose to give the appvint- 
ive power. 

Mr. BURKETT. There is not any necessity at all for it, I 
will say to the Senator. The matter came up in the ¢ 
and was presented to us in the hearings. A request was ! 
that there might be three women on the board, and th 


mittee, on voting’ on the question, decided to put the provisi 
in. That is all there is about it. If the Senate does not 
it, it can strike it out. The committee by a majority vote de- 


cided to put in the provision requiring that three 
members of the board shall be women. 
nation there is to it. 

So far as the question of ability of women to serve a 
desirability of their occupying such positions is concerned, 
is not any use in my taking the time to argue that qui 
cause every Senator here is just as familiar with that as I a 
That is the way the amendment was put in. 
it, as I have said, let it be stricken out. 1 
done very quickly. 


That is all the expl 


If the S« 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The quertion is on a 
amendment reported by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
‘ The reading of the bill was resumed. The next 
of the Committee on the District of Columbia was, in 
page 2, line 17, before the word “appointment,” to st: 


“ character or; ” so as to read: 

The organization meeting, and all meetings whats 
shall be open to the public, except committee meetin 
the appointment of teachers. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in se« 
the word 
read: 

No appointment, promotion, transfer, or dismissal of any 
supervising principal, principal, head of department, teac! 
other subordinate to the superintendent of schools, sha 
the board of education, except upon the written i 
superintendent of schools. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, on page 4, lil 
the word “ schools,” to insert: 


: "> r ‘> 
tion 2, page 2, | 


“appointment,” to strike out 


“ however ; SO 


Minh 





The white assistant, under the direction of the ] 
schools, shall have general supervision over the wl l 
specially charged, under the direction of the superintend 
unification, as far as may be practicable, of the education 


white high schools and of all academic and s tific 
McKinley Manual Training School and the Business High S&S 


Mr. BURKETT. I move to amend the amendment 


4, line 4, after the word “assistant,” by inserting “ su 
tendent,” so as to make it read: 

The white assistant superintendent, etc. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I do not understand the amendment 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state 
amendment to the amendment. 

The SECRETARY. On page 4, line 4, after the word “ assista 
it is proposed to amend the amendment of the committee | 
serting the word “ superintendent; ” so that it will read: 


The white assistant superintendent, etc. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to 
amendment of the Senator from Nebraska to the amendny 
the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I call the attention of the Senato: 
the bill in charge to what I consider two or three inconsi 
cies, and I have ar idea that probably the Senator, when his 
attention is called to them, will have no objection to removing 
them by proper amendments, unless he has some explanation 
to make why there should be these apparent inconsistencies in 
the several provisions of the bill. 

The bill as it came from the House has been very materially 
modified, not only in the addition of new provisions, but 
been modified with reference to the system. In 1882, I think if 
was, we had but one important high school in the city. In 1890 
there were established the Eastern, the Western, and the Busi- 
ness high schools. A few years later, in 1897, it was found 
necessary to appoint a director of high schools so that the -work 
might be unified and the competition, which had sprung up be- 
tween the several schools, might be removed. Up to that time 


++ | 
at : 


practically each one of the high schools was independent of the 
other, working out its own system and having its own methods 
The high school system has grown to such an 


of instruction. 
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extent that now there are between three and four thousand 
students in the high schools of the city. 

AS r have said, it was found necessary, in 1897, to appoint a 
new of icer, who was known as the “director of high schools.” 

That official position has been continued down to the present 
time, The name was changed in the bill as it came from the 
House, so that “ director” was stricken out and a new designa- 
tion of that official position was made. It was called, I think, 
“director of intermediate instruction,’ or something of that 
character. If the Senator will compare the provision on page 4 
relating to the white assistant superintendent with that on the 
snuime page relating to the colored assistant superintendent, he 
will find that certain powers and authority are given to the 
colored assistant superintendent which are denied to the white 
assistant superintendent. 

Mr. BURKETT. I will say that the word “sole” was put in 
the clause providing for the duties and powers of the colored 
assistant superintenderit. Some advocated dividing the two 
systems—colored and white. The House, after their hearings, 
decided not to do it, but to keep it all under one superintendent 
and to give the colored assistant superintendent control of the 
colored schools. That was in the bill when it came from the 
Ifouse. So that in making this amendment prescribing the 
cuties of the white assistant superintendent and the duties of 
the colored assistant superintendent the colored assistant super- 
intendent was given that additional authority only to conform 
to the word “sole,” which was put in in the House, giving him 


sole authority and control of the colored schools. That is why | 
it was put in—to conform to the measure as it came from the | 


Ho use, 

Mr. McCUMBER. That is not the only difference between 
them. 

Mr. NELSON. Will the Senator from North Dakota permit 
me? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Da- 
kota yield to the Senator from Minnesota? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Certainly. 

Mr. NELSON. I want to call his attention to the fact that 
the amendment reported by the committee has vastly improved 
the bill. As the bill came from the House it appointed one white 
assistant superintendent, but assigned no duties whatever, and 
I understand that this white assistant is a woman, and that up 
to this time it has been a sort of a sinecure, and that this 
amendment now gives her some duties. I think it is an improve- 
ment. As the bill came from the House it gave her the office, 
but no duties to perform. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Right there I have a serious objection to 
the amendment, if that is the purpose of it. I do not suppose 
that it is the intent of anyone on this committee to legislate a 
good and efficient officer out of his position. I am somewhat ac- 
quainted not only with the superintendent of schools in this city, 
but also with the director of high schools. I have taken a deep 
interest in the educational matters of the city, because I believe 
in educating my own children in the public schools in prefer- 
ence to any other school. I am desirous, like any citizen natu- 
rally would be, that we have good and efficient schools. I am 
desirous, as any Senator should be, that the attention and care- 
ful consideration of the Senate should be given to the matter of 
the conduct of the schools in the District. 

Mr. BURKETT. Will the Senator let me explain the whole 
matter? Perhaps it witl obviate the necessity of his making 
any further remarks. If he will yield, I will state why that 
was changed and all about the system. I think I can do it 
very quickly, if he will yield. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I want to explain one thing. The as- 
sistant superintendent, as has been suggested by the Senator 
from Minnesota, is a lady who has had experience in the inter- 
mediate grades. Now, if you continue the same office and pro- 
vide that the same assistant superintendent, as he is spoken 
of, shall hold that position, then you will have as practically 
the director of the high schools, and one who is supposed to 
have charge of the entire school system of the District, one 
who has had only experience in grades and not one who has 
had any experience whatever in the high schools of the city, and 
you will have legislated out of office one of the very best school 
officers, in my opinion, that you have here in the city, and that 
is Mr. "Hughes, director of the high schools. I get that infor- 
mation not only from my own casual and perhaps slight acquaint- 
ance with him, but also from ail teachers of the high schools in 
the city. I myself do not wish to see this party by this bill 
legislated out of his position and another legislated into the 
pos:tion who has not had the requisite experience in this matter. 

There is another thing that I want to call the Senator’s at- 
tention to. You make this assistant superintendent practically 
the director of high schools and the intermediate branches. 





That power now is placed in the hands of one person. But 
when you come to the white schools, on page 13, you provide 
that the principal of the high school shall be subject practically 
to no control whatever, and the system which grew up a few 
years ago of practically so many independent high schools 
without any unification whatever of their work will be reintro- 
duced. 

Let me call the Senator’s attention to page 13, I think it is: 

Principals of normal, high, and manual training schools shall receive 
a salary of $2,000 per annum, together 

Mr. BURKETT. That is the place. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I will commence a little lower: 

All such principals— 

That is, principals of high schools, manual training schools, 
etc.— 





shall be appointed at the minimum salary, and each shall have en- 
tire control of his school, both executive and educational, subject only 
in authority to the superintendent of schools for the white schools and 
to the colored assistant superintendent for the colored schools, to whom 
in each case he shall be directly responsible. 

In other words, while you make an assistant superintendent 
and give that assistant superintendent control and charge of 
these schools, as is indicated on page 4 of the bill, on page 13 
you state in substance that the principal of the school shall have 
exclusive control, subject only to the restriction and restraining 
power of the general superintendent of all the schools. On one 
page, therefore, you make an assistant superintendent and on 
the other page you take away all of his powers. Am I not 
correct in that, let me ask the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. BURKETT. The Senator is not correct. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Will the Senator explain to me wherein 


/ I am not correct? 


Mr. BURKETT. I will explain it. That is what I was about 
to do whén I asked the Senator to yield a few moments ago. 
I could have explained the whole thing, and perhaps have cov- 
ered it so that the Senator would not be troubled. I can un- 
derstand how, going over it hastily, he would perhaps miscon- 
strue it. If he had spent about twelve days on it and com- 
mitted it to memory backward and forward he would under- 
stand it. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I am ready to yield to the Senator for 
that purpose. 

Mr. BURKETT. I will say—I had hoped possibly it would 
not be necessary to take time to say anything, because it seems 
so important that we pass the bill quickly. In the schools here 
we have a superintendent. He has, say, as his right hand his 
white assistant superintendent. His left hand is his colored 
assistant superintendent. The reason for giving more power 
to the colored assistant superintendent is that there has been 
a good deal of doubting among the colored people—the colored 
patrons of the schools—of the school system, under the belief 
ou their part that the white superintendents and directors were 
not giving them all the benefits and all the attention they ought 
to have. They have believed that their own people should have 
more direct control of their schools. They asked to have it 
put under the direction of the assistant superintendent of col- 
ored schools, and the House did it. In this particular we 
only carried out the design of the House. 

Now, with respect to the school system here, every Senator 
who has given it as much attention as the Senator from North 
Dakota says he has realizes that there is a good deal of criti- 
cism from everybody and everywhere. Ever since I have been 
here there has been continuous controversy and prolonged con- 
flict and investigation in the schools, and there is a very 
serious one going on right now. They have just closed up ene 
that lasted over eight months. In short, there is a good dea! 
of tronble. The people criticise the schools; the schools find 
fault with the people; teachers arrayed against the board, and 
vice yersa. There has been a great deal of conflict of authority. 
For example, two or three persons would go to the same poiut 
with certain authority and prerogatives, and then there was a 
conflict, and as a result there was trouble. 

Now, one of the troubles—and I will ask the Senator to stay 
right on page 4—was with the white assistant superintendeat. 
He has never had any particular prescribed duty to perform. 
This bill, when it came from the House, prescribed specifically 
what the left arm should do, the colored assistant superintend- 
ent, but not one word was said about what the white assistant 
should do. Attached to the system between the superintendent 
and the assistant superintendent was the director of high 
schools. You could not tell just what he was responsible for or 
his authority, nor who he was responsible to. Yet he went 
through this whole system of high schools, with authority 
enough, authorized or assumed, that was constantly creating 
friction. I am not criticising him, for I understand he is a 
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splendid man. Then there was a director of primary schools. 
Senators all know that the first four grades are primary, the 
next four intermediate, and next are the high schools. 
are the twelve grades of the complete school system. 
There was a director of high schools for the top four grades, 
a director of the primary schools for the bottom four grades. 
but there was not any director for the great intermediate 
grades—the fifth, sixth, seventh, and eighth grades—which 
are the most important part of a child’s school life. Peculiarly 
enough, where there was no special guardian of those grades is 


where the greatest attack has been made upon the educational | 


system. For example, there are 107 special teachers turned loose 
upon those schools, teaching cooking, millinery, manual training, 
music, and those special subjects. In one instance where I 
made an investigation 25 per cent of the child’s hours in school 


. . . ‘ i 
during every week was taken up with domestic science and mil- 


linery and that sort of thing. 

I may say that under the assistant superintendent there has 
been a corps of supervising principals ; nine in the white schools, 
four in the colored. Under each of them there has been a cer- 
tain number of principals; under the principal an assistant in 
some schools, and under them the teacher and then the pupils. 
Hence, from the superintendent to the pupil there were the 
teacher, the principal, the supervising principal, the assistant 
superintendent, and on up to the superintendent. Then across 
that system ran another, a lateral supervision. One was the 
director of the high schools. Running across the whole thing, 
as I have explained it heretofore, like a comet, coming from no 
particular place and going to no particular place, were the heads 
of departments—a head of the Latin departmeut, a head of the 
mathematical department,.a head of the scientific department. 
They would walk into a school and say, “ This class must make 
an average of 95 per cent or they can not pass.” 

I have talked with a great many connected with the school 
system, with a large share of the teachers, and there are 1,400 
of them. I said to a principal of a high sehool, ‘“‘ What do you 
do under those circunistances?” He said, “ They are in control.” 
I said, “*‘ What do you mean?” He said, “ They have educational 
control.” I said to the principal, “What are you here for?” 
He said, “I am here as a disciplinarian.” 

There has been trouble over in the McKinley Manual Training 
School, because there are a principal of that school and a super- 
vising principal, and over the supervising principal there is a 
director of the high school, and over him an assistant superin- 
tendent, and over the assistant superintendent is a superin- 
tendent. So the committee said, “ For goodness sake, let us pull 
up the coupling.” You know if you get the hind wheels and the 
tront wheels too far apart they wont track easily. As it is to- 
day the pupil is five or six steps from the man responsible for 
the school. 

The recommendation of the committee will not do away with 
anybody’s job. There are some of them that the Lord knows 
ought to be cut out. But we knew if we cut out a single soul 
who is drawing a salary in the District of Columbia he would 
get some kind-hearted Senator to stand up in the Senate and 
fight the bill. So we have not cut out one single salary. Every 
person who drew a salary last year will draw a larger salary 
this year than ever before in the school system under this bill. 
We first thought that these thirteen supervising principals, boss- 
ing the principals, underneath the superintendent, might be 
done away with. Take the white assistant superintendent. 
Let me say that I did not know the person; I did not know the 
sex; I did not know anything about it. You can not make a 
school bill according to personnel. You have to make it ac- 
cording to principle. You can not make it to suit everybody’s 
qualifications and everybody’s salary. I did not know a single 
teacher in these schools and never met one befure I took hold 
of this bill except Mr. Stewart, the superintendent. Since that 
time I have met four or five hundred, I should judge. Until 
this bill was drafted and laid on the Senators’ desks last week 
I had never met the assistant superintendent referred to. I 
had never met the director of the high schools. Knowing this 
ween was in prospect, I did not want to go into the per- 
sonnel. 

The director of the high schools was hanging around in the 
system, without any very definite authority, without any par- 
ticular specified duties to do. So we said that this assistant 
superintendent, who had not had any duties prescribed, should 
perform the duty of directing and unifying these five white high 
schools. We have five white high schools, or, rather, three 
academic high schools, a business high school, and a manual- 
training school. We said that the assistant superintendent 
Shall perform the duties of assistant, but his special work shall 
be to supervise, not, as the Senator from North Dakota under- 
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takes to say, that there shall be conflict of authority, but to 
unify the grades, to keep the several schools as nearly together 
as may be practicable. 


That assistant works by direction of the superintendent and 
stands for him. There may be a teacher of tumar in the 
Western High School. There may be another teac! , 
mar in the Eastern High School. We do not want anyo to 
say to this teacher or the other that “ you must teach ; r 
according to m7 rule,” but we want results. and we 
the principal of the Western High School, Miss We: I 
be responsible for the work directly to the superint ’ 
want that the principal, who is there on the spot, who knows 
every student and his capabilities, who sees him every day, li 
have the sole power and duty, subject only to the su ! 
tendent, not only as a disciplinarian, but also in educational 
matters. 

And that is why we prescribe specifically, on page 13, that tl 
principal of the school shall be the boss, so that one of the 
heads of departments may not walk in and tell a school | 
much grammar er how much Latin they shall bay 
much mathematics they shall have, or how it shall be 1 
We make the school the unit and make the prin 1 res} 
and have over them the superintendent, wor r thr 
assistant, the high school director. That is the idea upon wl 
the bill has been drawn all the way through. The p 
been to centralize authority, to shorten the cour ow: 
the superintendent closer to the: students. In no ins 
he be farther away than two steps from the student. 

Mr. SCOTT. So that there shall be somebody who 
sponsible. 

Mr. BURKETT. So that there shall be somebody w 
sponsible all the while. 

I want to call attention to another incident in conn 
the McKinley Manual Training School. We have tw 
training schools, one for white children, one for ¢ 
the head of each of those is an expert, the best man f! 
employ. They give him a good salary, running up to &: 
in each instance. Over the principals of those s: 
had a supervising principal to tell the principal ho 
school. The opinion of the committee was, that when 
paying a salary to the principal of a little high school, 
be the principal, and if he could not run it he should be | 
and somebody else put in his place. 

But we did not cut off the head of this supervisor. Wi: 
there would be trouble if we did. We have twenty lit 
which they teach manual training in the grades up to 
grade. There are twenty of these blacksmith shops, wagon 
ete. We left him, but we provide that he shall have conti { 


supervision of these twenty shops in the grades. Let the 
of the McKinley School run it; let the principal of the stron 
Manual Training Schocl run it, and keep the supers n t! 
grades, and there will be no conflict of authority 
occurred in the McKinley Training School. All the 
McKinley Manual Training School this year has b ‘ 
by the muss that has been kicked up down there and the inve 
gation that has been going on. The papers have been | 
There have been scandals of all sorts. They would 
occurred if there had not been a man in charge 
and then another man running him. We have clip; ( 
double authority all the way through the bill, and yet hb 


taken off the head of anyone, I will say to the Senator. 

Mr. SPOONER. Have you left them anything to do? 

Mr.. BURKETT. We have left some people who may have 
to hunt something to do. But the Senator has been in Wash 
ington long enough to know that when a man gets a sal 
publie office he always makes himself useful. I think, | 
that my explanation covers perhaps ail that the Senator from 
North Dakota requested. 

Mr. NELSON. I notice that the bill provides for thirt 


supervising principals. 

Mr. BURKETT. It does. 

Mr. NELSON. If the principals of the schools have contro 
are not the thirteen supervising principals 
What function is there for them to perform? 

Mr. BURKETT. Let me say to the Senator that to have 
cut them out would have made thirteen difficulties where we 
now have apparently only one. There wa good deal of 
question about cutting off the heads of these thirteen; but 


supernunmieri 


S a 


after much consideration we thought, on the whole, best to 
leave them as they are temporarily. 
Our schoolhouses are small. Almost all our schoolhouses 


| 


contain only eight rooms. At our bome_ towns we have schoo 
houses with from twelve to thirty rooms, and a principal is 
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over from twelve to thirty rooms. 
school houses. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Many of them have only four reoms. 

Mr. BURKETT. Many of them have four rooms, but we do 
not build any schoolhouses larger than eight rooms, I think, 
now. The Senator is on the Committee on Appropriations, and 
he knows. That has been the practice here. I will tell you 
what the supervising principals do. They have put a principal 
in each one of these little schoolhouses, and then they collect a 
half a dozen of these eight-reom schoclhouses together, and 
over them all they put one supervising principal. He is really 
the principal of each of those schools, and the nominal principal 
is in reality the assistant principal. 
far as to have an assistant to the assistant principal of the 
school. We have cut out these assistant principals of those 
little schools and leave the supervising principal to run five or 
six schools with the principal. 

Mr. SPOONER. What does the Senator do with the assistant 
principals? 

Mr. BURKETT. We did not leave them without a job. 
They are all teaching school and drawing salary, and they get a 
little more for being an assistant. They will have their jobs, 


Here we build eight-room 


and by virtue of the fact that this bill raises the salaries, they | ,naer the direction of the superintendent of schools, shall have gen- 


will have their salaries raised. I will guarantee the Senator 
there is not a soul who loses his job by this bill. We thought 
we would let the matter of the thirteen supervising principals 
work itself out. There are-107 special teachers, and in the 
report it is suggested that as they go out there be no further 
appointments for a time. If you do not appoint any new ones 
to take their places as they go out gradually you will get rid 
of them by the natural process of elimination. So we have 
not cut anybody's head off. 

Now, with reference to the assistant superintendent and 
director of high schools, we did not cut off either without a 
job; we left beth positions, only changing their names, and 
provided that the assistant should be director of the high 


They have even gone so | 





| 
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able wholly to explain it away. That is the inconsistency be- 
a the two provisions which I pointed out in the first in- 
stance. 

I wish to say to the Senator that I agree with him that this 
bill is a vast improvement over the educational law as it has 
stood upon the statute books. That is not saying, however, that 
it has reached the climax ef perfection by any means. There 
are still errors in the bill, isere are still inconsistencies in it, 
and there are still some things in it that I can not understand. 

For instance, I understand in some instances the right bower 
has more force than the left bower in certain kind of games, 
but I do not understand why in this school law the left bower, 
that the Senator has designated as the assistant superintendent 
of the colored schools, should have given to him authority that 
is directly taken away by the bill from the white superintendent. 

Mr. BURKETT. I will say to the Senator that there is none; 
that there is 

Mr. McCUMBER. Let me ask the Senator not to confuse 
terms. Here is the power that is given to the superintendent 
of the white school: 

The white assistant— 

Superintendent, of course, is understood— 





eral eS over the white schools, and is meee charged, 
under the direction of the superintendent, with the unification, as far 
-* se be practicable, of the educational work of the white high 
scnooils, 

Now, the same follows in reference to the colored superin- 
tendent, with this addition : 

And he also shall be charged specifically, under the direction of the 
superintendent, with the unification of the educational work of the 
intermediary grades of the colored schools. 

Mr. BURKETT. I wili tell the Senator. 

Mr. McCUMBER. In other words, the white superintendent 


| is not charged with the unification of the graded schools and 


schools, and in another place that there should be a director | 


who should have charge of the four intermediate grades. Which 


is which I do not know, because I do not know the qualifications. | 


It is a matter of detail that the board can iron out when they 
get at it. 


Mr. CARTER. Permit me to inquire of the Senator why it 


would not be wise to provide that when, as may sometimes oc- | 


cur, ohne of these supernumeraries resigns, or, 2s must inevitably 
occur, when they die, no one shall be appointed to fill any va- 
cancy occurring in these supernumerary positions. Why not 
provide for it by law? 

Mr. BURKETT. It would not offend the Senator from 
Nebraska, I will say to the Senator from Montana, if that sort 
of a provision was placed in the bill. However, the etommittee 


but any member of the school board. 
to the superintendent of schools, “We know more about 
this thing than you do;” but we suggested very strongly in the 
report, as the Senator will see if he will read it, that if they 
did not attend to it, it would be in order for the Senate next 
year to attend to some of these matters in detail. 

Mr. SPOONER. I suppose this meascre Will not be acted on 
to-night. 

Mr. BURKETT. We are through with all the trouble, and I 
think it can be finished now in a few minutes. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I do not think the Senator has by any 
means got started on the trouble yet. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nebraska 
yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. BURKETT. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from North Dakota rather sug- 
gests to the Senator from Nebraska that this matter will not be 
disposed of to-night. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Evidently not. 

Mr. SPOONER. I should like to ask the Senator from Ne- 
braska if he can not by the time the Senate meets to-morrow 
make a list of the absolutely useless officials to whom he has 
referred and who are now upon the pay rolls here? 

Mr. BURKETT. I would not want to say that any of them 
were useless. They all perform some function. But I think 
the school board should work this ent. 

If there is anything special that is troubling the Senator from 
North Dakota that I have not touched on and that the Senator 
wants to know about, I will be glad to have him ask a question, 
and I will go right at it specially. 

Mr. McCUMBER. If the Senator will give me his attention 
one moment, I wish to explain just one provision to the Senator 
that the Senator has absolutely failed to explain, and as long 
as the English language has meaning the Senator will be un- 





the colored superintendent is charged with the unification of 
the colored graded schools. 

Mr. BURKETT. I did not explain that. I will state that 
there are just one-fourth as many pupils in the colored high 
school as there are white pupils in the white schools, and we 
thought as there are only one-fourth as many pmpils that the 
colored assistant superintendent could take care of both the 
high school and the intermediary, and that as there are four 
times as many white pupils you have two people to take care 
of those. 

Mr. McCUMBER. We are trying to unify this school sys- 
tem, and we are trying under this system to have the same 
systematic work in all the schools. We should have a unifica- 
tion of the system in the grades in the white schools. We want 
somebody who is charged with the unification of those grades, 


| and he should be the assistant superintendent of the white 
were very careful not to offend not only any particular teacher, | 


We did not want to say | 


schools the same as the assistant superintendent of the colored 
schools. There is just one other matter 

Mr. BURKETT. Does the Senator understand that there are 
only one-fourth as many colored pupils as there are white 
pupils? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Though there may not be one-tenth, the 
system should be exactly the same, and the power of the officers 
should be exactly the same. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Da- 
kota yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. McCUMBER. I want to call attention to just one other 
point where there is inconsistency, and then, I think, we have 
done all we need to do this evening. On page 4 it is provided 
that— 


The white assistant, under the direction of the superintendent of 
schools, shall have general supervision over the white schools. 


That has meaning. It means that he shall have general super- 
visien over the white schools. 

Now, turn to page 13, and it says: 

All such principals— 

Not the assistant superintendent— 
at ne 

Mr. BURKETT. Subject only to the authority of the super- 
intendent. 

Mr. McCUMBER. “Both executive and educational.” How 
can you say that those two are consistent, that the assistant 
superintendent shall have charge »f the entire system of the 
schools and then provide in another section that each one of the 
prineipals of the schools shall have— 

1 his both executive and 
ee ee of = school, ve educational, subject 

Not to the assistant superintendent, but— 

in authority to the superintendent of all the schools. 
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Mr. LONG. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BURKETT. I will say in reply—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kansas is recog- 
nized. 

Mr. BURKETT. I will say in reply—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has recognized the Sen- 
ator from Kansas. 

Mr. BURKETT. I beg pardon. 


[Mr. LONG submitted a report from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, which appears under the heading “ Reports of com- 
mittees.”’] 


Mr. GALLINGER obtained the floor. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I am directed by the Committee on 
the District of Columbia to make a report, which I send to the 
desk. 

Mr. GALLINGER. 
for that purpose. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is not in order. The Senator 
from New Hampshire has the floor, and under the rule recently 
adopted it is not in order to interrupt a Senator on the floor 
with routine business. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I understand that a report has just 
been submitted by the Senator from Kansas. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kansas sub- 
mitted it, having the floor in his own right. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Very well; I withdraw the report for 
the present. 

Mr. GALLINGER. 
tion and then to move an executive session. 

I want to say, in reference first to the District of Columbia 
appropriation bill, that I shall seek an early opportunity to- 
morrow to have the Senate resume consideration of that bill, 
and I trust that we may be able to complete it. 

I wish to say in reference to the school bill, Mr. President, 
that the Committee on the District of Columbia, as the Senate 
knows, has had a deluge of bills before it, some of them very 
troublesome ones. The chairman of that committee feels that 
he was very fortunate in the appointment of a subcommittee, 
of which the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Burkett] was chair- 
man, who were willing to take up this very troublesome ques- 
tion and give days and weeks to its consideration. I felicitate 
the Senator from Nebraska on framing what I think is a most 
excellent school bill, and I trust that while it shall be debated 
and amendments offered, it will not be unduly obstructed, be- 
cause it is very important that it should pass at an early day 
if the teachers are to receive the benefit of the increased sala- 
ries provided in that bill. 

Mr. PETTUS. Will the Senator from New Hampshire yield 
to me to submit a report from the Judiciary Committee? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I confess I do not quite know what to do 
when Senators appeal to me. I think I will withhold my mo- 
tion for an executive session, and take my seat, and then Sen- 
ators can transact routine business. 


; COMPANIA DE LOS FERROCARRILES DE PUERTO RICO. 


Mr. FORAKER. I ask unanimous consent for the considera- 
tion of a very short bill. It will take but a few minutes. It is 
the bill (S. 5684) for the relief of the Compafifa de los Ferrocar- 
riles de Puerto Rico. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for the infor- 
mation of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consider- 
ation. It proposes to give jurisdiction to the Court of Claims 
(notwithstanding any statutory bar of limitations) over the 
claims of the Compafifa de los Ferrocarriles de Puerto Rico, with 
power to find the facts and to enter judgment against the 
United States for the reasonable value of the services performed 
by that company in the island of Porto Rico for transporting 
the municipal police and guardia civille between the 12th day 
of August, 1898, and the 3lst day of August, 1902, and for the 
difference between the amount allowed for transporting the 
troops, munitions of war, supplies, and the like, and the reason- 
able’value of said services for the same period, together with 
the expense of repair and maintenance of telegraph lines of the 
Signal Corps, all of said services having been performed during 
the military occupation of that island. 


I yield to the Senator from North Dakota 
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Mr. BURKETT. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Da- 
kota yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Now, Mr. President, I will take this up 
further to-morrow, and I hope the Senator will not be too per- 
sistent about objecting to any amendment that is intended to 
make this measure harmonious. 


Mr. President, I rose to make an observa- 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
and passed. 


third time 


EXECUTIVE 
Mr. GALLINGER. I move that 
consideration of executive business. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After six minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 6 o'clock 
and 15 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow 
Saturday, June 9, 1906, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


SESSION, 


the Senate proceed to the 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate Ju 
RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 
Charles A. Wilson, of Great Falls, Mont., to be receiver of 
public moneys at Great Falls, Mont., vice Charles H. Bentor 
term expired. 


John R. Hilman, of Columbia Falls, Mont., to be receiver « 
public moneys at Kalispell, Mont., vice John 5. Lewis, tern 
pired. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 

Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 8, 1906 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, 

Charles A. Barbour, of Rhode Island, to be collector of cu 


STO! 


for the district of Bristo! and Warren, in the State of Rh 
Island. 
MARSHAL. 
Charles B. Witmer, of Pennsylvania, to be United States mar- 


shal for the middle district of Pennsylvania. 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 
Alexander J. Cook, of Washington, to be receiver of 
moneys, at Vancouver, Wash. 
REGISTERS OF LAND OFFICES. 
J. Henry Smith, of Washington, to be register 
office at Seattle, Wash. 
C. M. Cade, of Shawnee, Okla., to be register of the land off 
at Guthrie, Okla. 


pul 


of the |] 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 


Col. Stephen P. Jocelyn, Fourteenth Infantry, to be brigad 
general. 

Col. Sedgwick Pratt, Artillery Corps, to be placed on the r 
tired list of the Army with the rank of brigadier-general f 
the date upon which he shall be retired from active service. 

Second Lieut. Henry H. Robert, Corps of Engineers, to be first 
lieutenant from June 1, 1906, vice Williams, deceased. 

APPOINTMENTS IN THE NAVY. 

To be assistant surgeons in the Navy, from the Ist 
June, 1906, to fill vacancies existing in that grade on that date: 

Heber Butts, a citizen of Missouri. 

Philip E. Garrison, a citizen of New Jersey. 

Thomas W. Raison, a citizen of Kentucky. 

Commander John A. H. Nickels to be a captain in the 
from the 28th day of June, 1905. 


POSTM ASTERS. 


da 


FLORIDA. 

William R. O’Neal to be postmaster at Orlando, in the county 
of Orange and State of Florida. 

W. L. Van Duzor to be postmaster at 
county of Osceola and State of Florida. 

IOWA. 

Thomas L. Green to be postmaster at West 
county of Fayette and State of lowa. 

Frank M. Hoeye to be postmaster at Perry, in the county of 
Dallas and State of Iowa. 


Kissimmee, in the 


Union, in the 





KANSAS. 


Herbert J. Cornwell to be postmaster at St. John, 
county of Stafford and State of Kansas. 

Jesse D. Kennard to be postmaster at Seneca, in the county of 
Nemaha and State of Kansas. 
William H. Nelson to be postmaster at Smith Center, in th 

county of Smith and State of Kansas. 


in the 


NEBRASKA, 
Edward N. Allen to be postmaster at Arapahoe, in the county 
of Furnas and State of Nebraska. 
Thomas W. Cole to be postmaster at Nelson, in the county of 
Nuckolls and State of Nebraska. 





: 
: 
: 
* 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Fray, June 8, 1906. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and ap- 
proved. 

TO PROHIBIT ALJENS FISHING IN ALASKAN WATERS. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the con- 
ference report on the Alaskan: fishery bill, and ask unanimous 
consent that the statement be read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman calls up the following con- 


ference report. The OClerk will report the title of the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (S. 267) to prohibit aliens from fishing in the waters of Alaska. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent that 
the statement be read in lieu of the report. Is there objection? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, has this bill passed the 
House? 

Mr. POWERS. The bill passed the Senate, came to the 
House, and we struck the entire Senate bill. out and inserted 
one of our own. We passed the Senate bill with that amend- 
ment; it went over to the Senate, and the conferees on the part 
of the Senate determined that our bill was a much better one 
than theirs, and consented to it with a slight amendment. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Has this bill ever passed the House? 

Mr. POWERS. It passed the House. This is a conference 
report, and the Senate has agreed to our views of the bill. It 
passed the House about a month ago. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Qh, no; it could not, because the gentleman 
from Ohio was speaking to me only the other day about passing 
the bill, and the gentleman from Florida was speaking to me 
about it, and they were at that time wanting to get it through 
under a suspension of the rules. 

Mr. POWERS. I do not think either of those gentlemen 
ever had anything to do with this bill. That is another and 
different bill. 

The SPEAKER. 
April. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. That is another bill that the gentleman has 
in mind. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. What is the subject-matter of this bill? 

Mr. POWERS. It prohibits ships of aliens from fishing in our 
fisheries and carrying away our fish all along the Alaska coast 
within the 3-mile limit. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


It passed the House on the 16th day of 


STATEMENT OF MANAGERS ON PART OF THE HOUSE. 


The managers on the part of the House at the conference on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendment of 
the House to the bill (S. 267) to prohibit aliens from fishing in 
the waters of Alaska, submit the following statement in ex- 
planation of the effect of the action agreed upon and recom- 
mended in the conference report, namely : 

The Senate recedes from its disagreement to the amendment 
of the House, and agrees to the same with certain verbal amend- 
ments set forth in the conference report. The effect of these 
verbal amendments is merely to make clearer the meaning of the 
bill. The effect of the bill is changed in no way. 

LLEWELLYN POWERS, 
SDwin W. Hieerns, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. HAMILTON. Mr. Speaker, I think it would be well to 
state the necessity for the passage of this bill. The Japanese 
are coming to our waters, catching ship loads of salmon, and 
earrying them back to their own country for canning purposes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I understand the gentleman to say that 
this covers the case of foreign ships coming inte our waters, 
fishing, and carrying away cargoes of our fish to foreign 
countries. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Yes. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the 
eonference report. 

The conference report was agreed to. 


SPURIOUSLY STAMPED GOLD AND SILVER ARTICLES. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 14604) 
forbidding the importation, exportation, or carriage in inter- 
state commerce of falsely or spuriously stamped articles of 
merchandise made of gold or silver or their alloys, and for 
other purposes, with Senate amendments thereto. 

The Senate amendments were read. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House con- 
cur in the Senate amendments. 
The motion was agreed to. 


FRANK M. DOOLEY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 
15692) granting a pension to Frank M. Dooley, with a Senate 
amendment thereto. 

The Senate amendment was read. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House con- 
cur in the Senate amendment. 

The moticn was agreed to. 


JOHN M. CARROLL. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 
13828) granting an increase of pension to John M. Carroll, with 
a Senate amendment thereto. 

The Senate amendment was read. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move the House concur in 
the Senate amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

STEPHEN CUNDIFF. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 
10395) granting an increase of pension to Stephen Cundiff, with 
a Senate amendment. 

The Senate amendment was read. 

Mr. SULLOWAY,. Mr. Speaker, I move the House concur in 
the Senate amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 


JACOB SCHAFER. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 
3005) granting an increase of pension to Jacob C. Schafer, with 
a Senate amendment thereto. 

The Senate amendment was read. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House con- 
cur in the Senate amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 


JAMES B, ADAMS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 
16878) granting an increase of pension to James C. Adams, with 
a Senate amendment thereto. 

The Senate amendment was read. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House con- 
cur in the Senate amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 


GREENE EVANS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 
18116) granting an increase of pension to Greene Evans, with a 
Senate amendment thereto. 

The Senate amendment was read. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. I move that the House concur in the Sen- 
ate amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 


BENEDICT SUTTER. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 
18135) granting an increase of pension to Benedict Sutter, with 
a Senate amendment thereto. 

The Senate amendment was read. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. I move that the House concur in the Sen- 
ate amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

JONATHAN SKEANS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 
18561) granting an increase of pension to Jonathan Skeans, with 
a Senate amendment thereto. 

The Senate amendment was read. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House con- 
cur in the Senate amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PENSION BUSINESS. 


Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that bills on the Private Calendar, which are in order under the 
rule to-day, may be considered in the House as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Hampshire asks 
unanimous consent that bills on the Private Calendar, which 
are in order to-day, may be considered in the House as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. ae Mr. Speaker, I understand this request 


There was no objection. 
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HENRY G. THOMAS, DECEASED. ; 


The first pension business was the bill (S. 2624) granting an 
honorable discharge to Henry G. Thomas, deceased, Company C, 
Second Kentucky Cavalry. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to correct the military record of, and grant an 
. honorable @ischarge to, Henry G. Thomas, deceased, late captain of 


’ ny C, Second Kentucky Cavalry: Provided, That no pay, bounty, 
bo ane emoluments shall accrue by virtue of the passage of this act. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


ELLA N. HARVEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Ella N. Harvey. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, éete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ella N. 
Harvey, widow of Ira B. Harvey, late of Company D, First Regiment 
District of Columbia Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


EDWARD HIGGINS. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 20) granting an 


increase of pension to Edward Higgins. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edward 


Higgins, late of Company L, Thirty-first Regiment Maine Volunteer 
infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


ELIAS PHELPS. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 215) granting an 
increase of pension to Elias Phelps. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Intericr be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to poe on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elias 
Phelps, late of Company E, Thirty-sixth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS R. SMITH. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 225) granting an 
increase of pension to Thomas R. Smith. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas 
Rt, Smith, late of Company I, Twenty-first Regiment Michigan Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE K. GREEN. 


_ The next pension business was the bill (8. 453) granting an 
increase of pension to George K. Green. : 
The bill was read, as follows: 

_Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
héreby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George 
Vout satinG, udp Rime pension thers Gt Pas pe 

antry, an ma on a ra 2 
month in lieu of that he ae receiving. es -, 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


CORYDON W. SANBORN. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 586) granting an 
increase of pension to Corydon W. Sanborn. 
The bill Was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of ma laws, the name of Cory- 
don W. Sanborn, late of Company B, eenth Regiment Vermont Vol- 
eae tae » and eee Tenth eet ghey ee 
Artillery and grant him a m a e 
month in Hew of that he nos recelving. iid: 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN C. RASSBACH. 
pension business was the bill (S. 668) granting an 
of pension to John C. Rassbach. 


The next 
increase 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
C. Rassbach, late of Company C, Twelfth Regiment Wisconsin Volun 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate-of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

ANNIS BAILEY. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 
pension to Annis Bailey. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions aad limitations of the pension laws, the name of Annis 
Bailey, former widow of Abram R. Ward, late of Con Thi 
teenth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay a pension 
at the rate of $12 per month. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was ace 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

ROBERT CARNEY. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 764) granting. an 
increase of pension to Robert Carney. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Robs 
Carney, late of Company A, Twenty-fifth Regiment Lllinois Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in ! 
of that he is now receiving. 


is 


and it was accord 


moe canting « 
>} graniings 


f 
y K, 


‘her 


“<1 
rcd- 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it w 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 
JULIUS A. DAVIS. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 911) granting an 


increase of pension to Julius A. Davis. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he i 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name o l 
A. Davis, late of Company A, Twelfth Regiment New Hampshire Vol 


teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 
Mr. MACON. Mr. Speaker, I will not take up much of tl! 


valuable time of the House, but I desire to call the att 
the country and also the old Mexican soldiers to the re 
they have not had their pensions increased to $30 per month. 
When I first came to this body as one of its Members, I i 
duced a bill to increase the pensions of all Mexiczn soldiers t! 
served their country honorably and well during our 

with Mexico who from age, accident, or 
to perform manual labor, who were without : : 
to maintain themselves, from $12 to $30 per month. I di 
strove during the Fifty-eighth Congress to get a heart 
that measure, which was pending before the Committ 
sions. But, sir, for some reason the chairman of th 
who is also chairman of the subcommittee in charge of 
pension bills, declined to give me a hearing upon it 


disease were unabk 


nh incom 


I then felt, sir, that when I came back to the House i 
Member of the Fifty-ninth Congress that perhaps, if I could 
| get the Speaker to appoint me a member of the Committee on 
Pensions, I might have a better opportunity of importuning 
the chairman of the subcothmittee to at least give me l 
ing upon the subject; so I urged that I be given an assig 
ment to that committee, and the powers that be were 


enough to heed my request. But, sir, the reason that app 
to me strange in the Fifty-eighth Congress has followed f! 
that time until now, and I have been unable to get a hearing 
upon that bill, although I have frequently importuned the chair- 
man of the subcommittee to give me a hearing. 

Sir, I can not understand who can possibly oppose a measure 
that seeks to give to the grand old Mexican soidiers a pension 
of $30 a month—a dollar a day—after they had reached the age 
of 75 years and are impoverished in purse. 

Sir, these old men have been clamoring for and importuning 
every Member of this body to give their support to this bill 
and I am free to say that, in my humble judgment, were t! 
measure reported to the House by the Pension Committee there 
are not ten of its entire membership that would cast their votes 
in the negative. 

No, sir; I do not believe there are five Members of the H 
who are not willing to give these old veterans a dollar a d 
in their declining years to sustain them as they totter slowly, 
but patiently, to the grave. Sir, there are less than 4,000 of 
these old patriots living at this hour, and they are rapidly pass- 
ing away, and their average age is &7 Think, Mr. 
Speaker, of our refusing to heed their appeals and give them this 





years. 
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small pittance, when we know that it will only be a few days, 
a few weeks, a few months, at most, when they will be called 
upon to cross over the dark river of death and answer to the roll 
call upon the other side. [Applause.] 

Sir, since I have been here I have had the good fortune to 
see some of their pensions increased by special bill from $12 
to $20. The Senate has been good enough during the present 
session of Congress to pass a bill increasing their pensions 
to $20 a month. That bill has been in the hands of the chair- 
man of the subcommittee of the Committee on Pensions for a 
number of weeks, and yet no report upon it has been presented 
to this House. 

Sir, I here and now’ ask this body to interest itself in behalf 
of these old patriots; to do something for them in their de- 
clining years; to speak to the chairman of the committee and 
see if they can not aid me in my humble effort to get him to 
give them “a day in court,” which would mean nothing less 
than a favorable report, [Applause.] 

EDWIN MORGAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 1174) granting an 
increase of pension to Edwin Morgan. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edwin 
Morgan, late of Company FI’, Fifth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM A. BOWLES. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 1224) granting an 
increase of pension to William A. Bowles. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wil- 
liam A. Bowles, late of Company B, Thirty-second Regiment Kentucky 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

LEWIS D. MOORE. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 1256) granting an 
increase of pension to Lewis D. Moore. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lewis 
D. Moore, late of Company C, Seventeenth Regiment Massachusetts 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingiy read the third time, and passed. 

JOSEPH SHINEY. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 1264) granting an 
increase of pension to Joseph Shiney. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph 
Shiney, late of Company H, Sixth Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infan- 
try, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


DANIEL. LAMPREY. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 1428) granting an 
increase of pension to Daniel Lamprey. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Daniel 
Lamprey, late of Company E, Second Regiment New Hampshire Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

HIRAM C, CLARK. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 1443) granting an 
increase of pension to Hiram C, Clark. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, ec to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Hiram 
Cc. Clark, late of Company I, Eighty-seventh Regiment New York Volun- 
teer ey and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 
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The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


BYRON K. MAY. 


The next peasion business was the bill (S. 1510) granting an 
increase of pension to Byron K. May. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Byron 
K. May, late ot Company D, Thirty-fourth Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


LYDIA A. JOHNSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 1570) granting 
an increase of pension to Lydia A. Johnson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lydia 
A. Johnson, widow of William L. Johnson, late of pny wy G, Twelfth 
Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


ELIZABETH L. W. BAILEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 1664) granting an 
incre.ise of pension to Elizabeth L. W. Bailey. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eliza- 
beth L. W. Bailey, widow of Davis W. Bailey, late captain Company H, 
Forty-second Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now re- 
ceiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was acecord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


DAVID T. PETTIE. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 1849) granting an 
increase of pension to David T. Pettie. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of David 
T. Pettie, late of Company F, Third Regiment Minnesota Volunteer In- 


fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES J. BROWN. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 1855) granting an 
increase of pension to James J. Brown. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
J. Brown, late first lieutenant Twenty-fourth Independent Battery, 


Ohio Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading: and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


SOLOMON H. BAKER. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 1865}. granting an 
increase of pension to Solomon H. Baker. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Solome: 
H. Baker, late of Company D, Eighteenth Regiment Connecticut Volum- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. : 


VIRGINIA A. M’KNiIGHT. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 2008) granting 2 
pension to Virginia A. McKnight. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be. and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of Moe area laws, the name of Virginia 
A. McKnight, widow of Sargent McKnight, late second lieutenant Com- 

any H, One hundred and twenty-second ment Illinois Volunteer 
fnfentry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $8 per month. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 








THOMAS F. STEVENS. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 2082) granting an 
increase of pension to Thomas F, Stevens. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas 
F. Stevens, late of Company B, One hundred and twenty-second Regi- 
ment Lilinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


G. ANNIE GREGG. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 2179) granting an 
increase of pension to G. Annie Gregg. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the peasion roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of G. 
Annie Gregg, widow of William B. Gregg, late chaplain First Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES DEVOR. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 2429) granting an 
increase of pension to James Devor. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roli, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
Devor, late of Bighth Independent Battery Ohio Volunteer Light 
Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM H. WILLIE. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 2619) granting an 
increase of pension to William H. Willie. 

The ‘bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
H. Willie, late of Company E, Third Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cav- 
alry, and pay him a nsion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


LOUISA CARR. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 2728) granting an 
increase of pension to Louisa Carr. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Louisa 
Carr, widow of John T. Carr, late of Company B, Third Regiment 
West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and Company D, Sixth Battalion 
West Virginia Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN LINDT. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 2791) 
increase of pension to John Lindt. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he i 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension rol!’ subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
Lindt, late of Independent Battery B, Pennsylvania Volunteer Light 
Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $22 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


BRIDGET MANAHAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 2852) granting a 
pension to Bridget Manahan. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete, That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension ree Siar S 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Bridget 
a -. mother of Daniel Manahan, late of Company K, 

irteent egiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and Company 
TWenty-sixth ment New York Volunteer Cavalry 
pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly-read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES B. TOWNE. 


The next pension business was the bill 
increase of pension to Charles B. Towne. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, 


and | is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension l, su t to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of ¢ ries 
B. Towne, late of Company L, Twentieth Regiment New York Vo 
teer Cavairy, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per wonth in 


lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac 

ingly read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM H. RICHARDSON. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 
increase of pension to William H. Richardson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be tt enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he ts 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension r yject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the n liam 
H. Richardson, late of Company A, First Regiment Delaware Volun- 
teer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

EDWIN D. WESCOT7. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 3486) granting an 
increase of pension to Edwin D. Wescott. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, s ect 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of | 
D. Wescott, late of Company L, Tenth Regiment, and Com, y G 
Sixth Regiment, New York Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that i 
ceiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

JOSEPH FULLER. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 34 
increase of pension to Joseph Fuller. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, ect 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, t 
Fuller, late of Company H, Fourteenth Regiment 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
of that he is now receiving. 
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The bill was ordered to a third reading; ,and it y 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM OLIVER. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 3553) a o 


increase of pension to William Oliver. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
hereby, anthorized and directed to place on the pension 1 } 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the nar 
liam Oliver, late of Company I, Thirty-seventh Regiment M 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


and 


WILLIAM HIBBS. 
The next pension business was the bill (8. 3 
increase of pension to William Hibbs. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and |! 


hereby, author‘zed and directed to place on the pension roll, 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the nam 


629) 


SVaiit 


liam Hibbs, late of Company D, Third Regiment New Jersey \ a 7 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was rd- 


ingly read the third time, and passed. 
GEORGE W. HYDE. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 3684) granti 
increase of pension to George W. Hyde. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, a 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pensi 


nSion roi, & 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
W. Hyde, late of Company K, First Regiment Wisconsin \ 
Infantry, and One hundred and forty-ninth Company, Second B nh 


Veteran Reserve Corps, and pay him a pension 

per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 
The bill was ordered to a third readi 

ingly read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM H. 


at the rate o S24) 
ng; and it was accord- 


WINANS. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 3728) granting an 
inerease of pension to William H. Winans: 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


hereby authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject te 
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the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wil- 
It. Winans, late of Company D, Fourteenth Regiment West Vir- 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
nonth in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


WILBUR F. FLINT. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 3750) granting an 
increase of pension to Wilbur F. Flint. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wil- 
bur F. Flint, late of Twenty-sixth Independent Battery, New York 
Volunt Light Artillery, and second lieutenant Company B, Tenth 
Regiment United States Colored Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The bi was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN GIFFEN. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 3814) granting an 
increase of pension to John Giffen. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
Giffen, late of Company A, Tenth Regiment United States Infantry, 
war with Mexico, and drum major Eighteenth Regiment New York 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE J. THOMAS. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 3904) granting an 
increase of pension to George J. Thomas. 
ill was read, as follows: 
etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
y. authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 

1e provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George 
J. Thomas, late of Company K, Forty-third Regiment Wisconsin Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

. JOHN SMITH. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 4092) granting an 
increase of pension to John Smith. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
authorized and directed to place.on the pension roll, subject to 
i ; and limitations of the pehksion laws, the name of John 
ft Twenty-fifth Regiment Maine Volunteer In- 


Che } 


enacted, 


f Company C, 
nd pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 
GEORGE BREWSTER. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 4133) granting an 
increase of pension to George Brewster. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby. authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the prov 1s and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George 
Brewste te of Company I, Twenty-sixth Regiment Connecticut Vol- 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 


unteer 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 
JOSEPH BOVEE. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 4171) granting an 
increase of pension to Joseph Bovee. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph 
Bovee, late of Company K, First Regiment Colorado Volunteer Cavalry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

CATHARINE E. SMITH. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 4173) granting an 
increase of pension to Catharine E. Smith. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Catha- 
rine E. Smith, widow of William H. Smith, late acting master, United 


States Navy, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in 
lieu of that she is now receiving. 


that he 
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The amendments of the Committee on Invalid Pensions were 
read, as follows: 


Insert, after the word “ master,” in line 7, the word “‘ commanding; ” 


and in line 8, after the word “of,” strike out the word “ fifty” and 
insert “ forty.” 


The amendments of the committee were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE WARNER. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 4205) granting an 
increase of pension to George Warner. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George 
Warner, late of Company G, Thirty-sixth Regiment Ohio Volunteer In- 


fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM E. HOLLOWAY. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 4846) granting 
an increase of pension to William BH. Holloway. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

je it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
E. Holloway, late second lieutenant, United States Revenue-Cutter 
Service, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


EMILY P. HUBBARD. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 4872) granting an 
increase of pension to Emily P. Hubbard. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Emily 
P. Hubbard, widow of George M. Hubbard, late first lieutenant and 
quartermaster, Seventy-third Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a uae at the rate of $17 per month in lieu of that she is 
new receiving. . 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


ANDREW P. QUIST. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 4458) granting an 
increase of pension to Andrew P. Quist. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of An- 
drew P. Quist, late of Company B, First Regiment Minnesota_Volun- 
teer Infantry, and Company A, Ninth Regiment United States Veteran 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE W. FLETCHER. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 4492) granting an 
increase of pension to George W. Fletcher. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authérized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George 
W. Fletcher, late of Company C, First Battalion District of Columbia 


Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


AUGUSTUS M’DOWELL. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 4497) granting an 
increase of pension to Augustus McDowell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Augus- 
tus McDowell, late of Company C, Sixth Regiment Indiana Volunteer 


Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


HENRY MOODY. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 4550) granting an 


increase of pension to Henry Moody. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., 'Tt.at the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry 
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Moody, late of Company B, Eighth Regiment Connecticut Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 


ingly read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN JOINES. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 4719) granting an 
increase of pension to John Joines. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to — on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
Joines, late of Company H, Second Regiment Missouri Volunteer Light 
Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


EDWARD HART. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 4770) granting an 
increase of pension to Edward Hart, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be; and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edward 
Hart, late of Company G, Forty-ninth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer In- 
fantry, and. pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


LEMUEL CROSS, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 4784) granting an 
increase of pension to Lemuel Cross. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name 
Cross, late of Company E, Ninety-first Regiment New York Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the raté of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


EDWARD W. SMITH. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 4790) granting an 
increase of pension to Edward W. Smith. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edward 
W. Smith, late second lieutenant Company I, Fifty-second Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. e 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


MARY E. BAKER. 


_ The next pension business was the bill (S. 4879) granting an 
increase of pension to Mary E. Baker. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place en the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the nsion laws, the name of Mary 
E. Baker, widow of Charles N. Baker, late captain Company K, Second 
Regiment Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving, and $2 per 
month additional on account of Eleanor A. Baker, child of the said 
Charles N. Baker, while living and helpless. 

4 The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


CALVIN C. HUSSEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (8. 
increase of pension to Calvin C. Hussey. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the — laws, the name of Calvin 


: llussey, late of Company C, Eighth Regiment Maine Volunteer In- 
antry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 


that he is now receiving. 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM WRIGHT. 


e 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 4910) granting an 
increase of pension to William Wright. 
- The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
Wight, at a tte Ee tele Beakonas Pete. ne ee 

? rs ezimen otomac ome rigade 
Maryland Volunteer Cav. te a pension at the rate of $30 


and he is 
subject to 
of Lemuel 


4887) granting an 


alry, and h 
per month in lieu of that Be is son veceiving. 
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The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN REECE. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 4937) granting an 
increase of pension to John Reece. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
Reece, late of Company D, First Regiment Pennsylvania Volunte: 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading: and it was accord- 


ingly read the third time, and passed. 


HENRY 8. OLNEY. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 
increase of pension to Henry S. Olney. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Her 
S. Olney, late first lieutenant and quartermaster Eleventh Regi 


5022) granting an 


Rhode Island Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 
DAISY C. STUYVESANT. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 5082) granting an 


increase of pension to Daisy C. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, 

the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the r 


Stuyvesant. 


197 


C. Stuyvesant, widow of Moses 8. Stuyvesant, late lieutenant nd 
lieutenant-commander, United States Navy, and pay her a 


the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now receiy n 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


ELLEN DONOVAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5085) granting an 
increase of pension to Ellen Donovan. 
‘The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of | 
Donovan, widow of Andrew Donovan, late of Company H, Six 
Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and Company D, Twelfth 


Regiment Veteran Reserve Corps, and pay her a pension at t 
$12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

EUGENE V. M’KNIGHT. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 5143) granting : 
increase of pension to Eugene V. McKnight. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject t 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Hus 
V. McKnight, late of Company A, First Regiment Minnesota Volun 
Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


and it was 


HOLAWAY W. KINNEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5152) granting au 
increase of pension to Holaway W. Kinney. 
The bill was read, as follows: ‘ 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be 1d he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension r ibje ) 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the 1 I 
way W. Kinney, late of Company G, Fifteenth Regiment New 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


and it was 


ANDREW J. 


FOSDICK. 


The next pension business was the bill (8S. 5158) 
increase of pension to Andrew J. Fosdick. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


poiaili 


Be it enacted, etc., Theat the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sub to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name « 

J. Fosdick, late of Compiiny M, Fourth Regiment New Y« 
Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $: 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 





and it was acc 
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JAMES A. PRICE. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5169) granting an 
increase of pension to James A. Price. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
A. Price, late captain Company K, Eighteenth Regiment Missouri Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was read, as follows: 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN JOHNSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5256) granting an 
increase of pension to John Johnson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
Johnson, late of Companies D and E, Eighty-eighth Regiment Indiana 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES RAMSEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5290) granting an 
increase of pension to James Ramsey. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and direeted to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
Ramsey, late of Company B, Second Regiment North Carolina Volunteer 
Mounted Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

ANNIE A. WEST. 

The next pension business. was the-bill (S. 5326) granting an 
increase of pension to Annie A. ‘West. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

je it enacted, etec., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Annie 
A. West, widow of Walter G. West, late of Company H, Third Regimént 
New Jersey Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


FRANCES E. TAYLOR. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5442) granting a 
pension to Frances E. Taylor. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Frances 
E. Taylor, widow of Ellis Taylor, late of Company A, One hundred and 
twenty-second Regiment United States Colored Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $8 per month. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


JACOB L. KLINE. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5501) granting an 
increase of pension to Jacob L. Kline. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to ~— on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of t 
L. Kline, tate of Company I, Eleventh Regiment Missouri Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in Heu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

HENRY CLAY SLOAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5557) granting an 
increase of pension to Henry Clay Sloan. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry 
Clay Sloan, late first lieutenant Company I, Forty-eighth Regiment 
Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and first lieutenant Fourth iment 
United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


ANN H. CROFTON. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5559) granting an 
tocrease of pension to Ann H. Crofton. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ann Hi. 
Crotton, widow of John BE. Crofton, late of United States ships Vermont 
and Clematis, United States Navy, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


FOSTER L. BANISTER. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5583) granting an 
increase of pension to Foster L. Banister. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, thé name of Foster 
L. Banister, late of Company A, First Regiment Vermont Volunteer 


Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


STACY B. WARFORD. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5700) granting an 
increase of pension to Stacy B. Warford. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Stacy 
B. Warford, late of Company F, Eighth Regiment Michigan Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


NATHALIA BOEPPLE. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5708) granting an_ 
increase of pension to Nathalia Boepple. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Na- 
thalia Boepple, widow of William T. Boepple, late sergeant-major, One 
hundred and thirty-sixth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


EMERY WYMAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (8S. 5728) granting an 
increase of pension to Emery Wyman. . 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Emery 
Wyman, late of Company BE, Fourth Regiment New Hampshire Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES M’TWIGGAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5731) granting an 
increase of pension to James McTwiggan. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he its 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
MeTwiggan, late of Company H, Third Regiment Rhode Island Vol- 
unteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES A. BRYANT. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5742) granting an 
increase of pension to James A. Bryant. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to cae on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
A. Bryant, late of Company G, nt Regiment Tennessee Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the ra 
of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the thiré time, and passed. 
JOSHUA J. CLARK. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 5758) granting an 
inerease of pension to Joshua J. Clark. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pa reil, sub to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, name 


of $30 per month in lieu 











g 
a 
es 


1906. 


, late of Company B, Forty-sixth Regiment Iowa Volunteer 
—- ona pay ne pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


THEODORE F. MONTGOMERY. 


The next pension business was the bill (8. 5765) granting an 
increase of pension to 'Theodore F. Montgomery. 

The bill was read, as Zollows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to yw on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Theo- 
dore F. Montgomery, late of Company B, Twenty-second Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and Company A, Third Regiment 
Pennsylvania Provisional Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

THOMAS D. WELCH. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5867) granting an 
increase of pension to ‘Thomas D. Welch. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

te it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas 
D. Welch, late of Company A, Seventeenth Regiment West Virginia 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS M. HARRIS. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5772) granting an 
increase of pension to Thomas M. Harris. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas 
M. Harris, late colonel Tenth Regiment West Virginia Volunteer In- 
fantry, and brigadier-general, United States Volunteers, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $72 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


HARVEY M. TRAVER. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5775) granting an 
increase of pension to Harvey M. Traver. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Harvey 
M. Traver, late of Company K, One hundred and fiftieth Regiment New 
York Volunteer Infantry, and pay bim a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


MAHALA F, CAMPBELL. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5784) granting an 
increase of pension to Mahala F. Campbell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mahala 
I. Campbell, widow of Henry 8S. Campbell, late of U. S. S. Alleghany 
and Iroquois, United States Navy, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


JOSEPH W. DOUGHTY. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5785) granting an 
increase of pension to Joseph W. Doughty. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph 
W. Joughty, late first lieutenant Company I, Twelfth Regiment Maine 

olunteer penne and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


JEHIAL P. HAMMOND. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5790) granting an 
increase of pension to Jehial P. Hammond. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jehial 
a far Teens of Company B, Seventy aecund et aoe ¥et- 

an and a on a e rate o r mont 
In lieu of that ‘he is now recel 6 
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The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 

ingly read the third time, and passed. 
JAMES N. DAVIS. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 5800) granting an 
increase of pension to James N. Davis. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
N. Davis, late —— Company B, Second Regiment North Carolina 
Volunteer Mounted Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate. of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

ANDREW JACKSON PARIS. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 5801) granting an 
increase of pension to Andrew Jackson Paris. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to. 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Andrew 
Jackson Paris, late of Company C, Second Regiment North Carolina 
Volunteer Mounted Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM H. MEADOWS, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5803) granting an 
increase of pension to William H. Meadows. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of W ) 
H. Meadows, late of Company K, Forty-eighth Regiment Indiana V: 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 


lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

WASHINGTON BROCKMAN, 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 5808) granting an 
increase of pension to Washington Brockman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of W 
ington Brockman, late of Company K, Tenth Regiment [Illinois Vo 


teer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


HANNAH C. CHURCH, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5809) granting ar 
increase of pension to Hannah C. Church. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of H 
nah C. Chureh, widow of Thomas Church, late captain Company FE 
Fifty-third Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay 


a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she 
receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading: and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES F. SHELDON, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5834) granting an 
increase of pension to Charles F. Sheldon. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he js 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles 


F. Sheldon, late of Company A, Twelfth Regiment Vermont Volu 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month i i 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN KEYS. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5844) granting an 
increase of pension to John Keys. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
hereby, authorized and directed to piace on the pension roll, subject 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
Keys, late of Company G, One hundred and eigiitieth Regiment Ohio 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at ihe rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 
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BLANCHE BADGER, 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 5855) granting an 
increase of pension to Blanche Badger. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Blanche 

sadger, widow of Algernon §. Badger, late lieutenant-coloonel First 
Regiment Louisiana Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE W. WEBSTER. 

The next pension business was the bill (8S. 5902) granting an 
increase of pension to George W. Webster. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George 
W. Webster, late of Company K, One hundred and second Regiment 
United States Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. : 

PATRICK GAFFNEY. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 5928) granting an 
increase of pension to Patrick Gaffney. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Patrick 
Gaffney, late quartermaster-sergeant, Twentieth Regiment Iowa Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

ELIJAH R. MERRIMAN, 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 59382) granting an 
increase of pension to Elijah R. Merriman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elijah 
R. Merriman, late captain Company F, Fifth Regiment West Virginia 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was aceord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

SAMUEL B. BICE. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5948) granting an 
increase of pension to Samuel B. Rice. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the previsions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Samuel B. Rice, late of Company B, Seventy-sixth Regiment Pennsyl- 
vania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE F. WHITE. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5949) granting an 
increase of pension to George F. White. 
, The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
George F. White, late of Company I, Third Regiment Wisconsin Volun- 
teer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 


ingly read the third time, and passed. 
CHRISTOPHER C. DAVIS. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5966) granting an 
increase of pension to Christopher C. Davis. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and liraitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Christopher C. Davis, late of Company A, Ninth Regiment Indiana 
Volunteer Infantry, and pity him @ pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


YRANKLIN BURDICK. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5969) granting an 
increase of pension to Franklin Burdick. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
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to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Frarklin Burdick, late of Company C, Third Regiment Rhode Island 
Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

: The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


FRANKLIN B. BEACH. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6024) granting an 
increase of pension to Franklin B. Beach. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the ee and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Frank- 
lin B. Beach, late of Company BH, Tenth Regiment Michigan Volunteer 


Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM A. HOPPER, ALIAS CUFF WATSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6034) granting an 
increase of pension to William A. Hopper, alias Cuff Watson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, anthorized and directed to pJace‘on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
A. Hopper, alias Cuff Watson, late of Company M, Eleventh Regiment 
Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


FRANCES A. SULLIVAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6063) granting an 
increase of pension to Frances A. Sullivan. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, anthorized and directed to place on the pension rojl, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Frances 
A. Sullivan, widow of Thomas A. Sullivan, late of Company A, Seventy- 
third Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


FREDERICK FIENOP. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19080) granting 
an increase of pension to Frederick Fienop. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to _— on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisicns and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Fred- 
erick oem late of Company B, Second Regiment Missouri Volunteer 
Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was,accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

WILLIAM COLVIN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19293) granting 
an increase of pension to William Colvin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That “ne Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
Colvin, late of Company D, Twelfth Regiment Indiana Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now rece'ving. 

The bill was orcered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

CHARLES P. GRAY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19530) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles P. Gray. 

The bill was read, as follows : 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions ard limitations of the _—— laws, the name of Charles 
P. Gray, late of Compan; D, Third Regiment Arkansas Volunteer Cav- 
alry, and pay him a nm at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

MARY A. HALL, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19533) granting 
an increase of pension to Mary Hall. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the 
hereby, authorized and directed to 
the provisions and limitations of t laws, the name of Mary 
Hall, widow of James 8. Hall, late cap 1 Corps, United States 
Army, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 


of the Interior be, and he is 
on the pension roll, subject to 
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The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 


as follows: 


ord “ Mary,” insert the initial “A.” 
ae the "ain an ~ to read: “A& bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Mary A. Hall.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


time, and passed. - 
LYDIA A. PATNAUDE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19483) granting 
a pension to Lydia A. Patnaude. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to poe on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lydia 
A. Patnaude, widow of Alfred Patnaude, late of Company A, Seven- 
teenth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6, before the word “late,” insert the words “alias Alfred 
Putnam.” 

in line 8 strike out the word “ twelve” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ eight.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. ; 
ANTONIO MACELLO, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19416) granting 
an increase of pension to Antonio Macello. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to piace on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Antonio 
Macello, late of Troop M, Thirteenth Regiment, and Troop I, Third 
Regiment, New York Volunteer et and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “ Troop” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ Company.” 

In same line, after the word “ Regiment,” insert the words “‘ New 
York Volunteer Cavalry.” 


In line 7 strike out the word “ Troop” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ ae 

In —ae ine, after the words “ New York,” insert the word “ Pro- 
visional.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


EFFINGHAM VANDERBURGH. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19118) granting 


fin increase of pension to Effingham Vanderburgh. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is | 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Effing- 
ham Vanderburgh, late of Company I, First Regiment New York Volun- 
teer Engineers, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES H. STIMPSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19514) granting 
an increase of pension to James H. Stimpson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, au and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension ane the name of James 


H. Stimpson, late acting master, United States Navy, and kim a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he'is neu resetving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 7 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ASA G. BROOKS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19100) granting 
an increase of pension to Asa G. Brooks. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Asa 
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G. Brooks, late of Company H, Eighth Regiment New York Voivnteer 
Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In Hne 8 strike out the word “ thirty ’ and insert in lieu thereof 
word “ twenty-four.” 

he amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ELIAS S. FALKENBURG. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19404) 
an increase of pension to Elias S. Falkenbureg. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


om A ; in, 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension lay the name of E! 
8S. Falkenburg, late of Company M, Second Regiment Wisconsin \V 


teer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty” 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a thi 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the thi 
time, and passed. 


and insert in lieu tl 


FRANCIS G. FULLER. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18685) gran 
an increase of pension to Francis G. Fuller. 
The bill was read; as follows: 





Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
heteby, authorized and directed to place on the pension reli, subje« ) 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the na! if Frat 
G. Fuller, late of the Eighty-fifth Regiment New York Volunteer h 
fantry, unassigned, and pay him a pension at the rate of $35 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words “of the” 
the word “ unassigned.” 

In line 7 strike out the word “ unassigned.”’ 

In Hine 8 strike out the word “ thirty-five” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 

it 


and insert in lieu the 


reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
MARIA A. MAHER. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18606) granting 
an increase of pension to Maria A. Maher. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of M 
A. Maher, widow of Michael Maher, late of the ordnance detachnx 
United States Military Academy, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$16 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In lines 6 and 7 strike out the words “the ordnance detachment, 
United States Military Academy,” and insert in lieu thereof the word 


“detachment of Ordnance Corps, United States Army.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

RUDOLPH BENTZ. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18363) granting 
an increase of pension to Rudolph Bentz. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ru 
dolph Bentz, late of Company G, One hundred and fortieth Regimen 
New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 


being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 
CHARLES M. SEXTON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17740) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles M. Sexton. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles 
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M. Sexton, late of Company L, Second Regiment Colorado Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieupof 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the initial “L”’ 
initial * Cc.” 

In line 7, before the word “and,” insert the words “and Company 
BE, Veteran Battalion, First Regiment Colorado Volunteer Cavalry.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


and insert in lieu thereof the 


JOHN M. WEBB. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18045) granting 
an increase of pension to John M. Webb. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enactcd, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
M. Webb, late of Company H, Forty-seventh Regiment Wisconsin Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendraent recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 8 strike out the word “thirty ” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word * twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JONAS M. SEES. 


The next pension business was the bill (H’ R. 17675) granting 
an increase of pension to Jonas M. Sees. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jonas 
M. Sees, late of Company E, First Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty-six ” 
the word “ thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


and insert in lieu thereof 


ELIZA F. WADSWORTH. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17481) granting 
a pension to Eliza F. Wadsworth. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eliza F. 
Wadsworth, widow of Charles C. Wadsworth, late of Company G, 
Fourth Regiment Maryland Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ twelve” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ eight.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; ard being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

HENRY W. ALSPACH. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17266) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry W. Alspach. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That, the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry 
W. Alspach, late of Company A, Seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volun- 
teer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $72 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “seventy-two” 
thereof the word “ thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


and insert in Neu 


ALEXANDER M. FERGUS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18066) granting 
an increase of pension to Alexander M. Fergus. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the yg! nee and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alexan- 
der M. Fergus, late of Company F, One hundred and fifty-first Regiment 
Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

CHARLES T. MURRAY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12339) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles T. Murray. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles 
T. Murray, late of Company E, Thirtieth Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: - 


In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty-six.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JAMES M’QUADE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11142) granting 
an inerease of pension to James McQuade. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he its 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
McQuade, late acting third assistant engineer, United States Navy, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty ” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ELLA Q. PARRISH. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9465) granting 
a pension to Ella Q. Parish. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ella Q. 
Parish, widow of Henry 8. Parish, late captain Company A, Twentieth 
Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6, before the word “ widow,” strike out the word “ Parish” 
and insert in lieu thereof the word “ Parrish.” 

In same line, before the word “ late,” strike out the word “ Parish” 
and insert in lieu thereof the word “ Parrish.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “twenty-four” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ eight.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Ella Q. 
Parrish.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


DAVID W. FARINGTON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10267) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to David W. Farington. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pies on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the —- laws, the name of David 
W. Farington, late of Company F, ond Regiment Iowa Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 7 strike out the word “Iowa” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ Indiana.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

CHARLES W. TIMMS. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 7652) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles W. Timms. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles 
W. Timms, late of Comenny F, Eleventh .°e7 West Virginia Vol- 


unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

: RICHARD CALLAGHAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 8481) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Richard Callaghan. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etce., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Richard 
Callaghan, late of Company A, Thirty-fifth Regiment New Jersey Volun- 


teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, 
as follows: — 


In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and imsert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


JAMES W. STEWART. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 7580) granting 
an increase of pension to James W. Stewart. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
W. Stewart, late of Companies L and M, Sixth Regiment West Virginia 


Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, strike out the words “‘Company L and M” and insert in 
lieu thereof the words “ Company L.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
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reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third | 


time, and passed. 
JAMES REEDER. 


_ The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 4689) granting 
an increase of pension to James Reeder. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
Reeder, late of See G, Seventy- Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
ctor engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


WILLIAM HARVEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5728) granting 
an increase of pension to William Harvey. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
Harvey, late of Comp G, Third ent Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of per month in lieu of that he is 


now receiving. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 


a engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


e 


GEORGE W. LAKING. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6201) granting 
an increase of pension to George W. Lakin. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete. That the Secretary of the Interior d i 
becehy. authorized and directed to Sides on the penaion ae aa ae 
Ww Tysions and limitations ef the the name of me 
fantey, ena of Company H, First t higan Volunteer In- 
tat ke lo now ee ee of $50 per menth in lieu of 





| per month. 
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The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “ Lakin” 
word “ Laking.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 

Amend the title so as to read: 
sion to George W. Laking.”’ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


and insert in lieu thereof the 


“A bill granting an increase of pen 


PHINEAS HYDE. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6495) grant 
an increase of pension to Phineas Hyde. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Phine 
Hyde, a private in Company I, Eighth Regiment Connecticut Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 6 strike out the words “a private in” 
thereof the words “ late of.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a th! 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


r 
4% 


and insert 


SPILLARD F. HORRALL. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 
an increase of pension to Spillard F. Horrall. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be tt enacted, etc., That the Secretary Interior be 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, su 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of § i 
F. Horrall, late of Company G, Forty-second Regiment Indiana \ 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $59 per month 

The amendments recommended by the committee were 
as follows: 


In line 6, after the word “ late,” 
in lieu thereof the words “ 


1217) gra 


of the 


strike out the word “ of” 
second and first lieutenant.’ 


In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu ther 
word “ forty.” 

In same line, after the word “‘ month,” insert th 
that he is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of 


sion to Spillard F. Horrall.” { 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be 
reading; and being engrossed, it was ac 
time, and passed. 


engrossed for a 
dingly read the t! 


MIRANDA BIRKHI 

The next pension business was the 
a pension to Miranda Berkhead. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the e of J 
Berkhead, widow of William O. Berkhead, late engineer, United 
Navy, Mississippi Squadron, and pay her a pe 


AT 


bill (H. R, 2315) 


sion at the rate of $13 


The amendments recommended by the committee were 1 
as follows: . 

In line 6, before the word “ widow,” strike out the word 
head" and insert in lieu thereof the word “ Birkhead. 

In same line, before the word “late,” strike out the word B 
heac ” and insert in lieu thereof the word “ Birkhead.” ¥ 

In same line, after the word “late,” insert the words “acting se’ 
ond assistant.” ; : 

In line 7 strike out the words “ Mississippi Squadron.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “seventeen” and insert in lieu theredf 
the word “ eight.” ie 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Miranda 
Birkhead.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed fer a third 


| reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


time, and passed. 
HIRAM B. THOMAS. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1836) grantin 
an increase of pension to Hiram B. Thomas. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Hiram 


J8 


B. omas, late of Company I, Thirty-seventh Regiment New York Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 


and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 











SOS6 


ENOCH M’CABE. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 2014) granting 
an increase of pension to Enoch McCabe. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
B wcted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


Be it ¢ 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Enoch 
McCabe, late of Company G, Ninety-fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 


lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

EPHRAIM D. ACHEY. 

The t pension business was the bill (H. R. 1148) granting 
an increase of pension to Ephraim D. Achey. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


ne> 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eph- 
raim D. Achey, late of Company G, Seventy-ninth Regiment. Pennsyl- 
vania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 


per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

WILLIAM J. GIRVAN. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16741) granting 
an increase of pension to William J. Girvan. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
he provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
) _ Eleventh Regiment New York Volunteer 
him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
is now receiving. 


tne 
J. Girvan, late of Company F, 
infantry, and pay 
that he 
The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty ” 
word “ twenty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


ol 


and insert in lieu thereof the 


OSBERT D. DICKEY. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17015) granting 
an increase of pension to Osbert D. Dickey. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Osbert 
). Dickey, late of Company L, First Regiment United States Veteran 
Volunteer Engineers, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty ” afd insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-fou”.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JEROME LANG. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 14168) granting | 


an increase of pension to Jerome Lang. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jerome 


ise 
he reby ’ 


the 


Lang, late of Company A, Fifty-fifth Regiment New York Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $72 per month in lieu 


of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “ Company” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Companies.” 

In same line, before the word “ Fifty-fifth,” insert the words “ and 


‘In line 8 strike out the word “ seventy-two ” 
thereof the word “ thirty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


and insert in lieu 


ROBERT B. CRAWFORD. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 14537) granting 
an increase of pension to Robert B. Crawford. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
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the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Robert 
B. Crawford, late of Company C, Ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Re- 
serve Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “ Ninth” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ Thirty-eighth.” 

In line 7 strike eut the word “ Reserve.’ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, ard passed. 


BRIDGET M. DUFFY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16513) granting 
a pension to Bridget M. Duffy. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Bridget 
M. Duffy, widow of Peter J. Duffy, late captain Company G, Sixty- 
first Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $20 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 9, after the word “‘ month,” insert the words “in lieu of that 
she is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Bridget M. Duffy.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

MATILDA FOSTER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16342) granting 
an increase of pension to Matilda Foster. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Matilda 
Foster, widow of Rufus D. Foster, late of Company —, Forty-first Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$12 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 7, after the word ‘‘ Company,” insert the initial “TI.” 

In same line strike out the word “ Forty-first’”’ and insert in lieu 
thereof the words “‘ One hundred and forty-third.” 

In line 8 strike our the word “ twelve”’’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ eight.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

WILLIAM M’CREA. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15713) granting 
an increase of pension to William McCrea. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
| MeCrea, late of First Battery, Delaware Volunteer Light Artillery, 
| and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he 
| is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: \ 


| 

| In line 6 strike out the word “ First ”’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
| word “ Nield’s.” 
| 

| 


In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty-six’ and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOHN EWING. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 14199) granting 
an increase of pension to John Ewing. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the i laws, the name of John 
Ewing, late colonel One hundred and fifty-fifth Regiment Pennsylvania 


Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 6 stri‘e out the word 
“ lieutenant-colonei.”” 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 


‘The amendments were agreed to. 


“colonel” and insert the word 


ee 





1906. 





The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

SAMPSON PARKER. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 14680) granting 
an inerease of pension to Sampson Parker. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samp- 
son Parker, late of Cay A, First Regiment Indiana Volunteer 

on 


Cavalry, and pay him a pens at the rate of $35 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
\ follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty-five” and insert In lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ODOM BUTLER. 


a The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 13318) granting 
an increase of pension to Odom Butler. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Odom 
Butler, late of Company I, Sixty-third Regiment Illinois Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
llows: 
ee In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ forty.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


¢£ 
i 


HEMAN A. HARRIS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11888) granting 
an inerease of pension to Heman A. Harris. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Heman 
4. Harris, late of Comemes H, Tenth Regiment New York Volunteer 
Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 

q in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
“ The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
ae follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

SAMUEL B. M’LEAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12482) granting 
an increase of pension to Samuel B. McLean. 

The bill was read, as foliows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel 
I. McLean, late of Company K, Sixty-second Regiment Pennsylvania 


Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In lines 6 and 7 strike out the words “ K, Sixty-second Regiment Penn- 
sylvania Volunteer Infantry ” and insert in lieu thereof the words “ C, 
Kinggold Battalion, Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and Company D, 
I'wenty-second Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry.” 


In line 8 strike out the word “forty”’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a thtrd 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

EUGENE A. MYERS. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10814) granting 
an increase of pension to Eugene A. Myers. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to slass on the pension roll, subject to 


the gem aan lithitations ot = — ws, oe aes < ae ene 
* enant-colonel BHighty- 
third Regiment Indiana _ 
the rate of $80 per neath , and pay him a pension at 
XL——507 
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The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 6, before the word “son,” insert the words “helpless and 
dependent.” 
In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof 


the word “ twelve.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third a 
time, and passed. 

JAMES M. WOOD. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12021) granting 
an increase of pension to James M. Wood. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subje 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jam 
M. Wood, late of Company F, First Regiment Alabama Voluni Cay 
alry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, : 
follows: 


In lines 6 and 7 strike out the words “Company F, First Regiment 
Alabama Volunteer Cavalry,” and insert in lieu thereof the w 
“Capt. James Hankins’s company, Alabama Scouts and Guid 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for : “d 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JAMES S. SALSBRERRY. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1305 
an increase of pension to James 8. Salsberry. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


gwrant 
} I I 








Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior | and 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension r 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the n ] 

S. Salsberry, late of Company B, One hundred and eleventh 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

JOHN W. COATES. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18544) granting 
an increase of pension to John W. Coates. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the rr be, and 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pe S 
the provisions and limitations of the pensicn laws, the name of J 
W. Coates, late of Company I, Fiftieth Regiment New York Vo 
Engineers, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per mont! 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading: and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

WILLIAM BAYS. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12517) grant 
a pension to William Bays. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, s 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name 
liam Bays, late of Company F, First Regiment Kentuc! V 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 1th. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “twenty-four” and insert in ! 
thereof the word “ twelve.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


time, and passed. 
LUCIUS C. FLETCHER. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16748) gr 
an increase of pension to Lucius C. Fletcher. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to p:ace on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of | 
C. Fletcher, late of Company K, Fourth Regiment Vermont \ nteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, a 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty”’ 
word “ forty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed, ; 


and insert in lieu thereof the 
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CYNTHIA A. COMPTON, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15945) granting 
a pension to Cynthia A. Compton. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Cyn- 
thia A. Compton, widow of Jonathan W. Compton, late of Company K, 
First Regiment Indiana Volunteer Artillery, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 7, after the word “ Volunteer,” insert the word “ Heavy.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “‘ twelve” and imsert in lieu thereof the 
word “ eight.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 

ading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

DEBORAH J. PRUITT. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 14211) granting 
an increase of pension to Deborah J. Pruitt. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Debo- 

i J. Pruitt, widow of Samuel Pruitt, late of aaa Cc, Twenty- 
fit Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiviug. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ twelve” and insert in Meu thereof the 
word “ sixteen.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

MARY C. MOORE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 14480) granting 
an increase of pension to Mary C. Moore. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Mary C. Moore, widow of Thomas Moore, late colonel One hundred and 
sixty-seventh Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pen- 
sion at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 7 strike out the word “ Volunteer” and insert in lieu thereof 
the werds “ National Guard.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ twenty-four’ 
thereof the word “ sixteen.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


and insert in lieu 


DIER COLLETT. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9836) granting 
an increase of pension to Dyer Collett. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Dyer Collett, late of Company —, Seventh Regiment Kentucky Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “ Dyer” and: insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ Dier.” 

In same line, after the word “ Company,’ insert the initial “ EB.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty-six ” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ thirty.” : 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an imcrease of pen- 
sion to Dier Collett.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOHN F. CASPER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 4678) granting 
an increase of pension to John F, Casper. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
John F. Casper, late of Company B, One hundred and twentieth Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


JUNE 8, 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 8 strike out the word “thirty ” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. - 

MARCUS D. TENNEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19161) granting 
a pension to Marevs D. Tenney. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he ts 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Marcus 


D. Tenney, late of First Battery, Kansas Volunteer Light Artillery, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 6, after the word “ late,” strike out the word “ of” and insert 
in lieu thereof the word “ captain.” 


In line 8, after the word “ month,” insert the words “in lieu of that 
he is now receiving.” 


_ Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Marcus D. Tenney.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

DAVID MITCHELL. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18429) granting 
an increase of pension to David Mitchell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of David 
Mitchell, late of Company D, Highty-fifth Regiment Indiana Volunteer 


Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty ” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

SAMANTHA B. MARSHALL. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19317) granting 
an increase of pension to Samantha B, Marshall. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the — roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sa- 
mantba B. Marshall, widew of David B. Marshall, late a soldier in the 
war of 1812, and pay her a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that she fs now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6, after the word “ David,” strike out the initial “B.” and 
insert in lieu thereof the initial “ R.” f 

In line 7 strike out the words “a soldier in the war of 1812” and 
insert in lieu thereof the words “of Company A, Twenty-third Rezi- 
ment New York Volunteer Cavalry.” ; 

In line 8 strike out the wo “twenty-four” and insert in licu 
thereof the word “ twenty.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ANDREW J. SLINGER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 4690) granting 
an increase of pension to Andrew J. Slinger. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Andrew 
J. Slinger, late of Cotapany B, Twenty-sixth Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, musician in Thirty-sixth Regiment, and Company I, Sixty- 
ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In. lines 6 and 7 strike out the words “of Company B, Twenty-sixth 
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, musician in Thirty-sixth. ; 

nm line 8 strike out the words “ Regiment and” and insert in lieu 
thereof the words “ first lieutenant.” ‘ 


The amendments were agreed to. . 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
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JOHN H. PITMAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 4707) granting 
an increase of pension to John H. Pitman. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John H. 
Pitman, late acting master’s mate, United States Navy, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

JOHN F. MORRIS. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 4659) granting 
an increase of pension to John IF’. Morris. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jobn F. 
Morris, late of Company C, Fourth Regiment Rhode Island Volunteer In- 


fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

DAVID EVANS. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18018) granting 
an increase of pension to Dayid Evans. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of David 
Evans, late of Company F, Thirty-sixth Regiment Iowa Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrassed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 





DAVID P. KIMBALL. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6944) granting 
an increase of pension to David P. Kimball. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pore on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of David 
P. Kimball, late of Company M, Second Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cav- 
alry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that 
be is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

JOHN M. CHANDLER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5846) granting 
an increase of pension to Join M. Chandler. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John M. 
Chandler, late of Company K, Bighty-second Regiment Ohio Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed, 

ISUM GWIN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 7254) granting 
an increase of pension to Isom Gwinn. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to a on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Isom 


Gwinn, late of Company D, Hightieth Regiment Indiana Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $72 per month. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 6 strike out the w vom e 
thereof the words “ Isum Gwin es ee 


in same line, before the word “ Company,” strike o1 pon" 
and insert in lieu thereof the word “ captain.” penne es 


In line 8 strike “ ba ” 
the word “thirty. out the word “ seventy-two ” and insert in lieu thereoy 


In same line, after the " “ “ 
that he is now receiving = word “month,” insert the words “in lieu of 


Amend the ti e.iae 
to Isumn Gwin so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension 


The amendments were agreed to. 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the thir 
time, and passed.” 


MERRILL JOHNSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 2789) granting 
an increase of pension to Merrill Johnson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension rol!, subj ) 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Merrill 
Johnson, late of Company B, Eleventh Regiment New Hampshire Vo 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read 
as follows: 

In line 6, after the word “late,” strike out the word “of” and i 
sert in lieu thereof the words “ first liewtenant 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty ’ and insert in lieu thereof t 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a l 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ALONZO COOPER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1871) grantir 
an increase of pension to Alonzo Cooper. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension r su 
the provisions and limitations of the pension 1: a e of 
Cooper, late of Company I, Twelfth Regiment New York Volu 





Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per! ith tn 
of that he is now receiving. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 


as follows: 


In line 6, after the word “ late,” strike out the word “of” and 
sert in lieu thereof the words “ second lieutenant 

In same line, before the word “ Twelfth,” insert the words 
first lieutenant Company F.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a ft! 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the th 
time, and passed. 

CHARLES MARTINE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 2715) 
an increase of pension to Charles Martine. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interi 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Martine, late of Company D, Sixty-third Regiment Illi: 

Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 1 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third readir 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time 
passed. 





LAFAYETTE FRANKS. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 3338) granting 
an increase of pension to Lafayette F. Franks. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be ét enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and 1 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll,.s1 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of | 
ette F. Franks, late of Company K, Twentieth Regiment Iowa Vol ‘ 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in ! 
of that he is now receiving. : 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: : 

In line 6, strike out the initial “ F.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A Dil? granting an increase of 
sion to Lafayette Franks.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOSIAH HALL, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 8712) granting 
an increase of pension to Josiah Hall. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Josiah 
Hall, late of Company F, Third Regiment Tennessee Volunteer In 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu cf 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, an’ 
passed. 
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JAMES W. LOOMIS. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9101) granting 







an increase of pension to James W. Loomis. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is | 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to | 









the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James | 













W. Loomis, late of Company F, Eighteenth Regiment Connecticut Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8, strike out the word “ fifty’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ forty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third | 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third | 
time, and passed. 





IRA PALMER. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 8215) granting 
an increase of pension to Ira Palmer. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is 















hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension foam, the name of Ira | 
Palmer, late of Company EH, Seventeenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer In- | 
fantry, and Company C, First Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and 
vay him a pension at the rate of dollars per month in lieu of that 
SS is now receiving. | 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In lines 6 and 7 strike out the words “Company BD, Seventeenth 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and.” 

In line 9, before the word “ dollars,” insert the word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third | 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 





GEORGE FETTERMAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 7719) granting | 
an increase of pension to George Fetterman. 


" The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is | 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George 
Fetterman, late of Company D, Twelfth Regiment Pennsylvania Re- 
serves, and pay him a pension at the rate of $72 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “ Twelfth” and insert In lieu thereof | 
the word “ Forty-first.” 


In line 7 strike out the word “ Reserves” and Insert in lieu thereof 


the words “ Volunteer Infantry.” 
In line 8 strike out the word 
thereof the word “ thirty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third | 

time, and passed. 


“seventy-two” and insert in lieu | 





JEROME L. BROWN. 


The next pensioh business was the bill (H. R. 7871) granting 
an increase of pension to Jerome L. Brown. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jerome 
L. Brown, late of Company C, Sixteenth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. . 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as | 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

















JOSEPH SLAGG. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 8214) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph Slagg. 
‘he bill was read, tis follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph 
Slagg, late of Company D, Twenty-third Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay ‘him « pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu 
vf that he is now receiviiag. 
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The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in Meu thereof the 


word “ twenty-four.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

MARIA NILES. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11483) granting 
a pension to Maria Niles. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Maria 
Niles, widow of John D. Niles, late of Company B, One hundred and 
first Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “twelve” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ eight.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

CHARLES W. WEBER. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12667) granting 


an increase of pension to Charles W. Weber. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is 


| hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles 


| W. Weber, late of Company I, Twenty-third Regiment Kentucky Vol- 


unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ forty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

FLEMING H. FREELAND. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 14257) granting 
an increase of pension to Fleming H, Freeland. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, anthorized and directed to os on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Flem- 
ing H. Freeland, late of Company I, Eleventh Regiment Illinois Volun- 
teer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


JOHN W. MONTGOMERY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16211) granting 
an increase of pension to John W. Montgomery. 
The bill was read, as follows: } 


Be tt enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, —s to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
W. Montgomery, late of Company K, enty-sixth Regiment Kentucky 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a ~paaael at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words “K, Twenty-sixth ” and insert in lieu 
thereof the words “ D, Thirty-third.”’ 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty ” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. - 

JOHN K, HART. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16875) granting 
an increase of pension to J. K. Hart. 
“The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interlor and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension ii eubject to 
the and ns of son laws, the name of J. K. 


Hart, late of Company C, One hundred and second t Missouri 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month 
in lieu of that he is now r L 
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The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the initial “J.” and insert in lieu thereof the 
“ ine Tete out the a Missouri * and insert in lieu thereof 
on? ane 8 ote eat the waa “forty * and insert in lieu thereof the 
word ** twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. , 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to John K. Hart.” 


TAYLOR BATES. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16575) granting 
an increase of pension to Taylor Baits. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Taylor 
Baits, late of Michael Gilbreath’s company, Scouts and Guides, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $8 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 


as follows: 
In line 6 strike out the word “ Baits” and insert in lieu thereof the 


words “ Bates, alias Baits.” + 
In same line, before the word “ Scouts,” insert the word “Alabama. 


The amendments were agreed to. ; 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting a pen- 
siou to Taylor Bates, alias Baits.” 


THOMAS J. SMITH. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19067) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas J. Smith. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas 
J. Smith, late of Company C, Twenty-fourth Regiment Missouri Volun- 


teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


time, and passed. 


follows: 


the word “ sixteen.” 


time, and passed. 


of that he is now receiving. 


follows: 
In line 6, before the word ‘ 


word “ forty.” 


time, and passed. 


ORRIN 8S. RARICK. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19686) granting 
an increase of pension to Orin 8S. Rarick. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to — on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Orin 
S. Rarick, late captain Company B, Sixth Regiment Iowa Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “Orin” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ Orrin.” 


In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty” and insert im lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” | 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed, 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Orrin S. Rarick.” 


ANDREW LEOPOLD. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19926) granting 
an increase of pension to Andrew Leupold. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, ‘ 
hereby, authorized and directed to pice on the Bo re => - 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Andrew 
Leupold, late of Company B, Th -eighth Regiment Wisconsin Volun- 


teer Infantry, and him a m at th 
lieu of that he is now receiving, STs Of $80 Der month in 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows : 


ow line & serine gat the word “Leupold” and insert in lieu thereof 
The amendment was agreed to. 


follows: 


the word “ Ressequie.” 


word “ twenty-four.” 


time, and passed. 
The title was amended so 


follows: 


word “ forty.” 


time, and passed. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 


The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting a1 
crease of pension to Andrew Leopold.” 


CATHARINE F. FITZGERALD. 


The next pension business was the bil 
an increase of pension to Catharine F. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pe 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
ine F. Fitzgerald, widow of John G. ral 
Sixty-fifth Regiment New York Volunteer 
sion at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of t 


The amendment recommended by the 
In line 8 strike out the word “tf 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read t: 


JOHN N. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18343 
an increase of pension to John N. Oliver. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the 
the provisions and limitations of the 
N. Oliver, late surgeon, Eighty-first Res 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the r: 





The amendments recommended by the committee w 


In line 8 strike out the word “ sixt 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly r« ! 


NOAH RESSEQUIE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19534 
an increase of pension to Noah Resseguie. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary « i 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pensior 
to the provisions and limitations of la 
Noak Resseguie, late of Company 
Volunteer Engineers, and pay him a pension a 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the 


In line 6 strike out the word “ Res 


In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty ”’ 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engr 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read 
as to read: “A bill gr 
erease of pension to Noah Ressequie.” 


MOSES 8S. ROCK WOOD. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 
an increase of pension to Moses 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary i i 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pens 
to the provisions and limitations of the 
Moses S. Rockwood, late of Company F, 
chusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension a 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee wer: 


s. Rockwood. 


In line 7, after the word “ Infar 
pany E, Third Regiment Veteran R 
In line 8 strike out the word ‘ 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engi: i 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the t 


JOSEPH KIRCHER, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19662) 
an increase of pension to Joseph Kircher. 


Ga 








» 
—_ 
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The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
t e provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
1 Kircher, late of Company D, Fifth Regiment Fennsylvania Vol- 
valry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 


follows: 


red to ti 


Josep! 


unteer Ca 


In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty ” and insert in lieu thereof the 


rd ** twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


wi 


LEWIS MARQUIS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19389) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Lewis Marquis. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lewis 
Marquis, late of Company LD, Sixth Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
alry, 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


” 


In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty ’” and insert in lieu thereof the 


word ‘“ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

DAVID UPHAM. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18545) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to David Upham. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
~~ Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roull, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of David 
Upham, late of Company I, Ninth Regiment Kansas Volunteer Cay- 
alry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 





ELI CERO. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 2772 
ing an increase of pension to Eli Cero. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


) grant- 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the 


ut pense roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eli 
Cero, late of Company H, Fourteenth Regiment United States Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6, before the word “ Fourteenth,” insert the words “ Second 
Battalion.” 

In iine 7 strike out the word “ thirty 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


” 


and insert in lieu thereof the 


LEVI BRADER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19359) granting 
an increase of pension to Leyi Brader. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Levi 
Brader, late of Company B, One hundred and fifty-third Regiment Penn- 
sylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

MARGARET 8. MILLER. 


The next pension business was the ill (H. R. 19659) granting 
an increase of pension to Margaret 8S. Miller. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of t a laws, the name of Mar- 
aret S. Miller, widow of’ Charles H. Miller, late of Company I, Second 
Qectment Micnigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 
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Cav- | 
ind pay him’a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of | 





JUNE 8, 





The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: . 
In line 8 strike out the word “‘ twenty-four ” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ sixteen.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bili as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 






















































GEORGE W. HENRIE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17691) granting 
an increase of pension to George W. Henrie. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George 
W. Henrie, late of Company B, Twelfth Regiment Pennsylvania Vo!un- 
teer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 
In line 6, after the word “ late,” strike out the words “of Company 
B.”’ and insert in lieu thereof the word “‘ major.” 


In line 8 strike ont the word “ thirty ’’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

DAVID 8S. JONES. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19503) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to David 8. Jones. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
| hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of David 
S. Jones, late of Company A, Sixty-eighth Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, 
as follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty ” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 





GAINFORD N. UPTON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15763) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Gainford N. Upton. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That.the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to — on the pension roll, subject to 
| the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Gain- 
ford N. Upton, late of Company C, Twenty-third Regiment Ohio Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6, before the word “ Company,” insert the words “ Company 
Twelfth Regiment, and.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


time, and passed. 





i, 





MARION F. HALBERT. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1148) grant- 
ing a pension to Marion F. Halbert. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Marion 
I’, Halbert, late of Company A, Fifty-second Regiment Indiana Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

In the same line, after the word “ month,” insert the words “in lieu 
of that he is now receiving.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. : 

The title of the bill was amended to read: “A bill granting 
an increase of pension to Marion F, Halbert.” 
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ERNEST LANGENECK. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19091) granting 
an increase of pension to Ernst Langeneck. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he ts 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of pension laws, the name of Ernst 
Langeneck, late of Company F, Seventeenth Regiment Indiana Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “ Ernst” and insert in lieu thereof the 

rord “ Ernest.” 
na line 7 strike out the word “Indiana” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Missouri.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty-six.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. : 

The title of the bill was amended so as to read: “A bill grant 
ing an increase of pension to Ernest Langeneck.” 


WALDEN KELLY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18193) granting 
an inerease of pension to Walden Kelly. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Walden 
Kelly, late captain Company F, T'wenty-sixth Regiment Ohio Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
svord ‘“ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

DAVID Di®CK. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18432) granting 
nn increase of pension to David Dirck. 
The bill was read, as’ follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to = on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of David 
Direk, late of Company B, Fourth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Cav- 
airy, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The bill was erdered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 


being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed, 


LOUIS H. GEIN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1549) granting 
an increase of pension to Louis H. Gein. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That *he Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
Lereby, authorized and directed to on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Louis 
H. Gein, late of Company F, Fifty Regiment New York Volunteer 


infantry, and pay him a ion at the rate of $24 m 
of that he is ew seeuviig. $24 per month in lieu 


; Eve amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
OHOWS : 


T “a » Ti ” 
antic a Nice ate ie weeds ont Neaiaae® “ot 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


CALEB T. BOWEN. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 257) granting an 
increase of pension to Caleb T. Bowen. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the of the Interior be, and he is 


hereby, au to ce on the 1 j 

- town Saseelt Goaeal we pension — —s - Caled 
4 i Rhode Island Vol- 

unteer Infant ‘ 

peng das ~ St, ae bay a pension at the rate of $30 per month 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; : 
ingly read the third time, and passed. ae 


JOSEPH ELLMORE. 


wend ta pension business was the bill (8. 663) granting a 


The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he | 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension ; . 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of J 
Elimere, late unassigned Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

ORLANDO H. LANGLEY. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 1254) grantiog an 
increase of pension to Orlando H. Langley. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and ! is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension ubje t 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, t LI 
H. Langley, late of Company A, Seventh Regiment Ney la 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 | 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE L. WAKEFIELD. 


| 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 1422) ger: 
increase of pension to George L. Wakefield. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of tl +» Interior be, a 
on the pen n : 


hereby, authorized and directed to place 
the provisions and limitations of the pension |! , the me 
L. Wakefield, late of Company G, Ninth Regiment New Ila! 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 1 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; 


k 





and it was 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 
LORENZO W. SMITH. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 1956) granting an 
increase of pension to Lorenzo W. Smith. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ectc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, su t to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 1] 
W. Smith, late of Company L, Second Regiment N ka 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 1 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading: and it was ace 


ingly read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM N. DICKEY. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 1976) granting a 
pension to William N. Dickey. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the nan f 
N. Dickey, late scout, United States Army, and pay him a | 
the rate of $12 per month. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

JESSIE E. FOSTER. 

The next pension business was the bill (8. 2501) granting an 
increase of pension to Jessie E. Foster. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the nam 
BE. Foster, widow of Emory 8. Foster, late major, Seventh R 
Missouri State Militia Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension 
the rate of $25 per month im lieu of that she is now receiving 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was aecord- 


ingly read the third time, and passed. 
GEORGE HN. RODEHEAVER. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 2566) granting an 
finerease cf pension to George H. Rodeheaver. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he | 
hereby, authorized an?’ directed to place on the pension roll, s ect 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of ¢ 


H. Rodeheaver, late of Company E, Sixth Regiment WwW: Virginia 
Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


BRIDGET QUINN. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 2853) 
increase of persion to Bridget Quinn. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directe?. to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Bridget 
. widow of Timothy Quinn, late of Company D, Fifth Regiment 

ermont Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 
per month in lieu of that is now receiving. 
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The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 

ingly read the third time, and passed. 
HELEN C. SANDERSON, 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 3028) granting an 
increase of pension to Helen C. Sanderson. 

The bil! was read, as follows: 

Be it reted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Helen 
(. Sanderson, widow of Robert B. Sanderson, late of Company G, 
Second Regiment New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pen- 
at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

‘The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingiy read the third time, and passed. 

ERASTUS C. CLARK. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 3122) granting an 
increase of pension to Erastus C. Clark. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Bb enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, avthorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisicns and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Erastus 
Cc. Cla late captain Company H, One hundred and seventh Regiment 

l * Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

OBADIAH DERR. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 3168) granting an 
increase of pension to Obadiah Derr. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enactcd, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the pre ions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Obadiah 
Derr, la , G, Lighty-first Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer 
Infantry, ar iy him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

PHEBE W. DRAKE. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 3735) granting a 
pension to Phebe W. Drake. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitetions of the pension laws, the name of Phebe 
W. Drake, widow of Jonathan B. Drake, late hospital steward Thirtieth 
Regiment New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $8 per month. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM MOREHEAD. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 4047) granting an 
increase of pension to William Morehead. 

The bul was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
Morehead, late of Company F, First Regiment New Mexico Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


HENRY 8. BENNETT. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 4818) granting an 
increase of pension to Henry 8S. Bennett. 

The bill was read, as follows : 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry 
S. Bennett, late of Company D, Thirteenth Regiment New York State 
Militia Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


REBECCA A. ALEXANDER. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 4390) granting an 
increase of pension to Rebecca A. Alexander. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Rebecca 
A. Alexander, widow of Alfred P. Alexander, late of Company A, Sixth 
Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$i2 per month in.lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 


ingly read the third time, and passed. 
ABNER RB. BARNES. 


he next pension business was the bill (8. 4391) granting an 
ine pease of pension to Abner R. Barnes, 


sion 


- Clare, 
New York 


$3t per 


and it was accord- 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Abner 
R. Barnes, late of Company B, Forty-fifth Regiment Iowa Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


EDWIN K. LAMSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 4459) granting an 
increase of pension to Edwin K. Lamson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edwin 
K. Lamson, late of Company FR, Second Regiment New York Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


RUFUS M. ASHLEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 4651) granting an 
increase of pension to Rufus M. Ashley. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the one laws, the name of Rufus 
M. Ashley, late of the U. 8. S. Massachusetts, United States Navy, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM ICKES, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 4961) granting an 
increase of pension to William Ickes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
Ickes, late of Company B, Ninety-ninth Kegiment Pennsylvania Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES RICHARDS. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5038) granting an 
increase of pension to James Richards. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
Richards, late of reer ek Fourteenth Regiment West Virginia Vol- 


unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES H. VAN DUSEN. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5155) granting an 
increase of pension to Charles H. Van Dusen. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles 
H. Van Dusen, late of Company A, Third Regiment Michigan Volunteer 


Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. : 


SIDNEY H. COOK. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5195) granting an 
increase of pension to Sidney H. Cook. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sidne 
H. book late of eer A, and second lieuterant Company E, 
Fiftieth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


FRANK N. NICHOLS. 

The next pension business was the bill (8. 5262) granting an 
increase of pension to Frank N. Nichols. 

The bill was read, as follows: | 


Be it ougoted 4 .» That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, au and directed to nee on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of pension laws, the name of Frank 
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I. Nichols, late of Company D, First Regiment Rhode Island Volunteer 
ee aa pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 


ingly read the third time, and passed. 
THOMAS W. CARTER. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5353) granting an 
increase of pension to Thomas W. Carter. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That. the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas 
Ww. Carter, late of Company K, Ninety-second Regiment Illinois Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that te is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


OLIVER H. HIBBEN. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5477) granting an 
increase of pension to Oliver H. Hibben. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Oliver 
H. Hibben, late of Company K, Seventy-fifth Regiment Ohio Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM A. HUMRICH. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5548) granting an 
increase of pension to William A. Humrich. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
A. Humrich, late of Company A, One hundred and thirtieth Regiment 
Vennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in liew of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


ALMOND GREELEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5598) granting an 
increase of pension +o Almond Greeley. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Almond 
Greeley, late of Company B, First Regiment Maine Volunteer Light Ar- 
tillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

Tie bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


SAMUEL H. MORRISON. 


_ The next pension business was the bill (S. 5870) granting an 
increase of pension to Samuel H. Morrison. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and kmitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel 


H. Morrison, late of Company G, Second Regimenc Wisconsin Volunteer 
Infantry, and payshim a pension at the rate of $30 per morth in lieu 


of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES O’BRYAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5877) granting an 
increase of pension to Charles O’Bryan. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles 
New ts hen oor Tatentes! — pare and er Regiment 

, r Infantry, m a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is Sou evedeing. ere 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


LOUISA A. CLARK. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5898) granting an 
increase of pension to Louisa A. Clark. 

The bill was read, as follows: — 

Be it enacted, iis That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


hereby, authorized directed to 1 on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitatio e 
Ga ~o ms of the laws, the name of 


pen: uisa 
A. of L. Clark, late of Company B, Seventieth 
Regiment, and Com D, and unassigned, Thirty-third Regiment In- 
diana Vi Tatautry, “and pay her a pension at the vite of $16 


an 
ber month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. ; 
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WILLIAM H. CROUCH. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6006) granting an 
increase of pension to William H. Crouch. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
bereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sub to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 


H. Crouch, late of Company G, Twenty-second Regiment Pennsyl!vani 
Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was acco) 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

ELLEN M. DYER. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 6065) granting an 
increase of pension to Ellen M. Dyer. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of | 


and he is 


M. Dyer, widow of Cyrus G. Dyer, late captain Company A, Twent 
sixth Regiment United States Colored Volunteer Infantry, and pay | 
a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is n 
receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

ELIZA P. NORTON. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 6138) granting an 
increase of pension to Eliza P. Norton. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and | 





hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, : 

the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the n 

P. Norton, widow of Joseph R. Nort late of Compat 

seventh Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, an 

sion at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that she is now re 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it 

ingly read the third time, and passed. 


RANSOM C. RUSSELL. 





The next pension business was the bill (S. 6141) granting an 
increase of pension to Ransom C. Russell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
the provisions and limitations of the | ion laws, the name of R 
Cc. Russell, late of Company F, Seventh Regiment Connecticut \ 


ens 


teer Infantry, and United States ships Agawam, Minnesota, and Roa 
noke, United States Navy, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 | 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

SAMUEL H. DAVIS. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 6155) granti 
increase of pension to Samuel H. Davis. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and | s 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subje 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sa 
H. Davis, late of Company D, Thirty-ninth Regiment Missouri Vo! I 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

EDWIN FREEMAN, 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 6154) granting an 
inerease of pension to Edwin Freeman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edwin 
Freeman, late of Company E, Twenty-seventh Regiment Indiana Volun 
teer Infantry, and Company K, Ninth Regiment Invalid Corps, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 
CALVIN LAMBERT. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 6168) granting an 


increase of pension to Calvin Lambert. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Calvin 
Lambert, late of Company B, Fifty-sixth Regiment New York Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 


ingly read the third time, and passed. 
JULIUS 8. CUENDET. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6164) granting an 
increase of pension to Julius 8S. Cuendet. 


subject to 
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The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Julius 
S. Cuendet, late musician, band, Twenty-second Regiment Illinois Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN A. ALDEN. 

The next pension business was the bill (8S. 6222) granting an 
increase of pension to John A. Alden. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John A. 
Alden, late of Company A, Ninety-second Regiment New York Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN COKER. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 6192) granting an 
increase of pension to John Coker. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
Coker, late second lieutenant Company H, One hundred and fifty-fifth 
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now ‘receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

HARVEY GAMBLE. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6272) granting an 
increase of pension to Harvey Gamble. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Harvey 
Gamble, late of Company C, Third Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN G. FONDA. 


The next pension business was the bill (8. 6240) granting an 
increase of pension to John G. Fonda. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enaeted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension ‘aws, the name of John G. 
Fonda, late colonel One hundred and eighteenth Regiment Illinois Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and brevet brigadier-general United States Volunteers, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN B. JOHNSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 2212) for the 
relief of John B. Johnson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name 
of John B. Johnson, late a teamster in the Quartermaster’s Depart- 
ment, United States Army, and who was a prisoner of war in southern 
prisons for the period of nine months, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 4, after the word “ roll,” insert the words “subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws.” 

In lines 5, 6, and 7 strike out the words “‘a teamster in the Quarter- 
master’s Department, United States Army, and who was a 
war in southern prisons for nine months,” and insert in 
the words “ of Commissary Department, United States Arm 


and it was accord- 


of the word “ twenty.” 


Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a ‘pension ‘to John B. . 


Johnson.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


time, and passed. 
AMANDA W. RITOHIE. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 4205) granting 
an increase of pension 'to Amanda W. Ritchie. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
the provisions and limitations the pension laws, the name 
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iP. of 
leu thereof 
In line 8 strike out the word “twenty-four” and insert o lieu there- 


| hereby, 


late of 
| Mounted Volunteers, 
| rate of $16 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


to. 
of 


JUNE 8, 


Amanda W. Ritchie, widow of Capt. William Ritchie, late of Company 
C, Fourth Regiment enaeernnie Reserve Veteran Corps, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $25 per month in lieu of that she is now re- 


eeiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “ captain.” 


In line 7 strike out the word “of” and insert in lieu thereof the 
words “ first lieutenant and captain.’ 


In line 8 strike out the words “ Veteran Corps” and insert in lieu 
thereof the words “ Volunteer Infantry.” 


In lines 8 and 9 strike out the word “ twenty-five” and insert the 
word “ twenty.” 


The amendments were agreed io. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOSEPH M’BRIDE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16856) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph McBride. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph 
McBride, late of Company BE, Eleventh Regiment United States Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. ‘ 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty’? and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

MICHAEL REYNOLDS. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 2294) granting a 
pension to Michael Reynolds. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Michael 
Reynolds, late of Company H, Sixth Regiment United States Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: ‘ 

In line 8 strike out the word “twelve” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ eight.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


SARAH A, PETHERBRIDGE. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 3697) granting an 
increase of pension to Sarah A. Petherbridge. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of ‘the sion laws, the name of Sarah 
A. Petherbridge, widow of Edward K. Salen eae late of Captain 
Tilghman’s ens Maryland Light Artillery of District of Colunibia 
an —_ olunteers, war with Mexico, and major, Purnell Legion, 
Maryla Volunteers, and pay her a pension at the rate of $16 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


SARAH AGNES SULLIVAN. 
business was the bill (S. 3649) granting a 


The next pension 
pension to Sarah Agnes Sullivan. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension 
the provisions and limitations of sion laws, the name of Sarah 
Agnes Sullivan, widow of John T. Sullivan, late lieutenant, United 
States Navy, and pay her a pension at the rate of $25 per month. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 
DAVID M’OREDIE. 
The next pension ‘business was the bill (S. 4375) granting an 
increase of pension to David McCredie. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be 4t enacted, etc., 'Taat the Secretary of the Interior be, and 
; and directed to the t t 
a ai an pension roll, subject to 


roll, subject to 


on 
pension laws, the name of David 


Gillen aes ell ons in nl ae ae 


the 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and :it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 
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DAVID B. JOHNSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 3818) granting an 
increase of pension to David B. Johnson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of David 
B. Johnson, late of Captain Harrington’s company, Florida Mounted 
Volunteers, Seminole Indian war, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $16 per month in lieu of that he is now recei ‘ng. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


MARY A. COUNTS. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 4585) granting an 
increase of pension to Mary A. Counts. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary A. 
Counts, widow of William D. Counts, late of Captain De Korponay’s 
detachment of recruits, Third Regiment Missouri Mounted Volunteers, 
war with Mexico, and second lieutenant Company F, Fiftieth Regiment 
Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $16 
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it wus accord- 


ingly read the third time, and passed. 
ROY E. KNIGHT. 


The next pension business was the bill (8S. 4879) granting an 
increase of pension to Roy E. Knight. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Roy E. 
Knight, late of Company I, Third Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, 
war with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per monta in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


MAE SPAULDING, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 4811) granting a 
pension to Mae Spaulding. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Mae Spaulding, widow of Sylvester Rickles Spaulding, late of Company 
Hi, First Regiment Idaho Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $12 r month and $2 per month addi- 
tional on account of the minor child of said Sylvester Rickles Spaulding 
until she reaches the age of 16 years. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


ANDREW J. WORKMAN. 


; The next pension business was the bill (S. 4741) granting an 
increase of pension to Andrew J. Workman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions aud limitations of the nsion laws, the name of 
Andrew J. Workman, late of Company B. Mormon Battalion Iowa Vol- 
unteers, war with Mexico, and pay bim a pension at the rate of $20 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


ALEXANDER PLOTTS. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5056) granting a 
pension to Alexander Plotts. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 


Alexander Plotts, late of Captain Coffee’s independent company, Florida 
Volunteers, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at tha vate of $12 


per month, 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES JACKSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5065) granting an 
increase of pension to Charles Jackson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the:Secr of the Interior be, and h 
oe authorized and directed to" place on the poe a. saniaee 
Chezted Saaen hae limitations the pension laws, the name of 
Infantry, war with Mexico, aud pay hima pension ot the rate of $50 
per month in leu of that he is now receiving, ae ees 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 
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MILDRED M’CORKLE. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 5148) granting an 
increase of pension to Mildred McCorkle. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sub t to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mildred 
McCorkle, widow of Henry L. McCorkle, late first lieutenant T\ 
fifth Regiment United States Infantry, and pay her a pension at 


rate of $25 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving, and $2 p: 
month additional on account of the minor child of the said Henry L 
McCorkle until! he reaches the age of 16 years. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord 


ingly read the third time, and passed. 
LAURA HENTIG. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 5340) granting an 
increase of pension to Laura Hentig. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of | 


Hentig, widow of Edmund C. Hentig, late captain Troop D 
Regiment United States Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the ra 
$30 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 


ingly read the third time, and passed. 
FLORENCE H. GODFREY. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 5783) granting 
pension to Florence H. Godfrey. 
The bill was read, as follows: 





Be it enacted, ectc., That the Secretary of the Interi be, and 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pensior l, su 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, ame 
ence H. Godfrey, widow of Guy C. M. Godfrey, late captain 
sistant surgeon, United States Army, and pay her a pension 
rate of $20 per month, and $2 per month additional on a int the 
minor child of the said Guy G. M. Godfrey until he reaches the age of 
16 years. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 


ingly read the third time, and passed. 
MARY J. IVEY. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 5786) granting an 
increase of pension to Mary J. Ivey. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and 
hereby. authorized and directed to place on the pensior yl. su 
the provisions and limitations of the pension law the name of 
J. Ivey, widow of Robert L. Ivey, late of Capt. J. A. New 
pany, Georgia Volunteers, and Capt. John C. Pelott’s company, 
Volunteers, Seminole Indian war, and pay her a pension at t! 


L 


$12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 
MARGARET SIMPSON. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 5791) granting an 
increase of pension to Margaret Simpson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, ar é 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, su t to 





the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of M 
garet Simpson, widow of Daniel Simpson, late of Captain D 
company, First Regiment South Carolina Militia, Florida Indian 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that 
is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accor 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 
HYACINTH DOTEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5952) granting an 
increase of pension to Hyacinth Dotey. 

The bill was read, as follows: s 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pensi 
the provisions and iimitations of the pension laws, the nan 






cinth Dotey, widow of John Wesley Dotey, late of Company F, Third 
Regiment ‘texas Mounted Volunteers, war with Mexico, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 


ingly read the third tinie, and passed. 
GEORGE GARDENER. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 6039) granting an 
increase of pension to George Gardener. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretavy of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George 
Gardener, late of Captain Brady’s company, Florida Mounted Volun- 
teers, Seminole Indian war, and pay him a pension at the rate of $16 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 
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JAMES N. BROWN. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6041) granting an 
increase of pension to James N. Brown. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
N. Brown, late of Company C, First Regiment North Carolina Volun- 
teers, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


MARTHA JANE BOLT. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6187) granting an 
increase of pension to Martha Jane Bolt. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Martha 
Jane Bolt, widow of Andrew Bolt, late of Capt. A. C. Jones’s com- 
pany, South Carolina Volunteers, Florida Indian war, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now re- 
ceiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

SARAH YOUNG. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 6188) granting an 
increase of pension to Sarah Young. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah 
Young, widow of Andrew J. Young, late of Company I, Second Regiment 
Mississippi Volunteers, war with Mexico, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


CORNELIUS SULLIVAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6264) granting a 
pension to Cornelius Sullivan. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Cor- 
nelius Sullivan, late of United States steamship Iris, United States 
Navy, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per 
month. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE W. KELLEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 4292) granting 
n pension to George W. Kelly. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George 
W. Kelly, late second-class boy, United States steamship New Hamp- 
shire, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

Change the spelling of the claimant’s surname in the title and the 
body of the bill to “ Kelley.” 

In line 6 strike out “ boy” and insert “ apprentice.” 

In line 7 strike out “steamship” and insert “ship;” 
*“New Hampshire” insert “ United States Navy.”’ 

In line 8 strike out “ twenty-four” and insert “ seventeen.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


and after 


JOSHUA HOLCOMB. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 4967) granting 
an increase of pension to Joshua Holcomb. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior he, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joshua 
Holcomb, late of Company C, Fifth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $25 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 7 strike out “ Volunteer Infantry” and insert “ Volunteers, | 


war with Mexico.” 
In line 8 change “ twenty-five” to “ twenty.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
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HELEN GOLL. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5913) granting 
a pension to Helen Goll. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to en on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Helen 
Goll, widow of Charles Goll, late hospital steward, United States 
Army, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 
In line 6 strike out “ hospital steward” and insert “sergeant, first 
class, Hospital Corps.” 
d to the end of the bill the words “and $2 per month additional 


on account of each of the minor children of said Charlies Goll until 
they reach the age of 16 years.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly, read the third 
time, and passed. 

HENRY L. JOHNSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6956) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry L. Johnson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry 
L. Johnson, late of Company H, Sixth Regiment United States Volun- 


teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 7 strike out “ Volunteer.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOHN M. PEARSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 8273) granting 
an inerease of pension to John M. Pearson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, autherized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
M. Pearson, late of Company A, Second Regiment Mississippi Volunteer 
Infantry, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 7 change “ Volunteer” to “ Volunteers;” and in same line 
strike out “ Infantry.” 

In line 8 strike out “ twenty-four” and imsert “ twenty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


THOMAS J. FARRAR. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9262) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas J. Farrar. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations ef the — laws, the name of Thomas 
J. Farrar, a survivor of the war with Mexico, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows : 

In line 6 strike cut “a survivor of the” and insert “late of Captain 
Johnson’s company, Bell’s regiment, Texas Mounted Volunteers.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


JAMES WALLACE PHILLIPS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12100) granting 
a pension to James Wallace Phillips. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pean on the pension roll, subject to 
the pores and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
Wallace Phillips, late of Company I, Pirst Regi 
teer Infantry, war with 5S; 
$72 per month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows : . 


Amend by striking out “seventy-two” in line 8 and inserting 
“ twelve.” . 


The amendment was agreed to, 


ment New York Volun- 
pain, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 





DENNIS A. LITZINGER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R, 12128) granting 
an inerease of pension to Dennis A. Litzinger. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the msion laws, the name of 


Dennis A. Litzinger, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, after “ Litzinger,” insert “late of Company D, Second 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, war with Mexico, and captain 
Company D, Third Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Infantry.’ 

The amendment was agreed to. ‘ 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading: and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

MILTON RB. DUNGAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12190) granting 
an increase of pension to Milton R. Dungan. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Milton R. Dungan, a veteran soldier of the Mexican war, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

Strike out all in the bill after “ Dungan,” in line 6, and insert in 
lien thereof the following: “late of Company C, Seventh Regiment, 


United States Infantry, war with Mexico; Companies D and E, BRighth | 


Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and Company F, One hundred 
and fifty-first Indiana Volunteer een? 
e 


the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


is now receiving. 


ALLEN M. CAMERON, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 14144) granting 
a pension to Allen M. Cameron, 
‘The bill was read, as follows: 
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and pay him a pension at | 
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A. Thurber, late of Company B, First Regiment Colorado \ 
Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate « 
per month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, 
as follows: 

In line 8 strike out “thirty” and insert “ twelve.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
time, and passed. 


SoU 


Set 
third 


~ 


SAMUEL W. ATKINSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 
an increase of pension to Samuel W. Atkinson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary 
hereby, authorized and directed to pia 
the provisions and limitations of the p 
W. Atkinson, late of Company C, Thi: 
Infantry, war with Mexico, and pay 
per month in lieu of that he is now 

The amendments recommended by the committee wer 
as follows: 


| 
A 


of the 
> on the 

nh iaw ri 
rir it Ke y Ve 
i pension at the rate 


receiving. 


Interior 1 


1e nt y 





: In line 7 strike out “ Kentucky Volunteer Infantry,” a 
Volunteers,” and in the same line, after “ I 


nd ir 
fay . 
MeXice i rt 


pany F, One hundred and seventy-ninth Ohio Volunt« - In 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for 1 





Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pase on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Allen M. Cameron, late of Company M, h Regiment United States 
pee ae with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month, 


; The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
ollows: 

In line 6 strike out “ Company ” and insert “ Troop.” 

In line 8 strike out “thirty ” and insert “ twelve.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third | 


time, and passed. 
DAVID D. OWENS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15620) granting 
an increase of pension to David D. Owens. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place ot the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the on laws, the name of David 
D. Owens, late of Company H, Fourth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer 


Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
of that be fa wow recuivine. a $30 per month in lien 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 7 change “ Volunteer” to “ Volunteers.” In the same line 
strike out 


a ¢ “Infantry” and insert, after “ Volunteers,” “war with 

In line 8 strike out “thirty” and insert “twenty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

GORDON A. THURBER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15856) gran‘ing 
& pension to Gordon A. Thurber. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and to place pensio: t 
the provisions and <a tae pansion ees Rakuet of Q 





reading; and being engrossed, it was accordiugly read the rd 
time, and passed. 
NEAL O’DONNEL PARKS. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16169) 
a pension to Neal O’Donnel Parks. 
The bill was read, as follows: 7 
Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the per Dn! > 
the provisions and limitations of the p or iws, the 1 
| O'Donnel Parks, late of Company B, 8 iteer Regime i 
States Infantry, afterwards the Twenty-sixth Regiment United St 3 
| Infantry. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were r 
as follows: 
In lines 6 and 7 strike out “Seventeenth Regiment” and 
| “ Second Battalion, Twenty-sixth Regiment.” 
In lines 7 and 8 strike out “afterwards the Twenty sixth R t 
| United States Infantry ” and insert “ and pay him a pension at 
| of $8 per month.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for “dl 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read th i 
| time, and passed. 
ALLIE WILLIAMS. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16397) granting 
an increase of pension to Allie Williams. 
| he bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etr., That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, s 
| the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name 
| Williams, widow of James M. Williams, late of Company B, ‘I ik 
ment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, war with Mexico, and p l 
pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now : 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 
In line 6 change “ James” to “ Joseph.” 
In line 8, after “ Mexico,” insert “ aud Campany C, Tenth Resi 
Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry.” 
In line 8 strike out “twelve” and insert “ sixteen.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a l 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the t l 


time, and passed, 
NEWTON MOORE. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16411) gr 
an increase of pension to Newton Moore. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, s 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Moore, late of Company B, Fourth Regiment Tennessee Volunt: 
fantry, war with Mexico, and Company B, Fourth Regiment hk 
Volunteer Mounted Infantry, civil war, and pay him a pension 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 8 strike out “ B, Fourth” and insert “ K, 
In the same line strike out “‘ Mounted.” 
In line 9 strike out “ civil war.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


Thi 


S1id 


SHERMAN JACOBS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16747) granting 
a pension to Sherman Jacobs. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sher- 
man late of Company A, Fourth Regiment United States Volun- 
teer Infantry, war with Spain, and pay hin a pension at the rate of 
$12 per month, to commence on the 4th day of May, A. D. 1903. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


Jacobs, 


In line 7 strike out “‘ United States” and insert “ Tennessee.” 

In line 8 strike out “ twelve” and insert “eight.” Strike out all in 
the bill after “month” in line 8. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

MARY A. RILEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17651) granting 
an increase of pension to Mary A. Riley. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary 
A. Riley, widow of Hugh Riley, late of Company H, First Regiment 
Mississippi Volunteer Infantry, war with Mexico, and pay her a pen- 
sion at the rate of $30 per month in leu of that she is now receiving. 

rhe amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out “thirty” and insert “ twelve.’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOSEPH SCOTT. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17732) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph Scott. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
se it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
‘by, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph 
late of Company I, Second Regiment Mississippi Volunteer In- 
ry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of 
t he is now receiving. 
The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 7 change “ Volunteer” to “ Volunteers;” strike out “ Infan- 
” and insert “ war with Mexico.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ROSEANNA HUGHES. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17874) granting 
an increase of pension to Roseanna Hughes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Rose- 
anna Hughes, widow of James Hughes, late second lieutenant Company 
C, First Battalion Mounted Volunteers, war with Mexico, and pay her 2 
pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now re- 


ceiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 7 change “C” to “ E.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

WALTER S. HARMAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17918) granting 
a pension to Walter S. Harman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 1s 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Walter 
8S. Harman, late of Anderson Battery, South Carolina Volunteer Infan- 
try. and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 6, after “ late of,” insert “Capt. Edward;” and in the same 
line change “Anderson” to “Anderson’s;” also in line 6, before “ Bat- 
tery,”’ insert “ Heavy.” 

s In line 7, strike out “Infantry” and insert “Artillery, war with 
Spain.” 
In line 8 strike out “twenty” and insert “ eight.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


LOUISA M. SEES. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18113) granting 
an increase of pension to Louisa M. Sees. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Louisa 
M. Sees, widow of Jacob A. Sees, late of Battery D, Second Regiment 
United States Artillery, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 7, after “Artillery,” insert “Texas and New Mexico Indian 

er. 
; In line & strike out “ twenty” and insert “ twelve.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


JOHN INGRAM. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18214) granting 
an increase of pension to John Ingram. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to Es on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
Ingram, late of Company G, Third Regiment seis at bs aor tau war 


with Mexico, and pay kim a pension at the rate of 0 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 
In line 7 change “ Volunteers’ to “ Volunteer Infantry.” 


In the same line, after “and,” insert “ Company L, Tenth Regiment 
Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, and.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


MARY JANE RAGAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18403) granting 
an increase of pension to Mary Jane Ragan. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary 
Jane Ragan, widow of David Caswell Ragan, late of Company A, Fourth 
Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Infantry, war with Mexico, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 change “ Caswell” to the initial “C.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


EDWARD A. BARNES. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18601) granting 
an increase of pension to Edward A. Barnes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he !s 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edward 
A. Barnes, late of Company C, Sixth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $— per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows : 

In line 7, after “ Infantry,” insert “ war with Spain,” and in line 8, 
before “ dollars,” insert “ thirty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


LOUISA STORY, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18769) granting 
an increase of pension to Louisa Storey. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the n laws, the name of Louisa 
Storey, widow of Thomas 8 late of Capt. Thomas Metcalf’s com- 
pany, Kentucky Militia, war of 1812, and pay her a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 
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The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 
Change the spelling of the surname of the claimant and the soldier 


in the title and body of the bill to “ Story.” ai 
In line 9 strike out “ thirty ” and insert “ twenty-four. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Louisa Story.” 

HARRIET WEATHERBY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18816) granting 
n increase of pension to Harriet Wetherby. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interfor be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Harriet 
Wetherby, widow of Henry C. Wetherby, late of Captain Page’s com- 
y, Massachusetts Militia, in the war of 1812, and pay her a pension 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
follows: : 

ange * wean * where it appears in the title and body of the 

“ Weatherby.” 7 

ne 9 strike out “thirty ” and insert “ twenty-four.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 
rhe bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
», and passed. 
he title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
se of pension to Harriet Weatherby.” 

ANDREW J. ANDERSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18860) granting 
pension to Andrew J. Anderson. 
rhe bill was read, as follows: 
it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
eby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Andre: 
\nderson, late of Company I, Third Regiment United States Cavalry, 
r with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of $15 per month. 


pan 


ding: 
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‘he amendments recommended by the committee were read, | 


as follows: 


In line 6 strike out “ Company I” and insert “ Troop E.” 
In line 8 strike out “ fifteen ” and insert “ ten.” 
Add to the end of the bill the words “in lieu of that he is now re- 


ceiving. 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Andrew J. Anderson.” 

ELIZABETH MOORE MORGAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19035) granting 
a pension to Lizzie Morgan. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be tt enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lizzie 
Morgan, widow of ——— Morgan, late captain Tenth Regiment United 
States Infantry, war with Mexico, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$20 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

Change the claimant's Christian name in the title and the body of the 


bill from “ Lizzie” to “ Elizabeth Moore;” and in line 6, after “ widow 
of,” insert “ Robert C.” 


In line 8 strike out “ twenty ” and insert “ twelve.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly reai the third 
time, ind passed. 

SARAH C. A. SCOTT. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19101) granting 


an increase of pension to. Sarah C. A. Scott. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., 
hereby, authorized and directed to 
the provisions and limitations of t 
C. A. Seott, widow of Hen 
Regiment South Carolina Voiu 


the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is 
lace on the pension roll, subject to 
e pension laws, the name of Sarah 
B. Scott, late of Company H, Palmetto 
nteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at 
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reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 


Sit 





The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for 2 third 
third 


time, and passed. 


WILLIAM H. MOSER. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19105) grant 


an increase of pension to William Moser. 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, ‘ 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of W 





The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 


as follows: 


In line 7 ehange “ elun ” “ ” 
In lines 7 and 8 sens out ia : 
In line 8, before the word “and,” insert “ war with Mexico.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and 


Moser, late of Company C, Second Regiment Pennsylvani 
Infantry, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were 
as follows: 

Insert the initial “HH.” after “ William,” in the claim 
the title and body of the bill. 

In line 7 change “ Volunteer Infantry” 
“ Mexico” insert “and Company D, One 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry 

In line 8 strike out “ twenty-five’ and insert “ thirty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed fol 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
time, and passed. 
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SUSAN M. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R 
an increase of pension to Susan M. Osborn. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary 
hereby, authorized and directed to place 
the provisions and limitations of the pen 
M. Osborn, widow of William R. Osborn 
pany, Wood's battalion, Third Regi t G 
Indian wars, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the 
as follows: 

In line 7 strike out “ egiment” and insert “ Brig 

In line 8 strike out “ Indian wars” and insert “ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrosse 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordinal 
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| time, and passed. 


and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third | 


| 1812, and pay her a pension at the rate 
| that she is now 





SARAH 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19 
an increase of pension to Sarah Louisa Shep 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of : 
hereby, authorized and directed to pla on the pensi 
the provisions and limitations of the pension 
Louisa Sheppard, widow of Jan Sheppar« 
way'’s company, ————- Regiment South Carol 
of 


LOUISA 


SHEPPARD 


e 


oO eS 


receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the 
as follows: 

In lifie 7, after “ Captain,” insert the initial “ P 


line strike out “ Regiment.’\ 
In line 8 strike out “ Volunteers” and insert 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be 
reading; and being engrossed, it \ 
time, and passed. 
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“* Militia.” 


ens 


MARTHA A. BILLINGS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. 
an inerease of pension to Martha A. Billins 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary the Interior be, 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, : 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the na 
A. Billings, widow of William M. Billings, late of 
metto Regiment South Carolina Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in 
is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were 
as follows: 

In line 7 change “ Volunteer” to 

In line 8 strike out “ Infantry ;”"’ 
and insert “ twelve. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a ft 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read th 
time, and passed. 
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and in line 9 strike out 
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HENRY A. CONANT. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19241) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry A. Conant. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension rol 


o 


ind | is 


} 
I 
, 
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to the provisions 
Henry A. 
Infantry 
pei 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 7 strike out “ Volunteer Infantry” and insert “ Volunteers.” 

In line 8 strike out “ thirty” and insert “‘ twenty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Conant, late of Company I, First Regiment Ohio Volunteer 
, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


WILLIAM C. HOOVER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19245) granting 
an increase of pension to William C. Hoover. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
William C. Hoover, late of Company F, Third Regiment Missouri 
Mounted Volunteers, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, before “ Company,” insert “ Captain Clarkson’s.” 

In line 7 change “ Volunteers’ to “ Volunteer’ and insert thereafter 
“Infantry;” and in same line, after “ Mexico,” insert *“* and Company 
I, Fifteenth Regiment Missouri Volunteer Cayalry.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

LOUISA J. BIRTHRIGHT. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19256) granting 
an increase of pension to Louisa J. Birthright. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Louisa J. Birthright, widow of Robert Birthright, late of Company D, 
Third Regiment ‘‘ennessee Volunteers, war with Mexico, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now re- 
ceiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, after “ Robert,” insert the initial ‘‘ B.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed, 

JOB B. CRABTREE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19298) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Job B. Crabtree. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Job B. 
Crabtree, late of Company H, First Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Cav- 
alry, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, change “H” to “ F.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

PHEBE EASLEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19300) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to P. Easley. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name o¥ P. 
Easley, widow of William Easley, late of war with Mexico, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now re- 
ceiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

Change the initial “ P.” where it appears in claimant's name in the 
title and body of the bill to “ Phebe.” 


In line 6, after “late of,” insert “Captain Dunlap’s independent 
companys, Illingis Mounted Volunteers.” 
In line 7 strike out “ twenty” and insert “ twelve.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senrte, by Mr. Parkinson, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had insisted upon its amend- 
ments to the bill (H. R. 18750) making appropriations for 
the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1907, and 
for other purposes, disagreed to by the House of Representa- 
tives, had agreed to the conference asked by the House on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. Harz, Mr. Perkins, and Mr. TILLMAN as the conferees on 
the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to 
the bill (H. R. 1160) granting an increase of pension to Eliza 
Swords. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bill and joint resolutions of the following titles: 

H. J. Res. 166. Joint resolution providing for payment for 
dredging the channel and anchorage basin between Ship Island 
Harbor and Guifport, Miss., and for other purposes; 

H. J. Res. 162. Joint resolution authorizing the construction 
and maintenance of wharves, piers, and other structures in 
Lake Michigan adjoining certain lands in Lake County, Ind.; 
and : 

H. R. 17455. An act permitting the building of a dam across 
the Mississippi River at or near the village of Clearwater, 
Wright County, Minn. 

MARY E. RIVERS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19318) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Mary E. Rivers. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior he, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to po on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary 
EK, Rivers, widow of Constant H. Rivers, late of Company FE, Palmetto 
Regiment South Carolina Volunteers, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $12 per month in lieu of’ that she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 7 change “E” to “FF.” 

In line 8, before the word “and,” insert “ war with Mexico.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ELIZABETH SPRUELL. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19319) grant- 
ing an inerease of pension to Elizabeth Spruell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Pliza- 
beth Spruell, widow of William Spruell, late of Company C, Palmetto 
Regiment South Carolina Volunteers, and pay her a pension at the rate 
of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 7 strike out the initial “‘C” and insert the initial “ Bb.” 

In same line, after “ Volunteers,” insert “war with Mexico.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

LOUISE J. PRATT. 


The next pension business was the bili (H. R. 19320) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Louise J. Pratt. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed te place on the peasion roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Louise 
J. Pratt, widow of Robert Pratt, tate of ———-~ company, South Carolina 


Cavalry, under Captain Childs, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$12 per month in lieu of that she is uow receiving 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 6, after “‘ late of,” insert “ Captein R. Child's.” 
In line 7, before “ Cavalry,” insert “ Volunteer;” and in the same 
line strike out “under Captain Childs” and insert ‘“ Florida Indian 
war.” 


The amendments were agreed to 

The bill as amenéed wes ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


MABY £. TURNER. 
The next pension business was the bill (AH. R. 19321) granting 
an increase of pension to Mary E. Turner. 
























1906. 





The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary E. 
Turner, widow of Joshua Turner, late of Company Palmetto 
Regiment South Carolina Volunteers, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 7, after “ pany,” insert “ First ’yatid strike out “ Palmetto;” 
and in same line, after “ Regiment,” strike out “South Carolina” and 
insert ‘ Mississippi;’’ and in same line change “ Volunteers” to 
“ Volunteer ” and insert thereafter ‘“‘ Infantry, war with Mexico.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 





MARY ISABELLA BYE ARD. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19322) granting 
an increase of pension to Mary Isabella Rykard. ’ 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secreiary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary 
Isabella Rykard, widow of Levi H. Rykard, late of Capt. Robert 
Child's company, South Carolina Regiment, Florida Indian war, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the initial “ H.’’ where it appears in the soldier's 
name and insert the Christian name “ Harris.” 

In line 7 strike out “ Regiment’ and insert “‘ Volunteers.” 


Th amendments were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third | 
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reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


time, and passed. 
ORLANDO L. LEVY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19323) granting 
an increase of pension to Orlando L. Levy. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Orlando 
L. Levy, late of Company F, Palmetto Regiment South Carolina Volun- 
teers, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: Ph 

In line 6 stcike out “ Palmetto” and insert “ First.” 

In line 7, after “ Volunteers,” insert-‘ war with Mexico.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

SUSAN M. LONG. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19324) granting 
an increase of pension to Susan M. Long. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Susan 
M. Long, widow of George Long, late of ————- ———- company, South 
Carolina Volunteers, Florida Indian war, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of —-— dollars per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6, after “late of,” insert “‘ Captain Denny's.” 

In line 8, before “ dollars,” insert ‘* twelve.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

T he bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

GEORGE OPPEL. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19325) granting 
in increase of pension to George Appel. 

rhe bill was read, as follows: ° 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George 


Appel, late of aay C, Fourth Regiment United States Artillery, 


and pay him a pension at the ra 
a csi te of $20 per month in lieu of that he 


i amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as to OWS: 


i Guanes claimant’s surname in the title and body of the bill to 
ppel. 


In line 7, after “Artillery,” insert “ war with Mexico.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
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reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
MARGARET R. VANDIVER. 

The next pension business was tne bill (H. R. 19326) granting 
an increase of pension to Margaret R. Van Diver. 

ry g 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mar 
garet R. Van Diver, widow of Solomon H. Van Diver, late of Captaiz 
Sutton’s company, Georgia Volunteers, in Colonel Chastain’s mount: 
volunteers, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lie 
of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


2 
d 
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Change the spelling of the surname of the claimant and the soldier 
from “Van Diver” to “ Vandiver.” 

In line 8 strike out “in Colonel Chastain’s mounted yolunteers” and 
insert “ Florida Indian war.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the thir 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill 
crease of pension to Margaret R. Vandiver.” 


rrantine 
Brantine 


ELIZABETH C. KENNEDY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19337) grantin 
an increase of pension to Elizabeth C. Kennedy. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension r 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of | 
beth C. Kennedy, widow of Capt. Duncan Kennedy, late of United Sta 
ship Colorado, United States Navy, and pay her a pension at t 
$50 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read 
as follows: 


In line 6 strike out 


rat 


* Captain.” 





In line 7 strike out “of” and insert “ captai In the s I 
strike out “ship Colorado, United States.” 

In line 8 strike out “ fifty’ and insert “ forty.’ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ANNA LAMAR WALKER. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19857) granting 
an increase of pension to Anna Lamar Walker 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, su 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, e name \ 
Lamar Walker, widow of Nathaniel G. W. Walker, late of Ca } 
Cunningham's company, Volunteer Infantry, Seminole Indian war nd 
pay her a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of tha 
now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read 


as follows: 


In lines 7 and 8 strike out “ John Cunningham's company, Volunteer 
Infantry, Seminole Indian war,” and insert “Allen's company, ¢ I 
Brisbane's regiment, South Carolina Volunteers, Florida Indian wa 

In line 9 strike out “ twenty-four” and insert “ twelve.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. ParRkKINSoN, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had disagreed to the report 
of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bil! (11. R 
12987) to amend an act entitled “An act to regulate commerce,” 
approved February 4, 1887, and all acts amendatory there 


and to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce C 


mission, had asked a further conference with the H 
Representatives on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. Truman, Mr. ELkins, and Mr 
Cuttom as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 


amendments bill of the following title; in which the concurr 
of the House of Representatives was requested: 

H. R. 18024. An act for the control and regulation of 
waters of Niagara River, for the preservation of Niagara Falls 
and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate 
without amendment bills of the following titles: 

H. R. 8410. An act to authorize the Charleston Light 


had passed 


and 





Water Company to construct and maintain a dam across Goose 
Creek, in Berkeley County, in the State of South Carolina; and 
H. R. 16946. An act releasing the right, title, and interest of 
the United States to the piece or parcel of land known as the 
“ Cuartel lot” to the city of Monterey, Cal. 
SARAH ANN BEAVIS. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19415) granting 
an increase of pension to Sara Ann Revis. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sara 
Ann Revis, widow of Simeon S. Revis, late of Company K, First Regi- 
ment Tennessee Volunteer Infantry, war with Mexico, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

Change the spelling of the claimant’s Christian name in the title and 
the body of the bill to “ Sarah” and the surname to “ Reavis.” 

in line 8 strike out “thirty” and insert “ twelve.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Sarah Ann Reavis.” 

EMILY FOX. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19462) granting 
an increase of pension to Emily Fox. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Emily 
Fox, widow of Calvin Fox, deceased, late of Captain Quattlebaum’s 
company, South Carolina Volunteers, Indian war, and pay her a pen- 
sion at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In Sine 8, before “ Indian,” Insert “ Florida ;” and in same line strike 
out “twenty ” and insert “ twelve.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

EMMA L. PATTERSON. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19463) granting 
an increase of pension to Emma L, Patterson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and direeted to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Emma 
IL. Patterson, widow of James Patterson, late of Capt. J. D. Allen’s 
company, South Carolina Volunteers, Indian war, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 7 strike out the initials “J. D.” 

In line 8, before “ Indian,” insert “ Florida ;’ 
strike out “‘ twenty-four” and insert “ twelve.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


, 


and in the same line 


MARGARET E. WALKER. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19504) granting 
an increase of pension to Margaret BE. Walker. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Marga- 
ret I. Walker, widow of James I. Walker, late of Capt. John Wilson’s 
company, Georgia Militia, war of 1812, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 change the initial “I.” in soldier’s name to “ BR.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ALEXANDER DIXSON. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19511) granting 
an increase of pension to Alexander Dixson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to a on the pension roll, su to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alex- 
ander Dixson, late of Company A, Fifth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer 
Cavalry, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows : 


In line 7 cha “ Volunteer” to Volunteers;’’ and in the same ling 
strike out “ Cavalry.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ELIZABETH MADDOX. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19528) granting 
an increase of pension to Blizabeth Maddox. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject te 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eliza- 
beth Maddox, widow of Harvey 8S. Maddox, late of Captain Taylor's 
company, First Regiment Arkansas Cavalry, war with Mexico, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now 


receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 change “ Harvey” to “ Harry.” 

In line 7, before “ Cavalry,” insert “ Volunteer.” & 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

NANCY ELIZABETH HUTCHESON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19529) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Mary Elizabeth Hutcheson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pte on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mar 
Elizabeth Hutcheson, widow of William Hutcheson, late of Company FE 
First Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Infantry, war with Mexico, an 
pay her a nsion at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


Change claimant's Christian name in the title and body of the bill to 


“N ” 


ancy. 

In line 7 change “ Volunteer” to “ Volunteers.” 

In lines 7 and 8 strike out “ Infantry.” 

In line 9 strike out “ twenty-four’ and insert “ twelve.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


SARAH JANE DOUGHERTY. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19538) granting 
an increase of pension to Sarah Jane Dougherty. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension law3, the name of Sarah 
Jane Dougherty, widow of John P. ugherty, late of Company E 
Fourteenth Regiment United States Infantry, war with Mexico, an 
pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


MARTHA ANN JONES. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19587) granting 
an increase of pension to Martha Ann Jones. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he !s 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Martha 
Ann Jones, widow of Washington Jones, late of Company G, Second 
Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Infantry, war with Mexico, and pay her 
a pees at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 7, after “G,” insert “Captain Standifer’s company.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

BEVERLY M’K. LACEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19604) granting 
an increase of pension to Beverley McK. Lacey. 

The bill was’read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


hereby, authorized and directed to on the pension roll, subject te 
the provisions and pe of as ews, the name of Bev- 


erley McK. Lacey, Battalion Mississi Rifles, 
Volunteer Infantry, war with Mexico, and pay him a an at el 


rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving, 
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The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

Change claimant's Christian name in the title and body of the bill to 

7. tas, after ‘“‘ Mississippi,” insert “‘ Volunteer.” 

In the same line strike out “ Volunteer Infantry.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Tbe bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the thi | 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Beverly McK. Lacey.” 


SAMUEL CAMPBELL. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19626) granting 
a pension to Samuel Campbell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel 
Campbell, late of Company E, Mormon Battalion lowa Volunteer In- 
fi y, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

\mend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Samuel Campbell.” 

in line 7 strike out “ Volunteer Infantry’ and insert “ Volunteers.” 

In line 8 strike out “ twenty-four” and insert “ twenty,” and add to 
the end of the bill the words “in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 





MARIA ROGERS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19670) granting 
an increase of pension to Maria Rogers. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Maria 
Rogers, widow of Francis Rogers, late of Company C, Fifth Regiment 
Unie States Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per 
month, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

W. P. M’MICHAEL. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19743) granting 
an increase of pension to W. P. McMichael. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of W. P. 
McMichael, late of Company F, Sixth Regiment Louisiana Volunteers, 
war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

GEORGE CASPER HOMAN HUMMEL, ALIAS GEORGE C. HOMAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19744) granting 
an increase of pension to George C. H. Hummel. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on-the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George 
C. H. Hummel, late of Company —, Seventh Regiment United States 


Infantry, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $2 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. ° 


: ae amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
OLlOWS: 


In line 6, strike out the initials “ C, H.” and insert “ Casper Homan; ” 
and in the same line, after “‘ Hummel,” insert “ alias George C. Homan; ” 
and in the same line, after “Company,” insert “I.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to George Casper Homan Hummel, alias 
George C. Homan.” 


JOHANNA KEARNEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R? 19819) granting 
an inerease of pension to Johanna Kearney. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 


hereby, authortzed and to place on the pensio > Sub. to 
the pension laws, eee vane 


the provisions and limitations of 
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Kearney, widow of James Kearney, late of the Mexican, Indian, and 
civil wars, and pay her a pension at the rate of $16 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In lines 6 and 7 strike out “the Mexican, 
and insert “‘ Battery L, First Regiment United States Artillery, war 
with Mexico, —_ Company bh, Sixty-seventh Regiment Pennsy! 
vania Volunteer Infantry, and ordnance sergeant United States Army.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


Indian, and civil wars” 


MARY A. SUTHERLAND. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19922) granting 
an increase of pension to Mary A. Sutherland. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary 
A. Sutherland, widow of John R. Sutherland, late of Company K 
Regiment Georgia Volunteers, and pay her a pension at the rate of $i2 


per month in lieu of that she Is now receiving. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were re 
as follows: 


In line 6 change the initial “R’”’ to “ B.” 

In line 7, before “‘ Regiment,” insert “ First;” and in the same ! 
change “ Volunteers” to “ Volunteer;" and insert, after the last word, 
“Infantry, war with Mexico.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a thir 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


j 
id, 


HAMILTON D. SOUTH. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 1078) 
Hamilton D. South, second lieutenant, United States 
Corps. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 


hereby, directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, to Hamilton D. South, second lieutenant, United States 


for the rel ef of 


Marine 


Marine Corps, the sum of $1,200, said sum to be a payment in full for 
all losses of personal property incurred by him by reason of the d« 
tion by fire of the marine barracks at Pensacola Navy-Yard on the 21st 


day of December, 1901. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read 
as follows: 

In line 6, after the word “ thousand,” strike out the word “ two 
and in line 7, before the word “ hundred,’ insert the word yne;”’ 
and before the word “dollars,” in same line, rds “and 
fifty-seven.”’ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


insert the wi 


JAMES W. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 
an increase of pension to James W. Russell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Intertor be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ja 
W. Russell, late of Company M, Third Regiment Tennessee Volunt 
Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, 
as follows: 

In line 8 strike out “ thirty’ and insert 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


RUSSELL. 
9107) granting 


“ twelve.” 


GEORGS H. BREEDER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18493) granting 
an increase of pension to George H. Reeder. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension ro!l, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George 
H. Reeder, late of Company B, One hundred and forty-fifth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 
PHILIP KILLEY. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19352) 
a pension to Philip Killey. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, 


granting 


and he is 
subject to 
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the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of oat In same line, after the word “ month,” insert the words “in lieu of 


Killey, late of Company G, One hundred and twelfth Regiment Illinois 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, 
as follows: 

In line 8, after the word “ month,” insert the words “in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting am in- 
crease of pension to Philip Killey.” 


JOHN E. KINGSBURY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19601) granting 
increase of pension to John E, Kingsbury. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
‘reby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
Dp isions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
) Kingsbury, late of Company D, HEighty-first Regiment New York 
olunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
onth in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 7, after the word “ Infantry,” insert the words “ and Bighty- 
ninth Company, Second Battalion Veteran Reserve Corps.” 

In line 8, strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word * twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


an 


h 
1 
] 
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JOHN LINGENFELDER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19215) granting 
an increase of pension to John Lengenfelder. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
John Lengenfelder, late of unassigned, Seventeenth Regiment Wisconsin 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

‘The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “ Lengenfelder” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “‘ Lingenfelder.” 

In same line strike out the word “ of.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty ” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to John Lingenfelder.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

MARGARET MUNSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19163) granting 
an increase of pension to Margaret Munson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the. pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Margaret Munson, widow of William Munson, late of Company B, 
Fourteenth Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pen- 
sion at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, after the word “ William,” insert the letter “ H.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “twelve” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ sixteen.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

CHARLES VAN TINE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19162) granting 
a pension to Charles Van Tine. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the me of 
Charles Van Tine, late of Company F, One hundred and twen -eighth 
Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month, 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty ” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 


that he is now receiving.” 


Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Charles Van Tine.” 


The amendments were agreed to. F 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
THOMAS T. PAGE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18705) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas T. Page. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas 
T. Page, late of Company B, Twelfth Regiment New York State Militia 


Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 7 strike out the word “ Infantry.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

NICHOLAS SCHUE. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18657) granting 
an inerease of pension to Nicholas Schue. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Nicholas 
Schue, late of Company HE, Third Regiment Connecticut Volunteer In- 


fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “ Company ” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Companies.” 

In same line, after the initial “EH,” insert the words “and D.” 


In same line strike out the word “Third” and insert In lieu thereof 
the word “ Thirteenth.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JAMES M. FOLLIN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18543) granting 
an increase of pension to James M. Follin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
M. Follin, late of Company K, Seventy-ninth Regiment Illinois Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

GEORGE H. CHASE. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 14634) for the relief 
of George H. Chase. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., ‘That George H. Chase, late second-class fireman, 
United States steamship New York, be held and considered as one and 
the same person as George H. Eaton, and to have been honorably dis- 
charged from the United States service as of date of July 26, 1896. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

in line 6 strike out the words “ honorably discharged” and insert in 
lieu thereof the words “ granted an ordinary discharge.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


THOMAS M’GOWAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5810) granting an 
increase of pension to Thomas McGowan. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the laws, the name of Thomas 
McGowan, late nd-class fireman, United States steamers North 
Carolina, Shasivelk, and Commodore Hull, United States Navy, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and i& was accord- 


ingly read the third time, and passed. 
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JOHN M. MELSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19889) granting 
an inerease of pension to John M. Melson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

i ted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
nenenene cntueatana and directed to ince en the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of t ion laws, the name of John 
M. Melson, late of Comper D, Second Regiment Tennessee Volunteer 
Mounted Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in licu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

FREEMAN V. WALKER. 

Mr. LESTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 14928) for the relief of 
I. V. Walker, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the President of the United States be, and 
he is hereby, authorized to nominate and, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate, to appoint F. V. Walker, late captain and as- 
sistant surgeon, United States Army, an assistant surgeon with the 
same relative grade he had at the time of his retirement, and to place 


i him upon the retired list of the Army. 

With the following amendments: 
. That the Secretary of War, under the direction of the President, is 
hereby authorized, in his discretion, to order Freeman V. Walker, late 


captain and assistant surgeon, United States Army, again before a 
retiring board for the purpose of a new hearing of his case and to 
inquire into and determine the facts touching the nature and occasion 
of his disability, and to find and report the cause which, in its judg- 
ment, has produced his incapacity, and whether such cause is an inci- 
dent of the service, according to the statute, and that upon the findings 
of such board the President is further authorized, in his discretion, 
either to confirm the order by which the said Freeman V. Walker was 
wholly retired, or, in his discretion, to nominate and, by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate, to appoint said Freeman V. Walker 
an assistant surgeon with the same relative grade which he had at the 
time of his retirement, and to place him upon the retired list of the 
Army: Provided, That no pay, aunty, or other allowance during the 
period between the time that he was heretofore retired and the time 
< the passage of this act shall become due and payable by virtue of 
ris act, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Georgia 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill 
which the Clerk has just reported. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
ment, 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now is on the en- 
grossment and third reading of the bill. 

Be The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Lester, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


The question is on the amend- 


JESSE ELLIOTT. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that there 
is one bill which was omitted from the Calendar this afternoon 
by error, and which will now be considered. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 5504) for the relief of Jesse Biliott. 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to amend the records of the War Department 
in such manner as to show that Jessee Elliot, a private, Company G, 
Fifth Regiment Tennessee Mounted Volunteer Infantry, was enlisted 
and mustered into the military service of the United States on the 
18th day of January, 1865, and was killed while in service by the 
enemy in line of duty April 28, 1865. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
read the third time, and passed. : 

On motion of Mr. SULtoway,.a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


PREVENTION OF COLLISIONS ON INLAND WATERS. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for leave to file herewith the views of the minority on the Dill 
(H. R. 17564) to amend an act entitled “An act to adopt regu- 
lations preventing collisions upon certain harbors, rivers, and 
inland waters of the United States.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio asks 
unanimous consent that he may file views of the minority upon 
the bill indicated. Is there objection? 

There was no cbjection, and it was so ordered. 

SUBPORT OF ENTRY AT SUPERIOR, WIS. 


Mr. PAYNE, from the Committee on Ways and Means, pre- 
sented the bill (H. R. 19519) to establish a subport of entry 


at Superio with ' 
tion of ties te the privilege of immediate transporta 
rea 















state of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 
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solved itself into the Committee of the Whole House on 
state of the Union for the further consideration of the sundry 
civil appropriation bill, with Mr. Warson in the chair. 


three other gentlemen who desire to be heard on the 
The question involved is as to whether we shall continue to do 
what we have been doing in the past years, to wit, provide for 
the free transportation of silver dollars to parties desiring the 


merchandise without aporaisement; which was 
a first and second time, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resoive 


itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union for the further consideration of the sundry civil ap- 
propriation bill. 


The motion was agreed to; and accordingly the House re- 
the 


Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, there was pending when the 


committee rose last evening an amendment to the last para- 
graph read, the amendment being to strike out, on line 20, page 


24, the word “fractional.” I do not desire at this time to say 
anything more, but before we close debate on this subject I may 
want to say something further. I understand there are two or 


question. 


I am willing to yield the floor for the present, but I desire to 


state only what the pending question was. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, the amendment offered by the 


gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. Kerrer] is the same amendment which 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Kerrer] offered at the beginning 
6f this session of Congress during the consideration of the 

gent deficiency appropriation bill. 


Prior to that time and 
a number of years the sundry civil appropriation bil! has « 
ried an appropriation of $120,000 to defray the expense of thi 
transportation of silver dollars from the Treasury and the su 
treasuries of the United States to the banks and to the de} 
ment stores and to anybody else who might want to us 
dollars as a medium of exchange or as a medium of advert 
The appropriation for the current fiscal year was 1 
to meet that expenditure, and at the beginning of this session 
the Secretary of the Treasury submitted to Congress a deficiency 
estimate of $10,000 for the purpose of continuing that service 
throughout the year. There is no law authorizing the free 
transportation of silver dollars. The only authority existing 
to-day for that service is the appropriation of money and t 
authorization of its expenditure for this particular purpos« 

The Committee on Appropriations declined to allow the esti 


Ot suilicient 


mate, and that conclusion was reachéd after the most carefu 


investigation and after hearing the departmental officials 
charge of the administration of this appropriation. That 
clusion was based upon the fact that the silver dollar is the onl) 
form of money, except fractional silver coin and minor coin 
nickels and pennies, that the Government transports 
anybody, and in the judgment of the committee we thought 
was time to put a stop to this contribution to the banks « 
United States and to the department stores that were ava 
themselves of this free distribution of silver dollars and u 
them as advertisements by giving out fractional currency 

new silver dollars for the purpose of advertising their busin« 
There was a further consideration. It was brought ont befor 
the committee that the express companies, who are the chiet 
beneficiaries, were abusing the privilege which this appropria 
tion afforded by taking silver dollars and transporting them to 
their destination by the most circuitous route that they could 
possibly find in order that their revenue from that source might 
be greater. 

Mr. JOHNSON and Mr. GAINES of Tennessee rose. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I yield to the gentleman from South Caro 
lina. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Is it not possible for the Department to send 
that silver out by registered mail or otherwise instead of 
ing express companies to take advantage of the Government in 
that way? 

Mr. TAWNBY. Yes, it is; and I would say to the gentleman 
from South Carolina that that is the language of the law to-day 
that has been the language of the law, and the law reads, “ for 
the transportation of silver coin by registered mail or other- 
wise,” but up to this time not a silver dollar has been trans 
ported by registered mail. All has been sent by the United 
States Express Company and its connecting companies. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Well, I would like to ask the gentleman fr 
Minnesota if this abuse, having been brought to the attention of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, they will not hereafter send 
them by mail? 

Mr. TAWNEY. That matter, Mr. Chairman, so far as frac 
tional silver coin is concerned and minor coin is concerned, we 
seek to remedy in this bill by requiring the transportation of 
coin or Government securities, which include national-bank and 
Federal currency, by registered mail. 

Mr. SMYSER. Can not the authorities in charge utilize the 
mails instead of the express for the shipment of this coin? 


free 


allow 








SLIs 


Mr. TAWNEY. Not at the present time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Minnesota 
has expired. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
man 

Mr. POWERS. I warm <3 ask the gentleman a question. 
move to strike out the last word, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr, TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
Minnesota a question. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I yield to the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. POWERS. I want to ask the gentleman from Minnesota 
if the Government has not a contract with all the express com- 
panies stating exactly what they shall pay for carrying all 
moneys beiween certain points? 

Mr. TAWNEY. It has with the United States Express Com- 
pany only. ; 

Mr. POWERS. Then what matters it whether they go by a 
inore circuitous or a straight route from one point to another? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Ah, but that contract is based upon the num- 
ber of miles that the money is carried. I cited in this debate 
at the beginning of this session of Congress an illustration of 
the abuse of the privilege which the express companies enjoyed 
under this appropriation; a bank in Yonkers, N. Y., 17 miles 
from the city hall in the city of New York, asked for or 
called upon the subtreasury for a certain number of silver dol- 
lars, the exact number I do not now remember. That ship- 
ment was made via the United States Express Company to a 
point up in the State of New York, 250 miles. It was there 
transshipped or delivered to another express company and ship- 
ped to a place, I think, called Tarrytown, 250 miles farther, 
but back in the direction of Yonkers, and was then shipped 
from there to Yonkers, a distance, if my memory serves me 
right, of some 20 or 30 miles: Instead of being shipped direct 
from the subtreasury to the bank in Yonkers, it was shipped in 
this circuitous route of almost 500 miles, and each one of those 
three different express companies got a fee or received com- 
pensation for that service under the contract with the Govern- 
ment of the United States. 


I would like to ask the gentle- 


I 


[After a pause.] The 


I want to ask the gentleman from 


Mr. POWERS. You say it is by the mile? 

Mr. TAWNEY. By the mile. 

Mr. POWERS. How long has this gone on? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I am unable to say how long this has been 


going on. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
ask him a question there? 

Mr. TAWNEY. The discovery was made at the beginning of 
this session of Congress. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Will the gentleman aliow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Now, I want to say one thing further, and 
then I will yield to the gentleman from Tennessee just in a min- 
ute. At the beginning of this session of Congress, when the 
Committee on Appropriations reported the urgent deficiency bill 
omitting this deficiency item, the gentleman from Ohio, a mem- 
ber of the Committee on Appropriations, offered the same amend- 
ment that he has offered now, in substance the same amendment, 
for the accomplishment of identically the same.purpose; and, 
after full debate on that question, the Committee of the Whole 
liouse on the state of the Union voted down the amendment by 
an overwhelming majority. Now, I want to say 

Mr. KEIFER. I wish the gentleman would allow me to cor- 
rect him. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Does the gentleman refuse to 
yield to me? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I yield to the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Now, you have spoken of this 
oppressive action of the express companies, which is absolutely 
true, as I have investigated the matter; but you are evading 
the fact that if it be sent by mail we can avoid this abuse and 
this great expense. 

Mr. TAWNEY. ‘That is not in the law. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. You have said that we can carry 
silver coin through the mail. 

Mr. TAWNEY. We have reported a provision by which the 
Jovernment, in the event it is passed, will not have to pay the 
expense, which we maintain we are not obliged to pay, because 
there is no justification for it. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Did not the gentleman say a 
moment ago that you could send silver coin by mail—send a sil- 
yer dollar, silver coin? And we can make this appropriation 


Will the gentleman allow me to 





ee cece ee - = 
ene LC 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 









JUNE 8, 





and send it by mail, and avoid the oppressive prices the express 
companies have been charging, and they are outrageous. 

Mr. PADGETT. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, the provision which the com- 
mittee has now reported to the House, if adopted, would pro- 
vide free transportation through the mail of fractional silver 
coin, which we think the Government can afford to do and 
ought to do; and also for the free transportation of minor 
coins—nickles and pennies. But above the fractional currency 
and minor coins there is absolutely no justification or excuse 
for it. There would be no more justification for the free trans- 
portation of silver dollars than there is for the free transpor- 
tation of one-dollar silver certificates, or any other kind of 
currency of any other denomination. We do not pay for the 
transportation of currency. We do not bear that expense. 
Why should we provide for the free transportation of silver 
dollars when we know that the free transportation is not in the 
interest of the circulation of the silver dollar; that in many 
instances it is for the purpose of advancing the business inter- 
ests of private concerns, who play upon the imagination of 
people by giving out a nice bright silver dollar in change in 
their department stores? 

Mr. PADGETT. Now, will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I want, before I yield, to call attention to 
the testimony of the Secretary of the Treasury before the com- 
mittee on this subject. He says [reading]: 

We have been using about $40,000—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Minne- 
sota has again expired. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the time of the gentleman be extended for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent that the time of the gentleman from Minnesota be 
extended for five minutes. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Shaw says: 


We have been using about $40,000 to send the fractional currency 
out. That, I am of the opinion, ought to be continued. 
The CHAIRMAN. That is continued under the last urgent deficiency 


appropriation bill? 
We have been using about $40,000. If it is 


Mr. Suaw. Yes. sir 
not $50,000, it ought to be $50,000. I do not see the occasion for the 


Government to pay the transportation of silver any more. 
that existed for that previousiy do not exist now. 

The CHAIRMAN. Have you the reasons? 

Mr. Suaw. The policy then was to send out all the silver we could. 
We were buying large quantities of silver and coining it; that is, we 
were sending out all the silver that the country would absorb, and we 
did everything we could to get it into circulation; but we have quit 
buying silver and quit coining it, and most of the silver is out that is 
not covered by. silver certificates, and there is no reason why we shou!d 
ship silver free that does not apply to the shipping of any other kind 

f money. 

. The CHAIRMAN, If the appropriation is made for the transportation 
of fractional currency, will you continue your present contract with 
the United States Express Company for that purpose? 

Mr. SHaw. I know of no reason why we should not. 
how long the contract runs. 

Sinee then, Mr. Chairman, I will say that the committee has 
ascertained that it is a yearly contract, and that the present 
contract expires at the expiration of the present fiscal year. 
I am reading from page 190 of the hearings. Then, this ques- 
tion arose as to the transportation of money by registered mail 
as such by the Secretary of the Treasury, that the reason which 
originally justified the sending out such money no longer ex- 
isted now; it is supported only by the desire on the part of 
some people, who want it for use in their department stores. 
to get something out of the Government for nothing. Now, I 
yield to the gentleman from Ténnessee. 

Mr. PADGETT. The gentleman has gotten considerably off 
the point that I wanted te inquire about. With reference to the 
shipment mentioned from New York to Yonkers, a distance of 17 
miles, I believe that you stated that the shipment was circui- 
tously made a distance of 500 miles. I will ask you if that does 
not show very great, even culpable, inefficiency of the administra- 
tive officers that permitted such a thing_as that, when they know 
that New York and Yonkers are only 17 miles apart, to pay ex- 
pressage for 500 miles? 

Mr. TAWNEY. The explanation of that transaction is the 
fact that when they are entering into contract involving the 
transportation of money from one subtreasury or another sub- 
treasury to any part of the United States that it is absolutely 
impossible to make a contract, an inflexible contract, that would 
meet the situations and conditions that prevail in different parts 
of the country ; and it is because of that fact that a contraca can 
not be drawn so as to avoid certain abuses of that kind if the 
express company sees fit to avail itself of the conditions. 


The reasons 


I do not know 
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Mr. PADGETT, Mr. DIXON of Montana, and Mr. POWERS 
rose, 

Mr. POWERS. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. TAWNEY. 
{Mr. Drxon}. 

Mr. DIXON of Montana. Could not a contract be made at so 
much a mile for the distance actually traveled in the shipment? 
Could not a simple contract of that kind be made? 

Mr. TAWNEY. If the gentleman will read the hearings, I 
think he will find that is the kind of contract we have now. 

Mr. PADGETT. I have not finished my question to the gen- 
tleman. 

Mr. DIXON of Montana. What argument is there in favor 
of the free transportation of fractional silver coin, at the ex- 
pense of the Government, that does not apply equally to the 
free transportation of silver dollars? 

Mr. TAWNEY. The fractional silver coin is the coin that is 
used in making change. There is a necessity for that. There 
is no eurrency that takes the place of fractional silver coin, 
but there is a currency that takes the place of the silver dollar ; 
ard for that reason the committee felt justified in agreeing to 
the conference on one of the urgent deficiency bills, earlier in 
this session of Congress, and in consenting to the Senate amend- 
ment adding the free transportation of fractional silver coin, 
because it was a necessity for the prosecution of the public 
business. 

Mr. PADGETT. I have not finished my question to the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Minnesota yield 
to the gentleman from Tennessee? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I yield to the gentleman for a question. 

Mr. PADGETT. I was not entirely satisfied with the ex- 
lanation given by the gentleman with reference to that con- 
‘act. Can not a contract specify that it shall be over the direct 
rate, for the distance usually traveled in going from one point 
» the other? ’ 

Mr. TAWNBY. Oh, I do not know. I suppose it could; but 
there are different express companies through whose hands the 
silver would have to be transported in order to reach its desti- 
nation, 

Mr. PADGETT. Does the gentleman think that any efficient 
administration would pay express charges on a distance of 500 
miles when there is a route 17 miles long between the two 
places? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I do not intend to attempt to 
construe the existing contract. I have never seen it. Nor do 
I intend to criticise the contract, or criticise the Department 
that entered into the contract. I have simply stated facts, and 
it is up to this House now to say whether we shall continue 
the free transportation of silver dollars, or pat the silver dollar 
with respect to transportation upon the same basis with all 
other money except money below the denomination of a dollar. 

Mr. PADGETT. But the gentleman was offering that as a 
reason why we should not ship by express, and I was only 
meeting the specific case which the gentleman urged. 
pian POWERS, Mr. BURGESS, and Mr. CHARLES B, LAN- 

S rose. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I yield to the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Do I understand the gentleman 
to say that the Government now has contracts with all these 
express companies? 

Mr. TAWNEY. No; with only one. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. When was that contract made? 

Mr. TAWNEY. It is a yearly contract and can not be made 
for more than a year, because the appropriation is made every 
year, 

Mr. KEIFER. It is an annual contract. 

Mr. TAWNEY. ‘There is no authority in law for this contract, 
except that which is based upon the appropriation itself. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Does not that contract provide 
that it may be abrogated on six months’ notice by either party? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I do not know whether it can be abrogated 
on six months’ notice, or on thirty days’ notice. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Does not that contract provide 
that that express company shall carry all the money and se- 
curities of the United States? 

Mr. TAWNBEY. It does. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. And 
tically an abrogation of that contract. 

Mr. TAWNEY. No; it is not, because this relates to the 
next fiseal year, for which there is no contract. 
thie CE ARLES B. LANDIS. If no contract is made, does 

appropriation bill make provision for the security of the 


I yield to the gentleman from Montana 
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transportation of the vast sums of money that are contemplated 
to be sent by mail? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes; by leaving it to the Secretary of the 
Treasury to avail himself of the same facilities for securing 
that money that the banks of the United States are to-day 
availing themselves of for the security of the money which they 
are transporting. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. 
not adequate. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Why is it not? 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Simply be the railway 
mail service of the United States is in no manner equal to It. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The gentleman knows that the banks avail 
themselves of the indemnity insurance companies, and the evi- 
dence before the committee is that the Government can insure 
every dollar of the money that is transported by registered 
mail and then save $91,000 a year on the transportation of the 
money and the silver coin. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. 
it? 

Mr. TAWNEY. 


I insist that that protection is 


ose 


At what rate could they insure 


I do not recall the rate. 


Mr. BURLESON. They can insure the full value, of course. 
Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman specify the law that 
gives the Government authority to insure the funds that would 


be sent by registered mail? 

Mr. TAWNEY. No; I can not give it. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Is there any such law? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I do not know whether there is or not. I am 
informed by the man in charge of the transportation of m« 
that they can avail themselves of that privilege. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I do not believe that you can find at 
on the statute books which would authorize the Governu 
insure the funds. 

Mr. DIXON of Montana. Will not 
dollar as a medium of circulation? 

Mr. TAWNEY. There has not been a silver dollar shipped 
free in the last six months, and there has been { 
or falling off in the circulation of silver dollars. 

Mr. DIXON of Montana. I have letters from several |! 
in my State saying that the effect of wiping out of t! 


’ 


this drive out th 


no curta 


priation will absolutely drive the silver dollar out « 
which in my country is used in making change, and not 
place of the silver certificates of the East. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I had one letter of that kind from a! 


in my district, and I wrote to him explaining the reason \ 
committee and the House did not ! nti 
the free transportation of silver d 
said that he thought Congress was justified in pu 
it under the circumstanees. 

Mr. BURLESON. If the gentleman from M 
allow me, is it not a fact that if what has heret 
law is eliminated from this appropriation bill tl 
our country which have no subtreasuries 
disadvantage as compared with sections 
have subtreasuries? Is not that a fact? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will say in answer to the 
Texas that they will not be at any m tag 
are now in respect to all other forms of money tha 
ment issues. 


approve of 
and | 
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Mr. BURLESON. The gentleman is begging tl 
Mr. POWERS. Mr. Chairman, this provision 


silver dollars to be shipped to various parts of our cou 
the purpose of accommodating the people who desire t 

them, and for the purpose of putting silver into « 

has been a part of the policy of this Government for 

many years. The gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Hu 
you might as well ship $1 bills. Why, there are not $1 bills 
enough or anywhere near enough to accommodate the di ! 
of the people of the country. No Member of this House kn 
that fact better than the distinguished banker and Me 
from Connecticut. All through the South and through a gr 
portion of the West, especially beyond the Mississippi Riv 
the silver dollar is used almost universally, and the $1 bill i 
hardly ever seen. Now, the very fact that the gentleman fr 
Minnesota [Mr. Tawney] states that certain firms can g 
trade by advertising that they will pay out new silver do! 
proves that the people want this currency; they want the ne 
dollar and not the old one. The Government, through 


seignioragé, makes nearly 50 cents in coining every one of 
these silver dollars. By putting them in circulation many of 
them will necessarily be lost or destroyed or worn, so that 
they will be redeemed as bullion; so that in the end the Goy- 
ernment is largely the gainer by aiding the distribution of 
silver dollars throughout the country. Under these circum- 
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stances, it seems to me that we should continue this policy, 
that we should permit the banks in the different parts of the 
country to have the silver dollar with which to accommodate 
their customers and supply a popular demand. 

Now, I want ‘to say one werd in reference to this alleged 
swindling by an express company. First, I will assert that it 
seems strange, indeed, that the express company with which 
the Government makes its contract should ever stoop to any 
such swindling as that which the gentleman from Minnesota 
has referred to—namely, send a package of silver dollars sev- 
eral hundred miles to get it from New York to Yonkers, in 
order to draw more mileage pay. I do not deny the statement 
of the gentleman, but think there must have been some strange 
conditions to have caused it, and it seems that no one who 
night know has been called upon to explain it. 


Mr. MADDEN. The testimony shows that. 

Mr. POWERS. Second, if any express company has ever 
done what is alleged, then the Auditor of the Treasury, in my 
judgment, is guilty of culpable negligence if he approves the 
bill and pays it. [Applause.] 

Third, in making the annual contract with the express com- 


panies it requires but a word to state, if you pay by the mile— 
I confess frankly although I have shipped a good deal of Goy- 
ernment money, and I didn’t know it was paid for by the 
mile—it requires only a word to state in that contract that it 
must be by the nearest practicable route, and then there can 
be nothing of this kind done. 

These silver dollars are a species of currency that a great 
portion of our people want and use. Silver is a product of our 
country, and while I have always stood by the gold standard 
and believe that that is the correct measure of value and the 
only one, I believe also that what legislation we have that 
tends to give this product of our country a circulation and a 
use, at the same time supplying to our people what they want, 
should be continued. The people can get it through this Goy- 
ernment contract and can get it in no other way, I should say, 
as satisfactorily or cheaply. I am confident that what has 
been done for so many years past emphasizes a sound and cor- 
rect policy, and I believe that policy should be continued by 
the Congress, and therefore I shall yote for the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Ohio. [Applause.] 

I would call attention to the fact that in continuing this 
policy the gentleman from Ohio does not increase the appro- 
priation. I think it ought to be increased. I should cheer- 
fully vote for a larger sum, but whether it is increased or not, 
I believe this policy of free Government transportation of silver 
to all parts of the country, which we have had so many years 
and with which the people are satisfied and desire continued 
quite as much as the country banks, is right and proper and 
good legislation, and that the usual appropriation for this pur- 
pose will commend itself to the country. [Applause.] 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, there is no silver 
question embodied in this proposition in any way, shape, or 
manner. All the talk about 50 cents profit of coinage may well 
be dismissed. The coinage of silver dollars has ceased, proba- 
bly never to be renewed. The policy which the committee now 
propose to change ought to end with the discontinuance of the 
coinage of the dollar. It was begun many years ago with a 
good motive and a good purpose, to try to bring the silver dol- 
lar into circulation. It has been a complete and total failure. 
‘There has been no increase in the circulation by reason of free 
transportation. 

As long ago as 1893 the matter was carefully investigated and 
very thoroughly considered, and the whole subject was reviewed 
by the Secretary of the Treasury. He stated emphatically that 
his opinion was—and, by the way, it has been concurred in by 
every Secretary of the Treasury since—that the free transpor- 
tation of the silver dollar tended to reduce the circulation rather 
than to increase it, strange as it may seem. 

Let me show you how that will be. The gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Ketrer] smiles. Perhaps if he will read the state- 
ments of those familiar with the subject connected with the 
Treasury Department, he would smile in a different way. 

Mr. KEIFER. May I interrupt the gentleman? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Certainly. 

Mr. KEIFER. I will ask the gentleman why it is that it 
has decreased since the limitation was put upon the amount 
that could be expended—$2,000,000 a year—within the last six 
weeks? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I do not know what may have oc- 
eurred within the last six weeks, and I do not know as that had 
any particular effect upon it. I take the statistics of the cir- 
culation of the silver dollars during the last twenty years, and 
while it has slightly increased in the aggregate, it has decreased 











per capita—that is, in proportion to the population of the 
United States. That is the only way in which to figure it. 

Let me cite, fer the benefit of the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. 
Burcess], a single case that has occurred in his own State. 
I refer to the statement made by the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. Burcess] yesterday, that the free transportation of silver 
was needed for the people of his State for use in handling 
their crops. A bank president from the State of Texas told 
me a short time ago that they had accumulated in their vaults 
250,000 silver dollars, and that they were doing the best they 
could to get them out of there and change them into usable 
money, for silver is not desirable in any such quantity, and 
their object and purpose was to get it back to the mint at New 
Orleans. How did they do it? They could not pay it out 
except to the railroad companies, and they worked it along 
gradually through their pay rolls until it got to New Orleans. 
Why did the accumulation come? Simply because the country 
bankers all over Texas, desiring to increase their reserve ac- 
counts and wishing to get rid of the money of the least use to 
them, forwarded the silver dollars and made a practice of 
doing it. 

Why did the banks transfer this silver instead of the paper 
or gold? Because any time they saw fit, all they had to do was 
write to the subtreasury at New Orleans and have silver sent 
back at the Government expense, but gold or paper would only 
be transmitted back at their own cost. Mr. Carlisle and every 
Secretary of the Treasury since has said that if they did not 
have the opportunity to have it retransmitted at Government 
expense, they would hold it in the banks, as the banks ought 
to do, to maintain the circulation in their own communities. 

It is the easy method of getting it which induces the banks 
to draw it out of circulation, and that is the process that is 
constantly going on. I will put in the Recorp again—I have 
put it in there several times—the statement of ex-Secretary 
J. G. Carlisle describing this whole process. It is in a letter 
from John G. Carlisle to Senator Voorhees in 1893, in which he 
says that the effett is to decrease the circulation of silver: 


The greater part of the cost to the Government of the issue and 
distribution of silver coins is for their transportation under the pro- 
visions of the appropriation laws above referred to. Such an ex- 
penditure is unexampled in other countries, as I am informed, and is 
of so recent origin and doubtful results in this that it should, in my 
opinion, be discontinued. 

The practice with regard to the payment of charges for transporta- 
tion on other moneys of the United States sent to or from the Treas- 
ury varied much until June 30, 1883, but since that time this ex- 
pense has bag cor me been a upon the private sender and con- 
signee. The exception made in favor of the silver coins has cost the 
Treasury heavily, without producing any corresponding advantage 
either to the Treasury or to the public. 

The circulation of the kinds of money which is oe to the peo- 
ple and received from them at their own expense for transportation 
has steadily increased, but there has been no material gain for years in 
the number of silver dollars in circulation and ony a natural one in 
the amount of subsidiary silver coin. ‘The discrimination in favor of 
silver has opened the way to abuses, which are of more or less com- 
mon knowledge. Coin has been called for, not because it was really 
needed for circulation, but because it could be obtained without ex- 
pense. These excessive issues are soon returned to the Treasury, to 
gether with considerable other sums which would be retained by the 
holders if it were not so easy to obtain fresh supplies. If, then, 
these considerations are sound, the cost of the issue and redemption 
of silver coin is increased by the payment of the charges for transpor- 
tation in three ways: 

1. By the assumption of a charge which properly should be borne by 
the public. 

2. By the increase of this charge and of the expense of handling aris- 
ing from the issue of coin not required for circulation. 

%. By a like increase arising from a freer return to the Treasury 
than there otherwise would be of coin required for circulation. 

* In my judgment, therefore, it would be in the line of economy and 
sound public policy to retain the act of June 9, 1879, in its entirety 
upon the statute k, and to discontinue the appropriations for the 
free distribution of standard silver dollars and subsidiary silver coins. 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I would like to 
ask the gentleman a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I do. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Why does the gentleman favor 
the transmission through the mail or by express of fractional 
coin and object to the transmission of the silver dollar? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Oh, as a matter of principle, I 
would not favor either; but I will tell the gentleman why it is 
done, in my judgment. The subsidiary coin is not a legal tender 
and therefore can not be used in the large amounts in which the 
legal-tender silver dollar is used, and consequently the privilege 
is not abused, and the subsidiary coin does, as a matter of. fact, 
remain in circulation and is constantly increasing in circulation, 
whereas the very opposite is true in regard to the standard 
silver dollar; so that the statistics will justify, better than any 
argument I could make, having different policies with the dif- 
ferent coins. 
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Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Does not the gentleman know | and storing; by constant and repeated movement the “ wear and tear” 
that down South and out West and in a great many sections of | {% Droqucins a, result that will ultimately require an additional expense 
the country they use the silver dollar and the silver certificate ; . é 
and fractional silver? Does he not know, also, the fractional 










































And I call the attention of the gentleman from Ohio to the 









coin is tender for sums not exceeding $10 in any one payment? statement of the Treasurer of the United States in accord with 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Oh, yes; I understand that. the statement which I made— 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Where they use the fractional an ease a this coin can be obtained from the Treasury 
eee 2 n . without expense for transportation charges facilitates its return to the 
silver they also use ee ae ee Chai it havin n Treasury for redemption. In previous years when the vaults « 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. ow, Mr. airman, aving bee Treasury contained excessive amounts of silver coin there was good 
absolutely proven that the free transmission of legal-tender ae or stimulating ro use among the people by the inducement of 
ls ae 7 . >}* ree transportation to depositors therefor, but at present such 
silver dollars does tend to reduce the circulation rather than to tions do not prevail. It is suggested for the consideration of 
increase it——— merchants, and others requiring the use of large amounts of tl 

Mr. KEIFER. To whom has that been proven? that they retain their accumulation during the inactive periods 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Oh, to the Treasury Department. ete een oe an ee bhaage: olp  lanendlapahargpee 

So m . el 1e burde 0 e Government that is con 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. } stantly growing, and which may, in the interest of econ m 


Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent to preceed for five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Let us take up the other side of 
the subject. Is the law abused? The gentleman said some- 
thing a moment ago about canceling contracts with the express 
companies. Why, gentlemen, the Treasury Department is abso- 
lutely helpless. The law says it shall be transmitted free. 
The matter which has been referred to by the chairman of 
this committee, the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney], 
of the transportation of silver from New York to Yonkers is 
trivial. I put in the Recorp six or seven-years ago one case 
where an express company in this country obtained $16,000 
from the Treasury of the United States for carrying its own 
money from San Francisco to New York. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. But we propose to take that 
away from the express companies and let the Government 
manage it through the mail. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. But it costs, just the same. You 
have to pay the railway companies for carrying the mail. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Oh, of course; but in taking it 
through the mail it will cost a great deal less. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Let me show you how this law 
can be abused, and the practice carried on legally without 
robbing anybody except the Treasury of the United States. I 
wili cite an actual occurrence. A bank in Delaware desiring 
to pay another bank 20 miles away, instead of sending the 
draft on New York, which happened at the time to be at a 
small discount, to the bank 20 miles away, and knowing that 
the bank 20 miles away would charge up the difference in 
the exchange, simply sent its draft to New York and in- 
structed its correspondent in New York to have the silver 
dollars shipped from New York down to Delaware at the ex- 
pense of the Government. That is an actual case, and that is 
going on all over the United States under the law because the 
law is broad enough to permit it. 

A man at Port Townsend, Wash., desired to pay duties to 
the United States. Port Townsend is not a large place, but a 
great many vessels come in there and a great deal of legal- 
tender money is required, as it takes legal tender to pay duties. 
What does he do? He sends his draft to San Francisco and 
orders the silver dollars sent up to Port Townsend at an ex- 
pense to the Government of $4 a thousand. They go to Port 
Townsend, and the bags with the Governmeat seal on them—I 
am not citing an imaginary case, but an actual one—the bags of 
silver dollars with the Government seals on them are used to 
pay the duty on this shipment of goods. Who does it go to? 
To the collector of customs. What does he do? Under the law 
he is obliged to retransmit that identical money to the sub- 


have to be discontinued altogether. 


Gentlemen, just one thing more. 

Mr. POLLARD. I would like to ask the gentleman what thi 
silver is taken to the Treasury to be redeemed in—currency 7 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Oh, it is exchanged for other 
money; that is all. Now, we have just provided, gentle: n, 
this session of Congress, for the further use of small deno La 
tions of silver certificates, cutting the large ones, as a substitute 
for silver dollars or anything else. Of course they are based 
on silver dollars. We have also provided for five and ten dol- 
lar gold certificates to meet the demand for small den 
tions. You can not increase the circulation of silver or get it 
out into circulation beyond the amount which the Government 
has in stock. You can not do that. Of course the only eff 
now, the only possible effect, of spending $125,000 for tl 
transportation of legal-tender silver is to carry it around 
around and around and let the dishonest man avail hin 
the broadness of this law while the honest man pays his trans 
portation for other forms of money. Now, that is about all 
there is to it. The silver question is not involved a parti 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. May I ask the gentleman when 
this silver, as the gentleman says, goes “around and around 
and around,” whether or not it is not paying debts “ around and 
around and around?” 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Yes; but when it goes around 
and around sealed up in bags, only performing one use each 
time it goes, and the expense is $7.50 for a thousand dollars, it 
is not good economy, I submit to the gentleman. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. If you are going to curtail that 
expense by letting it go on the— 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. That is the situation. There are 
no politics in it; there is no silver question in it. It is si 
a question of an economical policy, the necessity for the | 
practice having long since passed away, and no possible | 
mate benefit accruing to anybody to-day by the continuing of! 

Mr. SMYSER. Mr. Chairman, when this matter was 
+r.» House on a previous occasion I wrote a letter or ty 
my district on this subject. I have here thirty letters f 
the bankers in my district. We have not any large ban! Wi 
have a few where the capital is from a hundred and fifty to two 
hundred thousand dollars. Every one of those replies, Mr. 
Chairman, shows that the old plan of the Government p 
the transportation of the silver dollar ought to be adhere , 
not in the interest of the banks, but in the interest of the 
people. 

I may not know as much as my friend from Connecticut, but 
we have some people out in my district who, in their humble 
way, do happen to know just what the needs of the people 
Allow me to read. Here is one banker who says: 


treasury in Sam Francisco, Under the provisions of this Inw | ynier the proposed pian those banks sivuated near a Pubtreasuty” would 
he = ee oe _ $7.50 a thousand to carry silver dol- | have the advantage. ; 

ars Irom San Francisco to Port Townsend and back to San Met ; ; 

. : . « ‘ . , § a. i y Lire ‘ ) > he silver 
Francisco, without the seals on the bags having been broken Mr. Chairman, you talk about the circulation of t 


certificate. In my district it is a rarity to see a one-dollar bill. 
It is nearly as much so as it is here in Washington to see a 
silver dollar. The silver dollar with my people is the cur- 
rency of the people, and they ought to have it, not because the 
anks are benefited by it, but it is the change, it is the curreicy, 
of the people. 
Let me call your attention to another letter: 


The banks receive no profit, as it is merely an accommodation to 
the people in general, and the banks will tell you that the la t 
number of requests for silver come from those who do not carry 4 
bank account. Should this change be made, banks wili carry a sufl 
cient supply for their own needs, and will to some extent let the 
people, other than their customers, look out for themselves. It is to 
the interest of the Goverrment—and for that reason alone they have 
heretofore paid these charges—to keep silver in circulation, which they 
ean well afford to do, owing to the profit the Government derives from 
the coinage of silver dollars and subsidiary coin and the low rate of 
tra: rtation the Government is able to obtain under its contract with 
the United States Express Company, which is about one-third of that 
which individuals and banks are compelled to pay. 


or the bags having been opened, and having performed only 
this one small service. What does the Treasury Department 
Say in regard to the matter? Understand, the coinage of silver 
dollars has stopped. There is no possible way to increase it 
without further legislation. Consequently, you have no excuse 
then for continuing this practice in order to get them into cir- 


culation. This is what the Treasurer of the United States said 
this year: : 


For the past two or three years the accuniulation of silver dollars 
= on Seeneaey has not been excess of the amount that could have 
ona it een nd in the lar transactions of the Treasury offices, 
ant be u ted that these conditions it will be an unneces- 
Siteae — on the oe et oe on i. oo. < — 
Ng amount in circulation June 30, 1905, was $73.58 336, and from 


t ha 
maximum of ceoneeiee ithe past six years it is estimated that the 


reac The annual movement of 
dollars under present regulations entails t expense not onl 
for the transportation but for labor in countiie, bagging, handling, 
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Now, here is a letter from a bank at Coshocten of which my 
predecessor in this House is president, and he says: 


The present law by which the Government pays for transportation is 
a great point for us. We use a great deal of silver; in fact we ship all 
one and two dollar bills back to the subtreasury at Cincinnati and use 
silver over the counter and in all pay rolis we make i 

The pay rolls of this institution will average about $65,000 a month, 
and we ship in on an average about $1,000 to $1,500 in silver every 
week. 

So I say, Mr. Chairman, that it would be a disadvantage 
to the inland cities as against the cities where there are sub- 
treasuries, where they can go and take their money to the sub- 


treasury and get silver or any other kind of money they want. 
They can not do that in the inland banks, but in Cincinnati 
they can go and get it without paying for it, and the inland 
banks would have to get it in Cincinnati and pay for it. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. How do they get the rest of the 


money, if they have a pay roll of $65,000 a month and only use 
$1,000 or $1,500 in silver a week; where do they get the other 
$64,000? 
& . - 


Mr. SMYSER. I suppose that in ordinary transactions we 
are not so far behind the times as the gentleman from Connecti- 
cut thinks, for in my country we do lots of business by the check 
system. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. But they do pay for the trans- 
portation to them on all other forms of money. 

Mr. SMYSER. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Then why not pay for the trans- 
portation of silver dollars just the same as they do on the 
others? 

Mr. SMYSER. Because we are always at such a disadvan- 
tage as to the means of transacting our business, and we know 
that while in the East you do not care for the silver dollar, we 
are willing to have it and use it and pay it out in our business. 
[Loud applause. ] 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, it is with some hesi- 
tancy I attempt again to discuss this question, which was so 
fully considered and passed upon by the Committee of the Whole 


House on the state of the Union in January last. Strange will 
be the attitude of this House if, having in January changed its 
policy, at the same session it should change back to the old 
policy, when the change made in Jannary was made on full con- 


feideration of the question. 
I am not surprised to learn that bankers would like to have 


the Government of the United States pay the express charges 
upon any form of currency they use in their business. I am 
not surprised that individuals who might wish to utilize a par- 
ticular form of money would be glad to have the United States 


pay the expense of shipping it to them out of the Treasury. 

I have heard much here yesterday and to-day about the dis- 
advantage of the country banker. The country banker has ad- 
vantages and disadvantages. He has lewer rent and lower clerk 


hire and lower expenses in nearly every line than the city 
banker. He gets ordinarily a much higher rate of interest than 
the city banker gets. Because his business is more cheaply con- 
ducted along certain lines, I know of no reason why the Goy- 
ernment of the United States should consent to pay to him the 
difference in the expense in other lines of conducting his busi- 


ness at the place where he has seen fit to locate over and above 
what it would cost to run it at some other place. 

It is not the practice of governments to exchange money at 
all, except to redeem token money. In every country that I know 
anything about in the world, if you want to exchange one form 
of money for another form of money in large quantities you 
have got to pay a small commission for making the exchange. 
The United States Government alone, of the great nations of 
the earth, says, “ Bring here practically any kind of money 
recognized by our laws and we will give you any other kind of 
money that you want without cost.” That is practically what we 


are doing now. We say, “ Without profit to the Government, we- 


will make the exchange for you. We will hire the men to count 
the money out and to count the money in. We will pay all the 
expenses incident to making the exchange, out of which we 
profit nothing. We will relieve you of the commission that must 
be paid in every other country under the sun except this.” And 
then gentlemen come and say, “ Oh, yes; but in this transaction, 
in which the Government of the United States realizes abso- 
lutely nothing, it ought also to kindly condescend to pay the 
expense of transporting our money back to us.” 

Some of us think that ought to cease. We think it ought to 
cease, and that the people ought to bear the expense of carry- 
ing on their own business in the locality in which they have seen 
fit to plant themselves. I have listened to my distinguished 
friend from Ohio [Mr. Smyser], who says that silver is the 
eurrency of his country, and it is the currency of mine. I have 
heard the distinguished gentleman from Maine [Mr. Powers], 


who lives in a country where they use paper dollars, appealing 
for the rights of my people; but I want to say to the gentleman 
from Maine that there is a question of right and wrong in this 
case, and it makes no difference to me—the fact that the peo- 
ple of my region use the silver dollar in place of the paper 
dollar or the paper two-dollar bill. They.are not entitled to 
have a gratuitous exchange of that money with the Government 
and then make the Government pay the freight on the new 
money sent out to them. 

Mr. LLOYD. How do you expect to get the silver dollar to 
the people? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I expect the people to pay for get- 
ting the silver dollar to them, just as they must pay for getting 
every other kind of money. 

Mr. LLOYD. Then the individual who exchanges his silver 
for commodities must pay a premium? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Oh, not at all. He does not pay a 
premium on any other kind of money. We are exchanging gold 
for silver, we are exchanging gold certificates for gold, we are 
exchanging silver certificates for silver, but we do not pay the 
express charges on any of these forms of money, for sending it 
out to the man with whom we are making the gratuitous ex- 
change, and that does not put any other kind of money at a 
premium. 

[The time of Mr. Smiru of Iowa having expired, by unani- 
mous consent it was extended five minutes. ] 

Mr. LLOYD. I want to get at the question what you are 
going to do with the individual in your country, the man who is 
to-day using silyer money. If you carry out your plan, how is 
the individual to get the silver? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. He will get the silver just as he gets 
every other type of money that he gets now, the Government not 
paying any other kind of express charges. 

Mr. LLOYD. Do you expect the individual, if he wants a 
silver dollar, to send to the Treasury of the United States at 
Washington to get it? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Certainly not. I expect the banks of 
this country to supply their customers with currency, as they 
always have done. It has not been the practice of individuals 
to come to the Treasury at Washington to get other currency 
and never will be. 

Mr. LLOYD. We have always had this law for the free 
transportation of silver dollars, and you are undertaking to 
change it. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. No; you have not always had this 
law. 

Mr. LLOYD. I mean in recent times. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. You never had this law during the 
blessed days of free and unlimited coinage of gold and silver. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. We did not need it then. 

Mr. LLOYD. I understood that this law had been on the 
statute books—— 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Not until after the remonetization of 
silver in 1878. 

Mr. TAWNEY. It is not on the statute books now. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. There is no law now, save as from 
year to year we have carried the appropriation for this pur- 


pose. 

Mr. LLOYD. How long has it been carried as an appropria- 
tion? 

Mr. SMITH.of Iowa. It has been carried as an appropria- 
tion since about two years after the passage of the Bland-Alli- 
son Act. 

Mr. LLOYD. It commenced in 1881, did it not? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I gave the gentleman the benefit of a 
year earlier than that. If he wants to insist upon postponing 
it a year, I have no objection. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Will the gentleman tell the com- 
mittee under what law you make the appropriation for the 
transportation of fractional coin? Where is the statute au- 
thorizing it? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. There is no statute, but we are now 
coining this fractional currency; we are making a vast profit 
on it, a profit far in excess of what we ever made upon the 
standard silver dollar when we were coining it. We pay the 
express charges on the fractional coin once, and that ends it. 
We have paid the express charges ten times over upon every 
dollar of silver now in circulation, and still it comes back. It 
has been asked here how the silver that comes back is re- 
deemed. It is not all redeemed. Much of it is paid in in 
customs duties and in payment of internal-revenue taxes and 
otherwise comes to the public Treasury without being formally 

Mr. PADGETT. Will the gentleman submit to a question? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Oh, certainly. 
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Mr. PADGETT. Is not the fault of the money coming back 
into the Treasury the fault of the customs law requiring the 
customs collector to send the money direct to the Treasury in- 
stead of depositing it in the banks, as provided in a bill intro- 
duced by the distinguished gentleman from Connecticut [ Mr. 
Hr]? 

me SMITH of Iowa. Oh, Mr. Chairman, for some reason 
it does not operate in that way with other forms of money. 

Mr. PADGETT. But is not that the fact? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. No; it is not the fact. If that was 
the fact, it would operate alike with this and other forms of 
money. 

Mr. PADGETT. Would not the silver be deposited in the 
locnl bank and remain in circulation in the community if the 
law did net compel the customs collector to send the money he 
collects direct to the Treasury? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I say it is not true that that would be 
the fact. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Is it not true that with two forms 
of money in the bank the bank will send to Washington the 
money that it can get back free and hold the money that it costs 
something to transport? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Ol, certainly that is necessarily true, 
that the bank would prefer to send the money that it could get 
back without expense to itself rather than the money which it 
must bring back at its own expense. The whole operation of it 
ix io diseredit the silver dollar and brand it as not equal to 
viler forms of money. The Government says it will pay noth- 
ing to exchange any other form of money, but that if any human 
being will take any of these standard silver dollars it will be 
glad to pay the express charges on them to get rid of them. 
Gentlemen seem to think that is to the credit of the silver dol- 
lar. lt is a simple question of square dealing. There is not a 
bank that would not be glad to have the Government pay all 
its clerk hire, and if we would pay its clerk hire a while I 
should expect to get more than thirty letters from any State in 
the Union protesting against the cutting off of that approprie- 
tion after it had once been in existence. We are simply voting 
money out of the Federal Treasury to pay the expenses of the 
banks of this country for the benefit of the express companies 
of this country, and I do hope the House will sustain and adhere 
to its decision made in January last. 

fr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, the recent debate has dis- 
closed so many extraordinary things here that I may ask the 
indulgence of the House for a few minutes more than five, in 
order to try to make some correction of them, not to speak of 
them as misstatements. I do not criticise the distinguished 
chairman [Mr. Tawney] of my committee for having brought 
in this bill eliminating the provisions for transportation of 
silver dollars; but I do criticise him and his distinguished col- 
league from Iowa [Mr. Saurn] for having twice, thrice, and 
four times, I believe, stated here on the floor as a reason for 
doing it that this committee overwhelmingly, at a former period 
in this session, voted against the matter of carrying silver 
dollars free by the Government. 

a SMITH of Iowa. I did not say that, if the gentleman 
piease. 

Mr. KEIFER. The gentleman from Iowa did in substance, 
and the chairman of the committee stated it twice; he stated 
it yesterday and twice to-day. 

Mr. TAWNEY. If the gentleman from Ohio will permit 
me, I want to say that it was a mistake; but we adopted it, 
nevertheless. 

Mr. KEIFER. Now, Mr. Chairman, I will give the facts as 
they occurred January 20, 1906, when we were here considering 
the urgent deficiency bill. When there was about one-third of 
the Members of this House present, late in the evening after we 
had had some discussion in the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and after the committee had rallied 
all of the friends who were loyal to it—and it always has a 
great many on a division—the vote stood in favor of my propo- 
sition to continue to carry silver dollars free—74 ayes and 63 
noes. Then tellers being called some time later, some of the 
friends of my proposition thinking the matter was settled had 
gone away, and on the tellers being ordered and a rallying for 
aid to the committee, the vote stood 70 ayes and 74 noes. And 
So that is the pretended excuse for saying that the Committee 
of the Whole ought now to recognize the fact that this com- 


mittee and the House of Representatives are overwhelmingly 
opposed to the 


plasea policy of carrying silver dollars free. [Ap- 
Now, Mr. Chairman, one other peculiar thing I wish to call 


eet to, and that is that it was not believed, I can assume— 
— not in the secret—it was not believed by the majority of 
Appropriations Committee that it would operate to save much 
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money to the Government to put this provision in the bill as it 
now appears. The Secretary of the Treasury himself 
to have only $40,000 given for the purpose of carrying frac 
tional silver coin, and the committee understood, what I believe 
is right, that $40,000 would not begin to reach the amount that 
would be called for if they struck out the matter of carryin 
silver dollars, and so they put $35,000 more on top of the 
Secretary’s estimate, and ask now that $75,000 shall be appro- 
priated to carry fractional silver coin in the future as agains! 
$40,000 in the past. Such is the provision of the bill we ar 
considering. 

But, Mr. Chairman, they will want more in the urgent defi 
ciency bill than we have hitherto appropriated if only frac 
tional silver coin is to be carried frees. The amount regularly 
appropriated for past years for the transportation of silver 
dollars, including fractional coin, was $120,000, which is only 
$45,000 more than is carried in the present bill. Forty thousand 
dollars of the sum appropriated in the past, according to the 
Secretary of the Treasury, was used for carrying fractional 
silver. Now, the committee thinks it will take $75,000. I think 
it will take $150,000 to carry the fractional silver if no silver 
dollars are authorized to be carried free. The banks, it is 


asked 


are the beneficiaries, and yet my friend from Iowa says the 
people should pay for getting the silver dollar. They are the 


people who always have to pay; and the banks, in my opinion, 
won't pay. They do not care; they will want more fractional 
silver, and will order more largely of it 4f the Government has 
it. They will double and treble their former orders, for the, 
will want to use it in their business, the current busines: 

their banks, making change, and the people will have 
more of it. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
has expired. 

Mr. KEIFER. 
five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent for five minutes more. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Co*in 
cut [Mr. Hrx] said that banks pay out the money that 
won't have to pay to get back. I do not believe he knows any 
thing about banks or banking. He is guessing. I do not 
lieve any bank in the United States refuses to pay any money 
over their counters in these times, save exactly such as th 
customers want. You go to any bank, and you can get ld, 
paper money, or silver, just as you may want it. It is the 
common people, the laborers in the shops, and the farmers who 
want to pay their farms hands that want silver, and my 
[Mr. SmirH of Iowa] in effect says, “ Let them pay for i 
them buy it.”” This they can not do if they are willing, | 
they can arrange to do it through the banks. But the ¢ 
man from Connecticut makes a most extraordinary stat 
when he says that the time has passed when we ought to | 
any attention to the silver dollar; that we have ceased to « 
it, and, in effect, he says that the time has come to bury what 
we have got and repudiate it. That is the statement stripped 
of the verbiage put tpon it. We have now in the United St 
of standard silver dollars 560,724,865. Now, these silver dol 
lars need to be cared for, but the gentleman thinks, as \ 
not making any more, we ought not to take care of what 
have or use them ‘in circulation. Why discredit them lx 
we are not going to coin any more? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. The gentleman 
not want to be unjust to me? 

Mr. KEIFER. No; I am not misrepresenting the gentleman. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Every Member of this House who 
has been here any number of years knows that I have stood in 
season and out of season for the largest possible use of silver 
coin and against the use of paper. 

Mr. KEIFER. Oh, the gentleman was always a good Mem 
ber, but that does not conflict with the statement he made about 
the repudiation of the silver dollar. We have silver dol! 
and we are going to utilize them, in my opinion. We are : g 
to continue to do it. They pass everywhere on a par with gold 
dollars, and we propose to so maintain them. Now, we had on 
the ist day of June, 1905, 100,473,489 silver dollars in circu 
lation. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. 
world was born. [Laughter.] 

Mr. KBIFER. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; I got the wrong 
figures in the table. The gentleman is right. The number of 


to Lb e 


The time of the gentleman from O 


Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consi for 


from Ohio does 


Oh, we never had that since the 


silver dollars in circulation on the Ist day of June, 1905, was 
73,617,644. Then, the gentleman says that we are by our process 
reducing the circulation, and I only refer to this to show that 
on the ist day of Jane, 1906, we had increased that number to 
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78,602,125, about 


5,000,000 over the earlier figure, which an- 
swers his claim that if silver dollars are circulated through the 


country, the Government paying for the distribution, it reduces 


the amount in cireulation. So much for the gentleman’s ab- 
surd statement. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. If the gentleman will look back 
five or six years he will find where there were 80,900,000 
in circulation, which utterly destroys his argument now. 

Mr. KEIFER. Oh, Mr. Chairman, I am trying to deal with 
the present. The gentleman belongs to the past generation, 
from the way he talks. [Laughter.] I belong to the younger 
people here, and I would sooner deal with the present and pres- 


ent conditions. [Laughter and applause.}] I have a little 
curiosity to know just what small amount of truth, if any, there 
was in the gentleman’s statement that we had long since ceased 
to coin the standard silver dollar, and I have looked to see in 
the most recent circulation statement of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, dated June 1, 1906, and I find that from May 1, 1906, 
to June 1, 1906, we must have coined nearly 200,000 standard 
silver dollars, for there are the figures to show it, if you will 
turn to the circulation statement of that date. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Oh, that is only a difference in 
eirculation, net a statement of coinage. 


Mr. KEIFER. No; the gentleman is mistaken. It is the 
amount of silver dollars on hand. I am not talking of circula- 
tion now. This appears under the head of “ General stock of 


money in the United States,” in the Secretary of the Treasury’s 
last cireulation statement. 
Mr. HILL of Connecticut. 
coining of it. 
Mr. KEIFER. Oh, it has something to do with it. How did 
we get that increase from May 1, 1906 to June 1, 1906, if we 
did not coin it? [Laughter.] I can not understand the gentle- 


That has nothing to do with the 


man; but let us look further at the exact figures. The state- 
ment under the head just given shows the amount of standard 
silver dollars on hand in the United States May 1, 1906, was 
$560,567,885, and June 1, 1906, was $560,724,865. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. KEIFER. Well, Mr. Chairman, this is an important 
matter, and there are some important things yet to be said. I 


do not like to detain the House too long. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
eonsent that the time of the gentleman be extended for five 
minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Connecticut asks 
unanimous consent that the time of the gentleman from Ohio 
be extended five minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. KEIFER. It has been said frequently here on this floor, 
and I am not going into that at length, Mr. Chairman, that we 
do not pay for the distribution of any other kind of money in 
this country. There is an item in a paragraph that immediately 
precedes the one we are now considering, in this very same bill, 
which carries an appropriation of that kind. It may be very 
insignificant, but let us see what it is: 

For the collection, safe-keeping, transfer, and disbursement of pub- 


lic money, and for rate eee of notes, bonds, and other securities 
of the United States, $: 


Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. KBEIFER. Now, let me read a little further. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. But will not the gentleman permit an 
interruption? . 

Mr. KEIFER. Not in the middle of a ‘statement. On the 
very next page there is an. item for transportation of notes, 
bonds, and other securities of the United States, of fractional 
coin and minor coin, and so forth. I will not stop to read it 
all through, but there, you see, is a further appropriation. 
Now I will answer the gentleman’s question if I can. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Has the gentleman given sufficient at- 
tention to the hearings before the committee to know that these 
are for the transportation of the property of the United States 
and not—— 

Mr. KEIFER. So is the other. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Not for the transportation of the prop- 
erty of somebody else. 

Mr. KEIFER. So is the other. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Between the subtreasuries and the 


Treasury of the United States. 

Mr. KEIFER. So are the others the property of the United 
States, and it is sent to the subtreasuries of the United States 
and from them to the people that want the money; and they 
send for the same purpose these notes and securities to the 
subtreasuries in order that the people may get them. 

Mr. SMITH of Towa. 


Does the gentleman mean to say that 
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he dges not know enough about the hearings to know that this 
property is not preperty which is given in exchange by the 
United States for other money? 

Mr. KEIPER. Nobody has said that, and the gentleman is 
the only person so dull as to make an inquiry of that kind. 
[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Ah, but the gentleman did assert that 
my statement that the Government did not pay transportation 
for other money given in exchange was untrue—— 

Mr. KEIFER. I did not say it was untrue; I said it was 
true, and it ws carried because the people want it, but the 
gentleman in his excitement did not hear what I said at all. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Well, what the gentleman said was 
«said loud enough to be heard. [Laughter.] 

Mr. KEIFER. Yes; but it ought to have had ‘the gentle- 
man’s attention. It is a part of the general policy of our 
great Government to give its notes and securities and its coin 
out to the people who want them. We want it and need it in 
the West, and we are wanting to be on an equality in the West 
4 the South with those who live by a mint or a custom- 

ouse. 

Now, one other thing. There is a story going around here 
about somebody cheating the Government in one transaction up 
there at Yonkers, N. Y., and that is given as a reason why you 
should destroy the whole policy of the Government in the mat- 
ter of putting its money in circulation, because somebody made 
a foolish contract, or allowed the Government to be cheated 
under one. What E am struck with is that this committee 
when dealing with this question did not—when the Secretary 
of the Treasury told them he was going to continue that same 
contract as to the carriage of fractional coin—why they did 
not ask him to destroy it or cancel it. On the contrary, they 
do not interfere with it. Im his testimony on page 109 of the 
hearings he says he is going to continue the same contract in 
the carriage of fractional silver coin that is now here con- 
demned. Then, we have advanced another reason, that some mul- 
iet-headed financier or officer out on the Pacific coast sent some 
silver up to Port Townsend, Wash., and the officer receiving 
it did not break the seal before he sent it back. They ought 
to have a business arrangement by which a certificate could 
have been sent or a certificate drawn on the depository a few 
miles away at Seattle, where the business could have been 
done speedily and properly. That is not a good reason. It 
may be a criticism upon a public officer, but it is not a good 
reason for abandoning a general policy of the Government 
which has worked so well for many years. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. The only trouble about that would 
be it would not be in accordance with law. 

Mr. KEIFER. Then, make a law that will teach men how 
to do simple busimess. We out West do most of our business 
with checks and drafts, as they do all over the business world. 
The only reason the banks want this silver is because the peo- 
ple desire it and have to have it m the shops and on the farms. 
They need it and want it and desire it, and we are not willing 
to discard it or discredit it and drive it out of circulation as . 
is the evident object or purpose of changing the long-established 
policy of the United States. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Is it not a fact in your coun- 
try——_ [Cries of “ Vote! ” “ Vote! ”] 

Mr. KEIFER. I can not take time to answer the genile- 
man now. 

Mr. TAWNEY and Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
SuLLIVAN] is recognized. 

Mr. KEIFER. I understood the chairman and members of 
the committee had been heard as much as they desired to be 
heard. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. I appreciate the courtesy 
of the gentleman’s suggestion. 

Mr. KEIFER. But I do not object. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. The gentleman having 
had fifteen minutes himself, I appreciate his generosity in ask- 
ing to cut me off entirely. Mr. Chairman, this debate has fur- 
nished an excellent illustration of one of the defects of a repub- 
lican form of government. It shows clearly how the promptings of 
selfish interest may carry a scheme through which will work 
the country as a whole. It also fur- 
a protective tariff is made. 
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he states that the protection given to manufactured articles 
will inerease the seale of wages paid in his particular locality. 

As a matter of fact, in both eases the total amount paid by 
all the taxpayers of the country will be grossly disproportionate 
to the benefit received by the favorites who alone are benefited. 
I am not surprised that the country bankers have written to 
their Representatives. As the gentleman from Iowa stated, 
they would urge with quite as much zeal that the Government 
should erect their banking institutions, pay their clerk hire, 
and pay their taxes also, and they would justify such a procedure 
on this theory, that it would distribute the money of the coun- 
try, that it would go out to the people of the country, that it 
would pay the debts of the country, and that therefore it would 
be an unwise and unpatriotic thing to interfere with such a 
scheme of beneficence. 

Now, there was some discussion of the form of contract made 
with the express company. I do not believe that is a material 
part of this discussion. It enters into it, however, because it 
shows one of the abuses that have grown up under this system 
of transporting silver dollars at the Government’s expense, 
but there should be no contract made of any kind. We heard 
the locality argument upon the floor yesterday and to-day. One 
contleman stated the Government should continue to bear this 
expense because, forsooth, some banks were farther away from 
subtreasuries than others, and he proposed that the Govern- 

ent continue this carrying of coin and bear this expense as 
an equalization of advantages between country and city bankers. 
| remember when the railroad rate bill was under discussion in 
the House that gentlemen from the same section of the country 

i up and loudly demanded that the Interstate Commerce 

Commission be given power to fix railroad rates upon a dis- 
ianee basis so as to secure to men near the source of supplies 

‘itimate advantages of their proximity. I admire the 

tency of the gentlemen who would equalize the adyan- 
tuges of distance in the transportation of silver and who would 
not equalize those advantages in the matter of railroad rates. 

Now, the original intent of this law was to give silver dol- 
inrs a wider circulation. Ags the gentleman from Connecticut 

ir. Him) has stated, that intent has failed. From 1898 to 

1005, in those seyen years, the total amount of silver dollars in 
circulation inereased from $58,000,000 to $73,000,000 only, and 
it cost the Government—the Government, mark you, in the 
meantime having paid transportation on $275,000,000, in order 
that this additional $15,000,000 should be added to the circula- 
tion of silver dollars in the country—it cost the Government 
$522,000 in these seven years for the transportation, back and 
forth, over and over again, of that $275,000,000. The total 
amount of silver dollars now in circulation is only about 24 
er cent of the total volume of money in circulation throughout 
ic country. Now, then, the intention of the law has certainly 
iled, because the amount of silver dollars in circulation per 
apita to-day is less than it was in 1898. I yield now. 

Mr. KEIFER. I interrupt the gentleman only to say that you 
do not state that amount was to distribute silver coins, includ- 
ing fractional currency, as well as the dollar. 

a SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. No; I do not intend to 
say that. 

Mr. KEIFER. That is the fact. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. I think not. I will read 
you the statement of the officer. 

Mr, KEIFER. We appropriate for all together. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. I will read from the 
Statement of the officer of the Treasury Department on that 
point, if I can find it, if the House will indulge me a moment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. I ask unanimous consent 
that I may have five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent 
that he may proceed for five minutes. Is there objection? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. I can not find the testi- 
mony readily, but I read it this morning. The statement of 
Mr. Keep, of the Treasury Department, was, that they had paid 
transportation on 275,000,000 silver dollars in the period from 
1898 to 1905. 

Here is his statement, on pages 24 and 25 of this year’s hear- 
ings on the urgent deficiency appropriation bill : 

Mr. Keep. Yes. On "s repor 
of the Treasury it is aon aoe lver a - ents 


June 30, 1898, were $58,000,000, while the amount of sil lars i 
circulation on June 30, 1905, was STat 000,000. ri Gaeent een 


Dp 
1 

f 
¢ 


ported at Government expense between dates was $275,000,000 
at an avetage cost ’ ’ ’ 
out of 480,000,000 to the Government of $1.90 per thousand. That is, 


silver dollars, the amount in actual circulation ha 
been increased from $58,000,000 to $73,000,000, or about $15,000,000. 
That covers seven years. 


That is the fact; but this is the expenditure of the Treasury 
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Department for the carriage of silver dollars alone. Now, how 
did it happen—— 

Mr. JOHNSON. If they have shipped $275,000,000 in seven 


years, it is an argument that the country wants it, and that 
has found its way back through the regular channels of trade. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. I will proceed, with the 
permission of the gentleman, to show that it is not an argu- 


ment that the country needs it, but rather that it has permitted 


it 


a great abuse. Now, then, the amount of silver dollars increased 
in circulation in this seven years was $15,000,000. The amount 
of silver dollars transported by the Government at its expen 
was $275,000,000. 

These two statements seem to be irreconcilable; but they are 
not, because a great many bankers shipped these silver dollars 
back and forth for no purpose except a selfish purpose of their 
own. Take, for illustration, the fact that a new | < starts in 


a town. The old bank naturally feels jealous of it and w 
to make trouble for it, and they commence paying the | 
and ship silver dollars from the subtreasury to the new bank, 
and the new bank is handicapped, for it can not handle all the 
silver dollars in the transaction of its business. 

Take the case of Boston. In 1899 the bankers of 
land attempted to remoye the charges for excha 1pon 
checks and drafts, and about 90 per cent of the bankers of that 


ishes 


) ilances 


New E 


section agreed to establish the new practice. About 10 per 
cent of them refused. Thereupon the merchants of Boston 
attempted to exercise power to compel the 10 per cent to agri 
to the establishment of that practice. Instead of sendi: 


checks to the country banks by mail they sent them by expr: 
and the express agent presented them in person and thus saved 
the charge for collection—the exchange. The country 
sought for a weapon to prevent the city banks from « 

them to establish this practice. Accordingly they had ! 
down to the banks of the city of Boston silver doll 
they had received from the subtreasury at the 
United States Government. 

Mr. POWERS. Will the gentleman permit a question? 
Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. When I finish this 
At this point the silver dollars began to accumulate i 
clearing-house vault, the clearing house having acted, a 


expenst 


proper, as the agent for the Boston banks. Now, then, th ud 
not get currency from the subtreasury fast enough to exc! 

for these silver dollars, and the subtreasury notified the cl 
house that they could not receive any more silver dollars, and 


as a result the total volume of this was thrown back int 
August 23 


yaults of the clearing house, and from 23 to No ber 


8, in 1901, 2,500,000 silver dollars accumulated in the vault: 
the clearing house in Boston. Now, then, that illustrat 
fectly one of the abuses that has grown out of this syst It 
does not accommodate the people, but enables a fey ‘fis! 
bankers to profit at the expense of the Governimen 

United States, which is but another form of stating it t 


profited at the expense of all the taxpayers of the United S 
They have used this provision of the law, not to execu 
law according to its intent, but to furnish themselvs 
elub to accomplish their own selfish ends. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to int e 
with the gentleman’s speech, but I should like two 1 s 
after he has finished his remarks in which to reply. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman from Massa- 
echusetts [Mr. SULEIVAN] has expired. 

[By unanimous consent the time of Mr. SuLtivan of Mas 
chusetts was extended three minutes. } 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, there is a 
reason for the transportation of fractional coin that does not 
exist in favor of silver dollars. The Government last year made 
a profit of about a million dellars in coining and distributing 
fractional coin. It makes no such profit in ihe case of the 
silver dollar. It makes no profit, as I understand it, in this 
distribution, but is subjected only to a loss. Now, every kind 


of money in the country, except the silver dollar and fractional 
coin, is transported at the expense of the bankers of the coun- 
try. The silver dollar alone is entitled to this advantage, and i 
is in practice a discrimination against other kinds of mone) 
Now, gentlemen have been very eloquent in defense « 
silver dollar, the gentleman from Ohio | Mr. Keirrer] in part 


lar, and as I heard him speak of. the surreptitious manner in 
which the House silently passed the item striking out the trans- 
portation of: the silver dollar in January, 1906, it reminded me 
singularly of the old wail about the crime of 1873, and I sup 
pose if he had had more time he would have made us again 
familiar with that ancient strain. But these gentlemen who 
are so eloquent in defense of their country banking constituents 


have failed yet to give the House one single substantial reason 
why the silver dollar should be transported at the expense of the 
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Government and why the gold dollar and paper currency should 


not. Now, the people of the country will get the silver dollar, 
no matter whether the Government pays the expense of transpor- 
tation or whether it is paid by the bankers. I find that the total 


cost of transportation to the Government under the present rate 
is less than one-fifth of 1 per cent of the value of silver dollars, 
and if there is a great demand in any section of the country 
for silver dollars, inexplicable as this Gemand must seem to 
many of us, that demand will be satisfied by the bankers. They 
are in duty bound to satisfy the demands of their customers, 
and they will not be deterred by reason of having to psy this 


slight transportation charge from accommodating their cus- 
tomers with silver dollars any more than they are deterred now 
from satisfying the legitimate demands of business in the 
northern and eastern sections of the country by furnishing to 
their customers currency and paying the expense of transporta- 
tion themselves. I am aware that if a proposition were made 
upon this floor to furnish Members and their constituents with 


suits of clothes at the expense of the Government there are men 
upon both sides of this House who would take the floor and 
eloquently defend that proposition, but there does not seem to 
be any sound reason for continuing this great abuse, from 
which the Adams Express Company and the United States Ex- 
press Company alone derive such great profits. It is time that 
the interests of all the taxpayers of the country were consulted, 
even if we have to deprive the country banker of the slight ad- 
vantage of getting free transportation of the silver dollars which 
he now uses at the expense of the United States Government. 
[ Applause. ] 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate on the 
paragraph and amendments be closed in two minutes, which 
time I desire to yield to the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
Powers]. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I hope the gentle- 
man will defer that motion for two minutes, so that I may have 
time to make a statement about these express companies. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman 





Mr. TAWNEY. I move that all debate on the pending para- 
graphs be closed in two minutes. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I thank the gentleman from Min- 
nesota for his courtesy. 


The motion of Mr. TAWNEY was agreed to. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Chairman, I believe that the conditions 
referred to by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Sur1r- 
vAN], in the concrete example which he cites occurring several 
years ago between the Boston clearing-house and certain coun- 
try banks, when rightly understood are a strong reason for 
continuing this policy and appropriation. I was one of the 


persons interested in that controversy between the banks in 
northern Maine, northern New Hampshire, and northern Ver- 
mont, all along the Canadian border, and the clearing house of 
Boston. It was, in short, an attempt on the part of the clearing 
house to compel these country banks to change their methods 
of doing business, to cease collecting exchange on remittances; 
in brief, to force those banks to collect checks and drafts and 


remit exchange on Boston free of any charge which, under the 
peculiar conditions existing on the border, they were unwilling 
to de 

i‘:-se banks had to take various kinds of currency from their 
depositors and patrons, including Canadian money. They 
charged the Boston banks for collections and remittances to 
them $1 a thousand. This arrangement had apparently been 
satisfactory for many years, until they decided to collect 
through the clearing house. Then the trouble bagan. The 
clearing house declined to pay. They sent their checks through 
the express companies, the banks having charged it $1 a thousand 
for exchange on remittances. What happened? This great 
clearing house sent word to the banks in my county and to the 
banks in northern Vermont saying, “ You must send us lawful 
money for every check. and every draft that we forward by 
express for collection.” 

I myself personally made an arrangement with the agent of 
the American Express Company by which, in exchange for those 
checks and drafts from the clearing house on banks where I 
was interested we were to pay by cashiers’ checks on Boston— 
of course, paying the full amount; no discount for exchange. 
By this arrangement the express companies would make what 
the banks had been charging, but the clearing house said, “ No; 
you can not pay this way; we must have lawful money. We 
will drive you into conteding what we have asked.” At least, 
no other interpretation could be put upon this action. What 
did we do then? We brought silver from the subtreasury, and 
we gave them lawful money, and they had it until they got 
tired of it. Then we resumed our old method of doing business, 
and everything has moved smoothly and, I presume, satis- 
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factorily ever since, and now we are going on as we were be- 
fore the difficulty. We gave them more lawful money than 
they wanted. As the gentleman from Massachusetts brought 
this matter to the attention of the committee, I have felt that 
it was but fair to present the other side of it. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. You gave it to them at the expense of 
the Government? 

Mr. POWERS. It was they who began it. Think of the 
great clearing house of Boston refusing to take for its checks 
and drafts the cashiers’ checks of banks whose stock was held 
at more than 200 per cent and demanding lawful money in 
order to drive these country banks to do their work for nothing! 
It was because this law and appropriation were in existence 
that we were able to maintain our rights and furnish the law- 
ful money demanded. That is the whole history of that Boston 
silver-dollar clearing-house transaction. I think I know about 
it and have stated it correctly, and I do not believe that incident 
furnishes any such argument against continuing this appropria- 
tion to carry silver dollars at Government expense as the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. SuLLrIvan] claims for it, and 
I hope the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
KEIFEB] will be adopted. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. I ask unanimous consent 
for thirty seconds, in which to make a statement. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I should like to yield to my 
colleague, but the committee has closed debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate has been closed by the committee. 
The only question before the House now is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Ketrer], to strike out 
the word “ fractional.” 

The question being taken, on a division (demanded by Mr. 
TAWNEY) there were—ayes 89, noes 53. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Tellers, Mr. Chairman. 

Tellers were ordered; and the Chairman appointed Mr. 
TawNey and Mr. KeErrer. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 
96, noes 54. 

Accordingly the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, in order to make the bill read 
as it did for the current year, I move to amend by adding, in 
line 22, page 24, after the word “coin,” the words “ including 
fractional silver coin.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio offers an amend- 
ment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 24, in line 22, after the word “coin,” insert the words 
“including fractional silver coin.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, a further amendment, which 
will make the amount the same as it has been heretofore. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio offers a further 
amendment, which will be reported by the Clerk: 

The Clerk read as follows: - 


In line 23 strike out “ seventy-five’’ and insert “one hundred and 
twenty.” 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I understand debate is closed 
on this armendment, on the motion of the gentleman. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I simply want to say that it is unnecessary 
to increase this appropriation, even with the amendment adopted 


‘by the committee. 


Mr. KEIFER. I do not think the gentleman should debate 
this unless he allows me to do so also. : 

Mr. TAWNEY. I am not debating it. I am only stating a 
fact. 

Mr. KEIFER. Well, that is in the nature of debate. 
ter.] This will make it exactly as it was last year. 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. Kerrer; 
and on a division (demanded by Mr. Tawney) there were— 
ayes 61, noes 45. 

Accordingly the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Transportation of notes, bonds, and other securities. of the United 
States, of fractional silver coin, and of minor coin under each of the 
three foregoin Bppeonesstiees shall, when practicable, be by regis- 
tered mail and in such sums as the Secretary of the Piece may 
determine and under such rules and conditions as may be agr upon 
jointly by him and the Postmaster-General. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of 
order against the language from line 16 to 22, inclusive. I 
would like to inquire of the gentleman in charge of the bill if 
either the Secretary of he Treasury or the Postmaster-General 
was heard by the committee with reference to this proposition? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will say, in answer to the gentleman, that 
the Treasury Department was heard in respect to the transpor- 
tation of securities, which includes currency and silver coil, 
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and the information which we obtained from the Department 
was that, if authority was given for its transportation by regis- 
tered mail, it would save the Government one-half the expense 
which is now met and paid for out of the appropriation made 
for this purpose. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I renew my question, Mr. Chairman, 
as to whether the Secretary of the Treasury or the Postmaster- 
General was heard? 

Mr. TAWNEY. The Secretary of the Treasury was heard. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Was the Postmaster-General heard? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Except this, the Secretary of the Treasury 
said under existing conditions it was impracticable, in his judg- 
ment, to transport money by registered mail; but when he was 
asked the’ question by my colleague [Mr. Smrra] why it was 
impracticable he said: 

I will confess that I can not say why. 
been presented to me. 

Now, after that we had the gentleman in the Department be- 
fore the committee whose business it is to handle the transpor- 
tation of money, and he made the statement that if it was made 
possible for the Treasury Department to transport money by 
»zistered mail rather than by express they could save at least 
one-half of the amount now appropriated for that purpose. We 
accepted that proposition, but we did not reduce the appropria- 
tion to that extent. While the appropriation of the ‘current law 
is $378,000, practically all of which is spent for the transporta- 
tion of money, we recommend $287,000, a reduction of $91,000, 
which is a great deal more than will be necessary, and which 
will be enough to defray the expense of the transportation of 
the silver dollars by registered mail without the increase which 
the committee just voted on the motion of the gentleman from 
Ohio, who knows nothing about the amount required. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Chairman, this is a subject of too 
much importance, in my judgment, to warrant the House in 
passing this provision until at least the Postal Department has 
had an opportunity to be heard with reference to the purdens 
it might place on that service. I know, im a general way, that 
me years ago the subject was taken up by the Treasury offi- 
cials and, after an investigation, recommendation was against 
the very character of proposition that is carried in this para- 
graph of the bill. We are endeavoring to eliminate, as far as 
possible, from the mail matter that is not strictly mailable 
matter. 


The question has never before 
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The registry department, as I understand it, is not | 


prepared to take ever such a burden as this proposition would | 


impose. 


Whether or not it would require safes in each apart- 


ment car and post-office ear, whether it might not require a pos- | 


tal clerk te be armed as express messengers are armed it order 
to protect the valuable coin, or whether we have sufficient reg- 
istry clerks in the various registry post-offices, or whether it 
inay entail additional expense even in the sereen-wagon service 
for the transportation of this coin, I do not know. I do not 
want to be considered as entirely antagonizing the proposition. 
but I certainly feel that it ought not to be carried in this bill, 
but should go out on a point of order for the:purpose of giving 
an opportunity for a more thorough investigation. . 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Certainly. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. De I understand the gentleman from 
Indiana to say that he is opposed to saving this large amount 
of money? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Ah, that is not the proposition I made. 
I do not know whether this is to be a charge against the postal 
receipts or not. I have contended on various occasions that a 
studied effort is made by various Departments to load the 
postal service with charges which these Departments have 
escaped. It is a matter of bookkeping, in some instances. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. No; it is a matter of transferring the 
eaten of this money and coin from the express com- 
panies, 

Mr. OVERSTREET. It may or may not be. There has been 
no investigation of this proposition by the postal authorities, 
nor has the Secretary of the Treasury even been called before 
the Committee on Appropriations to give his individual views. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Those under him were called, and they 
were the men who knew all about it. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I am not in favor of some understrap- 


per or clerk fixing a policy which might entail heavy burdens on 


Would the gentleman see any objec- 
this section or paragraph if a clause is added providing 
ty or money shall be transported by regis- 
the actual cost of the service? 

Chairman, this is a proposition to 
transport these securities and coin by 


the postal se 
Mr. SMITH of Towa. 
tion to 


that no such securi 
tered matl at less than 
—- OVERST REE. Mr. 
e it imperative to 
registered mail. 
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Mr. SMITH of Iowa. But this does not make it imperative. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. The word “shall” I interpret to mean 
imperative. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. It says “shall be practicable.” 

Mr. OVERSTREET. That is all right enough; but the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury and the Postmaster-General now have 
authority to negotiate under existing law, just as you in this 
paragraph propose. Let those two officials representing those 
great Departments in some way be considered, and then let this 
recommendation come to Congress. I insist, Mr. Chairman, upon 
the point of order. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Minnesota de 
sire to be heard on the point of order? 

Mr. TAWNBPY. Mr. Chairman, when this paragraph was 
drawn, it was drawn with the idea and in the belief that it 
was a limitation upon the expenditure of the three preceding 
appropriations in respect to the transportation of money it 
was also drawn for the purpose of saving at least a hundred 





thousand dollars row paid to the express companies. It was 
not carefully cons dered, however, from the standpoint of the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Overstreet], chairman of the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads—that is, that the 
Government of the United States is only a part of the Post- 
Office Department. We supposed that the fact that the Goy- 
ernment would save at least a hundred thousand do! y 
this provision that that fact would have sufficient weight with 
him and other Members to prevent him from invoking a techni- 
eality in order to defeat it. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. In what way? 

Mr. TAWNEY. And it was thought that inasmuch 
Post-Office Department, which we supposed was a 
the Government and was maintaining all of the f 
earrying mail for citizens, including the moneys of the 
of the country, would, if it were given an opportunity to ne- 
| gotiate with the Secretary of the Treasury or confer with him 
in regard to the conditions under which such transpo tion 
should be conducted, there was no Member of the House wl 
would object to the transportation of the Gove rnment’ 
by registered mail. This view of the situation was reen! ed 
by the fact that such transportation could not take pl until 
the Postmaster-General had consented to the rules and condi 
tions under which the money was to be transported. For that 
reason we did not deem it necessary to first obtain the cor t 
of the Department which the gentleman from Indiana 
sents. But inasmuch as the committee was not as eareful ii 
drafting this provision as it otherwise would have been, bad 
the committee supposed for a moment that ar 





l Member of fl 
House would object to a saving of $100,000 in the t 


tion of money which has heretofore been paid to the e 
companies of the United States and we will conti t 
if this provision goes out on a point of orde I 


the point of order is well taken, and when the Chair m 
taining the point of order, I wish to offer the fo 
stitute. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Chairman, I that, 
made a point of order and the Chair having recognized 
tleman from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney] to speak upon the 1 
of the provision, that the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr 
NEY] can not lift me off the floor with any such maneuy\ 
has just practiced. 

Mr. TAWNEY. 
the point of order. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. 


submit 


Tr ; : 
ind 


But the gentleman from 


I had made it. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana has the 
floor. 
Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Chairman, I do not allow tl ~ 


tleman from Minnesota [Mr. TawNry] to put into my mouth 
any motive for the point which I have raised which did not ex- 
ist in my own mind. I have insisted that this proposition h 
not been considered by either the Secretary of the Treasury « 
by the Postmaster-General. I take issue with the gentleman 
from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney] as to the proposition that 
Government in its postal facilities is already equipped | 

over this service. I also take issue with him relativ 

saving. You can not necessarily take the difference between 
what the registered postal rates now are and what may now be 
paid under contracts to express companies for this service and 
give that as a net saving. 

If the service must be equipped with safes, as express com- 
panies are now equipped for the holding of that money; if it 
should be found that the postal employees would necessarily 
have to be equipped with arms to protect this fund, as express 
messengers are now equipped; if it should be found that addli- 
tional weight, by virtue of the coin which is transported, would 
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increase the cost of wagon service and the cost of railway-mail 
pay, then it becomes a serious question as to whether there 
would be economy in this or not. I shall not be frightened with 
the ghosts of express companies hurled at me by the chairman of 
this committee, nor swerve from what I am pleased to consider 
my duty in representing another committee of this House of 
quite as much importance as the one having charge of this 
measure. I think the gentleman will understand that I raise 
this point for the reason that this committee which has come 
here with the recommendation confesses that it has not inter- 
rogated either the Secretary of the Treasury nor the Postmaster- 
General with reference to this proposition, and I stated a fact 
a moment ago that a measure substantially similar to this was 
under consideration some years ago and, after investigation by 
the Treasury officials, was recommended against. Unless there 
are some new conditions, I have the right to assume in the 
face of that report that that Department would still be glad 
to be heard upon the proposition before it should be railroaded 
through the House. I must insist upon the point of order. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I desire only a few minutes. 
I am in sympathy with the committee with reference to the 
paragraph now being considered, but I do not think that the 
vojuntary statement made by the chairman of the committee 
that no one else except himself and a few sround him know 
anything about what is intended to be done under the bill, and 
especially what he says with reference to myself was very 
generous. I understood the bill to mean exactly what it says; 
and it now reads, after the amendments put in it on my 
motions, exactly, word for word, the same as a similar pro- 
vision in the sundry civil act for the current year, and it pro- 
vides, as did that, that the money should be carried by “ regis- 
tered mail or otherwise.” That is the language of the bill, as 
drawn by the committee, relating to the transportation of 
fractional silver coin, and that is the exact language of the law 
in. former years, and yet the distinguished chairman tells us 
that we have not the occult knowledge he possesses to know 
what he and others meant by using it. He intimates that the 
Government is going to carry the silver coin by some other 
means than by express. ~The bill as originally drawn is not 
changed as to the mode of carrying silver coin by my amend- 
ments. I supposed we are going to carry it according to the 
provisions of the bill and the former law, and therefore I was 
in favor of appropriating the same money that we appropriated 
in former years to do the same thing. If it can be done 
cheaper, I shall be very glad, and then the money appropriated 
need not be expended. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I understand the Chair sustained the point of 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has not yet ruled, but the Chair 
will sustain the point of order. The gentleman from Minnesota 
offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I offer that as a substitute for the paragraph 
eliminated by the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the substitute of- 
fered by the gentleman from Minnesota for the section which 
has been stricken out. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

This sum and the appropriations for contingent expenses independ- 
ent ‘Treasury and for transportation of fractional silver coin shall 
be available only for transportation of notes, bonds, and other securities 
of the United States, of silver coin and of minor coin, except when 
impracticable, by registered mail and not otherwise, and in such sums 
as the Secretary of the Treasury may determine, and under such rules 


and conditions as may be agreed upon jointly by him and the Post- 
master-General. 


Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of 
order against that amendment. As I heard the amendment 
read, it makes provision for transportation by registered mail 
and not otherwise. Under existing law it may be transported 
by registered mail or otherwise, and the striking out of the 
alternative is unquestionably a change of law, and theefore 
obnoxious to the rule which prohibits legislation upon an ap- 
propriation bill. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, it matters not whether that 
language is there or is not there. There is no law on the sub- 
ject to-day. There is an appropriation for the transportation 
of coin by registered mail or otherwise. This paragraph now 
reads “by registered mail, except when impracticable,” so that 
it merely would change the existing appropriation with respect 
to the discretion in respect to the transportation of money. 
As it now reads it is within the discretion of the Department 
to transport it by registered mail or otherwise; but however 
that may be, the provision as now drawn is a direct limitation 
upon the expenditure of these three appropriations for the 
transportation authorized by the three preceding appropriations. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I would say, in explanation, 
I yoted against the gentleman on the original vote on this 
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measure, but I am inclined to sympathize with him and sup- 
port him now, but I would like to know if he, in his investiga- 
tion of the question, has arrived at a clear, strong opinion that 
it will be cheaper to transport this silver under the control and 
direction of the post-office authorities, and if so, how he has 
arrived at that conclusion? 

Mr. TAWNEY. The gentleman who gave the information 
is a gentleman employed—— 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Let me ask who the gentleman was? 

Mr. TAWNEY (continuing). In the Treasury Department, 
perhaps better qualified to give an opinion than even the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury himself, because he is familiar with the 
details. That gentleman was Mr. Daskam, of the Treasury De- 
partment. He was asked as to the cost of transportation by 
express, and he replied: 


After a certain number of miles it is four-tenths of a cent per mile. 
It could go about 250 miles for a dollar— 


That is, for a thousand dollars’ worth of silver— 


No distance now is over a dollar—that is, over the lines of the United 
States Express Company. If it goes over more than one express com- 
pany, then each company gets a dollar. If the United States Express 
Company can take it all the way, then the rate is a dollar. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. If it goes by two companies—— 

a ge It is $2; and if it goes by three compantes 
it is $3. , 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Each company gets the maximum. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Each company gets the maximum. Now, a 
thousand dollars’ worth of silver weighs a fraction less than 60 
pounds. If that thousand dollars is divided into packages under 
the existing registration law or regulation, it would have to be 
in 4-pound packages, and would cost 8 cents a package; but 
under this provision, if the Secretary of the Treasury and the 
Postmaster-General can agree upon the rules and conditions for 
the transportation of silver by registered mail, they can make 
that package a 60-pound package, which would cost the Govern- 
ment 8 cents for the transportation under existing rules and 
under existing law, or they can increase it, as it would be en- 
tirely within the discretion of the two officials of the two De- 
partments interested. 

In the matter of investigating or inquiry of the Postmaster- 
General in advance as to whether this could not be done, the 
committee, of course, took official notice of the fact that the 
Post-Office Department is to-day transporting not only money 
by ‘registered mail, but a great many valuable packages at 
rates greater than the present limitation as to the weight of 
the package. It has all the facilities, and the committee simply 
concluded that the Government could utilize these same facili- 
ties, provided that the Secretary of the Treasury and the Post- 
master-General could agree upon the size of the packages and 
the rules and conditions on which they could be transported. 
We did not assume to limit their discretion in the premises. 
Now, taking into consideration the amount we are paying for 
the transportation of a thousand dollars of silver, and the cost 
at which it can be transported by registered mail, which in fact 
would be a mere rate per pound that the Government must pay 
for the transportation of all mails, except this actual cost of 
transportation the additional expense would be merely a trans- 
fer of the money from one pocket of the Government toe the 
other. The pound rate would be the only actual expense to 
the Government, which would be a great economy as compared 
with the costs the Government is now paying the express com- 
panies. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. The gentleman’s explanation is quite satis- 
factory. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Now, Mr. Chairman, I insist that this is 
practically a limitation upon these three appropriations. It 
does not involve a change in existing law, because there is no 
existing law, and it limits the expenditure, and the result of 
reducing the expenditure in the aggregate amounts to from 
$90,000 to $100,000. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Chairman, if there is no law, then 
this is law; and the committee can not, under the rules, legislate 
upon an appropriation bill. I care not which horn of the di- 
lemma the gentleman may take; he must confess it is subject to 
the point of order under the rules. If, then, he contends that 
this is a limitation, I direct the attention of the Chair to the 
language of the amendment, which specifies this transportation 
shall be “only” by registered mail. That is not a iimitation, 
except by way of changing the law. My understanding as to the 
determination of a limitation, which I fear has been somewhat 
enlarged upon in recent years in the decisions, is, if the Jimits- 
tion of the methods or plan is clearly legitimate under the pro- 
vision of some existing law, it does not violate or change that 
law. But this amendment unquestionably, if there is no law, 
makes a law which requires the Department to provide a cer: 
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tain kind of transportation. If there is a law, then it changes that 
law by striking out the alternative provision that the law carries. 

I believe it is clearly subject to the point of order. Now, a 
word on the merits of the amendment. 

The gentleman from Minnesota has demonstrated, in my mind, 
the wisdom of further investigation before we should act upon 
such an important question, The gentleman spoke of the 
amount now paid to the express companies, and urged that 
changing the method of transportation would be economy to the 
Treasury Department; but he does not state, as he should, that 
it would add to the expense of the Post-Office Department. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentle- 
man from Texas? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I think I will not yield, for the reason 
that I shall insist on the point of order; but I want just a word 
upon the merits of the amendment. We pay now for the car- 
rying of mail, on an average—that is, the expense for all the 
handling—from 5 to 8 cents a pound. Take, therefore, this 
matter from express transportation and let it go through the 
mail, and it would cost at least as much as it now costs to 
handle second-class mail matter. Somebody must handle it. 
If a thousand dollars in coin weighs 60 pounds, the gentleman 
can take his pencil and scratch pad and ascertain the cost, 
not to the Treasury, but to the Government; and it will mani- 
fest itself in an assumed deficit, but, as a matter of fact, a 
charge upon the postal service. But here is the point that I 
insist upon. For a great many years a certain method has been 
practiced. To suddenly change this »nethod and require, by an 
arbitrary, peremptory requirement of a statute that the postal 
service shall take over this coin transportation, and that it 
shall be done as registered mail, is unwise. There should be 
given more time for investigation before such change is deter- 
mined upon. I insist upon my point of order. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I think it is no use wasting-the time. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I want to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I will yield to the gentleman in the 
interest of saving the time. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Do I understand the gentleman to say that 
it will cost more to transport by mail than by express? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Not by the strict postal rates; but if 
we are obliged to put safes in the cars in which to protect the 
money, and have to arm the postal employees as express mes- 
sengers are armed, with the additional weight, which would in- 
crease the cost of wagon service and the cost of transporta- 
tion between post-office and the depots, that would become part 
of the charge. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Is it not true that the Government trans- 
ports millions of dollars for banks, and that in addition to the 
fractional currency ? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. It is transporting coin. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. They do transport coin? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I give you the authority of the gentle- 
man from Minnesota; he says it is not now being transported 
by the mails. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. The gentleman from Minnesota makes the 
direct statement that it will cost the taxpayers of the country 
less to transport this coin under the auspices of the post-offices 
than by the express companies. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I so understood him, but I somewhat 
question that; and I desire it to be inquired into. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Do you know whether it is true or not? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I was simply inquiring upon what he 
bases that. He claims that it is a fact; that one officer did 
give that statement. Now, Mr, Chairman, I insist upon the 
point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule. <A long line 
of decisions on the question of limitations holds that the limita- 
tion, to be in order, must be in effect simply a negative bar that 
is pressing upon the appropriation of the money, and that any 
amendment which directly or indirectly vests in any executive 
officer any discretion or imposes any duty upon the officer, di- 
rectly or indirectly, in the expenditure of the money would be ob- 
noxious to the point of order. This amendment seems to the 
Chair to come clearly within the latter class; and therefore the 
Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Lands and other property of the United States: For custody, care, 


procession, and expenses of sales of Innds and other property of the 
nited States, the examinat y : 
tising, and auctioneer’s fees. $200." eee ee ee 


Mr. GRAHAM. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I wish to say that I may be absent when the provision 
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on page 75 in this bill is reached, and I desire to send to the 
Clerk’s desk an amendment, which I ask to have read and be con- 
sidered as pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent 
to have read for information and have pending an amendment 
which the Clerk will report. 

«The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert after the word “ hundred,” on page 75, line 20, the words 
“and fifty;"’ so as to read: 

“For topographical suryeys in various portions of the United States 
$350,000, to be smmediately available.” 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I submit that this is not the 


proper place to offer an amendment. I understood that the 
amendment was to be read for information, but I gave no per- 
mission to offer it. 


Mr. GRAHAM. I said that I wished it to be read for infor- 
mation. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I reserve a point of order against it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair put the request of the gentle 
man from Pennsylvania that the amendment might be consid 
ered as pending when the paragraph was reached. 

Mr. GRAHAM, Now, Mr. Chairman, I move to stril yut the 


last word. 

Mr. Chairman, the cut made by the committee of $50,0 
the appropriation for continuing topographic surveys—a 
one-seventh of the amount considered necessary by the De] 
ment and also of the amount appropriated for this work | 
year—is, I consider, a great injustice, if not a vital blow, to 
that great work. I consider this of the most im 
branches of work that has ever been undertaken by the Govet 
ment. So important is it that my of Penns ye] 
already appropriated $112,000 in coo; m with the G 
ment, and our people are satisfied that no other 1 
priated by the State has brought so great a return to it 
trial activities. We realize that the States are not} l 
to make these surveys independent of the General 
Besides, were this work carried on independ y by: 
it would be on a heterogeneous system. The ps of « State 
would not match with those of another, and there woul 
eontinuity between the investigatious in neighboring 
the country. 

As the reports of the United States Geological 
shown, detailed topographic mapping been 
18,245 square miles in Pennsylvania, or 40 per 
area of the State, which is 45,212 square mil 
ress in this. work on the basis of $14,000 of State fu 
rate of nearly 1,400 square miles, or about $10 per at 
This is considered to be an unusually low figure, il the 
rough and intricate topographic conformati f th 

This work has been expedited in the past chiefly 
important mineral-bearing regions, the anthraci 
east and the bituminous coal, oil, and gas areas « 
well as over the cement districts in eastern Pennsyl\ i 
coal and clay bearing districts in the western part of 

As the work progresses and the topographical nh 
pleted, geologic surveys follow, and indicaie th 
which extensive mineral resources may be 
sults of this work have been the extension 
outlying area of the known mineral-bearing formati 

The surveys made in the past year in the vicinity o 
burg were not city surveys in the ordinary sense. All 
ing maps of Pittsburg, Allegheny, Homestead, and oil: 
palities were compiled and brought together, and 


one 
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operat 
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mn 


sought, 


to a 


areas were surveyed and the whole assembled int 
map covering one of the most important industi 

the United States. No city and no State could h 
this work together in the same time and at the sa 


The result has been to develop the known area of unders id 
water supplies, which are now being tapped for artesian 
and the knowledge of the slopes of the surface has ex 
the construction of trolley and railway lines and ot! 
aided and developed the resources of the region. 

In the summer of 1901 the Wabash Railroad Com] 
locating a railroad line from the Ohio River across | 
and Harrison counties, Ohio, to connect with the W! 
Lake Erie Railroad, and thus bring Wabash a 38 
Ohio River into Pittsburg, and during the same summer a con 
tour topographic map of the region referred to was being con 
structed by the United States Geological Survey. 
surveys were completed; a location chosen; grade ete., 
including a tunnel, decided upon, and contracts for construction 
awarded, when advance copies of the topographic map that 
was being made came to hand. From an inspection of the map 
the possibility of a shorter route, with equally favorable grades 
and without the necessity of a tunnel, was discovered. The 
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new location was at once adopted, and resulted in the say- 
ing of $80,000 in eonstruction. This correction of a detailed 
railway survey with the aid of a contour topegraphic map was 









made possible by a study of the map itself and without expense. 

The people of Allegheny County have long desired to have 
this work in that county completed, and they are pleased to 
know that it has now been resumed and that it is expected 


will be completed this year. From this it may be seen, there- 


fore, that my interest in this matter is due to the fact that I 
realize its importance to the entire country. The Chief of Staff 
of the Army has stated that this work will be of inestimable 
value to the country in time of active military operations, as 
these maps show all features of surface relief, location of 
wooded areas, heights of hills, all roads, houses, streams; the 
possible strategic positions, such as cuts and fills on railways 
and on highways; length, height, and kinds of bridges; fordable 


and unfordable streams, ete. 
‘he Department of Agriculture needs these maps as a basis 
for seil survey and studies whereby the agricultural values of 


the lands for the growing of more useful crops may be studied. 
On the coast of North Carolina and in Connecticut the values 
of agricultural lands have been more than doubled as the result 
of soil surveys based on these topographic maps, as showing 
where more valuable garden truck and tobacco lands exist. 


is essential that the General Land Office, in its dealings with 
railway grants, school lands, and individual settlers, may know 


officially whether certain lands are mineral, agricultural, for- 


est, etc., and the basis of this classification of the various re- 
sources is indicated and studied. The forestry bureau of the 
State uses the maps as a basis for its forest studies. The hy- 
drographic branch of this survey gauges the streams and de- 


termines the water power available for industrial purpeses and 
the water resources available for city water. 

Surveys made north of Pittsburg in my own and in other 
Congressional districts have : 
needed in connection with improving the waterways and secur- 
ing data toward the construction ef the Pittsburg and Lake 
Erie Canal. During the past two years a commission of en- 
gineers has been engaged in making a study of the possibilities 
of building a ship canal connecting Lake Erie and the Ohio 


River. The purpose of this canal will be to carry the vast 
traffic in ores and fuels between the Great Lakes, Pittsburg, 
and the Mississippi Valley. In cooperation with the States of 


Pennsylvania and Ohio the topegraphers of the Geological Sur- 
vey had nearly completed the mapping of the region involved, 
when the engineers of the ship canal came across their topo- 
graphic maps. They found these of inestimable value in 
furthering their studies, covering, as they did, a much more ex- 
tended area than could any mere location or trial surveys. 
They showed conclusively the lowest passes between the head 
waters of the Ohio and the Great Lakes, saved thousands of 
dollars in useless surveys, possibly years of time in field wor!l- 
by indicating the exact altitudes separating the lakes and rivers, 
and showing where the final location might be sought and where 
the water supply might be stored for operating the summit 
level and the locks. 

This information could not have been procured in such con- 
clusive form by any ordinary trial surveys; nothing but a topo- 
graphic survey completely covers the ground in such efficient 
manner. Moreover, a State could not have done this unaided. 
The area under investigation was extended as far inte Ohio as 
into Pennsylvania and the Federal Government was able to con- 
duct this topographic mapping systematically in both States in a 
manner in which neither State could have operated it singly. 
The same is true of the extensive oil and coal bearing lands. 
Some of the most inrportant problems bearing upon these re- 
‘sourees are found in the bordering States of Ohio and West 
Virginia, and this work could have been carried on only through 
the mediation of the Federal survey. 

In this connection I desire to remark that the State of Penn- 
sylvania is particularly interested in the work of fuel tests and 
testing the structural materials. It produces one-half of the 
fueis of the United States, and double the amount of cement, 
clays, and other structural materials than that of any State. 
The investigations being undertaken in connection with these 
subjects are of vital importance to the producers of fuels, ce- 
ments, and clays in Pennsylvania, as they aid in insuring the 
best methods of utilizing the fuels and of treating and prepar- 
ing for market the structural materials. 

The demand for this topographic work has been so strong and 
so persistent from all parts of the country that, indeed, I 
that this amount is net altogether sufficient, I have offered 


but 
an amendment to restore the item to $350,000, the amount 
for by the Department, and I ask the House to appropriate 
least that amount. 


nf 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


For maintenance of nore ital stations, includin 
and fer all other necessary seellaneous expenses whieh 
ce under special heads, ¥9340,000 


HERLEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 


peer mt 
are not in 


aie 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That of this sum such portion equal in amount to the cost 
of maintenance and stence any given marine-hospital station 
during the on fiseal year shall not be expended in case the said 


hospital station be coat during any rt of the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1907. 3 , ’ 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Unless the gentleman wishes to be heard 
on the point of order, I would be glad to have him make it. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I should be glad to hear the gentleman’s 
statement and explanation of the proviso before I determine 
whether to insist on the point of order or not. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I am willing to make the statement, al- 
though I do not think the amendment is subject to a point 
of order, being a limitation upon the appropriation. It was 
announced some time ago through the public press that it was 
the purpose of the Secretary of the Treasury to close fourteen 
of the twenty-one existing marine hospitals, and during the 
hearings before the Committee on Appropriations there was 
some testimony as to whether that purpose was to be carried 
out or not. The reason for it, it has been stated, is that it 
would effect a great saving of cost, yet Surgeon-General Wyman, 
the head of the Marine-Hospital Service, testified before the 
committee that he had made the estimates for the Secretary 
ef the Treasury in regard to the expense of conducting the 
Marine-Hospital Service and the expense that would be entailed 
on the Government if the sailors and river men were cared for 
in public hospitals, and that there would not be a dollar saved 
to the country by the change of programme. 

The effect of my amendment is that if the Secretary of the 
Treasury should undertake to close any of the marine hospi- 
tals, then the amount of money that has been expended during 
the current year for the maintenance and subsistence at such 
hospital shall be subtracted from the sum hereby appropriated. 
4fo illustrate, if at the marine hospital in Louisville, Ky., there 
was expended $30,000 for maintenance and subsistence of river 
men during the present year, then, in the event that hospital is 
closed during the coming fiscal year, the sum ef $30,000 would 
be subtracted from the amount herein apprepriated, and the De- 
partment would not have a right to expend that money. 

To be frank with the committee, the real effect of my proviso 
is to prevent the closing of these hospitals. My reason for that 
position is twofold. First, I do not believe under the testimony 
that was given that one dollar would be saved to the country. 
Second, I do not believe that it is proper for the head of a De- 
partment to determine a policy of this kind for the Congress of 
the United States. It is perfectly proper where some particu- 
lar case may arise, with some peculiar equity in it, for him to 
exercise a discretion in the line of economy; but when it comes 
to determining that after Congress has established twenty-one 
marine hospitals, purchased the ground, erected the buildings. 
and made appropriations for maintaining them, that then he of 
his own accord will terminate that policy of Congress, which h:s 
been pursued for years, because he considers it an unwise policy 
and that a new policy, suggested by him alone, of putting the-e 
men at public hospitals shall be taken up. I say that is unm)us- 
tifiable and a departure from the proper theory of executive 
and legislative functions. 

It would be just as proper if the Secretary of War should 
determine that it would be cheaper to put all the old soldiers in 
poorhouses throughout the country and abolish all the soldicr 
homes, and I for one am opposed to this practice that has grown 

up in recent years of heads of Departments undertaking to de- 
termine for Congress what shall be the policy ef Congress in 
regard to such matters. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Government by bureaucracy. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I am opposed to Government by bureaus, 
and this is a species of it without any reason. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I fully agree with the gentleman on 
the general proposition, but I want fo ask if it is not a fact 
that there is a statute expressly authorizing the closing and 
sale of marine hospitals by the head of that Department, so that 
in this case it is not a usurpation, as it is in se many others. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I am not claiming. that it is a weurpation 
without any color of law for it, but I do claim that such whoiesale 
action as is proposed is a usurpation in the true sense of the 
term. There is a statute that authorizes either the lease of 
sale of a marine hospital under certain conditions, with two 
exceptions relative to two hospitals that were named, which can 
not be sold or leased; but I have been unable to find any law 
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that now exists for the practice of having sailors cared for in 
hospitals other than marine hospitals, and I should be glad if 
the gentleman can tell me the law for that. It is an entirely 
different thing from exercising a discretion in some particular 
case, like the case at Cincinnati, where the hospital, by virtue 
of its locality and its being surrounded by other buildings, had 
become unsuitable for the purposes originally intended, and 
which has been closed, and a wholesale programme like this 
proposed one. That is an entirely different exercise of a power 
from that which undertakes to say, “I do not like the system of 
marine hospitals and therefore I will close two-thirds of them 
and substitute my system and my theory for caring for the 
sailors of the country in place of the theory of Congress.” 

Mr. WILLIAMS. If the gentleman from Kentucky will per- 
mit me, the present law authorizes the lease or sale of marine 
hospitals in certain cases; but is there any present law author- 
izing the Department to keep a hospital as a hospital, but to 
keep it closed? 

Mr. SHEPRLEY. There is no law that I know of, and the in- 
tention of the Secretary was to. close fourteen of these hos- 
pitals, and put watchmen there simply to guard the vacant 
preperty. Now, in the very last sundry civil bill passed by 
this House there were provisions providing for expenses at 
marine hospitals, showing that it was still the policy of the 
Government to carry on these hospitals and to have the seamen 
cared for there. 

here was authorized by Congress the building of a marine 
hospital at Pittsburg, and the work on that hospital has been 
delayed, and is now stopped, because the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, in his judgment, considered that Congress was unwise in 
baving apprepriated for the building of such a hospital. If it 
be right that these hospitals should be done away with, if it be 
economical, then let the Seeretary of the Treasury make his 
recommendation to Congress, and let the proper committee hav- 
ing that subject within its jurisdiction present a bill, that hear- 
ings may be had and that this .Congress may express its will 
in a proper way. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I think the proposition sub- 
jnitted by the gentleman from Kentucky is so important that 
] shall have to insist upon a ruling on this question; for if, as 
he says, it is the purpose of the Department, in its discretion, 
acting under authority of law and in the interest of public 
economy, to close up the marine hospitals and te provide for 
the treatment of patients in local hospitals, and this amend- 
ment should be adopted, then of course the amendment of the 
gentleman would be a precedent which will be followed by the 
ltepresentatives on this floor of every other marine hospital in 
the United States, and in that way the existing law will vir- 
tually be repealed. 

the gentleman from Kentucky concedes that the Secretary 
of the Treasury has the authority, in his discretion, to close a 
marine hospital and sell the property belonging to the United 
States, and then he admits that it is his purpose to prevent 
the accomplishment of that, in the event that the Secretary sees 
fit to exercise his discretion in this particular case, referring to 
the marine hospital at Louisville, Ky. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I will say in reply to the gentleman from 
Minnesota that, in the first place, the amendment does not apply 
exclusively to the Louisville hospital. It applies to any marine 
hospital. In the second place, while the law provides for the 
lease or sale of a marine hospital under certain conditions, it 
nowhere provides for the closing of it and the retention of it 
without the purpose of either leasing or selling it. 

Mr. TAWNBEY. I understood the gentleman to say, in the 
course of a conversation that I had with him, that it was his 
purpose to make this amendment apply exclusively to the Louis- 
ville Marine Hospital. I did not observe the reading of the gen- 
tleman’s amendment, but if it applies universally to all hos- 
pitals, then, in my judgment, it would, to the extent to which it 
seeks to destroy the jurisdiction and power of the Secretary of 
the Treasury under existing law, be a change of existing law. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, speaking to the point of or- 
der, I desire simply to say that here is a provision appropriating 
$240,000, to which I offer as an amendment a proviso that says 
a certain part of that money shall not be expended in the event 
that some of the hospitals for which the appropriation is made 
are closed. In other words, it is purely a limitation upon the 
appropriation, and does not in any way change the law. If 
the Secretary of the Treasury desires to do so, he can close all 
of these hospitals; but if he closes them, the result of his 
action will be that he will not have the money to expend for 
their maintenance that he would have if they were kept open. 


It is simply a limitation upon the expenditure, and not a change 


of existing law. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I insist on the point of order. 





The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like to ask the gentle- 
man from Minnesota if he thinks an amendment limiting the 
Secretary of the Treasury to the expenditure of only $230,000, 
for example, in case the hospital at Louisville, Ky., should be 
closed, would be a limitation? The Chair confesses to a great 
deal of doubt as to this amendment, and, although it is ex 
pressed in language more or less circuitous, it would seem to 
the Chair that the effect of it is such as indicated in the illus- 
tration which the Chair has just made. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The conclusion of “ the gentleman fr 
nesota,” in respect to the question of whether it was 
in order, was based upon what the gefitleman says the effect of 
his amendment is, rather than upon the language of the amend- 
ment he has offered. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I submit to the Chair that my remarks are 
not before the Chair for his ruling, but that the amendment 
itself is. 

Mr. TAWNEY. If submit that the Chair. in determining th 
point of order, may take into consideration the gentleman's 
declared purpose of the amendment, although that purpose maz 
be, as the Chair has said, expressed in a rather 
manner. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from 
nesota will excuse an interruption, what he has just s will 
not do, because we have very high authority for the fa hat 
Congress itself every day is engaged in enacting what it thinks 
it thinks, while another Department of the Government 
gaged in construing what Congress really did thin! 

Mr. TAWNEY. This is not a question of difference « 
between two Departments or between the legislat 
executive department. This is all occurring in this C! 
or in one branch of the legislative department of the Go\ 
ment; and I submit that the Chair ought to take 
tion the declared purpose of the amendment when it is o 
to determine whether or not that anx 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The Chair sits as a judge in the ¢ 
point of order—that is to say, theoretically. 

Mr. SHERLEY. The only difference between this a 
other amendment in the form of a limitation is that I have be 
a little more frank than most men are in offering such provi 
to sections in a bill. Now, if the gentleman thinks my remarl 
make an otherwise proper amendment subject to a point 
order, I will withdraw the remarks and still submit the amend 
ment for the ruling of the Chair. 


m Min- 


or was no 


Circeuilvou 


mro co 


ndment is in or 


nd any 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, as I understand this | 
sition, it is simply this: The United States Goy en 
certain number of marine hospitals. This paragraph of tle 
provides for a certain amount of money fer th perati 
these marine hospitals. Now, the gentleman’s limitation is 1 


the effect that if one of them is not operated the 1 


here appropriated shall not be expended ; that is to say, the 
portionate amount of money that is here appropriated fer t! 
hospital shall not be taken out of the Treasury by the Secr 
It seems to me it is a clear limitation on the appropriat 

The CHAIRMAN. From a careful reading of the 
itself the Chair is of the opinion that it expresses a mere | 


tation or a bar upon the expenditure of the amount car 
in that paragraph, and therefore the Chair overrules the poin 
order. The question is on agreeing to the amendment offe 
by the gentleman from Kentucky. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Steam launch for Alaska: For the 1 
steam launch for use in the propagation of salmon in Al 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, I would lik: 
chairman of the committee a question. I reser 0 
order. I see here a provision, which is new legislation, for 
steam launch for Alaska—for the purchase or construction 
steam launch for use in the propagation of salmon in Alas: 
$8,000. What is the reason*for that appropriation? Hay 
got to the point where we have got to propagate salimon up 
Alaska? 

Mr. TAWNEY. We have not only got to that point, but we 
have been there for a long time. We have been propagating 
salmon in Alaska for a number of years. We have 
hatchery, and we have just now provided in this bill for 
employees necessary to maintain and operate the same. If t 
gentleman knows anything about southeastern Alaska—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Well, he does not. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Where this hatchery is situated, he will 
know that ‘the only means of transportation in that section of 
the district is by water, and it is impossible, in the operation 
of a fish hatchery there, to conduct it and operate it without = 
launch of some kind. In other words, I will say that it is a 


purchase or ec 


necessary incident to the maintenance and operation of the fish 
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hatchery which has heretofore been constructed and is now in 
operation. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order 
for the purpose of making a remark or two in connection with 
the work of the Commissioner of Fisheries. The Bureau of 
Fisheries is one of the most important and useful bureaus un- 
der the Government. The manner in which the business of 
this Bureau is carried on is perfectly admirable, so far as that 
is concerned; but I desire to call attention of the country to 
the fact that while we are propagating salmon in Alaska, and 
there are very many salmon in Alaska—the fisheries there are 
neither exhausted nor threatened with exhaustion—our fish- 
eries in the interior waters here at home, the interior lakes 
and streams of the United States, are becoming exhausted. 

A year or two ago I dropped a note to the Commissioner of 
Fisheries, asking that he restock a lot of lakes in the Yazoo, 
Mississippi, delta, a country of little river bayous and fresh- 
water lakes and lakelets. Now, those lakes used to be filled 
with the finest bream, goggle-eye, white perch, big and little 
mouth black bass, speckled perch, striped salmon, and other 
fish, which are now becoming fished out and exhausted. He 
wrote to me to say that while he would be glad to fill the request 
of individuals who wanted fish to put into those streams, he 
could not send large quantities for the purpose of restocking. 
Now, then, for anyone who is acquainted with the geography of 
that country, what I am about to say is familiar. Up about 
what is called “the Yazoo Pass,” where the Mississippi River 
used to run down, there is an immense levee, which was broken 
through during the war by the soldiers of the Federal Army, so 


that the Federal gunboats went through, threatening Vicks- 
burg in the rear. Since this levee has been built of course this 


Yazoo Vass is blocked up. It used to feed all of these innumer- 
able lakes, some of them half a mile, some 10 miles, and sonre 
20 miles in area, and also the headwaters of the Sunflower, the 
Tallahassee, the Yazoo, and all those infinite streams. The 
streams and lakes used to be interlaced. Now the connecting 


links are low and sometimes dried up. It seems to me that 
while we are devoting money to the propagation of salmon to 
keep the heries away up in Alaska from being exhausted, 


there ought to be some method whereby these interior streams 
of the United States could be restocked for the pleasure, profit, 
and feeding of the people. I understand that what I say about 
the Yazoo, Mississippi, delta is true also of the lake country of 
Minnesota and all the fresh-water lake sections—especially the 
lake country up about the headwaters of the Mississippi River 
itself. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man a question in this connection. A few years ago we passed 
a bill making a fish hatchery at Tupelo in order to supply those 
streams. How successful has that been? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The gentleman is mistaken. The fish 
hatchery at Tupelo was not established for the purpose of sup- 
plying these streams. It was established for the same purpose 
that all fish hatcheries are, namely, hatching fish to be sent 
out; but when it comes te the manner of sending these fish out, 
John Jones is required to apply, and he gets just so many fish, 
and Billy Williams is required to apply and he gets just so 
many fish. Now, you can get three or four or five people living 
niong one of these lakes to apply, and they will get each a cer- 
tain very limited quantity of fish, which, however, is not a 
drop in the bucket in connection with the large area of the 
lake district I am talking about. What I am talking about is 
that there ought to be a different regulation in the Bureau 
whereby when a lake or a stream of public importance is be- 
coming exhausted of its fish it could be restocked in a compara- 
tively wholesale way instead of imerely disseminating the fish 
around to individuals to put for the most part in private ponds. 
in other words, wherever the interior waters are public waters, 
and most of these lakes and bayous and streams are not only 
ef public importance, but navigable, ought not to be held to 
a retail business insufficient to accomplish the aim of restock- 
ing them merely by sending a few fish to one individual, who 
would put them into the lake. I withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I would like simply to make the sug- 
gestion, to be shown- by the record, that the present head of 
the Fish Commission has reduced the cost of production of fish 
in the hatcheries about one-half, so that with a small appro- 
priation we can now furnish vastly more in quantity than here- 
tofore. There is one very serious objection to furnishing large 
quantities of fish for streams that constitute a dividing line be- 
tween States, because of the great difficulty of enforcing any 
fish laws on rivers that are the dividing line between two States 
where conflicting jurisdiction comes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Now, if the gentleman will excuse me, in 
this case I am talking about, of course the erection of this 
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levee cuts off these streams from what they used to recetve, to 
wit, the fish coming down annually from the headwaters of the 
Mississippi and Ohio, and these lakes are becoming exhausted. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I fully agree with the gentleman, but 
I thought I would explain that under the present management 
we are largely increasing the production of fish and will be 
able to furnish more fish. ‘ 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I am aware of that, and I am glad of it, 
and I have no criticism to make of the Commissioner. He seems 
to be not only courteous and nice in attending to his work, but 
his work seems to be very effective in every way except in this 
particular, and I wanted to express the hope—because I do 
not think there is any law or any ironclad regulation binding 
him to this course—that hereafter it will be varied from. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Enforcement of the Chinese-exclusion act: To prevent unlawful entry 
of Chinese into the United States, by the appointment of suitable officers 
to enforce the laws in relation thereto, and for expenses of returning 
to China all Chinese persons found to be unlawfully in the United 
States, including the cost of imprisonment and actual expexse of con- 
veyance of Chinese persons to-the frontier or seaboard for deportation, 
$500,000, which shall be paid from the permanent appropriation for 
expenses of regulating immigration, and of said sum $1,000 per annum 
shall be paid to the Commissioner-General of Immigration as addi- 
tional compensation. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, in line 17 I move to 
strike out the word “ five” and insert “ six.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Line 17, strike out “five” and insert “six;” so it will read 
** $600,000.” 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, the other day the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. SvuLLivan] ealled attention to 
the fact that the Chinese-exclusion act was not at present 
being enforced ; that the Bureau of Immigration, at the direction 
of the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, had practically ceased 
to deport Chinese found to be unlawfully in the United States. 
The appropriation for this service for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1905, was $600,000. The appropriation for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1906, is $600,000. It is true that the estimate 
for this year is but $500,000. The action of the committee in 
allowing that sum was based upon the statement made by the 
Commissioner-General of Immigration, in which he called at- 
tention to the fact that in the months commencing July, 1904, to 
February, 1905, the expenditures were much less than during 
the same months commencing July, 1905, and ending February, 
1906. To illustrate: In February, 1905, $62,609.10 were ex- 
pended in deporting Chinese found to be unlawfully in this 
country, while during the month of February, 1906, under direc- 
tions of the Secretary of Commerce and Labor not to execute 
this law, but $28,683.12 were expended. To make clear just the 
situation, I wish to read a brief extract from the testimony he- 
fore the committee. The Commissioner-General of ILmniigration 
said: 

As you will see, February shows a good deal !ess expenditure in 1906 
as compared with 1905, because we are returning few Chinese to China. 

Mr. Taytor. That is, they are not violating the law as much as 
before? 

Mr. Sarcent. No, sir; we were instructed not to make arrests of the 
Chinese found unlawfully in the country. 

Mr. Taztor. The law is not enforced so rigidly? 

Mr. SArGentT. We are not doing so active a business as we were a 
few months before. 

Mr. Suntiivan. From whom did you receive the instructions not to 
enforce the law? 

Mr. Sarcent. I received the instructions from the head of my 
Department, the Secretary of the Department of Commerce and 
Labor. He said that during this agitation about the boycott in China 
he thought it would be unwise to make the arrests as we had been 
previously doing of Chinamen found unlawfully in this country, and 
of course I always obey instructions. We were expected under the 
law te take into custody those who had been here unlawfully, and 
that was what I was doing. : 

Mr. TAayLor. I was in hopes that the vigorous execution of the law 
had enforced a respect for it on the part of the Chinese themselves. 

Mr. Sarcent. I think a vigorous enforcement of the law has caused 
a great deal of dissatisfaction to be created among those who have in 
times gone by made a good deal of money by the lax enforcement of the 
law. If you will note the eee” 1 do not know but that some 
of you gentlemen were on the committee when I said, some years ago, 
that if you wanted the laws enforced you should give me the money 
and we would enforce them. 

And at that point, Mr. Chairman, I wish to say that it is a 
matter of common rumor that those persons engaged in the 
illegal business of bringing Chinamen across the borders from 
Canada or Mexico—— 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I ask that my time be extended for five 
minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. It is a matter of common rumor, Mr. 





1906. 





Chairman, that those engaged in this illegal traffic have been 
able to make from $500 to $1,000 for every Chinaman that they 
successfully bring into the country in violation of the law. 
Naturally the persons engaged in this illegal traffic were dis- 
satisfied with the rigid enforcement of the law. I know of no 
way at this time that Congress can express its desire that the 
law be rigidly enforced and that Chinamen found to be in this 
country unlawfully should be deported, except by increasing 
the appropriation for that service, so that those charged with 
the duty of enforcing the law will know that Congress desires 
to place at the disposal of the Department adequate means to 
enforce the law. 

I am one of those who am opposed to the admission of Chi- 
nese into this country. I believe that the present law should 
be rigidly enforced. I believe that the Bureau of Immigration 
should apprehend and take proper proceedings to have de- 
ported those who come into the country illegally and in viola- 
tion of the Chinese-exclusion law. I have no sympathy with the 
theory that members of the Cabinet or that the Administration 
can set aside the Chinese-exclusion laws in order that some per- 
son engaged in the business of exporting certain goods may 
find a more ready market for them in the Chinese Empire. I 
know no other way in which to have the House express its 
opinion at this time that the law should be rigidly enforced than 
to offer this amendment, giving ample means to the Depart- 
ment to earry out the provisions of the law, and to have con- 
tinued the practice of deporting Chinamen here illegally, as 
was done up to February, 1905. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last word. Now, Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of this 
amendment inereasing the appropriation for enforcing the 
Chinese-exelusion act from $500,000 to $600,000. In 1904 we 
appropriated $600,000 to enforce chis Chinese-exclusion law. 
In 1905 we appropriated $600,000 again. Now Commissioner- 
General of Immigration Sargent says that last year they did not 
expend $600,000, and therefore this year they come and ask for 
only $500,000. 

I remember that two or three years ago my friend, the gen- 
tleman from Georgia, Judge Barrttert, offered an amendment 
here appropriating $250,000 to prosecute the trusts—a special 
ind. The gentleman from Iowa, Coldnel Hepsurn, not satis- 
‘1 with that, “raised”? Judge Bartiterr at his own game by 
fering an amendment to Judge BarTLettT’s amendment, increas- 
the amount of the special fund to prosecute trusts to 
$500,000. Colonel Heppurn’s amendment was received with 
great applause and went through with a whoop. We thought 
that we had surely furnished abundant ammunition to kill the 
trusts. It turned out at the end of that fiscal year that the 
Department of Justice had only expended—my recollection is— 
thirty-odd thousand dollars of that money; at any rate, only a 
small portion of the half million. During that time the land 
was as full of trusts as Egypt was of lice, frogs, or flies; and 
it is as full of trusts yet. If that $500,000 had been effectively 
expended by the Department of Justice in vigorous prosecutions, 
every trust in the land would have been killed dead as a 
smelt long before this. 

The great body of the American people—particularly the 

laboring people—want these Chinese coolies kept out of here. 
it makes no difference how much it costs, and it makes 
no difference whom it makes mad. Congress did its duty 
by passing a good exclusion bill, and then supplemented 
that action by doing its duty by appropriating $600,000 a year 
for two years. It is the Hxecutive branch of the Government 
that failed in its duty, according to the testimony of Mr. Com- 
missioner Sargent himself, by not enforcing the law as it stands. 
That is the reason the last appropriation of $600,000 was not 
exhausted. : 
_ Somebody said not long ago that if every Chinaman would 
increase the length of his shirt tail by 2 inches, it would put 
up the price of American cotton to a dollar a pound. [Laugh- 
ter.] Well, now, that is a very gorgeous prospect, but I take it 
that the Chinaman cuts the length of his shirt tail according to 
the length of his cloth and according to the lengih of himself. 
No matter what we do or say, he will not increase the length 
of his shirt till he gets more money. 

We hear much talk about this Chinese boycott. Our trade 
with China is a mere bagatelle. Our exports to China only 
amount to 24 per cent of our total exports; our imports from 
China only amount to 34 per cent of our total imports; and 
the truth is that the Chinese do not buy from us because they 
love us; the English do from us because they love us. 
A very.great affection has been engendered in the last two or 
three years between us and England; it’s so sudden, don’t you 
know. Too sudden to last. But nobody buys our stuffs because 
they love us; they stuffs because ours are better than 
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anybody else’s stuffs or because they are cheaper than anybody 
else’s stuffs. [Applause.] Love and affection count for little or 
nothing in commerce. It is business pure and simple and noth- 
ing else. So long as we make better products than other people 
and sell them cheaper we will outsell other nations, but if other 
nations make better products or sell them cheaper they will out- 
strip us in the markets of the world. That’s the whole case 
in a nutshell and all there is to it. 

The truth about this boycott, as I understand it now, is that 
that celebrated and frisky diplomat, Wu Ting-fang, who be- 
fore he went home committed enough infractions of the diplo- 
matic proprieties in this country to have caused forty white 
diplomatists to receive their passports, when he went home, pre- 
tending to be a great friend of the American people, originated 
and engineered that boycott. He went around this country ad- 
vising people what to eat and wear and how to behave; inquir- 
ing of women how many children they had and of husbands 
how many wives they had, poking his bill into American affai1 
generally. If he had been a white man he would have been 
ordered out of this country long before he went. Washington 
ordered Genet out of the country for committing not one tithe 
of the improprieties that that Chinaman did. Grover Cleveland 
sent Lord Sackville West out of here in a hurry for doing a 
thing that at the worst was a very slight impropriety. 

Gentlemen say they simply want the educated Chinese classes 
to come over more freely. That’s the theory as it is propounded ; 
but the trouble about this entire Chinese question is that all 
Chinamen look alike to us, and you can not tell one from tothe 
or t’other from which. 

[The time of Mr. CiarkK of Nissouri having expired, by unani- 
mous consent it was extended five minutes. } 

They get the coolies in here in eyery sort of a way and | 
every sort of trick. The gentleman from New York [ Mr. ] 
GERALD] stated that the persons interested in getting « 
in—that is, the Chinese Six Companies in San Francisco, and a 
good many up on the northern border, and a good many on the 
Mexican border—make a profit of from five hundred to one thou 
sand dollars a head for every Chinaman they smuggle in. I 
read on the train to-day a piece in one of the Philadelphia 
papers, which I intended to cut out and keep to use here, not 
knowing that this question was coming up so soon, but I |! 
the paper on the train. It gave an account of some place on the 
border where they had actually rigged up a tunnel to 
Chinese in here on the sly. 


Ss 


It is a lucrative performance, : 

bad men work at it constantly and successfully. I agree with 
what the gentleman from Kentucky [ Mr. SuHertey] said a whi! 
ago, and I have heard the chairman of this committee [| Mr. 
TAWNEY] make the same kind of an objection a dozen-time 
other things that this Government is drifting into a govern 
ment of bureaus. Instead of running the United 
States, a lot of bureaucrats are running it. We pass a law. 
What is the business of the executive department I do 


Congress 
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care a straw whether it is the President or a member of 
Cabinet or some understrapper. The business of every « 
them is to rigidly enforce and carry out the laws 

pass. The way to get rid of a bad law is to enforce it. Let us 


see what Mr. Sargent says. Here is an extract from th 
ings before the Appropriations Committee, which I most h 
commened to all who fayor government by Congress inst 
government by bureaus: 


Mr. SARGENT. We are not doing so active a business as we w 
months ago. 


That is the reason this appropriation has not been consu: 


Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. From whom did you receive the iz 
structions not to enforce the law? 

Mr. SARGENT. I received the instructions from the head of my 2 
partment, the Secretary of the Department of Commerce and Labor. 
He said that during this agitation about the boycott in China he 
thought it would be unwise to make the arrests, as we had | 
viously doing, of Chinamen found unlawfully in this coun 
course I always obey instructions. We were expected. under the la 


ad 


to take into custody those who had been here unlawfully, and that wa 
what I was doing. 
“TI always obey instructions,” he says, and that is precisely 


what the rest of them ought to do—obey the instructions of Con 
gress expressed by statute or by resolution—and the chair: 
this committee, and his great committee—and I give them ample 
eredit for it, all they are entitled to—have been fighting 
ing this entire Congress, and as a matter of fact the fight 
begun in the last one, to break up the practice of Government 
officials’ violating the laws which we pass. Yet here is a 
most flagrant case of the executive department failing to carry 
out the will of Congress by shirking its duty to the people. 
Certain Department officials appear to lie awake of nights study- 
ing the art of how to not do it. Some of them appear to think 
that the only proper function of Congress is to make appropria- 
tions to pay their salaries. Of course there are plenty of good 


1 ol 


aur- 


wa 
Vas 









Ry Ee ITY Pn 








8134 


and conscientious men among them who do their whole 
duty. 

It was a matter of common rumor four or five months ago, 
when this boycott was first talked of, that there was danger of 
the present Secretary of Commerce and Labor being compelled 
to resign his position because he did not agree with the poliey 
of the President touching these Chinese. Now, it turns out 
that after Congress solemnly passed a law—and that law was 
net passed in a corner either; it was passed after weeks of 
hearings before the House and Senate Committees on Foreign 
Affairs, and after a great debate in this House, and after a long 
tussle with the Senate conferees, who did not want any bill 
that would really exelude Chinamen, that is the trath about it— 
and after we got that law on the statute book, and after we 
appropriated the money to enferce it, the Secretary of Com- 
merce and Labor, aceording to the statement of Mr. Sargent, 
practically suspends a law passed by the American Congress 
and signed by the President ef the United States. If this 
modus operandi is to be perpetuated we might as well resign 
and go home, and turn the whole thing over to the executive 
department, thereby saving to the taxpayers of the country the 
expense of maintaining the Congress. The sooner every Fed- 
eral official in this country is taught the important lesson that 
when we pass any sort of a law it shall be enforced to the 
letter the better it will be for everybody, and the more effec- 
tively this Government will be run. [Applause.] 

Mr. SMITH of lowa. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. CrarkK] has commented upon the fact that we 
appropriated the sum of $500,000 for the enforcement of the 
antitrust laws. He has failed te call attention to the fact that 
after the lapse of three years only $120,000 of that $500,000 
bad been expended ; in other words, that we appropriated twelve 
times as much as the average annual expenditure from the date 
of that appropriation to this hour. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Will the gentleman allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. SMITH of lowa. In a moment. Whether the gentleman 
meant thereby to advocate the policy of appropriating twelve 
times as much as could be utilized during the fiseal year, I 
was not clear, and therefere I cheerfully yield to him. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Was it twelve times as much as could 
properly have been utilized? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Suppose every trust in the United 
States had been prosecuted as it ought to have been, don’t you 
think the entire appropriation would have been consumed? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I will answer the gentleman by saying 
that in my judgment it would net be possible in a single year to 
organize an adequate force and colleet the evidence to prose- 
cute all the so-called “ trusts ” in the United States. I think the 
money was wisely, carefully, and prudently expended, but as 
generously expendea as ceuld be done with good to the service. 

Now, I understand this precedent of appropriating twelve 
times as much as the average amount that could be utilized on 
an average in the past three years is the precedent cited for the 
increase of this appropriation. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. It was a precedent cited to show 
how the executive officers failed to carry out the will of 
































misunderstood the effect of his precedent. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. You certainly did. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Now, let us turn to this item for the 
enforcement of the Chinese-exclusion law, and I want te call 
attention to the appropriations for this purpose in the years 
gone by. Never but twice since the first enactment of Chinese- 
exclusion laws have we given so much money as is proposed 
to be given this year for the enfercement of the Chinese-exclu- 
sion law. It is true that last year we gave $600,000, and the 
previous year the same. The year before that we gaye $500,000, 
the year before that $288,000, the year before that $230,000, and 
the year before that $160,000. The proposed appropriation is, 
therefore, far and away in excess of the average appropriation 
for this purpose, and as great as any ever given, exeept in two 
years, and the greatest ever given outside of three years. 

The proposed appropriation for. next year is $50,000 more 
than.was appropriated during the four years of the last wanes. 
cratic Administration of President Cleveland. 

Now, I want to correct a slight misapprehension as to the 
meaning of Mr. Sargent. We may classify this legislation as 
legislation for the exelusion of Chinese and legislation for the 
deportation of Chinese who are actually in the country. There 
has been no relaxation of the enforcement of the law for 
exclusion of Chinese seeking to enter this country. ‘The 
does show that there has been some abatement 
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Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I beg the gentleman’s pardon, if 
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of the efforts 
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scour the 
unlawfully and to deport them to China. 








and find individual Chinese who are here 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask the gentle- 


man if that part of the law which looks to the deportation of 
Chinamen unlawfully here is not just as much law as that 
part of it which looks to the exclusion of Chinese from the 
eoun 


? 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Oh, it is just as much law; but I am 


simply making a statement of the truth, in order that there may 
be no misapprehension as to what has taken place. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. .There has been a suspension of the law by 
Executive order. 


{The time of Mr. Surrm of Lowa having expired, by uwnani- 


mous consent, it was extended five minutes. ] 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I should like to ask a single direct 
question, ad hominem: Do you indorse the act of the Secretary 
of Commerce and Labor in ordering Mr. Sargent to partially 
suspend this section of the law? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. If the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor ordered Mr. Sargent to only partially enforce this law, I 
do not indorse it, but the evidence dees not show that. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. What does it show? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. The reduction of a police force of a city 
is not an instruction not te enforce the law. It is true there is 
not that diligence being displayed in the searching out of in- 
dividual Chinamen who are here, and discovering why they are 
here, that formerly characterized the service of the Immigration 
Bureau. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. If the gentleman will parden me, I 
wish to call the attention of the gentleman to the fact that Mr. 
Sargent did not say that they had ceased to be as diligent search- 
ing them out, but that’they had ceased arresting those found 
here unlawfully. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I do not think that Mr. Sargent’s lan- 
guage will bear the interpretation that having discovered a spe- 
cific individual who has here unlawfully that they failed to 
enforce the law. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. What he says is, “ During the agitation 
about the boycott in China, we thought it would be unwise to 
make the arrests as we had been previously doing of Chinamen 
tound unlawfully in this country.” 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. That is the testimony, but I do not 
think it bears the interpretation put upon it by the gentleman. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. He says “ We were expected under the 
law to take into custedy those who had been admitted unlaw- 
fully, but he stopped taking them into custody.” 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. That is what he said; that 
is why he asked for a smaller appropriation. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. What the gentleman from New York 
has read Mr. Sargent did say. Now, the expenses are only at 
about the rate of $300,000 a year, and the committee has given 
$200,000 more than will probably be expended, in order that 
there may be no charge laid at the door of Congress that we 
have not furnished an abundance of money to enforce this law. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I would like to ask if he had pur- 
sued these instructions that he received from his superior officer 
to the end he could have reduced the expenditure entirely exeept 
the officers’ salaries. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. No, no; there is no intimation that any 
relaxation of the exclusion of the Chinese seeking entry here has 


ene of the most important parts of the exclusion of the Chi- 
nese in a broad sense is to harness up these fellows that get in 
surreptitiously and deport them? 

Mr. SMITH of Towa. I am not the master of English that 
the gentleman from Missouri is, yet I think there is a distinc- 
tion between excluding a man and deporting a man. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. It is all in the exclusion law. 
in the text of the exclusion 
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and to raise it another $100,000 is to idly swell the appropria- Mr. WILLIAMS. But upon what ground does the Chair de- 
tions of this Congress without the slightest anticipation, in my | cide? 
judgment, upom the part even of my friend frem New York, Several Memepers.. Regular order! 





who offers the amendment, that the money will ever be spent. The CHAIRMAN. The question now is en the motion of the 
Mr. TAWNBY. Mr. Chairman, I move that al? debate on the | gentleman from Minnesota, that all debate be now closed. 
pending paragraph and amendments be now closed. The question was taken; and before it was announced Mr, 
Mr. WILLIAMS. I hope the gentleman wil! not insist on that | Frrzgerarp demanded a division. 
motion. Mr. TAWNEY. IL demand tellers. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota moves The CHAIRMAN. All those in favor of ordering tellers will 
that all debate upor the pending paragraph be now closed. tise and stand until counted. [After counting.| Evidently a 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I move te amend the | sufficient number, and tellers are ordered. 
motion, that the debate om the paragraph be closed im twenty Mr. WILLIAMS. I demand the other side. 
minutes. The CHAIRMAN. Twenty are all that are necessary. The 
Mr. TAWNBEY. There has beem tliree speeches on this amend | gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. SuLtivaAn] and the gentle- 
ment, two in favor of the amendment and one against it om be- | man from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney] will take their places as 
half of the committee. I think we ought to close debate at this | tellers. 
time and vote om the question before the committee rises; that The committee again divided; and the tellers announced— 
is, vote whether or not this appropriation should be inereased | ayes 79, noes 25. 
from $500,000 to $600,000, The question is not whether the law So the motion was agreed to. 
has or has not been enforced, which is the questien gentlemen The CHAIFRMAN. The question now recurs on the omend- 
desire to discuss, and for that reason FE ask that the’ debate be | ment to the paragraph offered by the gentleman from New 
now closed. | York, which, without objection, the Clerk will again report 
Mr: FFEZGERALD. The gentleman from Minnesota refused | There was no objection; and the Clerk again repor 
to have more tham one hour of general deDdate and assured the | amendment. 
the Ffouse that upen every question im this bill wpom which there | The questiom was taken; and on a division (demanded 
wis legitimate discussion we should have ample time to discuss | Mr. Firzerranp) there were—ayes 33, noes 79. 
it, and I appeal te him now that he should give a reasonable | Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, f demand tellers. 


time—twenty minutes—to some gentlemen who wish to speak on Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Tawney and Mr. Wimrreams 
this subject. ; | were appointed. 

The CHAFRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota moves| The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 
that debate be now closed | 36. moes TO: 

Mr. FYEPZGERALD. Why, Mr. Chairman, [I offered an| So the amendment was rejected. 
amendment to that, and I insist wpem the Chair putting it. The Clerk read as follows’: 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered | = fo pay to Henry John Wright. of England, for information fur “ad, 
by the gentleman from New York, that debate be closed in whic h information oe the ae mm f 3500 fi 1e for ti ; ti —_ 
twenty minutes. be meee. aren caine penmenant canoe fation io cians nses ol 


Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, I offer am amendment to | jmmicration, $250. 
the amendment, that debate upon the pending paragraph be) Wir. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 
closed in one heur. now rive. 

‘The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman front Minnesota moves! ‘he motion was agreed to; and the Speaker having resumed 
that all debate om the pending paragraph be now elosed. The the chair, Mr. Warson, Chairman of the Committee of the V 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Prrzezrarp] offers am amend- | fronse on the state of the Union, reported that that com 
ment to that propesition that all debate be closed in twenty had had under consideration the sundry civil appropriatio: 
minutes, and to that amendment the gentleman from Mississippi and had come to no resolution theres! 

[Mr. Wirrrass} moves am amendment that all debate be closed | 


in one hour. The question is on the amendment offered by | ee ee A 
the gentleman frony Mississippi, that all debate be closed in one | The SPEAKER announced the appointment ef Mr. Coorrr, of 
hour, Pennsylvania upon the Committee en Foreign Affairs. 


‘The question was taken; and om @ division (demanded by Mr. 


. LEAVE F ABSENCE. 
Wittrams) there were—ayes 39, noes 78. —_ 


Mr. WILLIAMS. I demand tellers. | By unanimous consent, leaves of absenee were granted to 
Tellers were ordered, and the gentleman from Mississippi Mr. GaaHaM, indefinitely, en account of import unt bh isiness 
[Mr. Wrrtrases} and the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. | Mr. Stermess of Texas, indefinitely, om account ef sickness 
TAWNEY] were appointed to act as tellers. | family. 
The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes | ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
37, noes 83. | Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re 
So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 


The CHAIRMAN, The question now recurs on the amend- | the following titles; whem the Speaker signed the same: 
ment of the gentleman from New York that all debate be closed H. R. 8410. An act to authorize the Charleston Light and 
in twenty minutes. 3 | Water Company to construct and maintain a dam across Goose 

The question was taken, and while it was being announced | (yee. in Berkeley County, in the State of South Carolina ; 
Mr. Wittiams demanded a Wivisien. $. 5357. An act permitting the building of a dam across th 

Mr. 'TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I demand tellers. Mississippi River above the village of Monticello, Wrich 

Tellers were ordered. County, Minn. ; and 

The commmittee again divided; and the tellers announced— S$. 2418. An act to enable the Indians allotted lands in sev- 
ayes 34, noes 63.. eralty within the boundaries of drainage district No. 1, in 

So the amendment was rejected. Richardson County, Nebr., to protect their lands from over- 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Now, Mr. Chairman, f move an flow, and for the segregation of such of said Indians from their 
amendment to the motion ef the gentleman from Minnesota, that | tribal relations as may be expedient, and for other purposes. 
debate be clesed in five minutes. Suet Miceenineniains on 

Mr. TAWNEY. I make the point of order that the motion fs ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOR HIS APPROVAL. 


dilatory. ; Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, rx 
The CHAIRMAN. And the Chair sustains the point of order. | ported that this day they had presented to the President of tho 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Oh, Mr. Chairntan—-— United. States, for his approval, the following bills: 
Mr. GROSVENOR. The regular order! H. R. 239. An act relating to liability of common carriers in 
Mr. FITZGERALD. But I appeal from the decision of the | the District of Columbia and Territories and common carvicr 
Chair. engaged im commerce between the States and between the States 
Mr. TAWNEY. And I make the point that the appeal is | and foreign nations to their employees; 

dilatory. Hi. R. 18502. An act to empower the Secretary of War. under 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair declines to-entertain the appeal. | certain restrictions, to authorize the construction, extension, 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Upon what ground? and maintenance of wharves, piers, and other structures on 
The CHAIRMAN. That it is a dilatory motion, and if an | lands underlying harbor areas and navigable streams anil bodies 


appeal were entertained on a dilatory motion there would be | of waters in or surrounding Porto Rico and the islands adjacent 
ne end of appeals. thereto ; 
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H.R. 13917. An act to remove the order of dismissal from the | REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 


military record of Robert W. Liggett; 

H.R. 14397. An act making appropriation for the support of 
the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1907; 

iH. R. 4546. An act ceding to the city of Canon City, Colo., 
certain lands for park purposes ; 

H. R. 11548. An act to correct the military record of Benja- 
min F. Graham ; 

H.R. 15332. An act to incorporaté the National Society of 
the Sons of the American Revolution; and - 

H.R. 17576. An act to provide for the entry of agricultural 
lands within forest reserves. 


ADJOURNMENT. 


Then, on motion of Mr. Tawney (at 5 o’clock and 43 minutes 
p. m.), the House adjourned. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 
as follows: ‘ 

A letter from the Secretary of State, transmitting copies of 
ordinances of the executive council of Porto Rico granting cer- 
tain franchises—to the Committee on Insular Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for rent of the old custom- 
house in New York City—to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor 
submitting an estimate of appropriation for a property clerk in 
the office of Commissioner of Fisheries—to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein 
named, as follows: 

Mr. MONDELL, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20019) restrict- 
ing the right of entry under the desert-land law to surveyed 
public lands, and limiting the right of assignment of such en- 
tries, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 4896) ; which said bill and report were referred to 
the House Calendar. 

Mr. WANGER, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 19850) to authorize the Monongahela Connecting Rail- 
road Company to construct a bridge across the Monongahela 
River in the State of Pennsylvania, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4898); which said 
bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. RUSSELL, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 19854) to authorize the board of supervisors of Sun- 
flower County, Miss., to construct a bridge across Sunflower 
River, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 4899); which said bill and report were referred 
to the House Calendar. 

Mr. ESCH, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 
3044) to promote the efficiency of the Revenue-Cutter Service, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 4902); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. GREENE, from the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 17564) to amend an act entitled “An act to adopt regu- 
lations for preventing collisions upon certain harbors, rivers, 
and inland waters of the United States,” reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4903); which said 
bill and report, together with views of the minority, were re- 
ferred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 20017) to regulate the checking of baggage by common 
carriers, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 4904) ; which said bill and report were referred to 
the House Calendar. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were severally reported from committees, 
delivered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House, as follows: 

Mr. WALDO, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18924) for the relief of 
George M. Esterly, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 4889) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MoGAVIN, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9778) for the relief of 
Philip Loney, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 4890) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8080) for the relief of 
S. Kate Fisher, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 4891) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 8078) for the relief of Miss Bernice 
Farrell, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 4892); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOWELL of Utah, from the Committee on Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3820) for the relief 
of Eunice Tripler, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 4893); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. WELBORN, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8749) to refund a fine of 
$200 imposed upon and paid by Charles H. Marsden, owner of 
the tug Owen, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 4894) ; which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. TIRRELL, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 714) for the relief of 
Charles B. Bentley, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 4895); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 369) 
to authorize the appointment of Acting Asst. Surg. Reuben A. 

‘ampbeli, United States Navy, as an assistant surgeon in the 
United States Navy, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 4897); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. VOLSTEAD, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1476) granting 
certain lands to the town of Tincup, Colo., for cemetery pur- 
poses, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 4901); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H..R. 20066) to authorize the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia to accept donations 
of money and land for the establishment of a branch library in 
the District of Columbia, to establish a commission to supervise 
the erection of a branch library building in said District, and to 
provide for the suitable maintenance of said branch—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20067) to remove dirt, gravel, sand, and 
other obstructions from the paved sidewalks and alleys in the 
District of Coiumbia, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. RIXEY (by request): A bill (H. R. 20068) to pur- 
chase land for a public park in northeastern section of Wash- 
ington City—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SIMS: A Dill (H. R. 20069) for the opening of 
Macomb street NW., District of Columbia—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 20070) to au- 
thorize the Chattanooga Northern Railway Company to con- 
struct a bridge across the Tennessee River at Chattanooga, 
Tenn.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: A bill (H. R. 20071) to provide 
for a survey for a ship canal across the State of Florida from 
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the Atlantie Ocean to the Gulf of Mexico, and making appro- 
priation therefor—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: A bill (H. R. 20072) for the relief of 
certain officers of the United States Signal Corps—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

3y Mr. BROUSSARD: A resolution (H. Res. 572) for the 
appointment of a committee to investigate all contracts con- 
nected with improvements of waterways—to the Committee 
on Rules. 

By Mr. FULKERSON: A resolution (H. Res. 573) requesting 
the Secretary of Agriculture to make public certain informa- 
tion concerning meat products, ete.—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

By Mr. BARTLETT: A bill (H. R. 200738) granting an in- 
crease of pension to R. J. Terrell—to the Committee on Pen- 

ly Mr. BELL of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 20074) for the relief 
{ ihe heirs of John C. Addison, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims, 

By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 20075) granting an increase 
of pension to J. M. G. Maver—to the Committee on Invalid 
rr ms, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20076) granting an increase of pension to 
John A. Sellman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Ly Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 20077) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William C. Knotts—to the Com- 
wittee on Invalid Pensions. 

ity Mr. DIXON of Montana: A bill (H. R. 20078) granting an 
ii ise of pension to Walter M. English—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. ELLIS: A bill (H. R. 20079) granting an increase of 
pension to Richard F. Barret—to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. FRENCH: A bill (H. R. 20080) granting a pension to 
eph E. Harvey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 20081) granting an increase of 
pension to Charles Bachman—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. . 

By Mr. LINDSAY: A bill (H. R. 20082) granting an increase 


of pension to William Van Alst—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pp 


I 


enusions, 

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 20083) 
‘inting an increase of pension to William Ballard—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 20084) granting a pension 
to Nelson Yarnall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20085) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert La Fontaine—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20086) authorizing and directing the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to issue patent to John D. Sargent for lands 
embraced in his homestead entry—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

by Mr. PATTERSON of South Carolina: A bill (H. R. 
20087) granting an increase of pension to Cassia C. Tyler—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20088) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary J. Thurmond—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20089) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth Ann Langford—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 20090) granting a pension 
to Kate Wright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20091) granting an increase of pension to 
Joln A, Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REYNOLDS: A bill (H. R. 20092) for the relief of 
John A. Long—to the Committee on War Claims. 

‘iso, a bill (H. R. 20093) granting an increase of pension to 
Adam Leonard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: A bill (H. R. 20094) granting an increase 
os pension to Seth W. Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. WEISSE: A bill (H. R. 20095) granting an increase 
of pension to Ardel C. Rogers—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20096) granting a pension to Theresia 
Bell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





; PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
eapers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
By Mr. ALLEN of New Jersey: Petition of National German- 
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American Alliance, for installation of a commission to study 
the matter of immigration and formulate suggestions as to 
same—-to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. CURTIS: Petition of Atchison Council, No. 99, United 
States Travelers’ Association, against consolidation of third and 
fourth class mail matter—to the committee on the Post-Oflice 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of national executive committee 
of the German-American Alliance, for a commission to thor- 
oughly study and formulate suggestions relative to best distri- 
bution of immigrants over the country—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. DUNWELL: Petition of Charles Colna, favoring a 
ship railway across Isthmus of Panama—to the Committee 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the national executive committee of National 
German Alliance, for commission to study and report best distri 
bution of immigrants over this country—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. ELLIS: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Richard 
F. Barrett—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Petition of the National German 
Alliance, for commission to study and report on best distribu 
tion to be made of immigrants—-to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

By Mr. FLOYD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of W. H. 
Linscott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. KLEPPER: Petition of business men of Maysville, 
Stewartsville, Turney, Kearney, Eagleville, Coffeyburg, Lawson, 
Winston, Liberty, Princeton, Braymer, Pattonsburg, Mclall, 
Lathrop, Smithville, and Henry, Mo., against parcels-] 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of national executive comn 
of National German Alliance, for commission to study a1 
gest best distribution of immigrants over the country 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization 

Also, petition of W. P. Perkins, for passage of bill prohibiting 
sale of liquor in Government buildings—to the Committee on 
Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of Joseph Grosner, against the proposed 
strictive immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Immigration Restriction League, for 8. Ss. 
relative to immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Glass Bottle Blowers’ Association of Unite 
States and Canada, for the Pearre bill (H. R. 18752), relative 
to anti-injunction—to the Committee on the Judiciary 

Also, petition of International Reform Bureau, for 
closing of Jamestown Exposition—to the Committee on In- 
dustrial Arts and Expositions. 

Also, petition of Rev. William Sheafe Chase, for 
the Tirrell bill, relative to Federal laws interferin 
laws governing sale of liquor—to the Committee 
Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. MANN: Resolution of Chicago Live Stock Exchange 
relative to Federal inspection—to the Committee on Agricultu 

By Mr. MORRELL: Petitions of the Firemen of Philadelphia ; 
Division No. 71, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, and 
Enterprise Lodge, No. 75, Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen 
against antipass amendment to rate bill—to the Committee 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of South Carolina: Paper to : 
pany bill for relief of Elizabeth Ann Longlord—to the Co. 
tee on Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Cassia C. Tyler— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 
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By Mr. REYNOLDS: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Burdene Beake—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Adam Leonard—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of national executive committee « 
National German Alliance, for commission to study and report 
best distribution to be made of immigrants—to the Committee 


on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. STEENERSON: Petitions of G. A. Johnson, the Kitt- 
son County Enterprise, F. C. Johnson, J. C. Simpson, Charles 
Gustafson, and A. T. Mills, for amendment to post-office laws 
and regulations making legal all paid newspaper subscriptions— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Albert Anderson et al., for a parcels-post 
law—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of J. D. Nason, 8. N. Bagley, A. BE. McDonald, 
Cc. J. Sawbridge, and J. P. Coughlin, against the tariff on lino- 
type machines—to the Committee on Ways and Meaus. 
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By Mr. SULZER: Petitiom of national executive committee 
of National German Allianee, for commission to study and re- 
port on best distribution to: be made ef immigrants over the 
eountry—to the Committee on Lmumigration and Naturalization. 

Alse, petition of Brotherhood: of Railway Trainmen,. against 
the antipass amendment to rate’ bill—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce: 

By Mr. ZHNOR: Paper to: accompany bill for relief of James 
Allen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions; 


SENATE. 
Sarurpay, June 9, 1906. 


Prayer by Rey. CHartes Curnmperr Harr, D. D.,, of the city 
of New York. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s 
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. Gatrrneer, and by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal stands approved: 


ESTIMATE OF APPROPRIATION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate- a ecommunica- 
tion from the Postmaster-General, urging that the estimate 
heretofore submitted for a deficiency 
to meet the amount 
stamped envelopes and newspaper wrappers be considered and 
made available as promptly as pessible; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations; and erdered to be printed. 


FINDINGS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate: a communica- 
tion Rae the assistant clerk ef the Court ef Claims, transmit- 
ting a certified cepy of the findings of fact filed by the court in 
the cause of Edward W. Larabee, administrator of Stephen Lar- 
abee, deceased, and Charles H. Greenleaf, administrator of 
Amos L. Allen, deceased, v. The Wnited States; which, with the 
accompanying paper; was referred to the Committee on Claims; 
and ordered to be printed. ; 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the: as- 
sistant elerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified 
copy of the findings of fact filed by the court im the eause of 
Antoine Decuir, Joseph Auguste Deeuir, and Resa Deecuir Ma- 
cias, heirs of Antoine Deeuir, deeeased, v. The United States; 
which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the: Com- 
mittee on Clains, and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House ef Representatives, by Mr. W.. J. 
Brownrna, its Chief Clerk, anneunced that the Heuse had 
passed the bill (S. 5811) to amend seetion 3646 ef the Revised 
Statutes. of the United States as amended by the act ef Febru- 
ary 16, 1885, as. amended. by the act of February 23,. 1906, 

The message also announced that the: Heuse had passed the 
following bills with amendments; in which it requested the eon- 
eurrence of the Senate: 

$S. 4875. Am act granting am inerease of pensiom to: David 
McCredie; 


The message further announeed: that the House had. passed 


the follewing: bills ; 
Senate: 

H. R. 1148. An aet granting am increase of pensiom to Hph- 
raim D. Achey; 

H. R. 1148. 
B.. Halbert; 

H. R. 1217. 
EF. Horrall; 

H. R. 15498. 
H.. Gein: 

H. R. 1836. 
B. Thomas; 

H. R. 1871. 
Cooper ; 

H. R. 2014. 
Me€abe; 

Eh. R. 2212. 
Johnsen: 

H.R. 2315, 

H. R. 27153 
Martine; 

H. Ri. 2772: 
Cero; 

H. R. 2789: 
Johnson ; 


in which it requested the concurrence ef the 


An act granting an increase of pensiom to Marion 


An act granting an inerease of pension to Spillard 


An act granting an inerease of pension to Louis 
An act granting an. increase of pensiom to: Hiram 
An aet granting an increase of pension te Alonzo 
An act granting an inerease of pension to: Bnoeh 
An act granting an increase of pension to John B. 


An act granting a pension to Miranda Berkhead; 
Aw act granting am increase of pension to Charlier 


An act granting am inerease of pension to Bli 
An aet granting am increase ef pension to Merrill 


appropriation: ef $80;000 | 
needed to pay fer the manufacture of | 
| Hyde; 


S. 2294. An act granting a pension te Michael Reynelds; and | 
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E.R. 3338: 
ette Franks; 

H. R. 4265. 
W. Ritchie; 

H. R. 4292. 

H. R. 4659: 
Morris’; 

HE. Ri 4678.. 
Casper ; 

BH. R. 4689. 
Reeder; 

H. R. 4690) 
J. Slinger ; 

H. R. 4707. 
Pitman; 

H.. RB. 4967. 
Holeomb-; 

H. R. 5504, 

H.. R..572 
Harvey; 

H. R. 5846: 
Chandler ; 

H.R. 5943. 

H. R. 620T. 
W.. Laking; 

H.R. 6495. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Lafay- 
An act granting an inerease of pension to Amanda 


An act granting a pension to George W. Keiley 7 
Ar act. granting an inerease of pension to John F. 


An act granting an increase of pension to John F, 
An: act granting an inerease of pension to: James 
Am act granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
An act granting an inerease of pension to John H. 
An. act granting an inerease of pension to Joshua 


An act for the relief of Jesse Elliott; 
An aet granting, am inerease of pension: to. William 


An act granting an increase of pension to John M. 


An aet granting a pensien te. Helen Goll; 
An act granting an increase of pension to George 


An act granting an increase of pension to Phineas 


H.. R..6944, 
Kimball; 

H. R.. 6956. 
L.. Johnson ; 

FH. R. 7254. 
Gwin; 

Hf. R.. 7580. 
W. Stewart; 

H. R.. 7652. 
W. Timms; 

H. R. 7719. 
Fetterman ; 

H. R.. TST1. 
L.. Brown ; 

H. R. 8274. 
Slagg ; 

Hi. R. 8215. 
Palmer ; 

H. R. 8273. 
Pearson ; 

H. R. 8487. 
Callaghan; 


An act granting an increase of pension to David P. 
An act granting an inerease of pension to Henry 
An act granting an increase ef pension to Isom 
An act granting an increase of pension to James 
An act. granting an inerease of pension to Charles 
An act granting am inerease of pension. to George 
An act granting an increase of pension to Jerome 
An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
An act granting an increase of pension to Ira 
An act granting am increase of pension to John \. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Richard 
An act granting an inerease of pension to Josiah 
An act granting am increase ef pension to James 


An act granting. a pension to James W.. Russell; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


An act. granting, a pension to Ella Q, Parish ; 
An act granting an increase of pension te Dier 


. An aet granting, an inerease of pension to David 


+ An act granting a pension to Hugene A. Myers; 

ER. 11142. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
McQuade ; 

HB. R: 11488. An act granting a pension to Maria Niles; 

H.R. 11888. An act granting an inerease of pension to Heman 
A. Harris’; 

H. R. 12021. An act granting a pension to James M. Wood; 

H. R. 12100. An act granting a pension to James, Wallace 
Phillips ; 

FH. R. 12128. An act granting an increase of pension to Dennis 
A. Litzinger ; 

H. &. 12190. An act: granting an increase of pension to Milton 
R. Dungan ; 

H. R. 12339. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
i ; 


B. 


Murray ; 
Hi. R. 12482. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 


McLean ; 
HY. R. 12667. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
W. Weber ; 


H. R. 13057. An act granting an increase of pension to James 


S. Salsberry ; 


H. RB. 13318. Am act granting an increase of pension te Odom 
Butler ; 


H.R. 14444, BE SER OOD Ae An Cameron ; 
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HH. R. 14163. An act granting an increase of pension to Jerome 
Lang; 

HR. 14199. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Swing ; 
mL R 14211. An act granting an increase of pension to De- 
porah J. Pruitt; 

H. R. 14257. An act granting an increase of pension to Flem- 
ing H. Freeland ; 

H.R. 14480. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
C. Moore; 

H. R. 14537. 
B. Crawford ; 

H. R. 14680. 
son Parker ; . 
H. R. 14928. An act for the relief of F. V. Walker; 

| 


An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
An act granting an increase of pension to Samp- 


H. R. 15619. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
W. Atkinson ; 
H. R. 15620. 
D. Owens ; j 
H. R. 15713. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- | 
liam McCrea; 


An act granting an increase ef pension to David 


H. R. 15763. An act granting an increase of pension to Gain- 
ford N. Upten; 


H. R. 15856. An aet granting a pension to Gordon A. Thurber ; 


li. R. 15945. An act granting a pension to Cynthia A. Comp- | 
ton : 

fi. R. 16169. An ‘act granting a pension to Neal O’Donnel | 
Parks; 


if. R. 16211. An 
\W. Montgomery ; 

H. R. 16342. An 

H. Rh. 163897. An 
Williams ; 

Hf. R. 16411. 
Moore; 

H. R. 16593. 
M. Duffy ; 

H. R. 16575. 
Baits: 

H.R. 16741, 
<. Girvan; 

H. R. 16747. 

Hi. R. 16748. 
C. Fletcher ; 

Hi. it. 16856. 
McBride; 

H. R. 16875. 
Hart: 

H. R. 17015. 
1D). Dickey ; 

IL. R. 17266. 
W. Alspach; 

H.R. 17481. 
worth; 

H.R. 17661. 
A. I iley; 

H.R. 17675. 
M. Sees: 

Hi. R. 17691. 
W. Henrie; 
- H.R. 17732, An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Seott; 


os a An aet granting an increase of pension to Charles 
. Sexton; 
H. R. 17874. 
anna Hughes; 
il. R. 17918. An act granting a pension to Walter S, Harman; 


. H. R. 18018, An act granting an increase of pension to David 
Vans ; 


ewe An act granting an increase of pension to John 
. Webb; 


il. Xt. 18066. An act granting an increase of pension to Alex- 
ander M. Fergus; 
a. f. 18113. An act granting an inerease of pension to Louisa 
« HLS 5 
one 18193. An act granting an increase of pension to Walden 
act granting an increase of pension to John 
act granting an increase of pension to Catha- 


H. R. 18214, An 
act granting an increase of pension to John N. 


act granting an increase of pension to John 


act granting a pension to Matilda Foster ; 

act granting an increase of pension to Allie 
An act granting an increase of pension to Newton | 
An act granting an increase of pension to Bridget | 
An act granting a pension to Taylor Bates, alias 
An act granting an increase of pension to William | 


An 
An 


act granting a pension to Sherman Jacobs ; 
act granting an increase of pension to Lucius 


An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 


An act granting an increase of pension to John K. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Osbert 


An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 


An act granting a pension to Eliza F. Wads- | 
An act granting an increase of pension to Mary | 
An act granting an increase of pension to Jonas | 
An act granting an increase of pension to George 


Ingram; 
H. R. 18227, An 
rine F. Fitzgerald ; 


H. R. 18843. An 
Oliver ; 


on An act granting an increase of pension to Rudolph 
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' A. Maher ; 


An act granting an increase of pension to Rose- | liam C. Hoover; 
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H. R. 18403. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Jane Ragan; 

H. R. 18429. An act granting an increase of pension to David 
Mitchell ; 

H. R. 18432. An act granting an increase of pension to David 
Dirck ; 

H. R. 18493. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
H. Reeder ; 


H. R. 18543. 
M. Follin; 

H. R. 18544. 
W. Coates; 


An act granting an increase of pension to James 


An act granting an increase of pension to Joln 


H. R. 18545. An act granting an increase of pension to David 
Upham ; 
H. R. 18601. An act granting an increase of pension to Ed- 


ward A. Barnes; 


H. R. 18606. An act granting an increase of pension to Maria 


H. R. 18657. An act granting an increase of pension to Nich 
las Schue ; 
H. R. 18685. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis 
| G. Fuller; 
| H.R. 18705. An act granting an increase of pension to Thor 
| T. Page; 
H. R. 18769. An act granting an increase of pension to Louisa 


Story ; 

H. R. 18816. 
Wetherby ;: 

H. R. 18860. An 
drew J. Anderson ; 

H. R. 19033. An 
S. Rockwood ; 

H. R. 19035. 
Morgan ; 

H. R. 19067. 
J. Smith ; 

H. R. 19080. 
erick Fienop ; 

H. R. 19091. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Harriet 


act granting an increase of pension to 
act granting an increase of pension to Mor 


An Moore 


act granting a pension to Elizabeth 


AI 


~ 


act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
An act granting an increase of pension to Fred- 


An act granting an increase of pension to Ernst 


| Langeneck ; 


H. R. 19100. An act granting an increase of pension to Asa G. 


| Brooks ; 


H. R. 19101. 
C. A. Scott ; 

H. R. 19105. An 
liam H. Moser ; 

H. R. 19118. An act granting an increase of pension to Effing- 
ham Vanderburgh ; 

H. R. 19119. An act granting an increase of pension to Susan 
M. Osborn ; 

H. R. 19161. An 
cus D. Tenney ; 

H. R. 19162. An 
Van Tine; 

H. R. 19963. An 
garet Munson ; 

H. R. 19174. An 
tha A. Billings; 

H. R. 19215. An 
Lingenfelder ; 

H. R. 19241. An 
A. Conant ; 

H. R. 19245. An 


An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 


act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 


act granting an increase of pension to Mur- 
act granting.an increase of pension to Charles 
act granting an increase of pension to Mar 
act granting an increase of pension to Mar 
act granting an ipcrease of pension to Jolin 
act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
act granting an increase of pension to Wil 
H. R. 19256. An 


J. Birthright ; 
H. R. 19293, An 


act granting an increase of pension to Louisa 


act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 


| liam Colvin ; 


H. R. 19298. An 
Crabtree ; 

H. R. 19300. An act granting an increase of pension to 
Easley ; 

H. R. 19317. An act granting an increase of pension to Sa 


act granting an increase of pension to Job B. 


-| mantha B. Marshall; 


H. R. 19318. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 


H. R. 19320. An act granting an increase of pension to Louise 
J. Pratt ; 

H. R. 19221 
BE. Turner ; 

H. R. 19322. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Isabella Rykard; 


. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 


8140 


H. R. 19323. 
lando L. Levy; 

H. R. 19324. 
M. Long; 

H. R. 19325. An ac 
Oppel ; 

H. R. 19326, 
garet R. Vz 

H. R. 19337. 
beth C. Ke 

H. R, 193% 

H. R. 193857. An 
Lamar Walker; 

H. R. 19359. An 
Brader ; 

H. R. 19389. 
Marquis; 

H. R. 19404. 
S. Falkenburg ; 

H. R. 19415. 
Ann Reavis; 

H. R. 19416. 
tonio Macello; 

H. R. 19462. 
Fox: 

H. R. 19463. 
L. Patterson ; 

H. R. 19483. 

H. R. 19508. 
S. Jones; 

H. R. 19504. An 
garet E. Walker; 

H. R. 19511. An 
ander Dixson; 

H. R. 19514. 
H. Stimpson ; 

H. R. 19528. 
beth Maddox ; 

H. R. 19529. An act 
Elizabeth Hutcheson ; 

H. R. 19530. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
P. Gray; 

H. R. 19533. 
A. Hall; 

H. R. 19534. 
Ressequie ; 

H. R. 19538. Ar 
Jane Dougherty ; 

H. R. 19587. An 
Ann Jones; 

H. R. 19601, An 
B. Kingsbury ; 

H. R. 19604. An 
erley McK. Lacey ; 

H. R. 19626. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Campbell ; 

H. R. 19659. An 
garet S. Miller; 

H. R. 19662. An 
Kircher ; 

H. R. 19670. 

H. R. 19686. 
S. Rarick; 

H. R. 19748. 
MeMichael ; 

H. R. 19744. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
Casper Homan Hummel, alias George C. Homan; 

H.R. 19819. An act granting an increase of pension to Jo- 
hanna Kearney ; 

H. R. 19889. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
M. Melson; 

H. R. 19922. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
A. Sutherland; and 

H. R. 19926. An act granting an increase of pension to An-. 
drew Leopold. 

Subsequently, the foregoing pension bills were severally read 
twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were there- 
upon signed by the Vice-President: 

S. 2418. An act to enable the Indians allotted lands in sey- 
eralty within the boundaries of drainage district No. 1, in 


An act granting an increase of pension to Or- 


An act granting an increase of pension to Susan 


granting an increaseof pension to George 
An act 


Diver; 
An ¢ 


granting an increase of pension to Mar- 


granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 


1edy 


2. An act granting 


an increase of pension to Philip 


act granting an increase of pension to Anna 


act granting an increase of pension to Levi 


An act granting an increase of pension to Lewis 


An granting an increase of pension to Elias 


An granting an increase of pension to Sara 


An granting 


an increase of pension to An- 


An act granting an increase of pension to Emily 


An act granting an increase of pension to Emma 


act 
act 


An 
An 


granting 
granting 


a pension to Lydia A. Patnaude; 
an increase of pension to David 
act 


granting an increase of pension to Mar- 


act granting an increase of pension to Alex- 


An act granting an increase of pension to James 


An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 


granting an increase of pension to Nancy 
An act 


granting an increase of pension to Mary 


An act granting an increase of pension to Noah 
act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 


act granting an increase of pension to Martha 


act granting an increase of pension to Bev- 


act granting an increase of pension to Mar- 
act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 


An 
An 


act granting a pension to Maria Rogers; 
act granting an increase of pension to Orin 


An act granting an increase of pension to W. P. 
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act granting an increase of pension to John | 
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Richardson County, Nebr., to protect their lands from grer- 
flow, and for the segregation of such of said Indians from their 
tribal relations as may be expedient, and for other purposes. 

8. 5357. An act permitting the building of a dam across the 
Mississippi River above the village of Monticello, Wright 
County, Minn; and 

H. R. 8410. An act to authorize the Charleston Light and 
Water Company to construct and maintain a dam across Goose 
Creek, in Berkley County, in the State of South Carolina. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SPOONER presented a petition of the District Conven- 
tion of Congregational Churches, held at Racine, Wis., praying 
for the enactment of legislation providing for the closing on 
Sunday of the Jamestown Exposition; which was referred to 
the Select Committee on Industrial Expositions. 

Mr. FLINT presented memorials of sundry railroad employees 
of Oakland, Kern City, Truckee, Sacramento, Bakersfield, San 
Bernardino, Needles, San ‘Diego, San Luis Obispo, San Francisco, 
and Los Angeles, all in the State of California; of Chicago, 
Ill., and of Memphis, Tenn., remonstrating against the adoption 
of a certain amendment to the so-called “railroad rate bill” 
prohibiting the issuance of passes to railroad employees and 
their families; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. KNOX presented memorials of sundry railroad employees 
of Renovo, Pittston, Bellwood, Dubois, and Altoona, and of 
sundry employees of the Pennsylvania lines west of Pittsburg, 
all in the State of Pennsylvania, remonstrating against the 
adoption of a certain amendment to the so-called “ railroad rate 
bill” prohibiting the issuance of passes to railroad employees 
and their families; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. STONE presented petitions of L. L. Sullins, editor Rustler, 
Russellville; C. 8. Dragoo, editor Journal, Rockport; C. C. 
Mitchim, editor Press, De Soto; J. E. Dismukes, editor Demo- 
crat, Salisbury; Concordia Publishing House, St. Louis; Oliver 
Chilton, editor Current Local, Van Buren; J. W. Morris, editor 
Wave, Hopkins; Lawrence Gelweer, publisher Architect and 
Builder, Kansas City; Miss Anna Coen, editor Herald, Buck- 
lin; J. H. Kohrs, editor Times, Billings; O. C. Williams, editor 
Record, Benton; G. B. Cowley, editor The Chief, Cowgill; 
W. G. Warner, editor Leader, Lamar; W. C. Long, editor Owl, 
Stamberry ; Ernest BE. Smith, editor Daily Record, Kansas City ; 
and Cyrus H. Ray, Purdy, all in the State of Missouri, praying 
for certain amendments to the postal laws regulating publica- 
tions admitted to the second class; which were referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. LODGE presented a memorial of Brotherhood of Rail- 
road Trainmen, No. 336, of Pittsfield, Mass., remonstrating 
against the adoption of a certain amendment to the so-called 
“railroad rate bill” prohibiting the issuance of passes to rail- 
road employees and their families; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a memorial of Trainmen’s Lodge of 
Kern, Cal., remonstrating against the adoption of a certain 
amendment to the so-called “ railroad rate bill” prohibiting the 
issuance of passes to railroad employees and their families; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. ALLEE presented memorials of sundry employees of the 


| Pennsylvania Railroad Company, of Wilmington, Del., remon- 


strating against the adoption of a certain amendment to the 
so-called “ railroad rate bill” prohibiting the issuance of passes 
to railroad employees and their families; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of sundry citizens of Minne- 
apolis, Minn., praying for the passage of the so-called “ free 
alcohol bill; ” which was ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HALE. I am directed by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 19264) making ap- 
propriations for the diplomatic and consular service for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1907, to report it with amendments, 
and I submit a report thereon. I give notice that I shall try 
to get the bill up the first thing on Monday morning. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. DOLLIVER, from the Committee on Education and Labor, 
to whom were referred the following bills, reported them sever- 
ally without amendment, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (8. 5469) to authorize the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor to investigate and report upon the industrial, social, 
moral, educational, and physical condition of woman and child 
workers in the United States; and 

A bill (8. 5133) to promote the safety of employees and trav- 
elers upon railroads by limiting the hours of service of employ- 
ees thereon. 





1906. 





Mr. KNOX, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 18330) transferring the county of 
Clinton, in the State of Iowa, from the northern judicial dis- 
trict of Iowa to the southern judicial district of Iowa, reported 
it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Fisheries, to whom 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13543) for the protec- 
tion and regulation of the fisheries of Alaska, reported it with 
an amendment. 

Mr. GEARIN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 19255) granting an increase of pension to John 
Bradford; and 

A bill (H. R. 14930) granting a pension to Mary Whisler. 

CROW WING RIVER DAM, MINNESOTA. 

Mr. NELSON. I am directed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 17881) permitting the 
building of a dam across the Crow Wing River between the 
counties of Morrison and Cass, State of Minnesota, to report it 
favorably without amendment, and I ask for its present con- 
sideration. 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, 
the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its con- 
sideration. 

'rhe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. MALLORY introduced a bill (S. 6414) granting a pen- 
sion to Daniel Cannon; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Mr. DICK introduced a bill (S. 6415) granting an increase of | 


pension to Henry M. MeMachan; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PILES introduced a bill (S. 6416) for the relief of cer- 
tain officers of the Signal Service; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Conunit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. KNOX introduced a bill (S. 6417) to amend “An act to 

rovide for refunding taxes paid upon legacies and bequests for 
uses of a religious, charitable, or educational character, for the 
encouragement of art, and so forth, under the act of June 13, 
1898, and for other purposes,” approved June 27, 1902; which 


; read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on | 


Finanee. 


Mr. CLAPP introduced a bill (S. 6418) to establish an addi- 
tional recording district in Indian Territory; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Mr. PETTUS introduced a bill (S. 6419) for the relief of the 
Chestnut Grove Church, of Decatur, Ala.; which was read twice 


by its title, and, with the agqgcompanying paper, referred to the | 


Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming introduced a bill (S. 6420) to pro- 
vide for the acknowledgment of deeds and other instruments 
in Guam, Samoa, and the Panama Canal Zone to affect lands 
in the District of Columbia and the Territories ; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

AMENDMENTS TO SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment proposing to ap- 
propriate $10,000 for designs for a memorial in the Vicksburg 
National Military Park, commemorating the services of the 
{ nion Navy in the western waters during the civil war, ete., 
intended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation 


bill; which was ordered to be printed, and, with the accompany- | 


ing paper, referred to t? + Committee on Appropriations. 
Mr. W ETMORE SVumiltted an amendment proposing to ap- 
propriate $225,000 for astructing a steam revenue cutter to be 


stationed at Newport, &. I., intended to be proposed by him to | 


the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was ordered to be 
printed, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Mr. TELLER submitted an amendment prom--’_g to amend 
section 4 of the act approved April 26, 1906, relative to the 
reexamination of the enrollment records of the Five Civilized 
Tribes of Indians, intended to be proposed by him to the sundry 
civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


- Sirtaueneeee OF POSTMASTERS IN TEXAS. 
. RSON submitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads: 


Resolved, That the Seeretary of the Treasury be, and he is h 
5 by, 
directed to have stated in the Sixth Auditor's Oilice the salary ac. 














Si4l 























counts of former postmasters, named op annexed memorandum sched.Ve 
who served at post-offices in Texas in terms between July 1, 1864, and 
July 1, 1874, and who applied to the Postmaster General prior to 
January 1, 1887, for payment of increased salary under the act of 
March 3, 1883, such salary accounts to be stated upon the registered 
returns of each postmaster for each term of service sp on 
memorandum schedule hereto attached, and by the method and rule 
laid down by the Postmaster-General for the statement and payment 
of salary accounts of former postmasters under the act of Maren 3. 
1883, in his public order of February 16, 1884, directing payment of 
salaries by commissions and box rents, less the salaries paid at time of 
service; and to enable the Secretary of the Treasury the be r to 
comply with this resolution, the Postmaster-General is hereby d ¥ 
to turn over to the Sixth Auditor all the data now in his hands p 
taining to each and every such claim specified on the memorandum 
schedule hereto attached; and the Secretary of the Treasury I , 
directed to report to the Senate such stated salary accounts of for 
postmasters as soon as they can be made ready. 
Memorandum schedule, Texas. 
— =e - 
| When | 
|} pre- | 
jSentec| Riennial | Esti- Est Esti 
i bo jonws . inate pe 
neh “a i | Dont vermin mateol ¢ ‘ 
si 2 | ~=Postmaster. Risen which sal-| whole | Eas . 
| Gen. ry is not) salary | oar y 
|) 6paid. jearned.| 4° : 
oe paid pa 
ment. | 
I et se Benj. T. Tipton 1885 1870-1872 $135 e4 gil) 
Alleyton ........ H. Gaedcke __.. 1885 | 1868-1870 175 lt an 
BS dems onal T.W.Thompson.| 1885 1872-1874 250 2) 0 
| Alvarado....... John J. Ramsey 1886 1872-1874 100 5 
Anderson ...-.... Thos. Reiling -- 1883 1866-1868 {80 »m) i) 
| Aransas .......-.- W.R. Hay .. .| 1884 1870-1874 100 $ 
PEGI, dion na noan Jeff. E. Thomp- | 1883 1870-1872 | 340 ate 252 
son 
pO | Rae John D. Mason...} 18838 1868-1870 70 *) 
Eads nance ia AN hittin ce } 1883 | 1870-1872 | 125 5 m5 
ee ..do ate | 1883 1872-1874 200 LM 
Bandera. ........ Chas.Schmidtke 1885 1872-1874 68 » 14 
| Banquete-.......-. Mary A. Madray 1886 1868-1872 56 24 
Bastrop ......... Chas. Wertzmer LS86 1S66-18¢ 1, 257 bint 1 
Beeville _.... _..| T. R. Atkins...._| 1886 | 1868 1 6 
Beliville._........ Wm. Alexander .| 1886 1870-1872 50 7 
Belmont........- John B. Chester .| 1585 1870-1872 820 0) 
OS ee Harvey S. Webb RRB | i870 | 1,240 R59 | 
Do...........| W. A. Miller 884 | 1866-1868} 840 441 
Ben Franklin ...; H. M. Taylor S84 1872-127 r { if} 
Birdville - sab T. Bapaisty...-.. } 1884 1874 | 64 4 1) 
Black Jack) W.A. Green 1885 1866-1868 63 5 
Grove. i 
ik en 8 | RR is S70 112 « ) 
a iin sks nes Jno.M.Comparet|} 1884 1872-1874 175 
a aes M. F. Bell........| 188 l 68 ‘ 4 
a Ce aes cond JRA5 l TO | l 
BN NS ki Somes do | 1885 1870-1872 | m 
a do . oe 1872-1874 lt 
Blossom Prairie.| Jas. jordan 1885 i2 2 ; 
Boerne ..........| J. G@. O'Grady 1886 l 9 { 5 
EP adn ....| Bertha Staffel 1S84 1870 5 lf 
Bonham .....-... T. H. Lydston Ise 1870 2 1,450 } 
Boston........... M. J. Odell 1885 | 1 ) 94 { 
| a ae a 1885 ] , {45 : 
Brenham -....-.. D. A. Allen .. 1884 ] 3, 200) 0 
ee tie a ee sie 1Ss4 Is } +. 700 
Buena Vista. _... Ransom Wheeler! 1886 | 70 6 } 
MP UNOGS 6 ca sesne Mrs. M. E.Coffee 1885 l mt { 
i do ia 1885 lt { (x) ] ) 
a ae H. Knittel .| 7885 l 2 3M 
Caldwell ......-.- Thos. F. Hudson 1885 18 311 ! 
Do ites ares 1885 ] 0 Rr} 
ee ee M. H. Addison ]8S4 l i4 550 } 
Calvert ....c.<s.. P. W. Hall 1883 18 ISTO 1,100 0 
Cameron -.......- Porter Rice --=} 1886 l 80 ; 
i Do W. K. Homan | 188 l i 8 , 
MN ae So do... } 7&85 | 2 iw) ) 
i Ee ee Julius Glatz 1886 1s 8 74 ; 
I tee ca nea > ISS86 ] J Leif ‘ 
SUNN itis. ciaa F. M. Hobbs -. 1885 is B i 
Carolina........-. Edward H 1886 1870-1872 06 
Featherston 
Cartersville .....| H.C. Vardy......| 1886 LS68-1870 R8 ai) 
| ae hs = Ais neal 1886 1870-1872 s } 
Castroville ...... Jno. Vance -- 1886 185G-1868 2K 13 62 
I i a ia ae eee 1886 | 1868-1870 | 206 188 5 
I i 5 le stl Cit etn te o 1R8G lf 1872 371 Pu > 
Cedar Grove ....| W. F. McGuire 1885 | 1 1S72 LOG 24 2 
| Cedar Hill. -...... — E. .Merri- 1885 1868-1870 v4 s ; 
field. | 
I i cleats 3enjamin Hark- | 1885 | 1866-1868 60 9 
/ ness. ' | 
Rach weuaed — 1885 1868-1870 | lil > } 
Centerville --.... H. M. Cook ...... 1883 | 1870-182 235 163 72 
Re Si ee 1885 1866-1868 | 444 yin) 14 
OE Soy | SS ae | 1885 1870-1872 | 9235, , 
Chapel Hill...... J. $. Haller ...... | 1885 | 1870-1872 | 650 500 150 
Charleston ...... Z. R. Terrell.....| 1886 1870-1872 | &3 { “Bg 
Chatfield _....... Wm. M. Molloy i 1885 | 18;0-1872| 155 16 20 
Cherry Springs _| Christian Kothe_| 1886 1866-1868 | 29 10 19 
Clarksville ......| Mary W.Donoho | 1885 1866-1868 292 &5 27 
Cleburne ........| Sol Lockett ......| 1886 1870-1872 | 1,200 5OU) TOO 
Do ...........| B. S. Greenham | 1884 1868-1870 450) 24 4%} 
BO etic et sins | Benj. F. Harris..| 1884 | 1872-1874 | 150 
IE fi cisiwoiti F.¥ Browning __| 188 | 1870-1872 160 16 144 
Cold Spring.....| J. N. Harris -....- | 1885 | 1870-1872} 380 200 180 
lumbia ....... 2 oe iibaip | 1885 | 1868-1870 481 421 61 
ae a. =: RRS Ry R72 € e4 
Do |al5 Roberts... 186 | Isoeiws| 435| 20| 1% 
Secces ccces = Bese O~ «~~~ | Hs ne . | AK } “> 
Wi givin Bslasa | J.P. Underwood.} 1886 | 1870-1872 225 | 180 | 45 
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Memorandum schedule, Tewas—Continued. 





Columbus 

Do 
Coman 
UGG TOTS.. <kcs «ce 

eee cn haunieae 
Content 

Do 

Do- 

Do. ‘ 
Corpus Christi 
Cottongin 

Do 
Courtney ....... 

Do 
Do 
Crockett 

Do 


“W.J. Callay 


Postmaster. 


do .. he 
T. J. Nabors.___- 
F, Hardenbrock . 
nine 
F.B ett cher 


do 


Sar 


M.E.! I “ 
Mattie F icklin 
Edwara‘srinnez. 
ao occews 
away 
Mark Miller 


do 


Do. acy ete 


Cuer 


Cummings 


Cuthand 
Daing 


Do. 
Dallas 
Decatur 
Denton 

Do 

Do 
Eagle I 


Do. 
El Pass 
D 
Ennis —_— 
Faye tte ‘ville. 


Fincast] 
Flatonia 
Do. 
Florence 
Do. : ° 
Fort Quitman... 
Fort Worth 
Do 
Do 
Freder 
Do ha 
Fr elsburg ......- 
Do 


ickuburg: 
Gainesy 


Gatesville 
Georgetown -... 
cei ak wiles 

I cl lela 
Goliad 

Pace dies 
Granbuz y. 

Do 

ante ato 
Gray Rock 
Greenville 
Hackberry 
Harmony 
Harris 

elena 

Helotes 
Hempst« ad. 

BP aint a 

Do. 

Do 
Hickory Hill . 

Do 


burg .... 


Hockley 

Do.. 
Honey Grove...- 
Hopkinsville .. 
Huntsville 
Hutchins ........ 
Independence. -- 

0... 

Indianola 
Industry -....... 

ee. bs ee 
Jacksonboro .... 
Jacksboro. ...... 
Jamestown 
Jefferson 


Jasper 

Kaufman. 
1 Beant 

Ker as ille.. 


Ez poxvilis 
Do 


erfield .._- 


“Wm 


| Frat ok C 


| P.H 


.| Henry ¢ 
Mathew Malsch - 


as 


.| Jesse F 
J.B. Car .......3 
| W.H.B. Orr 
i W.L. Fainbrough) 
.| Chas. Mueller _... 
.| T.G. Patrick 

| A.B. Coggshall _. 
do 

-| D. L. Hendriks .c 


stead do - 
| Jas. Horman 


R r cain. ~ 
John A. McKen- 


ney. 


Ww. L.. Garvin..../ 


John T. Turren- | 
tin. 
I oi 

Jon es 


H. M. Hardwick. 


John Stanfield. __| 


do 


L: M. Pry... 
Geo. Enderle -.. 


40. 


easels 
Edv ard ‘Stine eal 
Re inet r  Zimmer- 
men. 
B. P. Adams....- 
F. W. Flato. 
do... 

Smith Brown.- 
Adams. ...- 


G. W Wahl 


+P. Bowdry - 


Cc TL yachx 


Aug 


ie Li chte 


ae ann i) 
Luther M. Allen_| 


J.B. Napier .....-| 


‘E. H. Napier 
..| Lucius McCain -.! 


C. H. Baker 


C. Fornwalt..-! 


Mrs. A. Newhams) 


Josiah Paul 
L. B. Russell 


Wm.Ahrenbeck. 


'. Nutt ...-] 
| J.C. Haynes .-..- 


When 
pre- 
jon Biennial | Esti- 
Post- 
mastet- 
| Gen- j 
eral for} 
| pay- | 
ment. | 
| 


Esti- 


term in ‘mateof| a 


which sal-- wholé 
ary is not salary | — 
‘paid. jearned,| oa 


1885 | 1866-1868 
1885 | 1868-1870 | 
1285 | 1870-1872 
1886 | 1866-1858 | 
1886 | 1868-1870 
1885 | 1866-1868 | 
1885 1868-1870 
1885 1870-1872 | 
1885 | 1872-1874 | 
1885 1866 1868 
1886 | 1870-1872 | 
1885 «| 1866-1868 
1885 1868-1870 | 
188 | 1870-1872 
1884 | 1872-1874 
1885 | 1870-1872 
788 | 1872-1874 
LSRD 1566-1868 | 
1886 | 1872-1874 
1886 | 1868-1870 | 





1868-1870 
1868-1870 


1886 
1885 


TS85 
1885 
1885 
1885 
TRSS 
1883 
1886 
1886 
1886 
1854 
18838 
N54 
1885 


| 1870-1872 
| 1870-1872 
1870-1872 
1870-1872 | 
1872-1874 | 
1866-1868 
1866-1868 | 
1868-1870 | 
| 1868—1870 
| 1872-1874 | 
| 1868-1870 | 
1872-1874 | 
| 1866-1868 | 


1870-1874 | 
1870-1872 
1872-1874 
1866—L&68 | 
1870-1872 
1868-1870 
1872-1874 | 
1866-1868 
1870-1872 
1868-1870 
1566-1868 
1896-1838 | 
1868-1870 
| 1866-1868 | 
1868-1870 | 
| 1870-1872 
| 1872-1874 
| 1870-1872 | 
| 1870-1872 | 
1872-1874 
| 1866-1868 
| 1870-1872 4 
| 1872-1874 
| 1870-1872 | 
1872-1874 | 
1872-1874 | 
1870-1872 | 
1868-1870 
| 1868-1870 | 
1968-1870 
1870-1872 | 
| 1868-1870 | 
1872-1874 
1866-1868 
| 1868-1870 
| 1868-1870 | 
1870-1872 | 
1868-1870 
1870-1872 i 


1886 
184 
Teed 
1884 
1884 
1885 
1884 
1886 
1886 
1885 
Tass 
1885 
1885 
1886 
1886 
1886 
1886 
1884 
1se4 
1884 
1885 
1885 
1884 
1584 
1885 
1885 
1885 








Geo. A. Dailey - -. 


..| Jas. Taylor 


E. FP. Jose 
M. O. Bledsoe .... 
C. Heidenheimer 


“Julius Wagner -- 
G. _ 


Louisa J. a 
John L. Bacon .. 


1866-1868 
1872-1874 
1868-1870 
1870-1872 
1868-1870 
1866-1868 
| 1870-1872 
1872-1874 
1868-1870 





+ 


reeSbheiece® 


4 
916 
; | 


2 | Menardsville....| 


axseSieleehisske? 
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Peter. Johnson .- 
ce Markward. 


Liberty Hill 
Linden "| Andrew Nelson - 
Livingston | John Herring... 
Lockhart Cham eon 
Do J W. Laney 
| J. M. Sayles 
| T. a Landon. .... 
do 


| Longview. Sew 
| ees hburg 
Do 


McKinney | Jos. I. Chastain _- 
Ds cis kd alae s ment 
Do | Jos. W. Thomas - 


| Madisonville..._| R. Mahorner 


ee. 
| Moscow 
| Mountain City -- 


ee 4 Pleasant. 





| Bony. F. ua es 
Wm. ween jr. 
, My oe 
| $. W. Billingslee. 
| John J. Marshall 
| Thos. L. Scruggs 
| J. W. McRae 
| Sol Bergman 
A. B. Cross- 
thwaite. 
8. P. Adam3...... 
-| a ¥. Berry-.. 


| Verplan K. Ack- 
erman. 

New Braunfels..| C. H. Holtz 

New Waverly ._.| Wm. Whitley ---. 
Nockenut .......| P. W. Heblee .--- 


Norman Hill --_.| Ole Cannteson..- 
. - 


Palestine 
| Do 





tas . Scott .... 

Geo. D. Kelley __- 

Thos, Cuthbert- 
son 


Do cnwewcccee 


Mattison A. Dale 
E. Thompson -... 





Coleman Lyons... 


4 | Port Lavacca__.-| Franklin u- 


mont. 
Prairieville......| James Boulden.. 
° 


D.. wc ewewesnclocee 


Rusk -...........) Jos. W. Vining -. 
Do 


ween mew wwe lone ee 


When 
pre- 
sented 


Biennial 
term in 


Esti- 
mateof 


‘lary is not! salary 


| 1868-1870 


paid. earned | S#la 


1870-1872 
1872-1874 
1868-1870 
1870-1872 
1870-1872 
1870-1872 
1866-1868 
1868-1870 
1870-1872 
1870-1872 
1870-1872 
1868-1870 
1866-1868 
1872-1874 


1872-1874 
1870-1872 
1870-1872 
1872-1874 
1866-1868 
1872-1874 





1866-1868 
1872 1874 ; 
1866-1868 
1872-1874 
1866-1858 
1870-1872. 
1870-1872 
1868-1870 
1870-1872 | 
1872-1874 


1870-1872 
1868-1870 


1870-1872 
1868-1870 | 
1870-1872 | 
1870-1872 
1866-1868 


1866-1868 
1872-1874 
1870-1872 
1866-1868 
1868-1870 | 
1870-1872 | 
1866-1863 
1879-1872 
1870-1872 
1868-1870 


1872-1874 
1866-1868 | 
1868-1870 

1868-1870 
1870-1872 


1870-1872 
1868-1870 
1872-1874 | 
1872-1874 
1866-1858 


1868-1870 
1872-1874 
1868-1870 
1870-1872 
1866-1868 


1870-1872 
1872-1874 
1870-1872 
1866-1888 
1868-1870 
1872-1874 
1868-1870 





eles 2 


— TO 
eke 


GELASSESZASS 
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Sood 
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Esti- | Esti- 
as ye 







































Post-office in which sal-| whole 
Texas. Postmaster: jason ary is not = ote | salary 
pai - al id. id 
paid. | paid. 
San stine..| A. E. Baker ..-..- | 1868-1870 $380 $198 
Sand File. tine--| Mire. M. H. Parc | 1868-1870 | ” 58 14 
hurst. } 
5g ieg _| Jas. O. Luby-.-.-- 1868-1870 24 13 
Se Do ee) ee i 1872-1874 48 32 
Sandy Point....-| Wm. Hiehardson |. 10. | 100-18 ml of 

“De sie Chas. Love. .-...- . oF 
san Marcos O. J. Driskell ...-| 1866-1868 50 90 
fone Aifred Von Stein. 1870-1872 500 850 

Do ..ccsannaeeaesaal led cane | 1872-1874 1,000 200 

Decas Geo. W. Donald- 1866-1868 94 156 
San Saba ....--.- J. riy ee 1885 | 1872-1874 400 200 200 
Scyene ..<<aese — Sica 1870-1872 110 40 i 

Julius Wi r.. 1872-1874 300 | 1,180 120 

John Dorchester 1868-1870 582 760 822 

anand BE. isdainied 1870-1872 600 | 1,920 680 

Seika do ......--..-.| 1884 | 1872-1874 500 | 3,000) 1,500 

_.-..-.| Wm. L. Taylor... 1866-1868 | 730 285 445 

Sr otha ‘Jd......| DessieK.Houston 1868-1870 | 255 150 105 
a REE a NR RN 1870-1872 550 | =. 380 170 
Epring s Hili......| A-Hamsom...... | 1866-1568 74 22 52 

DO ...cssaceae Soe Cs ire panei | 1868-1870 60 20 40 

Do... cae | E.J. Ward -.....- | 1870-1872 142 40 102 

De. .1c ae Bn inch n cb 1872-1874 | 180 142 38 
Sulphur Springs | Daniel Gunn .... 1870-1872 | 535 388 Mi 
Sweet Home sinha Clement Foster .. 1870-1872 236 | 179 5 
Tex 5. J. Bracken- | 1884 | 1870-1872| 220| 188 32 

ridge. ; 

Bo: .:, aaa ee ee ae | 4e72-1874| 300) 240 60 
Tow: .--ss0| 8-C., Dyer ........ : 1885 | 1870-1872) 122 24 108 
Tyler __....| dohn Flynne....- | 3885 | 1870-1872! 2,400| 1,720 680 
Valley ..-sssscu | Geo. . Bergtold. ...| 1886 | 1868-1870 | 57 24 33 

Do _...accsecelept anne cael 1886 | 1870-1872 91 57 34 
Valley Mills.....] A. 7 “Barnett....| 1888 | 1872-1874 200 150 50 

ho .... tee LT. O’Bryan ..._| 1885 1868-1870 150 | 48 102 
Victoria ...5.cc<6 Henry F.Kuhne_| 1885 | 1870-1872 | 2,200} 1,629 571 
Wad 52:..cseue | Isaac H. Caldwell) 1885 | 1870-1872 |...) 250 

Do .....-.....| N. W. Harris ....| 1885 | 1866-1868 | 2,740/| 2,000 740 

Do __.... -ckae ial eieaeted 1885 | 1868-1870 |..." .__. es 200 
Washinzton....- J. Alexander _...| 1885 | 1866-1868 | 330 | 240 90 
hae Tpammescnes = tees | iecsaere | aa "S0] abo 

Do nail m nig 7 2 

Do ..:..-ssualeaea anal | 1885 | 1870-1872 | 1,440 800 640 

Do > .itsaal [oe CY gn eee | 1885 | 1872-1874 | 1,880 | 1,680 200 

Do cae | Harlan Rowan _.| 1885 | atone 487 2R7 200 

Do... - sui pelea | 1885 | 1868-1870) 445 389 36 
Weatherford. tN | John "Sista ----| 3885 1866-1868 896 | 600 296 
Webb rville ----| J.§.Flaniken....| 1886 | 1870-1872 300 | B20 80 
Weston..........| A.L. Patterson ..| 1885 | 1870-1872 | 190 113 77 
Wharton .......- J.R. Minnis. ..... | 1885 | 1866-1868 210 44 166 
White Oai-.--| ie Merrell-----| se6 | 1s08-1800 |" |S “66 
White Rock..... D.C. Keanedy | 1886 | 1870-1872 119| 9% B 

si | ig 1872-1874 160| 198 32 

y 1872-1874 700; 480 220 

Wit 7985 | 1866-1868] 118; 20 98 

Woodville. ...... W.G. - MeDaniei.| Test | 1870-1872/ 122) 76 46 

° DO. --nccck eee 1884 | 1872-1874 180; 144 36 

Yorktown ...... Saas Gugen- | 1884 | 1866-1868 320; 260) 60 

heimer. | | Y 

Do: ae be hetllebiprennainine 1884 | 1870-1872 350 280 i0 

nein i | } i 





©OM MITTEE SERVICE. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, I am directed to ask that 
the senior Senator from Texas [Mr. CuLtBerson] be assigned to 
the vacancy on the minority side of the Committee on Inter- 
oceanic Canals, in place of the late Senator from Maryland, 
Mr. Gorman. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Kentucky? The Chair hears none, and it is 
so ordered. 

HOUSE BILLS REVERRED. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Commitee on Military Affairs: 

Hi. R. 5504. An act for the relief of Jesse Elliott; and 

H. R. 14928, An act for the relief of F. V. Walker. 

MICHAEL REYNOLDS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2294) 
granting a pension to Michael Reynolds; which was, in line 8, 
ae the word “dollars,” to strike out “twelve” and insert 

Mr. McCUMBER. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendment of the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 


DAVID M’CREDIE. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 
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Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent that the District 
of Columbia appropriation bill be taken up for consideration. 

Mr. BURKETT. Let me ask the Senator from New Hamp 
shire if he is not willing that we should complete the school 

| bill before going on with the appropriation bill‘ 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am quite willing that the Senato 

| should complete it when we get the appropriation bill through, 
which I hope will be very soon. [I will help the Senator then 
to get up the school bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the re 
made by the Senator from New Hampshire? The Chair hears 
none, and the District of Columbia appropriation bill is before 
the Senate. 

YOSEMITE VALLEY GRANT AND MARIPOSA BIG TREE GROV! 








| tor from South Dakota the Senate shall proceed to the consider- 
ation of the joint resolution? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator has that right. 

Mr. PERKINS. That is my motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made to unanimous 
consent, and the Senator from California moves that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the joint resolution. 

Mr. PERKINS. I hope the motion will prevail, for the rea- 
son that there is no possible objection to the joint resolution 
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ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 4875) 
granting an increase of pension to David McCredie; which was 
in line 7, after “‘ Volunteers,” to insert “ Florida Indian war. 
Mr. McCUMBER. I move that the Senate concur 
amendment of the House. 
The motion was agreed to. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMPIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


in the 


The morning business is closed 


Mr. PERKINS. I ask my friend from New Hampshire to 
yield to me for the purpose of requesting the Senate to proceed 


to the consideration of House joint resolution 118. 
Mr. GALLINGER. As I understand that is an urgent matter, 

I will yield to the Senator. ay 
Mr. PERKINS. I ask the Senate to prorced to the considera- 

tion of the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 118) accepting tly a 


cession by the State of California of the Yosemite Valley gr 
and the Mariposa Big Tree Grove, and including the 
getner with fractional sections 5 and 6, township 
22 east, Mount Diablo meridian, California, within the 
and bounds of the Yosemite National Park, and chang 
boundaries thereof. 

Mr. KITTREDGS®. Mr. President- 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
yield to the Senator from South Dakota? 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. KITTREDGE. I ask that the regular order be | 
with. 

Mr. PERKINS. Notwithstanding the objecti 
tor from Seuth Dakota I will ask the Senate 
consideration of the joint resolution, for the reason 
legislature of California is now in session and it 
portant that the joint resolution shall be passed at 

Mr. KITTREDGE. 

Mr. PERKINS. 
yielded to me. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from South 
demands the regular order, which is the Discrict of 
appropriation bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let the Secretary proceed with the read- 
ing of the appropriation bill. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, have I not the right unc 
the rule to move that notwithstanding the objection of the 


Silne 


r nt} tr 
» SOUL, 


ng tire 


from California 


roceeuit | 


m of the 
to proceed to 1 
that tl 
is very 
this time 

I still call for the regular order. 
The Senator from New Hampshire 


1) 
Colun 


that I can conceive of. The legislature of California has unani- 
mously passed a joint resolution receding- 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that the : 
tion is not debatable. The question is on agreeing to the motion 
of the Senator from California to proceed to the consideration 
of the joint resolution. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

Mr. KITTREDGE. The joint resolution may lead to son 
debate. It was considered at quite considerable length befor: 
the Committee on Forest Reservations, and I think it 
not be pressed this morning. 

The VICE-PRDSIDENT. But the Senate has voted to pro- 
ceed to its consideration. 

Mr. KITTREDGE. I understand that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is not before the Senate by 
unanimous consent. The Secretary will read the joint resolution. 

The read the joint resolution. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, I wish to explain briefly 


should 
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H.R. 19323. An act granting an increase of pension to Or- 


lando L. Levy; 
H. R. 19324. 
M. Long; 
H. R. 19325. 
Oppel; 
H. R. 19326. An act 
garet R. Van Diver; 
H. R. 19337. An act 
beth C. Kennedy ; 
H. R. 19352. An 
Killey ; 
H. R. 19357. An 
Lamar Walker; 
H. R. 19359. An 
Brader ; 
H. R. 19389. An 
Marquis; 
H. R. 19404. An 
S. Falkenburg; 
H. R. 19415. An 
Ann Reavis; 
H. R. 19416. An 
tonio Macello; 
H. R. 19462. An 
Fox; 
H. R. 19463. 
L. Patterson ; 
H. R. 19483. 
H. R. 19508. 
S. Jones; 
H. R. 19504. An 
garet E. Walker; 
H. R. 19511. An 
ander Dixson; 
H. R. 19514. An 
H. Stimpson ; 
H. R. 19528. An 
beth Maddox ; 
H. R. 19529. An act 
Elizabeth Hutcheson ; 
H. R. 195380. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
P. Gray ; 
H. R. 19533. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
A. Hall; 
H. R. 195384. An 
Ressequie ; 
H. R. 19538. An 
Jane Dougherty ; 


act 


act 
act granting an increase of pension to Levi 


oe 
os 


co 


act granting an increase of pension to: Lewis 


act granting an increase of pension to Elias 


act granting an increase of pension to Sara 


act granting an increase of pension to An- 


granting an increase of pension to Emily 


An granting an increase of pension to Emma 
An 


granting a pension to Lydia A. Patnaude; 
An 


granting an increase of pension to David 
granting an increase of pension to Mar- 


granting an increase of pension to Alex- 


act granting an increase of pension to James 


act granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 


granting an increase of pension to Nancy 


act granting an increase of pension to Noah 


act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 


Ann Jones; 

H. R. 19601. An 
E. Kingsbury ; 

Hi. R. 19604. An 
erley McK. Lacey ; 

H. R. 19626. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Campbell ; 

H. R. 19659. An 
garet S. Miller; 

H. R. 19662. An 
Kircher ; 

H. R. 19670. 

H. R. 19686. 
S. Rarick ; 

H. R. 19743. 
MeMichael; 

H. R. 19744. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
Casper Homan Hummel, alias George C. Homan; 

Hi. R. 19819. An act granting an increase of pension to Jo- 
hanna Isearney ; 

H. R. 19889. An act 
M. Melson; 

H. R. 19922. An act 
A. Sutherland; and 

H. R. 19926. An act 
drew Leopold. 

Subsequently, the foregoing pension bills were severally read 
twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were there- 
upon signed by the Vice-President : 

S. 2418. An act to enable the Indians allotted lands in sev- 
eralty within the boundaries of drainage district No. 1, in 


act granting an increase of pension to John 


act granting an increase of pension to Beyv- 


act granting an increase of pension to Mar- 


An 


act granting a pension to Maria Rogers; 
An 


act granting an increase of pension to Orin 


AI 


~ 


granting an increase of pension to John 
granting an increase of pension to Mary 


granting an increase of pension to An- 


act granting an increase of pension to Joseph | 


| 
act granting an increase of pension to W. P. | 


An act granting an increase of pension to Susan 
An act granting an increase of pension to George 
granting an increase of pension to Mar- 
granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 
granting an increase of pension to Philip 


granting an increase of pension to Anna 
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Richardson County, Nebr., to protect their lands from gover- 
flow, and for the segregation of such of said Indians from their 
tribal relations as may be expedient, and for other purposes. 

8. 5857. An act permitting the building of a dam across the 
Mississippi River above the village of Monticello, Wright 
County, Minn; and . 

H. R. 8410. An act to authorize the Charleston Light and 
Water Company to construct and maintain a dam across Goose 
Creek, in Berkley County, in the State of South Carolina. 


' PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SPOONER presented a petition of the District Conven- 
tion of Congregational Churches, held at Racine, Wis., praying 
for the enactment of legislation providing for the closing on 
Sunday of the Jamestown Exposition; which was referred to 
the Select Committee on Industrial Expositions. 

Mr. FLINT presented memorials of sundry railroad employees 
of Oakland, Kern City, Truckee, Sacramento, Bakersfield, San 
Bernardino, Needles, San ‘Diego, San Luis Obispo, San Francisco, 
and Los Angeles, all in the State of California; of Chicago, 
Ill., and of Memphis, Tenn., remonstrating against the adoption 
of a certain amendment to the so-called “railroad rate bill” 
prohibiting the issuance of passes to railroad employees and 
their families; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. KNOX presented memorials of sundry railroad employees 
of Renovo, Pittston, Bellwood, Dubois, and Altoona, and of 
sundry employees of the Pennsylvania lines west of Pittsburg, 
all in the State of Pennsylvania, remonstrating against the 
adoption of a certain amendment to the so-called “ railroad rate 
bill” prohibiting the issuance of passes to railroad employees 
and their families; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. STONE presented petitions of L. L. Sullins, editor Rustler, 
Russellville; C. S. Dragoo, editor Journal, Rockport; C. C. 
Mitchim, editor Press, De Soto; J. E. Dismukes, editor Demo- 
crat, Salisbury; Concordia Publishing House, St. Louis; Oliver 
Chilton, editor Currert Local, Van Buren; J. W. Morris, editor 
Wave, Hopkins; Lawrence Gelweer, publisher Architect and 
Builder, Kansas City; Miss Anna Coen, editor Herald, Buck- 
lin; J. H. Kohrs, editor Times, Billings; O. C. Williams, editor 
Record, Benton; G. B. Cowley, editor The Chief, Cowgill; 
W. G. Warner, editor Leader, Lamar; W. C. Long, editor Owl, 
Stanberry; Ernest E. Smith, editor Daily Record, Kansas City ; 
and Cyrus H. Ray, Purdy, all in the State of Missouri, praying 
for certain amendments to the postal laws regulating publica- 
tions admitted to the second class; which were referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. LODGE presented a memorial of Brotherhood of Rail- 
road Trainmen, No. 336, of Pittsfield, Mass., remonstrating 


| against the adoption of a certain amendment to the so-called ° 
H. R. 19587. An act granting an increase of pension to Martha 


“railroad rate bill” prohibiting the issuance of passes to rail- 
road employees and their families; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a memorial of Trainmen’s Lodge of 
Kern, Cal., remonstrating against the adoption of a certain 
amendment to the so-called “ railroad rate bill” prohibiting the 
issuance of passes to railroad employees and their families; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. ALLER presented memorials of sundry employees of the 
Pennsylvania Railroad Company, of Wilmington, Del., remon- 
strating against the adoption of a certain amendment to the 
so-called “ railroad rate bill” prohibiting the issuance of passes 


| to railroad employees and their families; which were ordered 


to lie on the table. 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of sundry citizens of Minne- 
apolis, Minn., praying for the passage of the so-called “ free 
alcohol bill; ’ which was ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HALE. I am directed by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 19264) making ap- 
propriations for the diplomatic and consular service for the 
fiseal year ending June 30, 1907, to report it with amendments, 
and I submit a report thereon. I give notice that I shall try 
to get the bill up the first thing on Monday morning. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. DOLLIVER, from the Committee on Education and Labor, 
to whom were referred the following bills, reported them sever- 
ally without amendment, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (S. 5469) to authorize the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor fo investigate and report upon the industrial, social, 
moral, educational, and physical condition of woman and child 
workers in the United States; and 

A bill (S. 5133) to promote the safety of employees and trav- 


elers upon railroads by limiting the hours of service of employ- 
ees thereon. 
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Mr. KNOX, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 18330) transferring the county of 
Clinton, in the State of Iowa, from the northern judicial dis- 
trict of Iowa to the southern judicial district of Iowa, reported 
it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Fisheries, to whom 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13543) for the protec- 
tion and regulation of the fisheries of Alaska, reported it with 
an amendment. 

Mr. GEARIN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 19255) granting an increase of pension to John 
Bradford; and 

A bill (H. R. 14930) granting a pension to Mary Whisler. 

CROW WING RIVER DAM, MINNESOTA. 

Mr. NELSON. I am directed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. Rk. 17881) permitting the 
building of a dam across the Crow Wing River between the 
counties of Morrison and Cass, State of Minnesota, to report it 
favorably without aracadment, and I ask for its present con- 
sideration. 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, 
the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its con- 
sideration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
cered to a third reading, read the third time, and pzssed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. MALLORY introduced a bill (S. 6414) granting a pen- 
sion to Daniel Cannon; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DICK introduced a bill (S. 6415) granting an increase of 
pension to Henry M. MeMachan; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PILES introduced a bill (S. 6416) for the relief of cer- 


tain officers of the Signal Service; which was read twice by its | 


title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Comunit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. KNOX introduced a bill (S. 6417) to amend “An act to 
provide for refunding taxes paid upon legacies and bequests for 
uses of a religious, charitable, or educational character, for the 
encouragement of art, and so ferth, under the act of June 15, 
1898, and for other purposes,” approved June 27, 1902; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. CLAPP introduced a bill (S. 6418) to establish an addi- 
tional recording district in Indian Territory; which was read 





twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian | 


Affairs. 

Mr. PETTUS introduced a bill (S. 6419) for the relief of the 
Chestnut Grove Church, of Decatur, Ala.; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the agcompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming introduced a biil (S. 6420) to pro- 
vide for the acknowledgment of deeds and other instruments 
in Guam, Samoa, and the Panama Canal Zone to affect lands 
in the District of Columbia and the Territories; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

AMENDMENTS TO SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment proposing to ap- | 
wopriate $10,000 for designs for a memorial in the Vicksburg 


National Military Park, 
Union Navy in the western waters during the civil war, etc., 


intended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation | 


bill; which was ordered to be printed, and, with the accompany- 
ing paper, referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. WETMORE submitted an amendment proposing to ap- 
propriate $225,000 for constructing a steam revenue cutter to be 
stationed at Newport, R. I., intended to be proposed by him to 


the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was ordered to be | 


printed, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Mr. TELLER submitted an amendment pro; g to amend 
section 4 of the act approved April 26, 1906, relative to the 


at 


reexamination of the enrollment records of the Five Civilized | 


Tribes of Indians, intended to be proposed by him to the sundry 
civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
ACCOUNTS OF POSTMASTERS IN TEXAS. 
Mr. CULBERSON submitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
directed to have stated in the Sixth Auditor’s Office the salary ac- 


commemorating the services of the | 





| 


counts of former postmasters, named on annexed memorandum sched.Ve, 
who served at post-offices in Texas in terms between July 1, 1864, and 
July 1, 1874, and who applied to the Postmaster-General prior to 
January 1, 1887, for payment of increased salary under the act of 
March 3, 1883, such salary accounts to be stated upon the registered 
returns of each postmaster for each term of service specified on 
memorandum schedule hereto attached, and by the method and rule 
laid down by the Postmaster-General for the statement and payment 
of salary accounts of former postmasters under the act of March 3, 
1883, in his public order of February 16, 1884, directing payment of 
salaries by commissions and box rents, less the salaries paid at time of 
service; and to enable the Secretary of the Treasury the better to 
comply with this resolution, the Postmaster-General is hereby directed 
to turn over to the Sixth Auditor all the data now in his hands per- 
taining to each and every such claim specified on the memorandum 
schedule hereto attached; and the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby 
directed to report to the Senate such stated salary accounts of former 


postmasters as soon as they can be made ready, 











Memorandum schedule, Texas. 









































When | | 
——. ‘mes a 
sentec : oy | Todt sti- sti- 
to | form in mateof| mate mate 
Post-office in Postmaster. Post- | which sal-| whole | _of 
Texas. master-|o ny j oat | whole salary 
Gen- 7 — _ an lsalary  un- 
eralfor| PG. earned. aid. | paid. 
i pay- | 
| ment. 
—— pas 
UN or nod | Benj.T. Tipton __| 1885 | 1870-1872 | $185 |* $24 | gill 
Alleyton ........ | H. Gaedcke _....- 1885 | 1868-1870} 175 100 | ™ 
Fira k cae | 2..W. Thompeon-| 1885 1872-1874 | 25 220 30 
Alvarado-.....-.-- John J.Ramsey-| 1886 | 1872-1874 | 100 25 | 75 
Anderson ..-.... | Thos. Reiling ....| 1883 | 1866-1868 | 480 2) 260 
0 eee A Oe oi PN oa. 1884 | 1870-1874 | 100 48 | 52 
Athens ..........| Jeff. E. Thomp- | 1883 | 1870-1872 340 88 252 
son. 
Bagdad... ...... John D. Mason...| 1883 | 1868-1870 70 50 | 2 
Alek a ak ccalitee Pt | en ep ae 1883 | 1870-1872 125 50 15 
UN ct ae Seca ne ann Week onc 1883 | 1872-1874 200 150 |} 5) 
Bandera........- Chas.Schmidtke.| 1885 | 1872-1874 68 24 | 44 
Banquete-....... | Mary A.Madray-.| 1886 | 1868-1872 56 32 24 
Bastrop ........-. Chas. Wertzmer-.| 1886 | 1866-1868 | 1,257 680 | 577 
Beeville ......... Dots Bie ARERR. <5. 1886 | 1868-1870 177 21 156 
Bellville _.......- | Wm. Alexander.| 1886 | 1870-1872 507 360 | 147 
Belmont. -....-... | John B. Chester _| 1885 | 1870-1872 320 | 240 | 80 
PENON  isc sues Harvey S. Webb-.} 1883 | 1868-1870 | 1,240 859 | 381 
ne W. A. Miller... 1884 | 1866-1868 840 440 | 400 
Ben Franklin ...| H. M. Taylor ....| 1884 | 1872-1874 70 24 | 46 
Birdville _____..-. | T. Hardisty......| 1884 | 1872-1874 64 24 | 40 
Black Jack | W.A. Green.-... 885 | 1866-1868 63 | 8 | 55 
Grove | 
WO tenes ccndhcenes i 1885 | 1868-1870 112 63 49 
Blanco...........| Jno.M.Comparet} 1884 | 1872-1874 175 | W7 98 
ee , & * eee 1885 1866-1268 92 | 50 | 2 
do 188 | 1868-1870 116 96 | 20 
do -. 1885 | 1870-1872 206} 115 |} 91 
0 j 1885 | 1872 160 103 | 5T 
Blossom Prairie., Jas. Jordan_--.-- 1885 i 100 24 %6 
BOGYRG .......<<4 J.G. O'Grady -.-| 1886 229 144 | 85 
a 8s oi scgcte | Bertha Staffel_..| 1§84 225 162 63 
Bonham :........ | T. H. Lydston-.- 1884 1,459 | 1,180 270 
BORON. iis nn cencnis ie. 3. OGG... 2204 1885 | 194 100 Of 
|. eee ee i catals aaa wd 1885 445 S20 125 
Brenham -.....-..- | D. A. Allen ......] 1&84 3,200 | 1,980 1,220 
tre ctak ee AME ities dco 1884 4,700 | 3,800 900 
Buena Vista.....| Ransom Wheeler} 1886 69 16 53 
Burnett .-......-- Mrs. M.E.Coffee.| 1885 200 126 | 74 
MT bhisics 0 dadeata re ee Naew ia occ | 1885 200 126 | 100 
Lg ae | H. Knittel ....... } 1885 380 24 | 356 
Caldwell .......-. | Thos. F. Hudson.| 1885 311 138 | 1i3 
RR tehecnikax de iano teen as = 1885 523 3u 212 
OE An ot sk M. H. Addison...} 1884 550 460 90 
Calvert ........ P. W. Hall.......} 1868 1,100 100 1,000 
Cameron -....--. Porter Rice--.... 1885 | 189 84 105 
Been acne W.K. Homan _._| 1885 384 72 312 
|) oes: eae Cr trasis tute 1885 | 700 | 600 100 
os cannes Julius Glatz -..-. 1886 174 g8 76 
TR fa natin atdadiits aod isa <aad 1886 4 160 | 126 34 
Oentom 2c... 523 F.. M. Hobbs ..--- 1885 351 116 235 
Caroling......... Edward H.| 1886 96 2A | 72 
| Featherston. i 
Cartersville .....| H.C. Vardy-..... 1886 88 | 8 | 80 
Ress. . cf at aa Oi cinatedcdees 1886 108 88 | 20 
| Castroville ...... | Jno. Vance -....-. 1886 200 | 138 | 62 
ee eet sd 1836 | 296 | 188] 108 
PE Sati ca cecal tases einai 1886 371 | 296 | 75 
Cedar Grove _...| W. F. McGuire.:| 1885 106 24 2 
Cedar Hill. ...... | — E. Merri- | 1885 94 38 56 
} 1eid,. | 
Cine 8 ncaa Benjamin Hark- 1885 1866-1868 60 9 51 
1 ness. 
Pips) co Be etna 1885 | 1868-1870-] 111 72 | 39 
Centerville -_.... eo 1883 | 1870-1872 235 163 72 
Bic csn = caw es SR ne ac cas 1885 | 1866-1868 444 100 344 
Be a wes Cee 1885 | 1870-1872 235 163 | 72 
Chapel Hill-_--...- | J. S. Haller _..... 1885 | 1870-1872 650 | 500 | 150 
Charleston _..... | Z. R. Terrell. .... 1886 | 1870-1872 83 24 | 59 
Chatfield ........ Wm. M. Molloy.-| 1885 | 1870-1872 155 16 139 
Cherry Springs -| Christian Kothe_| 1886 | 1866-1868 29 | 10 | 19 
Clarksville __.... Mary W.Donoho.| 1885 | 1866-1868 292 8 | ° 207 
Cleburne ........ | Sol Lockett __.... 1886 | 1870-1872 | 1,200| 590 700 
NP iscnta nna | B.S. Greenham _| 1884 1868-1870 450 24 | 426 
BE tec anak Benj. F. Harris..| 1884 | 1872-1874 |_.......!......-- 150 
CRUE cies acace F.M.Browning.-.| 188 | 1870-1872 160 16 | 144 
Cold Spring. -... J.N. Harris --...- 1885 | 1870-1872 380} 200) 180 
Columbia -...... H. Stevens -.....-. 1885 1868-1870 481 | 421 | 61 
cae Me creas as 1885 | 1870-1872 300 240 60 
| T. J. Roberts---.-. 1886 | 1866-1868 455 260 195 
| J.P. Underwood.| 1886 | 1870-1872 225 180 45 














Post-office in 








Columbus . weseee| 
Comanche -.----|E. J. Nabors..._- 
| F. Hardenbrock - 
rn ee 
Oontent ...=...<4 


H.H. Haskell a 





Corpus Christi. J J.L. Marsh- 
Cottongin .......| M.E. Roberts 
....----| Mattie Ficklin-. 

| Edw eB rdGrinnez.| 


| W. J. ( Callaway - 


Samudans ‘ | Jom A. Mcien- | 
‘ W. 7 Garvin... 
Daingerfield -...| John T. Turren- | 


Wm. Jones _..... 
H. M. Hardwick. 
| John oe | 


| Ea war nas ‘Stine a, 





Fayetteville 


‘ = Adams....- 


Smith a n...- 
| Pp. 


Fort ait : 
ee Bow ‘dry ee 


Her nry C. Lesh 1te_! 


Fre Isbur; g.......|. Mathew Malsch - 


ds 
_..| Mary  Garpenter | 


ane r M. Allen_| 
Georgetown —_ J.B - 





a ius we Cain 


-| Jesse F. Nutt -.-- 
| J.C. Haynes ._... 
| C.C. Fornwalt. --| 


Ss. N ewhams) 


cons ny Hild.) 1 


L. B. Ret 
.| Chas. Mueller--.- 
T. G. Patrick 
-| Wm. Ahrenbeck. 
A. . Coggshall -. 


oO 
; driks _c| 


Hempstead__.... 


Gec Oo. A. Dailey 


J wall EP O. Bledsoe _._. 
Independence. -.| C. Heidenheimer 


Petnods 4 Ji ulius Ww fagner -. 


-~ ksonb. ro 
Cae T Denoetd 
John L. Bacon -.- 
— Campbell 








--------.| D. J. Henderson - 

Kaufman........] M.A. Morris 

V.I. Stirman. 

Christian Dietert| 1: 
0 


Biennial | Esti- 
term in imateo: 
|which sal-’ wholé 
‘ary is not salary 


paid. 


| 1866-1868 


| 1868-1870 
1870-1872 | 


1866-1868 
1868-1870 
1866-1868 
| 1868-1870 
| 1870-1872 

1872-1874 


1866-1868 | 


1S7G-1872 
1866-1868 
| 1868-1870 
| 1870-1872 
| 1872-1874 

1870-1872 
| 1872- S74 

1866-1568 
| 1872-1874 
| 1868-1870 


1868-1870 | 
1868-1870 | 


1870-1872 
1870-1872 
1870-1872 
1870-1872 
1872-1874 
| 1866-1868 
1856-1868 
1868-1870 


1868-1870 | 


1872-1874 
1868-1870 
1872-1874 
1866-1888 


1870-1874 
1870-1872 
1872-1874 
| 1866-1868 
1870-1872 
1868-1870 
| 1872-1874 
| 1866-1868 

1870-1872 
| 1868-1870 


| 1966-1888 | 


1856-1858 
1868-1870 
1866-1868 
1868-1870 
1870-1872 
1872-1874 
1870-1872 
1870-1872 
1872-1874 
1866-1868 
| 1870-1872 
1872-1874 
1870-1872 
1872-1874 


| 1879-1874 | 


1870-1872 
1868-1870 
1868-1870 
1868-1870 
| 1870-1872 


| 1868-1870 


1872-1874 


1866-1868 | 


1868-1870 


1863-1870 | 


1870-1872 
1868-1870 


1870-1872 | 


1866-1868 
1868-1870 
1868-1870 
1868-1870 
1866-1868 
1872-1874 
1868-1870 
| 1870-1872 
| 1888-1870 
1866-1868 
1870-1872 
1872-1874 
1868-1870 
1870-1872 
1866-1868 
1868-1870 
1868-1870 
1870-1872 
1872-1874 
1870-1872 
1872-1874 
1868-1870 


1870-1872 | 


x - 
q 2 Sout 





RSs BRELSESSS AS 
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Post-office in 
Texas. 





Do 
Liberty Hill. .-.. 
Linden 
Livingston _..... 
Lockhart 


Longview. ...... 


3 | Lynchburg ---.- | 
Mele eo 


i BNO sng Sees) 


Menardsville.._- 


| Mer —— sieieles 


eee a 
| Moscow 


Mountain City -- 


| Mount Pleasant. 


New Braunfels-. 
Ne w Waverly __- 
N pec 


Orange a4 


ee 





Teefui bavichusns 


abated an... 
«| d. W. Brock ..... 
:| Jas. H. Martin.-_- 
Coleman Lyons... 








Postmaster. 


——————— | —— ———— } —___—_————_ er rnnEEEREEnSEREETeneeeeennentieeeenennet ieee eee 


Peior. Johnson . 


J - Markward. 





7. Bratton_.. 
Andrew Nelson . 
John Herring-..-. 
Champion Cowan 
J W. Laney 
J.M.Taylor --_... 
T.C.Landon..... 


ee Rawson... 
- V. DOYS ---..-] 

| Benj. F. Gooch 
Wm. Prescott, jr. 
1 Ee RD on 


S.W. Billingsics. 


John J. Marshall 
| Thos. L. Scruggs 


J. W. McRae 


thwaite. 


8. P. Adam3...... 
John F. Berry-.-- 


Aaron Poer-_-_.._. 


Verplan EK. Ack- 
erman. 


C.F: Hote -:.... 
Wm. Whitley---_- 
P. W. Hoblee -..- 


Ole ee 


ieee y Bock 
L. 


Thos. Cuthbert- 


son. s 
- Teen. 2... 


nishiwicail do ... Eee 


Mrs. L. F. Craw- 
ford. 


Franklin Beau- 





Jas. % McMahon 
S. A. Kealy -..... 
H. J. Hester -.... 


sae Ww. Thomas - 
R. Mahorner.-_._-. 
Ww. ene 


When 


pre- 

sented) Biennial | Esti- | Est!- | Esti- 
Post- — oo ——— of of 
master-/try is not] salary | Wiole | salary 


ry| un- 
eralfor| Paid. earned paid. | paid. 


1885 | 1868-1870 $155 $82 $73 
1885 | 1870-1872 350 172 178 





Sol Bergman..... 
A. B. Cross- 


c. &. Scott.... 


Geo. D. Kelley -.- 


diattison A.Dale 
ope le 


F. M. Smith __... 


Ee. =. ‘Shuford... 
Oscar Pabst 
J. L. Patterson -- 
R.S. Harper....- 
a: Rea 


Matilaa Hingham 
Geo. = er 2 


H. G. "Suchen aaah 
L. B. Russell 
J. WwW. pm Hees 


Geo. Samal ci 
t John T. Eubank. 
San Augustine..| A. E. Baker 























1885 | 1872-1874 60 38 22 
1885 | 1868-1870 266 154 112 
1885 | 1870-1872 470 320 150 
1886 | 1872-1874 650 540 110 
1883 | 1868-1870 479 344 135 
1883 | 1870-1872}  -768 479 289 
1885 | 1870-1872 180 28 152 
1884 | 1870-1872 216 17 40 
188 | 1866-1868 177 66 11 
188 | 1868-1870 426 260 166 
1885 | 1870-1872 521 426 95 
1884 | 1870-1872 200 82 168 
1885 | 1870-1872 159 48 102 
1884 | 1868-1870 184 7 114 
1885 | 1866-1863 535 420 165 
1885 | 1872-1874 7% €60 115 
1886 | 1870-1872 684 24 660 
1885 | 1870-1872 210 60 150 
1885 | 1872-1874 350 300 50 
1885 | 1870-1872 650 480 170 
Wek 1 WIA 4. 200 
1884 | 1872-1874 | 2,300 | 1,889 420 
1886 | 1866-1868 976 800| . 176 
1884 | 1872-1874 220 178 42 
7985 | 2008-1808 4... -2.}:.2. 2 %5 
1885 | 1872-1874 |---|. 200 
1886 | 1866-1863 | 3,300 | 1,940 360 
1883 | 1872-1874 |...._..- PS ea "5 
1883 | 1866-1868 |....__.-|_....__- 234 
1885 | 1870-1872.| 113 24 89 
1885 | 1870-1872 345 2 105 
1885 | 1868-1870 320 180 140 
1885 | 1870-1872 7 6 66 
ee Se ee Ee 200 
1884 | 1868-1870 250 150 100 
1883 | 1870-1872 200 143 57 
1883 | 1868-1870 250 122 128 
1885 | 1870-1872 251 200 51 
wees: | 3006-2670 |... 2.42... -_: 15 
1883 | 1870-1872 251 | 200 51 
18% | 1870-1872 | 2,700 | 2,000 7C0 
1884 | 1866-1868 | 1,400 | 620 720 
1885 | 1868-1868 | 1,100 " 340 
188 | 1872-1874 76 48 28 
1886 | 1870-1872 68 34 3L 
1886 | 1866-1868 24 6 18 
1886 | 1863-1870 20 8 12 
1886 | 1870-1872 176 152 24 
1885 | 1866-1868 282 138 144 
1885 | 1879-1872 362 217 | 145 
1884 | 1870-1872 | 2,300; 1,200} 1,100 
1883 | 1868-1870 875 | 700 | 1%5 
1886 | 1872-1874 | 2,600! 2,200 400 
1886 | 1866-1868 84 25 | 59 
1886 | 1868-1870 93 40 5S 
1886 | 1868-1870 12 28 84 
1886 | 1870-1872 148 28 135 
1886 | 1866-1868 52 3) 2 
1886 | 1868-1870 80 52 28 
1885 | 1866-1868 168 64 104 
188 | 186 -1870 300 200 109 
1885 | 1870-1872 352 224 128 
1883 | 1868-1870 43 6 37 
1883 | 3872-1874 |......_- bee 25 
1885 | 1872-1874 60 64 26 
1886 | 1866-1888 144 76 68 
1886 | 1868-1870 228 104 124 
4905 | 1979-1974 |.......4..2...-. 200 
1888 | 1868-1870 121 56 65 
1883 | 1870-1872} 137/ 28 109 
1885 | 1866-1868 | 1,760] 1,040 q 

1885 | 1870-1872 220 48 172 
1885 | 1872-1874 360 820 40 
1884 | 1870-1872 420 220 140 
1885 | 1866-1888 300 170 130 
1886 | 1868-1870 60 24 36 
ie | tee to a 7 
1885 | 1865-1870 60 20 40 
1885 | 1870-1872 122 40 &2 
1885 | 1866-1868 233 97 136 
1884 | 1866-1868 18 5 43 
1884 | 1868-1870 370 200 170 
1884 | 1870-1872 460) 340 1x) 
1884 | 1872-1874 59 520 139 
1884 | 1872-1874 | 1,080 980 100 
1885 | 1870-1872 890 740 150 





1884 | 1866-1868 220 
1884 | 1870-1872 450 
1885 | 1868-1870 596 
1885 | 1870-1872 672 
1883 | 1872-1874 280 
1885 | 1870-1872 540 
1885 | 1866-1868 436 


\ 


Gehan seme ereinmaciemtreniiions 
Z 
— 
a 
S 





1906. 
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| When 























pre- J 
— Biennial | Esti- —_ — 
Post-office in | postmaster, | Post leery (matent! of | of 
Texas. EERIOGEE. i mantert | ¢| sal whole | salary 
: Gen- |2°Y =a sa. sal un- 
eralfor; Pac. jearned.) paid. | paid. 
pay- 
ment. 
San Augustine..; A.E. Baker .--.... 1885 | 1868-1870 $578 | $380 $198 
Sand Flie........ Mrs. M.H. Park-| 1885 | 1868-1870 | 172 58 1i4 
hurst. 
San Diego ._..... Jas. O. Luby....- 1885 | 1868-1870 31; 2% 13 

EE Ee 1885 | 1872-1874 80 48 32 
Sandy Point.....| Wm. Richardson! 1885 | 1872-1874 50 24 26 

TR oa Raced Chas. Love- -....- | 1886 | 1868-1870 49 24 25 
San Marcos.-...-. O. J. Driskell ....| 1885 | 1866-1868 140 50 90 

econ scakeen Alfred Von Stein; 1885 | 1870-1872 850 500 850 
cs chtscieecnete be eas tes 2 eink 1885 | 1872-1874} 1,200; 1,000 200 
ps en Geo. W. Donald- | 1884 | 1866-1868 250 94 156 
son. 
San Saba ....--.. J.C. Rogan ...... 1885 | 1872-1874 400 200 200 
DOGUNIE Siskisiiss oncwiie Amon cCom-} 1885 | 1870-1872 110 40 7 
mas. 

Re cece Julius Wagner ..; 1884 | 1872-1874 | 1,390; 1,180 120 
Sherman -........ John Dorchester} 1884 | 1868-1870 | 1,582 | 760 822 

Radin a cdekcciciind vaccine Seanad 1884 | 1870-1872 | 2,600) 1,920 680 

RN SS tp ho Rc ce heme 1gs4 | 1872-1874 | 4,500] 32000} 1,500 

ee Wwm.L.Taylor...| 1885 | 1866-1868 | 730 285 445 
Springfield-_.... DessieK.Houston} 1884 | 1868-1870 255 150 105 

Ne a eee 1984 | 1870-1872| 550| 380 170 
Epring ‘Hili_-2--- | A.Hansom.-.....- 1886 | 1866-1865 74 22 52 

BD: ces. ens bee See. 1886 | 1868-1870 60 20 40 

OES ecisncten aia Ec *4 Se 1883 | 1870-1872 142 40 102 

a lcaon Wish x5 a cane 1883 | 1872-1874 180 142 _ 38 
Sulphur Springs | Daniel Gunn ....| 1885 | 1870-1872 535 388 147 
Sweet Home ....| Clement Foster..| 1886 | 1870-i872 236 179 57 
Denes ........i..) Me a Bracken- | 1884 | 1870-1872 220 188 32 

ridge. 

BS 5 a albeaee botcnll ON cs Be icra | 1884 | 1872-1874 | 300 240 60 
Towneh: .. 52.66 §.C. Dyer ........ 1885 1870-1872 | 132 24 108 
ETE Sanwrenbiea John Flynne.__.. | 1885 | 1870-1872 | 2,400 | 1,720 680 
Valley pia e Re Geo. Bergfeld....| 1886 | 1868-1870 | 57 24 33 

bot decade ii cited | 1886 | 1870-1872 91 57 34 
valley ‘Mills. -.-- A.M. Barnett....| 1883 | 1872-1874 200 150 50 
sie ea LT.O°’Bryan ....| 1885 | 1868-1870 150 48 102 
Victoria cast Seed Henry F.Kuhne_| 1885 | 1870-1872 | 2,200} 1,629 571 
Wee... ccs Isaac H. Caldwell} 1885 | 1870-1872 |...’ ___- [ono mane 250 

BD ian cecnwni N.W.Harris ....| 1885 | 1866-1868 | 2,740; 2,000 740 

BD ns tice a 1885 | 1868-1870 |........ ees 200 
Washington. --... J.Alexander ....| 1885 | 1866-1868 330 | 240 90 
Waxahachie -...| Julius Angleman| 1885 | 1866-1868 |_....... Renan 72 

ee (Wm. W. Knight -| 1885 | 1868-1870 440 | 260 180 

SD cictinapisiastndie do a tape cistaledl | 1885 | 1870-1872 | 1,440| — 800 640 

REED FNS | SE ear | 1885 | 1872-1874 |} 1,880; 1,680 200 

aS | diarian Rowan - -| 1885 | 1866-1868 487 287 200 

ha saneaaneamied do ............} 1885 | 1868-1870 445 389 56 
Weatherford....| John Norton ....| 1885 | 1866-1868 896 600 296 
Webberville -...| J.$.Flaniken....| 1886 | 1870-1872 | 300 320 80 
, | eee A.L. Patterson * 1885 | 1870-1872 | 190 113 7 
Wharton _....... J.R. Minnis-..... | 1885 | 1866-1868 210 44 166 
Wheelock --..... John Sheets -....| 1886 | 1866-1868 |.....__. Sie ste 103 
White Oak ...... E.R. Merrell.....; 1886 | 1868-1870 90 24 66 
White Rock...-. D.C. Kennedy ---| 1886 | 1870-1872 119 | 96 23 

To cnasoeishctenieiibiaca tl do ....-----4.| 1886 | 1872-1874 160 128 32 
TORIES cn Lacsa eet J.E. | 1884 | 1872-1874 700 | 480 220 
Winchester -.... C.B. Moore -.....; 3885 | 1866-1868 118 | 20 98 
Woodviille....... W.G.McDaniel..| 1884 | 1870-1872 122 | 76 46 

alle i ad Ftc i | Jss4 | is72-1874| 180| 144 36 
Yorktown ...... Jacob | Gugen-| 1864 | 1866-1868 | #20 | 260 60 

eimer | 

iin acnetsint [2-2-0 wenn ene 1884 | 1870-1872 | 350} 280 70 

COMMITTEE SERVICE. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, I am directed to ask that 


the senior Senator from Texas [Mr. CuLBERSON] be assigned to 
the vacancy on the minority 
oceanic Canals, in place of the late Senator from Maryland, 


Mr. Gorman. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


so ordered. 


“ eight.” 
Mr. 


McCUMBER. 


side of the Committee on Inter- 


Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Kentucky? 


The Chair hears none, and it is 


HOUSE BILLS REVERRED. 
The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Commitee on Military Affairs: 
H. R. 5504. An act for the relief of Jesse Elliott; and 
H. R. 14928. An act for the relief of F. V. Walker. 
MICHAEL REYNOLDS. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 
granting a pension to Michael Reynolds; which was, in line 8, 
before the word “dollars,” to strike out “twelve” and insert 


amendment of the House. 


The motion 


was agreed to. 


DAVID M’CREDIE. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 


2294) 


I move that the Senate concur in the 
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ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 4375) 
granting an increase of pension to David McCredie; which was, 
in line 7, after “ Volunteers,” to insert “ Flerida Indian war.” 
Mr. McCUMBER. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendment of the House. 
The motion was agreed to. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMEIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The morning business is closed. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent that the District 
of Columbia appropriation bill be taken up for consideration. 

Mr. BURKETT. Let me ask the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire if he is not willing that we should complete the school 
bill before going on with the appropriation bill? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am quite willing that the Senator 
should complete it when we get the appropriation bill through, 
which I hope will be very soon. I will help the Senator then 
to get up the school bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
made by the Senator from New Hampshire? The Chair hears 
none, and the District of Columbia appropriation bill is before 
the Senate. 

YOSEMITE VALLEY GRANT AND MARIPOSA BIG TREE GROVE. 

Mr. PERKINS. I ask my friend from New Hampshire to 
yield to me for the purpose of requesting the Senate to proceed 
to the consideration of House joint resolution 118. 

Mr. GALLINGER. As I understand that is an urgent matter, 
I will yield to the Senator. 

Mr. PERKINS. I ask the Senate to proceed to the considera- 
tion of the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 118) accepting the re- 
cession by the State of California of the Yosemite Valley grant 
and the Mariposa Big Tree Grove, and including the same, to- 
gether with fractional sections 5 and 6, township 5 south, range 
22 east, Mount Diablo meridian, California, within the metes 
and bounds of the Yosemite National Park, and changing the 
boundaries thereof. 

Mr. KITTREDGE. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from California 
yield to the Senator from South Dakota? 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. KITTREDGE. I ask that the regular order be proceeded 
with. 

Mr. PERKINS. Notwithstanding the objection of the Sena- 
tor from South Dakota I will ask the Senate to proceed to the 
consideration of the joint resolution, for the reason that the 
legislature of California is now in session and it is very im- 
portant that the joint resolution shall be passed at this time. 

Mr. KITTREDGE. I still call for the regular order. 

Mr. PERKINS. The Senator from New Hampshire 
yielded to me. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from South Dakota 
demands the regular order, which is the District of Columbia 
appropriation bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let the Secretary proceed with the read- 
ing of the appropriation bill. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, have I not the right under 
the rule to move that notwithstanding the objection of the Sena- 
tor from South Dakota the Senate shall proceed to the consider- 
ation of the joint resolution? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator has that right. 

Mr. PERKINS. That is my motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made to unanimous 
consent, and the Senator from California moves that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the joint resolution. 

Mr. PERKINS. I hope the motion will prevail, for the rea- 
son that there is no possible objection to the joint resolution 
that I can conceive of. The legislature of California has unani- 
mously passed a joint resolution receding— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that the mo- 
tion is not debatable. The question is on agreeing to the motion 
of the Senator from California to proceed to the consideration 
of the joint resolution. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 





has 





Mr. KITTREDGE. The joint resolution may lead to some 
debate. It was considered at quite considerable length before 


the Committee on Forest Reservations, and I think it should 
not be pressed this morning. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. But the Senate has voted to pro- 
ceed to its consideration. 

Mr. KITTREDGE. I understand that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is not before the Senate by 
unanimous consent. The Secretary will read the joint resolution. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, I wish to explain briefly 
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what the joint resolution is. 
since unanimously. 
mittee for several months. 
appears from the report, has strongly recommended the passage 


It passed the House some time 
It has been considered in the Senate com- 
The Secretary of the Interior, as it 


of the joint resolution. There is but one person to my knowl- 
edge in the country who has been opposed to the acceptance of 
this recession from the State of California. 

Briefiy stated, Mr. President, in 1864 the General Government 
ceded to California in trust for recreation and pleasure what is 
known as the Yosemite Valley and the Mariposa Big Tree Grove. 
The Yosemite Valley embraces an area of 56 square miles. 
The Mariposa Big Tree Grove consists of 2,560 acres, and con- 
tains the largest trees and the most ancient living things on 
the globe, the Sequoia gigantea—trees which are said to be from 
six to seven thousand years old. The Yosemite Valley is a cleft 
or gorge in the crest of the Sierra Mountains. It comprises, as I 
said, 56 square miles. 

The State of California during forty years have had posses- 
sion and have administered the trust the best they could. They 
have expended $496,000 during the past forty years for the care 
and management of the Yosemite Valley. They would have con- 
tinued to administer this trust to the best of their ability, but in 
1890 Congress in its wisdom saw proper 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from California 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I beg the indulgence of the Senator from 
California. 'The Senator appealed to me to allow him to ask 
for the consideration of the joint resolution, and I agreed to do 
so, with the stipulation that it would not lead to debate. I 
regret that the Senator moved to take it up. He has displaced 
a very important appropriation bill, which it is very necessary 
should be passed at an early day, because the appropriation bill 
is going to take a good while in conference. I hope that the 
debate on the joint resolution will be as brief as possible. 

Mr. PERKINS. I shall detain the Senate but three minutes. 
There is no possible objection to the joint resolution that my 
colleagues in either House of Congress can conceive of. It is 
very: important, I will say to my friend from New Hampshire, 
because the legislature of California has been convened in extra 
session, and if Congress is not going to accept the act of reces- 
sion that has been passed by the legislature of California, some 
other provision must be made. 

The legislature, by an almost unanimous vote, passed a reso- 
lution granting this concession to the General Government. 
Every commercial organization in our State is in favor of it. 
The Sierra Club, composed of naturalists and scientists, of which 
Prof. John Muir is the president, wired me a few days since 
that it would be a great misfortune to the country if this joint 
resolution should not be passed. 

Mr. KITTREDGE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from California 
yield to the Senator from South Dakota? 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 

KITTREDGE. I ask the Senator from California how 








Mr. 
much he is asking from the Government at this session of Con- 
gress in the way of an appropriation to carry out the purposes 
of the recession? 

Mr. PERKINS. We are not asking one single dollar at this 
session of Congress. The Secretary of the Interior states that 
he has sufficient funds for all purposes for the present year. 


But, Mr. President, be that as it may, it is one of the great | 


natural wonders of the world. California would have con- 
tinued to retain it and to administer its affairs, but, as I was 
proceeding to say, in 1890 Congress passed an act setting aside 
1.000 square miles surrounding the Yosemite Valley as a na- 
tional park. The result is that there is to-day a conflict there— 
a dual jurisdiction. Only last year a fire occurred in the Yo- 
‘ite Valley, on the boundary line of that national park. The 
irdian of the valley, appointed by the State, said that it be- 
zed to the General Government; that it was in the national 
park. The captain commanding the soldiers said, “ No; it is in 
the Yosemite Valley.” The result was that the fire got such 







headway before they jointly took hold of it that thousands of | 


trees were destroyed. 

Mr. President, as I said before, the Members of the House, 
the joint California delegation in Congress, the legislature of 
California, and every Californian I know of is in favor of the 
proposed recession to the General Government. 

Mr. KITTREDGE. Mr. President- 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from California 
yield to the Senator from South Dakota? 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. KITTREDGE. I ask the Senator from California if it is 








not a fact that $180,000 has been suggested as the amount that 


it will be necessary to appropriate for the benefit of this re- 
cession? 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, I gave the answer that the 
Secretary of the Interior gave to me, and if the Senator is not 
satisfied with it I will ask for the reading of the report. But 
I believe the Senate understands the measure, and, there being 
a unanimous demand for it, I ask to have it passed. 

Mr. KITTREDGE. Mr. President, I feel that I would not be 
doing justice to the pending resolution if I failed to present to 
the Senate a document sent to the chairman and members of 
the Committee on Forest Reservations and the Protection of 


Game of the United States Senate. I send it to the desk, and 
ask that it be read. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary 
will read as requested. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


SAN FRANCISCO, April 10, 1906, 
To the honorable chairman and members of the 
Committee on Forestry, United States Senate. 


DEAR Sirs: There is pending before your committee, House joint reso- 
lution No. 118, entitled, “Joint resolution accepting the recession by the 
State of California of the Yosemite Valley,” etc. 

Attached hereto is a copy of the act of the legislature of the State of 
California offering to recede and regrant the Yosemite Valley unto the 
United States of America. 

Apart from the objections to the recession of Yosemite Valley that 
have hitherto been urged, based upon practical reasons as well as upon 
sentimental grounds, are some objections to the legal conditions that 
will surely result from the acceptance of the regrant of Yosemite Val- 
ley according to the terms of the act of the State legislature. 

It will be assumed, as conceded, that the regrant must be accepted 
according to the terms of the act of the State legislature or not at all. 
In this connection attention is drawn to the fact that the grant is with- 
out any reservations whatsoever, nor is it coupled with any conditions 
except such as are set forth in section 3 of the act, namely, that the 
premises shall be “ held for all-time by the United States of America 
for public use, resort, and recreation, ard imposing upon the United 
States of America the cost of maintaining the same as a national park.” 

In this respect this cession of territory jiffers from every other ces- 
sion of territory made by a State to the General Government of which 
we have any record. Invariably in the past, when States have ceded to 
the General Government any part of their. lands there is a reservation 
in the legislative act of the right to serve civil or criminal process 
within the lands ceded in suits or prosecutions for or on account of 
rights acquired, obligations incurred, or crimes committed in the State, 
but outside of the cession or reservation. 

A number of cases of cession of State territory to the General Govern- 
ment are collated in the case of Fort Leavenworth Railroad Company 
v. Lowe (114 U. S., 925), and are there commented upon in the learned 
opinion of Mr. Justice Field. 

The language of the act of the Kansas legislature ceding the Fort 
Leavenworth Military Reservation to the United States can be found 
at page 95 of the laws of Kansas, 1875, as well also at page 528 of 114 
U. S. in the case referred to. 

Justice Field, in commenting upon the reservation to the State of the 
oo serve civil or criminal process within the ceded territory, 
stated : 

“The reservation which has usually accompanied the consent of the 
States that civil and criminal process of the State courts may be served 
in the places purchased is not considered as interfering in any respect 
with the supremacy of the United States over them, but is admitted to 
prevent Fg from becoming an asylum for fugitives from justice.” (114 
U. S., 533.) 

The learned justice then proceeds to quote from various similar cases, 
incorporating in his opifion the language of the preceding cases by way 

ating the meaning, as well as the reason, for such a reserva- 
tion of State authority. Quoting from United States v. Cornell (2 
Mason, 60), and commenting upon the reservation of the right of serv- 
ice of civil and criminal process, it is held: 

“In its terms it certainly does not contain any reservation of concur- 
rent jurisdiction or legislation. It provides only that civil and criminal 
process issued under the authority of the State, which must, of course, 
be for acts done within and cognizable by the State, may be executed 
within the ceded lands, notwithstanding the cession. Not a word is 
said from which we can infer that it was intended that the State should 
have a right to punish for acts done within the ceded lands. ‘The whole 
apparent object is answered by considering the clause as meant to pre- 
vent these lands from becoming a sanctuary for fugitives from justice 
for acts done within the acknowledged jurisdiction of the State. Now, 
there is nothing incompatible with the exclusive sovereignty or jurisdic- 
tion of one State that it should permit another State in such cases to 
execute its process within its limits. Ahd a cession of exclusive juris- 
diction may well be made with a reservation of a right of ihis nature, 
which then operates only as a condition annexed to the cession and as 
an agreement of the new sovereign to permit its free exercise as quoad 
hoe his own process. This is the light in which clauses of this nature 
(which are very frequent in grants made by the States to the United 
States) have been received by this court on various occasions cn which 
the subject has been heretofore brought before it for consideration, and 
it is the same light in which it has aiso been received by a very learned 
State court.” 

Again, commenting upon the case of Commonwealth v. Clary ( 8 Mass., 
72), the opinion quotes as follows: 

“The assent of the Commonwealth to the purchase: of this ter- 
ritory by the United States had this condition annexed to it, that 
civil and criminal process might be served therein by the officers 
of the Commonwealth. This condition was made with a view to 
prevent the territory from becoming a sanctuary for debtors and 
criminals; and from the subsequent assent of the United States to the 
said condition, evidenced by their making the purchase, it results 
that the officers of the Commonwealth, in executing such precess, act 
under the authority of the United States. No offenses committed 





within that Territory are committed against the laws of this Com- 
monwealth, nor can such offenses be ——r by the courts of the 
Commonwealth, unless the Congress 0 

to said courts jurisdiction thereof.” 


the United States should give 
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Again the learned Justice refers to the opinion of the Aitorney- 
General in the Harpers Ferry case, and repeats the same apparently 
with approval, namely, “that the sole object and effort of the reser- 
vation was to prevent the place from becoming a sanctuary for fugi- 
tives from justice, for acts done within the acknowledged jurisdiction 
of the State.” (See p. are) 

In 1854 the State of California ceded to the General Government 
political jurisdiction over Mare Island, but the State retained the right 
to serve process in the territory thus ceded. (See California Statutes, 
1854.) And besides the case of the Fort Leavenworth Military Reser- 
vation, above referred to, similar reservations were made in the legis- 
lative acts ceding to the General Government Fort Riley, Mo.; Brook- 
lyn Navy-Yard, in New York; Fort Dearborn, Ill.; Harpers Ferry, 
Va.; National Asylum for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, Ohio; Charles- 
town Navy-Yard, Mass.; Fort Adams, R. I.; Fort Porter Military 
Reservation, N. Y., and others hardly necessary to mention. 

In each one of these cases the question of sovereignty over the 
territory ceded has been before the courts, and it has been uniformly 
held that the retention by the State of political sovereignty over the 
territory ceded and the right to serve within the ceded territory 
criminal or civil process issued by authority of law, had the effect 
“to prevent the places from becoming a sanctuary for fugitives from 
ice a acts done by them within the acknowledged jurisdiction 
o ne State.’ - 

It is easy to contemplate, therefore, in the light of these authorities, 
the deplorable result surely to flow from an acceptance of this regrant 
in its present form. 

Other objections have been raised on both legal and sentimental 
grounds to the acceptance of this regrant, but perhaps no better 
exposition of them has ever been made than by the Hon. John B. 
Curtin, State senator, in his speech before the State senate of Cali- 
fornia on January 25, 1905. A copy of this speech is attached hereto, 
and a careful reading of the same is urged, to the end that an intel- 
ligent understanding of the entire situation might be arrived at by the 
gentlemen of your honorable committee. 

We beg leave to remain, very respectfully, yours, 
Ww. 


c. 


H. MeETSON. 
S. GIDENS. 





An act to recede and regrant unto the United States of America the 
aoe Valley” and the land embracing the “‘ Mariposa Big Tree 
xrove.” 


The people of the State of California, represented in senate and 
assembly, do enact as follows: 

SECTION 1. The State of California does hereby recede and regrant 
unto the United States of America the “ cleft’? or “gorge” in the 
granite peak of the Sierra Nevada Mountains, situated in the county 
of Mariposa, State of California, and the headwaters of the Merced 
River, and known as the “ Yosemite Valley,’ with its branches or 
spurs, granted unto the State of California in trust for public use, 
resort, and recreation by the act of Congress entitled “An act author- 
izing a grant to the State of California of the Yosemite Valley and of 
the land embracing the ‘Mariposa Big Tree Grove,’”’ approved June 
30, 1864; and the State of California does hereby relinquish unto the 
United States of America and resign the trusts created and granted by 
the said act of Congress. 

Sec. 2. The State of California does hereby recede and regrant unto 
the United States of America the tracts embracing what is known as 
the “Mariposa Big Tree Grove,” granted unto the State of California 
in trust for public use, resort, and recreation by the act of Congress 
referred to in section 1 of this act; and the State of California does 
hereby relinquish unto the United States of America and resign the 
trusts created and granted by the said act of Congress. 

Sec. 3. This act shall take effect from and after acceptance by the 
United States of America of the recessions and regrants herein made. 
thereby forever releasing the State of California from further cost of 
maintaining the said premises, the same to be held for all time by the 
United States of America for public use, resort, and recreation, and 
imposing on the United States of America the cost of maintaining the 
same as a national park: Provided, however, That the recession and 
regrant hereby made shall not affect vested rights and interests of 
third persons. 

Approved March 3, 1905. 


Mr. PERKINS. As against the paper which has been read, I 
ask to have printed in the Recorp the report of the committee, 
which contains the recommendation of the Secretary of the 
Interior that the joint resolution pass. I do not ask that it be 
read at this time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the report will 
be inserted in the REcorpD. 

The report is as follows: 


[Senate Report No. 3623, Fifty-ninth Congress, first session.] 


The Committee on Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game, 
to whom was referred the resolution (H. J. Res. 118) accepting the 
recession by the State of California of the Yosemite Valley grant and 
the Mariposa Big Tree Grove, and making the same, with certain 
fractional townships, a part of the Yosemite National Park, have care- 
fully considered the same and herewith submit their report: 

The Yosemite Valley, as is well known, is one of the greatest won- 
ders of the world, second only to which are the giant trees of the 
Mariposa and Calaveras big tree groves. California early recognized 
the importance of taking these two beautiful regions under public 
protection in order that they might be preserved intact for the enjoy- 
ment of all lovers of grandeur in nature. At that time the National 
Government had not established the policy of creating national parks, 
and as the civil war was then at its height it was not thought best to 
urge Congress to take action in the matter, other than to relinquish its 
claims upon the Yosemite Valley to the State of California, which was 
willing to bear the expense of caring for the reserve and keep it open 
for the use of the people. A Dill introduced by Senator Conness, mak- 
ing the transfer to the State of California, was passed by Congress, 
and was approved by the President April 30, 1864. This grant by the 
National Government was upon the express provision that the tract 
conveyed should be held for “ public use, resort, and recreation,” and 
should be inalienable for all time, and that the reservation should be 
managed by the governor of the State, with eight other commissioners 
to be "appointed by him, to serve without salary. 

Section 2 of the same act transferred to the State of California the 
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Mariposa Big Tree Grove upon the same stipulation and provisions 
that govern the Yosemite Valley. The Yosemite Valley grant com- 
prises the whole of the valley proper, and extends back from the brink 
of the precipice an average distance of 1 mile, the total area within 
the boundaries thus fixed being 56 square miles. The Mariposa Big 
Tree Grove grant comprised only 2.560 acres. ; 
September 28, 1864, Governor F. F. Low issued a proclamation 
reciting the act of Congress making the grants, appointed eight com- 
‘missioners, and the board thus formed formally took possession of the 
tracts, and the State legislature accepted the trust by an act approved 
April 2, 1866. By the enactment of these laws the State of California 
became vested as trustee for the people with the “cleft or gorge” 
known as the “ Yosemite Valley and the Mariposa Big Tree Grove. 
Since that time the commissioners chosen by the different governors 
to supervise the management of the valley and grove have been selected 
from among the best citizens of California, and have invariably been 
men of culture, refinement, and education. With the limited appro- 
priations made by the State legislature, the commissioners have done 
all that lay in their power to improve the conditions, build roads, 
trails, and approaches, and to provide facilities for the entertainment 
of tourists, the number of whom has increased steadily from year to 
year. The appropriations by the State of California for the care and 
management of the Yosemite Valley since its cession to the State have 
aggregated $495,622, including traveling expenses, salary of the guar- 
dian, and $60,000 appropriated to pay claims of so-called “ squatters. 
Of this sum $40,000 was expended in the erection of a hotel for tour- 
ists and $25,000 for an electric-light plant. All the money expended 
was, of necessity, within the boundaries of the grant, leaving the 
approaches by road or trail in the hands of private transportation 
companies. : Sa 
The consequence has been that the roads and trails leading to the 
valley have not been of the best, while travel over them has been 
made expensive. Notwithstanding this disadvantage, however, the 
number of visitors has increased yearly. In 1864 there were only 147 
visitors to the valley, but in 1903 there were 8,376, and in the latter 
year so great was the travel to the valley that the commissioners 
were compelled to notify transportation companies at the height of 
the season to book no miore tourists, as the limits of accommodation 
had been reached and hotels, camps, and tents were filled to over- 
flowing. ; wetie : 
The status of the Yosemite Valley and Mariposa Big Tree Grove, 
surrounded as they are by forest-reserve lands, is such that it has been 
impossible to develop the scenic resources of the region and make 


le 
le 


them as accessible to the public as could be wished. It has been 
demonstrated that the words of President Roosevelt regarding the 
Yellowstone Park apply with equal force to the Yosemite Valley. In 


regard to the former he says: 

“The only way the people as a whole can secure to themselves and 
their children the enjoyment in perpetuity of what the Yellowstone 
Park has to give is by assuming the ownership in the name of the 
nation and by jealously safeguarding the scenery, the forests, and the 
creatures.” ; , — 

As long as the Yosemite Valley occupies its present relation to the 
surrounding national-park lands, there will be obstacles in the way of 
uniform protection and development which will prevent it from becom- 
ing a great national resort such as the Yellowstone Park has become, 
and it was with a view of placing it in a position where it could be 
brought under proper supervision and control that the California leg- 
islature has passed an act receding the vailey and the grove to the 
United States. Had the Yosemite Valley grant not been in existence 
at the time the Yosemite National Park was established, a proposition 
to set apart under State jurisdiction a tract in the very heart of the 
park area would not have been entertained for an instant. But it is 
now possible to bring about a normal relation between the two areas 
by accepting the recession authorized by the State of California. 

“The recession of the Yosemite Valley to the Government is favored 
by the President, who, in an article published in July, 104, says: 
““Ag to the Yosemite Valley, if the people of California desire it, as 
many of them certainly do, it should also be taken by the National 
Government to be kept as a national park.” 

And in a message to Congress he makes the unqualified statement 
that “the national-park system should include the — emite and as 
many as possible of the groves of giant trees in California 











The boundaries of the Yosemite National Park, as fixed by the act 
of February 7, 1905, included within the area of the park a strip of 
land in the southwest corner which fs one of the very few available 
routes for a troiley line to the valley, and in order to open { 
to construction it will be necessary to exclude it from the par 
it to the forest-reserve area. The area eliminated from ‘ 
added to the forest reserve aggregates 10,480 acres, of whi 





are patented. 











In order to make this available, certain changes of ‘v 0- 
vided for in the resolution, as is more fully set forth of 
the Committee on the Public Lands of the House of i ; S, 
which is herewith made a part of this report. _ F 7 i 

The acceptance of the recession of the Yosemite Valley learly in 
the public interest, and your committee therefore recommend the 
adoption of the resolution. 

{House Report No. 2339, Fifty-ninth Congress, first session.] 

The Committee on the Public Lands, to whom was referred the reso- 
lution (H. J. Res. No. 118) accepting the recession of Yosemite 
Valley grant and the Mariposa Big Tree Grove, and for other purposes, 
have had the same under consideration and report thereofl with a 


recommendation that the same be adopted. 

In 1864 Congress granted to the State of California the land commonly 
known as the “‘ Yosemite Vailey ” and the “ Mariposa Big Tree Grove” 
in trust for public use, resort, and recreation. In 1880 Congress cre- 
ated the “ Yosemite National Park,” embracing over 1,060 sq 
and entirely surrounding ‘* Yosemite Valiey,” which centa but 46 
square miles. This creation of an “imperium in imperio”’ produced 
such a conflict of authority in matters of road building, policing, ete., 
that in 1905 the State of California receded to the United States the 
two parcels of land above named by an act of the legislature, a3 
follows: 

“ SECTION 1. The State of California does hereby recede and regrant 
unto the United States of America the ‘ cleft’ or ‘ gorge’ in the granit: 
peak of the Sierra Nevada Mountains, situated in the county of Mar’- 
posa, State of California, and the headwaters of the Merced River, anf 
known as the ‘ Yosemite Valley,’ with its branches or spurs, granted 
unto the State of California in trust for public use, resort, and recrea- 
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tion by the act of Congress entitled ‘An act authorizing a grant to the 
State of California of the Yosemite Valley and of the land embracing 
the * Mariposa Big Tree Grove,’ approved June 30, 1864; and-the 
State of California does hereby relinquish unto the United States of 
America and resign the trusts created and granted by the said act of 
Congress. 

“Sec. 2. The State of California does hereby recede and regrant 
unto the United States of America the tracts embracing what is known 
as the * Mariposa Big Tree Grove,’ granted unto the State of California 
in trust for public use, resort, and recreation by the act of Congress 
referred to in section 1 of this act; and the State of California does 
hereby relinquish unto the United States of America and resign the 
trusts created and granted by said act of Congress. 

“Sec. 3. This act shall take effect from and after acceptance by the 
ales States of America of the recessions and regrants herein 
nee” =. eS 

This resolution is to accept the recession tendered by the State of 
California. It also withdraws from entry part of two sections of land 
in order to square out the boundaries at one point. 

The resolution also makes a slight change in the boundary of Yo- 
semite National Park, the purpose of which is explained in the follow- 
ing letter from the honorable Secretary of the Interior: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, March 13, 1906. 

Sin: Your letter has been received, inclosing, for such explanations 
and suggestions as may be deemed advisable, House joint resolution No. 
116, entitled ** Joint resolution accepting the recession by the State of 
California of the Yosemite Valley grant and the Mariposa Big Tree 
Grove, and including the same, together with fractional sections 5 and 
G6, township 5 south, range 22 east, Mount Diablo meridian, California, 
within the metes and bounds of the Yosemite National Park, and chang- 
ing the boundaries thereof.” 

In response thereto I have the honor to state that in the last annual 
report of the operations of this Department a recommendation was 
made that Congress accept the recession by the State of California of 
the Yosemite Vailey grant and the Mariposa Big Tree Grove, and that 
the same be included, together with fractional sections 5 and 6, town- 
ship 5 south, range 22 east, Mount Diablo meridian, California, within 
the metes and bounds of the Yosemite National Park; and joint reso- 
lutions (S. R. 14 and H. J. Res. 77) were introduced in Congress looking 
to the effectuation of the recommendation of the Department in the 
premises. 

Subsequently a conference was held at the Department with the 
California delegation in relation to Senate joint resolution 14, at which it 
was suggested that the southwestern boundaries of the Yosemite Na- 
tional Park be changed so as to eliminate a portion and include the 
same in the Sierra Forest Reserve, to permit of the construction of an 
electric road throngh the same to enable the people of southern Cali- 
fornia to have ready access to the Yosemite Valley; furthermore, that 
the line of the proposed road through the tract of land to be eliminated 
wonid not mar the natural curiosities or wonders within the reserva- 
tion, and its operation would result in the preservation of the fine 
groves of timber in the southern portion of the park rather than in 
their destruction. 

in this view of the case, therefore, the Department prepared an 
amendment to Senate joint resolution 14, eliminating from the Yosemite 
National Park and including in the Sierra Forest Reserve 10,480 acres. 
Of these lands, 2,640 acres are patented, and of the latter, 1,880 acres 
are heavy sugar and yellow pine, fir, spruce, and cedar forests. In this 
amendment a paragraph was also inserted providing that in the grant 
of any right of way for railway purposes across the lands thus placed 
in the Sierra Forest Reserve it shall be stipulated that no logs or tim- 
ber — - hauled over the same without the consent of the Secretary 
of the Interior. 

House joint resolution 116, on which you request a report, is sub- 
stantially in accord with the legislation recommended in the report of 
the Secretary of the Interior for 1905, and the amendment thereof as 
submitted to Hon. Grorcre C. PERKINS, United States Senate, under 
date of February 26, 1906. On page 5, line 2, of the bill, however, 
there is one typographical error, to wit, the fifth word in said line 
reads ‘ lands,’”’ whereas it should read “ acts.”’ 

If the resolution is amended in accordance with this suggestion, it is 
recommended that the measure receive favorable consideration and be 
enacted into law at the earliest practicable date. 

In this connection it is proper to add that the Department is advised 
that in House joint resolution 118, introduced by Mr. GiLuett?T of Cali- 
fornia, referred to on page 3780, No. 67, volume 40, of the CoNnGREs- 
SIONAL RecorpD, the error occurring in House joint resolution 116, 
above mentioned, is corrected. 

Very respectfully, 








BE. A. HitTcHcock, 


Secretary. 
Hon. JoHN F. LACEY, 


Chairman Committee on Public Lands, House of Representatives. 





APPENDIX A. 


A statement concerning the proposed recession of Yosemite Valley and 
Variposa Big Tree Grove by the State of California to the United 
Ntates. 

[Prepared by the secretary of the Sierra Club under the directioa ‘of 


the board *of directors, and adopted by said board as its official ex- 
pression of opinion.] 


The Yosemite Valley and the Mariposa Big Tree Grove were granted 
by- Congress, in 1864, to the State in trust, “to be held for public 
use, sort, and recreation.”” Little was known of the valley at that 
time, and it was many years before it acquired a national reputation. 
At the present time it is world-famed, and is one of the valuable 
assets of the nation. Its loss or destruction would affect the entire 
United States, and every citizen of our country has a direct, vital 
concern in the welfare of the valley. In 1890 the much larger Yo- 
semite National Park was created by Congress. This latter park in- 
cludes in its very heart and surrounds on all sides the State park. 

‘There has thus been created an imperium in imperio which has already 
given rise to much friction. This deplorable state of affairs was em- 
phasized about a year ago, when a fire was permitted to burn some 
of the finest timber along both sides of the northern boundary of the 
State park. Both State and Federal officials insisted that the fire was 
outside of their respective jurisdictions. The Federal Government will 
always be hampered in its administration of the national park as 
long as the State park is under separate management. In order to 


reach the surrounding country, its guardians must pass through the 
State park, which is the natural base of operations for that whole 
surrounding region, and yet the Federal Government can maintain no 








permanent camp and base of supplies in Yosemite Valley because of 
the State control. 

' With these conditions existing, Congress is loath to make appropria- 
tions for the construction of extensive improvements, which would 
really result in the improvement of State property et national ex- 
pense. As a result, all the roads entering the national and State 
parks are private toll roads, and tribute is levied on every visitor to 
this region. This condition of affairs is most unfortunate, and would 
have been remedied long ago but for the existing state of dual zov- 
ernment. 

But once reinvest the United States with authority over this heart 
and center of the national park, and headquarters will be established 
in the valley proper. <A system of telephone lines will be constructed 
radiating from this natural center and extending to all portions of 
the territory embraced in the present State and national parks. This 
will insure an effective system of fire protection and will increase the 
efficiency of the patrol and policing of the park many times. We have 
assurance that this will be done by President Roosevelt himself, also 
from the Federal Commission recently appointed to investigate con- 
ditions there, and from various other Federal officials. 

Maj. John Bigelow, jr., superintendent of Yosemite National Park, 
in his recent annual report, recommends: : 

First. The acquisition -by the United States Government of Yosemite 
Valley, new owned by the State of California. 

— The purchase of toll roads in the park leading 
valley. 

Third. The purchase by the Government of certain patented lands, 
_ are scattered over the park and constitute a considerable part 
of its area. 

“The first of these measures,” says Major Bigelow, “is believed to 
be necessary to secure from Congress an appropriation adequate to 
the improvement of roads and trails and of the park generally. It is 
a palpable anomaly for the valley to be under State government and 
the ground around it under the National Government. ‘The valley 
would be rendered move attractive, and, therefore, financially more 
productive to the State, under National than it is under State govern- 
ment. The acquisition of the valley by the National Government is 
a matter, to be sure, in which the initiative must be taken by the State 
government, but I have good reasons to believe the idea that the 
National Government should own the valley has for some time been 
gaining in favor with the people of California.” 

2. The State is unable to propertly care for Yosemite Valley. 

Though the park has been under the control of the State for up- 
ward of forty years, yet even the main stage roads on the floor. of 
the valley leading to the village are in a deplorable condition. Tl 


to the 


ane 
accommodations provided for visitors have been inadequate for years. 
In the summer of 1903 the State commissioners of the valley were, 
by reason of the congestion in accommodations provided for visitors, 
compelled to notify the various transportation companies not to allow 
any more tourists to enter the valley until the overcrowded conditions 
were relieved. : 

The State commissioners have done as: well as could be expected. 
They receive no salary. All the time they give to the affairs of Yo- 
semite Valley must be sacrificed from the time devoted to their regular 
vocations. 
specially fit them for the discharge of their peculiar and onerous duties. 
The paltry ten or fifteen thousand dollars annually at their disposal 
is entirely inadequate for the needs of the park. It is with difficulty 
that even this amount is ‘‘ squeezed out” of the State treasury. The 
State commissioners are entitled to praise for what they have accom- 
plished in the face of such adverse conditions. 

3. In marked contrast to all this is the management of the Yellow- 
stone National Park by the Federal Government. . 

The Yellowstone is in charge of Federal engineers and Army officers, 
who have received a life training to qualify them to perform their 
duties. They all receive salaries, and devote their entire time to the 
eare and management of the park. During the three years 1901-1903 
Congress appropriated nearly $700,000 for the care and maintenance 
of the Yellowstone. The best of skilled engineers are employed in the 
construction of the roads and trails of the Yellowstone, and they are 
kept in perfect repair- The roads are broad highways, with steel 
and concrete bridges. 

The hotels of the Yellowstone are large, commodious establishments, 
first class in every respect, and with ample accommodation for its 
visitors. 

4. State pride and sentiment is the strongest argument that has been 
advanced against this proposed change. But when analyzed it is found 
to be an entire misconception. If anything, sentiment should be all the 
other way. The Yosemite Valley is the property of the United States, 
and it has all along been the owner of the paramount title. It has, 
by Congressional act, allowed the State to take possession under a 
trust merely. ‘To recede the valley only means to terminate the trust. 
The United States will not take the valley away nor close it up; but, 
on the contrary, will render it in every way more accessible and more 
enjoyable to visit, by reason of better accommodation for visitors. 
This sentimental argument savors too much of the “ dog in the manger ”’ 
policy to be considered seriously. 

5. Our honored president, John Muir, who has devoted his life of 
activity to the best interests of our forests and natural scenery, has 
strongly advocated this proposed change for years. In a letter to the 
acting governor, written last July, he says: 

“The Yosemite Valley, in the heart of the park, and essentially a 
part of it, should, I think, be ceded to the Federal Government and 
put under one management, thus insuring great improvement in present 
conditions through increased appropriations for roads, trails, and expert 
work on the valley fioor, ete., thus increasing and facilitating travel, 
eons advantage of the entire country.’’ (Sacramento Union, July 16, 

6. President Roosevelt favors the recession. In an article entitled 
“Wilderness Reserves,” written for the Forest and Stream Publishing 
Company shortly after his western trip in 1903, reprinted in Forestry 
and Irrigation for July, 1904, he says: 

“As to the Yosemite Valley, if the people of California desire it, as 
many of them certainly do, it should also be taken by the National 
Government to be kept as a national park.” 

And in his recent message to Congress he makes the unqualified state- 
ment that, “the national-park system should include the Yosemite and 
as many as possible of the groves of giant trees in California.” 

7. The Native Sons are strongly in favor of the recession. Grand 
President MecNoble made this recommendation the strongest feature of 
his annual report. 

8. A committee of the State board of trade reports that— 

“ * * * the board has been impressed by the arguments made 


Very few have had any previous experience which would: 








1906. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





S147 





by the Native Sons of the Golden West in favor of recession to the 
Federal Government, and the incorporation of the valley and Big Tree 
Grove with existing national park and forest reservations; also, that 
such recession will put an end to the inconvenience and risks of a 
divided jurisdiction now existing by reason of the State control of the 
valley and the Big Tree Grove, while each is surrounded by Federal 
reservations under the jurisdiction of the United States.” (San Fran- 
cisco Call, September 14, 1904.) 

9. The board of directors of the Sierra Club, by unanimous vote, 
authorized the appointment of this committee to urge such action. 

10. The California Water and Forest Association adopted the fol- 
lowing resolution at its annual convention on December 2, 1904: 

“Resolved, That the proposition to cede the Yosemite Valley back to 
the United States Government should receive the earnest consideration 
of the legislature, to the end that more commodious accommodations 
may be provided for making such valley accessible to the general public, 
and we recommend such transfer.’ 

11. The San Francisco Chamber of Commerce, that of Oakland, and 
other cities, and many other influential bodies have also favored the 
recession. 

12. The various newspapers throughout the State have almost with- 
out exception indorsed the proposed change in editorial comment. Not 
one dissenting opinion has come to our notice. Since these comments 
outline some of the arguments to be given in favor of the proposed 
change, and since they voice in a degree the sentiment of the — on 
the question, extracts from a few of these expressions of opinion are 
given in the appendix hereto. 

13. In conclusion, the past has demonstrated that the Yosemite Val- 
ley is of a national character, and every citizen of the United States 
is vitally interested in its welfare. The State assumed the burden of 
caring for it, and has expended its money for the benefit of every citizen 
of the United States. Forty years has proven that the State can not 
afford to appropriate out of the funds at its disposal a sufficient amount 
to adequately care for this national park. © California has vital inter- 
ests which concern her alone. She has forests to protect from fire; 
she has flood-water problems; she has a State Redwood Park; she has 
multitudinous interests which demand the expenditure of her own 
money. She can obtain no funds elsewhere for this work, for her 
citizens only are vitally affected by such expenditures. Her funds even 
now are far short of being adequate to meet the growing necessities 
of this great State. The Yosemite Valley requires the expenditure of 
at least $100,000 every year fcr its proper care and management. A 
hotel is absolutely required to be constructed in the valley at a cost 
of at $200,000. The State can not afford to appropriate this 
amount. 

But the United States is amply able to do this, and will, if given the 
opportunity. Therefore, the Yosemite Valley and Mariposa Big Tree 
Grove should be receded to the United States, and thereby become a 
part of the national park, to-which it naturaliy belongs. The result 
would be the improvement of the valley and national park by the con- 
struction of the best of roads, bridges, and trails. Ample hotel ac- 
commodations of the best quality would be provided. <A telephone sys- 
tem for the entire park to guard against forests fires would be in- 
augurated. The patrol system of the national park would be rendered 
far more effective and the valley itself placed under the same system, 
so that perfect order would prevail, no matter how great the number 
of visitors. The toll-road system would be abolished, and in all 
probability a splendid boulevard constructed up the Merced Canyon, 
which would reduce the time and expense of travel one-half and greatly 
increase the comfort. This would attract immense numbers of tourists 
from all parts of the world who are now deterred by the arduous 
neture of the trip and the lack of accommodation. 

Each of these tourists would not only learn something of our great 
State, but would spend money in it. Few of us even begin to dream 
of the wealth that will some day be poured into California.by the mul- 
titude of travelers who will annually come to enjoy our unparalleled 
scenic attractions. We want to hasten that day, and we trust that 
the members of the State legislature will do their part in aiding to bring 
about this result by receding the Yosemite Valley and the Mariposa 
Grove of Big Trees to the National Government. 

Respectfully submitted. 

JOHN Murr, President, 
Wma. E. Coxsy, Secretary, 
GEORGE DAVIDSON, 
Wm. .R. DUDLEY, 
J. S. HuTcHISoN, Jr., 
J. N. LB CONTE, 
A. G. MCADIE, 
ELLIOTT MCALLISTER, 
WARREN OLNEY, 
Board of Directors of the Sierra Club. 


APPENDIX B. 


The Yosemite Valley is a wonder of nature of really national magni- 
tvde, and, like the Yellowstone Park, more fitly cared for by the nation 
than by any State. It also happens that the valley is actually inclosed 
within a much larger national park, and that conflicts of jurisdiction, 
involving serious results, have already occurred. The entire area of 
both parks constitutes one natural administrative unit, and it is be- 
lieved that there is a growing feeling in Congress that such an arrange- 
ment should be made. (San Francisco Chronicle, Aug. 2i, 1904.) 

If the reports from the mountains last summer were true, there 
is danger in divided jurisdiction, for it was said that when the most 
destructive fire that ever visited the vicinity of the valley was raging, 
the State superintendent of the valley and the military superintendent 
of the park stood for days disputing whether the fire was on Federal 
or State territory, until it gained such headway that their combined 
forces could not master it until it had destroyed the fine forest ex- 
tending from the Wawona road to Glacier Point. A single jurisdiction 
would render such a catastrophe from such a cause impossible. (San 
Francisco Call, Noy. 18, 1903.) 

Major Chittenden, United States Army, chairman of the Federal com- 
mission appointed to investigate and report on matters pertaining to the 
Yosemite National Park, said that in case the valley was ceded to the 
United States, and that the Government would agree to assume the 
care and management of the valley, a fort would be erected in the valley 
and a system of permanent telephone stations established to give proper 
protection to the forests from fire. (San Francisco Examiner, July 
16. 1904. 

It souk be better for Yosemite if it were in the hands of the Fed- 
eral Governmert. ‘The Interior Department has control of the great 
Yosemite Reserve encircling the valley for miles in all directions, and 
could, without extra expense, supervise the valley as well. Yosemite 














Valley really belongs to the United States. It should be looked upon 
as a session of all the people, and should be made more easily 
accessible to all. It should receive the attention that the Federal 
Government could give it. More money would be expended upon it, 
more care devoted to it, and the expenses of visitors should be greatly 
reduced. It would become what it should be—a people’s park. (Oak- 
land Enquirer, July 28, 1904.) 

The failure of the State to provide for the proper accommodation 
of visitors to the valley has provoked a widespread demand that the 
reservation be receded to the Federal Government. Should the reces- 
sion be made, there is no doubt that Congress would speedily provide 
the necessary accommodations as well as the other facilities to enable 
sight-seers to visit the valley and its surroundings under the most 





favorable conditions. ‘The valley should be managed in the interesi 
of the public to whom it belongs, and the convenience of the public should 
be the first consideration in making improvements. (Oakland Tribune, 


Sept. 14, 1904.) ; ; 
State pride may prevent the legislature taking any such action, but 
there is no question that it ought to be done. The present system 


of divided jurisdiction paralyses all effort for the satisfactory adminis- 
tration of this greatest ef natural wonders. Since it is cut of the 


question for the nation to cede the park to the State, the State ought 
to cede the valley to the nation. (Fresno Republican, July 16, 1904.) 

Under the absolute control of the United States Government the 
valley would have the best of care. Money for every needed improve 
ment would be forthcoming. It would be carefully policed, and the 
ehances for graft or political jobs would be reduced to a minimum. 
The citizens of California would enjoy every right in the valley that 
liberal but well-enforced regulations would permit. It would be “ our 
valley still. Uncle Sam could not run away with it, and he would cer- 
tainly be a careful and at the same time indulgent guardian. ‘The fact 
that the Government is willing to accept the trust is fortunate, and 
those who appreciate the situation will doubtless hope to see favorable 
action by the next legislature on Muir’s proposal. (Stockton Record, 
July 12, 1904.) ce : 

Up to this time State management has been reasonably efficient, but 
in State hands the administration of the park must always more or less 
be involved in politics, whereas the Government would be abl 











ible to ad- 
minister it through the Army precisely as it administers the national 
park in the Yellowstone country. (Sacramento Union, April 22, 1902.) 

There is a strong probability that the Yosemite Valley will be re- 
ceded to the federal Government by the State of California in the near 
future. Such a move would probably tend to a greater improvement 
of the park, as the expenses connected with keeping the at natural 
wonder open to the public are considerable and can be better sustained 
by Uncle Sam than the State of Caiifornia. It would also tend to a 
quick abolition cf toll roads, make a trip to the valley fraught with less 
expense to travelers and in the reach of almost everyone. (The New 
Era, Tuolumne, Cal., May 7, 1904.) 

The only arguments that have been presented opposing the transfer 
are along the line of State pride. When this is analyzed, however, 
it does not appear justifiable. he park must necessarily remain for 
ever in California, and the retention of title by the State means merely 
the inadequate continuance of a struggle to meet the obligations de- 
manded by the magnitude of the situation and the traveling public. 
Public opinion largely favors the transfer. (Los Angeles Times, No- 
vember 9, 1904.) 

Yosemite is one of California's best assets. Every visitor it attracts 
from abroad is a source of proiit to the people of this State, cons»- 
quently the more sight-seers for the valley the more profit to Cal 





























fornians. 'The Government will do what the State has neglected to do, 
and do it better. (Oakland Tribune. November 26, 190-4.) 

*“* Whereas the Yosemite Valley and the Mariposa Big Tree Grove are 
among the scenic wonders of the world, and the pride, net only of Cali- 
fornia, but of the whole Union; and 

“Whereas their proper maintenance and improvement imposes upon 
the people of California a burden which, in view of the fact that said 
valley and grove are national exhibits, should be borne by the National 
Government; and 

‘““ Whereas we believe that the National Government is alone able to 
undertake the expenditures necessary to properly improve said valley 
and grove by providing easy means of access, well-planned roads, trails, 
and other attractive features: 

“Resolved, That the board of directors of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Santa Barbara County hereby desires to go on record as favoring 
the recession to the National Government of the Yosemite Valley and 
the Mariposa Grove, to the end that these natural wonders may receive 
the improvements which they deserve and the consequent attention 
from the world that they merit.” (Santa Barbara Press, December 3, 
1904.) : 

It is rumored that, moved by the admirable conduct and supervision 
of the Yosemite National Park, the State of California is likely, at the 
approaching session of the legislature, to recede to the United States 
the smaller Yosemite grant of 1864, which is in the park but not of it. 
It is absurd and wasteful that there should be two jurisdictions within 
one boundary, and the people of California are to be congratulated on 
the prospect of this wise consummation, which Congress shou!d facili- 
tate by a prompt acceptance of the duty of caring for the whole of the 
Yosemite wonderland. (Century Magazine, December, 1904.) 

The superintendent of the Yosemite National Park recommends that 
the Federal Government “ acquire” the Yosemite Valley, which it once 
gave to the State of California. It is to be hoped that this most de- 
sirable end may be accomplished at the coming session of the Cali- 
fornia legislature. The reasons for this course are abundant and con- 
clusive. In the first place it is really, as its name implies, a “ national” 
and not a State park. Its natural wonders are national in their mag- 
nitude, national in their interest, and national in the scale of expendi- 
ture required to make them accessible and protect them from impair- 
ment. hey should be national, also, in their custody. This senti- 
mental view would perhaps not be altogether conclusive were Cali- 
fornia rich enough to incur the expenditure involved in the ownership 
and protection of the park. Unfortunately this State is not rich 
enough, and practical considerations coincide with the sentimental in 
requiring that this wonderful valley be restored to the nation, which 
alone is able to care for it. From all sides come imperative demands 
for largely increased expenditures on the park, with’ which this State 
is positively unable to comply. For the next quarter of a century the 
State will be compelled to tax itself to the full limit of endurance for 
purposes essential to our material prosperity or for the fulfillment of 
moral obligations which must take precedence even of so noble an 
object as the Yosemite Valley. We have recently acquired a State park 
in ihe Big Basin of Santa Cruz County, and the forest fires of last 
summer admonished us that if we are to preserve that magnificent body 
of timber for the enjoyment of future generations we must incur heavy 
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expense in protecting it from fire. The State, in fact, can not afford 
for the present to expend any more money on parks than it will be 
absolutely compelled to expend to prevent the destruction by fire of the 
forests of the Big Basin. The Federal Government should—-and prob- 
ably will, if desired—assume charge of the Yosemite Park as it has 
of the Yellowstone Park, and the legislation required for that purpose 
by our legislature should be enacted at the coming session. (San I ran- 
cisco Chronicle, November 28, 1904.) 


The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 


amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 





LAND IN PENSACOLA, FLA. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I ask the Secretary to turn to page 28 
of the appropriation bill. 

Mr. MALLORY. I ask the Senator from New Hampshire to 
yield to me to take up a bill of half a dozen lines. I do not 
think it will take five minutes. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will ask the Senator what the bill is, if 
he pleases. 

Mr. MALLORY. It is a bill to relinquish the interest of the 
United States to certain land in the city of Pensacola, Fla. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If it does not lead to debate I will yield, 
and then I shall insist on proceeding with the appropriation bill. 

Mr. MALLORY. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consider- 
ation of tbe bill (S. 860) to relinquish the interest of the United 
States in and to certain land in the city of Pensacola, Fla., to 
the Right Rev. Edwin P. Allen, Catholic bishop of the diocese 
@f Mobile, Ala., in trust for the Catholic congregation of Pensa- 
cola, Fla. 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 
eration. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands 
with an amendment, at the end of the bill, in line 11, after the 
word “Florida,” to insert “ and his successors;” so as to make 
the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That all the interest of the United States in and 


to the land in the city of Pensacola, in the State of Florida, known and 
described on the plat of said city of Pensacola as lots 1 and 2, be- 


tween the squares and the lot on the east side of the Square of Ferdi- 
nand the Seventh, known as the “‘ Catholic Church lot,” is hereby relin- 
quished and released to the Right Rev. Edwin P. Allen, Catholic bishop 
of the diocese of Mobile, Ala., trustee for the Catholic congregation of 
Pensacola, Fla., and his successors. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Martory, the title was amended so as to 
read: “A bill to relinquish the interest of the United States in 
and to certain: land in the city of Pensacola, Fla., to the Right 
Rey. Edwin P. Allen, Catholic bishop of the diocese of Mobile, 
Ala., and his successors, in trust for the Catholic congregation 
of Pensacola, Fla.” 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 18198) making appropriations to 
provide for the expenses of the government of the District of 
Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1907, and for other 
purposes. 

Mr. GALLINGER. 
for a moment. 
read: 


I ask the Secretary to go back to page 28 
I move to amend the amendment so that it will 


Massachusetts avenue from Sheridan circle to S street, $6,900. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
will be agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. 
changed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
respond. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Now, if the Secretary will turn to page 
41, there is a committee amendment which was passed over. I 
ask that the date be made June 8. Let the Secretary read the 
amendment with this date filled in the blank. 

The SrEcRETARY. On page 41, after line 7, the committee re- 
port to insert the following paragraph: 

For two attendance officers, authorized by the act providing for com- 


pulsory education in the District of Columbia, approved June 8, 1906, 
at $600 each, $1,200. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr..GALLINGER. Now, if the Secretary will turn to page 
50, line 23, in the item for text-books and school supplies; let 
** $53,000” be changed to ‘ $54,000.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
will be agreed to. 


I suggest that the total will have to be 


The total will be changed to cor- 


a a 


Mr. GALLINGER., Now, let the reading be continued on 
page 56. p 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill at line 14, 
page 56. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations 
was, on page 56, line 16, to increase the appropriation for fuel 
for the police department from $3,500 to $4,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The next amendment was, on page 57, after line 11, to insert: 

For purchase of a site for a station house in Anacostia, $2,400. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 57, line 14, to increase the 
total of the appropriation for miscellaneous expenses of the 
police department from $43,755 to $46,655. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 58, line 3, before the word 
“salaries,” to insert “$120 additional yearly compensation to 
the person acting as superintendent of the house of detention, 
and;” in line 4, before the word ‘ dollars,” to strike out “ seven 
hundred and twenty ” and insert “nine hundred;” in line 6, 
before the word “ dollars,” to strike out “four hundred” and 
insert “ five hundred and forty;” and in line 9, before the word 
“dollars,” to strike out “eleven thousand one hundred and 
twenty ” and insert “ twelve thousand eight hundred and sixty ;” 
so as to make the clause read: 

House of detention: To enable the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia to provide transportation, including the purchase and main- 
tenance of necessary horses, wagons, and harness, and a suitable place 
for the reception, transportation, and detention of children under 17 
years of age and, in the discretion of the Commissioners, of, girls and 
women over 17 years of age, arrested by the police on charge of offense 
against any law in force in the District of Columbia, or heid as wit- 
nesses, or held pending final investigation or examination, or otherwise, 
including $120 additional yearly compensation to the person acting as 
superintendent of the house of detention, and salaries of two clerks, 
at $900 each; four drivers, at $540 each; one hostler, $540; six 
guards, at $600 each; and two matrons, at $600 each; $12,860, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 58, line 11, after the word 
“For” where it occurs the second time, to strike out ‘“ one lieu- 
tenant in the police department, who shall also be harbor master, 
$1,820; one sergeant, $1,140; and in line 19, before the word 
“ dollars,” to strike out “ four thousand six hundred and eighty ” 
and insert “two thousand two hundred and twenty;” so as to 
make the clause read: 

For harbor patrol: For one engineer, $840; one fireman, $480; one 
watchman, $420; one deck hand, $480; in all, $2,220. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 58, line 21, to increase the 
appropriation for fuel, construction, maintenance, repairs, and 
incidentals for harbor patrol from $1,500 to $2,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 58, after line 21, to insert: 

For repair of the patrol and harbor boat Vigilant, $700. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 58, line 24, to reduce the 
total appropriation for harbor patrol from $6,180 to $4,920. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the items “ For the fire depart- 
ment,” on page 59, line 22, to increase the appropriation for re- 
pairs and improvements to engine houses and grounds from 
$8,000 iv $9,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The pext amendment was, on page 59, line 24, to increase 
the appropriation for repairs to apparatus and for new appa- 
ratus and new appliances from $9,000 to $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 59, line 25, to increase the 
appropriation for purchase of hose for the fire department from 
$12,600 to $13,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, en page 60, line 1, to increase the 
appropriation for fuel for the fire department from $12,000 to 
$14,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 60, line 2, to increase the 
appropriation for the purchase of horses for the fire department 
from $13,000 to $15,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 60, line 9, to increase the 


total appropriation for miscellaneous expenses of the fire de- 


partment from $96,360 to $103,360. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 60, line 13, before the word 
“Benning,” to insert “or near;” and in line 15, before the 
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word “thousand,” to strike out “twelve” and insert “ twenty- 
four ;” so as to make the clause read: 

Increase, fire department: For house and furniture for chemical en- 
gine company to be located at or near Benning, D. C., including cost of 
connecting said house with fire-alarm headquarters, $24,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 60, line 20, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out “ thirty-five’ and insert “ forty ;” so 
as to make the clause read: 

For site, house, and furniture for a combination house, engine and 
truck, to be located north of Florida avenue, east of Rock Creek and 
west of Highteenth street, including cost of connecting said house with 
fire-alarm headquarters, $40,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 61, after line 2, to insert: 

For one second size steam fire engine, $5,300. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 61, line 5, to increase the 
total appropriation for the increase in the fire department from 
$57,000 to $79,300. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Health depart- 
ment,” on page 61, line 11, after the word “ each,” to insert “ two 
sanitary and food inspectors, at $1,000 each;” in line 17, after 
the word “dollars,” to insert “inspector of marine products, 
$1,200; ” in line 22, after the word “ each” where it occurs the 
second time, to insert “clerk, $900;” and on page 62, line 7, 
before the word “ hundred,” to strike out “ forty-seven thousand 
three ” and insert “ fifty-one thousand four; ” so as to make the 
clause read: 

For health officer, $3,500; chief inspector and deputy health officer, 
$1,800; fourteen sanitary and food inspectors, at $1,200 each; two 
sanitary and food inspectors, at $1,000 each; sanitary and food in- 
spector, who shall also inspect dairy products and shall be a practical 
chemist, $1,800; sanitary and food inspector, who shall be a veteri- 
nary surgeon and act as inspector of live stock and dairy farms, 
$1,200; inspector of marine products, $1,200; chief clerk and deputy 
health officer, $2,200; clerk, $1,400; four clerks, two of whom may act 
as sanitary and food inspectors, at $1,200 each; two clerks, at $1,000 
each; clerk, $900; clerk, $600; messenger and janitor, $600; pound 
master, $1,500; laborers, at not exceeding $40 per month, $1,920; 
driver, $540; four sanitary and food inspectors, who shall be veteri- 
nary surgeons, at $1,000 each, and three sanitary and food inspectors, 
at $900 each, to assist in the enforcement of the milk and pure-food 
laws and the regulations relating thereto; in all $51,460. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the items of appropriation for 
miscellaneous expenses of the health department, on page 63, 
line 10, to increase the appropriation for the enforcement of the 
provisions of an act to prevent the spread of scarlet fever and 
diphtheria in the District of Columbia, approved December 20, 
1890, from $20,300 to $30,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. In line 8, on page 63, after the word 
“harness” I move to insert the words “rent of stable.’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. After line 11, as a separate paragraph, 
move to insert: 

For rent of stable, $120. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 63 after line 11, to strike 
out: 

For one medical inspector at smallpox hospital, $2,000; one cook at 
smallpox hospital, $300; one laundress at smallpox hospital, $300; 
one engineer at smallpox hospital, $720; in all, $3,320; and said 
medical inspector and other employees shall give bond, suitable to the 
Commissioners, conditional upon the faithful performance of the re- 
spective duties which may be required of them by the health officer, 
and particularly of such duties as they may be called upon to perform 
at the smallpox hospital and the quarantine station. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 64, after line 3, to insert: 

For maintenance of an additional pound wagon, $500. 


Mr. GALLINGER. After the word “ wagon” I move to in- 
sert “including personal services.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 64, line 7, 
after the word “of,” to strike out “section 4 of;” in line 9, 
after the word “ ninety-six,” to insert “and an act to provide 
for the abatement of nuisances in the District of Columbia by 
the Commissioners of said District, and for other purposes, 
approved April 14, 1906;” and in line 13, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out “two” and insert “three;” so as 
to make the clause read: 

For emergency fund for the enforcement of the provisions of an 


act to provide for the drainage of lots in the District of Columbia, 
approved May 19, 1896, and an act to provide for the abatement of 
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nuisances in the District of Columbia by the Commissioners of said 
District, and for other purposes, approved April 14, 1906, $3,500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “Courts,” on 
page 66, line 3, after the word “dollars,” to insert “ janitor, 
$540; ” and in line 4, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out 
“four hundred” and insert “nine hundred and forty;” so as 
to make the clause read: 

Juvenile court: For judge, $3,000; clerk, $2,000; chief probation 
officer, $1,500; probation officer, $900; janitor, $540; in all, $7,940. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 66, line 6, before the word 
“dollars,” to strike out “two hundred” and insert “one thou- 
sand;” so as to make the clause read: 

Miscellaneous: For compensation of jurors, $1,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 66, line 7, before the word 
“hundred,” to strike out “three” and insert “six;’ so as to 
make the clause read: 

Tor rent, $600. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 66, 
“furniture,” to insert “ fixtures 
make the clause read: 

For furniture, fixtures, and equipments, $600. 

The aimendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 66, line 1 ifter the word 
“ refuse,” to insert “ telephone service, traveling expenses; ” and 
in line 16, before the word “ hundred,” to strike out “ nine” and 
insert “one thousand two; ” so as to make the clause read: 

For fuel, ice, gas, and laundry work, stationery, printing, law books, 
books of reference, periodicals, typewriter and repairs thereto, binding 
and rebinding, preservation of records, mops, brooms, and buckets, re- 
moval of ashes and refuse, telephone service, traveling expenses, and 
other incidental expenses not otherwise provided for, $1,200. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the items of appropriation for 
miscellaneous expenses of the courts of the District of Columbia, 
on page 66, line 17, to increase the total appropriation for mis- 
cellaneous expenses from $2,000 to $3,400. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 67, line 1, after the word 
“ dollars,” to insert “ assistant engineer, $720; fireman, S360; ” 
in line 4, after the word “ dollars,” to strike out “ bailiff, S600,” 
and insert “ five bailiffs, at $600 each; night watchman, S620; 
one matron for women’s toilet, $600; three charmen, at $360 
each; ” and in line 9, before the word “ dollars,’ to strike out 
“twenty-one thousand and ninety ” and insert “ twenty-six thou- 
sand eight hundred and eighty ;”’ so as to make the clause read: 

Police court: For two judges, at $3,000 each; clerk, $2,900; 
two deputy clerks, at $1,500 each; two deputy clerks, at $1,200 each; 
deputy clerk, to be known as financial clerk, $1,500; three bailiffs, at 
$900 each; deputy marshal, $1,000; janitor, $540; engineer, $900; 
assistant engineer, $720; fireman, $360; assistant janitors, $450; five 
bailiffs, at $600 each; night watchman, $630; one matron for women’s 
toilet, $600; three charmen, at $360 each; in all, $26,880. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 67, line 17, to increase the 
appropriation for repairs to the building in use as the police 
court from $3800 to $500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 67, line 19, to increase the 
appropriation for fitting up and furnishing comp!ete the new 
police court building from $5,000 to $8,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 67, line 22, to increase the 
total appropriation for miscellaneous expenses of the police 
court from $17,700 to $20,900. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ For courts and 


line 8, after the word 
and equipments;” so as to 


9? «; 
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prisons,” on page 69, line 11, after the word “and,” to strike 
out “three messengers” and insert “seven assistant mes- 


sengers;” and in line 14, before the word “ dollars,” 
out “ten thousand and eighty” and insert “twelve thousand 
nine hundred and sixty ;” so as to make the clause read: 

Court-house, District of Columbia: For the following force necessary 
for the care and protection of the court-house in the District of Colum- 
bia, under the direction of the United States marshal of the District of 
Columbia: Engineer, $1,200; three watchmen, at $720 each; three 
firemen, at $720 each; five laborers, at 5480 each; and seven assistant 
messengers, at $720 each; in all, $12,960, to be expended under the 
direction of the Attorney-General. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Charities and 
corrections,” on page 70, line 2, before the word “ dollars,” to 
strike out “and eighty ” and insert “two hundred;” in line 6, 
before the word “ hundred,” to strike out “two” and insert 


to strike 
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“four; and in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out 
“thirteen thousand three hundred and forty ” and insert “ four- 
teen thousand five hundred and sixty ;” so as to make the clause 
read: 

Board of charities: For secretary, $3,000; clerk, $1,200; stenogra- 
pher, $1,200; messenger, $600; one inspector, $900; six inspectors, at 
$720 each; four drivers, at $600 each; hostler, $540; traveling ex- 
penses, $400; in all, $14,560. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 70, after line 8, to strike 
out: 

Provided, That from and after July 1, 1906, all appropriations under 
the general head of ‘“‘ Charities and corrections,’ any portion of which 
is payable from the revenues of the District of Columbia, for medical 
charities, for child-caring institutions, for temporary homes, and for 
other institutions of like character, shall be expended under the direc- 
tion of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, and shall be 
disbursed by the disbursing officer of the District of Columbia upon 
itemized vouchers duly audited and approved by the auditor of said 
District, in the manner now prescribed by law. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Reformatories 
and correctional institutions,’ on page 71, line 3, to increase 
the appropriation for engineer at the Washington Asylum from 
$600 to $720. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 72, line 5, to increase the 
total appropriation for the maintenance of the Washington 
Asylum from $34,561 to $34,681. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 72, after line 13, to insert: 


For payment to the beneficiaries named in section 3 of “An act 
making it a misdemeanor in the District of Columbia to abandon or 
willfully neglect to provide for the support and maintenance by any 
person of his wife or his or her minor children in destitute or neces- 
sitous circumstances,” approved March 23, 1906, $200, or so much | 
thereof as may be necessary, to be disbursed by the disbursing officer 
of the District of Columbia on itemized vouchers duly audited and 
approved by the auditor of said District. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 73, line 3, before the word 
“dollars,” to strike out “one hundred and eighty” and insert 
“two hundred and forty; ” in line 5, before the word “ dollars,” 
to strike out “three hundred and sixty ” and insert “ four hun- 
dred and eighty;” in line 6, before the word “dollars,” to 
strike out “six hundred” and insert “seven hundred and 
twenty;” in line 8, after the word “dollars,” to strike out 
“one nurse, $360,” and insert “two nurses, at $360 each;” in 
line 12, after the word “each,” to insert “blacksmith and 
woodworker, $500;” in line 15, after the word “ dollars,” to 
insert “ four servants, at $144 each;” and in line 19, before the 
word “dollars,” to strike out “nine thousand three hundred 
and sixty” and insert “eleven thousand two hundred and 
seventy-six ;”’ so as to make the clause read: 

Home for the aged and infirm: Superintendent, $1,200; matron, 
$600; clerk, $900; baker, $420; two female attendants, at $240 each; 
chief cook, $600; two male attendants, at $480 each; chief engineer, 
$720; assistant engineer, $480; physician and pharmacist, $480: two 
nurses, at $360 each; two assistant cooks, at $180 each; farmer, $540; 
two farm hands, at $360. each; blacksmith and woodworker, $500; 
tailor, $240; seamstress, $240; laundryman, $300; four servants, at 
$144 each; hostler and driver, $240; in all, $11,276. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, at the top of page 74, to insert: 


lor installing a laundry plant, including washers, extractors, mangle, 
and all necessary machinery and equipment, $4,000. : 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 74, line 15, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out “four” and insert “ five;” so as to 
make the clause read: 

For acquiring, by purchase or condemnation, additional ground, 
being part of lot 7 in the subdivision of Bellevue or Blue Plains, con- 
taining 19 acres, more or Jess, bounded on three sides by the ground 
purchased by the District of Columbia for a site for a municipal alms- 


house and a burial place for the indigent dead, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary, $5,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 75, line 1, before the word 
“teachers,” to strike out “five” and insert “seven;” and in 
line 6, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out “ eight thousand 
four hundred and five” and insert “nine thousand three hun- 
dred and sixty-five; ” so as to make the clause read: 

Reform School for Girls: Superintendent, $1,200; treasurer, $600; 
matrén, $600; two teachers, at $600 each; overseer, $720; seven 
teachers of industries, at $480 each; engineer, $600; assistant engi- 
neer, $420; night watchman, $365; laborer, $300; in all, $9,365. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 75, line 12, before the word | 
“dollars,” to strike out “ten” and insert “twelve;” so as to | 
make the clause read: 


For groceries, provisions, light, fuel, soap, oil, lamps, candles, cloth- 
ing, shoes, forage, horseshoeing, medicines, medical attendance, hack 





hire, transportation, labor, sewing machines, fixtures, books, stationery, 


horses, vehicles, harness, cows, pigs, fowls, sheds, fences, repairs, and 
other necessary items, $12,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 75, after line 12, to insert: 

For repairs to building, $3,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 75, line 14, to increase the 
total appropriation for the maintenance of the Reform School 
for Girls from $18,405 to $24,365. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, under the subhead “‘ Medical chari- 
ties,” on page 75, after line 21, to strike out: 


To enable the board of charities to provide for care and treatment 
of, and free dispensary service to, indigent patients, under contracts or 
agreements to be made with hospitals and dispensaries, including the 
Home for Incurables, and in carrying into effect this appropriation the 
board of charities may contract with any hospital or dispensary, or 
said Home, existing in the District of Columbia April 1, 1906, and or- 
ganized or established prior to that date, and with no others, $104,000 ; 
and the board of charities shall report to Congress at the beginning 
of its next session the terms of all contracts or agreements made here- 
under up to December 1 next, the institutions with whom made, and 
the amount per annum involved in each contract or agreement. 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 

For the care and treatment of indigent patients, under a contract to 
be made with the Freedmen’s Hospital and Asylum by the board of 
charities, $25,500, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 

For the care and treatment of indigent patients, under a Contract to 
be made with the Columbia Hospital for Women and Lying-in Asylum 
by the board of charities, not to exceed $20,000. 

For repairs to Columbia Hospital building, $2,000. 

For the care and treatment of indigent patients, under a contract to 


be made with the Children’s Hospital by the board of charities, not to 
exceed $15,000. 
For the care and treatment of indigent patients, under a contract to 


be made with the National Homeopathic Hospitai Association by the 
beard of charities, not to exceed $8,500. 


lor emergency care and treatment of, and free dispensary service to, 
indigent patients under a contract or agreement to be made with the 


$ oes Dispensary and Emergency Hospital by the board of charities, 
,000. 


For emergency care and treatment of, and free dispensary service to, 
indigent patients under a contract or agreement to be made with the 
Eastern Dispensary by the board of charities, $2,000. 

For the Women’s Clinic, maintenance, $750. 


For Washington Home for Incurables, maintenance, including ele- 
vator, $7,000. 
For care and treatment of indigent patients, under a contract to be 


made with the Georgetown University Hospital by the board of chari- 
ties, $4,000. 


For care and treatment of indigent patients, under a contract to be 


made with the George Washington University Hospital by the board 
of charities, $4,000. - 


To enable the board of charities to provide for emergency care and 
treatment of, and free dispensary service to, indigent patients, under 
contracts or agreements with hospitals and dispensaries, $5,000: Pro- 
vided, That no part of this sum shall be used to establish or maintain 
any hospital or dispensary not now existing in the District of Columbia. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 78, line 16, before the word 
“ dollars,” to strike out “ five’’ and insert “ eight;” in the same 
line, after the word “dollars,” to insert “probation officer, 
$1,200; and in line 24, before the word “ hundred,” to sirike 
out “six thousand four” and insert “seven thousand nine;” so 
as to make the clause read: 

For agent, $1,800; probation officer, $1,200; executive clerk, $1,080 ; 
placing officer, $900; placing officer $720; investigating clerk, $720; 
$7,520 clerk, $660; visiting inspector, $480; messenger, $360; in all, 

(,JLU. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 79, line 11, to increase the 
total appropriation for the maintenance of the Board of Chil- 
dren’s Guardians from $79,520 to $81,020. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. On page 79, line 23, before the word “ dol- 
lars,” I. move to strike out “six hundred” and insert “ seven 
hundred and twenty.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from New Hampshire will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 79, line 23, before the word “ dol- 
lars,” it is proposed to strike out “six hundred” and insert 
“seven hundred and twenty; ” so as to read: 

Engineer, $720. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 79, line 25, be- 
fore the word “ dollars,’ to strike out “three hundred and 
sixty ’” and insert “ four hundred and eighty;” on page 80, line 
1, before the word “dollars,” to strike out “two hundred and 
sixteen’ and insert “two hundred and forty;” and in line 5, 
before the word ‘“ dollars,” to strike out “three hundred and 
twenty-four” and insert “four hundred and sixty-eight;” so 
as to make the clause read: 


For the Industrial Home School: For superintendent, $1,200; matron, 
$480 ; two matrons, at $360 each; two assistant matrons, at $300 each; 





“ere 





ee ER LT RSA ere Oe 






1906. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. S151 





housekeeper, $360; sewing teacher, $360; nurse, $300; manual training 
teacher, $600; florist, $600; engineer, $600; farmer, $480; cook, $240; 
laundress, $240; two housemaids, at $144 each; temporary labor, 
not to exceed $400; in all, $7,468. 

Mr. GALLINGER. On page 80, line 4, before the word “ dol- 
lars,” I move to amend the amendment by striking out the words 
“four hundred and sixty-eight ” and inserting “‘ five hundred and 
eighty-eight,” so as to make the total $7,588. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire to the 
amendment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 80, line 10, before the word 
* dollars,’ to insert “one hundred and forty-four;” so as to 
make the clause read: 

In all, $17,144. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. To correspond with the amendment 
heretofore made, the total will be changed to $264. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment as thus modified. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 80, line 12, before the word 
* thousand,” to strike out “one” and insert “two;” so as to 
make the clause read: 

For repairs and improvements to buildings and grounds, $2,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 80, after line 14, to insert: 
~ For a reserve pump and motor for the sewage-pumping plant of the 
Industrial Home School, $800. , 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 81, line 2, to increase the 
appropriation for care and maintenance of children under a con- 
tract to be made with the Washington Hospital for Foundlings 
by the board of chafities from $5,000 to $6,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 81, line 5, to increase the 
appropriation for the care and maintenance of children under 
a contract to be made with St. Ann’s Infant Asylum by the 
board of charities from $5,000 to $6,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Temporary 
Homes,” on page 81, line 13, before the word “ dollars,” to insert 
“two hundred;” in line 14, before the word “ cook,” to insert 
“clerk, $720;” and in line 18, before the word “dollars,” to 
strike out “three thousand five hundred,” and insert ‘four 
thousand four hundred and twenty;” so as to make the clause 
read: 

For municipal lodging house and wood and stone yard, namely: 
For superintendent, $1,200; clerk, $720; cook, $360; and laborer, $360; 
maintenance, including rent, $1,780; in all, $4,420. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 81, line 21, before the 
word “dollars,” to insert “two hundred;” in line 23, before 
the word “ hundred,” to strike out “seven” and insert “ five; ” 
and in line 24, after the word “thousand,” to insert “ five hun- 
dred; ’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For temporary Home for ex-Union Soldiers and Sailors, Grand Army 
of the Republic, namely: For superintendent, $1,200; janitor, $360; 
and cook, $360; maintenance, $3,580; in all, $5,500, to be expended 
under the direction of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, 
and ex soldiers and sailors of the Spanish war shall also be admitted to 
the Home. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 82, line 10, after the word 
* provided,” to strike out “in sections 4844 and 4850 of the Re- 
vised Statutes ” and insert “ by law;” so as to make the clause 
read: 


Hospital for the Insane: For support of the indigent insane of the 
District of Columbia in the Government Hospital for the Insane in 
said District, as provided by law, $272,800. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Militia of the 
District of Columbia,” on page 83, line 22, before the word 
“hundred,” to strike out “four” and insert “one thousand 
five; so as to make the clause read: 

For lockers, furniture, and gymnastic apparatus for armories, $1,500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page S4, line 4, before the word 
* dollars,” to strike out “nine hundred” and insert “one thou- 
sand ;” so as to make the clause read: 
$1.00 custodian in charge of United States property and storerooms, 
,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 84, line 13, before the ; 





word “thousand,” to strike out “fifteen” and insert “ seven- 
teen;” and in the same line, after the word “ dollars,” to in- 
sert “and $4,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, of 
the sum appropriated for these objects for the fiscal year 1906 
shall be available for expenses of rifle practice and matches 
and for repair of practice ships for that year;” so as to make 
the clause read: 

For expenses of camps, instruction, practice marches, and practice 
cruises, $17,000; and $4,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
of the sum appropriated for these objects for the fiscal year 1906 
shall be available for expenses of rifle practice and matches and for 
repair of practice ships for that year. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page S85, line 19, before the 
word “ hundred,” to strike out “three” and insert “ five;” so 
as to make the clause read: 

For general incidental expenses of the service, $500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 85, after line 19, to insert: 

For building for use of the naval battalion, with the necessary 
lockers and other equipments, $6,300. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 85, after line 22, to insert: 


WATER METERS. 

For the purchase, installation, and maintenance of water meters to 
be placed in such private residences as may be directed by the Com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia; said meters at all times to re- 
main the propeity of the District of Columbia: to be repaid from reve- 
nues of the water department at the rate of $20,000 per annum, begin- 
ning with the fiscal year to end June 30, 1908, $100,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Water de- 
partment,” on page 86, line 14, to increase the number of clerks 
at $1,000 each in the revenue and inspection branch from two 
to three. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page SS, line 6, to increase the 
total appropriation for the distribution branch of the, water de- 
partment from $84,666 to $85,666. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 88, line 23, before the word 
“trunk,” to insert “service and;” and on page 8, line 5, after 
the word “ appropriated,” to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are 
hereby authorized and directed to cause to be paid from the appropria- 
tion for the water department, District of Columbia, extension of the 
high-service system, to the Holly Manufacturing Company, of Buff: 








N. Y., the sum of $6,580, deducted by the Commissioners of the Di 
of Columbia as a penaity under contract No. 3324, dated November 11, 
1903, and supplemental contract No, 3324, dated February 24, 1905. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. On line 8, page 90, section 2, at the end of 
the line, I move the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SEcRETARY. In section 2, page 90, line 8, after the word 
“exceed,” it is proposed to strike out “ fifty ” and insert “ sixty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 93, after line 18, to insert as a new section the fol- 
lowing: 

Src. 7. That until and including June 30, 1907, the Secretary of the 
Treasury is authorized and directed to advance, on the requisition of 
the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, made in the manner 
now prescribed by law, out of any moneys in the Treasury of the 
United States not otherwise appropriated, such sums as may be neces- 
sary from time to time to meet the genersl expenses of said District, 
as authorized by Congress, and to reimburse the Treasury for the por- 
tion of said advances payable by the District of Columbia out of the 
taxes and revenues collected for the support of the government thereof: 
Provided, That all advances made under this act and under the acts 
of February 11, 1901, June 1, 1902, March 3, 1903, April 27, 1904, 
and Mareh 3, 1905, not reimbursed to the Treasury of the United 
States on or before June 30, 1907, shall be reimbursed to said ‘Treas- 
ury out of the revenues of the District of Columbia from time to time, 
within five yeare, beginning July 1, 1907, together with interest thereon 
at the rate of 2 per cent per annum until so reimbursed: Provided 
further, That the Auditor for the State and other Departments and 
the auditor of the District of Columbia shall each annually report the 
amount of such advances, stating the account for each fiscal year sep- 
arately, and also the reimbursements made under this section, together 
with the balances remaining, if any, due to the United States: And 
provided further, That nothing contained hercin shall be so construed 
as to require the United States to bear any part of the cost of street 
extensions, and all advances heretofore or hereafter made for this pur- 
pose by the Secretary of the Treasury shall be repaid in full from the 
revenues of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. GALLINGER. On page 94, line 24, of the committee 
amendment, I move the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. 

The SEcRETARY. In section 7, page 94, line 24, before the 
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word “ street,” it is proposed to insert “ acquisition of land for ;” 
so that it will read: 

The cost of acquisition of land for street extensions, etc. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations 
was, on page 95, line 8, to change the number of the section 
from 7 to &. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yesterday the provisions relating to pub- 
lic schools, on page 41, were stricken out. With those provi- 
sions went an amendment that the committee had proposed to 
the bill. This morning I moved to insert that amendment with 
an amendment. I simply mention this that the clerks may get 
the matter right. The amendment was in relation to two at- 
tendance officers, ete. It is now in the bill with an amendment 
inserting the date “ June 8” in the blank. That is understood. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘That is understood. 

Mr. NELSON. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk, to come in on page 68, line 7, after the word “ thousand.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SecrETARY. On page 68, under the subheading “ Justices 
of the peace,” line 7, after the word “ thousand,” it is proposed 
to insert “ five hundred;” so as to read: 

For six justices of the peace, at $2,500 each. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, in reference to that amend- 
ment I desire to make an observation. The Code of Law of the 
District of Columbia provided that there should be ten justices 
of the peace, at a salary of $3,000 each. That salary was paid 
for, I think, about six months, when in an appropriation bill 
the salary was reduced to $2,000 each a year, which has been 
paid since that date—I think since June 30, 1902. Last year 
the number of justices was reduced from ten to six, and the 
salary was allowed to remain at $2,000. There is a very 
strong arguinent, I will suggest, in favor of giving an increase 
of salary to these six men, they doing the work now that ten 
men formerly did. They act as judges of the police court in 
the absence or disability of the judges of that court, and we 
have established a new court for juvenile offenders, and one of 
these justices will have to preside there in the event of the 
judge of that court being absent or incapacitated for service. 
So that I will not resist the amendment the Senator from Min- 
nesota has offered. It will go to conference, and we will give 
the matter careful consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Minnesota. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. NELSON. In support of the amendment, I ask that the 
statement which I send to the desk may be printed in the 
REcGRD. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

The statement referred to is as follows: 

[Senate Document No. 423, Fifty-ninth Congress, first session.] 


Salaries paid justices of the peace in the District of Columbia. 
STATEMENT OF FACTS. 

I. Under the code, providing for the appointment of justices of 
the peace, approved March 3, 1901, and amended January 31 and June 
30, 1902, it is provided that each of said justices of the peace shall 
receive an annual salary of $3,000, and the further sum of $250 an- 
nually for rent, stationery, and other expenses, ete. 

It will be seen that this amendment is asking that the salary as 
fixed by law be given to these justices of the peace. Six months after 
this law first went into effect, and for six months after the justices 
qualified, they were paid at the rate of $3,000 per annum: but sub- 
sequent appropriations only provided $2,000 instead of the $3,000. 

II. Under the said code as amended the justices of the peace in and 
for the District of Columbia are given jurisdiction in all civil cases 
in which the amount involved, or claimed to be due, for debt or damage 
arising out of contracts, express or implied, or damages for wrongs 
or injuries to persons or property, does not exceed $300, including all 
proceedings by attachment or in replevin, where the amount claimed 
or the value of the property involved does not exceed said sum. 
* * * And said jurisdiction shall be exclusive when the amount 
claimed for debt or damage or the value of personal property claimed 
does not exceed $50, and concurrent with the supreme court of the 
District of Columbia when it exceeds $50. 

All landlord and tenant proceedings are instituted in and determined 
by the justices of the peace courts in this District. It will be seen 
that the justices of the peace in and for the District of Columbia have 
to deal with about as many difficult and complex questions of law and 
practice as any of the justices sitting in the supreme court of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. ‘The chief difference between the litigation that is 
earried on in the justice of the peace court and that of the supreme 
court of the District of Columbia is found in the amounts involved. 

Ill. When the code was first adopted, ten justices of the peace were 
srovided for this District, but under the amendment adopted June 30, 
F902, it was provided that on and after January 1, 1906, there should 
be but six justices of the peace in and for this District. 

It will therefore be seen that six justices of the peace are now per- 
forming the labor that ten performed originally under the code. 








of the peace provided for under the code as originally adopted, yet it 
is now perfectly apparent that with the increasing litigation before 
the justice of the peace courts from year to year the six which now 
exist here are, indeed, overworked. The records of the justice of the 
peace courts show that each justice is disposing of more than 2,500 
cases annually. 

The amount of work entailed upon the justices in the matter of enter- 
ing these suits, as the law requires they shall be entered, into a docket 
kept by him for such purpose; entering every step taken in the matter 
of issuing writs and of the returns made thereon; entering continu- 
ances ; entering motion, ete., and so on, to final judgment and execu- 
tion; in addition to that, entering appeals and making the proper cer- 
tifications of the records from that court to the supreme court of the 
District of Columbia; entering the nonresident and appeal bonds given, 
as well as those in attaciment and replevin suits; also issuing sum- 
mons for witnesses and the returns made thereon, besides the time 
which is consumed in the hearing of the contested cases, which means 
more than 50 per cent of the number of suits filed before him, one-fourth 
of which represent damage and debt cases, where the same are con- 
tested, of necessity casts upon the justices of the peace in and for the 
District of Columbia a burden which no other judicial oflicer is called 
upon to bear in this District. Their hours cover‘from 9 to 4 o'clock 
each secular day, exclusive of legal holidays and Sundays. 

In this connection I might add that under the law when a vacancy 
occurs in the police court in this District, or when one or both of the 
judges presiding in said court is absent on vacation or by reason of 
sickness, the supreme court of the District of Columbia designates one 
or more of the justices of the peace to preside in said police court dur- 
ing the temporary absence of such judge or juazes. By reason of this 
fact there is an average of about two and one-half months each year 
in which the justices of the peace perform the duty of the judges in the 
police court without one cent of compensation therefor. ‘The judges 
in the police court receive a salary of $3,000 a year, and their court 
lasts, upon an average, from 9.30 in the morning to about 1 or 2 o'clock 
in the afternoon. Surely, when it is found that the qualifications of 
the justices of the peace are equal to that of the judges in the police 
court, and when it is found that his work is equally as important as 
that of the judges in the police court, and also, when his duties are 
very much more arduous and his hours longer in the discharge of his 
official duties than those entailed upon the judges in the police court, 
there is no justice in paying the judge in the police court a single cent 
more than is paid to a justice of the peace. If quantity and quality 
of work are to be the basis for fixing the salary that should be paid, 
it is submitted that the justices of the peace should receive the full 
$3,000, as fixed by law; in other words, his statutory salary. 

One other matter I might suggest here, thaf~it is proposed in the 
present House bill 18198 to provide for the judge’s salary in the re- 
cently created juvenile court for the District of Columbia. Heretofore 
the police court judges have been holding said juvenile court, and it has 
usually taken about two hours a day to dispose of the cases. In the 
light of the past it is not likely that the judge sitting in the juvenile 
court will be called upon to sit for more than three hours a day for 
some time to come. Notwithstanding these short hours and notwith- 
standing the fact that his knowledge of the law is in no wise superior 
to that of the justice of the peace, the present pending appropriation 
bill is providing a salary of $3,000 per annum for the judge in said 
juvenile court, and also providing a salary of $2,000 for a clerk, and a 
salary of $1,500 for a chief probation officer, and $900 for a probation 
officer, in all $7,400. In other words, the present pending appropria- 
tion bill provides for this court, which has few writs to issue and only 
one character ef cases to deal with, in which the rights of property 
are not considered and where the duties of the officers in said court 
will, perhaps, not exceed three hours a day for several years to come 
in the actual discharge of official duties, more than one-half of the sum 
which it has provided for a half dozen different courts in this District, 
where the litigation in the matter of damage, debt, replevin, and attach- 
ment suits aggregated during the last year over $1,250,000. 

I merely mention this to call attention to the lack of due considera- 
tion given to the merits of the justice of the peace claim. Surely this 
inequality ought not to exist. Each justice of the peace ought, as a 
matter of right, be given-a clerk at a salary of not less than $50 per 
month. They ought to be also given an appropriation for office rent 
and office expenditures, in the way of dockets and other supplies, 
absolutely necessary for the business of the office, of not less than $50 
per month. They can not get an office suitable for their business 
under at least $30 or $40 per month. Yet the present pending appro- 
piation bill sets apart the meager little sum of $250 per annum to 
cover the whole of these expenses and then the little sum of $2,000 a 
year for their services. In other words, they have not even put them 
on the same footing that they have put the clerk in the juvenile court, 
for the reason that that clerk will not have to pay anything out of his 
salary for the expenses of his court, whereas the justices of the peace 
must, of necessity, as they have done in the last few years, pay out of 
his private pocket such moneys as are necessary over and above the 
$250 allowed to meet the expenses of his office. 

It does not seem possible to me that Congress, when its attention is 
ealled to this situation, will tolerate it. It will be found that the 
Attorney-General, Mr. Moody, has written a letter in which he has 
advocated remedial legislation for the justices of the peace along these 
lines. 

IV. I take it that the committee, or at least some members of the 
Committee on Appropriations, must have regarded justices of the peace 
in and for the District of Columbia in the same light that a justice 
of the peace is regarded in the States. 

There not only their qualifications but their jurisdiction is exceed- 
ingly limited. The average justice of the peace in the States is not 


required to have an office and is permitted to follow the ordinary 
| veeations or business in which he is engaged, and his duties as justice 


of the peace are merely side issues, which he disposes of at his leisure. 
His work is of such small consequence, to start with, in character and 
in quantity, to end with, that no one looks upon the ordinary country 


| justice of the por than anything more than a man of very ordinary 


intelligence and ability. But in this jurisdiction it is entirely different. 

The character of the work is such, to begin with, and the quantity 
of the work is such, to end with, that it not only requires a high degree 
of skill and knowledge on his part of law and legal proceedings, but it 
ecnsumes his entire time, so that he can not pursue any other line of 
business while he is serving as justice of the peace. 

I might add, in this connection, that every one of these justices of 
the peace was a lawyer by education and by profession before they 
were made justices of the peace, having received their degrees from 
the law schools and passed their examinations for admission to the 


While it might be argued that there were, perhaps, too many justices i bar before the courts of the District of Columbia. 
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Mr. NELSON. The total for that item, on page 68, will have 
to be changed. I move to strike out “thirteen” and insert 
“ sixteen,” in line 9. 

Mr. GALLINGER. 
to that paragraph. 

Mr. SPOONER. I desire to offer an amendment. 
the amendment of the Senator from Minnesota? 

Mr. GALLINGER. It was to increase the salaries of the 
justices of the peace from $2,600 to $2,500 each. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is that paragraph still open to amendment? 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is open to amendment. 

Mr. SPOONER. On page 68, line 8, I move the amendment 
which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Wisconsin will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 68, line 8, before the word “ hun- 
dred,” it is proposed to strike out “two” and insert “ nine; ” 
and in the same line, after the word “ hundred,” to strike out 
“and fifty ;” so as to read: 


And the further sum of $900 each for rent, stationery, and other 
expenses 


Mr. GALLINGER. I will suggest to the Senator that if his 
amendment is to go in this bill—and I know the appeal that has 
been made in its behalf—the words “ clerical services” should 
go in after the word “ rent.” 

Mr. SPOONER. I intend to move that after the amendment 
I have proposed is acted upon. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Wisconsin. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SPOONER. In line 8, after the word “ rent,’ I move to 
insert the words “ clerk hire.’ 

Mr. GALLINGER. I would suggest that the words “ clerical 
services ’” would be better. 

Mr. SPOONER. Very well. Let it read “ clerical services.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 68, line 8, after the word “ rent,” it 
is proposed to insert “ clerical services.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SPOONER. In line 9 I move to strike out “ thirteen ” 
and insert “twenty,” which is a change of the total; and also 


There is another amendment to be offered 


What was 





in the same line to strike out “ five” and insert “ four,’ before | 


the word “ hundred; ” so that the total will read: “ $20,400.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. 
total a little different, and if the Senator will wait a moment 
we will correct the total. I suggest that the Secretary correct 
the total. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 

Mr. GALLINGER. 
dent. 

Mr. BURKETT. I want to offer an amendment to the bill, 
if the Senator will permit me. On page 28, after line 9, I 
move to insert: 

For completing the paving of Florida avenue from Eighteenth street 
to Connecticut avenue, $2,500. 

I call the attention of the chairman to the fact that that 
street is about two-thirds paved, one-third on each side, but 


Without objection it is so ordered. 
Now, let the bill be passed, Mr. Presi- 


the middle third was left open to put in street-car tracks. 


The street-car tracks have never gone in there, and it is to 
finish the paving of the street. 

Mr. GZLLINGER. Will the Senator state the streets. 

Mr. BURKETT. It is between Eighteenth street and Con- 
necticut avenue on Florida avenue. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is not, I suggest to the Senator, out- 
side of the boundary, is it? 

- Mr. BURKETT. It is boundary street. 

Mr. GALLINGER. 
Senator has proposed the amendment is for the construction of 
county roads, and those roads are outside of boundary. 

We have never in that paragraph, I will say to the Senator, 
undertaken to deal with streets inside of the boundary. We 
have made schedules for the different sections of the city 

Mr. BURKETT. Will the Senator from New Hampshire 
suggest where it should come in? 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator wishes to insert it, let it 
be on page 25, after line 19. 

Mr. BURKETT. All right; page 25, after line 19. 

The SecRETARY. On page 25, after line 19, it is proposed to 
insert: 


For completing the paving of Florida avenue from Eighteenth street 
to Connecticut avenue, $2,500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BURKETT. I desire to offer another amendment. On 
page 11, at the top of the page, I move to strike out “or 
municipality.” 





The item in the paragraph to which the | 








The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nebraska pro- 
poses an amendment, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 11, line 2, after the word “ corpo- 
ration,” it is proposed to strike out the words “ or municipality.” 

Mr. BURKETT. Mr. Presiednt, I will say, if there is any 
objection to the amendment, that this is the paragraph which 
provides that the inspector of asphalt paving shall not render 
any service to any corporation. But some municipalities write 
to him which can not afford to have an inspector of asphalt, 
and this precludes him from offering any advice. I have in 
mind one place where he rendered some very valuable service. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, there is very serious ob- 
jection to the Senator’s amendment. The Senator probably 
knows the history of this matter, and it is time, it seems to me, 
that this official of the Government, who is paid a good salary, 
should attend to his duties here in Washington, and not be in- 
terfering with matters outside and deciding between different 
kinds of asphalt. I hope the amendment will not prevail. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Nebraska. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HALE. On page 76, in line 13, I move to strike out the 
words “ by the board of charities.” 

The Secretary. On page 76, in the committee amendment 
already agreed to 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will regard the comimit- 
tee amendment already agreed to as open to amendment. 
"Mr. HALE. Yes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maine moves 
an amendment, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 76, line 13, after the word “Asy- 
lum,” strike out “ by the board of charities.” 

Mr. HALE. As my purpose covers several clauses, I will 
also move, in line 17, to strike out “ by the board of charities.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the two amend- 
ments will be agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Not agreed to, Mr. President. 
think the Senator from Maine asks for that just now. 

Mr. HALE. No. They will all come up in connection with 
a subsequent amendment I will offer, which covers the whole 
case. In lines 22 and 23 I move to strike out “ by the board of 
charities;”’ also on page 77, in line 1, also in line 6, also in 





I do not 


| lines 9 and 10, also in line 17, also in line 20 I move to strike 
The clerk of the committee figures the | 


out the same words. 

On page 76, at the end of line 20, I move to insert what I 
send to the desk. 

The SECRETARY. 
insert: 

All appropriations from and including line 11, page 76, of this Dill 


shall be spent under the authority and direction of the officers of 
each of said charities. 


Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I offer these amendments be- 


On page 76, after line 20, it is proposed to 


| eause I think almost everybody who has had anything to do 


with these charities is very tired of the board of charities. 
Every year it appears here or in the other branch and insists 
that instead of Congress appropriating in detail for these 
charities, which are weil conducted and under conservative 
management, the whole discretion as to the apportionment of 
the amount shall be left to this ambitious and engrossing 
board of charities. For one having had something to do with 
considering these appropriation bills for years, as I have said, 
I am very tired of the importunities of the board of charities, 
which seeks to interfere with the actual management of these 
different charitable associations. There is not one of those 
associations which is not well conducted. The management is 
prudent and conservative and satisfactory to Congress. 

Every year this board of charities comes to us and asks 
Congress to take everything away and to leave entirely dis- 
cretionary with the board of charities the apportionment of 
the moneys. I am bound to say that when this ambitious board 
presents its requests—I will not say demands—to the Senate 
and to the Senate committee, they do not appeal to the Senate 
committee; and I have offered these amendments leaving not 
only, as the committee proposes to do, the amounts specified for 
each institution, but the management and expenditure of the 
money to the officers, trustees, and managers of those institu- 
tions, so that hereafter we will not be beset by the demands of 
the board of charities that everything shall be left to their 
omnipotent hands. 

I hope the chairman of the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, who has had great experience and knows a great deal 
more about the details of these matters than perhaps any other 
Senator, will be willing to accept the amendments I have 
offered. 

Mr. GALLINGER. 





Mr. President, the board of charities, 
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consisting of five members, was created under the provisions of 
an act approved June 6, 1900, taking the place of an officer who 
was then known as superintendent of charities, as I remember 
it. They had duties imposed upon them which were largely of 
a supervisory character. They were to be appointed by the 
President, to serve without pay, and they were to examine into 
the various charitable institutions of the District, when re- 
quested to do so by the Commissioners of the District of Co- 
lumbia, and make recommendations. They did not have the 
direct expenditure of money. In fact, their jurisdiction ex- 
tended only to making investigations along charitable lines and 
advising in the matters of new buildings for charitable pur- 
poses. Up to the present year Congress appropriated the 
money for these various eleemosynary institutions—the various 
hospitals and other institutions of that kind—in the city. The 
board has had supervision of them in a general way, but we 
have designated the amount of money that should go to each 
institution. 

The board is composed of most excellent gentlemen, some of 
the leading citizens of this city being upon it—such men as Mr. 
Doctor Neill is now on the 
board, and he is a very efficient man. They have done a great 
deal of good work without financial compensation. But, like 
all other boards, certainly in this District, and, I suppose, every- 
where else in the world, they have been reaching out for 
increased power. To carry out a long-cherished purpose, they 
induced the House of Representatives to appropriate a lump 
sum in the District of Columbia appropriation bill of the present 
year, to be distributed by the board upon the various institu- 
tions as they saw fit. It is an unfortunate fact that at times 
the board have expressed themselves as being opposed to giving 
aid to certain very worthy charities. For instance, they have 
taken ground against an appropriation to the Home for Incur- 
ables, an institution to which one woman gave $50,000, and 
where patients suffering from cancer and other incurable dis- 
eases, excluded from the other hospitals of the city, find a 
home and are tenderly cared for. We have been giving that 
institution from two to four thousand dollars a year, and this 
board has on two or three occasions objected to that, saying it 
was not a proper appropriation of public money. 

During the present year they went into print, as I remember, 
saying we should not make an appropriation for the Columbia 
Hospital for Women, ete, an institution that belongs to the 
Government, land and buildings alike. They have intimated 
that they thought that institution ought to go out of business, 
and the patients be distributed among the other hospitals of the 
city. Some antagonisims have arisen because of the attitude 
of the board in these matters. I have no doubt they have meant 
well; I have no doubt they believe it would be a better system 
of administration if we would yield to their wishes in this 
regard. 

But I call the attention of the Senator from Maine to a matter 
which, of ¢ourse, he understands, that the subcommittee of 
the Committee on Appropriations struck out the item putting 
all this money in the hands of the board of charities, to be dis- 
pensed by them as they saw fit, and they have provided for 
each hospital by name, making a specific appropriation in each 
case, so that the board will be compelled, if this bill shall be- 
come a law, to have this money dispensed next year as it has 
been done in the past. 

I doubt very much the propriety of striking out the words 
that the Senator from Maine suggests ought to come out of the 
bill. I doubt very much the propriety of raising as sharp an 
issue as that with the board of charities at the present time. 
I think if we succeed in keeping in the bill what the committee 
have placed in it, caring specifically for each institution this 
year, we will be able to reach an amicable adjustment of this 
entire matter, and that there will be less friction in the future 
than there will be if we raise the question as sharply as the Sena- 
tor from Maine proposes to do. I assure him personally that I will 
do what I can to bring about an adjustment that will not do harm 
to anyone, and that will be of the highest possible benefit to 
these most excellent institutions in the District for which we are 
making appropriations, So I trust the Senator will not press 
his amendments any further. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to know what the amendment is. 
I did not quite catch it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The amendment, J will say to the Sen- 
ator, is to strike out in the items providing specifically for each 
institutions the words “by the board of charities,” so that the 
money will go direct to each institution and be dispensed by the 
officers of those institutions. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Colorado, an old member of 
the committee, I know has always had an active and intelligent 
interest in this whole matter. My object is to prevent, both 
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now and hereafter, the intervention of these ambitious gentie- 
men comprising the board of charities to take entire possession 
of the eleemosynary institutions and dole out as they think fit- 
ting and best the amount of moneys to each institution, and also, 
as they claim, to give them the power to close up and abandon 
certain institutions. I am not for that. I do not think the 
Senator from Colorado is for that. I do not think the Senator 
from New Hampshire, who has had great experience and has 
great knowledge on this subject, is for that. 

I see the force of his appeal to me that, as, under his advice, 
the old rule has been restored in the bill and the amounts are 
specially appropriated for the different institutions, I shall not 
now insist on going further and striking out all of the nomina! 
control of the board of charities. I hope that as a result of the 
action of the Senate and of this debate we will hear less here- 
after of this board, which comes Here every year to change what 
has been the practice for years and years, and that they will be 
content to perform the duties that are now given to them by Con- 
gress, which are large enough, without seeking to subvert every- 
thing Congress has always done, showing confidence in these in- 
stitutions and maintaining them distinctively in the judgment of 
Congress and not in the judgment of the board of charities. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I confess I sympathize very 
greatly with the feeling of the Senator from Maine, but we did 
not think it was wise at this time to entirely ignore the board. 
I have a good deal of feeling that the board are quite out of 
place in insisting that they shall determine how the money shall 
be expended in the first instance. This is an old claim of theirs 
which has been made for some time. They have now made the 
first step which is direct and efficient by persuading the House 
to put it in their hands. I feel very much that we are quite as 
capable of doing that duty of distribution as are the board, and I 
so stated to the board when they were before the committee, 
and that I did not myself believe that Congress would at any 
time turn over that duty to them. The way they have insisted 
upon handling this money for several years is proof enough 
that they ought not to handle it at all, except in a perfunctory 
way. 

The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] has men- 
tioned the fact that they have been hostile to the Home for In- 
curables. It is a private charity established in Georgetown by 
the good people to take care of persons who could not get into 
the ordinary hospitals. It is a home for incurables of all kinds. 
We have appropriated only a few thousand dollars annually for 
that charity, and it has been maintained by the good people of 
this city. As the Senator from New Hampshire has said, one 
lady gave $50,000. That was the beginning. Others have con- 
tributed, and the women of this District have looked after these 
incurable people—not always incurable. Sometimes when they 
were supposed to be incurable it has turned out that they were 
not. At least within a short time, three persons who were 
thought to be incurable, and were so pronounced, have been 
sufficiently relieved of their disabilities to be self-supporting in 
this city, and are now earning enough to support themselves, 
and are away from the institution. And yet there was no other 
place in the city where they could have gone. I have visited 
this Home for Incurables, which has in it now people who, if 
turned out, would have no place to go. They would have to go 
to the pauper home. 

Mr. GALLINGER. 
not? 

Mr. TELLER. Forty-five, or such a matter, I believe. All 
classes are taken in. It is not a sectarian institution. Catho- 
lies, Protestants, Jews—every class are taken in if they come 
within the rule. It is, I think, the most worthy and deserving 
charity in the city, without exception. We have made an 
appropriation this year for a little extra help—$3,000 for an 
elevator, which they need very much, because they have a large 
number of persons who can not go up and down stairs and who 
must be taken in the elevator and carried up and down. They 
have permanent cripples there. Some of them are puritly sup- 
ported by their friends, but many of them are supported entirely 
by the contributions of the good people, save and except the 
small sum the Government gives, which never heretofore has 
been more than $4,000 a year. 

For these great institutions we have appropriated as high as 
a hundred and fifty thousand dollars a year. With respect to 
this little establishment, which is doing as much good as any 
other in the city, the board of charities came before us and 
actually said they thought it ought to be disbanded and aban- 
doned. I said: ‘“ What will you do with the patients?” They 
said: “ Let the Government build a building.” This institution 
would take care of these unhappy people for a tithe of what the 
Government could take care of them for. It is economy for us 
to help in this case. We give only a moiety out of the whole. 


There are some forty or fifty, are there 
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I must confess that the attitude of the board heretofore and 
now has prejudiced me somewhat against the board, and I 
should very much dislike to see the bill pass and become a law 
as it cdme to us from the House. I think it would be very dis- 
astrous and hurtful. There is one thing we ought to insist 
upon, and that is that the control of appropriations belongs to 
the Congress of the United States, and not to any tribunal or 
board to which we may intrust the simple payment of it. We 
should say when and where and how it should be expended. It 
is enough for them to distribute it. That is all the power they 
ought to have. We should determine the amount that should 
go to each institution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
draw his amendments? 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I can see plainly that in a matter 
of this kind a mistake might be made in seeking to go too far. 
The Senator in charge of the bill has shown very plainly that, 
so far as he is concerned, he does not believe in turning over the 
entire disposition of this aggregate sum to the discretion of the 
board of charities, and I trust that when this matter goes 
into conference between the two Houses we shall find as a result 
of the conference that the present rule will be maintained and 
that the disposition and the amount for each of the eleemosynary 
institutions shall be, as the Senator from Colorado has indicated, 
controlled by Congress, and not by the board of charities. 

Under these circumstances I will not insist on my amendment, 
but I notify the Senator that if importunity is kept up and there 
is this determination to take this subject-matter not only away 
from us, but away from the very sensible, benevolent, and in- 
telligent persons who have charge of these institutions, on the 
next appropriation bill I shall certainly try to see that not only 
shall we distribute the amount of the funds, but that the ex- 
penditure of the sums shall be left to the good people who are 
managing these institutions and the very charitable and benevo- 
lent people who have given their benefactions to maintain and 
sustain them. For the present I withdraw the amendments. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maine with- 
draws the amendments. 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President, I have an amendment which 
I should like to submit. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Florida sub- 
mits an amendment, which will be stated. 

The Secrerary. In line 23, page 18, after the word “ shall,” 
insert the word “not;” strike out all of line 24, on page 18, 
after the word “ used,” and insert the following: 


Does the Senator from Maine with- 


By the Commissioners for any purpose other than to visit such points 
within the District of Columbia as it may be necessary to visit in order 
to enable them to inspect or inform themselves concerning any public 
work or property belonging to the said District or connected with its 
administration. 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President, the amendment proposed to 
line 23, on page 18, is to insert the word “ not” after the word 
“shall; ” and in line 24 to strike out all after the word “ used ” 
and insert new matter; so that it will read: 

That horses and vehicles appropriated for in this act shall not be 
used by the Commissioners for any purpose other than to visit such 

oints within the District of Columbia as it may be necessary to visit 
n order to enable them to inspect or inform themselves concerning 
any public work or property belonging to the said District or connected 
with its administration. 

My reason for offering this amendment is that it came to the 
attention of the Committee on the District of Columbia the past 
winter that notwithstanding the fact that the language which is 
now in the bill, which prohibits the use of these horses and vehi- 
cles except for official purposes, has been regularly in the District 
of Columbia appropriation bill since 1905, the Commissioners, or 
at least two of them, have been using the horses belonging to 

certain departments of the city government—the department of 
streets and the fire department—for the purpose of conveying 
them and their families whenever they thought proper to in- 
dulge in that sort of entertainment. In fact, it was shown to 
the satisfaction of the committee that these vehicles and horses 
purchased for public use were regularly used by certain of the 
Commissioners for the purpose of driving to entertainments, to 
receptions, to theaters, to Chevy Chase, and generally for their 
own personal pleasure as well as for the performance of their 
public duties. 

If Congress had any object in inserting this provision restrict- 
ing the use of these horses and vehicles by the Commissioners 
only when they were engaged in official business, it certainly 
could not be consistently construed to mean that they could also 
use these horses and vehicles for pleasure. 

If it is the wish of Congress to permit these gentlemen to use 
drivers and horses paid and purchased at the public expense 
for their personal pleasure and entertainment, Congress may 
do it, but in the face of a positive inhibition which can be 
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construed into nothing but a prohibition against using these 
horses and vehicles for their personal use, it strikes me that 
it is the duty of Congress to enact the law in such a shape that 
it can not possibly be ignored on any pretext. 

The amendment which I propose does not prevent them from 
using these horses and vehicles when it is necessary for them 
to visit public works or the public property, but if its mandate 
is observed, they will not use them to visit the theater, to drive 
to receptions and to entertainments during the winter. 

The system which is in vogue to-day is objectionable in addi- 
tion to this, because it is a fact with which the members of the 
Committee on the District of Columbia are acquainted that the 
time of employees of the street department and employees of 
the fire department is taken up by these Commissioners in 
using them as drivers for these vehicles. 

It is unnecessary for me to say anything to the Senate about 
the wrong, the impropriety, of such practices on the part of the 
Commissioners. They may be “potent, grave, and reverend 
seigniors,” and very worthy gentlemen, but they illustrate a 
tendency which is a growing one in this country to-day, to so 
construe the laws which they themselves have to put into effect 
as to allow them privileges which the legislature not only does 
not permit, but, in fact, positively prohibits. 

I had hoped that this amendment would have been adopted by 
the committee. I introduced it on April 25 and had it sent 
to the committee, hoping that it would be adopted and save 
me the necessity of making this statement. But ee as 
the committee did not think proper to do it—I did not go before 
them and urge it at all, and possibly they may have overlooked 
it—I deemed it my duty to call the attention of the Senate to 
the practice, which has been indulged in for many years past, 
which is an abuse, a scandal, and practically a petty piece of 
graft, which ought to be abolished peremptorily and effectually. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from: Florida. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC SCHOOLS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. BURKETT. Now I desire to call up and to continue 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 18442) to fix and regulate 
the salaries of teachers, school officers, and other employees of 
the board of edueation of the District of Columbia—the bill 
that we laid aside last night. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending amendment is the 
second amendment on page 4. It will be stated. 

The next amendment of the Committee on the District of 
Columbia was, on page 4, line 15, after the word “ taught,” to 
insert: 

And he is specifically charged, under the direction of the superin- 
tendent, with the unification, so far as may be practicable, of the educa- 
tional work of the colored high schools, and of all the academic and 
scientific subjects of the Armstrong Manual Training School. And he 
also shall be charged. specifically, under the direction of the superin- 
tendent, with the unification of the educational work of the initer- 
mediary grades of the colored schools. 

So as to make the paragraph read: 


The colored assistant superintendent, under the direction - the 


superintendent of schools, shall have sole charge of all teachers, classes, 
and schools in which colored children are taught. And he is spec itic: ally 
charged, under the direction of the superintendent, with the unification, 


so far as may be practicable, of the educational work of the col Gewved high 
schools, and of all the academic and scientific subjects of the Arm- 
strong Manual Training School. And he also shali be charged spe- 
cifically, under the direction of the superintendent, with the unification 
o* the educational work of the intermediary grades of the colored 
schools. 

Mr. BURKETT. I move to strike out “intermediary ” and 
insert the word “ intermediate” at the end of line 21. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 4, line 24, after the words 
“appoint a,” to strike out “ supervisor of high schools, who shall 
have charge of all subjects in the white high schools and 
of all academic and scientific subjects in the McKinley Manual 
Training School,” and insert “ director of intermediate instruc- 
tion for the white schools who shall have charge under the di- 
rection of the superintendent of the unification of educational 
work of grades 5 to 8, inclusive; ” so as to make the paragraph 
read: 

The board, upon the written recommendation of the superintendent of 
schools, shall appoint a director of intermediate instruction for the 
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white schools who shall have charge under the direction of the super- 
— of the unification of educational work of grades 5 to 8, in- 
clusive. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 5, after line 6, to insert: 

There shall be appointed by the board a director of manual training, 
who, under the direction of the superintendent, shall have supervision 
of manual training instruction in the grades. 

Mr. BURIXETT. In line 7, I move to strike out the word 
“ director ” and insert “ supervisor ;” so as to make it conform 
with the rest of the bill. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 5, after line 10, to insert: 

The board shall also appoint a superintendent of buildings and sup- 
plies, who shall give such security for the faithful performance of the 
duties of his office as the board of education shall prescribe. He shall 
have entire jurisdiction of the care of all school buildings and premises, 
and shall purchase and have the care and distribution of all supplies 
needed for the schools, under such regulations as the board of educa- 
tion shall prescribe. He shall have as assistants one clerk, one in- 
spector of janitors, and one stenographer and typewriter. The as- 
sistants to the superintendent of buildings and supplies shall be ap- 
pointed by the board of education upon the written recommendation 
of the seperintendent of buildings and supplies. 

Mr. BURKETT. I move, as a substitute for the amendment, 
to insert what I send to the desk. This I do by direction of the 
committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Nebraska will be read. 

The Secrerary. In lieu of the amendment on page 5, begin- 
ning with line 11 and ending with line 23, insert: 

The board shall also appoint a superintendent of buildings and sup- 
plies, at a salary of $3,000 per annum, who shall give such security 
for the faithful performance of the duties of his office as the board of 
education shall prescribe, and be subject to removal at the will of the 
board. He shall have charge of the sanitation and care of all school 
buildings and premises, and shall purchase and have the care and dis- 
tribution of all supplies needed for the schools, under such regulations 
as the board of education shall prescribe. He shall have as assistants 
one clerk, one inspector of janitors, and one stenographer and type- 
writer, who shall be appointed by the board of education upon the 


written recommendation of the superintendent of buildings and sup- 
plies. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the committee 
will be disagreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 6, after line 4, to strike 
out: 

Assistants to eighth-grade principals, classes 1 and 2. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 6, line 6, before the word 
“ kindergarten,” to insert “of;” so as to make the paragraph 
read: 

Model 
class 4. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 6, line 15, after the word 
classes,” to strike out “ two” and insert “three;” and in the 
same line, after the word “ to,” to strike out “ five’ and insert 
“four, inclusive; ” so as to make the paragraph read: 

Teachers of manual training, drawing, physical culture, music, do- 


mestic science, domestic art, in the graded schools, classes 3 to 4, in- 
clusive. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 6, after line 15, to insert: 


Teachers of domestic art and domestic science in high and manual 
training schools, classes 4 and 5. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 7, line 2, after the word 
“music,” to strike out ‘domestic science, and domestie art; ” 
in the same line, after the word “ schools,” to insert “ and man- 
ual training schools; ” and in line 3, after the words “ four to,” 
to strike out “five” and insert “Group A, class 6, inclusive; ” 
so as to make the paragraph read: 


teachers of first and second grades, and of kindergarten, 


se 


Teachers of manual training, drawing, physical culture, music, in the 


high schools, and manual training schools, classes 4 to Group A, class 
G, inclusive. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CARTER. The bill is being read for action on the com- 
mittee amendments? 

The . VICE-PRESIDENT. 
amendments. 

Mr. CARTER. And other amendments are not now in order? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. None except the committee amend- 
ments. 

The next amendment was, on page 7, line 8, to insert in the 
clause for “ Head teachers and teachers of normal, high, and 


inanual training schools, Group A, class 6” the following pro- 
viso: 


For action on the committee 


Provided, That teachers of the normal, high, and manual training 
schools now receiving less than $800 shall receive an annual increase 
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not to exceed $150 until the minimum salary of class 6 is reached, 
when they shall thereafter receive the increase provided in said class: 
And provided further, That special beginning teachers in the normal 
school may be appointed for a two years’ probationary period upon the 
recommendation of the principal of the normal school at a salary of 
$800 for the first year and $900 for the second year, and thereafter, if 
continued, they shall receive the increase provided for in this class. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 7, line 24, after the word 
“librarian,” to strike out “to the board of education” and in- 
sert “of the teachers library;” and in line 25, after the word 
“class,” to strike out “ five” and insert “ four;” so as to make 
the paragraph read: 

Librarian of the teachers library, class 4. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 5, on page 8, line 11, be- 


fore the word “ departments,” to strike out “ five” and insert 
“three;” so as to read: 


‘hat the board of education shall classify all academic and scientific 
subjects in the Central, Eastern, Western, and Business high schools 
and the McKinley Manual Training School into eight departments, so 
that each department shall contain correlated subjects, and the M 
Street High School and the Armstrong Manual Training School shall 
be similarly classified into three departments, so that each department 
shall contain correlated subjects. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in section 5, page 8, line 17, after 
the words “ head teacher,” to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That heads of departments as such shall have only an 
advisory capacity in educational matters, and upon all questions shall 
be inferior in authority to the principal of each particular school: 
Provided further, That no class shall be formed in the high schools 
with less than ten pupils, except in the M Street High School in the 


case of subjects not offered as well in the Armstrong Manual Training 
School. 


So as to make the paragraph read: 


Whenever a department includes two or more high schools, then the 
teacher in charge of the department shall be designated ‘“‘ head of the 
department,’ otherwise the teacher in charge of the department shall 
be designated ‘head teacher:” Provided, That heads of departments 
as such shall have only an advisory capacity, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, line 20, after the word 

“ another,” to strike out “or from one group in class 6 to an- 
other, or from one grade of salary to another within Group B;” 
in line 22, after the word “ the” where it occurs the third time, 
to strike out “supervisor of high schools, or” and insert “ offi- 
cer having direct supervision of said teacher and;” on page 
10, line 1, before the word “ recommendation,” to insert ‘“ addi- 
tional;” and in line 2, after the word “superintendent,” to 
strike out ‘‘or supervising principal having supervision of the 
teacher ;”’ so as to make the clause read: 
A teacher shall not be promoted from one class to another except 
by the board of education, upon the recommendation of the officer 
having direct supervision of said teacher, and in the case of colored 
teachers upon the additional recommendation of the colored assistant 
superintendent. Such recommendations shall in each case be made 
through and with the approval of the superintendent of schools. 

The amendment was agreed to. . 


~——y 


PANAMA CANAL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o’clock having ar- 
rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, 
which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 6191) to provide for the construc- 
tion of a sea-level canal connecting the waters of the Atlantic 
and Pacific oceans, and the method of construction. 

Mr. KITTREDGE. I will inquire as to whether any Senator 
is ready to address the Senate on the unfinished business? No 
one has advised me of such a desire. [A pause.] I send to 
the desk an order, and I ask for its adoption. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from South 
proposes an agreement, which will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

It is agreed by unanimous consent that on Wednesday, June 13, 
1906, immediately upon the conclusion of the routine morning business, 
the Senate will proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 6191) to 
provide for the construction of a sea-level canal connecting the waters 
of the Atlantic and Pacific oceans, and the method of construction, and 
continue the consideration thereof until 3 o’clock p. m., when debate 
shall cease and a vote be taken upon all amendments then pending or 
to be offered, and that a vote be taken on the bill before adjournment 
on that day. 

Mr. CULBERSON. What is the proposition? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The request is for unanimous con- 
sent for a final disposition of the bill on Wednesday, June 13. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Is unanimous consent asked at this time? 

Mr. KITTREDGE. Yes, sir. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is. 

Mr. CULBERSON. There is a very meager attendance of 
Senators at this time. There may be no objection to the agree- 
ment; but the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorcGan], whe has 
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1906. 


taken quite an interest in this matter, is not present in the 
Chamber. 

Mr. KITTREDGE. I feel sure that I am authorized to state 
that the date named is entirely satisfactory to the Senator from 
Alabama. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Very well. 

Mr. MILLARD. Mr. President, I feel authorized to say that 
the proposition is entirely unsatisfactory to other Senators who 
wish to speak upon this question, and I object to the order 
being made. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made. 

Mr. KITTREDGE. I ask the Senator from Nebraska to sug- 
gest a date when a final vote may be taken on the bill. 

Mr. MILLARD. I am not prepared to-day to name a date, 
but perhaps I may be by Tuesday next. I know of four or 
five Senators on the lock side of this proposition who wish to 
speak, which will certainly carry the time beyond Wednesday or 
Thursday of next week. So I would not be warranted in mak- 
ing any positive suggestion to-day as to a time when the bill 
could: be voted on. I will endeavor to do so as soon as I can 
confer with one or two Senators who I know desire to speak on 
this subject, and who are absent from the Senate at this time. 

Mr. KITTREDGE. Can the Senator assure me that some- 
body will be ready to address the Senate upon the bill on 
Monday? 

Mr. MILLARD. I could not say positively that anyone will be 
ready on that day. I think there will be some one ready to 
address the Senate on Wednesday. 

Mr. KITTREDGE. In the light of the statement of the 
Senator from Nebraska, I feel compelled to give notice that 
I shall begin on Monday to push the bill, and that I shall ask 
for a yote or that some one representing the minority shall ad- 
dress the Senate upon the subject. 

Mr. BURKETT. Now, Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. What disposition shall be made of 
the unfinished business? 

Mr. KITTREDGE. I ask unanimous consent that the un- 
finished business be temporarily laid aside. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from South Dakota 
asks unanimous consent that the unfinished business be tem- 
porarily laid aside. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

PUBLIC SCHOOLS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (TI. R. 18442) to fix and regulate the sal- 
aries of teachers, school officers, and other employees of the 
board of education of the District of Columbia. 

The next amendment of the Committee on the District of 
Columbia was, on page 10, line 7, after the letter “‘ B,” to strike 
out “as follows” and insert “of class 6 only after oral and 
written examinations by the board of examiners upon recom- 


mendation as follows;” so as to make the paragraph read: 


Teachers shall be promoted for superior work from Group A to 
Group B of class 6 only after oral and written examinations by the 
board of examiners upon recommendation as follows. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 10, after line 9, to strike 
out the following: 

First. All high school teachers upon the recommendation of the 
supervisor of high schools in the case of white high schools, or upon 
the recommendation of the colored assistant superintendent in the case 
of colored high schools. 

Second. Upon the recommendation of the director of manual training 
in the case of manual training schools. 

Third. Upon the recommendation of the principal of the normal 
schools in the case of the normal schools. 


And to insert: 


All high and normal school teachers and teachers of the manual train- 
ing schools upon the recommendation of their respective principals. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 10, line after the word 
“schools,” to insert “and with the additional recommendation 
of the colored assistant superintendent for the colored teach- 
ers;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

Such recommendations shall in each case be made through and with 
the approval of the superintendent of schools, and with the additional 
recommendation of the colored assistant superintendent for the col- 
ored teachers. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 10, line 25, after the word 
“teacher,” to insert “ head of department;” on page 11, line 3, 
after the word “ director,’ to strike out “and” and insert 
“or;” in line 4, after the word “ until,” to strike out “ they ” 
and insert “he shall;” in line 5, after the word “ board,’ to 

No person without a degree from an ac- 
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insert “of examiners. 


eredited college shall hereafter be appointed to teach academic 
in line 8, after the 
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or scientific subjects in the high schools; 
word “provision,” to insert “for examination ;” 
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after the word “schools,” to strike out “or from one group to 
another in the high, normal, or manual training schools;” and 
in line 17, after the word “service,” to insert “The board of 
examiners for carrying out the above provisions with refer- 
ence to examinations shall consist of the suprintendent and two 
heads of departments of the white schools for the white teach- 
ers and of the superintendent and two heads of departments 
of the colored schools for colored teachers, the designation of 
such heads of departments for membership on this board to be 
made by the board of education annually ;” so as to make the 
paragraph read: 

No teacher, head of department, principal, or supervising principal 
shall be appointed to any position in the graded schools, high schools, 
manual training schools, or normal schools, or no director, assistant 
director, or teacher of special studies shall be appointed until he shall 
have passed an examination prescribed by the board of examiners. 
No person without a degree from an accredited college shall hereafter 





be appointed to teach academic or scientific subjects in the high 
schools. This provision for examination shall not apply to teachers 


coming from the normal schools, .or teachers being advanced from the 
different classes in the grade schools: Provided, That no teacher or 
officer in the service of the public schools of the District of Columbia 
at the time of the passage of this act shall, by the operation of this 
act, be required to take any examination, either mental or physical, to 
be continued in the service. The board of examiners for carrying out 
the above provisions with reference to examinations, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 12, line 6, after the word 
“grade,” to insert “or of the kindergarten;” so as to make 
the paragraph read: 

For the purpose of this act a model teacher shall be held to be a 
teacher of the first or second grade, or of the kindergarten, whose 
special aptitude for primary teaching makes it desirable to retain him 
in said grades with the pay of a higher grade. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 12, line 11, after the word 
“vears,” to insert “or until the maximum is reached;” so as to 
read : 

Teachers of classes 1 and 2 shall receive an annual increase of salary 
of $25 for four years, or until the maximum is reached, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 12, line 14, after the word 
“vears,” to insert “or until the maximum is reached;” so as 
to read: 

Teachers of class 3 shall receive an annual increase of salary of $2: 
for ten years, or until the maximum is reached. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 12, line 17, after the word 
“vears,” to insert “or until the maximum is reached;” so as to 


wt 


| read: 


Teachers of.class 4 shall receive an annual increase of salary of $30 
for ten years, or until the maximum is reached. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 12, line 20, after the word 
“vears,” to insert “or until the maximum is reached;” so as to 
read : 

Teachers of class 5 shail receive an annual increase of salary of $40 
for ten years, or until the maximum is reached. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 13, line 11, after the word 
“all,” to insert “ such; ” and in line 12, after the word “ salary,” 
to insert “and each shall have entire control of lis school, both 
executive and educational, subject only in authority to the 
superintendent of schools for the white schools and to the col- 
ored assistant superintendent for the colored schools, to whom 
in each case he shall be directly responsible ;” so as to make the 
paragraph read: 





Principals of normal, high, and manual training schools shall receive 
a salary of $2,000 per annum, together with an annual increase of 
$100 for five years. All such principals shall be appointed at the 
minimum salary, and each shall have entire control of his school, both 
executive and educational, subject only in authority to the superin- 





tendent of schools for the white schools and to the colored assistant 
superintendent for the colored schools, to whom in each case he shall 
be directly responsible. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 13, line 19, after the word 
insert 


“music,” to fifteen hundred dollars, with an annual 
increase of $16) for five years;” so as to read: 
That the salary of the directors shall be as follows: Directors of 


drawing, physical culture, music, $1,500, with an annual incresse of 
$100 for five years; domestic science, domestic art, and kindergarténs 
shall receive a salary of $1,500 per annum with an annual increase of 
$50 per year for five years, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 44, line 5, before the word 
“hundred,” to strike out “six” and insert “ eight; ” as to 
read: 

The director of primary instruction shall receive a salary of $1,800 
per year, with an increase of $50 per year for five years, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


so 
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The next amendment was, on page 14, line 15, after the word 
“each,” to strike out “supervisors of high schools, supervisors,” 
and insert “director of intermediate instruction, supervisor ; ” 
so as to make the paragraph read: 

PAY OF OFFICERS. 

Src. 9. That the pay of officers shall be as follows: The superin- 
tendent, $5,000; the assistant superintendents, $3,000 each; director 
of intermediate instruction, supervisor of manual training schools, and 
supervising principals, $2,200 per annum, with an increase of $100 per 
year lor hye years. 

Mr. BURKETT. In line 17, page 14, I move to strike out the 
word “schools” after the words “ manual training.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. McCUMBER. In line 19 on page 14, after the words 
“for five years,” I move to insert the following proviso: 

Provided 
two years’ experience as instructor in high schools of the same or equal 
grade, or as superintendent or director of such high schools. 

This amendment is, I understand, satisfactory to the Senator 
in charge of the bill. 

Mr. BURKETT. I would not want to say that it was agreed 
to, because the committee has not agreed to it. It is a qualifi- 
tion, of course, that is put on the assistant superintendent. 
The Senate has a right to put it on. We can put on special 
qualifications for any officer we are going to employ. The 
amendinent provides that an assistant superintendent must have 
had two years’ experience in high school. If the Senate desires 


no authority from the committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment submitted by tke Senator from North Dakota. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on the District of 

Columbia was, on page 14, line 20, before the word “ super- 
visors,” to strike out “supervisors of high schools’ 
“director of intermediate instruction;” and in line 23, after 
the word “act,” to insert “unless the said salary is less than 
that received at the time of his appointment;” so as to make 
the paragraph read: 
Director of intermediate instruction, supervisors of manual training, 
and supervising principais who may be hereafter appointed shall be 
appointed at the minimum salary provided in this act unless the said 
salary is less than that received at the time of his appointment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


j 





, That the assistant superintendent shall have had at least | 





Mr. BURKETT. The board of education, of course, has been 





appointing. There are about a hundred and twenty grade schools 
here. I can not state thé exact figures at this moment. These 


schools run all the way from four-room schools to twenty-room 
schools. Now, out of the hundred and twenty grade schools 
there are just twenty of them that have these assistant prin- 
cipals. We could not find any reason why such assistants should 
be appointed in any particular place, because there are twelve- 
reom schools which do not have them and there are eight- 
room schools which do haye them. Such assistants have been 
placed here and there apparently without any particular ac- 
count of the work that is to be done. When the matter was 
up in the other House the committee in charge went very thor- 
oughly into the question of these supervising principals, and in 
the House hearings the ‘superintendent said—and I want to say 
that he in no place recommends a discontinuance of the assist- 
ant, but he did say that the supervising principal of these 
schools is the real principal in fact for the organization of the 
work and the supervising of instruction, and all that kind of 
thing. Each of these supervising principals will be in charge of 
half a dozen or more of these grade schools, and he is the prin- 
cipal in the ordinary sense. 


Your committee felt upon this showing and from these hear- 


| ings—the thirteen supervising principals being the real princi- 


pals—that the nominal principal of the school, as a matter of 
fact, is an assistant principal. He does not have anything par- 


wo ye ; 1 i | ticularly to do except to teach; he is merely the head teacher, 
to do it, it is ail right, but I could not agree to it, because i have | 


what is called the head teacher of a particular school. But 


| the man in charge of that school is the supervising principal, 
| and the committee thought to give to the head teacher of that 


and insert | 


Mr. BURKETT. In line 21, on page 14, I move to strike out | 
the final “s” in the word “ supervisors ;” so as to make it read 


- supery isor.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was coneluded. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I offer an amendment to the 
bill. On page 7, line 38, I move to strike out the word “ four” 


and insert the word “ five” after the word “ classes.” 
the Senator from Nebraska will agree to it, so the matter can, 
at ali events, go into conference. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 7, line 3, after the word “ classes,” 
strike out “four” and insert “five;” so as to read: “ classes 
five to Group A, class six, inclusive.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. I should like to inquire of the Senator 
from Nebraska by whom the appointment of assistants to 
eighth grade principals is made? 

Mr. BURKETT. This bill does not provide for any, I will 
say to the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. I understand that with the amendment 
adopted it does not provide for any, but I understand that there 
is a considerable number of assistants to eighth grade prin- 
cipals, 

Mr. BURKETT. 
thirteen white and seven colored. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. The provision in line 5, page 6, which 
was stricken out when my attention was attracted elsewhere, is 
a provision simply fixing their salaries. 

Mr. BURKETT. Yes. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. I do not understand that it directs the 
appointment of such assistants. 


I trust | 


| school an assistant was not necessary. 


Furthermore, we thought 
if it was necessary, that all the schools ought to have an as- 
sistant or else none of them should have them. That is the 
reason the committee left them out. There has never been any- 


| where in any of the hearing, so far as we can find, any par- 


ticular reason given for an assistant principal. 
I will say to the Senator that some of these assistant princi- 
pals and some of the principals who have them are looking out, 


| of course, in their own interest for the reinstatement of this 


provision for their salary. 
They would get a little more wages if they were called as- 
sistant principals. They have been to members of the comnit- 


| tee, as I have no doubt they have been to other Senators, urging 


that they be retained. They are not, in the judgment of the 
committee, necessary for the welfare of the schools. They will 
draw more salaries under this bill anyway; and your committee 
thought it best to leave them out. That is the object of it. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. Mr. President, I find that there are 
thirteen of these great school buildings where there is an as- 
sistant principal, and that in none of these buildings are there 
fewer than twelve classes. The principal of that building her- 
self teaches a class and has from forty to forty-five pupils to 
teach and to earry along until they are prepared to enter the high 
school. I can eoneceive very easily why it is that, in certain 
cases, the board of education has seen fit to give these teachers 


| an assistant; I can understand why, perhaps, in some cases they 


have seen fit not to appoint an assistant; but when you remember 
that there is placed upon the shoulders of a lady the duty of 
teaching a class of forty-five pupils all the hours of the day 
and at the same time she has charge of the building, with over 
twelve to twenty teachers under her, having charge of all the 
rooms, being the first to whom complaints are made, supervising 


| and caring for the building and the grounds, receiving supplies 


| above her 


There are twenty of them in the District— | 


and distributing them to the pupils, and making the requisi- 
tions, and at the same time making elaborate reports to officers 
it seems to me that it is all wrong to cut out the 
right of the board of education to appoint an assistant where. 
in their judgment, they think one is necessary. I do not under- 





| stand that the amendment forbids the right to appoint such as- 


| 


| 


Mr. BURKETT. It does not, but we took it that if we did 
away with the salary that the board would not be liable to ap- | 
point anyone to the position. That was the object of the com- 
mittee. ; 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. I do not understand that it interferes 


with the salary, if appointed legally, but the bill proposes to 
fix what the salary shall be if they are appointed. So I am 
“Inquiring of the Senator as to the source of the appointments— 


sistant, but that it simply cuts out the provision saying what 
their salaries shall be when they are appointed. I was wonder- 
ing if the Senator having the bill in charge would not prefer to 
leave that matter just as it is, so that if the board of education 
sees fit in any case to appoint an assistant, where the board 
thinks an assistant is required, that the salary for such assistant 
shall be defined in the law. 

Mr. BURKETT. Well, I would say, Mr. President, in re- 
sponse to the Senator, that I have a list here of thirteen schools. 
For instance, the Sumner School, a nine-room school, has a 
principal; the next is the Briggs School, which has thirteen 
rooms and has no principal; the next is the Mott School, which 
has twenty rooms, and that has no principal. We found that 
these principals have not been assigned with reference, ap- 


that is, who makes them and under what conditions they may | parently, to the amount of work; they have apparently been 
be made? 


| appointed—I do not want to say it—but where a good pergcn 
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ought to have more salary—to provide for them. We hoist Mr. BURKETT. Mr. President, I want to explain to the 


however, provided salaries for these good persons under this 
proposed law. Let me read what the superintendent says on 
this subject. You see this principal does not have the regular 
duty of a principal of schools. Here is what Superintendent 
Stuart said before the House committee: 


Mr. Morren.. Referring to these supervising principals, 
give the committee some idea of what their duties are? 

Mr. Sruarr. The elementary schools, as I have stated, are divided 
into thirteen groups—four colored and nine white. That is to say, 
there are practically thirteen districts. 

You may cail this man a district superintendent, if you please, 
instead of a supervising principal. He is called a@ district superin- 
tendent in New York and so called in Philadelphia. He is the execu- 
tive officer for that group of schools. He will have from 75 to 100 
elementary school teachers under his charge. 
of the buildings, and his duties consist in organizing, when the 
schools are opened in September, the schools of that district, making 
necessary recommendations as to assignments of teachers, promotions 
of teachers, classification of pupils, and he also attends to all admin- 
istrative matters relating to discipline. These thirieen men, if 
could find a parallel in any cther department of the District govern- 
ment, would correspond, we will say, to the lieutenants in the police 
force, each having his jurisdiction and having entire administrative 
responsibility for his district, and reporting to the central head. 

Mr. Morretui. Let me ask you, what extra compensation does the 
principal of a building get? 

Mr. Sruart. I was about to state in regard to the duties of these 
prixcipals of buildings that are principals only in the sense that they 
are the chief teachers—the tonthers of the highest grade within the 
building, usually without an assistant, and consequently they have. no 
supervisory power over the instruction, none whatever. The principals 
of these small buildings having no control over the instruction, in 
fact no authority in any schoolrooms except their own, has necessi- 
tated the supervision by the supervising principal. Jt is the super- 
wising principal who in his group of schools looks after matters of 
instructions. He visits the schools; examines the schools. It is the 
supervising principal who does that. He attends to cases of discipline 
which are appealed from the teacher, the principal of the building 
being without an independent authority which a principal of a_ build- 


ean you 


ing in the city of New York would have or in any other great cities | 


where he has an assistant. 


It is the superintendent of schools who uses those words. 
The principal of a school so designated is simply a head 
teacher. 

We give them in this bill $30 more salary for each room in 
such a school because they are principals, but such principals 
have no authority in any other room than their own, as the 
superintendent says, and no particular duty, except as head 
teacher over eight or ten or twelve teachers who may happen 
to be in that school. What in the world the duties of assist- 


ants would be unless it might be to answer the telehone or | 


to attend the door, or something of that sort, I am unable to 
see. If anything happens in the school, they send for the 
supervising principal, who is the real principal. The principal 
does not have anything to do with it, and there is no need for 
an assistant, in our judgment. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. Mr. President, I am informed that that 
is not the fact; that the calls made upon the principal of the 
school come from the other schools in the same building; that 
she must be constantly prepared to leave her room to look after 
one thing or another, the ealls of other teachers, ete., and that 
in this additional work, the care of buildings and grounds, re- 
eeiving supplies and of making the reports, all that immense 
work devolves upon her, so that she really requires an assistant. 
I have called attention to the matter, because I thought, perhaps, 
the committee had not full information in regard to it. 

Mr. President, I move to reconsider the vote by which the 
amendment striking out line 5, on page 6, was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
DILLINGHAM] moves to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
ment, which will be stated, was agreed to. 

The Secretary. On page 6, after line 4, an amendment was 
heretofore agreed to striking out line 5, as follows: 

Assistants to eighth-grade principals, classes 1 and 2. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Yermont [Mr. DILLINGHAM] to reconsider the 
vote by which the amendment just stated was agreed to. 

The motion was rejected. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, I offer an amendment to come 
in on page 7, which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Montana will be stated. 

The Secrerary. On page 7, line 10, of the committee amend- 
ment which has been agreed to, it is proposed to insert 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The committee amendment having 
been agreed to, without objection, it will be considered as open 
to amendment. The Secretary will state the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Montana. 

The Secretary. On page 7, line 10, in the amendment pro- 
posed by the committee, after the word “ dollars,” it is proposed 
to insert ‘“ who have not taught five years or more in graded or 
high schools.” 





He has his office in one | 








Senate just what that amendment is. 
the committee to accept it. 

The committee found that there were seventy-two teachers 
in the District who had been appointed at salaries away down 
to $500; in fact, there are some who receive from $500 to $550, 
and from that on up to $725. There would be seventy-two of 
them, as I now recall, whose salaries would be increased all the 
way from $250 up to $500 the very first year. The bill as it 
same from the House provided that where school-teachers of a 
high school now receive $500 they shall be advanced to $1,000 
next year. Our committee thought that the increase was too 
much. We provided that any teacher whose salary is less than 
$800 should be increased only $150 each year until the salary 
reached is the thousand-dollar minimum in that particular class. 

The Senator offers an amendment to make an exception, and 
the Senator proposes that, because a teacher has taught five 
years or more and is receiving less than $800, that on account 
of having taught five years he shall be immediately promoted 
to $1,000. The objection to that is this: Simply because the 
teacher has been here a number of years does not make him a 
good teacher. The particular teacher the Senator has in mind 
is no doubt a good teacher, but, take it as a whole, these teach- 
ers ought not to be raised from $250 to $500 the first year. The 
increase is too much, your committee believes. 

The committee thought that the better way to do was to limit 
that increase to $150. That was an unusually large increase. 
It is four times larger than the average inerease of salaries of 
teachers in this bill. In fact, there is not anybody who g¢g 
that much increase except these teachers who have been hired 
at a less salary, coming into the school without any examina- 
tion and without any requisite preparation for teaching in the 
high school, at a salary of $500 a year. 

I could not accept the amendment, because I am not author- 
ized to do so by the committee, and it seems to me it is an 
amendment that ought not to be passed. I think $150 increase 
for a teacher is enough in the first year, and it is all that should 
be allowed. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, the Senator has stated the 
reasons which impel me to offer the amendment, although he 
is mistaken with reference to the limitation provided in the 


I am not authorized by 


amendment itself. I understand the fact to be that teachers 
hereafter hired will be employed at $1,000 per year. We will 
have the anomalous condition of teachers of more than five 
years’ experience—and I am told in the list of seventy-two there 


are about ten such—who are now receiving S700 per annuin, 
being compelled to work for $850 the coming year, whereas the 
teacher hired next September, of like experience, will be receiy- 
ing $1,000. 

I can readily perceive that a teacher might quickly evade the 
law by resigning and being reappointed, but it is desirable 
such subterfuge should not be rendered necessary as to experi 
enced teachers. The teachers of the $500 class would not 
chance resigning and passing an examination, but a ft 
who has taught in a graded or high school for five years is 
presumably by virtue of that long experience a thoroughly com- 
petent teacher. If during the five years’ period of teaching a 
proper standard of excellence has not been made manifest on the 
part of the individual, the teacher would evidently be dropped 
from the position. 

The injustice of it, Mr. President, is so gross that I am com- 
pelled to offer this amendment, and to insist that the committee 
of conference shall consider the extent to which this five-year 
limitation shall apply, and to consult with the superintendent 
of schools with a view to ascertaining whether or not this limi- 
tation is not in the interest of justice and fair dealing. If they 
ascertain that it is a proper amendment, I think the committee 
of conference will gladly retain it. I would not have this amend- 
ment accepted without investigation. I am informed that but 
eight or ten teachers, and no greater number, who have been 
performing faithful service in the graded and high schools here 
for over five years will be embraced within the amendment. 

Mr. GALLINGER. How many? 

Mr. CARTER. Between seven and ten. It would be mani- 
festly improper to compel these teachers, in order to evade 
the law, to first resign their positions and then get reappointed. 
I think the minimum salary ought to attach to these experi- 
enced teachers without the intervention of any such subterfuge. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Montana [Mr. Carrer]. [Put- 
ting the question.] By the sound, the “noes” have it. 

Mr. CARTER. I call for the yeas and nays on the ameud- 


that 
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ment. 
Mr. SCOTT and others. Oh, no. 
Mr. CARTER, I will not insist upon the yeas and nays, 
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but I am satisfied this amendment is just. I only ask the cour- 
tesy of an examination by the conference committee into its 
merits. The statement of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
BuRKET?T] that seventy-two persons would instantly have their 
salaries increased is not correct. The amendment would only 
apply, I am informed, to from seven to ten persons who have 
been engaged in this class of work for over five years. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will again put the ques- 
tion on the amendment of the Senator from Mentana [Mr. 
CARTER] to the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. BURKETT. I know the Senator does not want to state 
that 1 would make a statement that I did not think was correct 
inany way. The report on the bill contains some information on 
this feature, which, I will say, was furnished me by the superin- 
tendent at my request. The committee has gone all over this 
matter with the superintendent of schools, and has canvassed it 
very thoroughly. Action was not taken hastily at all. It was sub- 
mitted and read aloud at the hearing of the teachers. On page 
5 of the committee report you will find just the number in each 
class. I will read it. 

There will be three teachers who will advance from $500 to 
$1,000; one teacher who will advance from $525 to $1,000; one 
teacher from $550 to $1,000-—— 





Mr. CARTER. Mr. President 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nebraska 


yield to the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. BURKETT. Just as soon as I finish my statement I 
will yield to the Senator. 

Seventeen teachers will advance from $600 to $1,000; four- 
teen teachers will advance from $650 to $1,000; one teacher will 
advance from $675 to $1,000; sixteen teachers will advance from 
S700 to $1,000; seventeen teachers will advance from $750 to 
$1.C00; and two teachers will advance from $775 to $1,000. 

There is a total of seventy-two teachers who will have an 
advance the very first year without this amendment of from 
$225 to $500 each. The committee thought that we ought to 
limit a teacher’s increase to $150. 

Mr. CARTER. Under the amendment which designates 
teachers who have taught for five years or more, it is obvious 
that the Senator does not understand that the salaries of these 
seventy-two would instantly be increased. 

Mr. BURKETT. Oh, no; I did not so state, Mr. President. 

Mr. CARTER. My information may be inaccurate, but I 

informed that the amendment I have proposed would 
result in fixing at the minimum on the new basis the salaries 
of from seven to ten teachers who would come in the classifica- 
tion contemplated by the amendment. 

Mr. BURKETT. Does the Senator know what the 
the particular teacher whom he has in mind? 
‘ARTER. I do not know. 

SURKETT. I did not know but what the Senator might 
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know. 

Mi. CARTER.. The teacher who brought the matter to me 
said that it had the approval cf the superintendent. She is a 
young lady, whom I have known for many years, a citizen of 
Montana, a teacher of Latin, German, and English literature 
in cne of the high schools, and a graduate, I think, of a college 
in Germany. She is a very thoroughly competent lady. 

Mr. BURKETT. Of course, a teacher who has been in the 
schools five years ought not to fall below this, as a matter of 
fact. A teacher with such qualifications can very easily take 
an exam'nation and come in as a new teacher in the high 
school. would not be subterfuge. In fact, the schools 
should welcome the proposition to have the teachers on these 
low salaries resign, and then only those could get back who 
could pass the examination. 

Mr. SCOTT. That is exactly what we want. 

Mr. BURKETT. That is exactly what we are trying to do. 
We are trying to build up the tone and standard of the schools. 

Mr. CARTER.. Then the amendment, as I understand it, 
would only operate to obviate the necessity of an examination. 


aL 


Is that the Senator’s preposition? 
Mr. BURKETY. Yes; that would get some of them in with- 
out taking an examination. 


Mr. CARTER. I had no purpose of having any teacher who 
could not pass an examination, if an examination is required, 
legislated into an increase of salary. 

Mr. BURKETT. That might be the effect of the Senator’s 
amendment. As he stated in the beginning of his remarks, 
they could resign and take an examination, and come in at 
a thousand dollars, if they could pass the requirements of a 
thcusand-dollar teacher. 

Mr. CARTER. I suggest that the Senator accept the amend- 


ment and take it into conference, and let the facts be very 
clearly and distinctly ascertained from the school authorities 
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of the District. I can perceive no injury to result from that, 
and some injustice might be avoided. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I have not participated 
in this debate for the reason that the Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. BurKetTT] is in charge of the bill, and he knows infinitely 
more about it than I do; but I want to appeal to him to let the 
amendment the Senator from Montana has offered be agreed 
to. Then it will go into conference, and if, upon further exam- 
ination, the committee find that it ought not to remain in the 
bill, I am sure the Senator from Montana will graciously agree 
that it shall go out. 

Mr. BURKETT. Mr. President, since the chairman of the 
committee advises it, I will very gladly accept the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Montana. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to have it read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will again state the 
amendment. 

The Secretary. After the word “ dollars,’ on page 7, line 
10, it is proposed to insert “who have not taught five years or 
more in graded or high schools.” 

Mr. TELLER. It is pretty difficult to understand the con- 
nection unless the context is read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the pro- 
vision as proposed to be amended. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Provided, That teachers of normal, high, and manual training schools 
now receiving less than $800, who have not taught five years or 
more in graded or high schools, shall receive an annual increase not to 
exceed $150 until the minimum salary of class 6 is reached. ~ 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, it seems to me it is a little 
difficult to tell what the effect of that will be. I want to call 
the attention of the Senator who has the bill in charge to a 
fact in this connection. I notice that he said that a teacher 
receiving a less salary than $800 might resign and then be ex- 
amined. There is no reason why a teacher who is getting $750 
should be required to resign before he or she is allowed to take 
the examination, If they are able to qualify themselves for the 
thousand-dollar position, they ought to be allowed to do it with- 
out resigning. In other words, this bill appears to give the out- 
sider some opportunities that it does not give to the teacher 
already in the schcols. 

Here is a teacher, for instance, who may have taught five 
or six years, and she is still below the $800 grade. She wants 
to be examined. She is told, ‘ Well, you can not be examined 
so long as you are on the roll of teachers. You must resign; 
you must abandon your position.” Mr. President, there is no 
reason on the face of the earth for that. 

Mr. BURKETT. The committee took the position that $150 
was enough increase for any teacher. The teachers to whom 
the Senator referred in the main sre teachers—there may be an 
exception here and there, but you can not make a bill for excep- 
tional cases—in the main they are teachers who have been taken 
in at a low salary and have been educated and trained by’ these 
supervisors and special teachers and normal schools all the way 
along and prepared for this work. They have received promo- 
tions also. The teacher to whom we are going to give a thousand- 
dollar salary must have a college education and a collere Cezree, 
and he must pass an examination before the board of exs:iners, 
The seventy-two teachers never passed any examinsti when 
they were appointed; they never had to have a coliese degree, 
and many of them do not have a college degree. There may be 
exceptions. No doubt the Senator has one in mind. Tf think I 
heave the same one in mind who may have a college degree. But, 
as I have said, you can not make a bill for exceptions. 

It seemed to your committee that for a teacher who hes been 
receiving from $500 a year up to $725, to give such a one $150 
increase the first year and another $150 the next year was 
enough for most of them. 


tal 
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Mr. TELLER. Teachers should be taken into the force 
according to their qualifications. If a teacher has been in- 


structed, as the Senator says, by teaching five vears, if she is 
able to pass the examination, she should not be excluded be- 
eause she has been teaching for a less sum. The door to the 
$1,000 position ought to be open to every teacher, provided she 
has, as the Senator says, a college education and shall be able 
to pass the examination. There are teachers in the lower 
grades with good education, with experience of some years, and 
with college certificates, and they are excluded. 

Mr. President, I attach some importance to the examination, 
but I attach very little importance to the college certificate. I 
have had some experience with college certificates. I think the 
certificates of certain classes of colleges can be relied on with 
some degree of confidence, but not the certificates of all col- 
leges. You may have a certificate from some college where they 
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do not make very scholarly graduates. There are some such 
in this country, and there have been more in the past than there 
are now. 

While I am not going to attempt to reform this bill, because I 
know how difficult it is to interfere with it, I insist that there 
is a defect in the bill; that the $1,000 position is not open to 
everyone who possesses the qualification of having a certificate 
from some college and is able to pass the examination. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
is agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Is the bill before the Senate, Mr. Presi- 
dent? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
to amendment. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I desire to offer an amendment. On page 
13, I move to insert the word “ assistant” before “ superin- 
tendent,” in line 14. 

I wish to state briefly the reasons for it, and if the Senator 
who is in charge of the bill still thinks I am in error, I shall 
not greatly insist upon the amendment; but I think I can sat- 
isfy the Senator that I certainly am not in error, as far as con- 
cerns the object sought. 

On page 4 of this bill we have this provision: 

The white assistant, under the direction of the superintendent of 
schools, shall have general supervision over the white schools. 

A second proposition : 

And is specifically charged, under the direction of the superintend- 
ent, with the unification, as far as may be practicable, of the educa- 
tional work of the white high schools. 

One of the duties that is imposed upon the assistant super- 
intendent is the unification of the high schools. If we will turn 
to page 13 we will find this provision: 

Principals of * * * high * * * gschools— 

I am omitting all except that which bears directly on the 
point— 

Principals of * * * high * * * agchoole * * * each 
shall have entire control of his school, both executive and educational, 


subject only in authority to the superintendent of schools for the 
white schools. 


How can the assistant superintendent have supervision and 
be specifically charged with the unification of the educational 
work of the high schools if in the same bill you previde that 
the principal of the high school shall have both executive and 
educational authority, subject only to the superintendent? In 
other words, how can the assistant supervise the work of the 
principal of a high school if that principal is not subject to his 
authority? We have in this two systems. The assistant super- 
intendent, under the provision on page 4, is given authority 
and it is made his duty to unify the system of study and all 
matters pertaining to those high schools. 

Now, the only way, it seems to me, in which he can enforce 
obedience to any order or requirement he may make with refer- 
ence to such unification is to have the authority to compel it to 
be obeyed. And yet, turning to page 13, the bill specifically 
provides that the principal of the school shall be supreme so 
far as the educational work is concerned. That being the case, 
certainly the Senator must agree with me that the assistant 
superintendent could not compel the unification and that it 
would be thrown upon the general superintendent. 

The general superintendent ordinarily, I assume, has business 
enough of his own without attending specifically to the unifica- 
tion of the system in the high schools. This unification not only 
covers branches of study, but the text-books which shall be used, 
the rules that shall govern in the admission of students and in 
their expulsion, the military exercises, and everything of that 
character. They should be exactly the same in every one of 
the high schools, so that a certificate of graduation from one 
high school will be evidence that the student has passed through 
the same course that any other student would be required to 
pass through in graduating from any other high school. Of 
course, I understand that the Senator expects that the system 
will be unified, and while there is to be a degree of independence 
on the part of the principal of the school in reference to pro- 
motions, in reference to the method by which the instruction is 
to be carried on, yet, notwithstanding that, the Senator will 
agree with me, I think, that they are totally without any head 
or any governing power unless that governing power is the gen- 
eral superintendent of all the schools. 

In order to make this one section consistent with the other, I 
ask that the word “ assistant ”’ be used before the word “ super- 
intendent,” so that the assistant superintendent of the white 
high schools shall have just the same power that the assistant 
superintendent of the colored schools has. 

Mr. BURKETT. Mr. President, I regret that I did not make 
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myself plain to the Senator from North Dakota with respect 
to why the colored assistant superintendent is given more 
power apparently than the white assistant superintendent. 
Aa the bill came from the House, it had right at the beginning 
of the section pertaining to the duties of the colored assistant 
the word “sole,” giving the colored assistant superintendent 
sole power over the colored schools. The Senator from North 
Dakota complains because the colored assistant superintendent 
has authority over the colored principals and that the white 
assistant superintendent does not have authority over the white 
principals. The point is this: The colored assistant superin- 
tendent is, in practice, as the House has made the bill and as 
the Senate has adopted it, the acting superintendent. He 
the real boss of the colored schools, so to speak. On the other 
hand, in the case of the white schools, the white superintendent 
himself is the head in name and in fact. If on page 13 you 
provide that the principal shall be inferior to the assistant 
superintendent, and the assistant superintendent shall be in- 
ferior to the superintendent, and then below the principal is 
the teacher, it will place the pupil five steps off from the 
superintendent. 

What the committee wanted to do all the time was to take 
up the coupling; to check up the lost motion, so to speak; to 
make nobody responsible for the Western High School or the 
Central High School or the Eastern High School above the 
principal but the superintendent, and not to have any inter- 
mnediate steps. 

The superintendent occupies practically the same position all 
the way through the bill that the colored assistant superin- 
tendent does. If I had had my way in framing the Dill, I 
would have checked them all up to the superintendent. But the 
House established the other policy, and the Senate committee 
thought it best, and I think after consideration of the hearings 
probably it is best. We make a principal directly responsible 
to the superintendent in the white schools and to the colored 
assistant in the colored schools. Of course in both schoois the 
superintendent has final authority. 

If the Senator will notice, on page 4, the white assistant 
superintendent is not given authority to do anything except 
under the direction of the superintendent. On page 13 it says 
that the white principal shall be responsible to the super- 
intendent. Suppose you made him responsible to the assistant 
superintendent, as the Senator from North Dakota proposes; 
you would make him responsible to a man who can not do any- 
thing, according to the bill, on page 4, except under the direc- 
tion of the superintendent. What is the use of fooling about it? 
Let him be responsible to the man who has the power to direct. 

That was done after a good deal of consideration, I will 
say to the Senator from North Dakota, in order to make those 
two paragraphs absoliitely conform in authority and in duty. 
So that it is absolutely essential in there. You would spoil 
the whole bill if you changed that clause. That runs all the 
way through to make the superintendent the real head. 

Let me use an illustration. A Senator may have an assistant 
as a secretary. He gives that secretary certain prerog:tives, 
certain duties, certain functions. The assistant performs them; 
and yet the Senator would not want to abdicate the throne or 
to make the secretary supreme in any matter. And yet the 
Senator does give him certain things to do, which he perhaps 
hardly ever checks up himself; about which the Senator does not 
give him any directions except in a general way. The secre- 
tary performs those duties. Perhaps he hardly ever calls the 
attention of the Senator to them. Yet the Senator would not 
want to give absolute authority to the assistant in those mat- 
ters. In short, he wants to keep within himself the power of 
checking the matter up. 

The result of this will be that the assistant superintendent 
will be the director of the high schools. He will perform that 
function. The chances are the superintendent will never have 
to call him down on anything. But if anything came up, if 
he did anything which, in the judgment of the superintendent, 
he ought not to do, the committee believed that the superin- 
tendent ought to have the final authority. The committee be- 
lieved that we should make the superintendent responsible for 
the schools and at the same time give him authority. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, the Senator from. Ne- 
braska says the result which is evidenced by this amendment 
is what he thinks after thinking. I again call the Senator’s 
attention to the principal question I asked him, Why give the 
assistant superintendent supervision over the unification of a 
school and at the same time say that he shall have no power 
to enforce the orders in reference to the unification? 

Mr. BURKETT. He has all the power of the superintendent 
behind him, 
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Mr. McCUMBER. Let us see what the powers are. The as- | I talked expressed the wish that a board might be made defi- 


sistant superintendent under this bill directs the principal of 
the high school to instruct in certain branches. The principal 
of the high school declines to give instruction in those branches. 
What can the assistant superintendent do? He can not do a 
thing except report the matter to the general superintendent, 
and the general superintendent therefore would have to per- 
form the functions and the duties that are given to the as- 
sistant superintendent. If the assistant superintendent is to 
have no power in the matter, why give him the function if he 
ean not exercise it? Why say to him that he shall be charged 
with the unification of the system when you also say that any 
order that he may make in reference to such unification he 
shall have no power to enforce, but must always go to the 
superintendent? 

Of course I assume that the general superintendent should 
be given authority over the assistant superintendent, and the 
appeal would lie from his decision to the general superintend- 
ent. But that proposition, it seems to me, leaves the Dill not 
in the very best shape and with a conflict of authority. For 
my part, if I was framing the bill, in order to make it con- 
sistent, I would strike out that section charging him with 
the unification of the high schools and place it where it really 
is placed—in the hands of the general superintendent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from North Dakota. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I wish to ask one more question of the 
Senator from Nebraska. On page 11 of the bill provision is 
made for an examining board for the examination of teachers. 
Wili the Senator inform the Senate what has heretofore been 
the method with reference to the examination of teachers for 
our schools? 

Mr. BURKETT. 





I will say to the Senator that there has 
not been much examination, I regret to say, in the schools 
heretofore. There has been some talk of a plan of examina- 
tion, but as near as I ean find out, it has not been adhered to 
very closely. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Very well. Let me suggest this to the 
Senator: He is thoroughly acquainted with the school systems 
throughout the country, as is evidencéd by his debate upon this 
bill. The superintendent calls to his assistance, in the matter 
of the examination, the heads of departments, and those, as I 
understand, are the principals of the high schools. 

Mr. BURKETT. Not necessarily; and, in fact, I think they 
are not. 

Mr. McCUMBER. What are they? 

Mr. BURKETT. For instance, in English the head of the 
department is some especially good teacher in English whom the 
board designates as the head. The head of mathematics may 
be a teacher in the Central School, but the board of education 
designates him as the head of mathematics. Then they may 
combine French and German and Spanish and call it a de- 
partment of modern languages, and appoint some teacher in 
one of those languages as the head in all the schools. In no 
instance, I think, is it a principal. I would not say positively 
that it is not, but I think not. 

Mr. McCUMBER. ‘Then, as I understand, the principal will 
call to his assistance, say, a teacher in mathematics in the 
higher grades? 

Mr. BURKETT. 


No. The board, at the beginning—— 
Mr. McCUMBER. 


IIe may do so. 


Mr. BURKETT. The board, at the beginning of each year, 
will select two white persons to be members of the white 


board of examiners and two colored persons to be members 
of the colored board of examiners, and they would select these 
from the heads of departments. We said heads of departments 


because we thought that the best teachers would always be |} 
heads of departments and would make the best examining | 


board, probably. 
Mr. McCUMBER. 

those who are very proficient in their own line of work be- 

come specialists in that line, and would a person who has 


taught, we will say, for eight or ten or fifteen years, English | 


or the higher branches of mathematics, necessarily be the 


proper person to conduct an examination for teachers for the | 
Would it not | 


kindergarten, for instance, or for other grades? 
be better to leave it entirely te the board as to whom they shall 
select for the examination of teachers for the high schools and 
the examination of teachers for the graded schools, instead of 
naming the partisular individuals who shall fill these places? 
Mr. BURKETT. In reply to the Senator I will say that we 
thought of that, and the objection to it is this: I never saw a 
greater demand among teachers for examinations than appeared 
on the part of the teachers of this school. But all with whom 





Do not those heads of departments and | 
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nite and certain, at least at the beginning of each year. They 
would rather have a definite and certain board, however con- 
structed, than to have a board that might be created at any 
time for any special examination or for any particular class of 
teachers. In short, if you leave it open, it has been suggested 
that there might be favoritism here and there. Therefore, if 
the board of examiners is created at the beginning of the year 
for all the examinations to be made in that year, there is less 
possibility of a board being created with an eye single to the 
examination of some special persons. And that is why we 
specify of whom it shall consist. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Can the Senator give me any idea as to 
the number of examinations that will be had in a year? 

Mr. BURKETT. No; I can not, because there are 

Mr. McCUMBER. It occurs to me that placing this extra 
work upon these heads of departments, as you call them, may 
seriously interfere with their own work. 

Mr. BURKETT. I will say to the Senator that we have 
looked that matter up, and it is quite the usual custom to have 
somebody connected with the schools do it. The number of ex- 
aminations will not be excessive, we think, in any vear. It will 
only be for the new teachers coming in and those desiring to 
take the examination for the purpose of securing a promotion 
from one group to another, ete. The number will not be ex- 
cessive. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I accept the Senator’s statement. 

Mr. BURKETT. We have considered that a good deal. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall -the amend- 
ments be ordered to be engrossed and the bill read a third 
time? 

‘The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill 
to be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CLAPP. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the report of the committee of conference on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 15331) making appropriations for the 
current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department, for 
fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, and 
for other purposes, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1907. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CARTER. I ask the Senator from Minnesota to yield 
to me for a moment. 

Mr. CLAPP. I yield. 


MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE, LEWIS AND CLARKE COUNTY, MONT. 
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Mr. CARTER. I ask for the present consideration of the 
bill (S. 6234) to authorize the Chicago, Milwaukee and St. 


-aul Railway Company of Montana to construct a bridge across 
the Missouri River in Lewis and Clarke County, Mont. It is a 
bridge bill and will require but a few moments to pass. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

DAM ACROSS NIOBBARA RIVER, NEBRASKA. 
MILLARD. I ask the Senator from Minnesota to yield 
for a moment. 

Mr. CLAPP. I yield to the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. MILLARD. I ask unanimous consent for the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 17982) to grant to Charles H. Cornell, 
his assigns and successors, the right to abut a dam across the 
Niobrara River on the Fort Niobrara Military Reservation, 
Nebr., and to construct and operate a trolley or electric railway 
line and telegraph and telephone line across said reservation. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CORPORATE CONTRIBUTIONS FOR CAMPAIGN PURPOSES. 

Mr. FORAKER. Will the Senator from Minnesota yield to me 
for a moment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. KEAN in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Minnesota yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. CLAPP. I realize that we are getting near the close of 
the session, and that it will perhaps do no harm to yield for 
the consideration of some of these short bills, but I can not yield 
to many of them. I must get along with the conference report. 

Mr. FORAKER. I will be very glad if the Senator will yield 
to this one, because there is a great moral purpose to be sub- 
served, and it ought not to be longer delayed. 


Mr. 
to me 
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Mr. CLAPP. I yield. 

Mr. FORAKER. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 4563) to prohibit corporations from 
making money contributions in connection with political elec- 
tions. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Privileges and Elections with amend- 
ments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
Senator from Ohio that the bill has been read two or three 
times heretofore. 

Mr. FORAKER. 


It has been read. There are some amend- 


ments. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments will be 
stated. 


The amendments of the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions were, on page 1, line 
inerce;” in line 9, after the word “ which,” to insert “ Presi- 
dential and Vice-Presidential electors or;” in line 11, before 
the word “any,” to strike out the word “with;” in the same 
line, after the word “ election,” to strike out “or attempted 
election ” and insert “by any State legislature;” on page 2, 
line 3, after the word “ officer,’ to strike out “ stockholder ”’ 
and insert “or;” and in line 4, before the word “ of,” to strike 
out “or employee; ” so as to make the bill read: 


“ 


Be it enacted, etc., That it shall be unlawful for any national bank, 
or any corporation organized by authority of any laws of Congress, to 
make a money contribution in connection with any election to any 
political office. It shall also be unlawful for any corporation whatever 
to make a money contribution in connection with any election at whicn 
Presidential and Vice-Presidential electors or a Representative in Con- 
gress is to be voted for, or any election by any State legislature of a 
United States Senator. Every corporation which shall make any con- 
tribution in violation of the foregoing provisions shall be subject to a 
fine not exceeding $5,000, and every officer or director of any corpora- 
tion who shall consent to any contribution by the corporation in viola- 
—_ of the foregoing provisions shall be subject to a fine of not exceed- 
ng $1,000. 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


LAND ON DEER ISLAND, MASSACHUSETTS. 


Mr. LODGE. I ask for the present consideration of the bill 
(S. 6333) authorizing the Secretary of War to acquire, for 
fortification purposes, certain tracts of land on Deer Island, in 
Boston Harbor, Massachusetts. 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, 
the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its con- 
sideration. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs 
with amendments, in section 1, page 1, line 12, after the word 
“wall,” to insert “ which shall be approved by the Secretary of 
War;” in section 2, page 2, line 21, after the word “ ascertain,” 
to insert “and determine;” in line 23, 
to strike out “transmit an estimate of” and insert “shall cer- 
tify ;” and in line 24, after the word “ Congress,” to strike out 
“with his recommendation in the premises” and insert “for 
consideration; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized 
to acquire for fortification purposes, from the city of Boston, two cer- 
tain tracts of land on Deer Island, in Boston Harbor, Massachusetts, 
containing together about 100 acres above mean low-water mark, the 
said tracts being marked on the ground by certain monuments, and to 
pay for the same not to exceed the sum of $250,000 from funds here- 
tofcre appropriated fer purchase of sites for fortifications and sea- 
coast defenses: Provided, That the city of Boston shall build a masonry 
wall, which shall be approved by the Secretary of War, at least 10 
feet in height above the ground level, extending across said Deer Island, 
to separate the portion of said island hereby authorized to be acquired 
from the remaining portion of said island; and shall remove the piggery 






from the portion of the island hereby authorized to be acquired, and | jects to the consideration of the bill. 


discontinue interments in the cemetery within said area, and ghail 
permit the United States Government to connect its water mains with 
the city’s water-supply mains on said island, and furnish water to the 
Government at current rates: Provided further, That before making 
payment for the said land the Secretary of War may require the city 
of Boston to execute such valid agreement or obligation as he may con- 
sider necessary to insure full compliance with all the requirements of 
the foregoing proviso. 

Sec. 2. That the United States shall be liable for any damage to the 
property cf the city of Boston or to the works of the North Metro- 
politan Sewerage System located on said island that may be caused by 
the firing of guns in time of peace from batteries erected within the 
area that may be acquired as aforesaid; and the Secretary of War is 
authorized and directed, whenever any such damage occurs, to ascertain 
and determine what would be a reasonable and proper compensation 
to pay the city of Boston and shall certify the same to Congress for 
consideration. 


The amendments were agreed to. 


suggests to the | 


3, after the word “ bank,” to strike | 
out “or any corporation engaged in interstate or foreign com- | 


after the word “ and,” | 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bil! was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

INFORMATION CONCERNING CROPS BY DEPARTMENTAL OFFICERS. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 6248) to amend section 5501 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The bill will be read for the 
information of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctec., That section 5501 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States is hereby amended by adding thereto the following: 

‘Sec. 5501a. Every oflicer and employce of the United States and 
every person acting for or on behalf of the United States in any official 
capacity under or by virtue of the authority of any department or office 
of the Government, who shall, by virtue of the office or position held 
by him, become possessed of any information which might exert an 
influence upon or affect the market value of any product of the soil 
grown within the United States, which information is required by law 
or under the rules and practices of any department of the Government 
to be withheld from publication until a fixed time, who shall willfully 
impart, either directly or indirectly, said information, or any part 
thereof, to any person not entitled under the law or rules and practices 
of the department of the Government to receive same, shall be pun- 
ished by imprisonment for not more than ten years and may be fined in 
any sum not to exceed $10,000. 

“Sec. 5501b. Every officer of the United States and every person 
acting for or on behalf of the United States in any official capacity 
under or by virtue of any department of office of the Government, who 
shall, by virtue of the office or position held by him, become possessed 
of any information which might exert an influence upon or affect the 
under or by virtue of any department or office of the {overnment, who 
shall, before said information is made public through regular official 
channels, either directly or indirectly, speculate in said product by 
selling or buying same in any quantity, shell be punished by a fine of 
not more than $10,000 and may be imprisoned for not more than ten 
years.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, that is a very remarkable bill. 
can not consent to its consideration. I have not examined it. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I will say to the Senator from Maine 
that this identical bill has passed the Senate, with the exception 
that it is now sought to apply the rule to the information that 
may be given out with respect to products of the soil. In other 
words, it relates to the case which the Senator will recall as 
having occurred last year in the Department of Agriculture, to 
speculating on information given out in regard to cotton by the 
officials of that Department. <A similar bill has passed the 
Senate heretofore, and the objection to it in another body was 
that it included speculation in stocks and bonds and included 
Members of the two Houses. This bill has been so framed as 


Is there objection to the con- 


I 


to eliminate those objections, so that it is confined now to 
giving out information from the Department; for instance, 


as to how many bales of cotton will be produced, and to specu- 
lating in cotton upon the strength of those reports given out by 
the ofiicials of the Agricultural Department. I trust the Sena- 


| tor will not object to its consideration. 


Mr. HALE. It seems to be here considered an answer to 
every Senator’s serious objection that some day or other the 
Senate has inadvertently passed a bill. My surprise is that the 
Senator from Texas, who is a careful Senator, a conservative 
Senator, and who, I hope, does not believe in these extreme far- 
reaching measures of the Government taking control and pun- 
ishing men for giving information, punishing them largely, has 
reported such a bill. I am very sorry that such a bill ever 
passed the Senate. It never ought to pass the Senate again. 

I can not consent to its consideration until I have an oppor- 
tunity of examining it and seeing how far it goes. But I am 
continually amazed at the bills which are brought in here tak- 
ing possession of almost every avenue of business and provid- 
ing penalties with regard to matters that a few years ago never 
would have been brought into the domain of national legisla- 
tion. I must insist on my objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine ob- 


STEPHENSON GRAND ARMY MEMORIAL. 

Mr. WARNER. I ask unanimous consent 
tion of the joint resolution (S. R. 29) authorizing the selection 
of a site and the erection of a pedestal for the Stephenson 
Grand Army memorial in Washington, D. C. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution; and there being no 
objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded 
to its consideration. 

The joint resolution was reported from the Committee en the 
Library with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, page 1, line 5, 
the word “the” 
“ chairman ” 


for the considera- 


after 
where it occurs the third time, to strike out 


and insert “secretary;” and in the same line, 
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| 
befor2 the word “treasurer,” to insert “the;” so as to make 
the section read: 

That the chairman of the Committee on the Library of the Senate, 
the chairman of the Committee on the Library of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, the Secretary of War, and the secretary and the treasurer of 
the Stephenson memorial committee of the Grand Army of the Re- 
public are hereby created a commission and authorized to select a 
site upon the property belonging to the United States in the city of 
Washington, other than the Capitol and Library grounds, for the erec- 
tion of the Stephenson Grand Army memorial, to be presented by the 
Grand Army of the Republic to the people of the United States. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, to add as an additional section the 
following: 


Sec. 3. That the joint resolution granting permission for the erec- 
tion of a monument or statue in Washington City, D. C., in honor of 
the late Benjamin F. Stephenson, founder of the Grand Army of the 
Republic, approved May 3, 1902, is hereby repealed. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended 
and the amendments were concurred in. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL—CONFERENCE REPORT. 

Mr. BULKELEY. I ask unanimous consent 

Mr. CLAPP. I shall have te object to unanimous consent for 
the consideration of further bills. 

Mr. BULKELEY. It will not take three minutes to dispose 
of this bill. 

Mr. CLAPP. When I called up the conference report on the 
Indian appropriation bill I knew of three Senators who I under- 
stood wanted to make objections to it, and as I found none of 
them were in the Chamber I had no objection to consuming a 
little time until they should arrive. I did not care to press the 
report in their absence. They have now arrived in the Senate, 
and I niust ask for the consideration of the report. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
15831) making appropriations for the current and contingent 
expenses of the Indian Department, for fulfilling treaty stipu- 
lations with various Indian tribes, and for other purposes, for 
the fiscal vear ending June 30, 1907. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the report. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I have been trying <¢o find 
the amendment of the conferees on which I raise a point of 
order. This report on the Indian appropriation bill is not 
altegether as lucid in its explanation of what has been done as 
was the report on the rate bill. If Senators will get the pamph- 
let print of the conference report and will then look on page 61 
of the bill they will find amendment No. 191, which relates 
to the Colville Reservation and reads as follows: 

COLVILLE RESERVATION, 

To carry into effect the agreement bearing date My 9, 1891, en- 
tered into between the Indians residing on the Colville Reservation and 
commissioners appointed by the President of the United States under 
authority of the act of Congress approved August 19, 1890, to negotiate 
with the Colville and other bands of Indians on said Colville Reserva- 
tion fer the cession of such portion of said reservation as said Indians 
might be willing to dispose of, there shall be set aside and held in the 
Treasury of the United States for the use and benefit of said Indians, 
which shall at all times be subject to the appropriation of Congress and 
payment to said Indians, in full payment for 1,500,000 acres of land 
opened to settlement by the act of Congress “To provide for the open- | 
ing of a part of the Colville Reservation, in the State of Washington, 
and for other purposes,” approved July 1, 1892, the sum of $1,500,000, 
of which sum $150,000 is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the benefit of said Indians. 

Mr. President, this is a Senate amendment and it relates to 
the purchase of these lands and the payment therefor. The 
conference committee have brought in the provision which I 
shall read, and I wish Senators would pay attention to it, be- 
cause they can not get the gist of the pcint of order that I make 
unless they do. 

Mr. NELSON. What is the amendment? 
be kind enough to state it? 

Mr. TILLMAN. It is amendment No. 191. 

Mr. NELSON. On what page? 

Mr. TILLMAN. On page 61 of the bill. 
action of the conference cominittee : 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of 
the Senate No. 191, and agree to the same with an amendment as fol- 
lows: Strike out all after the word “ dollars,” in line 18, down to and 
including the word “ Indians,” at the end of line 21, and insert— 

Senators will see that the words stricken out here cover the 
appropriation of $150,000, and in place of that we have the fol- 
lowing inserted : 

“And jurisdiction is hereby conferred upon the Court of Claims to | 


hear, determine, and render final judgment in the name of Butler & 
Vale (Marion Butler and Josiah M. Vale), attorneys and counselors at 











Will the Senator | 


I now read the 








law, of the city of Washington, D. C., for the amount of compensation 
which shall be paid to the attorneys who have performed services as 
counsel on behalf of said Indians in the prosecution of the claim of 
said Indians for payment for said land, and in determining the amount 
of compensation for such services the court may consider all con- 
tracts or agreements heretofore entered into by said Indians with 
attorneys who have represented them in the prosecution of said claim, 
and also all services rendered by said attorneys for said Indians in the 
matter of said claim. Petition hereunder shall be filed in said court 
by the said attorneys (Butler & Vale) within thirty days from the 
passage of this act, and the Attorney-General shall appear on behalf of 


| the defendants, and said cause shall be given preference for immedi- 


ate hearing in said court, and the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby 
authorized and directed to pay the sum of money so awarded by said 
court to the said attorneys (Butler & Vale) upon the rendition of final 
judgment, out of the said sum herein set apart or appropriated for 
the benefit of said Indians, and payment of said judgment shall be in 
full compensation to all attorneys who have rendered services to said 
Indians in the matter of their said claim, the same to be apportioned 
amcag said attorneys by said Butler & Vale as agreed among them- 
selves: Provided, That before any money is paid to any attorney hav- 
ing an agreement with Butler & Vale as ‘to the distribution of said 
fees each of the same shall execute and.deliver to the Secretary of the 
Interior a satisfaction and discharge of all claims and demands for 
services rendered said Indians in the matter of their said claim;” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 


Now, Mr. President, the Senate inserted a provision here pro- 
viding for the payment to the Indians of one million and a half 


dollars, and appropriated $150,000 as a first installment. The 
conferees report back here an absolutely new and distinct 


matter, not mentioned in the bill as passed by the House, 
never considered by either House, a matter belonging in fact to 
the Committee on Claims of this body, and we are asked to 
authorize this suit to begin in the Court of Claims in behalf of 
these two lawyers—Marion Butler, formerly a Senator in this 
Chamber, and Vale. The whole thing is so extraordinary that 
I can not see how the conferees, considering the powers and 
limitations upon conference committees, can usurp the functions 
of the Committee on Claims and put in motion the instrumen- 
tality by which these lawyers shall be paid $150,000 from the 
funds of these Indians without Congress having ever heard 
of it. 

While it may be not subject to the point of order as being 
new matter entirely, it is absolutely out of the jurisdiction of 
the conference committee, as I take it, to insert into the bill a 
provision authorizing a claim to be put into the Court of Claims 
for the setting apart, if judgment shall be found, of some of this 
Indian money. I should like to have an explanation of it, Mr. 
President, if anybody is ready to offer it. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President, it is quite common in the In- 
dian appropriation bills to appropriate money directly to at- 
torneys and by name. In this particular case the Government 
entered into an agreement with these Indians by the terms of 
which, if the Iedians should lease a million and a half acres of 
land, the Government would pay them a million and a half 
dollars, a dollar an acre. That was a part of the agreement. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Who made the agreement? 

Mr. DUBOIS. Ofiicers of the Government made it with the 
Indians. Congress ratified all the agreement, taking the lands 
from the Indians. They took the lands and disposed of the 
lands, but they did not ratisy the part paying the Indians the 
million and a half dollars which they had agreed to pay. 

The Indians then employed counsel. They made a contract 
with Maish and Gordon agreeing to give them 15 per cent of 
the million and a half dollars if they recovered it. The Depart- 
ment approved that contrac’, cutting it down, however, from 15 
per cent to 10 per cent, and these attorneys worked diligently. 
The bill passed the Senate two years ago, and I am not sure but 
that it passed before that time. It failed to pass both branches 
of Congress and this contract expired by limitation, being a ten 
years’ contract. 

The attorneys then, through some Washington attorneys also, 
who became interested in it, made a new contract with these 
Indians for 10 per cent. The attorneys showed that they had 
worked diligently, and it was perfectly plain to the committee 
that if it had not been for the attorneys the Indians would never 
have gotten the million and a half dollars which the Government 
agreed to pay them. 

Even this last summer the Government sent its. agents out 
there to make another contract with these same Colville Indians 
for the relinquishment of a million and a half acres more of 
their lands, but the Indians only made this new agreement with 
the express provision, which was put in the new agreement, 
that they should be paid the million and a half dollars which 
the Government had been owing them all these years. : 

The evidence before the committee showed conciusively, as I 
said, the services performed by these attorneys, and the com- 
mittee thought it was the least it could do in fairness to send 
the matter to the Court of Claims to let the Court of Claims 
determine, on the facts what these attorneys are entitled to 
receive. 


1906. 





Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. DUBOIS. As I said, time and time again, under circum- 
stances not hearly so clear and plain as these, Congress has 
put in the Indian appropriation bill a direct appropriation to 
pay money to attorneys by name. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho yield 
to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. DUBOIS. I do. 

Mr. TILLMAN. If this appropriation were a righteous, a 
just, and a legitimate one, why was it not included in the Senate 
amendments when the Senate had the bill under consideration? 
Why was it necessary to put the bill into conference and then 
have this recognition, and passing upon and reference to the 
Court of Claims made by the committee of conference rather 
than by the Senate Committee on Indian Affairs? 

Mr. DUBOIS. Perhaps that was due to the negligence of the 
attorneys, or perhaps they relied upon the committee to insert 
it. We knew about their claim, and we failed to insert it. After 
the bill passed, the attorneys made the presentation and the 
committee thought there would be no objection on the part of 
the Senate, the facts being set forth, to allowing the Court of 
Claims to determine on the facts in regard to the attorneys’ 
fees. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Why was the $150,000 appropriated in the 
Senate amendnient stricken out and this recommendation of the 
claim of these lawyers put in instead of it? 

Mr. DUBGIS. The $150,000 that was stricken out has noth- 
ing to do with it. 


Mr. TILLMAN. 


If it has nothing to do with it, then it seems 


that we have no use for committees. There is $1,500,000 of 
this fund in the hands of the Government. The first payment 


provided for in the Senate amendment is simply a recognition of 
the obligation of the debt, to set aside the money in the Treas- 
ury for the use of these Indians, and then to apprepriate $150,- 
000 for their immediate use. But, instead of letting that 
stand as the Senate put it in the bill, the Senate conferees in- 
sert a provision sending to the Court of Claims the claim of 
these lawyers for services rendered. I ask why not let that go 
to the Committee on Claims like any other claim? 

Mr. DUBOIS. Because I do not think, as a rule, that such 
claims go to the Committee on Claims. Such a reference would 
be unprecedented. 

Mr. CLAPP. Will the Senator allow me? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho yield 
to the Senator from Minnesota? 

Mr. DUBOIS. Certainly. 

Mr. CLAPP. Where the claim is a claim against the Indians 
and not against the Government, I think it has been the uni- 
versal custom—it certainly has in the brief time I have been 
in the Senate—to deal with such matters through the Indian 
Comniittee. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Then why did not the Indian Committee put 
this in instead of the conference committee doing it? 

Mr. CLAPP, The Claims Committee would have nothing to 
do with a claim of this kind. The Claims Committee considers 
claims against the United States Government. You will find 
where there have been Indian claims which have reached a posi- 
tion where it is thought advisable to send them to the Court of 
Claims or to make a direct appropriation for them, the universal 
custom has been for the Committee on Indian Affairs to deal 
with them, because that committee deals with the affairs of the 
Indians, whilst the Claims Committee deals with claims against 
the Government. 


Mr. TILLMAN. What I complain of, Mr. President, is that, 


instead of the Indian Committee sitting as a committee, exam- | 


ining into this matter, having all the facts brought out, and in- 
serting this in the ordinary and legitimate way, they did not 
touch it; but the conference committee, after the bill got through 
the Senate and the amount of $150,000 was appropriated for the 
immediate use of the Indians, hatches up this entirely new stuff 
and puts it into the conference report, knowing that it is the 
custom of the Senate to trust its committees and to adopt confer- 
ence reports almost always without objection. 

Mr. CLAPP. Since the Senator, then, has abandoned his first 
criticism, that this matter ought to have gone to the Committee 
on Claims 

Mr. TILLMAN. I have not abandoned it altogether. 

Mr. CLAPP. The object of a conference is to bring together 
the two Houses and reconcile their differences. 
that is added in conference, no matter how absolutely and com- 
pletely it is within the scope of the conference, comes there 
after the bill has passed the respective Houses. The fact that 
this amendment was put on in the Senate shows that it had 
not reached that point where the House of Representatives 
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would consider it at that time. 
on and develop. After this amendment was put on in the Sen- 
ate it went into conference. There was this claim of these 
parties, and it seemed to the conferees—and it was clearly the 
seuse of the House conferees, who had much more experience 
in this matter than the chairman of the Senate conferees has 
had—that it was within the limit of the authority of the con- 
ferees. This claim was pending, and it seemed to the conferees 
that it was better to send it to the Court of Claims and have it 
settled one way or other. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. CLAPP. Certainly. * 

Mr. TILLMAN. It was pending, but it had not been consid- 
ered by the Senate Committee on Indian Affairs; it had not 
been considered by the House Committee on Indian Affairs; it 
had not been put on in the Senate; and yet the conferees—six 
men—take out the $150,000 item which was put in by the Senate 
in this amendment, and insert instead the provision that the 
Court of Claims shall consider this claim; that it shall give it 
precedence, and apportion the money through the instrumen- 
tality of Mr. Marion Butler and Mr. Vale if judgment is ren- 
dered. 

Mr. CLAPP. As to the instrumentalities, the evidence was 
very clear that those gentlemen had authority to deal with this 
entire matter. 

Mr. TILLMAN. 


These things as they grow go 


What did the Commissioner of Indian Af- 


| fairs have to say about this? 








Mr. CLAPP. He had nothing whatever to say about it. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Is it ordinary, is it proper, for a conference 
committee, without authority or without consulting with those 
in charge of Indian affairs and trying to protect them, to take 
this matter in hand and transfer to the Court of Claims a pro- 
vision of this sort for a claim of this kind and put it into a con- 
ference report, rather than to present it to the Senate in the 
consideration of the Indian appropriation bill? 

Mr. CLAPP. Inasmuch as the important matter of sending 
claims to the Court of Claims is not within the purview of the 


Indian Department, it would hardly be expected that this mat- 
ter would be suggested by or referred to that department. This 


was a matter for Congress to settle. 

The Senate amendment provided that $150,000 should be ap- 
propriated for the benefit of these Indians. We provide in this 
amendment, as reported from the conference committee, for 
expediting this matter in the hope, at least, that by the time 
Congress meets next winter they will have settled this matter 
in the Court of Claims, and then we can close up the affairs 
of the Colville Indians. That was our reason for putting it in. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The trouble with it is that all the Senate 
amendment did, as I understand, was to recognize the debt of 
the Colville Indians and set apart $1,500,000 to be paid to them 
as occasion arises and as necessity appears; but, instead of 
doing that, the Senate conferees struck out the provision for 
$150,000 set apart or appropriated in the Senate amendment 
and inserted in lieu thereof a provision looking to the lawyers 
getting $150,000 instead of the Indians. 

Mr. CLAPP. The provision looks to having the lawyers get 
whatever the court may say they are entitled to; and I submit 
if they are entitled to anything, they should get it. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The point is rather whether it is within the 
legitimate function and power of the conferees to do this thing. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South Car- 
olina. yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. TILLMAN. With pleasure. 

Mr. HALE. Where did the original matter touching 
subject originate—in the House or in the Senate? 

Mr. CLAPP. In the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. In what way did it originate? 

Mr. TILLMAN. I just read it. I will read it again for the 
Senator. 

Mr. HALE. I was temporarily out of the Chamber. 

Mr. TILLMAN. It is on page 161 of the Indian appropria- 





this 


tion bill printed with Senate amendments numbered. I will 
read it again. It is not very long: 

fo carry into effect the agreement bearing date May 9, 1891, en- 
tered into between the Indians residing on the Colville Reservation 
and commissioners appointed by the President of the United States 
| under authority of the act of Congress approved August 19, 1890, to 


negotiate with the Colviile and other bands of Indians on said Colville 
Reservation for the cession of such portion of said reservation as said 
Indians might be willing to dispose of, there shall be set aside and held 
in the Treasury of the United States for the use and benefit of said 
Indinns, which shall at all times be subject to the appropriation of Con- 
gress and payment to said Indians, in full payment for 1,500,000 acres 
of Innd opened to settlement by the act of Congress “ ‘To provide for the 
opening of a part of the Colville Reservation, in the State of Washing- 
ten. and for other purposes,” approved July 1, 1892, the sum of 
$1,500,000, of which sum $150,000 is hereby appropriated, out of any 
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money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the benefit of 
said Indians. 

It seems, therefore, that some years ago commissioners of the 
United States went to these Indians and bought their lands, 
but they_did not pay them immediately. 

Mr. CLAY. If the Senator will allow me, I will ask him is 
it not true that when this land was purchased the law provided 
that the funds should be held in the Treasury for the benefit 
of the Indians, and only should be paid out by an act of Con- 
gress? 

Mr. TILLMAN. By an act of Congress. 
judge from the context. ‘ 

Mr. CLAY. Is it not also true that this money has been held 
in the Treasury all the while and that the Indians have not 
received it simply because there has been no appropriation made 
for it, and in all probability Congress thought it was not best to 
appropriate? Why was it necessary to have lawyers or any- 
body else to go and secure the payment of an honest, straight 
debt of the United States? 

Mr, TILLMAN. That I have been unable to discover. 

Mr. CLAPP. If the Senator, right there, will pardon me a 
moment, both Senators are mistaken. The Government did 
agree, at least that seems to be the settled conviction now, to 
pay these Indians $1,500,000 for their land; but the Government 
never did agree, and the Government never has recognized 
that claim to this day. There is a bill pending in Congress 
ratifying a treaty with those Indians, whereby they agree to 
cede the south half of the reservation, at a dollar an acre, I 
think, to be paid for as sold by the Government on condition 
that they get this $1,500,000. Congress passed that law with- 
out the condition; and to-day there is not a scrap of law on 
the statute book of the United States that recognizes the 
claim cf those Indians. It is part of the history of this matter 
and the experience of members of the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs that this claim has been pressed by these men for years. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Pressed where? 

Mr. CLAPP. Pressed before the committees of both Houses 
of Congress. 

Mr. TILLMAN. And yet the Indian Affairs Committee, 
which had the preparation of the Indian appropriation bill, 
did not see fit to insert in that bill the provision that the 
claim should go to the Court of Claims, but the conferees have 
done it. 

Mr. CLAPP. That is very true. When we went into con- 
ference and studied this matter over, it seemed to us that be- 
tween now and next December it would be better to settle this 
matter once for all. 

Mr. OVERMAN. May I interrupt the Senator? 

Mr. CLAPP. I am talking by the courtesy of the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. Hate]. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I wish to know what these lawyers had to 
do with this matter, so that they should be paid $150,000? 

Mr. CLAPP. They do not get $150,000. 

Mr. OVERMAN. It seems to me they get 10 or 15 per cent 
of the amount to be paid the Indians. I want to know for 
what they get it? 


That is what I 


Mr. CLAPP. They had a contract for 10 per cent. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Well, 10 per cent on $1,500,000 is $150,000. 

Mr. CLAPP. That was the contract that existed at that 
time. 

Mr. OVERMAN. To do what? 

Mr. CLAPP. To prosecute these claims. 

Mr. OVERMAN. To prosecute them where? 


Mr. CLAPP. In the Department and in Congress. 

Mr. OVERMAN. To come up here before Congress and be- 
fore the Departments and get $150,000? 

Mr. CLAPP. There are hundreds of thousands of dollars 
due different tribes of Indians in this country to-day, and it is 
impossible to get them paid. If they had no attorneys to appear 
for them they would not get these things. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The trouble about it is the lawyers get it 
and the Indians never see it. 

Mr. HALE. What I am troubled about is this: Here seem to 
be rights or equities that this tribe has against the Government. 


A provision is passed by the Senate recognizing that right of | 


these Indians to a certain extent and appropriating $150,000 in 
recognition of that right. The conference committee can only 
justify inserting here the claim for attorneys upon the proposi- 
tion that it is a part of the transaction with the Indians, and 
that in the transaction the Indians ought to pay their attorneys 
for services. But it is going very far, Mr. President 
Mr. TILLMAN. 
situation? 
claim? 
Mr. OVERMAN. 





What evidence have we that that is the 
What evidence is there that the attorneys have any 


Mr. President, may I interrupt the Senator? 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South Caro- 
lina yield to the Senator from North Carolina? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Did not the Supreme Court decide at its 
last term that such contracts are against public policy and in 
the nature of lobbying? 

Mr. HALE. I thought I had the floor, Mr. President. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I thought the Senator had yielded. 
the Senator’s pardon. 

Mr. HALE. I was trying to bring out what is in my mind; 
but in the practice here in the Senate no man can do that. He 
is interrupted and taken off his feet, and then the interrupter 
yields to somebody else, and that interrupter yields to a third 
interrupter, and no human thought here is consecutive; it is 
utterly impossible to project any line of thought a Senator may 
have into a discussion of this kind. 

I say that the conferees had no right to take this claim of the 
attorneys and put it in; it makes no difference whether they put 
it in the shape of an appropriation or send it to the Court of 
Claims. It is a question whether they have put into it new 
matter which was not considered by either House, and unless 
it is a part of the transaction and connected with it, on which 
the Senate acted in putting the amendment on the appropriation 
bill—and as to that I do not know—if that is the ground the 
conferees take, it clearly raises a question. 

The conferees, I think, would have been much wiser if they 
had let it go and let the Committee on Indian Affairs at some 
time report that this claim ought to be paid out of these funds. 
It is doubtful at least—I do not say so for certain, as I am not 
sufficiently apprised of all the facts to know—and if it is a part 
of the transaction and a part of the claim the conferees had a 
right to consider it as much as they had to consider the $150,000 
appropriated for the tribe itself. That is a question which I 
do not know about. But I do not think that the conferees ought 
to have stretched their authority to introduce new matter unless 
they were very confident about that. I do not think the fact 
that they propose to send the claim to the Court of Claims cuts 
a figure at all in the question. It is just as bad to introduce 
an appropriation, if it is new matter, as it is to introduce a 
proposition that a claim shall be sent to the Court of Claims. 
The question how it is done does not cut any figure. It is a 
question whether—and I hate to repeat it—this was so con- 
nected with the whole transaction which the Senate introduced 
in this amendment that the conferees had a right to put this in 
as a part of that transaction. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I understand that the Sen- 
ator from Idaho [Mr. Dusnots] before I came in explained the 
matter of the obtaining of this concession from the Indians by 
the Government, and fully explained the debt due from the 
United States to this Indian tribe. The only other question is 
whether we have inserted new matter in the conference report. 

There can be no question but that $1,500,000 is due the In- 
idans. Both the committee of the House and the committee of 
the Senate are satisfied that were it not for the efforts of attor- 
neys for now almost fifteen years this proposition would never 
have been before the Senate in the shape it now is. Therefore 
there was a provision made, as I understand, in the bill when it 
passed the Senate appropriating $150,000 immediately. What 
was that for? What was the object of appropriating that $150,- 
000, which was made immediately available? These attorneys 
and other attorneys had first a contract for 15 per cent. That 
contract was ratified by the Secretary of the Interior at 10 per 
cent. They worked for some ten full years under that. That 
contract expired, and they entered into a new contract, which 
was never ratified. Under the new contract the attorneys ex- 
pected undoubtedly that out of this $150,000, which is made 
immediately available for payment to those Indians, they would 
get the same provision whereby that would be turned over to 
them as their fee. ; 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Just one word more, and then I will al- 
low the Senator to do so. 

When the matter came again before the committee of confer- 
ence, the question of the value of these attorneys’ fees was gone 
into very thoroughly and the names and the number of persons 
who had acted at attorneys in the matter, and it was made clear 
to the committee that not more than $15,000 out of any sum, 
no matter what should be recovered, even if the full amount 
should be recovered, could go to any one attorney or firm of at- 
torneys, as appears by the testimony. But it was thought by 
the House members and by the Senate members of the confer- 
ence committee that it was best, instead of taking that $150,000 


I beg 





| and paying it over to those Indians who had signed the contract 








and who, as soon as they had received it, would undoubtedly 
comply with their contract if the agents were on hand, we made 
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a provision that if there was doubt as to the value of those 
attorneys’ fees, in no possible way could they be over $150.000— 
that we had better let the court take testimony and say whether 
er not the sum was reasonable; then take its findings of fact, 
and refer the matter again to the Senate next year, when we 
could take the testimony that was obtained by the Court of 
Claims, and then determine ourselves whether the judgment of 
the Court of Claims was reasonable and proper. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator now allow me? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I do not understand the Senator’s statement 
in the light of the Senate amendment on page 161. That amend- 
ment reads: 

To carry into effect the agreement bearing date May 9, 1891. 

That agreement was reached, if I understand, by commission- 
ers appointed by the Government to buy these Indian lands? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Yes. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Yet the Senator talks about an agreement 
made fifteen years ago by the Indians with some lawyers to col- 
lect a claim. It is only five years ago. How does the Senator 
explain the contradiction? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Between what? 

Mn TILLMAN. I say the language of this amendment on 
page 161 is: 

To carry into effect the agreement bearing date May 9, 1891. 

Mr. McCUMBER. It was made in 1891. That is fifteen 
years ago, is it not? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Yes, that is true. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Very well. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I can answer, I think, the Senator’s question. 
Congress failed to ratify that part of the agreement to pay the 
Indians a million and a half of dollars; so, in 1894, three years 
afterwards, they employed these attorneys. 

Mr. TILLMAN. To do what? 

Mr. DUBOIS. To come to Congress and present their claim 
and try and secure its payment. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Does the Senator say that Congress paid the 
Indians a million and a half and then would not do anything 
more about it? 

Mr. DUBOIS. Yes; I do very positively. 

Mr. McCUMBER. That is exactly what was done. 

Mr. TILLMAN. It is only on a parity with the policy which 
has been heretofore pursued. They not only stole the land, 
but stole the money after it was appropriated to buy it. 

Mr. McCUMBER. That is about all I wanted to explain to 
the Senate. The Committee on Indian Affairs has had some 
experience in getting through treaties. No matter how good 
or how just a treaty may be, it will oftentimes take ten to twelve 
years to get it through the Senate and through the other House. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Then I understand the Senator to mean that 
the “$150,000 hereby appropriated, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the benefit of said 
Indians,” was not designed to be paid over to these lawyers, 
and the conferees discovered that that probably would be ille- 
legal and that they could not get their money. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Oh, no; the Senator certainly could not 
have so understood me. The money will be appropriated and 
paid to the Indians. These Indians had made a contract, which 
might be good as between the Indians and the attorneys, to 
pay this $150,000, and that contract was signed by their jeading 
men. If the attorneys had had their agents there when that 
money was paid over to the Indians, in all probability they 
would have got the full amount, according to the contract. 

The conferees, after due deliberation—the House not agree- 
ing to the amendment placed in the bill by the Senate—thought 
that this ought to be modified in such a manner that the Court 
of Claims should determine what would be a reasonable attor- 
neys’ fee, and that no appropriation should be made to pay the 
attorneys’ fee until we found the amount which would be 
necessary. 

Mr. CLAY. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Certainly. 

Mr. CLAY. I understand the Senator to state that this land 
was purchased by the Government of the United States for 
$1,500,000. Congress did not pay for it; then the Indians em- 
ployed counsel, and made contracts with the counsel for the 
purpose of recovering the sum due them, and agreed in the 
eontract that the compensation should be 10 per cent of the 
amount recovered? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Fifteen per cent in the first place. 

Mr. CLAY. Yes; I understand that was the original con- 
tract; but the Secretary of the Interior declined to approve 
that contract. Then they made a second contract with the 
attorneys and agreed to pay them 10 per cent of the recovery, 
and the Secretary of the Interior approved that contract. 


I was thinking of 1901. 


for certain fees for the recovery of this money. 
specially provided that the counsel were to proceed to recover 
this money in a certain length of time. 
not true that nothing was done; that the contract expired; that 
it was at an end, and then Congress itself took this matter up 
and provided for the payment of this claim? 
to refer this case to the Court of Claims to determine whether 
or not these attorneys shall be paid a certain sum of money, 
regardless of that contract, after that contract has expired? 
The contract specially provided that the money must be re- 
covered within a certain time; 
be void. 
ter up, investigated it, and appropriated this money. 
is an effort to permit these people to go to the Court of Claims 
to get this money. 


part of it. 





Mr. McCUMBER. The Senator seems to have forgotten one 


thing, and that is, there were two halves to this Indian Reser- 
vation. 


Mr. CLAY. I understand that. 
Mr. McCUMBER. And that one half was taken at a certain 


price, with the understanding that the Government should take 
the other half at a certain price. 
first half, and since then has never done anything toward taking 
the other portion and paying for it. 


The Government took the 


That is the proposition. 
They entered into a contract 
The contract 


Mr. CLAY. I understand that. 


I ssk the Senator, Is it 


Is not this simply 


otherwise the contract was to 
The contract came to an end, Congress took the mat- 
Now, this 


Mr. McCUMBER. Now, let the Senator look at the equity 
We will say that good, honest attorneys entered 
into a contract with their clients to take 10 per cent of a claim 
which they would prosecute to compietion. They worked on it 
for ten years. In four years they had the matter before Con- 
gress fully completed; but Congress refused to do its duty 
and to make the payment until after the contract had expired. 
Then, after the attorneys had put in their work for all of these 
years, Congress by its own act practically let the contract 
lapse by reason of length of time. Notwithstanding that con- 
tract could not be enforced, nor the subsequent contract—be- 
cause there was a subsequent contract, which, so far as the 
Indians are concerned, is in force to-day, although it has not 
received the approbation of the Secretary of the Interior— 
the attorneys have gone right on with their work; they have 
completed the work, and they will have secured, when we get 
through with this bill, what they started out to secure; and 
in equity the conferees thought, and the Senate committee in 
the first instance intended, that the attorneys should be paid a 
reasonable attorney’s fee. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Da- 
kota yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. I will ask the Senator from North Dakota 
if he has read those contracts? 

Mr. McCUMBER. If I have read the contracts? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes; has he seen the contracts? 

Mr. McCUMBER. [ think I have. It has been before the 
committee a great many times, and I can recall the particular 
contract. The contract expired, of course, at the expiration 
of 











Mr. SPOONER. 
in court? 

Mr. McCUMBER. They were to be rendered in securing not 
only the action of the Department, which was necessary in the 
first instance, but to secure this claim for the Indians. 

Mr. SPOONER. To procure the passage of a bill through 
Congress? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Of course, to follow it through Congress. 

Mr. SPOONER. To secure the passage of a bill through 
Congress? 

Mr. McCUMBER. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is that included in the contract? 

Mr. McCUMBER. I do not recall the exact words. 
bly the Senator from Idaho can give the information. 

Mr. CLAY (to Mr. Spooner). I have sent for the contract. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Will the Senator from North Dakota allow 
me to interrupt him? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Certainly. 

Mr. OVERMAN. The Senator from North Dakota says the 
services to be rendered were services to be performed before the 
head of the Department and also in Congress in getting through 
this claim. If that is true, the contract is absolutely void, and 
it has been so held for a hundred years, as being against publie 
policy. In the, case of Hazelton v. Miller, decided April 23, 
1906, by the Supreme Court of the United States, the court says: 

The bill alleges that a part of the consideration for the contract 
“was services rendered both before and after the making of said con- 
tract by the plaintiff in bringing the property to the attention of the 
committees of Congress as a suitable and appropriate site for a hall of 


Where were the services to be rendered— 


Certainly. 


Possi- 





records.” 
date, 
and what they were, 


It sets forth that the plaintiff, before and after the same 
expended much time, labor, and money in rendering those services, 
viz, collecting and printing facts for the informa- 
the committees and Members of Congress, making briefs and 
and drawing a bill for the purchase or condemnation of 


tion of 
arguments, 
the square. 
They declared the contract void, as against public policy; a 
in concluding their opinion the court say: 
The general principle was laid down broadly in Tool Company v. 
Norris (2 Wall., 45, 54), that an agreement for compensation to pro- 


cure a contract from the Government to furnish its supplies could not 
he enforced irrespective of the question whether improper means were 
p 2 a 
T 


and 


t or used for procuring it. (McMullen v. Hoffman, 174 
39, Gis.) And it was said that hace is no real difference in 
‘tween agreements to procure favors from legislative bodies, 


and azree its to procure favors in the shape of contracts from the 
i a ‘D artments. (2 Wall., 55.) 


shall v. Baltimore and Ohio Railroad (16 How., 314, 336), 

i that all contracts for a contingent compensation for obtain- 
lution were void, citing, among other cases, Clippinger v. 
(5 W. and §., 315) and Wood v. McCann (6 Danna (Ky.), 
(See also Mills v. Mills, 40 N. Y., 543.) ‘There are other 
1s Which would have to be answered before the bill could be 
ned, but that which we have stated goes to the root of the 


t and is enough to dispose of the case under the decisions here- 
ae, 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Da- 
kota yie aa to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. McCUMBER. I yield, 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I do not know the circumstances 
of the case which the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Over- 
MAN| has just cited, but I do know that nothing is commoner 
than the payment of fees to lawyers who make contracts for 
services which are rendered entirely by arguments in the 
Departinents and before committees of Congress. Within the 
last three years there was a claim of the State of Massachu- 
setts in connection with the late war. It was one of a series 
of State claims. There was nothing really to be done but to 
determine the amount and liquidate it at the Treasury Depart- 
ment. A very improvident contract was made—there was some 
doubt about its legality—by which the attorney was to have 10 





















per cent on the payment made to the State. The amount of 
the debt of the United States to the State of Massachusetts 
was one million six hundred and odd thousand dollars. The 
Secretary of the Treasury turned over a check for $1,640,000, I 
think it was, to the attorney. He never had done anything 
except to argue the case before the Treasury Department. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Was it not for the full amount? 

Mr. LODGE. He turned over the check for $1,640,000 to the 
attorney The eheck was drawn payable to the governor of 
the Commonwealth. There was some doubt about the law- 
fulness of the contract. The State was entirely prepared to 
pay all that was proper, and when it was assessed, no matter 
how improvident the contract was, she was prepared to fulfill 
it. An effort was made in court to get that check, which could 
only have been cashed by the governor of the Commonwealth, 
and the courts refused. 

Now, all that was done by that attorney, as I have said, was 


to make an argument as to the liquidation of this claim, as to 
the amount. here was not any doubt about the claim. Simi- 
lar claims had been paid to other States. It was a mere matter 

f Migrate lation, and all the work in Congress was done by the 
representatives of the State in either House in getting the bill 
eewaetk In fact, after it was liquidated and certified by the 
Secretary of the Treasury, there was very little trouble in get- 
ting it through. ‘The courts would not compel the attorney to 
give up to the Commonwealth that check for $1,640,000, and the 
Connuonwealth finally had to pay him the fee of $160,000 in 
order to get the money that was due it. There are other States 
which ps ive had the same experience, I am sure. 

It is idle to say that attorneys are not paid, and properly paid, 
when the amount is reasonable, for work done in the Depart- 
ments and before the committees of Congress for the recovery 
of claims. 

I have broken in on the Senator from North Dakota. 
going to say something 

Mr. McCUMBER. 


I was 
about the character of this amendment. 
I would rather the Senator would go on. 
Mr. LODGE. I want to say a word in regard to this amend- 
ment. This amendment, as it passed the Senate, was to appro- 
priate $150,000, to be Immediately available, for the benefit of 
those Indians, and I understood at the time, and I think other 
Senators understood, too, that that sum or a portion of it was 
to be used to settle the claims which these attorneys had in 
equity undoubtedly upon the Indians for the work they had 
performed. . 


Now, in dealing with that appropriation, which was made 


for the benefit of the Indians, the conference committee has pro- 
vided how the amount shall be determined, and they have done 
what seems to me to be for the protection of the Indians, 


They 
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have left it to the court to assess what the proper fee is. I wish 
we could have had a court assess the value of the work done 
for the State of Massachusetts in securing the payment of the 
claim to which I have already referred. It seems to me the 
committee has acted in that way out of an abundance of caution. 

The Senator from Maine said he was very doubtful whether 
this could be construed as new matter. I think there may be 
some doubt, but it seems to me clear that it was within their 
province, when dealing with an appropriation of this character, 
to say how the appropriation should be disposed of or what 
process should be adopted in settling any claim against the fund 
appropriated. It seems to me that if we take points of order 
made in the other House on similar questions, on which I have 
heard rulings many times, we will find that it is always in 
order to attach to an appropriation an instruction as to how 
the money shall be spent or under what restrictions it shall be 
expended by the Government. I think the clause is in order, 
moreover, and on its merits, it seems to me, the committee acted 
with the greatest possible caution. If any point of order would 
lie, I am inclined to think the Senator from South Carolina 
[Mr. T1r1LMAN] made it when he said that part of these fees, if 
they were assessed by the court, would be paid to our former 
colieague in this body, ex-Senator Marion Butler. 


Mr. CLAPP. Mr. President, I desire to say a word in reply 
to the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. OveRMAN]. One 


reason why the conferees preferred to send this to the Court of 
Claims instead of disposing of it here was that the court might 
pass upon all these questions. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Would the court pass upon the question 
whether the contract was void? 

Mr. CLAPP. They have to pass on that question. 
not recover a judgment in a court on a void contract. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, I think it is very cleariy 
against public policy for Congress to recognize in any way, 
directly or indirectly, claims of this character. As I under- 
stand the situation, after listening with considerable attention 
to the various statements that have been made upon the subject, 
it amounts to this: Somewhere about 1890 or 1891 the United 

States entered into a contract with a certain Indian tribe, by 
which it obligated itself to pay that tribe one million and a half 
of dollars. So if the Government was honest, and stood to carry 
out its contract with the Indians, there was nothing that the 
United States could do through its Department or through Con- 
gress but to make arrangements for the payment of the money. 

I can not conceive what duties these attorneys would perform 
in dealing with the Department which would entitle them to 
compensation, if it was the plain, unqualified duty of the De- 
partment to do what was necessary upon its part to get to the 
Indians the money that belonged to them. It was a plain, 
unqualified contractual obligation. There were no damages to 
be assessed. Everything was liquidated. It was all a matter 
of contract. 

Now, can it be said that it is wise policy upon the part of 
Congress to recognize a claim, even under a contract with a 
claimant, the consideration of which is to induce an oflicer of 
the Government, or one of the great Departments of the Goy- 
ernment, to do its plain duty to a citizen or to an Indian tribe? 
If there was any room for controversy—and I understand there 
was none in this case—if there was any unsettled question to 
be disposed of, if there was any light to be thrown upon the 
intelligence of the head of the Department, then perhaps some- 
body would earn something in performing the duty that would 
shed the light or convey the information. But if a system of this 
kind is to be adopted, what have we? The head of the Depart- 
ment omitting to do his duty; an attorney collecting a claim, 
simply to stir the head of the Department to do his duty, about 
the doing of which there is absolutely no room for controversy, 
no real light to be shed, no real argument to be made, no real 

uty to be performed. 

Now, then, when we come to Congress, what was the duty of 
Congress? The duty of Congress was to make the appropria- 
tion, and the Supreme Court of the United States has well de- 
elared that contracts for the payment of services of that charac- 
ter are against public policy and should not be enforced, either 
in courts of law or courts of equity. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from North Dakota? 

Mr. PATTERSON. With pleasure. 

Mr. McCUMBER. May I eall the attention of the matter 
to the fact that the Revised Statutes do not declare it against 
public policy, because they provide for making contracts with 
the Indians for just such purposes. But the statute contains 
a provision that the Secretary of the Interior shall agree to 
such contracts. 


You can 
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Mr. TELLER. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to his colleague? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. I want to call the attention of the Senator 
to the fact that in this case the contract was approved by the 
Department. Then, I want to eall his attention to the fact, 
which I will later bring to the attention of the Senate, that 
it was a disputed question whether the Indians owned the land 
and whether they ought to have any pay for it. 

Mr. CLAY. With the permission of the Senator from Colo- 
rado 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. CLAY. I can not see how there can be any dispute or 
how any dispute could have arisen about the fact that this 
money was due to the Indians by the Government of the United 
States. I hold in my hand the agreement between the Indians 
and our Commissioners, and that agreement especially says: 

The said Colville Indians, residing and having their homes on the 
said Colville Indian Reservation upon the conditions hereinafter ex- 
pressed, do hereby surrender and relinquish to the United States all 
their right, title, claim, and interest in and to and over the follow- 
ing-described tract of country on the Colville Indian Reservation in 
the State of Washington. 

Turn to article 5, and it provides: 

That in consideration of the cession, surrender, and relinquishment 
to the United States of all the title, claim, right, estate, and interest 
of said Indians in and to the tract of land above described, the United 
States will pay to the said Indians, the beneficiaries of this agreement, 
to be distributed per capita, the sum of $1,500,000, payable in five 
annual installments of $300,000 each, with interest thereon at 5 per 
cent after this agreement shall take effect. 


Now, here is a solemn agreement on the part of the United 
States to pay this money, and Why any counsel should be needed 
for the purpose of enforcing this contract, or why Congress 
should doubt a minute that this was a legal claim against our 
Government, I am unable to understand. Here is a solemn con- 
tract, signed by our Commissioners and signed by those repre- 
senting the Indians, agreeing upon the amount of land that was 
conveyed to our Government and the price to be paid. It was 
clearly a legal and valid claim against the Government of the 
United States, and expressed by contract in writing and ap- 
proved by the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield further to his colleague? 

Mr. PATTERSON. With pleasure. 

Mr. TELLER. If my colleague will yield a moment, I will 
say to the Senator from Georgia that it was not a contract until 
Congress recognized it as a contract. The Secretary of the In- 
terior has no authority to approve it. It lacked that recogni- 
tion and it lacks it to this day. I desire to explain this matter 
somewhat when my colleague gets through. I can not do it at 
this time. 

Mr. PATTERSON. In the light of the statement made by the 
Senator and my lack of information, except what I have gath- 
ered during the discussion, I would a great deal rather defer 
any remarks that I may make until I hear from my colleague, 
because I have gone upon the theory up to this time that it 
was a plain contractual obligation; the contract made; the 
lands relinquished to the Government; the obligation resting 
upon the United States to fulfill its part of the contract. If 
such was the case, I can well understand how a delinquent head 
of a Department might imagine for a purpose obstacles in the 
way, and some friendly attorney enter into a very large con- 
tract with the Indians in order to remove that imaginary ob- 
stacle. I can imagine that. I have not the slightest idea that 
such a thing occurred. But I can well understand that it 
might, and for that reason, if the basis of my remarks should 
prove to be true, I have no hesitation in saying that a con- 
tract for services of that character is against public policy, and 
Congress should have nothing whatever to do with enforcing it. 

Mr. CLAPP. Will the Senator from Colorado yield to me 
for a moment? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. CLAPP. The suggestion regarding the head of a De- 
partment would apply to Congress; it would apply to the House 
of Representatives, which this very winter, if I remember cor- 
rectly, refused to recognize this, although coupled with a propo- 
sition of the Indians to cede the other half of their reservation. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I had reference only to the head of a 
Department, and that as a mere possibility; but the presump- 
tion should always be that Congress, so far as contractual obli- 
gations are concerned, will perform its duty. If it should be- 
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come the custom of Congress to fail to perform its duty until 
some ex-Senator or ex-Representative or private attorney ap- 
peared upon the scene for the purpose of inciting Congress to 
activity, it would be a very poor policy indeed, and one the 
countey would resent. 

Mr. TILLMAN. If the Senator from Colorado will permit 
me, I should like to ask why it is any more necessary to have 
lawyers to collect contractual obligations of the Government 
to the Indians than it is to have lawyers employed to collect 
the interest on the public debt or any other debt of the United 
States? 

Mr. PATTERSON. If there is any—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. Our bonds are contracts. Does anybody 
have to go to the Court of Claims to collect the interest on his 
bonds? 

Mr. PATTERSON. I have discovered since I have been in 
the Senate that there are two classes who are either required 
to pay great fees or voluntarily pay great fees—the great cor- 
porations of the country and the Indian tribes. If an attorney 
happens to have relations with a great corporation, he car 
a hundred-thousand-dollar fee; if he happens to have business 
relations with an Indian tribe, one single fee will enable him to 
retire from business and to set himself up as a millionaire in 
prospect. 

I notice that some Senators, who stand guard, with bayonet 
on their rifles, over the public Treasury in behalf of the people, 
the dear people—I would use the term “dear,” but that it 
might be presumed that I am sarcastic, which I am not—have 
no hesitation, with voice and energy and infiuence, in urging 
steps to be taken to compel an Indian tribe to pay enough to 
set up the head of a principality for services that are not in 
reality legal services, but for services that are simply services 
of influence, if I may use that term. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Lobbying, in other words. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Because certain persons happen to have 
a pull in some direction or great powers of persuasion to induce 
people to do their plain duty, they are able to secure for services 
of this character enormous sums of money. 

Now, services such as are said to have been rendered in this 
case, if I am correctly informed, are not legal services at all. 
It does not require a lawyer to perform them. A man with a 
glib tongue and with persuasive powers, with friends at court, 
ean do just as much as a lawyer, though he may never have 
read a page of a statute or a section of Blackstone in bringing 
about settlements for their so-called “ clients’ in cases of this 
kind. ‘They are not legal services. They are services tliat either 
should not be rendered or, if rendered at all, should be rendered 
as acts of friendship from a sense of duty, and not upon the 
theory 

Mr. CLAY. 
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Will the Senator from Colorado permit me? 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. PATTERSON. With pleasure. 

Mr. CLAY. The Senator from Colorade [Mr. Terrer] said 
this would have to be approved by Congress. I find that Con- 
gress has approved it. 

Articles of agreement made and entered into on the 9th day of May, 
A. D. 1891, at the Colville Indian Reservation, in the State of Wasn-. 
ington, by Mark A. Fullerton, W. H. H. Dufur, and James Ik. Payne, 
commissioners on the part of the United Stat appointed for the 








purpose, and the Indians residing on said res« rvation, 

Then setting forth the agreement, it proceeds: 

Therefore, ; 

Be it enacted, etc., That said agreement be, and the same is hereby 
accepted, ratified, and confirmed. 

Mr. PATTERSON. What is the date of that? 

Mr. CLAY. 1891. 

Articles of agreement made and entered into on the 9th day of May, 
A. D. 1891, at the Colville Indian Reservation, in the State of Wash- 
ington, by Mark A. Fullerton, W. H. H. Dufur, and James F. Payne, 


, 


commissioners on the part of the United States appointed for the 

purpose, and the Indians residing on said reservation. 

ArTICLH 1. The said Colville Indians residing and having their 
homes on the said Colville Indian Reservation, upon the conditions 
hereinafter expressed, do hereby surrender and relinquish to the United 
States all their right, title, claim, and interest in and to and over the 


following-described tract of country on the Colville Indian Reservation, 
in the State of Washington, | 

I will get the date directly. The Indians have all signed it— 
by their mark mostly. The commissioners first signed it, and 
then the Indians signed it. 

Mr. TELLER. What did Congress do about it? 

Mr. CLAY. Congress ratified and approved it. 

Mr. TELLER. Congress has not paid the money. 

Mr. CLAY. I did not say that. Congress ought to have paid 
the money. It was clearly a debt against the Government of 
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the United States, and I do not see how there can be any doubt 


about it. Here is a copy of the act of Congress: 
Therefore, 


Be it enacted, etc., That said agreement be, and the same is hereby, 
accented, ratified, and confirmed. 


Suc. 2. That for the purpose of carrying out the terms and stipula- 
tions of said agreement the following sums be, and the same are hereby, 
appropriated out of any money in the Treasury of the United States 
not otherwise appropriated. 

That is the act of Congress itself. 

Mr. TILLMAN. What is the date of that? 
proved? 

Mr. CLAY. 
ute. 

Mr. CLAPP. If the Senator will permit me, the act of Con- 
gress which opened a part of the reservation became a law July 
1, 1892. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Congress did ratify the agreement by 
act of Congress and the land was opened to the public. 

Mr. CLAY. This is dated December 26, 1891. 

Mr. CLAPP. If the Senator had read the evidence of the 
efforts for fifteen years to get Congress to pay for this land, he 
would realize that somebody had done some work. It is 
equally true, perhaps, that Congress has not done its duty. 

Mr. PATTERSON. What obstacle was there in the way of 
making the appropriation, will the chairman of the committee 
inform us? 

Mr. CLAPP. Because it was difficult to make the committees 
and Congress and the House this winter recognize the claim 
of these Colville Indians. The Senator from Washington who 
retired last March I think attempted twice, once I am very cer- 
tain, to get the Senate to recognize that obligation, and he was 
unable to do it. The effort has been made repeatedly in one 
House or the other, but Congress would not, and up to this hour 
has not done it. 

Mr. PATTERSON. What inspiration in the end did influence 
Congress to do a duty that was so plain? 

Mr. CLAPP. The constant presentation of the evidence of 
the merits of the claim of these Indians. 

Mr. PATTERSON. The constant presentation of the plain 
letter and obligation of a contract. 


When was it ap- 


I do not see the date, but I will find it in a min- 





Mr. CLAPP. Not at all. 

Mr. PATTERSON. ‘That is all I see which could have been 
done. 

Mr. PILES. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 


yield to the Senator from Washington? 

Mr. PATTERSON. I yield. 

Mr. PILES. I think I can explain this matter to the Senator 
from Colorado. An arrangement was made, as I understand, 
with the Indians with reference to the northern half of the 
Colville Indian Reservation by which the Indians agreed to sur- 
render to the Government the north half of that reservation in 
consideration of certain lands which were to be allotted to the 
Indians and the payment of $1,500,000. This $1,500,000 it was 
supposed the Government would raise by the sale of the unal- 
lotted land. The Government took possession of the north half 
of the reservation and allotted certain lands to the Indians and 
it threw the remainder of the north half open to settlement at a 
dollar and a half an acre, I think itwas. Subsequently Congress 
repealed the law requiring setlers to pay a dollar and a half an 
acre for the land which they had taken, holding that inasmuch 
as other homesteaders had received their homes free it would be 
unjust to require homesteaders on the north half of this Indian 
reservation to pay for their homes. 

Subsequently, as I understand it, the contention was made 
that the Colville Indian Reservation was not, as a matter of 
fact, the land of the Indians; that they were in possession of the 
reservation by virtue of an Executive order, and they had no 
title to the land. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, so far as that claim is 
concerned, that was all wiped out by the terms of the agree- 
ment itself, because it is nothing more than a quit claim so far 
as the agreement is concerned; we sell all the right and title 
and nothing more. 

Mr. PILES. To the Indians? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Yes. 

Mr. PILES. I am endeavoring to show why these Indians 
had to employ lawyers to prosecute their claim. My recollec- 
tion that one of the judges in the circuit court of the 
United States in my State held that the Indians did not have 
title to lands because they had been sent on the reservation by 
Executive order. - 

Now, there came a great pressure upon Congress from the 
people of the State of Washington to open the south half of 


is 














the reservation to settlement, because it is one of the most 
beautiful and fertile countries in the world. I myself have 
traveled over it and know whereof I speak. The Indians were 
unwilling to cede the south half of the reservation until their 
brother Indians on the north half were paid what they claimed 
to be their just right, $1,500,000, and they refused to consent to 
the opening of the south half until the money was paid. 

In the meantime the Indians employed lawyers in my State, 
gentlemen of great ability, to represent them and see if they 
could not get the Government to pay them the $1,500,000. They 
had been raising the question here, there, and everywhere that 
they were entitled to this money, and that they owned this land, 
notwithstanding the Executive order. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator from Washington yield 
for a question? 3 

Mr. PILES. With pleasure. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I presume that the north half, which we 
did agree to buy, is equally as fertile and beautiful as the Sen- 
ator says the south half is. 

Mr. PILES. I think it is. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Yet we force the Indians to employ law- 
yers to get a pitiful dollar and a half an acre for land which 
we gave to these men. 

Mr. PILES. To get a dollar and a half an acre. 

Mr. TILLMAN. And here is a treaty signed by the commis- 
sioners of the United States and the Indian chiefs, which the 
Senator from Georgia has just quoted, and the Government rati- 
fied it through Congress and we were to pay a dollar and a half 
for lands which the white men of Washington occupy and want, 
and when they want the other half, and the Indian says, “I 
will not sell you the land until you pay for the other,” it took 
lawyers to collect it. 

Mr. PILES. No; it did not take any lawyers to collect it. 
These lawyers had already beefi employed. 

Now, Mr. President, this is not singular. This is not a pecu- 
liar case. Fifty years ago this Government took from the In- 
dians in my State a tract of land greater than all New Eng- 
land, which the Indians ceded to the Government. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President 

Mr. PILES. Fifty years the Government agreed in considera- 
tion of that cession. 

Mr. PATTERSON. 
speech. 

Mr. PILES. I do not wish to occupy the Senator’s time, but I 
wanted to make a statement. 

Mr. PATTERSON. And really the Senator has made it. 

Mr. PILES. I wanted to show how the Indians have been 
deprived of their rights in certain instances, and have been 
compelled to employ counsel to assert those rights. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, I do not profess to have 
knowledge from a personal investigation of any duties that 
might be legitimately or necessarily required in order to bring 
about a settlement with the Indians for the sum of money that 
the Government agreed to pay. I have no knowledge of the 
legal or other difficulties that legitimately arose to require the 
employment of attorneys either to appear before a Department 
or before committees of Congress. I went upon the theory that 
the statement which was repeatedly made was true without re- 
serve, namely, that here was a plain contractual obligation rest- 
ing upon the Government, that from sheer negligence or indif- 
ference the Government refused or failed to pay, and that some- 
body was employed to stir up the different branches of the Gov- 
ernment, so that those branches might do their duty. What I 
wanted to enforce was that services of that character are not 
legal services in any sense of the word. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from North Dakota? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Well, for a question. 

Mr. McCUMBER. May I ask the Senator how he would dif- 
ferentiate that case from the one I will state? The Government 
granted certain lands to Indians somewhere about seventy-five 
years ago. The Indians had a fee simple to that land. They 
transferred it to one person. I think it was the Eli Ayres case; 
I am not certain. The Senator from Colorado will know. 

Mr. PATTERSON. No. 

Mr. McCUMBER. He purchased those lands. The Govern- 
ment then refused to issue its regular patent and resold the lands 
to others. For seventy-five years the owner of those lands, who. 
had sought to get back his money that he had paid, was unable 
to get it. I do not know that he has got it yet. 

Now, would the Senator think that in a case of that kind it 
was public policy for the heirs of that estate to pay an attorney 
for getting a bill through Congress and getting Congress to take 
hold of the matter? 
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Mr. PATTERSON. 
entiated, Mr. President. 
Mr. McCUMBER. On the ground of public policy, I mean. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Yes; on the ground of public policy. 
The one I am supposing and that I presume exists is different 
from the one suggested by the Senator from North Dakota in 
many material particulars, but it is not at all necessary that 
time should be consumed in entering into a discussion of the 
differences. 

What I wanted to enforce was the proposition that if the 
services to be rendered are simply to induce a department to 
do its plain duty, or a committee of Congress to do its plain 
duty, or the Senate and House to do its plain duty, those serv- 
ices are not professional in the sense of being legal services. 
They are services of a lobbyist, pure and simple. It depends 
upon the influence and the persistency of the individual who 
may assume to endeavor to set the different branches of the 
Government into motion. Services of that kind should not be 
recognized. They should be esteemed by every Senator and 
Member and the head of a Department as they are regarded 
by the courts of the country, as against public policy. 

If that is the character of the claim that is provided for in 
the section of the conference report which is being discussed, 
then I have no hesitation whatever in saying that so far as 
my vote is concerned it will receive no countenance at all. If 
an attorney performs legitimate services, whether before a De- 
partment, or possibly before a committee of Congress if a 
committee was seeking enlightenment upon a question of law, 
then morally at least, an attorney deserves to be paid fair 
compensation in proportion to the quality of the services that he 
rendered and the time that was necessarily consumed; but for 
services that can only be characterized as the services of a 
lobbyist Congress ought not to contaminate itself, directly or in- 
directly, by even seeming to give credit to claims based upon 
such services. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Does the Senator consider that an attor- 
ney engaged in ascertaining the title that Indians had to land, 
and spending years in getting the history of the tribe and every- 
thing bearing on the question of the Indian title to the lands is 
a lobbyist? 

Mr. PATTERSON. I did not inject that into my proposition. 

Mr. McCUMBER. But that is a part of the services that are 
sought to be paid in this case. 

Mr. PATTERSON. My proposition was—afid I heard no 
serious contention of it until I raised the issue—that it was a 
clear cut, unequivocal contractual obligation by the Govern- 
ment with this Indian tribe to pay them a million and a half 
dollars; that there was no legal obstacle in the way; and that 
the services which were rendered were simply calculated to 
move the Department and to move Congress in a direction 
in which they should have moved voluntarily in the perform- 
ance of a plain, simple, official duty. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I wish to call the attention of 
the Senate to the statutes of the United States, which some 
Senators certainly have overlooked. If Senators will turn to 
section 2103 of the Revised Statutes, they will find the fol- 
lowing: 

Src. 2103. No agreement shall be made by any person with any tribe 
of Indians, or individual Indians not citizens of the United States, for 
the payment or delivery of any money or other thing of value, in 

resent or in prospective, or for the granting or procuring any privi- 
ege to him, or any other person in consideration of services for said 
Indians relative to their lands, or to any claims growisg out of, or in 
reference to, annuities, installments, or other moneys, claims, demands, 
or thing? under laws or treaties with the United States, or official acts 
of any officers thereof, or in any way connected with or due from the 
United States, unless such contract or agreement be executed and ap- 
proved as follows. 

Now, Mr. President, there is authority enough for anyone to 
make a contract under the conditions that existed in this case 
or almost any other that may be considered. 

First. Such agreement shall be in writing, and a duplicate of it de- 
livered to each party. . d 

Second. It shall be executed before a judge of a court of record, and 
bear the approval of the Secretary of the Interior and the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs indorsed upon it. 

Third. It shall contain the names of all parties in interest, their 
residence and occupation; and if made with a tribe, by their tribal 
authorities, the scope of authority and the reason for exercising that 
authority, shall be given specifically. 

Fourth. It shall state the time when and place where made, the par- 
ticular purpose for which made, the special thing or things to be done 
under it, and, if for the collection of money, the basis of the claim, the 
source from which it is to be collected, the disposition to be made of 
it when collected, the amount or rate per cent of the fee in all cases; 
and if any contingent matter or condition constitutes a part of the con- 
tract or agreement, it shall be specifically set forth. 

Vifth. It shall have a fixed limited time to run, which shall be dis- 
tinctly stated. 

That is about all of that. A reference to the particular con- 
tract in this case will be found by looking at a letter in the 


The two cases are very easily differ- 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





rit 


report of the Committee on Indian Affairs which accompanied 
this bill. On page 188 of that report I find the following: 

On May 12, 1894, the Indians of the Colville Reservation entered into 
a contract with Messrs. Levi Maish and Hugh H. Gordon, attorneys, 
stipulating for their employment to prosecute the claim of these In- 
dians against the United States for payment of their interest claimed 
by them in the lands of their reservation that were restored to the 
public domain by the act of July 1, 1892, supra— 

That act I have here if any one desires to look at it— 
and which were opened to settlement by proclamation of the President. 

Mr. PATTERSON. May I ask my colleague if the act re- 

storing the land to the public domain describes the land that 
was contracted for by the Government with tribe of 
Indians? 
; Mr. TELLER. The Senator can look at it right there. It 
is rather difficult to state what it does provide. It is the act of 
July 1, 1592, and will be found on page 62, volume United 
States Statutes at Large. 

The letter of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs from which 
I have been reading continues: 

Said contract was approved by this office on July 17, 1894— 

The Department must have believed that there was a neces- 
sity for these lawyers, that there was something for them to 
do— 
limiting the fees to be paid the attorneys to 10 per cent of the recover- 
ies, and was similarly approved by the Department on July 25, 1894. 

That is, by both the Commissioner and the Secretary of the 
Interior. 

This contract expired by limitation on May 12, 1904. 

The Department, on April 2, 1904, referred to this Office, for report, 
a bill (S. 5293) for the relief of the Colville Indians. This bill pro- 
vided, among other things, that the Secretary of the Treasury should 
state an account of the Colville Indians against the United States, in 
which credit was to be given the Indians for the amount provided under 
the agreement of May 9, 1891, and were to be charged with the amount 
allowed them ureler the terms of the act approved July 1, 1902. (27 
Stat. L., 62.) 

In the report of the bill, dated April 14, 1904 (Finance), the Office 
again reviewed the entire case, and recommended the passage of the bill. 
With that report was a copy of Office letter dated March 25, 1899 (see 
committee hearings on Indian appropriation bill, 58th Cong., 3d sess., 
p. 133), in which the Office reviewed at some length the matter of the 
title of the Colville Indians to the reservation set apart for them by 
the Executive order of July 2, 1872, and stated that it had not the 
slightest doubt as to the possessory rights of said Indians to the lands 
within the reservation, “rights which the courts have always recog- 
nized without qualification, and which it was the uniform practice of 

s Government to observe 
espect during nearly a century of its history.” 

Mr. President, without going into any elaborate discussion of 
this matter, which I do not propose to do, in 1872 the President 
set aside, by an Executive order, an extensive reservation con- 
taining at least three or four million acres of land. In that 
order he included a settlement of several hundred white people. 
There was great complaint up there, of course, about it, and 
then it was modified. Another Executive order was issued, 
changing the boundaries so as to leave out those white people. 

Now, that has been the question. The question was, Did 
these Indians own that land when the Executive order was 
made out, or was it an attempt on the part of the President of 
the United States to give them a tract of land which did not 
belong to them? It was asserted by those who did not want the 
Indians there that it never had belonged to them, that they had 
never owned the land, and, Mr. President, there was some force 
in that declaration, undoubtedly. But it was a recognition by 
the President that they did own that land, because they were 
there in possession of it and had been in possession of it since 
anyone knew anything about that section of country. 

There was a report made May 12, 1892, by the Committee on 
Indian Affairs of the Senate, Mr. Manderson, then a Senator 
from Nebraska, making the report, in which the question came 
up as to their rights to the ground. It is an extensive report, 
and I will not attempt to read it. They did not in that bill 
recognize the right of the Indians to that land. We proceeded 
in spite of that to open the land, and in spite of the fact that 
we had already an inchoate treaty with these Indians, or an 
arrangement which was not then consummated, and I do not 
believe it has ever been consummated since, although there may 
have been some recognition of their right, because in the bill of 
the House I have just handed my colleague it was provided, as 
I recollect, that the Indians might take allotments inside of this 
land opened to the public at large. 

Mr. President, this matter has been here a long time. It has 
had all the time, I think, the approval of the Department of the 
Intericr that the money ought to be paid. I myself was not 
very friendly to the payment of the money originally. I thought 
it was rather an unfair proposition in the first place to include 
these white people; and then, again, I thought it was rather un- 
fair to give to the Indians the benefit of all the lands there were 
in that section of the country. But the Department has steadily 
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and repeatedly declared that, in their opinion, they were entitled 
to it; and in this letter sent to the Senate February 11 the De- 
partment again declared that the Indians are entitled to this 
money—money, Mr. President, which they did not get, money 
which they have not got to the present hour, and judging from 
the disposition of some Senators, at least, money they are not 
likely to get for some time to come. 

It may be that it is a very improper thing to allow men to 
come here and present the claims of the Indians against the 
Government, but it has been done ever since I have been in the 
Senate. 

Mr. MORGAN. 
tion. 

Mr. TELLER. As the Senator from Alabama well says. they 
lave no other place to make the application. They can not 
sue the United States. The history of our dealing with the 
Indians is full of cases where the Government of the United 
States has finally acknowledged its liability by the persistent 
efforts, not of lobbyists, but of men who brought before the com- 
mittees evidence that the Government was under moral and 
legal obligation to render to the Indians what they claimed. 
Not long ago the Supreme Court of the United States rendered a 
judgment for nearly $4,000,000 that we had been refusing to 
pay for many years. 

Mr. President, you can not get a case against the United 
States until you come here and first get a committee to look it 
over or get permission to go into a court and bring a suit. That 
is what has been done repeatedly ; and that is what every man 
connected with the Indian affairs of this country knows has 
been an absolute necessity. Recognizing that, the statutes of 
the United States have provided carefully and prudently and 
properly under what terms attorneys should be allowed to 
present the claims of the Indians here. There is no decision of 
the United States Supreme Court or of any other court that will 
deny that he who has brought himself within the provision of 
that statute is not entitled to as much credit as anybody else 
who prosecutes a claim against an offending debtor. 

Mr. President, I stated a few moments ago that away back 
years ago I questioned the right of the President of the United 
States to recognize that these people were the owners of that 
land to the extent that he did. But he did it by sending men 
there who made a contract with them, not one that binds us, 
but we never repudiated it except when we took the lands 
which they were occupying, which they were claiming, without 
paying for it, but recognizing by the very act that they were 
entitled to something, because we gave them permission to 
segregate a portion of that land and take it as their own, and 
we did not give to any white man who went upon that land 
the same terms. 

Mr. President, our official bodies and officers charged with 
he duty of looking after the interests of these Indians have 
recognized such claims. They have recognized the right of 
the Indians to have their attorneys come before the Senate 
conunittees to plead their cause. The Senate has in innumer- 
able instances provided for the payment of attorneys without 
going to the court when there was no question about the sum 
to be paid, and when ,there was a difficulty of that kind we 
have sent them to the court. 

Within the last two years we paid attorneys in the Indian 
Territory $750,000 upon a contract approved by the Depart- 
ment of the Interior, as the law required, which gave them a 
million and a half dollars. They had secured from this Gov- 
ernment the payment to the Indians of—well, I will not say 
from the Government—but they had settled a controversy in 
favor of the claimants that was worth to them at least $3,000,- 
000, because it was a question of the ownership of land. They 
had brought to their clients a great fortune—not to a few men 
only, but to a large number of clients. 

Mr. SPOONER. Seven hundred and fifty thousand dollars 
is a pretty large percentage of $3,000,000. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I have myself never had any 
relation with the prosecution of any claim of this kind, but I 
have been where I have seen it. I am told by one of these 
men—and he is a reputable man—that he had broken himself 
up and was bankrupt because of his efforts to get that con- 
troversy righted long before he got a dollar out of it. 

The atiorneys prosecuting such claims put up the money; 
they come here and they hang around. Sometimes, I will ad- 
mit, they become offensive and objectionable; and yet, after 
all, when they get through, when they have got permission to 
go to court, as they have again and again, and when the court, 
the place of last resort to settle these questions, has determined 
that the Government has been wrongfully withholding from 
the Indian money which belongs to him, nobody can complain 
of their persistency. The attorneys ought to be paid such a 


They have no other place to make applica- 
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sum as, in the judgment of Congress, they are entitled to, or 
such a sum as the court shall determine they are entitled to 
for the services rendered. ‘This is the first time, Mr. President, 
in the Senate or anywhere else, that I have heard that such con- 
duct on the part of attorneys was forbidden, either by the un- 
written moral law or any other law. It is authorized by statute 
and authorized by at least fifty years of practice. 

Mr. President, I ask to be allowed to add to what I have 
said a letter from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, dated 
February 11, 1905. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, permission is 
granted. 

The letter referred to is as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE LNTERIOR, 
OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, February 11, 1905. 
The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. : 

Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt, by Department 
reference, for report, of a communication dated February 4, 1905, 
from Hon. W. M. Stewart, chairman of the Senate Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, inclosing copy of amendment to be proposed by Mr. 
Foster, of Washington, to the bill (H. R. 17474) making appropria- 
tions for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian Depart- 
ment, ete., for the fiscal year 1906. 

The amendment is intended to carry into effect the agreement, dated 
May 9, 1891, between the Indians residing on the Colville Reservation 
and the commissioners appointed by the President, under authority 
of the act of Congress approved August 19, 1890, to negotiate with 
said Indians for the cession of a portion of their reservation. The 
amendment provides’ that there shall be set aside and held in the 
Treasury of the United States for the use and benefit of said Indians, 
which shall at all times be subject to the appropriation of Congress, 
the sum of $1,500,000, in full payment for 1,500,000 acrés of land 
ceded by said agreement. 

* a * * * * 


In order to furnish the information called for it will be necessary 
to refer to some of the history relative to the establishment ot tus 
reservation. The Executive order of April 9, 1872, set apart for 
the use and occupancy of the Colville and other Indians residing in 
that vicinity the tract of country in the then Territory of W shing- 
ton lying between the Columbia River _as the western boundary and 
the Pend Oreille (or Clarks Fork) and one hundred and seventeenth 
meridian (Idabo Territory line) as the eastern boundary, and between 
the Spokane River as the southern and the British possessions as the 
northern boundary. 

Soon after the issuance of said order it was alleged, by corre- 
spondence received in this Office, that the lands covered thereby em- 
braced almost the entire white population of Stephens County, num- 
bering about 600 people, two villages, 100 farms, several saw and 
flour mills, a court-house, jail, etc, and it was desirable that the 
Executive order should be revoked. Upon the recommendation of the 
Department, th® President, by Executive order of July 2, 1872, re- 
yoked said order of April 9, 1872, and directed that in lieu thereof 
a country bounded by the Columbia River on the east and south, by 
the Okanogan River on the west, and by the British possessions on the 
north be set apart as a reservation for said Indians. This was the 
boundary of the reservation at the time that the agreement was 
entered into with said Indians to cede a portion of their reservation 

9 the United States. ‘ 

7 The Indian appropriation act approved August 19, 1890 (26 Stat. 
L., 355), authorized the President to a ppoint a commission to nezotiate 
with said Indians for such portion of their reservation ‘as said In- 
dians may be willing to dispose of, that the same may be opened to 
white setilers.” A commission was appointed by the President, and on 
May 9, 1891, they entered into an agreement with the Indians residing 
on the Colville Reservation for the cession by said Indians of an area 
of country comprising 1,500,000 acres of land, at a consideration of 
$1,500,000 in money payable in five equal annual instaliments, to be 
distributed per capita among the Indians entitled to receive it, and 
other benefits of value, the deferred payments to draw interest at the 
rate 5 per cent per annum. 

rahi ccromnent com by letter of January 6, 1892, with a draft of a 
bill prepared by this Office, transmitted by the President to Congress 
for its action. The correspondence relative to this matter up to the 
submission of the agreement to Congress is printed in Executive Docu- 
ment No. 15, Fifty-second Congress, first session. 

The Senate Committee on Indian Affairs refused to recommend the 
ratification of the agreement, taking the ground that the Indians had 
no title to the reservation set apart for them by the Executive orer of 
July 2, 1872, which the Government was bound to recognize and which 
would, in effect, be recognized by the ratification of the agreement. 
(See Senate Report No. 664, 52d Cong., Ist sess.) 

In lieu of ratifying the agreement a bill was reported by the Senate 
committee vacating the north one-half of the reservation (the part pro- 
posed to be ceded by the agreement), which bill became a law July 1, 
1892, without the President’s approval. (27 Stat. L., 62.) 

That act provides for the disposal of the vacated land under the 
homestead laws at $1.50 per acre, in addition to the fee provided by 
law, and that the net proceeds arising from the sale and disposition of 
the lands to be open to settlement and entry shall be set apart in 
the Treasury of the United States for the time being, but subject to such 
future appropriation for public use as Congress may make, and that 
until so otherwise appropriated may be subject to the expenditure by 
the Secretary of the Interior, from time to time, in such amount as he 
shall deem best in the building of schoolhouses, maintenance of schools 
for such Indians, and in such other manner as he may deem proper for 
the promotion of education, civilization, and selt-support among said 
Indians. 

The act also provides for the making of allotments in severalty to the 
Indians located on the lands restored to the public dumain, the title of 
such allotments to be held in trust by the United States for the period 
of twenty-five years. 

By the act of February 20, 1896 (29 Stats., 9), Congress extended the 
mineral-land laws of the United States to the lands embraced in the 
north one-half of the Colville Reservation. 

On February 7, 1903, the President approved “An act providing for 
free homesteads on the public lands for actual and bona fide settlers in 
the north one-half of the Colville Indian Reservation, State of Wash- 
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ington, and reserving the public lands for that purpose.” (32 Stats., 
803.) 

In February, 1903, the Department referred to this Office, for report, a 
communication, dated February 16, 1903, from Hon. William M. Stewart, 
chairman of the Senate Committee on Indian Affairs, inclosing a copy 
of bill (S. 7264) “ conferring jurisdiction upon the Court of Claims to 
hear and determine the claim of the Colville Indians in the State of 
Washington,” with request for a report thereon for the information of 
the committee. 

On February 25, 1903, this Office submitted to the Department a re- 
port setting forth at considerable length a history of the case, and in 
support of the bill the Office said it would seem that the Indians of the 
Colville Reservation are asking, not without reason, that their claim 
for compensation of lands excluded from their reservation be referred 
to the Court of Claims for determination, and so far as this Office was 
concerned it had no objection to offer to.the enactment of the bill (S. 
7264) having that end in view. It expressed the opinion, however, that 
the Indians would have difficulty in recovering compensation through 
the action of the courts, in view of the decision of the United States 
Supreme Court in the case of Lone Wolf et al. v. Hitchcock (reported 
in Senate Ex. Doc. No. 147, 57th Cong., 2d sess.; also Compilation of 
Laws and Treaties Relating to Indian Affairs, 2d ed., Kappler, Vol. I, 
p. 1058), in which it was held in effect that Congress, in the exercise 
of its administrative authority over tribal Indian property, possesses 
full — in the premises which the judiciary may not question or in- 
quire into. 

The bill provided that the Indians might bring suit in the Court of 
Claims by an attorney or attorneys authorized to represent them, whose 
compensation should be fixed by the court; also that the Attorney-Gen- 
eral should appear and defend such suit. The Office strongly recom- 
mended that in order to afford the Indians full protection in the em- 
ployment of counsel the bill be so smended as to provide for the em- 
ployment and compensation of counsel by the Indians under section 


2103 of the Revised Statutes, instead of allowing the Court of Claims | 


to fix the compensation of the attorneys. 
did not pass. . 

On May 12, 1894, the Indians of the Colville Reservation entered into 
a contract with Messrs. Levi Maish and Hugh H. Gordon, attorneys, 
stipulating for their employment to prosecute the claim of these Indians 
against the United States, for payment of their interest claimed by them 
in the lands of their reservation that were restored to the public domain 
by the act of July 1, 1892, supra, and which were opened to settlement 
by proclamation of the President. Said contract was approved by this 
Office on July 17, 1894, limiting the fees to be paid the attorneys to 10 
per cent of the recoveries, and was similarly approved by the Depart- 
at on July 25, 1894. This contract expired by limitation on May 12, 


The bill in question, however, 


25, 


The Department, on April 2, 1904. referred to this Office, for report, 
a bill (S. 5293) for the relief of the Colville Indians. This Dill 
provided, among other things, that the Secretary of the Treasury 
should state an account of the Colville Indians against the United 
States, in which credit was to be given the Indians for the amount 
provided under the agreement of May 9, 1891, and were to be charged 
with the amount allowed them under the terms of the act approved 
July 1, 1902. (27 Stat. L.,.62.) 

In the report of the bill, dated April 14, 1904 (Finance), the Office 
again reviewed the entire case and recommended the passage of the 
bill. With that report was a copy of Office letter dated March 25, 
1899 (see committee hearings on Indian appropriation bill, 58th Cong., 
3d _sess., p. 133), in which the Office reviewed at some length the 
matter of the title of the Colville Indians to the reservation set apart 
for them by the Executive order of July 2, 1872, and stated that it 
had not the slightest doubt as to the possessory rights of said Indians 
to the lands within the reservation, “rights which the courts have 
always recognized without qualification, and which it was the uniform 
practice of the legislative and executive branches of our Government 
to observe and respect during nearly a century of its history.” 

The letter of March 25, 1899, is too lengthy to be copied at this 
time, but if the copy heretofore furnished can be procured, the Office 
would desire very much that it be considered in connection with this 
report. 

In all of the reports made by this Office in regard to the rights of 
the Indians to that part of the reservation ceded to the United States 
in the agreement dated May 9, 1901, it has expressed the opinion 
that the Indians had a good and valid title to the land in question, 
and that they ought to be paid the amount stated ia the agreement 
made with them by the commission appointed for that purpose. There- 
fore that part of the amendment which provides for carrying into 
effect the agreement of May 9, 1891, meets with the hearty approval 
of this Office. 


a aad J 
Very respectfully, 


* * * * 


F. E. Leupp, Commissioner. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
conference report. [Putting the questicn.] By the sound the 
“ayes ” have it; and the report is agreed to. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, there are two or three other 
matters in the report that will have to be explained. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator rise to the con- 
ference report? 

Mr. TILLMAN. 
report. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
report as before the Senate. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, the provision under discus- 
sion may not be subject to a point of order as being entirely new 
matter, though neither House considered it; but it is tacked 
onto and made part of an amendment which relates to the Col- 
ville Reservation. Possibly it would not be technically subject 
to the point of order, though it is really extraneous and entirely 
new and relates to a subject with which neither the Senate nor 
the House has dealt. 

The question of morality, honesty, and decency, I suppose, 
can not be well brought in here; but it does really look to be 
extraordinary that a treaty made with these Indians for the 


Yes, sir; I rise to speak in reference to the 


The Chair will, then, consider the 





purchase of their land, and signed by the commissioners repre- 
senting the Government and by the Indian chiefs, and ratified 
| by Congress, the debt being recognized as a perfectly valid obli- 
| gation of the Government—I say it does seem extraordinary 
| that, after such a proceeding, it then becomes necessary for law- 
yers to step in and get some kind of an agreement, which has 
never been produced—we are told it exists, and I suppose it 
must exist—but some kind of a contract is entered into by attor- 
neys to collect this claim from the Government. The claim 
goes on until it runs out of date, Congress neglecting its duty to 
pay its just obligations, and then, finally, here, in the closing 
days of this session, without the Indian Committee having con- 
sidered it this year, this provision is brought in recognizing a 
claim of lawyers, and reference is made to the Court of Claims 
te determine the character and justice and legality, I presume, 
of the claim of these attorneys. 

What I complain of, Mr. President, is that the committee did 
not put this provision in regard to the claim of these attorneys 
into the bill, but that it must go in through the back window, so 
to speak, of the conference committee. Leaving out all consid- 
erations of the legitimacy and propriety of the action, it does 
leok to me to be extraordinary and a disgrace to this Govern- 
ment that such a proceeding is necessary or is permissible. 

I do not know how we are going to stop it, unless the Senate 
should at some time take steps to take cognizance of what is 
being done here and take up such provisions as this and kick 
them out. I myself should like to get an opportunity to vote 
against any such scheme of spoliation as this. I do not want 
to eall it “a steal,” but it has every appearance of one; and 
while the Court of Claims may report that it is not a valid 
obligation of the Indians, still it is a system, a method of deal- 
ing with this question that ought not to be permited. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
report. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, there is another pro- 
vision of the conference report to which I ask the attention of 
the conferees of the Senate. Amendment numbered 56, on page 
6 of their report, amends the act for the final disposition of the 
affairs of the Five Civilized Tribes. Section 2 of that act, or 
the portion of it to which I wish to direct attention, is as 
follows: 

Sec. 2. That for ninety days after approval hereof applications shall 
be received for enrollment of children who were minors living March 
4, 1906, whose parents have been enrolled as members of the Choctaw, 
Chickasaw, Cherokee, or Creek tribes, or have applications en- 
rollment pending at the approval hereof. 

Omitting the balance of the section down to the second pro- 
vision of that section, I read as follows: 

Provided further, That nothing herein shall be construed so as to 
hereafter permit any person to file an application for enrollment in 
any tribe where the date for filing application has been fixed by agree- 
ment between said tribe and the United States: Provided, That nothing 
herein shall apply to the intermarried whites in the Cherokee Nation 
whose cascs are now pending in the Supreme Court of the United 
States. 

When the Indian appropriation bill was pending in committee 
an amendment was inserted striking out of this section of 
| the act for the final disposition of the affairs of the Five 
Civilized Tribes what I have just read. The reason assigned 
at the time for adopting this amendment was that the minors 
or infants who were provided for in the beginning of the see- 
tion would probably be considered as “ persons,” and it was 
deemed advisable to amend the act by striking out the provision 
leaving the law as it stood with all of the limitations therein, 
which afforded ample protection to the tribes and to the people. 

The conference report, amendment No. 56, strikes out that 
provision and introduces another that reverses the action of the 
committee which reported the bill and of the Senate in pass- 


tor 


ing it. ; 
Mr. PATTERSON. To what amendment does the Senator 
| refer? 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Amendment numbered 56, on page 6 of 
the conference report. The new matter proposed to be substi- 
tuted for the proviso which was embraced in the appropriation 
bill is this: 

Provided further, That nothing herein shall be construed so as here- 
after to permit any person to file an application for enrollment, en- 
titled to enrollment, in any of said tribes, except for minors, the chil- 
dren of Indians by blood, or of freedmen members of said tribes, or of 
Mississippi Choctaws identified under the fourteenth article of the 
treaty of 1830, as herein otherwise provided. 

And I call especial attention to the concluding lines, which 
are as follows: 

And the fact that the name of a person appears on the tribal roll of 


any of said tribes shall not be construed to be an application for en- 
rollment. 


Now, note the distinction. 





The act of April 26, 1906, known 


as the “Five Civilized Tribes act,’ which this proposes to 
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amend, or the proviso sought to be eliminated from it, dealt 
wholly with applications for enrollment. This amendment 
reads: 

That nothing herein shall be construed so as hereafter to permit any 
person to file an application for enrellment or to be entitled to enroll- 
ment in any of said tribes. 

The insertion of the words “or to be entitled to enrollment ” 
contemplates a legislative judgment to take effect at the date of 
the passage of the act now before us. 

This amendment of the conference report, if adopted, will 
work a great injustice to a large number of Indians. There are 
now pending before the Department of the Interior and the Com- 
missioner to the Five Civilized Tribes, for adjudication, a final 
deteriination of the rights of at least 2,000 persons. These are 
in every instance the application of parties in relation to whose 
eases special investigation was required prior to a final deter- 
mination. When the applications were taken by the Commis- 
sioner to the Five Civilized Tribes, if any question was raised 
as to thoir right to be enrolled, whether of fact or law, the Com- 
missioner listed them upon what is called a “ doubtful card,” 
using a card index for that purpose. This was done in some 
eases where there appeared searcely a doubt as to the right of 
the party making the application, but where the nation, through 
its representative, questioned the right of the claimant, desiring 
to look the matter up and determine in the future, or desiring 
‘ to produce further testimony, or being in doubt as to the applica- 

tion of the law. The names of the people whose rights weve 
thus questioned were placed upon doubtful cards, without the 
formality of sworn complaint, alleging either fraud, mistake of 
law, or mistake of fact. 

This doubtful card list is naturally the only list to be handled 
by the Commissioner. These cases, if taken up for considera- 
tion, would be disposed of, under the legislation heretofore 
enacted, before March 4 next. This amendment, however, 
provides that no person shall be entitled to enrollment after 
the date of the passage of this act. These cases are still pend- 
ing, awaiting investigation. They had no hearing at the times 

the rolls were being made. They have had none since. The 
adoption of this amendment will exclude them from any oppor- 
tunity to show that they are entitled to enrollment. It makes 
no difference that they are of Indian blood, that they have been 
recognized as members of the tribes, that they have always re- 
sided with them, that their tribal rights have never been ques- 
tioned. If this amendment is adopted their cases will never 
be heard and their rights never determined. 

There is another class of cases that will be foreclosed from 
any hearing if this conference report is adopted. Under the 
act of 1896 the rolls established by the different tribes were 
recognized, and Indians whose names were entered upon those 
rolls by the tribal courts or tribal commissions that were 
recognized by the act were entitled to participate in the tribal 
funds and tribal property, unless some question was raised 
with respect to the regularity of their enrollment. There are 
about 150 cases of Indians entered upon the rolls by the tribal 
authorities, with respect to whose enrollment, however, within 
three months some question was raised by some Indian or 
some attorney for some Indian tribe. Those cases are still 
pending. The Interior Department has recognized the validity 
of those rolls so made up. The opinion of the assistant 
aitorney-general of the Interior Department has been recently 
rendered, and holds that entry upon tribal roll was an applica- 
tion under the law within the three months’ period and that 
the Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes should so consider 
it, but that he was authorized to investigate each case upon 
its merits and under existing law to strike from the rolls any 
names which were placed there by fraud or without authority. 
The Secretary of the Interior approved this opinion. This 
conference amendment will deny the right to these people 
which the Interior Department says they are entitled to have 
tried out and determined. 

Furthermore, there are a number of cases pending in the 
United States Supreme Court which were taken care of in the 
second proviso at the end of section 2 in the act for the settle- 
ment of the affairs of the Five Civilized Tribes, the language 
there being as follows: 

Provided, That nothing herein shall apply to the intermarried whites 
in the Cherokee Nation, whose cases are now pending in the Supreme 
Court of the United States. 

There are several of those cases. It is proposed now by this 
conference report to cut out those people. 
repeals that provision of section 2 of the act for the settlement 
of the affairs of the Five Civilized Tribes. 

Mr. CLAPP. Will the Senator pardon me a moment? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin yield to the Senator from Minnesota? 
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Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Certainly. 

Mr. CLAPP. I think the Senator is laboring under a mis- 
take as to the effect of these provisions. The first prohibition 
in the act known as the “ Five Civilized Tribes act” provided 
that no one should be enrolled as a citizen unless he had made 
application. The intermarried citizens have made application. 
In section 2 we expressly provide that the rolls should not be 


| Closed finally until March 4, 1907, on account of that case pend- 


ing in the Supreme Court. The case has been argued and submit- 
ted. We had—and have now—every reason to suppose it would be 
determined. The right would not go back as to applications. 
If they had made their applications—and if they had not, of 
course they could not come in—they would have a right by any 
act that we passed between the 1st day of December and the 
4th day of March to extend the time. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. LA*PYOLLETTEH. Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE. If the Senator will allow me, in connection with 
what the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. CLapp] has stated, I 
should like to ask whether the proviso that is now adopted by 
the conference report forecloses the right of these people to be 
heard between now and March 4 next? 

Mr. CLAPP. I do not see how it can foreclose anybody. Of 
course, under this provision we simply enact that tribal rolls 
shall not in themselves constitute evidence that application was 
made to the Commission for enrollment. That is the provision 
that is put in the conference report. Section 2 provides—that 
portion of it which is unaffected: 

That for ninety days after approval hereof applications shall be 
received for enrollment of children. 

And then it provides in section 1: 

Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior may enroll persons 
whose names appear upon any of the tribal rolls and for whom the 
records in charge of the Commissioner -to the Five Civilized Tribes 
show application was made prior to December 1, 1905, and which was 
not allowed solely because not made within the time prescribed by law. 

Now, section 2, even if it had not been changed, would not 
have affected those rights at all, but in recasting section 2, 
which we could not do in conference because of the complica- 
tions, and in making the prohibition correspond to the first two 
lines of section 2, which provides for the enrollment of children, 
we simply provide: 

Provided further, That nothing herein shall be construed so as here- 
after to permit any person to file an application for enrollment or to be 
entitled to enrollment in any of said trikes—— 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. That is exactly the point. The pro- 
viso in section 1 of the act for the settlement of the affairs of 
the Five Civilized Tribes is as follows: 

Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior may enroll persons 
whose names appear upon any of the tribal rolls and for whom the 
records in charge of the Commissioner to the Five Civilized Tribes 
show application was made prior to December 1, 1905. 

Now, where Indians appeared before the Indian authority 
recognized by the act of 1896 and had their names entered upon 
the tribal rolls, they went away satisfied that their cases were 
provided for, and, of course, made no application within the 
three months’ period to the Dawes Commission, because the act 
of 1896 recognized enrollment upon the tribal rolls. Now, this 
amendment proposes 

Mr. CLAPP. If the Senator will pardon me, the bill already 
passed, in April, I think it was, limited it to the tribal rolls 
practically in charge of the commissioner. It says: 

Upon any of the tribal rolls and for whom the records in charge of 


the commissioner to the Five Civilized Tribes show application was 
made prior to December 1, 1905. 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Yes. 

Mr. CLAPP. Nothing in this amendment one way or the 
other can touch that. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Yes; but unless there was a distinct 
application to the Commission and some record of it preserved 
independently of the entry of the names upon the tribal rolls, 
section 1 of the Five Civilized Tribes act does not authorize the 
Secretary of the Interior to enroll persons applying. If it is 














not the purpose of this amendment to exclude these Indians, 


what is the significance of the words: 

Or to be entitled to enrollment in any of said tribes. 

Furthermore, if it is not the purpose to exclude those who 
were entered on the Indian rolls by the Indian authority recog- 


Amendment No. 56 | nized under the act of 1896 and whose entry there was under: 
« - . e | 


| stood by them, and I think fairly contemplated by the act, to 


establish their tribal rights, why is this provision incorporated 
in the conference report: 
And the fact that the name of a person appears on the tribal roll of 


any said tribes shall not be construed to be an application for enroll- 
ment. 
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If any Indian, pursuant to the act of 1896, secured the entry 
of his name upon the tribal roll, but did not, in addition, file a 
formal application with the Dawes Commission, he would be 
excluded, because the Secretary of the Interior is only author- 
ized by section 1 of the Five Civilized Tribes act to enroll those 
whose names appear on a tribal roll “ and for whom the records 
in the charge of the Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes 
show application was made prior to December 1, 1905.” 

Mr. CLAPP. What rolls do you refer to? Do you refer to 
the rolls in charge of the Commissioner, and inferentially in the 
Department? They are retained as proof, as records in the 
hands of the Commission. But the rolls that have been taken 
out among the tribes, as to which nobody knows what may 
have been done, are prohibited from being evidence in them- 
selves. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I refer to the rolls that were recognized 
by the act of 1896, and I say there are 150 Indians, at least, 
who were enrolled under that act, but as to whose rights some 
question was made at the time, so that they were not certi- 
fied by the Dawes Commission; I say that their cases are still 
pending; that they made no other application, and that there 
is no record with the Commission, which is required in addition 
to the tribal roll, to entitle the Secretary of the Interior to en- 
roll an applicant. 

Mr. CLAPP. The Senator must be mistaken. They are ap- 
plications; they are records in the office of the Department. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. But the amendment of the conferees 
provides: 

The fact that the name of a person appears on the tribal roll of any 
of said tribes shall not be construed to be an application for enrollment. 

What is the purpose of that if it is not to shut them out? 

Mr. CLAPP. If the Senator will permit me, I ,will answer 
once more. In the first place, any application that is pending 
is reserved under these two laws, with the conference amend- 
ment as we have it. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. That is, if it is an application inpedend- 
ent of the mere entry of the Indian’s name upon the roll. 

Mr. CLAPP. Not necessarily. If that roil is now in the 
oftice, if that roll is in the charge, in the custody, of the Com- 
missioner or the Department here, it is construed as an appli- 
cation, and the Secretary is recognizing it, and he has until 
the 4th of next March to complete it. If it consists of a card 
left with the Commission, it is an application. But these rolls 
that are not there, which may never have been there, rolls 
over which there is no control by the Government, which 
may have been tampered with ad libitum, this provides, wisely, 
and as it justly should, shall not, of themselves, constitute 
evidence of application. It seems to me the plainest proposi- 
tion in the world. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. There is nothing in the amendment of 
the conferees with reference to those rolls which makes the 
distinction the Senator draws. It is a broad, sweeping pro- 
vision. 

Mr. CLAPP. I will state it once more. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Do not state your construction of the 
law, just read the provision of the law, and allow Senators to 
make their own construction of it. 

Mr. CLAPP. It reads: 

That the Secretary of the Interior may enroll persons whose names 
appear upon any of the tribal rolls and for whom the records in charge 
of the Commissioner to the Five Civilized Tribes— 

It is not even limited to the official records—any records— 
show application was made prior to December 1, 1905, and which was 
not allowed solely because not made within the time prescribed by law: 
Provided furtker, That nothing herein shall be construed so as here 
after to permit any person to file an application for enrollment or to be 
entitled to enrollment in any of said tribes, except for minors, the chil- 
dren of Indians by bloocd, or of freedmen members of said tribes, or 
of Mississippi Choctaws identified under thé fourteenth article of the 
treaty of 1830, as herein otherwise provided, and the fact that the 
name of a person appears on the tribal roll of any of said tribes shall 
not be construed to be an application for enrollment. 

That has to be read into the law which we passed in April. 
T insist that if the conference report becomes a part of the law, 
it simply will prevent roils which have passed out of the con- 
trol of the Department, being received as evidence not only of 
enrollment, but of application for enrollment. 

LODGE. May I ask is this an amendment to the act 
in rezard to the Five Civilized Tribes? 

Mr. CLAPP. Yes, sir. Because in the Five Civilized Tribes 
act 
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Mr. LODGE. 
Mr. CLAPP. 
Mr. LODGE. 

instrument. 
Mr. CLAPP. 


That is the act we passed this winter? 
Yes, sir. 
The whole act will have to be construed as one 


Certainly, 
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Now, further, the reason why we had to pass that is this: 
When we got into conference we provided in section 2: 

That for ninety days after approval hereof, 
received for enrollment of children. 

Then we went on down here: 

That nothing herein shall be construed so as to hereafter permit any 
person to file an application. 

There was nothing we could take Into conference, and, as I 
stated when the amendment was before the Senate during the 
pendency of the Indian appropriation bill, it was put in so as 
to have the matter a subject of conference. I certainly would 
not knowingly deprive anyone down there of his rights. That 
is why we left it until next March to complete these rolls. 

Mr. BAILEY. I should like to ask the Senator from Minne- 
sota if there is anything in this bill to affect the status of what 
are known as “ children of intermarried whites? ” 

Mr. CLAPP. I do not think there I certainly do not 
recall it. 

Mr. BAILEY. I have had my attention called to a general 
statement that amendment No. 56 was intended to deprive 
children of intermarried whites of their rights, but I can not 
read that amendment to mean that. Of course I take the Sen- 
ator’s assurance. 

Mr. CLAPP. 


applications shall be 


is. 


I certainly can not be mistaken, so far as that 
is concerned. We had no such thought in mind. 

Mr. TILLMAN. There is another provision here which 
should like to have the Senator in charge of the bill expiain. 

Senate amendment No. 50, at the bottom of page 42, provides 
as follows: 

That the Secretary of the Interior shall have prepared and printed in 
a permanent record book the tribal rolls of the Five Civilized Tribes and 
that one copy of such record book shall be deposited in the office of 
the recorder in each of the recording districts for public inspection free 
of charge. 

The Senator will recall that when this bill was in the Senate, 
I suggested this very amendment to him, and I prepared an 
amendment of this character. But he, after communicating with 
the Department, declared they were very much opposed to it. 
It seemed to me a very wise and reasonable and just provision 
that the names of the landowners as recognized by the Govern- 
ment, not the persons who have been suggested by the Senator 
from Wisconsin as entitled to enrollment, but those who were 
actually recognized as participating in the allotment of lands, 
should be accessible at each county seat, or other place of record, 
so that any person desiring to buy from an Indian could find 
out whether he was buying from an Indian recognized as such 
or was buying from an imposter or from some one whose claim 
to land had been disallowed. 

This amendment went on the bill in the Senate, and it comes 
back in the conference report with this proviso. I want Sen- 
ators to listen, for a more drastic and extraordinary provision 
I have never heard of: 

That any person who shall copy any roll of citizenship of the Creek, 
Cherokee, Choctaw, Chickasaw, or Seminole tribes of {[ndians, prepared 
by or under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, the Con 
sion to the Five Civilized Tribes, or the Commissioner to the Five ¢ 
ized Tribes, whether completed or not, or any person who shal!, directly 
or indirectly, exhibit, sell, offer to sell, give away, offer to give away, or 
in any manner or by any means offer to dispose of, or who shall have 
in his possession, any such roll or rolls, any copy of the same, or a copy 
of any portion thereof, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and 
punished by imprisonment for not exceeding two yeers: Provided, That 
this act shall not apply to any persons authorized by the s« tary of 
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the Interior, the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, or the Commi: i 
to the Five Civilized Tribes to copy, exhibit, or use such rolls, or a copy 
thereof, for any purpose necessary or required by law. 

It appears to me that the Senate amendment, which provided 
for the deposit in an accessible place for the beneiit of the 
publie of these tribal rolls, is not only destroyed, but that this 
penal statute, which is so sweeping and drastic in its provisions, 
has ne justification whatsoever. The only interpretation I can 
put upon it is that those who are interested in being go-betweens 
between the Indian owners of land and the white persons who 
may want to buy lands are determined to keep up the system 
of fees, or blackmail, or whatever else you may term it, for 
what ought to be information accessible to anyone. I should 
like to have an explanation why this provision was put in here. 

Mr. CLAPP. That is very easy indeed, Mr. President, and I 
do it with a good deal of pleasure. 

Pending the passage of this bill there was a great deal of 
trouble in the Indian Territory; parties were arrested, I think 
indicted, although I would not say how far the proceeding went, 
for surreptitiously getting the rolls. They were liable to 
make—although I do not say they got that far with it—what 
would seem to be copies of the rolls, with no responsibility at- 
taching to the person who did it, and use those false rolls, im- 
proper rolls, for the purpose of dealing in land down there. A 
bill was pending in the Senate—I think it had passed: the 
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House—making it a misdemeanor to use the rolls, and the Senate 
suinendment on this subject was as follows: 


That the Secretary of the Interior shall have prepared and printed 
in a permanent record book the tribal rolls of the Five Civilized Tribes, 
and that one copy of such record book shall be deposited in the office 
of the recorder in each of the recording districts for public inspection 
free of charge. 

That also was very lidble to lead to trouble until those rolls 
are absolutely completed, and so the conferees inserted the words 
“upon completion of the approved rolls.” 

Experience has abundantly proved down. there that access 
to these rolls before they are completed, while they are the 
subject of review, perhaps the subject of examination in the 
Department on appeal, and still subject to review, may lead 
and does lead to a great deal of trouble and difficulty. Until 
the rolls are completed no person should be placed where he or 
sue mmay rely upon their correctness, because it is liable to 
mislead them and lead them into trouble. When these rolls are 
cempleted, there should be one place where they can be found 
and examined, their authenticity absolute and unquestioned, 
and that is in the recording offices of the Territory. So we pro- 
vided that after the rolls were completed, one copy of each book 
should be deposited in the office of the recorder in each of the 
recording districts for public inspection. 

I wish to say in this connection that this was at the urgent 
solicitation of the Department of the Interior. I never knew 
2 man who worked as hard and incessantly, actuated by such 
an absolute sense of duty to his trust, as this man does. I 
never knew a man who worked surrounded by greater difficulties 
than he does, and with more difficult problems to solve, and 
while we may not always agree with him—there are very often 
times when I do not myself—at the same time when it comes 
to administering the affairs of that Territory, which is particu- 
larly and peculiarly within his jurisdiction, I feel that his judg- 
ment is entitled to a great deal of weight. I believe now that 
we have it adjusted so that when the roll is safe, and it is never 
safe for inspection until it is finished, it will become open to 
public inspection, and copies of it will be put in the various 
recording offices. At the same time we make it a misdemeanor 
for people to peddle around unauthorized, unauthenticated, and 
untrue rolls, upon which they may speculate in real estate and 
entangle people in the meshes of litigation. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow 
question? =, 

Mr. CLAPP. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. ‘The proviso to section 2 of act No. 129 is as 
foliows: 





me to ask him a 


That nothing herein shall be construed so as to hereafter permit any 
person to file an application for enrollment in any tribe where the date 
for filing application has been fixed by agreement between said tribe 
and the United States. 

Now, the conference committee has inserted these words: 

Or to be entitled to enrollment in, 


Where applications have been filed and not acted on, does 
not this language, “or to be entitled to enrollment in,” pre- 
clude action upon the application? 

Mr. CLAPP. That does not seem possible. 

Mr. SPOONER. Why were those words put in? 

Mr. CLAPP. That clause is used in connection with the ap- 
plications, perhaps not necessarily. We have made ample pro- 
vision for applications for enroliment and for completing the 
rolls. As the law for the Five Civilized Tribes passed the Sen- 


ate, whatever is done here is an enlargement of the right and | 
That is the sum | 


not a restriction. It is enlarged as to minors. 
total of the effect of the amendment. 


Mr. SPOONER. There is an exception in this act as to 
minors. : 

Mr. CLAPP. I know; but that is at the beginning of sec- 
tien 2. 

Mr. SPOONER. What I want to get from the Senator is 


the effect. What effect is it intended by the conference com- 
niittee that shall be given to these words after the word “ en- 
roliment,’ “or to be entitled to enrollment in any 
tribes?” We have already covered applications. Are these 
new words necessary; and what is the legal effect of them un- 
less they mean that even if the application had been made they 
shall not be entitled to be enrolled under the application? 

Mr. CLAPP. The Senator refers to the proviso: 

That nothing herein shall be construed so as hereafter to permit any 
person to file an application for enrollment or to be entitled to enroll- 
ment in any of said tribes. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is what I refer to. 

Mr. CLAPP. They can not qualify the law, which expressly 
provides for no enrollment where applications were not made 
prior to the 1st day of December, 1905. 
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| Commissioner with the Five Civilized Tribes. 


Mr. SPOONER. What purpose was intended by the inser- 
tion of the words? 

Mr. CLAPP. I presume it is just as in a number of other 
eases where at this session we have inserted the words “ fair 
and reasonable.” One could not possibly qualify the other. If 
a thing is fair, it is reasonable; and if. it is reasonable, it is 
fair. Two words in that unnecessary manner are constantly 
occurring in legislation. 

Mr. SPOONER. The court will not hold it to be unnecessary. 
The court will not hold these words to have been incorporated 
without a purpose. Now, what was that purpose? It is not 
dealing with applications. That is taken care of: 

That nothing herein shall be construed so as hereafter to permit any 


person to file an application for enrollment or to be entitled to enroll- 
ment. 


That is new. 

Mr. CLAPP. Yes; that is right, unless they made applica- 
— as provided in section 1 prior to the 1st day of December, 
1905. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does it say that? 

Mr. CLAPP. The entire sct says that. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Will the Senator permit me a question? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Minnesota 
yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. CLAPP. Certainly. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I understood the Senator to say that 
unless they have filed their application with the Secretary of 
the Interior prior to December 1, 1905—— 

Mr. CLAPP. I tkink that is the date. The Senator will 
understand that all of this section 1 is an enlargement of time. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. In just one matter. 

Mr. CLAPP. It enlarges it several times. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. May I direct the Senator’s attention to 
one point? 

Mr. CLAPP. Yes, sir; I am listening. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Under what conditions may the Sec- 
retary receive an application for enrollment? 

Mr. CLAPP. He can only receive an application 
amendment is adopted 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Without this amendment, under sec- 
tion 1 of the act for the Five Civilized Tribes. 

Mr. CLAPP. He could not receive any application unless the 
application was made prior to December 1, 1905. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. And could he receive any application 
unless the name appeared upon the rolls and there was record 
evidence additional to the rolls with the Commissioner to the 
Five Civilized Tribes that he had made application? 

Mr. CLAPP. Certainly, if his application was made prior to 
December 1, 1905, under the language here broadened, as it is, 
by “records,” instead of saying “ official record.” Anything 
that was in his office as documentary would be evidence that 
he had made application. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. But suppose there was nothing in the 
office of the Commissioner except the tribal rolls with the man’s 
name on it, would he have a right to have his application con- 
sidered to be enrolled? 

Mr. CLAPP. Unquestionably. If he did not, I do not know 
how to frame a law to give him that right. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. If the Senator will yield further, I 
submit to him, if he will just give attention for one moment to 
the reading of the proviso, it is perfectly plain that no appli- 
eation can be considered simply because the name of the appli- 
cant appears upon the roll. 

Mr. CLAPP. I absolutely agree with that. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. And in addition to that there must be 
some record. Now listen to the language of the act No. 129: 

Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior may enroll persons 
whose names appear upon any of the tribal rolls and for whom the 
records in charge of the Commissioner of the Five Civilized Tribes show 


application was made prior to December 1, 1905, and which was not 
allowed solely because not made within the time prescribed by law. 


As I stated before, there are about 150 who made no record 


if this 





| in the office of the Commissioner, who simply had their names 
of said 


entered upon the rolls and rested with that. 

Mr. CLAPP. I ask the Senator if that roll was 
office—— 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I do not care where the roll was. 
does not make any difference. 
ment. 


in the 


It 
They are not entitled to enroll- 
They are plainly, under the language of that proviso of 


| section 1 of the Five Civilized Tribes act, not entitled to be 


enrolled unless their names shall appear upon the tribal roll 
and unless, in addition to that, they made a record with the 
The last lines of 


the conference report plainly aim to exclude and cut off those 
who have only the record of their names upon the tribal roll, 
notwithstanding the fact the Attorney-General has rendered an 
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opinion, and the Secretary of the Interior has approved it, that 
the ‘mere entry of those names upon the tribal roll gives them 
a rightful claim, upon which they ought to have their cases in- 
vestigated without any additional record in the office of the 
Commissioner to the Five Civilized Tribes. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I do not want to have the 
appearance of being obstinate, and I know Senators are very 
much interested in getting this bill out of the way. I had hoped 
that it was ended, having twice, as I thought, succeeded in pre- 
venting an infamous outrage from being perpetrated in this act 
and in the act for the final disposition of the affairs of the Five 
Civilized Tribes; and yet it sneaks back. Senators will recall 
the fact that when 

Mr. CLAPP. Mr. President, I call the Senator to order. I 
take exception to his language. He charges that this provision 
“sneaks back.” I submit, Mr. President, that is not parliamen- 
tary language. It is not warranted by the facts of the case. 
The Senator’s own experience in the conference on the rate bill 
ought to esteop him from making charges of that kind, for he 
knows that the Senate conferees must either let amendments 
which the Senate puts on go out or bring back the bill, and that 
would involve the bringing back here of an appropriation bill. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, if I have transgressed the 
rules of the Senate and spoken words that are amenable to the 
criticism which the Senator just made, of course I desire to 
withdraw them. I always try to say what I think and what I 
believe, and I can not help it. It is my misfortune rather than 
my fault. I am only speaking of the fact that when the bill 
for the final disposition of the affairs of the Five Civilized 
Tribes was under consideration I found in it this provision: 

The disbursements, in the sum of $186,000, to and on account of the 
loyal Seminole Indians, by James E. Jenkins, special agent appointed 
by the Secretary of the Interior, and by A. J. Brown as administrator 
de bonis non, under an act of Congress approved May 31, 1900, appro- 
priating said sum, be, and the same are hereby, ratified and confirmed: 
-*rovided, That this shall not prevent any individual from bringing suit 
in his own behalf to recover any sum really due him. 

Senators will recall the fact that I had what I thought were 
the assurances of the chairman of the Indian Affairs Commit- 
tee, who must know that I have no animosity or personal feel- 
ing toward him other than that of good will and friendship. I 
was assured that the Senator and the- Senate conferees would 
endeavor to get those words out or would be willing to let them 
go out, as they were a Senate amendment. When the bill came 
back they were in, and the explanation given was that the 
House conferees insisted on having them stay in. Of course, 
being a Senate amendment, the Senate conferees could not insist 
on their own amendment going out. I recognize the difficulties 
under which they labored, and that when the House conferees 
agreed that they must stay in it left the Senate conferees more 
or less helpless. 

Having in mind, however, the fact that the Indian appropria- 
tion bill, which we now have under consideration, was amended 
in several particulars to change the statute relating to the 
Five Civilized Tribes, which had not then been approved, I 
thought I could get this obnoxious provision eliminated. I 
therefore offered an amendment to the bill which is now under 
consideration, which will be found on the top of page 47, strik- 





ing out of the bill for the Five Civilized Tribes the provision | 


relating to Brown and Jenkins. 

Again the Senate conferees accepted it. They assured me 
that they would endeavor to get the matter agreed to in confer- 
ence and these words striken out of the bill in conference; 
but again it returns. So having tried twice to get this out- 
rageous provision, as I call it, taken out of the law, first in 
the Five Civilized Tribes bill and then out of the Indian ap- 


opriati ill. w it comes back an cient 
propriation bill, when it comes back here again I thought I | nie trdther A. J. 


was justified a little while ago in using the language that some- 
how or other it sneaked back. It does not sneak, of course, ex- 
cept that unless one reads the conference report and then goes 
back to the original matter and examines into it he can not 
understand what is being done; and that is what I had in mind 
when I spoke of the sneaking process. In the first instance, 
the Senate conferees had to accept the House’s mind, because 
the House did not object tothe Senate amendmentand accepted 
it, and the Senate conferees were helpless. But in this case 





House conferees accepting our amendments and leaving our | 
conferees helpless, our conferees surrendered to the House on | 


this remarkable provision. 

Now, why do I call it remarkable? I send to the desk, Mr. 
President, to have read, a couple of letters officially dealing 
with the subject, one from the Indian Commissioner, which I 
will send up first, in relation to this matter of A. J. Brown and 
Jenkins, dated away back in February. 
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vie 7 | site of Wewoka, and Congress, by the act of March 38, 
the conditious are reversed, and we find that instead of the | : 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary 
will read as requested. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the letter of the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs, dated February 28, 1906. 

Mr. KEAN. I ask the Senator from South Carolina whether 
he would not just as lief have the letters go in the Recorp with- 
out being read? 

Mr. TILLMAN. That depends entirely upon whether the 
Senator in charge of the conference report will consent to have 
this matter go over until Monday, when we will have more time 
to explain and discuss this question. If so, I will put that letter 
in the Recorp without reading and also this other letter, so that 
Senators who wish to take any interest in the matter at all can 
examine them for themselves and see how infamous this trans- 
action is. 

Mr. CLAPP. With the consent of the Senate, I will put pa- 
pers in the Recorp also; the papers which I send to the desk. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I am perfectly willing to have all papers 
bearing on the subject put in the Recorp, for we want to see 
both sides of the question, because it appears to be an extraor- 
dinary proceeding that litigation mstituted by the Indian Office 
and the Secretary of the Interior for the protection of orphans 
should be taken out of court. It is an extraordinary thing to 
go in by just simply having the act ratified, on the facts shown 
by the letters I have sent to the desk. 

Mr. KEAN. I hope the Senators will consent to that course. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the papers sub- 
mitted by the Senator from South Carolina and the Senator 
from Minnesota will be printed in the REcorp. 

The letters submitted by Mr. TrLMAN are as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, February 28, 1906. 


The honorable the SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


Sir: * * * Attention is respectfully invited to the amendment 
beginning with line 9, page 11, and ending with line 18. This amend- 
ment has reference to the money disbursed by A. J. Brown as adminis- 
trator de bonis non under the act of May+31, 1900, and proposes to 
ratify and confirm his action in disbursing the money. In connection 
therewith attention is invited to office report of February 6, 1905, Land 
10810, reporting on an amendment intended to be proposed to House 
bill 5976, which is identical with the amendment as it appears here. 
The amendment is quoted in full in said report. 

This subject has been investigated under the direction of the De- 
partment of Justice, and papers before this Office on April 13, 1904, 
showed that Andrew Jackson Brown collected from himself as adminis- 
trator of Seminole estates for the Wewoka Trading Company, of which 
firm he was a partner, and for which he acted as agent, $72,783.84; 


that he paid Samuel J. Crawford, as attorney, $27,592.82; and that 
both payments were apparently made without authority of law. The 


question of the distribution by Mr. Brown is pending before the pro- 
bate commissioner, under the supervision and jurisdiction of the United 
States court for the western judicial district of the Indian Territory. 


| The Government has recently retained the former United States district 


attorney for the northern district of the Indian Territory, who is 
familiar with the subject, as special counsel in the case, and I believe 
that the quef¢tion as to whether Mr. Brown properly disbursed the 
funds may safely be left to the court. 

Furthermore, the Seminole agreement, approved by act of July 1, 
1898 (30 Stats., 567), provides, among other things, that— 

“The town site of Wewoka shall be controlled and disposed of ac- 
cording to the provisions of an act of the general council of the Semi- 
nole Nation, approved April 23, 1897, relative thereto, and on extin- 
cuishment of the tribal government deeds of conveyance shall issue to 
owners of lots as herein provided for allottees and all lots remaining 
unsold at that time may be sold in such manner as may be prescribed 
Ly the Secretary of the Interior.” 

A. J. Brown, brotier of the principal chief, was made secretary of 
the ‘commission to dispose of the Wewoka town site. This commission 
selected a tract of 640 acres, within the boundaries of which were 
permanent improvements claimed by the said Secretary Brown, and 
160 acres within the town-site limits were set aside for said Brown, as 
provided by section 3 of the Seminole act. 

In February, 1900, John F. Brown, principal chief of the nation, 
submitted to the commission a proposition on behalf of himself and 
Brown, to purchase the lots remaining unsold for the 
lump sum of $12,000. During about three years following the organ- 
ization of the commission and prior to February, 1900, only seven 
lots were sold, and the proposal of John F. Brown was accepted and 
the transaction concluded by the execution of a deed dated February 
12, 1900, to John F. Brown, purporting to convey ail of the lots in the 
town site of Wewoka remaining unsold and not otherwise disposed of. 
The legality of these proceedings was questioned and the Seminole 
made an investigation, and on December 16, 1903, passed an 
act declaring that the sale of the town site by the town-site commis- 
sion “‘ was done in accordance with the law governing the same.” 

There was still a question as to the validity of the sale of the town 

8, 1903 (33 Stats., 


1048, 1068), confirmed and ratified the action of the town-site com- 
missioners in disposing of the unsold lots in the town to John F. 
Brown. The records of this office show that A. J. Brown was inter- 


ested in the purehase and, in my opinion, Congress has been very 
lenient with the Browns; so I earnestly recommend that you request 
that the amendment herein mentioned be eliminated from the bill and 
that the question of determining whether the distribution was prop- 
erly made by Mr. Brown be left to the courts. » 

* a * ~ * * + 


Very respectfully, 
B. BE. Leupp, Commissioner, 
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DEPARTMENT OF TIIE INTERIOR, 
SECRETARY’S OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., February 7, 1906. 


ON INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
United States Senate. 


There is inelesed herewith copy of a report of the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs upon the amendment intended to be proposed 
by Mr. TreL_tre to the bill (HW. R. 5976) to provide for the final dispo- 
sition of the affairs of the Five Civilized Tribes in the Indian Territory, 
and for other purposes. 

Said amendment provides: 

“Phat the disbursements of the sum of $186,000 to and on account 
of the loyal Seminole Indians, by James E. Jenkins, special agent, 
appointed by the Secretary of the Interior, and by A. J. Brown, as 
administrator de bonis non, under an act of Congress approved May 31, 
1900, appropriating said sum, be, and the same are hereby, ratified and 
confirmed.” 

The Commissioner of Indian Affairs recommends, for reasons stated 
by him, that said amendment should not be enacted into law. 

I fully concur with the Commissioner in his recommendation. 
Respectfully, 


CHAIRMAN OF THE COMMITTEB 


Sir: 





). A. Hitcucock, Secretary. 





DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
= Washington, February 6, 1906. 
The honorable the SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


Sir: The Office is in receipt of Department letter of February 2, 
1906, transmitting, for immediate report and recommendation, an 
“ Amendment intended to be proposed by Mr. ‘TELLER to the bill (H. R. 
5976) to provide for the final disposition of the affairs of the Five 
Civilized Tribes in the Indian Territory, and for other purposes.” 

The proposed amendment is as follows: 

“And provided, That sbursements of the sum of $186,000 to 
and on account of the loyal Seminole Indians, by James E. Jenkins, 
special acent, appointed by the Secretary of the Interior, and by A. J. 
Brown as administrator de bonis non, under an act of Congress ap- 
proved May 31, 1900, appropriating said sum, be, and the same are 
hereby, ratified and confirmed.” 

By the act of May 31, 1900 (31 Stats., 221, 240) the sum of $186,000 
was appropriated “to pay the balance of awards made to loyal Semi- 
nole Indians, under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, with 
nterest thereon, as per articles 3 and 4 of the treaty of March 21, 
1566, and paragraph 14 of the agreement of December 16, 1897, under 
payments to be in full settlement and satisfaction of all claims under 
said articles and paragraph.” 

The appropriation was disbursed during April, May, and June, 1901, un- 
der departmental direction, by James BE. Jenkins, who was then a special 
agent of this Office, and on April 13, 1901, the Office made report on 
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a communication from Acting Attorney-General McReynolds, dated 
March $1, 1904, concerning the recommendations of Piiny L. Soper, 
esq., special assistant United States attorney, in the matter of the 


loyal Seminole claims made to the probate commissioner on exceptions 
of the lawful heirs of deceased loyal Seminoles to the report of Andrew 
Jackson Brown, administrator de bonis non of the estates of deceased 
loyal Seminoles, relating to the moneys handled by him appropriated 
by Congress for the payment of the loyal Seminole claims. 

Krom the papers before the Office at that time it appeared that the 
judge of the United States court fer the northern district of the 
Indian Tcrritory during vacation issued an order of distribution of 
the moncy thus appropriated. This order was issued on the report of 
Z. T. Walrond, probate commissioner. Mr. Soper said that he was 
positive that the court was not in session at Wewoka at the time the 
order was issued, and that there was no rece-d of an order of distri- 
bution having been made by the court; he considered the order abso- 
lutely null and void, as being in violation of chapter 149 of Mans- 
field’s Digest of the Statutes of Arkansas, since it was issued by a 
judge and not by the court. ‘ 

From said papers it did not seem that the order had been approved 
by the court when in session. 

The cases are on the probate docket in the United States court for 
the western judicial district of the Indian Territory, and are numbered 


22 to 284, both inclusive. 


Andrew Jackson Brown was at the time of the distribution a member 

of the Wewoka Trading Company, and the papers before the Office on 
April 13, 1904, showed that, of the amount distributed by him as ad- 
ministrator de bonis non, $72,783.84 was paid to the Wewoka Trading 
Company; that Samuel J. Crawford, as attorney, was paid $27,392.82, 
and that the cost of administration was $3,007.04. The amount paid 
Mr. Crawford apparently included a charge of $1,003.42 against minors 
unpaid and a charge of $1,185.49 against adults unpaid, making a total 
of $2,158.91. 
It appeared that the administrator, Andrew Jackson Brown, was to 
have been allowed 3 per cent of the amount of each estate for his 
services, and Mr. Soper said that he would therefore be entitled to the 
sum of $4,538.98; but the figures attached as an exhibit did not bal- 
ance, and the papers showed that in many instances, where the amounts 
alleged to be due Samuel J. Crawford and the Wewoka Trading Com- 
pany were the entire amount due individuals, no charge was made for 
the cost of administration. 

It also appeared that Andrew Jackson Brown, as administrator, acted 
as agent for the Wewoka Trading Company, of which firm he was a 
partner, and that in his capacity as agent he collected for the Wewoka 
Trading Company from himself, as administrator of Seminole estates, 
the sum above mentiened, to wit, $72,783.84. 

Special Agent Jenkins paid Andrew Jackson Brown, as administrator 
of the estates of deceased Seminoles, $151,299.60, of which amount he 
paid to the Wewoka Trading Company, Samuel J. Crawford, and for 




















cost of administration $103,183.70, which is about 69 per cent of the 
amount paid him by the special agent. 
The lice said that the payment to Mr. Crawford seemed to have 


been made without authority of law; that in most of the cases pay- 
ments were made without the consent of the persons from whose 
est: the deductions were made, and that proper action should be 
to recover the amount so paid Mr. Crawford. 

It also said that, in its opinion, Andrew Jackson Brown should 
be required to pay into court all of the money received by him, in 
order that it might be properly distributed, and that such payment 
should include the money paid Mr. Crawford, the amount Andrew 
Jackson Brown, as administrator, paid himself as agent for the We- 
woka Company, and the amount collected by him for his services. 








The question of the validity of the distribution by Mr. Brown of 
the amounts herein mentioned is pending before the probate commis- 
sioner under the jurisdiction and supervision of the United ‘States 
court for the western judicial district of the Indian Territory, and 
the Government has recently retained the former United States district 
attorney for the northern district of the Indian Territory, who is en- 
tirely familiar with the cases, as special counsel therein. As I believe 
that the question whether Mr. Brown properiy disbursed the funds 
may safely be left to the court, I respectfully recommend that the 
chairman of the Senate Committee on Indian Affairs be advised that, 
in the opinion of the Department, the intended amendment should not 
be enacted into law. 

Very respectfully, F. E. Levurp, Commissioner. 

The papers submitted by Mr. CLapp are as follows: 


EsBitr Hovuse, 


Washington, D. C., May 14, 1906. 
Hon. M. E. Capp, 


United States Senate. 


DEAR SENATOR: Referring to an item in the Indian appropriation bill 
repealing section 9 of the act approved April 26, 1906, 1 beg to say that 
if the honorable Senators who are supporting that item were correctly 
informed as to the facts, they would not for a moment favor its re- 
tention in the bill, but on the corerary they would earnestly oppose it. 
In 1866 the Government made a treaty with the Seminole Nation, 
wherein it agreed to pay the loyal Seminoles for property lost and de- 
stroyed during the civil war. Tor thirty-odd years the Government 
neglected and failed to fulfill that provision of the treaty. The said 
losses amounted to $163,000, less the amount previously paid. 

By the treaty this sum was to draw interest at the rate of 5 per cent 
until paid. During this long period of waiting the loyal Seminoles 
often petitioned and asked for payment, but as often they were refused, 
until 1897, when the Seminole council took hold of the matter and em- 
ployed attorneys to represent the claimants. The attorneys so em- 
ployed immediately prepared the claims and presented them orally and 
by printed briefs to the proper oflicers of the Interior Department and 
to committees of Congress, and finally after three years of continuous 
work succeeded in securing an appropriation of $186,000 by agreeing 
to compromise, whereby they were forced to reduce the aggregate 
amount of said claims, principal and interest, from $438,402.69 to 
$186,009. This sum was appropriated by an act of Congress approved 
May 31, 1900. The act making this appropriation, as will be observed, 
authorized the Secretary of the Treasury to pay this money under the 
direction of the Secretary of the Interior to the claimants, if living, and 
if not, then to their legal heirs. 

At that time it was thought the laws of Arkansas had been extended 
over the Seminole country, but as a matter of fact they had not. The 
Seminole government was still working under its own constitution, and 
its agreement with the United States, ratified by Congress July 1, 1898. 
Nevertheless, A. J. Brown was appointed administrator for the minors 
of deceased claimants, and gave bonds amounting in the aggregate to 
$300,000 for the faithful performance of his duty. 

The disbursing officer for the Government, Mr. Jenkins, paid the 
adult claimants (all of whom were citizens of the United States) with 
checks, which were cashed some by the trading house of which Mr. 
Brown was a member, and others elsewhere. If the Indians were in 
debt, they paid their debts, just as they had always been in the habit of 
doing. 

The money belonging to the minors was turned over to the adminis- 
trator (Mr. Brown) and by him paid to the parents or natural guardians 
of said minors, who in turn paid the debts they had contracted for the 
support of their wards and also the attorneys’ fees for services in se- 
curing the payment of said claims. Every dollar of that money 
handied by the administrator was honestly and properly paid out. 

At first the attorneys were employed by the Seminole council, but the 
claim not being a tribal matter, it was subsequently deemed advisable 
for the claimauts to act for themselves, which they did by meeting in 
convention and appointing a committee with full power to employ 
attorneys and enter into a written contract for the payment of their 
fees. All these matters were fully understood by the claimants and 
perfectly satisfactory to them. Not the slightest complaint was made 
or a word of objection offered by any one of them until some one dis- 
covered the fact that the judge of the United States district court had 
approved the reports of the administrator at chambers, while the laws 
of Arkansas (which did not apply to the Seminoles) required such pro- 
ceedings to be approved in open court. Then the claimants were 
informed that the whole proceedings were irregular, and that if they 
would stand together the administrator would have to pay them a sec- 
ond time. 

The disbursing officer, Mr. Jenkins, acted in good faith and in obedi- 
ence to his instructions when he paid the claims. 

The administrator, Mr. Grown, did the same when he paid the claim- 
ants, and so also did the United States district judge when he approved 
the reports and proceedings of said administrator. 

The only hope of those who would undo this work, which was hon- 
estly done under a law that was supposed to be applicable, lies in the 
remote possibility of their being able to proceed under a new law 
enacted three years after the payments were made, extending the laws 
of Arkansas over the Seminole country. 

On the 1st day of January, 1900, these claims, principal and interest, 
amounted to $438,402.69. In full payment thereof Congress, on May 
31, 1900, appropriated the sum of $186,000, leaving a balance of 
$252,402.69 lawfully due the loyal Seminoles. 

Would it not be more honorable for the Government to pay this bal- 
anee rather than try to compel the administrator to again pay that 
which he has already paid? ‘This, it seems to me, would be better for 
the Indians than if the Government should adopt a course calculated to 
impress upon their minds the fact that they are under no moral obliga- 
ticns to pay their honest debts. 

It has ever been the custom of the trading houses in the Seminole 
country to trust the Indians for the necessaries of life in anticipation 
of ther payments from the Government, and when such paymeats were 
made the Indians as a rule paid their debts, and so they did when the 
loval Seminole claims were paid. 

‘L trust, therefore, that the law as it is may be permitted to stand. 

Very truly, yours, 














Samu. J. CRAwronp. 





Memorandum of facts in regard 5 ag payment of the loyal Seminole 
claim, 

Certain individual Seminole Indians remained loyal to the United 

States during the war of the rebellion and suffered loss of their prop- 
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erty from depredations by their disloyal neighbors. To compensate 
these loyal individuals Congress appropriated, by act approved May 31, 
1900, the sum of $186,000, which sum was disbursed by James E. 
Jenkins, special agent, under the authority of the Secretary of the In- 
terior dated May 7, 1°01. 3 

At the time of this disbursement the individual claimants were citi- 
zens of the United States. 

Special Agent Jenkins was instructed, in making payments on De- 
half of deceased beneficiaries, to require administration papers from 
a court of proper jurisdiction. He was further instructed to make all 
payments by check payable to the order of the persons entitled thereto, 
and that the check should be placed directly in the hands of the indi- 
vidual beneliciaries. He was also instructed not to make any arrange- 
ments to favor in the slightest degree any merchant, trader, or other 
creditor, and neither they nor their representatives, nor any collector 
& any cescription were allowed to be in his office while payment was 
n progress. 

These instructions were attempted to be complied with to the letter, 
but the administrator who was appointed to receive the money of the 
minor beneficiaries was so appointed under the laws of the State of 
Arkansas, which were not in force in the Seminole Nation at the time 
of such payment and therefore the administrator was without authority 
in the premises. However, Andrew Jackson Brown, who was thus 
appointed administrator, gave bond in the sum of $300,000. 

For the purpose of securing this claim, the individual claimants, as- 
sembled in council or convention, had employed a competent attorney 
to conduct their case, who rendered services in that behalf for many 
years, and the claimants were all willing and anxious to compensate 
him. 

These individual claimants, following the usual custom of the tribe, 
had contracted debts on the strength of their expected payment and in 
anticipation thereof with the Wewoka Trading Company and others. 

In making the payments, checks were issued to those of full age and 
delivercd to the individual beneficiaries, who, following their own in- 
clinations, took the same to the Wewoka Trading Company and there 
had the checks cashed and paid their debts, including the amounts 

-which the claimants had authorized to be paid to their attorney and 
were perfectly satisfied with the transaction. The beneficiaries of de- 
cedents were in like manner paid to the administrator, who settled for 
amount of debts contracted, in accordance with the custom of the 
tribe, by the parents and guardians for nurture of the minors and also 
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paid the fair share of these minors of the amount due to the attorney 
for the claimants. 

The administrator made up his accounts and the same were ap- 
proved by Judge Gill sitting in chambers, and the matter was sup- 
posed to be finally ended. 

At this time one Crane, a brother-in-law of Andrew Jackson Brown, 
and an ex-convict, conceived the plan of securing to himself an in- 
former's share, under section 2103 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, upon the theory that this money had been disbursed, so far as 
the attorney’s compensation was concerned, in violation of that section, 
which share is one-half of the amount of money which might be re- 
covered by the person sucing for the same. Upon his representations 
suits were instituted to recover the money paid through the adminis- 
trator upon the technical ground that the order confirming the acts of 
the administrator had been executed in chambers instead of in open 
court, as required by the laws of the State of Arkansas, which were 
supposed to govern the proceeding. Upon these suits large sums of 
money have been paid from the fund to court officers, and payment of 
further charges amounting in the aggregate to $5,000 or over were 
pending at the passage of the act conitirming the payments by Special 
Agent Jenkins and by Administrator Brown. 

The improvident payment by Inspector Jenkins was that to an 
administrator appointed by a court having no jurisdiction. _Unques- 
tionably tbe right of recovery by the United States would lie against 
Jenkins’s vond for this money if it was wrongfully paid. The con- 
firmatory act heals this defect. 

The money paid to adults was paid direct to the individuals, who 
were cach citizens of the United States, who made such use thereof as 
he himself elected. The fact that the money was used in the payment 
of debts is not a reasonable criticism of the payment. 

The money disbursed by Brown as administrator for the payment of 
the debts contracted by the parents and guardians for nurture of minors, 
was paid in accordance with the customs of the tribe and in accord- 
ance with the long-continued custom of giving credit by trading com- 
panies to the parents and guardians for nurture of those expecting 
funds from the Government as in the case of annuities and other pay- 
ments. It has never been charged or suggested that the money so 
paid was not actually due to the Wewoka Trading Company, where 
most of the indebtedness was contracted. Every cent of the money was 
honestly and properly applied either by the individual beneficiaries 
themselves or by the administrator appointed for the purpose of re- 
ceiving and applying the fund. 

The proceeding instituted by the Government through the Interior 
Department was so instituted upon false and misleading statements on 
the part of the convict Crane, and have been maintained under the 
mistaken idea that the fund, particularly of minors, had been mis- 
applied. ° This, however, is distinctly erroneous, and if the parties to 


whom this money has been paid in the payment of the debts of these | 


eople were required to refund the same, the individuals for whose 
yenefit the recovery would be had would be encouraged in an unwar- 
rantable and dishonest proceeding—that is, the repudiation of their 
just debts. 

: It is not contended but that the court which approved the accounts 
of the administrator, Brown, in chambers acted in good faith under 
the supposition that authcrity was vested in him to thus approve said 
accounts. The approving judge has never since sat in that district 
and never had an opportunity to approve the accounts in open court 
nune pro tune, another judge having set aside the order made in 
chambers, thus reopening the administrator’s accounts. 

It is now conceded that the appointment of Brown as administrator 
was without authority of law and improvidently made, and that the 
money of minors was paid over to him by Jenkins without legal au- 
.thority. ‘The object of the act confirming and ratifying both the action 
of Jenkins and the action of the administrator, Brown, was to heal 
these technical irregularities. The confirming act leaves to any per- 
son aggrieved the individual right of action, and it is substantially 
just in the premises and no more. The object of the confirmatory ect 
was to not only relieve Special Agent Jenkins from liability, but also 
to confirm the improvident appointment of Brown and to confirm the 
act of Judge Gill, who approved his accounts in chambers instead of 


in open court, with the further object to prevent litigation which has | 


already eaten deeply into the fund and which, if continued, will ex- 





haust any part of the fund now remaining in the hands of the ad- 
ministrator, Brown. , 
Butter & HALF, 

(For administrator). 

The following is a copy of the instructions to Mr. Jenkins, under 
which the loyal Seminole payments were made, to wit: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, May 7, 1901. 
Mr. JAMES E. JENKINS, 
Special United States Indian Agent, Present. 

Sir: Upon the completion of your report upon the investigation re- 
cently made by you, you are directed to proceed to Perry, Okla., in 
order to arrive there not later than the morning of the 13th instant, 
= the purpose of testifying in the case of The United States v. Asa C. 

1arp. 

Upon the completion of this duty, you will proceed to the Indian 
Territory for the purpose of making payment to the loyal Seminole 
Indians of the $186,000 appropriated in the Indian appropriation act 
approved May 31, 1900, page 22. 

Report your arrival at Verry, your departure therefrom, and your 
arrival in the Indian Territory by wire. 

Steps will at once be taken to place to your official credit the sum 
above referred to, in installemtns, to enable you to pay the baiance of 
the awards made to the loyal Seminole Indians, per articles 3 and 4 
of the treaty of March 21, 1866, and paragraph 14 of the agreement 
on December 16, 1897, such payment to be in full settlement and satis- 
faction of all claims under said articles and paragraph. 

The roll containing the names of the persons entitled to payment, 
together with the census roll prepared by you, are handed you herewith. 

You will make two copies of the pay roll, and, after making the 
payment, return two copies to this Office with your accounts. A sep- 
arate account must be rendered for this payment. 

In making payment in behalf of deceased beneficiaries, you will re- 
quire administration papers from court of proper jurisdiction. 

The shares of all who are entitled to receive and receipt for their 
own, but which, for any reason, you are unable to pay, should be re- 
turned to the United States Treasury, to be afterwards paid through 
this Office. 

All payments are to be made by check, payable to the order of the 
persons entitled, and must be placed directly in their hands. 

You are not allowed to make any arrangements to favor, in the 
slightest degree, and merchant, trader, or other creditor, and neither 
they, their representatives, nor any collector of any description are to 
be allowed in your office while payment is in progress. 

In no case will you recognize a power of attorney. 

You will be careful to make full and clear notes on the pay rolls, 
explaining any matters that are unusual, such as date of death of 
anyone who may have died since the roll was prepared, reason for 
returning to the Treasury the share of any person entitled, etc. 

You will also be careful to enter in the column prepared for that 
purpose the date on which each payment is made, also to indicate the 
depository on which you draw your checks, and to place the number 
of the check opposite the name of each person paid. 

Upon your arrival in the Indian Territory you will commence the 
payment without delay. and as soon as the first installment placed to 
your credit is exhausted you will wire this Office, when another install- 
ment will be placed to your credit. 

Very respectfully, 

















A. C. TONNER, 
Acting Commissioner. 

Mr. KEAN. I ask the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. CLapp] 
if he will yield now for a motion to adjourn? 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Jersey 
yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. KEAN. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. I did not know the Senator from New Jersey 
had the floor. 

Mr. KEAN. I did not know that I had the floor, either. 

Mr. TELLER. I did not understand that the Senator from 
New Jersey had the floor. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understood the Senator 
from New Jersey to address the Chair. 

Mr. KEAN. But he only addressed the Chair in the time of 
the Senator from Minnesota [ Mr. CLapp]. 

Mr. TELLER. He yielded the floor. 

Mr. KEAN. I yield. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
TELLER] is recognized. 
Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, if the consideration of the 


conference report is to go over, I will address myself to it at 
some other time. I simply want to say that there is nothing 
in this transaction that justifies the Senator from South Caro- 
linn [Mr. TirnMAN] or anybody else in calling it an infamous 
transaction. The Senator, from some statements which people 
have made to him, makes a statement here that I know’and 
the committee know can not be supported. I shall, however, 
address myself to this matter when I have an opportunity; 
but I do not intend to allow the Senator from South Carolina 
to charge the committee with presenting an infamous transac- 
tion here. He may do it, I suppose, but he shall not do it, at 
least, without having a denial put upon record by me, Mr. 
President. 

Mr. TILLMAN. 


Mr. President, I was not aware that the 


Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] had any interest in this 
As I said a moment ago, the matter appeared 
is too strong 


matter at all. 
to me extraordinary; and if the word “ infamous ” 





I will use some milder phrase. 
or try to do so, and insert it in my remarks. 


I will think up one, probably, 
But what appears 
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to me to be strange, unaccountable, unreasonable, and unjust is 
that Congress should step in and by enactment cause to be 
stopped the litigation and lawsuits now pending in the courts 
to recover from this man Brown money that is claimed or al- 
leged to be due to these Indian orphans; and that these law- 
suits should be stopped and the action of Brown and Jenkins 
should be ratified, when the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
and the Secretary of the Interior send an official communica- 
tion, in which they point out the fact that Brown, as the agent 
of the Wewoka Trading Company, paid to himself or to his own 
concern or his own store $72,783.24 of this money, and then 
paid to some one—I do not know on what pretense or for what 
reason—827,392.82 out of the $186,000 appropriated by Congress 
to settle these just claims—I suppose they must have been just, 
although some lawyer may have manipulated them, but I will 
take it for granted that they were honest and just claims—I 
say it is extraordinary to my mind and unreasonable; but I 
will stop for fear my adjectives may get too hot. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TELLER. I will not allow the Senator to assert that I 
have been interested in this claim. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I did not say that. I said I was not aware 
that the Senator was interested in this matter. 

Mr. TELLER. I have got only the interest in it which any 
Senator who is a member of the committee would have. We 
attempted to discharge our duties properly, and we know more 
about this case than does the Senator from South Carolina. I 
assert here that there is nothing disreputable in this case in 
any shape or manner. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Why, then, not let the court settle it? 

Mr. TELLER. We propose to let the court settle it. We 
have put that in ex industria that it should not prevent any- 
body from going to the court. Even if the Senator is a corn- 
field lawyer, he ought to know that. We could not take that 
right away even if we had tried to do so. It is one of the 
rights of these people. They are not Indians; every one of 
them is a citizen of the United States. The Government of the 
United States can bring as many suits as it chooses, and each 
individual can bring his suit. 

I will not, however, go into this question now; but the Sena- 
tor from South Carolina, from what he has just stated as 
facts—which I do not believe are facts—must have a very un- 


fortunate opinion of the transaction, and he must have a very, 


unfortunate opinion of the committee, or he must believe the 
committee dishonest—one or the other. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator from Colorado is angry, and 
I have too much respect and admiration for him to in any wise 
say or do anything to offend him or give him a reasonable 
excuse for any such language. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not allow anybody to taunt me with dis- 
honesty, either directly or indirectly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I have not charged the Senator with dis- 
honesty. 

Mr. KEAN. Mr. President, £m I recognized? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. KEAN. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock and 20 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, June 11, 1906, at 
12 o'clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Saturpay, June 9, 1906. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. HENRY N. CoupgEn, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and ap- 
pro\ ed. 

AMENDING SECTION 3646, REVISED STATUTES. 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


An act (S. 5811) to amend section 3646 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, as amended by act of February 16, 1885, as amended 
by act ef March 23, 1906. 


my, 


Be it enacied, etc., That section 3646, Revised Statutes of the United 
States, as amended by act of February 16, 1885, as amended by act 
of March 1906, be amended by striking out the words ‘“ check or 
warrant’ wherever said words appear in said amended act, and by 
substituting in lieu thereof the words “ disbursing oflicer’s check,” so 
as to make the section read as follows: 

‘Spc. 8646. Whenever any original disbursing officer's check is lost, 
stolen, or destroyed, the Secretary of the Treasury may authorize the 
officer issuing the same, after the expiration of six months and within 
three years from the date of such disbursing officer’s check, to issue a 
duplicate thereof upon_the execution of such bond to indemnify the 
United States as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe: Pro- 





vided, That when such original disbursing officer’s check does not exceed 
in amount the sum of $50 the Secretary of the Treasury may authorize 
the issuance of a duplicate at any time after the expiration of thirty 
we within three years from the date of such disbursing officer's 
check.” 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
would like to have the gentleman explain what this bill does. 

Mr. DALZELL. At this present session of Congress we passed 
a law amending section 3646 of the Revised Statutes, which sec- 
tion of the Revised Statutes imposed a limitation upon the dis- 
cretion of the Secretary of the Treasury upon issuing lost 
checks. 

Mr. MANN. I thought it increased the authority. 

Mr. DALZELL. It increased the authority by removing the 
limitation. Now, the Secretary of the Treasury says the words 
used in that amending statute were too broad; that we used 
the words “ check or warrant,” whereas we ought to have used 
only the words “ disbursing officers’ checks,” and that the pur- 
pose sought to be accomplished by the amendment has been in 
part defeated by reason thereof, and it is to correct that error 
which he claims is in the law which passed that this bill is pre- 
sented. 

Mr. MANN. I can not quite understand how using words 
too broad defeats the purpose of the amendment. This is re- 
strictive. We have had so much trouble heretofore about these 
lost checks that I want to see the Secretary of the Treasury 
have as broad power as possible. 

Mr. DALZELUL. So do I; and he will have as broad power 
as we want him to have, he claims, under the law as it is now 
proposed to amend it. 

Mr. MANN. How does he know what power we want him to 
have? And you are limiting his power by this legislation. 

Mr. DALZELL. Not at all. 

Mr. MANN. That is what the gentleman stated. 

Mr. DALZELL. The words necessary to be used in order to 
give him the power that we want to give him by the act which 
we passed at this session of Congress ought to have been “ dis- 
bursing officers’ checks.” Now, we did not use the words “ dis- 
bursing officers’ checks,” but used the words “check or war- 
rant.” 

Mr. MANN. Does the Secretary of the Treasury hold that 
the word “check ” does not include disbursing officers’ checks? 

Mr. DALZELL. The Secretary of the Treasury holds that 
the law substantially has been wrong for about twenty years. 
I was the introducer of the bill, and when I introduced the bill 
I followed the language of the Revised Statutes we wanted to 
amend. Now the Secretary says that the language ought to be 
“disbursing officers’ checks” instead of “ check or warrant.” 

Mr, PAYNE. What he says is now it includes warrants pass- 
ing between officers of the Government, and in order to have 
those renewed and have a duplicate issued, it requires the 
officer to give bond, as the statute is to-day. They discovered 
it since we amended it, and the statute has been that way all 
the time, and this is simply to relieve those warrants issued 
between Government officers and the officers having to give 
bond and security against duplicates. 

Mr. MANN. I will say to the gentleman, after his lucid 
explanation, it is just as clear as mud; but if he insists he has 
investigated it and it is extending the power, I am perfectly 
satisfied. 

Mr. DALZELL. I am perfectly clear about it. 

Mr. LACEY. I know what my own purpose was when I 
voted for the bill, and that was to allow all sorts of Govern- 
ment checks to be duplicated under the limitation and au- 
thority. For instance, you get a draft drawn by the Treas- 
urer or assistant treasurer of the United States on the as- 
sistant treasurer at New York and that is lost. Now, we do 
not want to come to Congress to get authority to get a dupli- 
eate, and that bill was introduced undertaking to cover that 
sort of a check. Now you limit it to disbursing checks and 
disbursing checks only and do away with the advantage of the 
bill we passed 

Mr. DALZELL. Not at all. All checks to which the gen- 
tleman refers are disbursing checks, and on all those checks, 
of course, duplicates are issued upon proper indemnity being 
given, but there must be proper indemnity. 

Mr. LACEY. That is, providing the amount is under $2,500. 
But suppose the amount is over that? 

Mr. DALZELL. We struck out the limitation upon the 
amount in the law we passed. The indemnity clause still stays, 
but we struck out the amount. In the old law the Secretary of 





the Treasury could not issue a duplicate check for an amount 
over $2,500. 

The law as we amended it allowed him to issue a duplicate 
check, without reference to the amount, upon proper indemnity 
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being furnished. Now, then, he says—and he is correct in 
that—that the operation of that law is to compel him to issue 
certain duplicates upon indemnity being given; but the language 
of the law also covers warrants passing between officers of the 
Department to be duplicated on giving indemnity, and therefore 
it is not a restriction that is here, but an enlargement of the 
Secretary’s authority. 

In further explanation I submit the following letter from the 
Secretary of the Treasury: 





TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, June 8, 1906. 


My DrEAR Mr. PAYNE: I think a matter of very great importance to 
this Department has escaped your attention. Under the law as it now 
stands the Treasurer can not issue a duplicate warrant for six months. 
There is scarcely a week when duplicate warrants are not well-nigh 
necessary. will give one illustration: The Apalachicola National 
Bank has purchased $50,000, 2 per cent Government bonds as a basis 
for a deposit of that amount. The bonds were deposited with the 
Treasurer. A warrant was sent the bank. It has not been received. 
No duplicate can be issued for two months, nor can the bank withdraw 
its bonds. There are a dozen similar cases pending. There was one 
amendment passed at this session, but by a grievous oversight on the 
part of the originator of the bill, and an even worse oversight on the 
part cf this Department, the amendment was made to apply to warrants 
as well as to disbursing officers’ checks. It should have applied to dis- 
bursing officers’ checks only. I wrote you about this some time ago. 
I think the bill has been reported, and I wish you would urge its pas- 
sage. 

Very truly, yours, L. M. SHAW. 

Hon. SERENO E. PAYNE, 

House of Representatives. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Chair hears none. ; 


The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


[After a pause.] The 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of the sundry civil appropri- 
ation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. Watson in the 
chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration of 
the sundry civil appropriation bill. The Clerk will read: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For revolving doors for entrances to the Capitol building, $6,000. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I move to strike out the last word. 
to ask the gentleman from Minnesota about this matter of re- 
volving doors. Can the gentleman tell us how much they cost 
apiece and how many we are to have? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Woods, Superintendent of the Capitol, 
stated that he intended or wanted to have constructed four 
revolving doors, at the north and south ends of the building on 
the basement floor. Then I asked him: 

What do you call the basement floor? 

And Mr. Woods replied: 

The ground floor. 

Then I asked him: 

At the main entrance on the west? 

Mr. Woops. That is the one opening out on the terrace. The other 
is on the main rotunda entrance at the east. We have a great deal of 
trouble in the winter season with the ordinary fly door. 

The CHAIRMAN. I was thinking about this door which we all enter in 
front of the House post-office. 

Mr. Woops. When the doors on the east are opened it causes a strong 
draft, and that causes a great deal of complaint. I think you can see 
the necessity of putting revolving doors or the west side. 

The CHAIRMAN. What do you estimate for these doors, separately ? 

Mr. Woops. About $1,500 apiece, I think. The rotunda door would 
cost about $2,400 or $2,500. That has to be treated specially, on 


account of the architecture of the rotunda. That would be the most 
expensive door. 


Mr. BARTLETT. The reason I asked the question is that I 
have made some inquiry about it, and I understand that these 
revolving doors which we see at the entrances of the large 
hotels cost about $650 apiece. That is the reason I asked how 
many we were to have. I understand we are only to have 
four, for which we have to pay $6,000. 

Mr. TAWNBY. The Superintendent informed the committee 
that the door at the post-office entrance, where there are no 
architectural difficulties in the way of constructing a plain 
door, would cost about $900. The door at the Rotunda here 
will be a very expensive door on account of the formation of 
the doors that are now there and which, of course, will have 
to remain there. It is on account of the peculiar architectural 


difficulties that will have to be overcome in these different 
places that the doors will be a little more expensive than they 
would if constructed in an ordinary building. 


I want | 











Mr. BARTLETT. I have the utmost confidence in the 
Superintendent of the Capitol, Mr. Woods, and know he will get 
them as cheaply as he can. I wanted to know how many 
there were, because it occurred to me that it was a very large 
amount, growing out of the fact doubtless that this is Govern- 
ment property and out of the fact that, as I understand it, 
these doors are patented. I merely wanted the information, 
because it seemed to me that in comparison with the cost of 
these doors put in at other places the figures were rather high. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Toward the construction of the fireproof building for committee rooms 
and offices for the House of Representatives, provided for in the sundry 
civil appropriations act approved March 3, 1903, including not exceed- 
ing $500 for the purchase of necessary technical and other books, $500,- 
000, to continue available until expended. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. A day or two ago there was some question raised in the 
House as to whether a bill passed authorized the Secretary of 
the Treasury to have constructed a vessel at a cost not to exceed 
a certain amount, giving authority to make contracts, or whether 
it was necessary, in order to give him authority, to appropriate 
the full sum of money or further authorization. I asked the 
Comptroller of the Treasury in reference to that matter, and 
I desire to have read at the Clerk’s desk the opinion of the 
Comptroller of the Treasury. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, before that letter is read I 
want to submit to the gentleman from Illinois and to ask him 
that he withhold the reading of that letter for the present. The 
letter is one that I have seen embracing the opinion of the 
Comptroller on that question. That did not involve the posi- 
tion at all, but I have seen a letter this morning from the Post- 
Office Department which I want to submit to the gentleman from 
Illinois, which does involve the same question; and if the judg- 
ment expressed in the opinion of the Comptroller is correct, if 
it is the law, then it takes out from under existing law the 
Departments of the Government in respect to contracting for 
material and for everything for which there is no appropriation. 
I refer particularly to the deficiency estimate which the Speaker 
received this morning from the Post-Oflice Department; and I 
would like to have the gentleman withhold the letter from the 
Recorp until I can have a further conference with him in regard 
to the matter. It is a matter of far greater importance than 
we understood it to be a few days ago when the gentleman first 
presented it. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I am perfectly willing to with- 
hold the letter; but I may say to the gentleman that I do 
not think he yet has appreciated the distinction which I draw, 
and which the Comptroller would draw, and which I think the 
gentleman from Minnesota will draw, when he comes to a 
further consideration of the subject, between appropriating and 
the matter of contracting for the construction or authority to 
construct a vessel. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Let me state this to illustrate what I mean. 
Here is a service authorized by Congress, statutory, requir- 
ing the head of a Department to contract for certain materials 
or supplies. Appropriations are made upon tle estimates of 
the head of the Department asking the amount that will be 
required. His judgment proves defective, or, for some reason 
which could not be anticipated at the time of making the esti- 
mates, the appropriation is not suflicient. Now, the logic of 
the ruling or opinion of the Comptroller is that the Depart- 
ment should go on contracting, regardless of the amount ap- 
propriated, and say to the contractor: “If Congress fails to 
appropriate the money, you can go into the Court of Claims 
and of your own motion obtain judgment, which judgment will 
draw 4 per cent from the time you get it until Congress appro- 
priates the money.” 

Mr. MANN. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 
situation does not go to that extent at all. 
to withholding the letter for the present. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I can show you the letter from the Post- 
master-General, which shows conclusively that fact. 

Mr. MANN. I may be able to convince the gentleman if the 
Comptroller did not convince him. 1 did not have to convince 
the Comptroller. I did not see him; I simply sent him a 
letter. I wish they would return the letter to me. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Minnesota a question. I notice here a provision for a sum of 
not more than $500 for books of a technical character in con- 
nection with the construction of this building over here. For 
whom are those books, and what is the necessity for them? 

Mr. TAWNEY. They are books used by the Architect and 
Superintendent of the Capitol and by the architects and the 
men who are employed in drafting the plans of the interior, 
for the construction. ‘They relate particularly to detail plans 
and drawings. 


The logic of the 
I have no objection 
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Mr. WILLIAMS. They are purely for the use of our em- 
ployees of the Architect of the Capitol? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Oh, yes; entirely so. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

EXPENSES OF THE COLLECTION OF REVENUE FROM SALES OF PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the following paragraph, relating to land matters, be passed 
without prejudice. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I understand the gentleman only wants to 
pass the first paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Iowa kindly 
specify the lines he would like to have passed without prejudice? 

Mr. LACEY. Down to line 15 on page T3. 

Mr. TAWNEY. On the subject of the public lands. 
covers how many pages? 
desires to have passed? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. 
it passed. 

Mr. LACEY. To line 18, page 73. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. What is the reason for this? 

Mr. LACEY. The subject will involve some discussion 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman kindly state his re- 
quest? 

Mr. LACEY. If there is any objection at all, I will only ask 
that the first paragraph be passed without prejudice. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. On what page? 

Mr. LACEY. Page 66. 

Mr. TAWNEY. ‘The first paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent that the lines frem 5 to 9, on page 66, be passed 
without prejudice. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, while we are on this matter. 
a number of the Members of the House have requested me to 
have passed without prejudice all of the items under the head 
of the United States Geological Survey, to be taken up on Mon- 
day. There are a number of Members who will be absent from 
the House this afternoon, and they have requested me to pass 
that until Monday or until the matter may be called up—all of 
the items under the head of the Geological Survey. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota, chairman 
of the committee, asks unanimous consent that all of the items 
under the general head of the United States Geological Survey, 
beginning on page 73, be passed without prejudice until Mon- 
day. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have some remarks in writing that I 
desire to make on the general topic covering all the branches of 
that paragraph of the bill. I should like to have the privilege 
of speaking briefly and then putting these observations into the 
REcorb. 

Mr. TAWNEY. 
request. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. 

Mr. TAWNEY. 
the time to-day. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would suggest to the gentle- 
man from Minnesota that Monday will be District day. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Well, I ask that it go over until the next 
session at which the sundry civil bill is taken up. 

Mr. BARTLETT. That will be satisfactory. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Minnesota? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I desire to be recognized now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio moves to strike 
out the last word. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, the subject of the Geo- 
logical Survey is one that the people of Ohio, and very espe- 
cially the people whom I have the honor to represent here, fee] 
a great deal of interest in. The State of Ohio has expended 
very large sums of money in the development of the survey of 
the State, and has now for a number of years been cooperating 
with the General Government by an appropriation of money 
which is expended practicaily in the administratiop of the Geo- 
logical Survey department of the Federal Government. There- 
fore it is natural that they should very greatly regret any re- 
duction of the expenditure in that direction. It is because of 
my interest in the maiter that I have asked permission to ex- 
tend my remarks in the Pecorp. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the REcorpb. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I simply want to ask the gentleman from 
Ohio if the document that he intends to insert in the Recorp is 


That 
Will the gentleman indicate what he 


And let him also indicate why he wants 





I will cheerfully consent to the gentleman’s 


I can not be here on Monday. 
I will consent that the gentleman may have 


asks unani- 


a 


the brief that has been prepared by the Geological Survey 
and distributed here among Members of the House? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not know whether it has been gen- 
erally distributed or not, but I will state to the gentleman that 
I sought a conversation with a member of the corps, and he came 
and had a talk with me at the hotel, and I made memoranda of 
the subjects that I desired to have the figures and information 
about, and he has furnished me with the document which I 
propose to print. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The reason I ask is that, judging from its 
appearance, it is a copy of one that I myself have, and which 
has been handed to me by a Member of the House. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I think it is more than likely. 

Mr. TAWNEY. And one that has been very generally dis- 
tributed. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I only use it for, the purpose of attract- 
ing the attention cf the House, and I trust that the great States 
that are interested in this matter and which are not so much in- 
terested in a great many other matters that seem extravagant 
in this bill, will see to it that this particularly important branch 
of the publie service shall not be impaired in its usefulness. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Ohio? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The matter referred to heretofore is as 
follows: 

APPROPRIATIONS FOR GEOLOGICAL SURVEY, 1906-7. 

Total apprepriation, 1905-6, $1,484,420. Reduction made by 
the Committee on Appropriations, $307,000, or over one-fifth. 

So great a reduction for the maintenance of one of the perma- 
nent kureaus of the Government will seriously cripple it. The 
injury is not for this year alone. Several years will be re- 
quired to gather together again and train the skilled surveyors 
in mining engineering, geologic surveying, topographic survey- 
ing, hydrographic surveying, ete, who will be affected. This 
Survey has been a bureau of the Department of the Interior for 
twenty-five years. From time to time its appropriations have 
been increased to meet the growth of the country, as have ap- 
propriations for other bureaus. The Secretary of the Depart- 
ment and the Director of the Bureau had no prior intimation of 
the intention of the committee to make this reduction, and there- 
fore had no opportunity to explain to the committee how vitally 
so great a reduction in appropriations and approved estimates 
would affect the Survey. Every item in the bill should be re- 
stored to the estimates, which means to restore the amount ap- 
propriated last year with one or two exceptions noted below. 

The following reductions were made and restorations asked: 

Topographic surveys.—Appropriations last year and submit- 
ted in approved estimates, $350,000; reported from committee, 
$300,000—a reduction of $50,000. There has been a strong and 
persistent demand for increased topographic surveying from all 
parts of the country, and an increase of $50,000 at least is es- 
sential if important work, asked through Members of Congress 
and others, is to be carried out. This item should not only be 
restored to $350,000, but should be increased to $400,000. 

Surveys of forest reserves.—Current appropriation and ap- 
proved for 1906-7, $180,000. Reported from committee, 
$100,000. Should be restored to full amount, for the reason that 
of the total area (98,000,000 acres) only 44,000,000 acres 
have been surveyed, and the lack of maps is holding back the 
proper valuation of the lands and all plans for the management 
of the reserves by the Government. 

Preparation of report on mineral resources.—Appropriated 
last year, $75,000. On account of the extra expenses involved in 
the investigation of the recovery of valuable metals from black- 
sand deposits, this was increased to $100,000 by an addition of 
$25,000 in the urgent deficiency bill, approved February 27, 1906. 
The amount asked for 1906-7, and submitted in approved 
estimates, was $75,000. Reported by committee, $50,000; a re- 
duction of $25,000 from the estimates as necessary and of 
$50,000 from the total appropriated for present fiscal year. 
This item should be restored to $75,000, which is 25 per cent less 
than the total amount appropriated for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1906. 

Gaging streams.—Appropriated for several seasons past and 
submitted in approved estimates, $200,000. Reported from com- 
mittee, $100,000; a cut of one-half. This item should be re- 
stored to the former figure. The proposed decrease will make 


necessary the abandonment ¢f more than one-half of the river 
stations, the equipment of which will fall into disuse and become 
worthless, and the records of which will be broken and thereby 
lose greatly in value. : 

Investigation of fuel resources.—Appropriation for current 
year, $202,000; reported from committee, $100,000; a reduction 
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of $102,000. The amount recommended by the Department was 
$250,000, including $200,000 for operating expenses and $50,000 
to cover the cost of additional equipment and the removal of 
the plant from its present site. Both the removal and the addi- 
tional equipment are necessary to the proper work of the plant, 
and the appropriation should be raised to the $250,000, as rec- 
ommended by the Department. The reduction proposed by the 
committee would mean the abandonment of many unfinished 
investigations of far-reaching importance in relation to coals 
and lignites underlying 70,000 square miles of land owned by 
the Government, the utilization of the peats and low-grade coals 
in many parts of the country, and the comparison of these with 
other special fuels. 

Stationery, printing and binding, and contingent supplies.— 
The bill provides in the first clause for the payment, out of the 
appropriations to the Geological Survey, for necessary expenses, 
including telegrams, furniture, stationery, telephone service, 
and all other necessary articles required in the field. The esti- 
mates show that $50,000 will be required for the above items 
for office and field use, that would have been paid from appro- 
priations for the Department of the Interior except for the 
Comptroller’s decision and this legislation. The effect of this 
amendment, which is an essential one in view of a decision by 
the Comptroller of the Treasury, will be a further reduction 
in the lump-sum appropriations for topographic surveying, 
gauging streams, etc., of $50,000. The total reduction in funds 
available to field work is therefore $307,000 plus $50,000, or 
$357,000. 


Statement given by the Director of the Geological Survey in hearing 
before the committee. 
STATIONERY SUPPLIES. 

For the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, the Geological 


Survey received, through the Department of the Interior, 
stationery supplies, nonrepay 


See aan 0, 162. 53 
Repay from Survey appropriations___.__._._._._.__.___.____- 3, 921. 73 
Purchased in open market, under authority from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, payment being made from Survey 
SPU TINRINI  sdittartbcuiiiecitina atic ea ea a 342. 83 
SO a i a a eae 14, 427. 09 
Allowing for probable increase for the two years 1906 and 
1907, it is estimated that the Survey will need, for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1907, stationery supplies 
I 0 arses ta ccs cst esdeeciplaci aad taal eindgcit , 500. 00 
PRINTING AND BINDING. 
For the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, the Geological 
Survey received, through the Department of the Interior, 
supplies (printed and bound, including stationery forms, 
blanks, blank books, ete.) for which it was charged_____ 21, 262. 62 
Allowing for probable increase for the two years 1906 and 
1907, it is estimated that the Survey will need, for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1907, supplies (printed and 
bound, including stationery forms, blanks, blank books, 
ONC.) GIROGITINE: 1s onic sinc dnnsadsnuweneeeel 7, 500. 00 
CONTINGENT SUPPLIES. 
For the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, the Geological 
Survey received, through the Department of the Interior, 
contingent: supplies, nonrepay............5 3 , 639. 39 
Purchased in open market, under authority from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, payment being made from Survey 
IT I ah rata a iced oe ie icicle , 593. 19 
Repay from Survey appropriations________--.-_---_____ 194. 64 
TARE esis aes mnc deme an amanda 20, 427. 22 


Allowing for probable increase for the two years 1906 and 
1907, it is estimated that the Survey will need, for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1907, for contingent sup- 
plies 25, 000. 00 





ESTIMATED NEEDS. 
WOR: MERETSRONY I i oe kn aie en ~ 17,500.00 
a me oc eg er ee eee ae 27, 500. 00 
GE CORSIIIOIUS SIs oc ce nmnimiaieeee eee, 25, 000. 00 
Weesr Soe Weeee Wear SOG eee ets ~ 70,000. 00 
TOPOGRAPHIC SURVEYS. 

Sundry civil bill: 
Aonropriation TecemmaenGet 2. 2553 een $400, 000 
Current. SUPEOUTINGION os oi in tic enews 350, 000 
meportes EG Cente... 8 300, 000 


The total area of the United States is 3,024,880 square miles, 
of which 955,996 square miles have been mapped topographic- 
ally, or 32 per cent of the total area. The topographic map is 
the essential basis on which to classify the lands as required 
in the enabling act of the Geological Survey, and to study the 
mineral resources, the water supply, the forest resources, soil 
surveys, good-roads improvements, and on which to plan great 
engineering works, as the location of railways, sources of water 
supply of cities, military defenses of the nation, ete. 

About fifteen of the larger States, including New York, Penn- 
syivania, Ohio, West Virginia, Maine, Maryland, Kentucky, 
Illinois, Michigan, Califcriia, etc., find this work of such vital 











importance that their legislatures appropriate annually sums 
ranging from $5,000 to $25,000 to aid the Government in has- 
tening the completion of this work. The Congressional delega- 
tions from those States, as well as those from other States, are 
therefore vitally interested in order that a reduction in topo- 
graphic appropriations shall not affect continuation of this work. 
Elsewhere the demands for this work come chiefly from those 
interested in the development of mineral resources, water supply, 
and water powers. 

Argument has been used that the States should make these 
surveys, as they are willing to appropriate for cooperation. 
This is impossible. Several States—notably Massachusetts, 
New Hampshire, Pennsylvania, and Kentucky—attempted to 
organize their own surveys, but found that they were not able 
to do so on a large enough basis to command the services of the 
most skilled engineers, and to train and maintain the necessary 
corps of topographers, and procure the necessary uniformity ip 
the maps produced for all States. After costly and unsatisfac- 
tory experience and delay, such State efforts have been aban- 
doned. 

All those States realized that the Federal Government alone 
can build up an organization competent to handle the work and 
carry it forward on one systematic plan, and prefer to aid the 
Government by appropriations to its use. The making of these 
surveys and maps is conceded in this as well as in all other coun- 
tries to be a national matter. 

The impression has gone forth that topography could stand a 
reduction because topographic mapping was ahead of geologic 
mapping and might wait until the latter caught up. This is 
utterly misleading and incorrect. In places the topographic 
surveys are slightly in advance of geologic surveys, because 
the demands for topographic surveying have been for other pur- 
poses than the study of mineral resources, as the study of the 
soils in many parts of the country; studies of the forests in the 
forest reservations of the West and in New Hampshire, Maine, 
and the Appalachian region; studies of the water resources 
along the Piedmont country of the Atlantic coast, and for the 
planning of public works and exploitation of natural resources 
in general. 





FORESTRY SURVEYS. 
Sundry civil bill: 
Oi rs nretatncncncndnamineneenin 
Reported by committee 100, 000 
SIRI TU INO ON a, ccc tenn ec Sehr adareis 130, 000 

It is essential for the intelligent care and study of forest 
reserves that accurate maps be provided on which the bound- 
aries and kinds of timber can be platted, routes selected for 
roads or trails, or other public or private development. With 
the maps estimates may be made of the amount of timber, its 
commercial value, and plans prepared for improving the stand 
or for the sale of the mature growth. The mapping and geologie 
examination of. forest reserves are necessary in order to deter- 
mine what areas are more valuable for their-minerals or for 
cultivation than for the timber, in order that such tracts may 
be opened up to settlement. 

Forest reserves are usually in the most inaccessible places 
and in the roughest parts of the country. For a large part of 
the reserves no surveys of any kind have ever been made; con- 
sequently no adequate maps are available. 

During the past year over 36,000 square miles of timbered 
area was added to the reserves, while the survey of forested 
areas by the Geological Survey only amounted to 7,824 square 
miles. It is thus evident that the reserves are increasing more 
rapidly than the mapping can be carried forward with the funds 
provided by Congress. 

The total area of forest reserves in the United States on April 
1 was nearly 100,000,000 acres (98,886,383), while the area that 
had been mapped by the Geological Survey only amounted to a 
little more than 44,000,000 acres. The cost of mapping the 
reserves ranges from 1 to 4 cents per acre, depending on local 
conditions, the average being about 2 cents per acre, an amount 
which seems trivial when compared with the actual values of 
the timbered areas, which range from about $3 to $50 per acre. 

In order to prevent trespassing or illegal timber cutting it is 
necessary that the boundaries of the reserves be surveyed and 
marked. The total linear miles in the boundaries of existing 
reserves is over 20,000. Of these, the Geological Survey has 
marked but little more than one-tenth, while requests from 
other branches of the Government now on file call for the mark- 
ing of over 3,000 additional miles of line. 

Besides the requests for boundary surveys, there are also 
requests for topographic mapping of over 15,000 square miles of 
timbered country. It is therefore evident that if the best inter- 
ests of the Government are to be served the appropriation for 
forest-reserve surveys should be increased rather than dimin- 
ished. 


$130, 000 
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MINERAL RESOURCES OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Sundry civil bill: 


Aseronristion . POCUMIREEE cc ction $75, 000 
Carrent surnerintiens ooo ee 100, 000 
Reported by comuilttet..... ss ee eee a. 50,000 


During the past few years there has been a rapid growth in 
the development of mineral lands throughout the United States, 
resulting in a very large increase in the amount of the mineral 
production and number of producers. This has caused a much 
larger demand not only for the statistical reports, but for in- 
formation relating to the location, occurrence, value, and use of 
the various economic minerals. With this increase in the 
mineral production of the country there has been a correspond- 
ing increase in the correspondence and field work necessary for 
the preparation of the reports. It is essential for this division 
to keep in touch with all the old and new mining operations, to 
keep track of mineral localities of all kinds, and to make many 
special investigations relating to certain minerals in order to 
be in a position to publish complete statistical reports and to 
answer the many inquiries that are constantly being received 
regarding minerals and mineral lands. 

These requests by their scope indicate a proper and increas- 
ing appreciation of the value of these investigations and furnish 
proof of the need of their continuance and extension. 

Siuce 1801, when the sum of $50,000 was first appropriated, 
the value of the mineral production has increased over 50 per 
cent, or in a somewhat larger ratio than the increase has been 
in the appropriation. The sum of $75,000, the amount appro- 
priated for this work during the last fiscal year, represents less 
than one two-thousandths of 1 per cent of the annual value of 
the products of our mines. It will be impossible to keep up 
the work of the division in accord with the needs of the country 
on an appropriation smaller than $75,000. 

The closest estimates for the work of the next fiscal year show 


that the sum required for salaries alone will be--_-------~ 


$56, 970 
For administration, apportioned to office of the Director 5 D 





62, 225 


To this must be added all expenses of printing blank forms, 
lists of mines, ete., which only during the last year have been 
charged against this appropriation. It is also absolutely neces- 
sary to provide for certain traveling and miscellaneous expenses, 
as it is impossible to secure all the desired statistical returns by 
mail, particularly from new mining operations, the owners of 
which are not already familiar with the character of the work 
carried on by this division. If the appropriation as estimated 
is not made, it will be necessary to reduce materially the present 
force. Experts and clerical salaries to the sum of $18,000 would 
have to be dropped or transferred from the work of this di- 
vision, as traveling and miscellaneous expenses, such as print- 
ing, telegrams, purchase of supplies, etc., must be provided for 
in any event. It will not be possible to gather data complete, 
and the preparation and publication of the various chapters 
will be much delayed. Next to accuracy, the chief value of these 
reports lies in prompt publication. If the appropriation is re- 
duced to the sum of $50,000, it will be impossible to keep the 
work up to the standard or to publish the results in time to be 
of yalue except as history. 


Making a total of 


GAUGING STREAMS. 
Sundry civil bill: 
Appropriation TeSoMMenGes 2... $200, 000 
Corrent Bpprogrintion :..0 2 enna aes 200, 000 
Reported by committee. 2k ee 100, 000 


The appropriation for gauging streams is used for the mainte- 
nance of the extensive studies that the Geological Survey has 
made into the amount and character of the water flowing in 
interstate rivers, its availability for power development, and for 
municipal, irrigation, and industrial purposes. The immediate 
object of this work is to show to the people of the country 
their water resources and how these resources may be better 
used and protected, and by furnishing this definite information 
to stimulate the development of water powers and conserving 
systems, and thereby assist in the industrial building up of 
localities which, without these data, could not induce the invest- 
ment of the necessary capital. 

The work is also of value to cities that are seeking for water 
supplies of suitable amount and character, and in the construc- 
tion of waterways, like the New York barge canal, it has re- 
sulted in the saving of at least $100,000 and years of delay. 

In the development of rivers for navigation, information con- 
cerning the amount of water and the amount and nature of the 
sediment which it carries is necessary in determining the size 
and grade of the channel in plans for permanent navigation 
improvements. 

This work must be conducted by the General Government, be- 
cause the most of our important rivers are interstate, and the 
value of these streams is national in both extent and charac- 


5, 255 | 














ter. Nor can it be performed by private individuals, for such 
work is short lived, irregular, always done for some local, 
special purpose, and the results are seldom available to the 
public and never accepted as impartial. The work of the Fed- 
eral Government is, on the other hand, uniformly accepted be- 
cause it is unbiased. In confirmation of this it may be cited 
that each year since 1901 several million dollars have been in- 
vested in power plants and mills as a result of official data ob- 
tained from the Geological Survey reports. 

Investigations of the character of underground waters, and 
the depth at which they can be found in quantities sufficient for 
domestic and industrial purposes, constitute one of the impor- 
tant features of the work under this appropriation. 


Expenditures from the appropriation for the fiscal year 1905 ‘“ For 
gauging the streams and determining the water supply of the United 
States, and for the investigation of underground currenis and ar- 


tesian wells, and the preparation of reports upon the best methods of 
utilizing the water resources.” 


Arid States, west of one hundredth meridian: 


Gauging surface streams__._........... $51, 945. O1 
Uneerground Waters ons ncn ces 22, 738. 04 
————_———— $74, 683. 05 
Humid States, east of one hundredth meridian: 
Gauging surface streams__.____________ 58, 567. 12 
UnGergrounml wWwaebers. ..6 bdo 13, 920. 65 
River prohie Surveys nn cd 830. 23 
73, 318. 00 
Computations, maps, reports, inspection, and 
administration, Washington office____._...._...._-----~ 37, 548. 96 
Quality of water (hydro-economics) ....-......---.-.-.- 14, 286. 26 
TREN csi ok iin ns od xs conse EE 163. 73 


200, 000. 00 


In the Western States the gauging of streams involved in the 
irrigation projects is paid for out of the reclamation fund, but 
under the reclamation act no expenditures can be lawfully 
made except those to be charged against lands irrigated. Ac- 
cordingly the greater portion of the stream gauging in the West- 
ern States must be carried on by specific appropriation in the 
sundry civil bill, and can not be paid from the reclamation 
fund. 


APPROPRIATION 
Sundry civil bill: 


FOR THE INVESTIGATION OF FUELS. 


Appropriations SOCOM ION aici cite omit sas tec 250, 000 
Current: GpprOnrieteGs ca ee eee eee 202, 000 
Reported DY COMMIT C ini ccsineccs cinemas 100, 000 


1. Purposes of the investigation: 

(1) To lessen the waste of the nation’s fuel supply, by showing how 
these fuels can be mined and used more efficiently. 

(2) To extend the nation’s supply of fuel, and lessen the transporta- 
tion cost in fuel by indicating how lignite, peat, and other materials, 
now little used, may become valuable as fuels in portions of the country 
having no ordinary coal. 

(3) To find how to prevent the spontaneous combustion of coals in 
storage, on ships, naval stations, at the mines, etc. 

(4) To remedy the loss sustained in the production of fine coal in 
mining through slacking, etc. 

(5) To demonstrate the saving of by-products now wasted in the 
manufacture of coke, which if completely saved would be worth at 
present prices more than $50,000,000 yearly, and prevent large imports 
of such by-products. 

2. The present waste of fuel: 

(a) Approximately 25 to 50 per cent of the possible coal supply is 
now lost by being left underground or wasted before reaching furnace. 

(b) Of many Mississippi Valley and western coals, from 30 to 50 
per cent of the total product mined comes out in the form of “ slack,’ 
which is often sold at less than cost, or accumulates and is burned 
about the mines. 

(c) Of the fine portion of these Mississippi Valley and western coals 
put _ furnaces, often 10 to 25 per cent is lost in the ashes uncon- 
sumed. 

(d) Of all the coal actually burned, about 5 per cent of its heat units 
are actually converted into work. 

(c) In the coking of 40,000,000 tons of coal yearly there are now 
wasted ammonium sulphate enough to fertilize our crops, creosote 
enough to preserve our timbers, pitch and tar enough to roof our 
houses and briquette our slack or waste coals. 

3. Some benefits resulting from this work.—It has demonstrated— 

(1) The possibility of utilizing for power purposes the large and 
undeveloped areas of lignite and low-grade coals of the West and South- 
west. 

(2) The practicability of using in gas producers for power purposes 
ordinary bituminous coals, and of thus obtaining from each ton of coal 
more than two and one-half times as much power as is obtainable in 
ordinary steam-power plants. 

(3) The possibility of making coke from a number of coals not con- 
sidered generally as coking coals. 

Some of these results are not only new, but were believed to be im- 
practicable when these investigations were begun. These and other 
results are worth to the country many hundred times the total cost of 
this work. 

4. Importance of increasing the appropriation: 

(1) The value of the results already obtained. 

(2) The importance of the investigations now pending. (See sections 
1 and 2, above.) 


(3) The enormous yearly waste in the production and use of coal. 
(See section 2, above.) 

(2) The fact that these fuel supplies are the basis of all the country’s 
great manufacturing industries, and are the main source of heat and 
light for all the country. 

(5) The magnitude of the financial interests involved (these fuels 
cost the people of the United States $1,500,000,000 yearly). 

These all combine to show the importance of continuing these investi- 
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— on a larger scale, as the annual money losses to the people 
om this large waste and lack of efficiency constitute a large per cent 
of this enormous expenditure. 

The cost of removing the Ben from its present location (in the 
public park at St. Louis) and necessary additional equipment will be 
$50,000. The operating expenses of the plant now average $15,000 
monthly; the cost of necessary additional experts and incidental ex- 
enses for investigating the following subjects will amount to more than 
£5000 monthly additional, or $204,000 for the year: 

(a) Briquetting the dry coals and lignites of the West and Southwest. 

(b) The utilization of the peat beds in the northern Mississippi Val- 
ley and New England States, and those in the great swamp regions 
bordering the Atlantic and Gulf coasts. 

(c) Saving the by-products from coke. 

LS Lees in the quality of coal by washing and other 
methods. 

(e) Investigations of the use of different explosives in the ‘presence 
of coal dust and coal gas, and the prevention of accidents therefrom. 

Why this work should be done by the Government: 

(1) The Government itself still owns about 70,000 square miles of 
coal lands in the Dakotas, Montana, Wyoming, and other States, of 
which but little is known concerning the character and value of the 
coals and lignites. 

(2) The present terrible waste in the fuel resources of the country 
is becoming a matter of serious national concern. The prevention of 
this waste is worthy of the best efforts of the Government. 

(3) These investigations deal with one of the basal industries of 
the country—with the fundamental problems having to do with the 
nation’s fuel supplies. 

(4) Other industries and all classes of citizens, including the coal 
producers and the coal consumers, are interested in the proper solution 
of these problems which serve as a basis of the production of heat, 
power, and light. 

(5) The Government is the only organization that can be reason- 
ably expected to investigate problems of such general interest. 

(6) No State should be expected to conduct these investigations, for 
the reason that the general results would be of almost equal value to 
other coal-producing States and to all the neighboring coal-consuming 
States, while the great cost of the work would fall on one State, and 
among the different States there would be great and unnecessary costly 
duplication. 

(7) Private corporations may make such examinations for their own 
special purposes; but their examinations are incomplete, made for 
private purposes, and would not be accepted even if made public. 

(8) The Government’s investigations command confidence as giving 
both to the producers and consumers impartial information as to the 
correct values of different classes of coals and the purposes for which 
they can be used most efficiently. 

(9) The demonstration of the fact that by improved processes 1 
pound of bituminous coal may be made to yield power now requiring 
2 to 3 pounds; and investigations as to the prevention of spontaneous 
combustion of coals, with a view to their safe storage on board ship 
or elsewhere can not fail to be of value to the ar and other Depart- 
ments of the Government which now expend several millions of dollars 
yearly for fuels. 

(10) Inasmuch as these investigations are (1) indicating how even 
the good coals of the country can be used more efficiently, and (2) are 
making available for efficient use through improved processes many 
low-grade fuels in remote regions, they are enormously increasing the 
fuel wealth of the country. 

(11) Agriculture and mining are two fundamental industries, and 
they receive the fostering care of the Government in every civilized 
country. In the United States agricultural education and agricul- 
tural investigation are generously cared for by the Federal Govern- 
ment. The Government now spends about $1,000,000, and will soon be 
spending $1,500,000, yearly in the several States for agricultural ex- 
periments in addition to the large expenditure for agricultural investi- 
gations by the Department at Washington. In like manner, these 
fuel investigations, as representing our greatest mining industry, and 
as the basis of so many other important industries, deserve the liberal 
treatment of the Government. 

(12) Germany, France, Austria, Switzerland, and other European 
countries, as a result of such investigations by each of the several 
Governments are lessening the waste and conserving their national 
supply of fuels. And confidence in the results of such European gov- 
ernmental investigations is greatly helping to introduce the products 
of these countries into the foreign markets. 


APPROPRIATION FOR THE INVESTIGATION OF STRUCTURAL MATERIALS, 


Sundry civil bill: 
Appropriation recommended $100, 000 
Te COM ic asain ec ict ceentnnienionenen banc ccs 50, 000 


These investigations are to be conducted in connection with the 
Geological Survey, but under a board on which are representatives of 
the Navy Department, the War Department (Isthmian Canal Commis- 
sion and Corps of Engineers), and the Treasury Department ees nell 
vising Architect.) This arrangement will prevent unnecessary duplica- 
tion in the work. 

The purposes of these investigations are: 

(1) An investigation of (a) the nature and extent of the materials 
available for use in building and construction work, giving special at- 
tention to materials available for Government work; (b) where they 
can be best obtained, and (c) how they can be used most efficiently, 
under different conditions; (d) their strength at different tempera- 
tures, and the fire-resisting qualities of materials; (e) strength of 
steel frame of buildings at different high temperatures, and how the 
steel can be protected best from fire by inclosing it with different ma- 
terials; (f) extent to which concrete, made from cement and local 
materials, can be safely and efficiently used under different conditions; 
(zg) materials in different parts of the country suitable for the manu- 
facture of cement, and other similar problems. 

(2) The publication of these results for the benefit of the general 

ublic. 

. The urgent need for this work: 

The fire and earthquake experiences of the last few years have shown 
the lack and urgent need of accurate data concerning the strength, 
fire-resisting, and other properties of building materials, and the need 
of revising our systems of construction and building laws. 

The Government is now expending $20,000,000, and the country is 
et pending $1,000,000,000 yearly in building and construction work. 

As indicating the need of fireproofing and fire-resistance investiga- 
tions, it may be stated that: (1) During the past ten years losses 
frem fires in the United States aggregated $1,250,000, ¢ (2) the 
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insurance companies paid ovt during this period $897,000,000, and it is 
reasonable to assume that the premiums paid during this period by the 
people of the country for protection against fires exceeded these figures. 

The Geological Survey investigations of the past year have indicated 
great possibilities in increased economy and safety. A number of 
architects and engineers have estimated that a thorough knowledge of 
the materials of construction and fireproofing, and the resulting in- 
creased economies in our systems of construction, may be expected to 
save annually more than 5 per cent of these total expenditures. 

This would mean saving annually to the Government a million dol- 
lars or more, and to the people of the country many million dollars in 
this building and construction work. This saving will come mainly 
from (1) improvements in the quality of materials; (2) use of less 
material, without lessening the safety; (3) use of new and cheaper 
materials, largely prepared from local supplies of material, with steel 
in reenforced concrete, etc. And still more important would be the in- 
crease in safety from fire and in general efficiency. 

Indirectly the results of these investigations should largely diminish 
the cost of insurance, and also the loss of life and property from fire, 
and they will serve as a basis of wiser building laws. In these re- 
spects they will benefit not only the Goverment, but also every State, 
city, county, and small town and every citizen who builds a house. 
The greater safety and economy may be expected from the use of new 
building material, such as cement, concrete, steel, and terra cotta, and 
new combinations of old materials; but recent fires and earthquakes 
have shown how inadequate is our knowledge concerning these and how 
costly is our ignorance. 

The Government should conduct these investigations: 

(1) Because the Government is itself interested in building and con- 
struction work to the extent of $20,000,000 per annum; (2) every 
State, county, city, and town is interested, but no one of these should 
be expected to make investigations for the benefit of all when all alike 
are to be benefited by the result; (3) every citizen is interested; (4) 
the Government work is impartial, commands the confidence of all 
parties. And the doing of this work by the Government not only 
guarantees greater accuracy, owing to better facilities, but avoids end- 
less, costly duplication. 

The reasons for the inercase in appropriations are that: 

The present appropriation is inadequate for the large amount of work 
to be done and out of proportion to the magnitude of the financial 
interests involved. 

The larger appropriation is necessary tv supply both additional men 
and equipment, in order that early results may be obtained and made 
available for use in the large amount of Government construction work 
now being authorized by Congress. 

The yearly loss by the Government from waste in material, time, and 
labor, due to the lack of reliable information concerning building ma- 
terials, is greatly in excess of the cost of this work. 

The yearly loss by the people from using an excess of material, from 
preventable fires, and from high insurance rates, due to poor materials 
and construction, amounts to many million dollars. 

These industries, along with agriculture, are basal industries, upon 
which the future welfare of other industries and of the country depends. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Expenses of depositing public moneys: For expenses of depositing 
money received from the disposal of public lands, by registered mail, 
bank exchange, or otherwise, as may be directed by the Secretary of the 
Interior, $2,000. 

Mr. TAWNEY. 
tee amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 67, after the word “ Interior,” at the end of line 2, insert 
“and under rules to be approved by the Secretary of the Treasury.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Minnesota. 

The amendment was considered and agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the completion of the ascertainment, survey, marking, and per- 
manent establishment of that portion of the boundary line between the 
States of Idaho and Montana from the intersection of the thirty-fourth 
meridian of west longitude from Washington with the continental di- 
vide; thence northwestwardly following said continental divide and the 
crest of the Bitter Root Range of mountains to the intersection with 
the thirty-ninth meridian of west longitude from Washington, an esti- 
mated distance of 150 miles, including the expense of an examination 
of the survey in the field, the rate of compensation per mile to the sur- 
veyor to be fixed by the Secretary of the Interior, the same to include 
the cost of the preparation of the plats and field notes of the survey in 
triplicate, to be immediately available, $15,000. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the 
following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 73, at end of line 8, insert: 

“‘The Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to resurvey town- 
ship 22 south, range 16 east, Gila and Salt River meridian, and also 
township 1 north, range 2 west, same base and meridian, located in the 
Territory of Arizona.” 

Mr. TAWNEY. To that, Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of 
order, in order that the gentleman from Arizona may make some 
explanation. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I am glad to make it. There are 
two townships mentioned in the amendment that a resurvey of 
is required, because the locators of the homesteads can not per- 
fect their entries on account of the survey being invalid. Now, 
the Committee on Public Lands, when this matter was before 
them, instructed me to make a report on the bill for the resur- 
vey of both of these townships; and I have a letter from the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office, in which he says, in 
effect, that while this ought to be done, the Secretary of the 
Interior had no power to do it except by authorization from. 
Congress, and recommends that I offer an amendment to this 


Mr. Chairman, I offer the following commit- 
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bill. He says that they could do it, for they have got the money 
to make it; but they didn’t have the power to do it unless au- 
thorized by Congress, and requested the authority of Congress 
to make the resurvey of these townships. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Does the gentleman’s amendment carry any 
appropriation? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. No; only the authorization. 

Mr. TAWNEY. He can do it out of the $400,000? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. He says he can do it if he has the 
authority. He has got money enough. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the point of or- 
der. 

The amendment was considered, and agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Government Hospital for the Insane: For current expenses of the 


Government Hospital for the Insane: For support, clothing, and treat- 
ment in the Government Hospital for the Insane of the insane from 






the Ariny and Navy, Marine Corps, Revenue-Cutter Service, inmates of 
the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, persons charged 


with or convicted of crimes against the United States who are insane, 
all persons who have become insane since their entry into the military 
and naval service of the United States who have been admitted to the 
hospital and who are indigent, including purchase, maintenance, and 
driving of necessary horses and vehicles and of horses and vehicle for 
official use of the superintendent, $305,800; and not exceeding $1,500 
of this sim may be expended in defraying the expense of the removal 
of patients to their friends; not exceeding $1,000 may be expended in 
the purchase of such books, periodicals, and papers as may be required 
for the purposes of the hospital, and not exceeding $1,500 fer actual 
and necessary expenses incurred in the apprehension and return to the 
hospital of escaped patients. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by adding, at the end of line 3, page 83, the words “Provided, 
That no salary or wages whatever shall be paid to any patient for 
any kind of labor or service.” 

Mr. TAWNEY. I nfake a point of order against that amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Alabama desire 
to be heard on the point of order? 

Mr. HEFLIN. I would like to have the Chair rule. First, 
however, I would like to know what the ground of the gentle- 
man’s point of order is. 

Mr. TAWNEY. On the ground that the amendment changes 
existing law. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, I 
that the amendment may be again read. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will again 
report the amendment. 

There was no objection, and the Clerk again read the amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. It seems to the Chair that the amendment 
merely makes what would be permanent law, and the Chair 
therefore sustains the point of order. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by adding, after the word “ superintendent,” line 20, page 82, 


the following words: “Provided, That but one horse and vehicle or one 
automobile shall be kept for the use of the superintendent, and that 


used only on official business.”’ 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will reserve a point of order on that for 
the gentleman to make an explanation. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I do not think the 
point of order will lie as to this amendment, for the paragraph 
appropriates three hundred and some odd thousand dollars for 
certain purposes. These purposes are as follows: 

For current expenses of the Government Hospital for the Insane: 
For support, clothing, and treatment in the Government Hospital for 
the Insane of the insane from the Army and Navy, Marine Corps, 
Revenue-Cutter Service, inmates of the National Home for Disabled 
Volunteer Soldiers, persons charged with or convicted of crimes against 


ask unanimous consent 


the United States who are insane, all persons who have become insane | 


since their entry into the military and naval service of the United 
States who have been admitted to the hospital and who are indigent, 
including purchase, maintenance, and driving of necessary horses and 
vehicles and of horses and vehicles for official use of the superintendent, 
$305,800. 


The purpose of this amendment is to limit the vehicles for | 


the use of the superintendent of the hospital to one. I have 
been led to offer the amendment because the testimony before 
the special committee which has been appointed, and which is 
now sitting to investigate the affairs of the St. Elizabeth 
Asylum, shows that the present superintendent of that asylum 
has three carriages, two horses, and two automobiles for his 
personal use. I say that this is an outrage upon the tax- 
payers of this country. I say that the superintendent of that 
asylum has no use for two automobiles, three carriages, and 
two horses for his personal individual use. 

Mr. RUCKER. Are they all at Government expense? 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Yes. 











Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. I would like to inquire 
if the superintendent made any justification for the mainte- 
nance of these vehicles? 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. None at all. The purchasing agent 
of the institution swore before that committee that the super- 
intendent had three carriages, two horses, and two automobiles 
for his personal use. There are three automobiles now at the 
institution, and the money for the care of the institution ran 
so low that the inmates had to be deprived of turkey for a 
Thanksgiving dinner year before last for the first time in the 
history of the institution. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman permit 
a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CLARS of Florida. Yes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Are these horses used by the superintendent 
for his own personal service, or are they used in connection 
with the service for the institution? j 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. These two horses are used, as the 
testimony shows, solely for his personal use. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I think the gentleman must be mistaken 
about that, in view of the testimony of the superintendent be- 
fore the Committee on Appropriations, in which he says that 
he had one horse and carriage. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I want to say to the gentleman from 
Minnesota that I have been following the testimony before the 
special committee very closely, and I heard the purchasing 
agent of that institution testify and swear positively that there 
were two horses, three carriages, and two automobiles for the 
personal use of the superintendent. They have about forty 
horses over there. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not care to say anything further except 
this: I have been moved to offer that amendment in the interest 
of economy. I say that it is wrong; I say that it is unheard 
of; I say that it is an outrage upon the taxpayers of this 
country to provide this superintendent with these various 
means of locomotion. One vehicle and one horse or one auto- 
mobile is certainly sufficient for all of the official travel that 
that gentleman has to do in this community, and I move the 
adoption of the amendment. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that the difficulty 
has been with the insane asylum that Congress has been too 
stingy instead of too liberal. I have an idea that if the super- 
intendent of the hospital would maintain another automobile 
and get the visiting board and bring them over there to examine 
the hospital more often, it would not do any damage and it 
might be a help. We expect people to serve on the board and 
go out to the hospital and make an examination and they ought 
to be provided with some way of getting there and getting away 
from there, and they should not be required to wander over 
there one at a time by means of a street car line. I have no 
doubt that the conveyances they have there are used for such 
purposes as that, and properly used for such purposes. A few 
years ago, of course, the maintenance of an automobile was sup- 
posed to be only done by some multimillionaire, but now when 
clerks in Departments own them and clerks in some cases of 
the House of Representatives own them, and it goes without 
saying they are not extra well paid, it might be very proper 
and it is very proper, for St. Elizabeths to have some automo- 
biles by which these people can be conveyed back and forth. 
The gentleman’s statement that these are maintained solely 
for the superintendent I understand is incorrect. I do not know 
what testimony has been presented before his committee. It 
might be well to wait until the committee has made a report to 
the House. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I simply want to 
state to the gentleman that there are three automobiles over 
there. 

Mr. MANN. It may be, I have no doubt of it. If there are 
three automobiles there, I have no doubt that there is necessity 
for three. I have had occasion several times to visit pa- 
tients at St. Elizabeth’s Asylum, and I have no doubt, from my 
observation over there, that these automobiles or whatever other 
conveyances they have are properly kept and kept for proper 
reasons. Let the gentleman’s committee bring in its report 
based upon all the facts in the case, and if the report shows 
extravagance there, let us correct it, but I do not think we ought 
to start in to correct imaginary extravagances before the report 
is brought in. 


Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I would ask the gentleman 


| from Illinois if the committee to which he refers, and from 


which he suggests there should be a report brought into the 
House, was appointed for the purpose of investigating the ques- 
tion of an economic administration of the asylum? Was it not 


| appointed for a more particular purpose, and is it not likely 
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that such a report as will be made will not cover these 
points? 

Mr. MANN. I assume, Mr. Chairman, that if the committee 
is hearing testimony upon a point it has authority to do so, and 
if it has authority to hear testimony it has authority to bring in 
a report. I do not know what the resolution of appointment was. 

Mr. HAY. The committee has full authority to report on 
every question connected with the institution, and I would say 
that the gentleman is mistaken in his idea that the Board of 
Visitors use these automobiles. They do not use them at all. 

Mr. MANN. Well, perhaps it would be better if they did. 

Mr. HAY. That may be. I am not talking about that. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Does the gentleman think 
that an inspection as a result of an invitation by the superintend- 
ent, the inspector going in the superintendent’s automobile, would 
be as effective as though the inspector went there unannounced? 

Mr. MANN. I think that if the inspectors who are Govern- 
ment officials in a way go in a Government oflicial vehicle, 
they are under no special obligation to the superintendent. 
These are not the automobiles of the superintendent; these are 
the automobiles of the Government. They are not under obli- 
gation to the superintendent if they have a right to them. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, there seems to be some misap- 
prehension about the Board of Visitors. The Board of Visitors 
of this institution in their evidence before the special com- 
mittee took the position that they visited that institution at 
stated periods as provided by law; that there is no law which 
authorizes them to go there exccpt at stated periods. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. When everybody is ready 
to receive them. 

Mr. HAY. When everybody is ready to receive them. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. And when it is known the 
exact moment at which they will arrive, and of course when 
everything is in readiness. 

Mr. HAY. Yes; and Judge Maury, a member of the board, 
states that it is a farcical way of undertaking to inspect the 
institution, and I presume the special committee will probably 
bring in some recommendations about future inspections of the 
institution, but I do not think it is altogether a proper thing to 
go into a discussion of the management of this institution at 
this time until the investigation is concluded. It is not con- 
cluded now and will not be for some little time to come. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman permit an 
interruption there? 

Mr. HAY. Certainly. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I have had conversations with the gentleman 
from Virginia and other members of the committee which is now 
engaged in the investigation of this institution respecting certain 
changes that ought to be made, and when asked a few days ago 
by the gentleman from Virginia if we had included some sug- 
gestions which had been made, I stated to him the committee felt, 
in view of the fact, that this whole subject was being investigated, 
that we were not in a position in the first place where we could 
act intelligently, and we did not want to anticipate the work of 
the committee, and the gentleman from Virginia acquiesced by 
saying that he thought that would be the better policy. 

Mr. HAY. That is what I have just stated. 

Mr. TAWNEY. And I think that is also true of this par- 
ticular item. 

Mr. HAY. About this particular item there is the bare state- 
ment of fact that there are these carriages and automobiles and 
no reason was given why they were there. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say I withdraw the 
point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
draws the point of order. 

Mr. MANN. Well, I reserve the point of order. 

Mr. HAY. I believe I have the floor, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. MANN. You have not the floor on the point of order. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I rise to ask the gentleman frem Virginia 
a question. It seems to be in the mind of the gentleman from 
Illinois that provision should be made in this direction for the 
transportation of the board of visitors, and I want to find out 
if an appropriation is not made in some other place, perhaps, to 
meet the expenses of the visits of the board of visitors. 

Mr. TAWNEY. ‘There is no appropriation whatever. 

Mr. HAY. There is no appropriation, because the statute 
provides these people shall serve without pay; they are honor- 
ary appointees, and there is no provision for expenses whatever. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. Before the gentleman from Minnesota pro- 
ceeds, the Chair would like the attention of the gentleman from 
Illinois. The Chair understood the gentleman from Minnesota 
to withdraw the point of order. Did the gentleman from 
Illinois renew it? 


from Minnesota with- 














Mr. MANN. I reserved the point of order. 
have the amendment again reported. I really do not know 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, the language carried in this 
appropriation bill respecting horses and vehicles for the use of 
the superintendent of the hospital is the same language carried 
in previous appropriation bills with respect to this same subject. 
It reads: 


I would like to 





Including purchase, maintenance, and driving of necessary horses and 
vehicles and of horses and vehicles for official use of the superin- 
tendent, $305,800. 

When before the Committee on Appropriations, the superin- 
tendent was interrogated with respect to this particular item. 

Mr. TayLor. Before you get to that, let me ask him what he wants to 
do with these words on page 160 included in br: I suppose they 
go out because you have purchased your horses aud vehicles. Do you 
want those words to go out, Doctor: ‘ Including purchase, maintenance, 
and driving of necessary horses and vehicles and of horses and vehicles 
for official use of the superintendent.” 

Now, the words there referred to are the words which are 
incluced in brackets in the form of the bill submitted to the com- 
mittee, because in nearly all estimates from the Departments 
they are trying to get away from that limitation in respect to 
the use of horses and carriages. Many Members of the House 
will recall the controversy that arose here several years ago 
over this subject, which resulted in the insertion of that lan- 
guage with respect to all the appropriations for this service. 

Strange as it may seem, in nearly every instance the esti- 
mates recommend the omission of this language, but the com- 
mnittee has not accepted the recommendation of the omission. 

Doctor White, in answer to a question from Mr. Taylor, 
said: 

The superintendent always has had a horse and carriage, and still 
has in the bill. My recollection was that he was provided for on the 
legislative, executive, and judicial bill, but perhaps I was wrong. 
Now, he has got to have a horse and carriage. I do not see how he 
can get along without a horse and carriage. 

The CHAIRMAN. He gets it now? 

Doctor WHITE. Yes; but on page 160 they contemplate the cross- 
ing out of that provision. 

The CHAIRMAN. I do not know why it is, but some clerk who made 
up the estimates omitted that language in all of them. You have 
this horse and carriage now? 

Doctor WHITE. Yes. 

Mr. TaAyLor. What has the superintendent in the way of vehicles 
and horses? 


Doctor WuITE. I have a horse and carriage and also an automo- 
bile, which I bought since I have been there, to replace one that was 
there when I got there. Then I have a small runabout that I use in 
inspecting the grounds. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it will be seen from the statement of 
Doctor White that he is using practically no more than is con- 
templated in the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Florida. But gentlemen must bear in mind that that institu- 
tion is at least 34 miles from the Department of the Interior, 
which has general supervision over the institution, and under 
whose authority Doctor White acts, and to whom the Doctor 
must report; and it is necessary for the superintendent to 
come into the city in the ordinary transaction of the business 
of that institution, so that it is impossible for anybody to 
criticise the superintendent for having one or two horses and 
a carriage or two carriages and an automobile, and then the 
automobile that he is using in going around in those grounds, 
which is practically a city of 3,000 inhabitants. Take the lan- 
guage as it is in the law to-day, or in all the appropriation 
bills, respecting all the other Departments; they are all pre- 
cisely the same thing. 

Mr. RUCKER. As I understand the statement of the chair- 
man of the committee, this is the same language that has been 
earried for a number of years in this bill? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Ever since the controversy arose over the 
abuse of the right of the use of horses and carriages by the 
Departments. 

Mr. RUCKER. 
the institution has 





‘ts. 


As I understood from remarks on the floor, 
about forty horses. ; 

Mr. TAWNEY. I understand it has about forty horses. 

Mr. RUCKER. Now, the horses having already been pur- 
chased, having forty-odd horses on hand and two or three auto- 
mobiles and a number of buggies and carriages, is it necessary to 
continue buying them every year? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Oh, no; they do not. 

Mr. MANN. If they have got to keep up forty horses, they 
have got to buy horses. 

Mr. RUCKER. Forty horses? 

Mr. MANN. You have to buy some every year if you keep 
forty horses. 

Mr. RUCKER. He is a mighty poor manager if he has to buy 
forty horses every year. 

Mr. MANN. Nobody can use forty_horses without having to 
buy a number of them every year. 

Mr. RUCKER. You might have to buy some, but would not 
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have to buy forty. How much of this appropriation is needed 
to buy horses every year? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I am unable to explain to the gentleman 
how much has been used. A large number of the horses pur- 
chased are being used in teams and for draying. 

Mr. RUCKER. I appréciate the fact that it is necessary to 
keep up the supply. 

Mr. TAWNEY (continuing). And it is necessary to have 
some to take the patients out for an airing, and other purposes. 

Mr. RUCKER. There ought to be some ascertainment made 
as to the amount of money necessary to be expended to keep 
up the stable and not make the same appropriation each year, 
having already purchased the stock. 

Mr. TAWNEY. This is not a question of buying this stock 
each year, but of continuing authority to pureh: ise if it is 
found that new horses are needed; then they are bought and 
paid for out of this general fund. The question is on the amend- 
ment, 

Mr. MANN. I make the point of order. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, just a few words in regard to 
this matter. In the beginning of this session of Congress, from 
information which came to me of a reliable and trustworthy 
character, I felt impelled to address the House on two occasions 
concerning the mismanagement of this governmental institution 
for the insane at St. Elizabeth’s. Subsequently an investigation 
was ordered. That investigation has been dragging its slow 
length along for some time. I want to say, however, that from 
the testimony which has been thus far adduced everything 
which I said on the floor of this House in regard to the intol- 
erable conditions existing at the St. Elizabeth’s Insane Asylum 
has been more than justified. My charges have been over- 
whelmingly sustained. My case has been proven. 

Now, I do not want at this time to speak at length about the in- 
vestigation, because it has not as yet been concluded; but I want 
to say to the members of the committee and to this House that I 
indulge the hope that the investigation will be concluded and the 
report of the committee made to us before this session of Con- 
gress adjourns, so that when Congress convenes again we will 
be able to legislate quickly and intelligently for a complete 
reformation of administration at that institution. I know it is 
imperative. The facts so far brought out by this investigation 
demonstrate it conclusively. 

Now, just a word more, Mr. Chairman, in regard to the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Florida [{Mr. CLrarK]. 


iI think the amendment ought to be adopted. I do not think it 


is necessary for this superintendent to have three automobiles 
for his own use, any more than it is essential for a dog to have 
five legs. The people living in the District of Columbia have 
witnessed this superintendent, with his friends, time and again 
going around the city of Washington at all hours of the day 
and all hours of the night in these very fine automobiles. In- 
stead of staying over at the insane institution and attending 
to his official duties—looking after the welfare of those poor 
insane persons—as he should do, he goes all around the town 
with his friends, having a most enjoyable time in Government 
automobiles. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman permit an interruption? 

Mr. SULZER. Why, of course I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Are you aware of the fact that that auto- 
mobile is used by the purchasing agent of the St. Elizabeth’s 
Hospital, who is over here in the District of Columbia purchas- 
ing supplies and materials every day, and that it is not used 
exclusively by the superintendent? 

Mr. SULZER. I doubt if anybody else uses it, especially if 
the superintendent knows it. Of course, he can not use three 
automobiles at the same time. There are three fine automo- 
biles over there, and perhaps when he does not use the other 
two somebody else uses them; but what I wanted to eall to 
the attention of the House is that he has three automobiles, 
and it is not necessary for him to have more than one, and that 
instead of using that all the time, going around and giving his 
friends a good time, he ought to be attending to his duties at 
the institution, attending to the matters he is paid to look 
after in 
sane people. It has been testified over and over again during 
the investigation that he does not visit the insane patients at 





the asylum more than once a month, and sometimes not more | 


than once in two or three months. Some of these inmates 
have never seen him, Matters are in a bad shape at St. Eliz- 
abeth’s. The investigation was ordered none too soon. 

Mr. RUCKER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. SULZER. Yes. 

Mr. RUCKER. Assuming that the newspaper statements 
with reference to the developments at this institution are true, 


connection with the care of these poor indigent in- | 


do you not think it would be advisable for the superintendent 
to spend more money for wholesome food and less for auto- 
mobiles? 

Mr. SULZER. Yes; I agree with my friend. The point is 
well taken. The things which have been going on for years 
in this insane asylum are a disgrace to the Government. Let 
me say again that I do not care to discuss at this time the 
testimony which has already been adduced before the special 
committee of the House that has been investigating the sad 
and the intolerable conditions existing at the St. Elizabeth’s 


| Insane Asylum, but I hope that the report will be made before 








this session of Congress adjourns, so that we shall have an 
opportunity to discuss the testimony in detail. But, sir, I 
want to repeat in closing that everything that the gentleman 
from Florida [Mr. CLARK] and myself charged on the floor of 
this House concerning the mismanagement of St. Elizabeth's 
Insane Asylum before this investigation was begun has been 
more than proven, more than justified by the testimony which 
has been thus far adduced. [Applause.] 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. CLARK of Florida rose and was recognized. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I shall object to any more 
discussion on the merits of the amendment until the point of 
order is determined. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s objection is proper, and 
the gentleman from Florida [Mr. CLarK] having spoken once 
upon the amendment, the Chair wishes to ask if the point of 
order is to be insisted upon? 

Mr. MANN. I make the point of-order on the amendment, 
that it is clearly a change of existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Florida wish to 
be heard on te point of order? 

Mr. CLARiX of Florida. Yes; I do. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Florida. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, the amendment does 
not change existing law. It simply limits the use of property 
which it is proposed to buy, own, and control. Now, this para- 
graph, to which the amendment is offered, in addition to pro- 
viding for other things, says that these funds are to be used for 
certain purposes, and among them this purpose: 

Including purchase, maintenance, and driving of necessary horses 
and vehicles, and of horses and vehicle for official use of the superin- 

Now, I propose to amend that by prescribing the number of 
vehicles and horses that the superintendent shall have for his 
official use. How does that change existing law? How is it 
new law? It is entirely in keeping with the paragraph. It is 
of the same character as the paragraph, and it only limits the 
provision of law. 

And, Mr. Chairman, I want to say that gentlemen may talk 
as they please about the Board of Visitors and the uses to which 
these vehicles are put. The testimony in this case, uncontra- 
dicted, uncontroverted, and unquestioned, is that this man has 
three carriages, two horses, and two automobiles for his per- 
sonal use. That is the testimony, and it is unquestioned by any 
witness. If this House intends to clothe this man, whom the 
testimony in this case will show to be the greatest autocrat in 
all this country 

Mr. TAWNEY. I make the point of order that the gentleman 
is not discussing the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. LAwreNcE). The Chair, in any event, 
is ready to rule. To the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Florida [Mr. Crark] the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
MANN] raises the point of order that it is legislation on a gen- 
eral appropriation bill, and therefore contrary to the rules of 
the House. The amendment reads as follows 

Add after the word ‘ superintendent,” in line 20, page 22, the fol- 
lowing words: ‘ Provided, That but one horse and vehicle or one auto- 


mobile shall be kept for the use of the superintendent, and that to be 
used only on official business.” 


The only way in which this amendment would be in order 
at this time would be on the ground that it is a limitation, 
and it seems to the Chair that the reading of the amendment 
clearly shows that it is not a limitation on this appropriation, 
but if enacted would make permanent law on the subject. and 
the Chair, therefore, sustains the point of order. The Clerk 
will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For change of location on part of railroad switch to overcome the 
present difficulty with settling and sliding, $3,000. 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word, simply for the purpose of repeating a criticism that 
I have heretofore made as to the method in which appropria- 
tions are made for this institution. 

As a matter of fact, Congress, under the present system, has 
no control whatever over the appropriations for St. Elizabeth’s 
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Hospital for the Insane. Appropriations for this institution 
are carried in two bills, $305,000 in this sundry civil bill and 
$279,090 in the District of Columbia appropriation bill. 

When the District of Columbia appropriation bill was being 
made up, the subcommittee found that an estimate had been 
made that so much money would be required for the support 
of patients whose care is chargeable against the District of 
Columbia, and there was nothing for the committee to do but 
to appropriate the sum asked. An estimate is made for the 
support of the institution in certain respects, to be carried in 
this bill, and there is nothing for the committee to do but to 
grant the estimates asked by the authorities of the asylum. 

The law authorizes the superintendent, subject to the ap- 
proval of the board of visitors, to fix the number of employees 
and to fix their compensation. This is not usual in the public 
institutions of the Government of the United States. It is not 
usual in the appropriation bills in which appropriations are 
earried for the support of institutions to designate the number 
of employees of the different classes and the compensation to 
which those employees shall be entitled. I sincerely trust that 
one of the results of the investigation of the management of 
the insane hospital will be some recommendation, as a result 
of which Congress will resume control of the appropriations 
for the support and maintenance of that institution, and that 
hereafter, in some bill, the number of employees will be desig- 

nated and their compensation settled by Congress, and that 
the institution will be provided for in the same manner that 
nearly all other institutions maintained by the Government 
are. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Capron having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, 
by Mr. Parkinson, its reading clerk, announced that the Senate 
had agreed to the ‘report of the committee of conference on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the 
House to the bill (S. 267) to prohibit aliens from fishing in the 
waters of Alaska. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bill and joint resolutions of the following titles: 

H. R. 17881. An act permitting the building of a dam across 
the Crow Wing River between the counties of Morrison and 
Cass, State of Minnesota ; 

H. J. Res. 118. Joint resolution accepting the recession by the 
State of California of the Yosemite Valley grant and the Mari- 
posa Big Tree Grove, and including the same, together with 
fractional sections 5 and 6, township 5 south, range 22 east, 
Mount Diablo meridian, California, within the metes and bounds 
of the Yosemite National Park, and changing the boundaries 
thereof; and 

H. J. Res. 170. Joint resolution to supply a deficiency in the 
appropriation for assistant custodians and janitors of public 
buildings. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills 


of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House | 


of Representatives was requested : 

S. 5684. An act for the relief of the Compafiia de los Ferro- 
earriles de Puerto Rico; and 

S.5865. An act to appoint Joseph Y. Porter a _ lieutenant- 
colonel and deputy surgeon-general, and to place him on the re- 
tired list of the Army. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The committee resumed its session. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


All moneys belonging to deceased inmates of the Government Hospital 
for the Insane and deposited in the Treasury by the superintendent as 
agent prior to February 20, 1905, shall, if unclaimed by the legal heirs 
of such inmate within the period of five years from the date of the 
passage’ of this act, be covered into the Treasury, and all moneys so 
deposited by the superintendent as agent after February 20, 1905, and 
belonging to inmates who have died since that time, or may hereafter 
die, shall likewise be coyered into the Treasury unless claimed by his or 
her legal heirs within five years from the death of the inmate. ‘And the 
superintendent of the Government Hospital for the Insane is hereby 
authorized and directed, under such regulations as may be prescribed 
by the Secretary of the Interior, to make diligent inquiry in every 
instance after the death of an inmate to ascertain the whereabouts of 
his or her legal heirs, Claims may be presented hereunder at any time, 
and when established by competent proof in any case more than five 
years after the death of an inmate shall be certified to Congress for 
consideration. 


Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. Suppose the heirs or relatives of the deceased per- 
son are minors. You make a hard and fast rule in reference to 
the time in which the legal representatives of the deceased 
person may recover. They can not get the money after the ex- 
piration of five years. That is all right with reference to peo- 
ple who are sui juris, but it looks to me like a hardship to 





the representatives or heirs of a deceased person if they are 
minors or infants at law to say that they shall be barred. 

Mr. TAWNEY. If the gentleman will observe the reading of 
the provision, he will see that they are not barred. They can 
at any time after five years, if they establish proof of the fact 
that they are heirs of the deceased, have an investigation by the 
Treasury Department, and the Secretary of the Treasury will 
then certify the facts to Congress and Congress will appropriate 
the amount that has previously been turned into the Treasury. 
The object of this is to prevent two things. One is the accumu- 
lation in the Treasury of money that is not claimed by anybody, 
and therefore can not be used, and, secondly, as long as that 
money is there it is always a temptation to those in charge of 
the ‘institution to try to induce Congress to let them use it for 
the benefit of the institution and to that extent increase their 
appropriations. Now, this provision protects everybody. They 
have five years in which to get the money, and then after the 
expiration of the five years if they prove that they are heirs of 
the deceased and entitled to the money the Secretary of the 
Treasury will certify that to Congress and Congress will appro- 
priate the money. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I think the gentleman 
from Georgia did not read carefully the last sentence of the 
paragraph. The first part of it provides that within five years’ 
time the heirs may apply while the money is held in the hands 
of the institution, and the latter sentence provides that claims 
may be presented hereunder at any time and, when established 
by competent proof, in any case more than five years after the 
death of the inmate, it shall be certified to Congress for their 
consideration, and that covers the whole ground. The first 
proposition, that within five years the heirs shall be, if found, 
allowed the money, and, secondly, if five years have elapsed, it 
shall go into the Treasury as a special fund, and during all the 
time the statute of limitation never runs against the heirs of 
the deceased. . 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, answering the gentleman 
from Minnesota and also the gentleman from Ohio, I think the 
provision is a most commendable one, and I did not rise for 
the purpose of antagonizing it. But it occurred to me that in 
case the heirs of the deceased person were minors or infants 
in law, that they were not wholly protected. If the gentleman 
from Ohio and the gentleman from Minnesota think they are 
protected under this provision, then I am content. 

Mr. TAWNEY. If the gentleman from Georgia will look at 
the hearings on the subject, he will find that there is something 
over $40,000 lying in the Treasury of the United States that 
has been accumulating for a great many years. The committee 
thought that ought to be turned into the Treasury. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I think so myself, but I want the heirs, if 
minors, protected. 

Mr. TAWNEY. There is no question about the heirs being 
protected, whether minors or not. Even if they are adults, they 
can obtain it after five years, under this provision. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Rock Island Arsenal, Rock Island, Ill.: For general care, preservation, 


| and improvements; for painting and care and preservation of perma- 


nent buildings; for building fences and sewers, grading grounds and 
roads, $25,000. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, I notice an increase of 
$15,000 in the appropri: ition for Rock Island Arsenal. What 
was the cause of the increase? 

Mr. TAWNEY. The increase is for the purpose of providing 
quarters for the hospital steward and also an additional sepa- 
rate quarters to be used for emergency hospital purposes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. For new buildings? 

Mr. TAWNEY. For new buildings; yes. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For quarters for hospital steward, with necessary accommodations for 
dispensary, emergency hospital treatment, and surgeons’ office, $10,000. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Here seems to be a new provision for quar- 
ters for hospital steward. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I beg the gentleman’s pardon, but this is 
the paragraph that I thought he was interrogating me about. 
The other increase to which he referred a moment ago has 
connection with the general repairs of the plant. 

This item is for quarters for a hospital steward and an addi- 
tion for an emergency hospital. They employ in the neighbor- 
hood of 5,000 men in that institution and there are frequently 
accidents happen to the men. They sustain injuries and they 
are some 38 miles from any one of the three towns right 
around Rock Island. Rock Island, as the gentleman knows, 
is an island in the Mississippi River. ‘This is for the purpose 
of giving the steward quarters and providing sufficient accom- 
modation for hospital purposes. The other item ia for general 
repairs, 








SISO 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





JUNE 9, 





Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, under the head of general 
eare, preservation, and improvement; for painting and care and 
preservation of permanent buildings, ete., there is an increase 
of $15,600. Then there is a new provision carrying $10,000 for 
quarters for hospital steward, compensation for 
dispensary, ete. Then here is a provision for a stable, $9,000. 
That is new. Here is an increase of water supply for fire pro- 
tection, enlargement of present pump house, extra machinery, 
$18,692—also new. That makes some $52,000 increase at the 
Rock Island Arsenal. I do not desire to make the point of order, 
because I think frequently in legislative halls, as elsewhere, 
men uniformed “rush in where angels dare not tread,” but 
it does seem to me that that is an immense increase upon last 
year’s appropriation of $10,000. There is an increase of $52,000 
on a basis of $10,000. It seems to me that ought to be justified 
to the House, and I have called attention to all of it so that 
it might all be discussed at one time. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, the first item of $15,000 is 
made necessary by reason of transfer from the Army appropri- 
ation bill for the purchase of machinery to be used in the man- 
ufacture of small arms ammunition. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. That is really not an increase at all? 

Mr. TAWNEY. It is not an increase. It is a transfer from 
the Army appropriation bill to this bill. This second is, as I 
have explained, for the building of quarters of the hospital 
steward and emergency hospital purposes. The third is for a 
stable. The old stable that was there was burned down last 
October or November—I do not now recall the month—and the 
increased water supply for fire protection is, as it states in the 
item, an enlargement of the present pump house, including extra 
machinery, $8,962. Now, I want to call the attention of the 
gentleman to the fact that, in my judgment, that is a very small 
increase in this appropriation. The Government’s investments 
there exceed $10,000,000, and the fire protection is absolutely 
inadequate. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. 
million dollar fire already. 

Mr. TAWNEY. They have had a two-million dollar fire in 
consequence of not having adequate fire protection. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I have no quarrel with that. I see that 
that is justified, but is not $9,000 rather expensive for a stable 
to be put there? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I think that is $11,000 less than the estimate, 
if my memory serves me right. 


necessary 





They have had a two- 


Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Nine thousand dollars 
less. They asked $18,000. 
Mr. TAWNEY. Yes; $18,000 was the estimate, and we 


allowed them just 50 per cent of the estimate. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. How many horses are kept there? 

Mr. TAWNEY. My recollection is twenty. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The note here says the building now used 
as a stable is one of the old prison structures of the war, and 
that it is now in a condition almost beyond repair and is im- 
properly located, and that a new brick structure upon a suit- 
able site should be erected, etc. How many horses are to be 
accommodated there? 

Mr. TAWNEY. About twenty. The gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. McKINNEY] resides near there and is more familiar with 
the facts than I am, and I would ask the gentleman to make 
an explanation. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Of course if it is very near the gentle- 
man’s home; the gentleman wants the stable; for my own 
experience in Congress is that whatever is expected in one’s 
own “ deestrict,” as the darkies say in Mississippi, is always, 
in his opinion, something to be patriotically desired; but it 
seems to me that $9,000 is a pretty good price for a stable for 
twenty horses, unless you want to make it ornamental. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last word. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Minnesota or the gentleman from Illinois about this stable. Is 
it to complete the stable? It is not so much what we appro- 
priate now, but hereafter, that concerns me. It is in the here- 
after that I always see these big appropriations coming. 

Mr. McKINNEY. Mr. Chairman, I will say to the gentleman 
that it is expected to keep within the limit of that appropriation 
and to complete it. There is no question about the stable used 
“heretofore having been burned down, and the horses have been 
kept recently in a temporary building. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Will the gentleman object to 
inserting the word “ completion?” 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. 
a structure in process of erection. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The language, I will say, implies the com- 
pletion of the building. They can not go beyond $9,000. 


That would apply only to 


ey 











| long-heaving waters of the Pacific; 





Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Why not? 
Mr. TAWNEY. They have got to either build that or not any. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. That has not been either my ob- 


| servation or experience. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Well, it has been your observation and your 
experience in respect to all items of this character when you 
are building 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I do not know how many stables 
we have built in the last ten years, but I venture to say to the 
gentleman there has not been a public building ordered to be 
built in the last ten years that we have not had to add an extra 
appropriation to it. 

Mr. TAWNEY. 
and being the fact 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Now, the gentleman does not 
want to use that language to me. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I would say just as near the fact as a-great 
many other statements the gentleman makes about things he 
does not know anything about. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Well, the gentleman has cut off 
general debate in this House; he cut off everything he could, so 
we could not discuss these matters before taking them up, and 
now he quarrels because I am inquiring, as I have a right to, 
about the expenditure of public money. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The gentleman from Minnesota has not cut 
off the gentleman from Tennessee from talking. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The gentleman did cut off the 
gentleman from Tennessee by the rule made here, and against 
which Democrats voted. Now, I have the floor, and I propose 
to make this comment. I cite the gentleman to a case he does 
not know anything about, I dare say; and that is, we appro- 
priated $8,000,000 to build the Annapolis improvements down 
there, and the Secretary came back and said he would not move 
a foot until we gave him $2,000,060 more, and we gave it. Now, 
there is one case, not a stable exactly; possibly in the estima- 
tion of the gentleman it is. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For the Rock Island Bridge, as follows: For operating and care and 
preservation of Rock Island bridge and viaduct, $12,500. 


Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, while we are considering this 
sundry civil appropriation bill, which legislates out of the 
Treasury millions and millions of dollars annually of the peo- 
ple’s money for all sorts of purposes and conditions of things— 
except the one I am going to talk about—I desire to call to the 
attention of the Members of this House a matter that I consider 
of. much moment to all the people, and of far-reaching im- 
portance to the general welfare of the entire country—I refer 
to the construction of good roads as an aid to national progress. 

Let me say that I have given this matter of national good 
highways careful study and considerable investigation, and I 
believe it is one of the most important questions now before the 
American people. 

From time immemorable good road building has been one of 
the leading factors in advancing civilization, and it is a matter 
for general congratulation that the country is again earnestly 
urging the necessity, from an economic standpoint, of better 
roadways, and that we are all beginning to realize the industrial 
advantages that are sure to follow the construction of better 
transportation facilities throughout the land. 

The appeal, for good roads is a patriotic demand that comes 
to us from every section of the land—from our most intelligent 
and far-sighted and disinterested citizens—and I assert that 
the time is at hand when the Congress of the United States 
must take up the matter seriously and legislate intelligently on 
the subject. The question will not down, and it can not much 
longer be ignored. The people want it, and what the people 
want they generally get. As President Roosevelt recently 
said: 


Merely from the standpoint of historical analogy we should have a 
right to ask that this people which has tamed a continent, which has 
built up a country with a continent for its base, which boasts itself 
with truth as the mightiest Republic that the world has ever seen, 
which we firmly believe will in the century now opening rise to a posi- 
tion of headship and leadership such as no other nation has ever yet 
attained—merely from historical 





Now, that statement is just as near the truth 











analogy, I say, we should have a 
right to demand that such a nation build good roads. Much more 


have we a right to demand it from the practical standpoint. The dif- 
ference between the semibarbarism of the middle ages and the civiliza- 
tion which succeeded it was the difference between poor and good 
means of communication. And we, to whom space is less of an obstacle 
than ever before in the history of any nation; we who have spanned 
a continent, who have thrust our border westward in the course of a 
century and a quarter until it has gone from the Atlantic over the. 
Alleghenies, down into the valley of the Mississippi, across the Great 
Plains, over the Rockies to where the Golden Gate lets through the 
we, who take so little account of 


mere space, must see to it that the best means of nullifying the exist- 
ence of space are at our command. 


I agree with the President in what he has said concerning this 
matter, and I hope ere long be will send to the Congress a spe- 
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cial message urging us to take some immediate and definite 
action regarding Government aid to good road building through- 
out the United States. The fathers of the Republic wisely rec- 
ognized the importance of this question. Washington and Jef- 
ferson advocated good roads and projected the construction of 
the great highway from the capital to the Mississippi Valley. 
The far-seeing statesmen of the early days of our national exist- 
ence championed and passed measures to better the means of 
transportation. They knew that of all human agencies the one 
which has done most for humanity and civilization has been the 
building of good roads—the abridgment of distance in the 
facility of communication.. They realized the necessity of good 
roads—how important they were to the country—to its growth 
and its development, and to mankind, morally, physically, intel- 
lectually, and industrially, removing national and provincial 
antipathies and bindfmg together all the branches of the great 
human family. 

Mr. Chairman, we appropriate a great deal of money every 
year for the Army. That is necessary. I am a member of the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and 1 have always been liberal 
to the boys in blue—to the brave and heroic soldiers of our 
country. We apprepriate upward of $100,000,000 every year 
for the Navy; and I am, and always have been, a friend of our 
gallant and glorious Navy, which has illumined with its im- 
mortal achievements every page of American history. We 
spend millions annually for pensions to the soldiers and sailors 
of the Union, and that is entirely just and proper, and in ac- 
cordance with the solemn promise of the country. We vote 
a great deal of money every year for public buildings and 
grounds, and a stately Federal structure adorns almost every 
city in the land. We appropriate millions and millions of dol- 
lars for fortifications and coast defenses—no doubt necessary. 
The Government has spent thus far over $500,000,000 for river 
and harbor improvements, and at times, since I have been a 
Member of this House, I have felt impelled to oppose some of 
these appropriations because I believed in certain instances 
they were unnecessary and extravagant. But in more than fifty 
years we have not appropriated a dollar for good roads for our 
common highways. The record will demonstrate, I think, that 
there is appropriated annually a great deal of money from the 
pockets of the taxpayers for purposes that bring rery little 
material return or lasting benefit to the rank and file of the 
people of the country. 

I call attention to these vast annual expenditures of money 
by way of contrast—and we are a country of great contrasts—to 
show how important to the men and women of the land to-day 
is the proposition for the building of good roads for their own 
use and benefit, and for the progress and the prosperity of our 
expanding Republic—the greatest the sun of noon has ever 
smiled upon in all the annals of the past. [Applause.] 

Now, sir, I declare that the history of civilization demon- 
strates that the rise of great governments and the growth of 
powerful dynasties were coincident with the construction of 
good reads and the resulting facility of communication and 
transportation. The Romans were the greatest road builders 
the world has ever seen, and the highways they built in the 
palmy days of their greatness constitute the most lasting monu- 
ment to their constructive genius; and the marvelous thing 
about it all is that these roads are practically just as good to- 
day as they were when they were built. The far-sighted wis- 
dom of Julius Cesar built from the imperial exchequer the 
magnificent roads that led from all directions to eternal Rome. 
The great Napoleon—Cvwsar like—built the roads of France 
that center in Faris from the general funds of the Govern- 
ment, and these French roads have done more than any other 
single agency to encourage the thrift and increase the industry 
and insure the contentment of the people of France. Cvesar 
and Napoleon were the great road builders of the modern 
world, and their foresight and their judgment demonstrated 
the beneficent results that follow, as the night the day, the 
construction of governmental highways. 

England’s good roads are to-day famous. They were not 
always so. Let me read to you what a celebrated English 
author said about Britain’s bad roads less than a century ago. 
Macaulay, writing of the condition of the public roads of Eng- 
land previous to 1835, says: 

The fruits of the earth were sometimes suffered to rot in one place, 
while a few miles distant the supplies fell short of the demand. One 
chief cause of the badness of the roads was the defective state of the 
law. Every parish was bound to repair the roads which passed 
through it, and thus a sparse and*impoverished population was often 
compelled to maintain highways between rich and populous towns. 

Then came Telford and Macadam—the great road builders of 
Britain. They pointed out the cause of stagnation and decay ; 
they fought and agitated for good roads by parliamentary ap- 
propriations; they predicted the beneficent results sure to fol- 











low the construction of better highways; and through their 
foresight and endeavors England has to-day good roads from 
one end of her domain to the other—as good as any thorough- 
fares in all the world. 

The United States must build and possess good roads. The 
General Government must lend its’ aid to their construction. 
They must be free to all the people and stretching away in all 
directions throughout the length and the breadth of the land. It 
is essential to our development. We are the greatest and the 
grandest and the richest Republic in all the ages, and only on 
the threshold of our glorious destiny ; but yet, I am sorry to say, 
we are far behind the other great governments of the world 
in the construction and maintenance of good roads. Every 
person who has traveled abroad is at once impressed with this 
unfortunate fact. It is a reflection on our energy, a sad com- 
mentary on our sagacity, and a humiliating comparison with 
our progressive enterprise in every other field of endeavor. 
We must not lag behind the European states in this important 
matter; and yet, if we start now, it will take us years and 
years to equal the good roads of continental governments and 
distant oriental countries. 

Good roads, sir, are the arteries of the industrial life of a 
great and powerful people. In a Government such as ours, all 
sorts and conditions of men and women are more or less ab- 
solutely dependent upon the best and speediest means of com- 
munication and transportation. If you say good roads will only 
help the farmers, I deny it. The farmers, who produce the 
necessaries of life, are less dependent than the millions and 
millions of people who live in our cities and towns. The most 
superficial investigation of this subject will clearly prove that 
good roads are just as important to the consumers, if not more 
so, than they are to the producers of the country. 

Now, it may be claimed by some unthinking individual that 
the railroads answer all requirements, or at least have decreased 
the need of good roads. Let us see. Last year it cost about 
$1,850,000,000 to transport the products of the country over 
dirt roads to the nearest shipping point, while the railroads re- 
ceived, all told, in gross receipts, from every source for the 
same period of time, considerably less; so that it will readily 
be perceived that the railroad systems fall far short of supply- 
ing the transportation needs of the people; and besides the 
difference in the cost of transporting freight over good roads 
and bad roads is enormous as it is startling. The statisties 
show it costs about 25 cents a ton a mile, on an average, to 
transport merchandise over the dirt roads of the United States, 
and that the average cost over the improved roads of twenty 
Suropean states is less than 10 cents a ton a mile. Here is 9 
difference of over a billion dollars a year between the cost of 
transportation over good roads and bad roads, and every dollar 
of it to-day comes out of the pockets of the toilers and producers 
of America and is a dead financial loss. The difference in cost 
of transportation by steam, horsepower, and electricity over the 
highways of the United States is illustrated by the following 
table, based on the most careful estimates, which shows how 
far $1.25 will go to pay for transporting a ton of freight in four 
different ways: 

Cost of transportation per ton. 
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Now, sir, in this connection I want to read a brief extract 
from an eloquent speech delivered last year by Hon. William J. 
Bryan before the annual convention of the National Good Roads 
Association. Mr. Bryan said: 


I have become exceedingly interested in this subject. e 9 She 
expenditure of money for the permanent improvement of the common 
roads ean be defended, first, as a matter of justice to the people who 
live in the country ; second, as a matter of advantage to the people who 
do not live in the country; and, third, on the ground that the welfare 
of the nation demands that the comforts of country life shall, as far as 
possible, keep pace with the comforts of city life. 

It is a well-known fact, or a fact easily ascertained, that the people 
in the country, while paying their full share of the Federal taxes, re- 
ceive, as a rule, only the general benefits of covernment; while the 
people in the cities have, in addition to the protection of the Govern- 
ment, the advantages arising from the expenditure of public moneys in 


+ 


their midst. The farmer not only pays his share of the taxes, but 
more than his share; yet very little of what he pays gets back to 
him. * * * The farmer has nothing that escapes taxation. The 


improvement of the country roads can be justified also on the ground 
that the farmer, the first and most important producer of wealth, ought 
to be in position to hold his crop and market it at the most favorable 
opportunity, whereas at present he is virtually under compulsion to 
sell it as soon as it is matured, because the roads may become impas- 
sable at any time during the fall, winter, or spring. The farmer has 
a right to insist upon roads that will enable him to go to town, church, 
schoolhouse, and to the homes of his neighbors, occasion may re- 





as 


quire ; and with the extension of the rural delivery he has an additional 
need for good roads in order that he may be kept in communication 
with the outside world. 
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Mr. Chairman, I agree with what Mr. Bryan has so well said. 
The farmer gets very little benefit from the General Govern- 
ment and is taxed on everything. The burdens of life fall 
hardest on the farmer. The least the Government can do for 
him-is to help him get decent highways. I am with the farmers 
in this fight for good roads. I am with the rural districts of 
our land in their struggle for better transportation facilities, 
and in Congress or out of Congress I shall do all in my power 
to hasten the consummation they desire—the ability to go and 
come along decent roads without exhausting the time and the 


effort and the utility of man and beast. I know farm life. My 
boyhood days were spent on a farm doing farm work. I know 


the farmer’s joys and sorrows—-his trials and his troubles and 
his triumphs. We owe much to the farmers and producers of 
our country—much that we can never repay. Whatever will 
aid them will benefit the people in every community. 

To-day I represent in Congress a great district in the very 
heart of the city of New York—a great, patriotic people, of whom 
I am justly proud—but I am broad-minded enough and farsee- 
ing enough to realize that what will help one part of our coun- 
try will benefit every other section of our land, and I deprecate 
the narrow view that is often expressed concerning the local 
character of this important question of good-road building. It 
is not local or sectional. It is national in all its aspects; it is 
for the public weal; it will promote the general welfare, and the 
Government should give its legislative sanction to the project 
and render all the aid within its power. I say it is the duty of 
the Federal Government to lend our rural population a helping 
hand to remove the curse of bad roads. [Applause.] 

I am glad to note that there is revival of interest all along the 
line in the making of good roads. The Government at the pres- 
ent time is committed to the policy of highway improvements 
and the construction of good roads in Porto Rico, in the Ha- 
waiian Islands, and in the Philippines. We are spending mil- 
lions and millions of dollars every year for the building of 
good roads in our insular possessions, but not one dollar for the 
same purpose in our own continental country. Let us keep up 
the fight for good roads at home, ever bearing in mind that no 
country now enjoys good roads without governmental aid in 
their construction. 

Good road building is aspublic matter, a national necessity, 
and it closely concerns the general welfare of the whole country. 
I am in favor of Government aid in the construction of good 
roads for all the people. [Applause.] These roads will be pos- 
tal highways for the delivery of the mails, military channels in 
cease of war, the great arteries of interstate commercial life, and 
the avenues through which the chariot of progress shall drive 
ever and anon, bringing the products of plenty to the rich and the 
poor alike and untold benefits to all the land for ages yet to come. 

Speaking on the subject of good roads and national greatness, 
Gen. Nelson A. Miles said recently : 

I know of no one element of civilization in our country that has 
been more neglected than the improvement of our roads, yet this is 
the element that marks the line between barbarism and civilization 
in any country. The founders of our Government strongly advocated 
the necessity of opening up and improving the means of internal com- 
munication. The immortal Washington retired from the pomp and cir- 
cumstance of glorious war to occupy the honorable position of a sover- 
eign citizen, and while conducting the affairs of his plantation was pres- 
ident of a transportation company. The author of the Declaration of in- 
dependence, the founder of one of our great universities and the eminent 
statesman who gave to us this vast empire west of the Mississippi, 
was right when he said in a letter addressed to Humboldt : 

‘It is more remunerative, splendid, and noble for the people to spend 
money on canais and roads that will build and promote social inter- 
course and commercial facilities than to expend it on armies and 
navies.”” He was right again when he said, in a letter to James Ross: 
“‘T experience great satisfaction in seeing my country proceed to facili- 
tate intercommunication of several parts by opening rivers, canals, 
and roads. Wow much more rational is this disposition of public money 
than that of waging war.” 

How true are the words of immortal Jefferson regarding the disposi- 
tion of public money. We appropriate millions and millions of dollars 
every year for war—not a dollar for peace. We spend millions and 
millions of dollars annually for the improvement of our rivers, and not 
a dollar for the improvement of our roads. We have negected this im- 
portant work too long. It is all to our shame. Let us begin; let us 


follow in the footsteps of the builders of the Republic, and commence 
now to do something to improve our national roadways. [Applause.] 


Mr. Chairman, let me call the attention of the House to a 
bill I introduced in Congress to promote the building of good 
Government roads. It is H. R. 19470, introduced by me on May 
18, 1906, and entitled “A bill to promote good roads and the 
efficiency of the postal service in the States and Territories of 
the United States.” It is a very short bill, and I send it to 
the Clerk’s desk to be read in my time, so that it will go in 
the Recorp and be a part of my speech. 

The Clerk read-as follows: 

A bill to promote the construction of good roads and the efficiency of 


the postal service in the States and Territories of the United 
States. 


Be it enacted, ctc., That upon the application of the proper authori- 





ties representing any State or Territory of the United States, the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury shall loan to such State or ‘I'erritory for the 
construction or improvement of post-roads within such State or Ter- 
ritory and outside the limits of any city or incorporated village the 
actual cost of such construction or improvement: Provided, That the 
construction or improvement of said post-roads shall be under the gen- 
eral supervision of the Post-Office Department and according to speci- 
fications approved by it, and the Postmaster-General is hereby author- 
ized and directed to make all needful rules and regulations relating 
thereto: Provided further, That one twenty-fifth part of all money 
received from the United States Government under the provisions of 
this act shall be each year returned to the Treasury of the United 
States by the State or Territory receiving the same until the whole 
amount received by such State or Territory shall have been returned. 

Sec. 2. That no interest shall be charged upon money loaned under 
the provisions of this act when return to the Treasury is promptly 
made as provided for by this act, but a 5 per cent per annum interest 
charge shall be added to all deferred payments. And the Secretary of 
the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed to make all necessary 
en with the States and Territories with respect to the said 
oan. 4 


Src. 3. That the President is directed to cause to be laid before Con- 
gress, aS soon as convenience will permit after the commencement of 
each session, a statement of all proceedings under this act. 

Sec. 4. That this act shall take effect immediately. 


Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, that bill speaks for itself. Itis 
a short bill, a concise bill, and to my mind it embodies a most com- 
prehensive plan for the building of good roads throughout the 
country by Government aid, and yet ultimately it will not take 
one dollar from the Treasury of the United States. This bill of 
mine provides a simple way and an expedient plan to accom- 
plish immediate better governmental highway construction. In 
a nutshell, the bill authorizes the General Government to loan 
its surplus money without interest to the States and Territo- 
ries to build good roads, the work to be done under the general 
supervision of the Pest-Office Department and in accordance 
with its rules and regulations, and the money thus loaned to 
be repaid to the Government in small annual installments. The 
bill is not subject to constitutional objection, for the reason 
that under its provisions the States and Territories borrow the 
money, furnish the right of way, and are required to protect 
and maintain the roads after they are built. None of the pow- 
ers of the States are interfered with in any way. It is Gov- 
ernment cooperation, and the right of the Government to loan 
its surplus money to aid in the construction of good roads for 
all the people has been held over and over again to be consti- 
tutional. This plan of mine is as simple as it is feasible. 

My bill may not be perfect—I am willing to change it if any- 
one can suggest an amendment to make it better—but I believe 
it is far-reaching in its possibilities for immediate and econom- 
ical good-road building. Its object is plain. It will build the 
roads, give us better postal facilities, cheapen transportation, 
keep money in circulation, give employment to the idle workmea 
of the country, initiate the undertaking demanded by the-peo- 
ple, restore to life every languishing local industry, market the 
products of our producers, aid our commerce, increase our 
wealth, extend our prosperity, solve the problem, and give our 
country the best highways in all the world in less than twenty- 
five years, without in the end actually costing the Federal Goy- 
ernment a single dollar. 

Mr. Chairman, let me assure all my colleagues that I have no 
vanity in this matter. I am seeking results—the speedy accom- 
plishment of the thing desired. I want to say that I am 
wedded to no particular plan for governmental improvement 
of our national highways, although I think my bill is by far 
the simplest, the most practicable, and the most comprehensive 
proposition which has thus far been presented to bring about 
Congressional action for the building of good roads; and I sub- 
mit the measure to the candid consideration of the people of 
the country, who are thinking about and investigating this sub- 
ject, in order that they may study it and approve it if they 
think it is an honest and a just way to aid in the establishment 
of good avenues of transportation from the Atlantic to the 
Pacific and from the Great Lakes to the Gulf; and I submit it 
to the Members of Congress, hoping that they will study its 
practicability and take some action on the bill in the very near 
future. I have no ambition in this matter save to serve the 
people and comply with their wishes. As I said, I am simply 
seeking to accomplish results. I am in favor of good roads. 
I know it is an impossibility for the counties or the States of 
the Union to build good roads without some help from the Na- 
tional Government. My plan is to have the Government aid 
the States and Territories by loaning them, in the first instance, 
the money to build these good reads and let the States pay back 
the money in small annual installments. In this way we will 
scon have good roads without finally depleting the National 
Treasury a single dollar, because every dollar which will be 
spent from the National Treasury will come back again. I 
know there are other bills pending in Congress in regard to this 
matter, and I know that there have been bills pending in Con- 
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gress for years and years seeking to do something for the con- 
struction of good roads, but thus far not one of these bills has 
ever been favorably acted upon. 

In my opinion, there can be no serious objection to the pro- 
visions of my bill, and I believe if it should become a law the 
whole problem would be solved, and in less than a quarter of a 
century we would have the grandest highways that exist in all 
the world, and it would do more than any other single agency I 
can think of to develop our resources, benefit all our people, and 
make us greater and grander and more prosperous in a com- 
mercial and industrial way. [Applause.] 

Sir, the people of the country know the importance of good 
road building. They are familiar with the truths of history. 
They know the past. ‘They realize that often the difference be- 
tween good roads and bad roads is the difference between profit 
and loss. Good roads have a money value far beyond our or- 
dinary conception. Bad roads constitute our greatest draw- 
back to internal development and material progress. Good 
roads mean prosperous farmers; bad roads mean abandoned 
farms, sparsely settled country districts, and congested, popu- 
lated cities, where the poor are destined to become poorer. 
Good roads mean more cultivated farms and cheaper food prod- 
ucts for the toilers in the towns; bad roads mean poor transpor- 
tation, lack of communication, high prices for the necessaries 
of life, the loss of untold millions, and idle workmen seeking 
employment. Good roads will help those who cultivate the 
soil and feed the multitude, and whatever aids the producers of 
our country will increase our wealth and our greatness and 
benefit all the people of the land. We can not destroy our farms 
without general decay and final deterioration. They are to-day 
the heart of our national life and the chief source of our ma- 
terial greatness. Tear down every edifice in our towns and 
labor will rebuild them, but abandon the farms and our cities 
will crumble away and disappear forever. 

Gentlemen of the House of Representatives, I appeal to you 
in the name of patriotism, for our common weal, for our com- 
mercial supremacy, in the name of 20,600,000 of our fellow-citi- 
zens, to do something, and do it quickly, for good roads; lend 
the States the money; begin the construction; put the unem- 
ployed to work, and a grateful and responsive people will rise 
up and call you blessed. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to say, in conclusion, that I take 
an abiding interest in this all-absorbing question for better 
highways throughout the land by some plan of governmental 
assistance. I am for the cause, and in the fight to stay. I am 
now, always have been, and always will be, a friend of good 
road building. It means progress and prosperity, a benefit to 
the people who live in the cities, and an advantage to the peo- 
ple who live in the country, and it will help every section of our 
rast domain. Good roads, like good streets, make habitation 
along then most desirable; they enhance the value of farm 
lands, facilitate transportation, and add untold wealth to the 
producers and consumers of the country ; they are the milestones 
marking the march of civilization; they economize time and 
labor and money; they save wear and tear and worry and 
waste; they beautify the country, bring it in touch with the 
city, and aid the social and religious and educational and indus- 
trial advancement of the people; they make better homes and 
happier hearthsides; they are the avenues of trade, the high- 
ways of commerce, the mail routes of information, and the 
agencies of speedy communication; they mean the economical 
transportation of marketable products—the maximum burden 
at the minimum cost; they are the ligaments that bind the 
country together in thrift and industry and intelligence and 
patriotism ; they promote social intercourse, prevent intellectual 
stagnation, and increase the happiness and the prosperity of our 
producing masses; they contribute to the glory of the country, 
give employment to our idle workmen, distribute the necessaries 
of life—the products of the fields and the forests and the fac- 
tories—encourage energy and husbandry, inculcate love for our 
scenie grandeur, and make mankind better and greater and 
grander. Good roads have made the glory of the nations of the 
past, and good roads will add to our greater glory and make us 
all that we hope to be, the most beneficent power that ever 
blessed an advancing and progressive humanity. [Loud ap- 
plause. ] 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For improvement, care, and maintenance of reservation No. 17, and 
site of old canal northwest of same, $2,500: Provided, That no part 
thereof shall be expended upon other than property belonging to the 
United States. 

Mr. RUCKER. I move to strike out the last word. A few 
days ago, when I was somewhat embarrassed by my peculiar 
environment, I listened to some discussion from the floor, and I 
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remember that the gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] an- 
nounced seriously and solemnly on that occasion that it was 
the sworn duty, as I recollect his language, of a Member to re- 
main in his seat from the time the House convened until it 
adjourned each day. 

Now, I have no desire to cause the gentleman any incon- 
venience, but if this Chair had the power to issue warrants I 
believe I would make the point of no quorum in order that the 
gentleman from New York might be arrested and brought into 
this committee. But as I do not care to obstruct and as I am 
very anxious to proceed with this business, I merely call atten- 
tion to the fact that the gentleman is derelict in his duty to-day. 
[Laughter and applause. } 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For constructing a macadam roadway along the north and west sides 
of the tidal reservoir in Potomac Park from the terminus of the Seven- 
teenth street roadway opposite the bathing beach to the Potomac River 
entrance to the reservoir, and for improving the grounds on either side 
of the said roadway in accordance with plans prepared in the office of 
public buildings and grounds, to be expended under the direction of the 
officer in charge of that office, $60,000. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, I notice a new item here 
of $60,000 for the construction of a macadam roadway along the 
north and west sides of the tidal reservoir in Potomac Park. 
Is that where they are contemplating having that new park? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. It is not strictly a new item. At 
the last session of Congress there was about the same amount 
given—$50,000, if I recollect correctly—for the driveway, which 
extends along the southeast portion of the tidal basin, and 
other improvement there, and this will be along the southwest 
of the tidal basin, corresponding therewith. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. How long is that road to be? 
for a road—this includes the road, does it not? 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. About 4,000 feet 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. About 4,000 feet. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The provision reads: 

For construction of a macadam roadway along the north and west 
sides of the tidal reservoir, in Potomac Park, from the terminus of the 
Seventeenth street roadway opposite the bathing beach to the l’otomac 
River entrance to the reservoir, and for improving the grounds on 
either side of the said roadway. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. That is very different from building a 
road. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Now, is that a matter of improving the new 
park here, as I asked a moment ago? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. The part to the southeast of tke tidal 


basin. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. It says: 


On either side of the said roadway. 

Does this include the whole park? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Yes; and it includes piping water 
there and improving the grounds to the southwest of the tidal 
basin; in a general way similar to that to the southeast of the 
tidal basin. 


If it is not 


Mr. WILLIAMS. All right. I suppose you have looked 
into it. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. It includes the improve- 
ment of 50 feet on each side of the roadway. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. How long is the roadway? 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. About 4,000 feet. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Sixty thousand dollars for a roadway 4,000 
feet long and the improvement of 50 feet on each side of it. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. If my colleague [Mr. SuLLIVAN of Mas- 
sachusetts] will pardon me, $10,000 of this is for the putting 
in of water pipes. This road is to be constructed, and the 
ground on each side of the road is to be put into sod or grass 
in some way, similar to what has been done on the other side 
of the, tidal basin, and it is an estimate of practically the same 
amourt of money that was expended last year upon the part 
southeast of the tidal basin, aside from the expense of putting 
in these water pipes. - 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, how much do they 
expect to pay for that macadam road? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Oh, the macadam road will not cost 
much. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
over $2,500 a mile. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Oh, no; more than that, certainly; 
but this road is to be graded, as the ground is not in suitable 
condition on which to lay the road. In addition to that. it 
appears here from a communication which, I think, is not in the 
printed hearings, having arrived after the regular hearings, 
that it will be necessary to repair or replace a portion of the 
wall which holds the earth back from the tidal basin, what 
would ordinarily be called a sea wall. It includes the carry- 
ing onto this ground of soil on which something will grow. 


Macadam road ought not to cost 
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Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
kind of soil around here? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I can not imagine. I presume they 
will have to bring it a great distance. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. They will have to go to Iowa or 
Missouri to get it. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I can not imagine where they could get 
anything of that kind near Washington. 

Mr. TAWNEY. 
Washington. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. 


Where are they going to get that 


there until they cover it with fertile soil. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
four-fifths of a mile. I know a good deal about macadam roads, 
because a hundred miles of the finest road in the world is in my 
eountry. You ean get good macadam roads made for $2,000 a 
mile. 

Mr. CAPRON. How wide? s 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I would say 16 or 18 feet wide. 

Mr. CAPRON. This is to be a hundred feet wide. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. You can not get any such road as that 
buiit down there for $2,000 or $4,000 a mile. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. You can build as good a macadam 
road as there is in the United States for $2}000 a mile, wide 
enough for two wagons to pass each other easily. Of course, 
they will make it wider here; but I know something about mac- 
adam roads, because a hundred miles of the finest road in the 
world is in my own county. My recollection is that the last 
read that was built in that county, where they had to make the 
roadbed, was built for $1,800 a mile. 


know anything about that; but to save my soul I do not see how 
they could reasonably spend $6,000 on that piece of ground. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I have explained to the gentleman from 
Missouri that it is not to be spent upon the road; that only a por- 
tion of it is te be spent on the rcad. It includes building water- 
works, or putting in water pipes down there. It also includes 
putting in earth, and the gentleman has said that they will have 
to go a long way to get good earth. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. How much does it cost to put in 
4,000 feet of water pipe? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Oh, it is not a question of 4,000 feet of 
water pipe; it is a question of extending the water main from 
this city over to that territory beyond the tidal basin. 

Mr. RUCKER. What is it good for after it is improved? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. It is a part of a beautiful park system 
that is now highly developed over a portion of it. 

Mr. PRINCE. A driveway. 

Mr. RUCKER. Where is it? 

Mr. PRINCE. Over south of the White House and Monu- 
ment. 

Mr. RUCKER. Iam asking for information. We Democrats, 
who have to stay here and work all the while, can not go out 
and take in the suburbs. I notice now, notwithstanding the 
great membership of this House, at the hour of 2 o’clock p. m. 
there are only about thirty of the “ faithful” present to con- 
sider important matters before the House. Probably the others 
are looking at these beautiful parks. I do not know; but we 
Democrats must stay here, because if we do not the Sergeant- 
at-Arms will go after us. I sincerely hope, however, that the 
Sergeant-at-Arms will not be directed to arrest and bring to the 
bar of the House the distinguished gentleman from New York 
[Mr. PAYNE], who is not now in his seat. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. What time were you arrested the 


other day by the Sergeant-at-Arms? 
Mr. RUCKER. Oh, about 6 o’clock—after supper tim®. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

For new steam roller, $3,000. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out ithe last word, for the purpose of making an inquiry. Can 
the gentleman tell us how much we are appropriating in this 
bill for machinery for public improvements? I should like to 
haye that information. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. It would be impossible for me to tell 
the gentleman how much is appropriated in various items for 
machinery. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I thought, as the gentleman 
seems to have mastered this bill so well, that, possibly, he might 
be able to tell us. I should like to know. This bill carries 
about $94,000,600 and provides for millions to be spent in buy- 
ing machinery. Mr. Chairman, of course we have a right to 
know, and the public has the right to know. 

I had the pleasure a few evenings ago, in whiling away some 
of the hot evenings that we have experienced, to examine the 
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volumes of testimony taken by the Industrial Commission, to 
find in Volume XIV, pages 528 and 533, a most intelligent state- 
ment on the prices of machinery, made by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Loverrne], treasurer of the Merrimac Mills, 
He said “ protection” had so protected the machine builders 
that “they have a scheme whereby there is but one price for 
anything in this country.” He said he wanted the tariff re- 
vised, so he could import machinery. “I am an exporter. I 
want the world.” He exported to South America, China, Africa, 
and competed with England and other countries, he stated. His 
mills paid a semiannual dividend of 3 per cent. His concerns— 
several mills—were capitalized between six and seven millions. 
I regret that I have not the statement here, but I ask unani- 
mous consent 1o print it in the Recorp. It is short. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to 
extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 

Boston, Mass., February 20, 1901. 

Testimony of Mr. Charies L. Lovering, treasurer of the Merrimac Mills. 


The subcommission being in session in the rooms of the Home Market 
Club, Mr. Clarke presiding, at 3 o’clock p. m. Mr. Charles L. Lovering, 
of Boston, treasurer of the Merrimac and other mills, was introduced 
as a witness, and, being duly sworn, testified as follows: 

(By Mr. Clarke.) Please give your name and post-office address.— 
A. Charles L. Lovering; Taunton is my voting place and Boston my 
living place; post-office box 2344, Boston. 

Q. Please state your official relation to manufacturing companies.— 


| A. I am treasurer of several corporations. 


Q. Name them or some of them.—aA. Yes; of the Massachusetts Cot- 
ton Mills, of Lowell; the Merrimac Manufacturing Company, of Lowell; 
the Massachusetts, in Georgetown, Ga.; the Merrimac Manufacturing 
Company, at Huntsville, Ala. The Alabama concern is not a separate 
corporation; it is a part of the northern mills; it is a property I am 
not particularly familiar with. 

Q@. Any other mill in Massachusetts except at Lowell?—A. I am 
treasurer of the Whittington Manufacturing Company, at Taunton, but 
it so happens that my brother does most of the work. He is the 
assistant treasurer and does whatever has to be done there except 


| when we want a little money or cotton. 


Q. Are all these mills engaged in manufacturing cotton goods?—A. 
Entirely. 


A VICTIM OF PROTECTION WANTED TARIFF REVISION. 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The distinguished, intelligent, 
and very frank witness under oath, the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Loverine] on tariff revision, said: 


Q. (By Mr. CLarxn.) Would you like to have the tariff revised or let 
alone?—A. I would like to have it revised. I am an exporter. I 
want the world. 

Q. How would you like to have it changed?—A. That I am not able 
to tell you. I can not go into that discussion, but I know there are 
places where we are a little bit handicapped. For instance, if I want 
to make a repair up here at the mill at Lowell or in the South I am 
handicapped with the high cost of machinery—two and a half times as 
much as the English prtce. The English can build a mill and capital- 
ize it at a third of what we can here. That means something in the 
cost of goods in the long run. 

Q. You would like to be able to get cheaper machinery ?—A. I would 
like the machinery somewhat reduced. The machinery builders of this 
country are so well protected that under the protection they have a 
scheme whereby there is but one price for anything in this country. 

Q. Does this fact apply to machinery on which they have patents, or 

do not refer to the patent part of it. The time was, 
a few years ago, when you could get two or three prices on machinery. 
They said they did not make money that way. I am not going to dis- 
pute that, but when you get the price of goods way down below, we can 
not get the machinery down to help us out any. 

Q. You think the high price of machinery, then, is largely on ac- 
count of the duties on it?—-A. I think the manufacturers are enabled 
under the duties to combine. For instance, several years ago I was 
interested in a large cotton-yarn concern; and at that time we could 
bring all our cards from England at a low price because we could 
bring them here and pay the duties and save quite a little amount and 
get as good a card. A ring spinning frame is better built in this coun- 
try than abroad. A large proportion of the machinery all through the 
carding room is equally good abroad, and could be got at a less figure 

But I am not a complainer in any sense. I do not think 
we can go on in this country making cotton goods at the rate we are 
now making them without an outside market and a much larger one 
than we have to-day. 

Q. Do you think there is anything in the way of getting that market 
except the high cost of machinery ?—A. I do not know that I would say 
that there is not. There are some countries I imagine we can not get 
into. I have not much knowledge about it. There are countries we can 
not put our goods into. 

Q. Then any change in our tariff would not affect that?—A. It might. 
We might be able to get into other countries. 

Q. (By Mr. LitcHMAN.) Have not they got the advantage of the 
importation of machinery without the payment of duty?—A. Oh, yes; 
Germany has. 

Q. How could you possibly get into those countries?—A. We do not 
expect to put any cloth into Germany or England. 

Q. How could you get into the ccuntries that Germany me ex- 
cept by a reduction in the price of labor?—A. I tell you now I honestly 
think that notwithstanding the high cost of labor per yard in this 
country a great many goods are made at as low a price as they are 
made in Germany with low-price labor. ; 

Q. On account of superior skill and production?—A. Yes; better 
climate, etc. But I am not much of a talker on the tariff, except that 
I want all the outside markets we can get; and I am free to say we 


can not go on and make goods as we are now doing without such mar- 
ket. 


Q. 





(By Mr. CLARKD.) Does the prospect of revisimg the tariff have 


any effect on business generally?—A. It does, but it is a thing which 
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the poeple will get over after a while. 


Sometimes you have to have a 
herculean operation to cure a man—cut off his leg or something. 
Q. The business depression, then, incident to a revision would not 


deter yousfrom advising a revision?—A. No; it does not. I should not 
be intelligent enough to make the revision; I do not know enough about 


it, but I think that to live and let live the world over is rather the best, 


way to get along. 

«. You think the cotton-goods schedule can stand any reduction ?—A. 
Almost everything I make can get along without any tariff, because 
we can beat England now in many markets. The English can not make 
a drill of the same capacity, of the same standard as we make, and 
—— with us in China. ‘They make an inferior drill and therefore 
get there. 

Q. If you had no duties would there be any danger of the dumping 
of the surplus stocks in this country so as to demoralize the market ?7— 
A. I do not think so. But everybody must be treated with the same 
consideration, in my opinion. I do not think you can discriminate in 
my favor against somebody else making finer yarn. 

Q. Notwithstanding the practical difficulty of revising the tariff you 
would still recommend it?—A. I would recommend a lower tariff. It 
occurs to me if there was a lower rate of duty properly applied to all 
productions it might be better for the country. We go to work and 
make goods at a high cost, and then raise the labor; and everything 
that labor has to buy it has to pay more for, so that it is not much 
better off. I think, however, labor is as well paid to-day as I have 
known it to be in this country. 

Q. Are the goods you sell more expensive than a while ago?—A. A 
good deal. It is not two years since that our goods have increased in 
cost at Lowell 20 per cent. The increase is 25 per cent since 1888. 

Q. What is that increase in cost due to?—A. To two 10 per cent ad- 
yennes in labor, which makes 20 per cent; and in the supplies that go 
nto it. 

Q. If the tariff was reduced, would not labor have to be content with 
a less wage?—A. Yes; but it could buy what it gets for less. The 
point is, the lower you can offer a commodity to the world the bigger 
business you can do. You can do twice as much business with China 


with a drill at 5 cents as at 7 cents. The same is true in South 
America; it is also true in Africa. Those are the great consuming 


countries of the coarse products made North and South in this country. 

Q. Before this present war in China, were the Chinese manufacturing 
cotton goods to some extent?—-A. Yes; to some extent. I do not know 
to how great an extent, but their goods never interfered with well- 
made and well-constructed American goods. They did not take the 
same place. They went to parts of China where they were willing to 
wear an inferior article. 

Q. Do you know of any reason why they can ndt produce as good 
goods there as you can here?—-A. I do not think they can. The morale 
of the country or of the labor there is not at all commensurate or to 
be compared with ours. The very idea that a man can live on a cent’s 
or two-thirds of a cent’s worth of rice does not to my mind permit him 
to compete with the man that lives on a piece of beef. 

Q. Are you familiar with cotton goods made in India?—A. I have 
seen them. 

Q. How do they compare?—A. I do not think they are as good as 
goods made in England. 

Q. Have you seen any of the Japanese cottons?—A. Yes. 

Q. How do they compare?—A. Very well made, indeed. 

Q. Do you understand the cotton manufacturing industry is rapidly 
increasing in Japan?—A. It is said to be and must be, because I be- 
lieve the Japanese took something like 100,000 bales of cotton from this 
country last year. 

Q. Do you know what it costs per yard to bring cotton North from 
Alabama to New York?—A. No; I can not tell you. I was shipping 
some goods to Shanghai; I believe that is where they were to go. We 
had already contracted to ship some by way of California direct from 
the Southern mill, making the New York allowance of freight 53 
points. We made some shipments that way, but it came out we could 
send the goods by way of New York and by way of the Suez Canal for 
98 points, whereas they went for 115 from the Southern mill, against 
which we allowed 53 points. 

Q. You understand Japan is exporting some cotton yarns and cotton 
cloths? A. I have heard so. 

Q. Do you know how wages compare in Japan with Massachusetts ?— 
A. I do not. I suppose they must be a great deal less. 


Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, where is the Clerk now reading? 

The CHAIRMAN. Page 93, line 12. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, three days ago the chairman of 
the committee agreed that I might have fifteen minutes for 
discussion of a particular subject not in this bill, and I have 
been waiting until such time as he was willing that I might 
have it, and having reached the time when there is nobody here 
but the leaders of the House, he has consented that I shall have 
it at the present time. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee asks 
unanimous consent that he may address the committee for 
fifteen minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, my purpose in rising at the pres- 
ent time is to make some comment upon a matter that has just 
been given out by the Post-Offite Department on the ques- 
tion of rural mail boxes. I will read from it, and then com- 
ment on a portion of it and add it in full at the conclusion of 
my remarks. I would like to have the attention of the leaders 
of the House as I comment upon what the Post-Office Depart- 
ment has given out as a justification for requiring rural mail 
patrons to use and put up prescribed boxes. I now read from 
said statement, in part, as follows: 

When rural delivery was first introduced as an experiment, and up 
to August 1, 1901, there was no requirement as to the kind of boxes to 
be used for the reception of mail on rural routes, but patrons could and 
did erect any sort of receptacle for the purpose that suited their fancies, 
and those included every conceivable sort—cigar and cracker boxes, oil 
and powder cans, old bootlegs, tiling, rabbit gums, and shingles nailed 


together—affording no protection from the weather, and were as un- 
Sightly as they were inappropriate. 
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As a result of this condition the Department was constantly in re- 
ceipt of complaints of losses of or damages to mail, necessitating investi- 
gations involving both time and expense, and also of complaints from 
the owners of property in front of whose premises such receptacles had 
been erected by others, and they were a disgrace to the community and 
to the service, accompanied by demands for their removal. 

These complaints became so numerous that the Postmaster-General, 
with a view to securing the adoption of a standard that would enable 
patrons to provide themselves with boxes that were weatherproof and 
fit receptacles for mail, and at the same time would be in keeping with 
the ideal contemplated for the service, appointed a committee, composed 
of postal officials, to examine and report upon boxes submitted to it. 
This committee selected fourteen boxes from the number submitted, and 
these were approved by Department order of March 28, 1901, and it was 
required that in all rural free-delivery service established on and after 
August 1, 1901, only these boxes should be erected and used. 

It having developed that the order of March 28, 1901, gave the manu- 
facturers of the fourteen approved boxes an advantage in the business 
of supplying boxes, another order was issued by the Postmaster-General 
dated July 9, 1902, providing that in all service established on an 
after October 1, 1902, patrons must provide themselves with and erect 
boxes conforming to the specifications therein set forth and approved 
by the Postmaster-General, as provided in the order. By the terms of 
this order any person or firm could secure the approval of and manu- 









facture boxes, provided they conformed to the specifications and re- 
quirements. 

In a former part of said statement the following appears: 

It is true that patrons of the star-route mail service are per- 


A 


mitted to erect and receive their mail in any sort of receptacle t Ley 
may see fit to erect, while patrons of rural delivery are required to 
provide themselves with “approved” boxes, but the purposes and 
requirements of the two services are essentially different. In the siar- 
route mail service the primary object is to furnish post-offices with a 
supply and dispatch of mail, which service is rendered by a contractor, 
and incidentally to deliver to and collect mail from the boxes of patrons 
along the lines of these routes, wholly at the risk of the patrons, | 
this latter service is not general. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to say that I do not rise for the pur- 
pose of using hard language toward the Fourth Assistant Post- 
master-General. I have not the honor nor pleasure of his per- 
sonal acquaintance. I never met him. I do not know Mr. Spill- 
man, the superintendent of rural delivery, aud I never met a 
more pleasant gentleman and never talked with an official that 
seemed to understand better his duties and to perform them 
more faithfully. 

I take it that these regulations have been inherited by the 
present officials, that they came down to them from their 
predecessors, and I will not hold them responsible for the 
institution of these regulations; but I do hold them respensibie 
for not modifying and abolishing them where they are not 
found to be justified or for the best interests of the service, 
and to that end I introduced a bill on the 30th of April last 
which reads as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 18802) providing for the construction and erection of 
rural free-delivery mail boxes. 

Be it enacted, etc., That patrons on all rural free-delivery mail 
routes now established or that may hereafter be established may put 
up for their individual use boxes constructed of such material, either 
wood or metal, as they desire. subject to all existing and such future 
regulations of the Post-Office Department as may be prescribed by the 
Postmaster-General, and that carriers on all rural mail routes s all 
deposit mail in such boxes in like manner as in boxes now in use. 

I have been unable to get the Committee on the Post-Ollice 
and Post-Roads to act on this bill. The chairman of the com- 
mittee is opposed to this bill. But in the Senate the bill was 
put on as an amendment to the Post-Office appropriation bill, 
except that it left out the provision for the regulation of the 
boxes by the Department. Now, this statement frem the 
Post-Office Department leaves the impression upon the public 
that the patrons of the rural free-delivery service, when not 
required by ironbound regulations, put up old boot legs, cigar 
boxes, oil cans, powder cans, and tiling. 

As every Congressional district in the United States is rep- 


nit 
Ut 


resented on this floor, I want some gentleman to rise and in- 
form me if the people of his district had no more pride and no 
more self-interest than to be guilty of that which is here 


charged. I want to say that, so far as my own district is con- 
cerned, there is not a word of truth in it. There is neither 
white nor colored, Caucasian or negro, in my district to whom 
the service was extended that has no more self-interest and 
pride than to put up the kind of box here charged. I ask the 


Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General to specify and let us 
know where the people live, whether North, East, West, or 
South, that are guilty of what is here open!y charged. If peo- 
ple who are furnished this service at the Government expense 


have no more appreciation of it, the right trentment would be 
to discontinue it instead of prescribing that they must buy ar 
approved box. 

Mr. Chairman, if the question were that the Department should 
prescribe the essential features or dimensions or manner of put- 
ting up, the manner of opening and fastening boxes, leaving the 
patron to make them, as my Dill provides, there would be no 
objection made. 

The Department has approved boxes made by certain indi- 
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viduals and manufacturers, and every time we send in a peti- 
tion signed approving the establishment of a rural route direc- 
tions are sent out, including a sheet upon which the names and 
addresses of manufacturers are given whose make of boxes 
has been approved from whom the patron can procure the 
box. The Post-Office Department by this act is advertising 
at public expense the business of private individuals and cor- 
porations. Why can not the Department provide that these 
boxes may be either of wood or metal, 14, 15, or 20 inches long, 
a foot deep if necessary, and a foot wide, and shall be so con- 
structed as to protect the mail from the weather, and leave the 
citizen, the patron, to make the box himself or have it made 
according to the regulations, without prescribing that he must 
buy the box of a selected manufacturer, corporation, or indi- 
vidual? 

Mr. TIRRELL. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. SIMS. Certainly. 

Mr. TIRRELL. Does not the gentleman think it would be 
desirable to have a uniform box, so that it would be recognized 
as the United States post-office box, and so that you would have 
a uniform box, and how could you get a uniform box without 
the method adopted by the Post-Office Department? 

Mr. SIMS. ‘They are not now uniform, as stated in that com- 
munication. The price ranges from 50 cents to $4. This of 
itself shows they are not uniform. I have read to you that 
the Department permits boxes to go up on the star routes with- 
out any kind of regulation. Now, I want to make the charge, 
and it can not escape the common sense of any Member of this 
House, that if the same people on the rural route, unrestrained, 
will put up boot legs for boxes that they will do it on the star 
routes where unrestrained. Yet they are not required to put 
up any kind of an approved box on the star route, but the 
Department says the dignity of the carrier ought to be consid- 
ered—in substance, that he is appointed by the Civil Service 
Commission, and that he is this, that, and the other. Why, if 
the President of the United States were going to deliver a let- 
ter in a box, does it make any difference to the President 
whether that box was made by the patron or by his neighbor, 
or has the approving stamp of an autocratic individual upon 
it from the Department? 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man a question. If you were to change the law, would you 
require the Government to follow the directions of the Fourth 
Assistant Postmaster-General and the law relating to rural car- 
riers in this, that when the mail is put in the box the individual 
who takes that mail from the box, who performs any depre- 
dation upon the mail or to that box, shall be criminally liable; 
or would you carry out the other idea, as advocated by the Sec- 
ond Assistant Postmaster-General, that so soon as the mail is 
deposited the Government has lost all control over it and there 
is no liability for any depredations to it, except such liabilities 
as would come under the State law for depredation in the way 
of stealing or purloining? 

Mr. SIMS. I would adopt the action and ruling of the Sec- 
ond Assistant Postmaster-General instead of the Fourth Assist- 
ant, if I eould do so, but even if we have United States super- 
vision in the nature of the extension of criminal statutes to 
the boxes it still does not necessarily follow that the Depart- 
ment must approve the identical box used. 

Mr. LLOYD. Is the letter to which the gentleman referred 
one that was received from the Postmaster-General or from the 
Fourth Assistant? 

Mr. SIMS. It was given out to the newspapers by the Post- 
Office Department. A newspaper man gave it to me and said 
it came from the Fourth Assistant. 

Mr. LLOYD. The gentleman is aware, is he not, that the 
Postmaster-General says that they have now under considera- 
tion a method of determining which system shall be adopted, 
that which is now adopted by the Second Assistant Postmaster- 
General, to-wit, that a man can put up any kind of a box he 
pleases, or that which follows the rural system, requiring a cer- 
tain specified box? 

Mr. SIMS. No; I did not know that. 

Mr. LLOYD. The Postmaster-General now has that under 
advisement, as he said to us, and is to settle the matter some 
Way very soon. 

Mr. SIMS. I am very glad the Postmaster-General is giving 
this his attention, but I do not want to get away from my point, 
although I thank the gentleman for his lucid statement. 

If people unrestrained will use a box that is a disgrace, as is 
herein set forth, then they must now be using them along star 
routes. The Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General has refused 
in my district to establish a rural route because part of the 
route was served by star route. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
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Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the gentleman’s time 
be extended for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri asks unan- 
imous consent that the time of the gentleman from Tennessee 
may be extended for five minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


Mr. SIMS. At the present time the Fourth Assistant Post- 
master-General, by refusing to establish rural service over ter- 
ritory served by a star route, is virtually admitting that the 
star route box service is equal to the rural service. If not, he 
should establish rural routes where they are served by the star 
routes, and this he refuses to do. I wish now to read a letter 
to the House. I know the impression is that this trouble comes 
from the South. I have received more letters from the North 
than I have from the South, approving my bill. I will read 


one which was sent here to me and the one which inclosed it. 
They are as follows: 


LEWIs F. LINDAL, 
ATTORNEY AND COUNSELOR AT LAW, 


Washington, D. C., June 4, 1906. 
Hon. T. W. SIMS, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


DEAR Mr. S1Ms: I received your letter of recent date and also copies 
of your speech on the rural mail-box question. I wish to thank you 
heartily for the same. 

This question is beginning to come to the notice of the people of 
western New York (my native State), they having learned only a short 
time ago of your bill to do away with “approved” boxes. I inclose 
you a letter which I received this morning which explains itself, and 
which I hope you can make some use of. The writer is the secretary 
of the county grange, a very strong organization in that section of the 
State. I suggested to him that this matter be taken up by the grange 
If you have any literature which you would care to send to New York 
for the purpose of agitating this question, I should be pleased to furnish 


you the names of persons for that purpose who would be apt to push 
the matter. 


Yours, very truly, Lewis F. LINDAL. 





CHAUTAUQUA COUNTY POMONA GRANGE, 
ues Jamestown, N. Y., June 1, 1906. 
LEewIs F. LINDAL, Washington, D. C. 


My Dear Sir: I noticed in a local paper to-day that a bill had been 
introduced in Congress for the relief of patrons of rural free-delivery 
service who do not happen to have ‘“‘ approved” boxes. In this section 
one of the patrons has made 75 or 100 boxes for his neighbors. They 
were made of galvanized iron, the same dimensions of an ‘“ approved ” 
box. My box was used first August 16, 1900, almost six years ago, and is 
just as good as the day it was erected. Now, I have received notice 
from the Post-Office Department I must get an “ approved” box or not 
receive mail by carrier. It is certainly most unreasonable, as my box 
is much better than my nearest neighbor's, who has an “ approved” box, 
but has had it painted three times to keep it from rusting out entirely, 
but that box is all right because it is ‘‘ approved.” I sincerely hope a 
bill for our relief will pass Congress. I shall be very glad to hear 
from you in regard to this bill, and what may be done by the patrons 
who do not have “approved” boxes to secure its passage. 

Most sincerely, yours, 


A. A. VANVLECK. 
It will be seen that where patrons put up galvanized-iron 
boxes, that were better than the approved boxes, before the 
Department made the order for the approved box, they were 
compelled to take them down and to lay aside a box in 
every respect better ‘and more protective to their mail than 
the boxes approved by the Department. Besides, these ap- 
proved by the Department are nearly all patented; I don’t 
know but that they all are patented. A patent is a monopoly, 
and when you prescribe that the citizen shall only use pat- 
ented boxes you say he must patronize a monopoly; and what 
could appeal to a free citizen as a greater outrage or a more 
tyrannous practice than for a Government official to say that 
he must lay aside a box he had already put up of superior 
make and quality and put up an inferior box simply because 
the word “approved ” was not stamped on the first box? 
Mr. POU. May I ask the gentleman a question? 
Mr. SIMS. Certainly. 
Mr. POU. I understand on reliable authority that some of 
these boxes that are sold for $1.25 do not cost over 25 cents. 
If the Government is going to require patrons of this service 
to use a particular kind of box, do you not think it but fair 
and just the Government should furnish the boxes to the 
people at a fair cost? 
Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, that is exactly what it is going 
to lead to, and the gentleman who has addressed me has intro- 
duced a bill along that line. It is more logical and just than to 
require them to put up a patented article with a Department 
approval, but I am not in favor of that. The people are will- 
ing to make and erect their own boxes and put them where 
convenient for the carrier—boxes that are a protection to the 
mail and which in all respects serve the purpose as good as any 
patented monopolistic box now in existence made of steel and 
iron, which we know to-day is controlled by one of the most 
gigantic trusts of this nation. This matter is now in conference 


on the post-office appropriation bill, and the conference com- 
mittee can shape the Senate amendment in the bill so as to 
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make it apply. Why not provide in general terms that boxes 
must be of certain dimensions that will answer the service, 
without saying to patrons you must buy from certain manufac- 
turers, and give a list and advertise these manufacturers free 
of cost to themselves, who are in the first instance protected 
by Government monopoly in the way of patents? 

Mr. Chairman, to go into this matter further would require 
more time than I feel like asking the committee to give me at 
this time. [Applause.] 

The following is the full text of the paper from which I 
have quoted: 


There has recently been considerable discussion on the subject of 
the requirements of the Post-Office Department affecting rural mail 
boxes, such discussion including suggestions that patrons of the sery- 
ice be permitted to make their own boxes and that the boxes may be 
either of metal or wood, no restrictions as to size, material, and manner 
of construction to be imposed. Most of the arguments advanced 
against the existing practice of the Department have been to the 
efrect that as any kind of mail box may be used in the star-route mail 
service, patrons of rural delivery should be accorded the same privi- 
lege and that they should not be required to buy ‘‘a patented box at an 
excessively exorbitant price.” 

It is learned, upon inquiry at the Post-Office Department, that in 
return for the vast sums of money expended in maintaining rural de- 
livery and the inestimable benefits derived through it patrons of the 
service are asked to do but two things, namely, to provide themselves with 
and properly erect suitable boxes, which are weatherproof and fit recep- 
tacles for mail, not necessarily boxes that are patented, and to main- 
tain the roads over which rural routes are laid out in condition to be 
traveled with facility and safety at all seasons of the year. 

It is true that patrons of the star-route mail service are permitted 
to erect and receive their mail in any sort of receptacle they may see fit 
to erect, while patrons of rural delivery are required to provide them- 
selves with “approved” boxes, but the purposes and requirements of 
the two services are essentially different. In the star-route mail 
service the primary object is to furnish post-offices with a supply and 
dispatch of mail, which service is rendered by a contractor, and, inci- 
dentally, to deliver to and collect mail from the boxes of patrons 
along the lines of these routes, wholly at the risk of the patrons, but 
this latter service is not general. 

In the rural delivery service the delivery of mail to and the collec- 
tion of mail from patrons is the principal object, the supplying of 
intermediate post-offices being purely incidental to the service, where 
rendered necessary owing to the discontinuance of such supply by star- 
route carrier. But besides this, rural delivery affords to its patrons 
all the postal facilities to be had at post-offices—the sale of stamps, 
stamped envelopes, stamped paper and postal cards, the registry of 
mail, and issuance of money orders. Rural carriers are appointed 
upon certification from the Civil Service Commission, and from the 
nature of the service they are required to perform must possess higher 
qualifications than those necessary or demanded in the star-route mail 
service. 

When rural delivery was first introduced as an experiment, and up 
to August 1, 1901, there was no requirement as to the kind of boxes 
to be used for the reception of mail on rural routes, but patrons could 
and did erect any sort of receptacle for the purpose that suited their 
fancies, and those included every conceivable sort—cigar and cracker 
boxes, oil and powder cans, old bootlegs, tiling, rabbit gums, and 
shingles nailed together, affording no protection from the weather, and 
were as unsightly as they were inappropriate. 

As a result of this condition the Department was constantly in 
receipt of complaints of losses of or damages to mail, necessitating 
investigations involving both time and expense, and also of complaints 
from the owners of property in front of whose premises such recepta- 
cles had been erected by cthers, that they were a disgrace to the com- 
munity and to the service, accompanied by demands for their removal. 

These complaints became so numerous that the Postmaster-General, 
with a view to securing the adoption of a standard that would enable 
patrons to provide themselves with boxes that were weatherproof and 
fit receptacles for mail and at the same time would be in keeping with 
the ideals contemplated for the service, appointed a committee com- 
posed of postal officials to examine and report upon boxes submitted 
to it. This committee selected fourteen boxes from the number sub- 
mitted, and these were approved by Department order of March 28, 
1901, and it was required that in all rural-delivery service established 
on = after August 1, 1901, only these boxes should be erected and 
used, 

It having developed that the order of March 28, 1901, gave the manu- 
facturers of the fourteen approved boxes an advantage in the business 
of supplying boxes, another order was issued by the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral, dated July 9, 1902, providing that in all service established on 
and after October 1, 1902, patrons must provide themselves with and 
erect boxes conforming to the specifications therein set forth and ap- 
proved by the Postmaster-(zeneral as provided in the order. By the 
terms of this order any person or firm could secure the approval of 
and manufacture bores, provided they conformed to the -specifications 
and requirements. 

Since the promulgation of this order, 199 individuals and firms have 
qualified as the manufacturers of 299 different styles of approved boxes, 
varying in price from 50 cents to $4 each, the average price per box 
being about $1. 

Since its promulgation on July 9, 1902, the Department has been 
steadily, but without undue harshness, enforcing the order and elimi- 
nating all nonapproved rural mail boxes, whether erected prior or sub- 
sequent to October 1, 1902, the date the order became effective, and 
out of the thousands of boxes condemned complaints have been re- 
reived from not more than one-tenth of 1 per cent of the patrons 
affected. 

The process of eliminating the nonapproved and otherwise unsuita- 
ble boxes has deen nearly completed, and practically all of the boxes 
now in use on rural routes are those which have been approved. <A 
relaxation of the rule described would undoubtedly within a short pe- 
riod reestablish the discreditable conditions which prevailed in the 
matter of boxes before approved boxes were required. 


‘Fhe Clerk read as follows: 


For extraordinary repairs of the Executive Mansion, to be expended 
Dy contract or otherwise, as the President may determine, $35,000. 


Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 


word for the purpose of asking the chairman of the committee 
what expenditures or extraordinary repairs are contemplated 
by this provision? 

Mr. TAWNEY. If the gentleman will turn to the hearings, 
Colonel Bromwell, when before the committee, gave a detailed 
statement—— ' 

Mr. PADGETT. Is it not a fact that within four years we 
have spent about $700,000 repairing the Executive Mansion and 
putting it in condition? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I do not think it is a fact; I do not know 
the exact amount that has been expended. 

Mr. PADGETT. Something like six hundred thousand or 
seven hundred thousand dollars. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Six hundred and eighty thousand dollars is 
the exact amount. 

Mr. PADGETT. That is nearly $700,000, and I did not sup- 
pose we would be called upon for extraordinary repairs so early. 

Mr. TAWNEY. My colleague on the committee [Mr. SmirH 
of Iowa] is more familiar with the details of that extraordinary 
expenditure than I am, and I will ask him to explain the matter. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. At the ordinary east entrance of the 
White House, where guests are received at formal functions, 
the gentleman will remember that guests pass back through a 
narrow hall, with cloakrooms upon both sides. Just south of 
that building is a covered way, or a way with columns, to the 
south, along which some of the guests are escorted and allowed 
to enter directly to the basement of the old building. It is 
proposed to inclose that covered way, so as to vastly increase 
the facilities for getting people into the White House at re- 
ceptions and other functions there. 

Mr. PADGETT. Open that way to more people than now? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Oh, it will accommodate several times 
as many people, in my judgment, as it does now, and it is be- 
lieved, and experience has demonstrated, that this entrance is 
so narrow and the accommodations so poor and delay so great 
to the guests who are being received there, it is only proper 
that this means of ingress and egress from the White House 
should be widened so as to expedite the movement of the crowd 
both ways. 

Mr. RUCKER. May I ask the gentleman a question? How 
long is it likely to be before the improvement will be conipleted ? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Oh, during the next fiscal year. 

Mr. RUCKER. I am glad of it, because, from present indica- 
tions, a great many people are going to the White House in the 
next few years. This item also covers other extraordinary im- 
provements at the White House. 

Mr. POU. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say a few words, supple- 
menting the remarks of my friend from Tennessee, respecting 
the ruling of the Post-Office Department, that patrons of the 
rural free-delivery service shall not make their own boxes, 
but must buy boxes put on the market by the trusts. I am not 
making these remarks for home consumption, either; I want to 
appeal to the Members of this House to pass a bill allowing the 
patrons of this service to make their own boxes or have them 
made. Gentlemen, why should these people not be allowed to 
make their own boxes? The Post-Oflice Department could say 
what kind of a box should be made, and the patrons of the 
service could easily have boxes made conforming to such re- 
quirements; and they could have boxes made just as good as 
those sold by the trusts, just as good as those the Postmaster- 
General requires them to use, at about one-third of the price 
they are compelied to pay now. 

A few weeks ago I went into a hardware store where a large 
number of these boxes were on sale, and I was told by the pro- 
prietor of that establishment that boxes which he was com- 
pelled to sell for $1.50 could be manufactured for 80 cents. He 
said he was forced to sell at a profit and could not afford to 
charge less than $1.50 for one class of boxes and $1.25 for an- 
other, but that either kind of box shown could be made for 
about 30 cents. I am told that a worthless sort of box is of- 
fered for 50 cents, but the point I am trying to make is this: 
It is wrong to allow the Post-Office Department to say to the 
patrons of this service, “ You must use boxes prescribed by this 
Department or you shall not have your mail delivered to you. 
You shall not make your own boxes. You shall not employ 
some one else to make them, but you must buy from manufac- 
turers who enjoy the favor of this Department or you shall be 
denied the benefit of a service which you yourselves largely 
pay for.” This, Mr. Chairman, is in effect what we allow the 
Post-Office Department to say, and I declare to you it is wrong. 

Why shouldn’t the people be allowed to provide their own 
boxes in accordance with reasonable requirements? Will any 
gentleman rise here and now and give one single reason why 
they should not be accorded this privilege? 

Let the truth come out. Is it not because the Depart:nent 
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wishes to help certain manufacturers? It can not be because 
of the necessity for uniformity in the kind of boxes used, for 
there is no uniformity nor is there any necessity for such uni- 


formity. I believe I have myself seen half a dozen different | 


shapes of boxes. All that is necessary is a box which will keep 
the mail dry. I see no reason why wooden boxes may not be 
used, but I will not press that suggestion. Let the boxes be 
made of sheet iron or any other metal; let the Department 
mike any reasonable and sensible requirement, and then if the 
trusts can put their boxes on the market cheaper than the peo- 
pie can have them made, then the people will probably buy from 
the trusts; but in the name of common decency don’t let a 
ruling stand which requires, compels, forces millions of Ameri- 
can people to patronize the trusts. God knows we are largely 
at the mercy of the trusts anyway, but let us frame a law which 
will stimulate the manufaciure of these boxes in eyery town in 
the land. There are men in almost every town who would be 
glad of the chance to make these boxes at prices less than those 
charged by the trusts. 

I wonder if the companies which make these boxes con- 
tributed anything to the great fund our present Postmaster- 
General raised in the last campaign as chairman of the Re- 
publican National Committee? They certainly should have 
eontributed to that fund, for they are allowed to charge a 
profit of 100, 200, and even 300 per cent for goods manu- 
factured by them and which the people are forced to use. 

In conclusion, I say, Mr. Chairman, if the people of this 
country who use the rural free-delivery service are not allowed 
to have their own boxes made, then the Government should 
at least see to it that they get their trust-made boxes at actual 
cost. I have introduced a bill, now pending before the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, which requires the Post- 
master-General to buy these boxes from the lowest bidder and 
then furnish them to the people through the post-offices of the 
country at actual cost. I do not know why some action is not 
taken to prevent the trusts from extorting money from our 
constituents. I suppose my bill will sleep the eternal sleep of 
nearly all antitrust bills introduced since I have been a Mem- 
ber of this body; but let me tell you, the people are restless un- 
der this great injustice, and the day is not far distant when 
you will hear from them. This unjust requirement of the De- 
partment is one reason why this service is not patronized by 
many of the people. They can not understand why they are 
not allowed to manufacture their own boxes. They know they 
are forced to pay more than the boxes are worth, and rather 
than submit to a flagrant wrong many of them refuse to buy 
boxes. 

Gentlemen, this is an important matter. Thousands, it is 
true, have already paid tribute to the trusts by purchasing boxes, 
but there are thousands who have not, and in the name of or- 
dinary decency, I say, let us emancipate our constituents in 
this matter, at least, as far as possible from the domination of 
monopoly. [Applause.] 

The Clerk read as follows: 

lor the traveling expenses of the President of the United States, his 
attendants and invited guests traveling with him, to be disbursed at 
the discretion of the President, $25,000. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I want to reserve the point of order upon 
the clause just read. 

The CHAIRMAN. On lines 3 to 6, inclusive, on page 94. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I want to offer a substitute 
for that provision. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Weill, I am reserving the point of order. 

Mr. SULZER. I offer the following as a substitute. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. ‘The point of order is first. Mr. Chairman, 
I reserve the point of order, and I wish to ask for unanimous 
consent for ten minutes in which to give my reasons for making 
the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi asks 
unanimous consent for ten minutes. Is there objection? 

Mr. TAWNEY. On the point of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. For the purpose of explaining why he 
makes the point of order. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I reserve the point of order, and ask for 
ten minutes to give my reason for making it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
The chair hears none. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Now, Mr. Chairman, this is really, sub- 
stantially, and in effect an addition to the salary of the Presi- 
dent. It is put here, in the language just read by the Clerk, 
as “traveling expenses.” But it means an increase of the 
salary of 50 per cent. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there are a great many salaries that 
vught to be increased. It is very doubtful, indeed, if Mem- 
bers of the House of Representatives and the Senate ought to 
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serve the people at the present cost of rent and living generally 
in Washington upon as small a salary as they do. They get 
nothing but the salary, and every other year Members of this 
House must run again if they intend to stay in the House. 
Even in a Mississippi district, where it costs no money to go 
into an election, where there is no use of money in any wrong 
way, or even in any ostentatious, legitimate way one can not go 
through one’s district, pay the livery bill, railway fare, hotel 
bills, and the balance of it for less than $800 or $1,000. That 
reduces the salary of-a Member of Congress, say $1,000 every 
two years, or to $4,500 a year, say, in round numbers. In 
addition to that, he must pay for his speeches which go out to 
his constituents, and must go in order that they may have 
adequate knowledge of what he is doing here and sometimes 
they cost a good deal. In my own case, for example—not a 
perfectly fair average example, perhaps—I paid out over $250 
in one week—last week. That, however, is above the average, 
because of the peculiar party situation which I hold. But no 
Member can escape a very considerable expenditure for 


; speeches. Then most Members must in a Congressional or 


Presidential year go on the stump to help their party away from 
home. Seldom, in a Presidential year, do I get over for less 
than $700 to $1,000. There are many other expenses attached 
to the place. One’s net salary, after deducting all these, is be- 
tween $3,500 and $4,000 per year. 

Now, then, Members of Congress can not—or, at any rate, I 
feel as if I couid not—vote to take money out of the Treasury 
and put it in my own pocket, no matter how much it was 
needed, no matter how much it were deserved, no matter how 
inadequate. I have seen but one way by which an increase of 
Congressmen’s salaries might be arrived at. That is for Con- 
gress to pass a resolution asking the defferent States to have 
inserted on the State ticket, when they elect Congressmen at the 
next election, a clause submitting the proposition if Congress- 
men shall have $7,500 a year, with a place to vote “ Yes” and a 
place to vote “No,” a sort of plebiscite, so that Congressmen 
might not themselves be put in the attitude of voting upon a 
question where they had a direct interest, so that the people 
themselves, who pay the money, may decide the question. The 
question if presented here would be a question I could not meet 
by an affirmative vote with my view of what I oughttodo. But, 
although there are many insufficient salaries under the Govern- 
ment—some of the Cabinet officers are perhaps paid too little; 
undoubtedly the Speaker of the House of Representatives is paid 
far too little; undoubtedly the Vice-President of the United 
States is not paid enough—altheugh there are some inadequate 
salaries, the President’s salary is not one of them. The Presi- 
dent of the United States is paid an abundant salary. In the 
first place, he gets $50,000 a year. In the next place, he gets all 
of his clerical aid of every description. He gets upon the rolls of 
the Government nearly every servant, if not every one, who is 
employed about the White House. He gets a house free at the 
public expense. He gets it furnished at the public expense. 


| He gets at the public expense fuel and light and horses and car- 


riages, and even his flowers. We, the people, as I understand, 
pay the expense of all public functions—dinners to ambassadors, 
ete. There is almost nothing that the President pays for ex- 
cept his marketing, traveling, and clothes. So that his salary 
is almost entirely free. Then, all the maintenance is paid for, 
and this is growing, because I notice that while White House 
expenses under Mr. McKinley were about $162,000, in round 
numbers, they are now about $228,000, in found numbers, as I 
rapidly compute it by adding the figures in this bill and in other 
bills that pertain to the subject-matter. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, to leave the point of view that this is an 
increase of salary, and argue it simply as if it were altogether 
and truly just what it appears to be, to wit, traveling expenses, 
I want gentjJemen to note how this reads—not traveling ex- 
penses for the President alone, but “for the President of the 
United States, his attendants;” and not that alone, but “his 
invited guests, traveling with him, to be disbursed at the dis- 
eretion of the President.” 

But if it were simply traveling expenses for the President 
himself, I would not be in favor of it. The. President might 
probably have mileage, like Members of the House or Senate, 
when traveling upon necessary official business, to cover his 
expenses going to his home from the capital and back. But, 
Mr. Chairman, what we want to do is to encourage executive, 


| judicial, and legislative officers not to travel, but to stay at their 


posts of duty. It is getting so that the President of the United 
States and Cabinet officers are constantly jaunting about the 
country, very frequently for social purposes and purposes of 
recreation, still more frequently for political or party reasors 
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and the others are Cabinet officers. If a man has reached as 
high a station as that and has reached the age that these men, 
generally, have reached and yet needs to be taught the geogra- 
phy of the United States of America, he is a hopeless case; 
and if, as some gentlemen say, the object of providing trave!l- 
ing expenses is that they may “ get acquainted with the people 
of the United States, their wishes, and their sentiments,” the 
same remark applies. If a man has been big encugh and broad 
encugh to be President of the United States, he ought to be 
acquainted with the sentiments and the views and the interests 
of the people of the United States as fully as a little bit of 
jaunting about in a private car could acquaint him, and if he 
needs to be educated in acquaintanceship with the people and 
their interests at the expense of the people, then he is the wrong 
man in the wrong place. 

Mr. Chairman, a distinguished American once said—and it 
made the plutocratic gods on the American Olympus shake 
their sides with laughter and scorn and hatred—that the Pres- 
ident of the United States was “ the people’s hired man.” 

In a certain sense that utterance is too narrow; but in an- 
other sense it is absolutely true. He and you and I are the 
people’s hired men, and we are hired to do certain work; we 
are paid certain wages to do it; we are, moreover, paid to re- 
main at our respective posts of duty. There is entirely too 
much traveling around for recreation and sport and for private 
business and on party business, not only upon the part of the 
President and the Cabinet officers, but upon the part of Senators 
and Members of the House of Representatives as well. [Ap- 
plause on. the Democratie side.] Men may just as well get 
the plebeian notion, if you choose to call it so, in their heads, 
that they owe service when they are paid money, just as 
anybody else owes service when he is paid money to attend to 
a certain job; call it a “job,” if you want to, and make the ex- 
pression as plebeian as you choose. A man goes to the people 
of a district, or he goes to the people of the entire country and 
he hays: “I consider myself competent to do certain work. I 
ask you to pay me so much money, title, and honor, and to 
send me to such a place to do it;” and then after he gets to 
the place he seems to think he is a sort of a privileged char- 
acter who is at liberty to do the work or not, just as he chooses. 
He does not consider the people at liberty to pay the money or 
not, just'as they choose. He always collects the money ; I notice 
that. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to continue to reserve the point 
of order in order that others may be heard upon the subject- 
matter, if they choose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi reserves 
the point of order. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following as a sub- 
stitute, and send it to the Clerk’s desk to be read. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. There will be nothing to substitute if the 
point of order is sustained. 

Mr. SULZER. In that case I will offer it as an amendment, 
and to be a new section in the biil. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The substitute is not in order, inasmuch as 
the point of order is pending. 

Mr. SULZER. I should like to have it read now for informa- 
tion, and be considered as pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, it will be read for the 
information of the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That on and after March 4, 1909, the salary of the President of the 
United States shall be $100,000 per annum, and the salary of the 
Vice-President of the United States shall be $25,000 per annum, and 
that the President of the United States shall after his retirement from 
office receive an annual salary of $25,000 per annum for the remainder 
of his life; and that any former President of the United States living 


at the time of the passage of this act shall also receive a salary of 
$25,000 per annum during the remainder of his life. 


Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, is that offered as an amend- 
ment? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is read for information 

Mr. SULZER. That is all at present. I want to have it 
pending. 

Mr. TAWNEY. As I understand, it is just read for informa- 
tion? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks that 
it be read for the information of the House, and serves notice 
that later on he would offer it as a substitute or as an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, have I the floor? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has not. The gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. SmirH] has the floor. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. The gentleman from Mississippi re- 
quests me to yield to him to make an additional statement, and 
I yield simply for that statement. 








The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say this before 
I take my seat, that I am sincerely sorry that there happens 
to be a Republican President when I make the objection, and I 
beg gentlemen will believe that. I would make it much more 
freely if it were a Democratic President, because then my mo- 
tive could not possibly be suspected. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side. ] 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, it has been stated by 
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Wiirtrams] that this would 
amount to an increase of salary of the President of the United 
States. If I believed that he were right in that, I would not 
yote for this proposition myself, for I am opposed to any in- 
crease in the salary of ithe President of the United States. I 
do not so regard this appropriation. From the day that rail- 
roads first came to be operated it has been the practice to ex- 
tend the privilege of free transportation over them to the 
President of the United States. Whatever may be thought of 
the system as applied to others, in my judgment the President 
owes nothing to a railroad company when it hauls him free 
over its lines. There is not a place in the United States where 
a President, of any political party, can travel away from this 
eapital that patriotic people will not hurry to the stations 
where he is to stop to welcome him and to give him generous 
greeting. 

The result is that when the President is about to start upon 
one of these semiofficial trips, the railroads of the country 
are anxious that his special train shall travel free over their 
respective lines. It brings great revenue to the company, be- 
cause of the great number of persons who crowd into the towns 
along the line of the route to welcome the Chief Magistrate. 
The President’s trip being thus a means of revenue and not an 
expense to the railroad company, I personally see no objection 
to his riding in a special train without paying for it, though I con- 
cede the soundness of all the arguments that are made against 
free transportation for others. It will scareely be claimed that 
when other public officials, beneath the rank of President, travel 
free over the roads they attract such attention as to compensate 
the company for whatever expense is incident to hauling them. 
I therefore think there is no impropriety in the President riding 
in free trains, even though there be an impropriety in other 
people riding free over the railroads of the United States. 

Mr. SIMS. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Yes. 

Mr. SIMS. Then why not, right now, when we are legislat- 
ing on the pass question, make the President exempt from it? 
I think you are exactly right about it, and I do not see any sense 
and never have seen any in prohibiting the President from 
accepting the courtesies of a railroad company under the cir- 
cumstances you name. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I am not on the conference committee 
on the rate bill, and I do not know what can or what can not 
be done; but I do know that by the rate bill as it passed the 
Senate and came to this House, and by the rate bill as it came 
from the committee of conference, as I understand it, the Presi- 
dent is deprived of the privilege of riding over any railroad in 
the United States. Thus, by this material change in the law, 
his expenses have been vastly increased. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. May I make an inquiry? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. This bill does not provide for increas- 
ing the salary of the President of the United States, but it 
provides for the payment of an expense which has been imposed 
upon the President of the United States by legislation at this 
session of Congress 1bout to pass into law. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa yield to 
the gentleman from Tennessee? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Certainly. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I want to suggest to the gentle- 
man that under the present law the President has not the right 
to take free transportation. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I am not prepared, Mr. Chairman, to 
express an opinion upon the much-mooted question whether 
that is true or not. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. It has been passed upon in a 
general way by the Cooley Commission and by the Federal 
courts, and from the construction of the statute by them clearly 
the President has no right to use free passes in interstate 
transportation. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I have heard that it was illegal for 
him to ridé in a free train. I have heard it disputed. I have 
heard no one claim that he could not buy a single ticket and 
then ride in a special train. 3 

Nobody claims, so far as I know, that he could not pay a 
nominal price for a special train. Now, we have swelled his 
expenses. The question is whether we pay those expenses OF 
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are we going to contract the salary of the President of the 


United States 50 per cent at this session of Congress? It is 
not becoming that the President of the United States when he 
travels to greet these people should be compelled to travel 
without the conveniences of modern railroad life. The places 
where his schedule requires him to stop are not places where 
regular trains make suflicient stop for his purpose. It is abso- 
lutely essential upon one of these tours that he should travel 
in a special train. It is absolutely essential that he shall take 
with him some of his attendants. It is in accordance with all 
precedent that he shall take with him representatives of the 
press, his invited guests. It is customary for him when he 
reaches the boundaries of a State there to meet representatives 
of that State to welcome him to its soil. It is customary for the 
governor, the highest functionaries of state, to come to the State 
line to greet him and to ride upon his train. Are we going to 
penuriously say that we will pay the expenses of the President 
that we have imposed upon him by our own legislation, but we 
will not let him take his wife or his children with him, we will 
not let him take his attendants with him, we will not let him 
take with him the representatives of the press on his train, and 
when distinguished citizens of the State come to meet and wel- 
come him to the State he must not invite them to ride upon his 
train because the train is paid for by the Federal Government? 

It seemed to this committee that this was a provision to pre- 
vent the reduction of the salary of the President of the United 
States, and that the language here chosen covered just the 
classes of people that a generous, patriotic people would want 
to provide for during the trip of the President throughout this 
land. I know of no section of this country in which the Presi- 
dent for the time being is not welcome, and it was gratifying 
to the people of all the country to see the splendid reception 
accorded the present President on his last tour through the 
Southern States. Are we to be told now after this splendid 
welcome that these trips are of no value; that they ought not 
to be made; that the American people do not want an oppor- 
tunity to see their Chief Magistrate and have him see them, but 
that it is his duty to place himself at the capital, not to venture 
out of it for the term of his service as President, and for that 
reason we will not pay his traveling expenses? [Applause.] 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I want to say a few words in 
regard to the matter now under consideration. I do not desire 
to discuss this provision appropriating $25,000 a year to pay 
the President’s traveling expenses. It is undoubtedly subject 
to a point of order. What I want to talk briefly about is the 
subject-matter contained in the bill which has just been read 
at the Clerk’s desk—a bill that I introduced at the beginning 
of this session of Congress—to increase the salary of the Presi- 
dent of the United States so that he can afford to pay his own 
expenses wherever he goes and whenever he travels. 

Now, I agree in part with the remarks of the gentleman from 
Mississippi, that the salaries of most of the officials of the 
Government are inadequate and too small at the present time. 
They should in many instances be increased. The Congress 
should appoint a joint committee, in my opinion, before we 


adjourn, consisting of the Members of the House and of the | 


Senate, to revise the salary list of the officials of the United 
States and report their conclusions and recommendations to us 
at the beginning of the next session. 

There is a demand to-day by the people of this country in 
favor of increasing the salary of the President. We all know 
the expenses at the White House sre very large, and I do not 
believe that the Chief Magistrate of the land can save a dollar 
out of the salary of $50,000 a year. My bill provides that the 
salary of the President shall be $100,000 a year, but by reason 
of the prohibition of the Constitution it can not take effect 
during the incumbency of the present occupant. I do not be- 
lieve there is an intelligent taxpayer in the country to-day who 
objects to paying the President a salary of $100,000 a year. 
It is little enough, all things considered. In comparison with 
the salaries of Presidents of other countries, the salary of 
$50,000 a year that we are now paying the President is simply 
ridiculous. I have no doubt that if the Members of this House 
were given an opportunity to vote on this bill of mine in ac- 
cordance with the wishes of their constituents it would be 
adopted by an overwhelming majority. This bill provides 
that it shall not take effect until the 4th of March, 1909. It 
can not apply by virtue of the terms of the Constitution to the 
present incumbent. It gives the Vice-President a salary of 
$25,000 a year, and ex-Presidents during their lives._a salary of 
$25,600 annually. It is a good and a just bill, and it should be 
the law. 

It will be remembered that before the last Congress ad- 
jeurned there was a bill of a similar character pending in this 
House, and the people all over the country sent up a cry in 
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favor of passing it. The newspapers generally of the country— 
voicing public opinion—were in favor of it. It failed to pass, 
however, during the closing days of the last session of the 
Fifty-eighth Congress. Now, we ought to pass this bill. It 
ought to be made a law now, so that the next President will 
receive a salary commensurate with the great duties and the 
high responsibilities of the great office of President of the 
United States. The bill has been pending for months in the 
Committee on Appropriations. I have done all I could to get it 
reported, but thus far without avail. I hope no objection will 
be made to it now and that it will be adopted as an amendment 
to this appropriation bill. We are a rich country and a great 
country, and we can afford to pay our President and our Vice- 
President a decent salary. We are entirely too parsimonious 
in regard to this matter, all things considered. We are paying 
our officials to-day practically the same amounts that we paid 
years and years ago. Many of the salaries paid to-day to great 
officials of the Government are ludicrous when we consider what 
these officials could earn in private life. The people of this 
country want honest officials and competent employees, and, in 
my judgment, they do not object to paying them comparatively 
fair and just compensation for the services they render. 

Now, sir, I believe that if we adopt this bill, if we agree to 
this amendment offered by me, that it will meet with the approval 
of the people of the country. I do not believe they want to be 
small or mean or niggardly in regard to the pay of the great 
officials of this Government. We are paying practically, as I 
said, many of them to-day just what their predecessors re- 
ceived at the beginning of the Government, when we were a 
small Republic of thirteen States, with a population of only a 
few millions. To-day we are the greatest Republic in the world. 
To-day we are the greatest power on earth. To-day we are the 
richest country in all the ages, and destined to grow greater and 
richer. We ought to pay our officials compensation commen- 
surate with their responsibilities and adequate to the duties 
they are obliged to perform. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I dislike 
exceedingly to differ upon any question with the distinguished 
leader of the minority party, but the duty of disagreement in 
this case is rendered less disagreeable by reason of the fact 
that this is not and can not be regarded in any sense of the 
word as a party question. It is true that the expenses of main- 
taining the Executive Office have greatly increased since the 
beginning of the Government, but the country itself has grown 
marvelously in the interval. It has increased from 3,000,000 
to 80,600,000 in population. Its wealth has vastly increased, 
the habits of our people have become more expensive, and there 
is a greater demand for greater expenditure on the part of the 
President than there has been before in the history of the 
country. 

I can not regard this item for traveling expenses as in any 
sense an increase of-the salary of the President. To prove 
that it is an increase of the salary we would have to be shown 
that the President has in the past been paying his traveling 
expenses out of his private purse. I believe the contrary is 
the fact. It can not be regarded as an increase of the salary, 
but only a proper provision for the traveling expenses of the 
incumbent of the highest office in the country. The President 
is obliged to give great public entertainments, and this must 
coine, if his salary is not sufficient to pay it, out of his private 
purse. I can not agree with the statement that it is not repre- 
hensible on the part of the President to ride upon a railroad 
pass. He is obliged to sign or veto laws affecting railroads, 
and riding at the favor of a railroad certainly puts him under 
some obligation to that railroad, high as his office is, and makes 
it more difficult to discharge justly his duties to the whole peo- 
ple, in the event of railroad legislation being brought to him 
for his signature or veto. I believe that we ought not to re- 
quire the President to ride upon a railroad pass. A few years 
ago there was much criticism of the President’s extensive 
travel throughout the country because of the fact that the 
railroads provided him and his friends, his political as well 
as his personal friends, with free transportation, with food, 
with drink, and with cigars. That bill was borne by the rail- 
roads. I do not think that is a good practice. I would like 
to see it discontinued, and I trust that if this money is voted 
no President of the United States will use it for political pur- 
poses, but will use it only for legitimate purposes, according to 
the intent of the act. If he does not find it necessary to use 
the whole $25,000, the unused portion will go back inte the 
Treasury. 

I find that the expense of maintaining the President’s office 
has very largely increased, and I think it is well to read the 
items to the House, so that we may know exactly what the 
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bill is for maintaining that office. First, there is $50,000 for 
salary, $4,000 for the improvement and maintenance of the 
Executive Mansion grounds, $35,000 for repairs to the White 
House and refurnishing it, and for the furnishing and driving 
of horses, ete., $85,000 this year for extraordinary repairs to 
the White House, $6,000 for fuel, $9,000 for conservatory and 
greenhouses, $3,000 for repairs to greenhouses, $25,000 for 
traveling expenses, $18,800 for lighting the Executive Mansion 
and grounds, $510 for six are lights on the grounds, $20,000 
for the contingent fund of the President, $66,000 for clerk hire, 
ete., and $11,000 for the protection of the person of the Presi- 
dent. There is an aggregate of $283,310. That is a very large 
sun, but, in my judgment, a sum that is justified, in view of 
the great growth of the nation. If we had a system of taxa- 
tion that would cause all taxes to fall equally on the shoulders 
of the people, then the proportionate share of each of our 
80,000,000 citizens for maintaining the expenses of this office 
would be one-third of 1 cent in each year, and for my part I 
would gladly contribute my one-third of 1 cent. ' 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I believe that the President ought to 
travel when Congress is not in session. There is a legitimate 
demand for his presence in all sections of the country. I think 
it would be difficult to overestimate the value from an educa- 
tional standpoint, and otherwise, of the visits of the Executive 
among the people of the United States. I believe he ought to be 
allowed to travel in such a way as to leave him entirely free of 
all obligations to the railroads of the country. It is much bet- 
ter, it is much more decent, in my judgment, for the people to 
pay the bills themselves, and I will gladly vote for this trifling 
sum of $25,000 for that purpose. [Applause.] 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me 
we are confronted with a situation that deserves at least our 
thoughtful consideration of this subject. It looks now as 
though it is soon to be illegal for any public official to ride upon 
a pass. Not only that, but that measure seems to have the ap- 
proval of the great mass of our countrymen. Now, the Presi- 
dent will be placed in this anomalous position. He must 
remain at home and have no traveling expenses or he must, if he 
travels, pay his own expenses, or the Government must pay 
them, or he must accept the courtesies of the railroads, and doing 
the last named he does as President that which Representatives, 
Senators, and members of the Supreme Court are not allowed 
by law to do. Do we want to place him in that position before 
the country where from the time he starts upon a journey 
he is confronted by the declaration: “* You are doing that which 
is illegal in accepting transportation from the railroads;” or 
compel him to pay his own expenses? I was very glad to hear 
in the remarks made by the gentleman from Massachusetts, who 
always says something when he talks, a timely suggestion, that 
no Chief Executive ought to be allowed to use one dollar of this 
money, if it is voted, for political purposes in traveling‘ about 
the country, promoting in a partisan way his own political 
fortunes. It would be a prostitution of the public money of the 
country did he take that advantage of the people’s generosity 
toward him, but he should use it, not as a politician, not as a 
Republican, not as a Democrat, but as the chiefest of Americans. 

Mr. SIMS. Who could possibly, with any kind of delicacy, 
raise any such question upon the President of the United States? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Oh, a great many things have 
happened in this country we did not expect to happen, and that 
might. I think the suggestion is a good one, and if this item 
is to pass, here is the time and place to make it, not in the heat 
of a political campaign, when some one may be misconstrued or 
construed for partisan purposes as abusing this privilege. I do 
not agree with the gentleman from Iowa, if I understood him 
rightly, that the President virtually pays his own way by the 
popularity and increased traffic he gives to the road. 

There is scarcely a Member of Congress who does not pay 
his own way to every political meeting he attends, on the 
same theory that he carries enough passengers to that meet- 
ing who would not otherwise go to reimburse the railroad for 
carrying him, and oftentimes much more. I hope that in 
future years, when our Presidents retire from that great office, 
they will not have to be like two or three of their prede- 
cessors were—virtually buried at the public expense; others 
compelled to sell their libraries and their personal effects to 
eke out an existance in comparative poverty after having held 
the greatest office in the Republic. Let us pay enough that 
our Presidents may at least live in dignified retirement when 
they go out of office, and have enough left to give them respect- 
ful burial. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani- 
mous consent that 1 may proceed for five minutes, 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
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gentleman from Michigan. 
none. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I thoroughly agree with the 
gentleman from Mississippi that we are not receiving enough 
as Members of this House. One of the saddest things to me 
is to see a man who has held honorable position in public life, 
who has given years of honest and faithful service to his 
country, paid simply enough to meet his current expenses, 
and when no longer able to serve, is compelled to live at the 
roadside in comparative poverty while others pass and repass 
who have grown rich while he has been serving his country 
for just enough to meet his actual necessities. I am not ex- 
travagant, but there has not been a month since this Congress 
convened that I have lived within my salary allowance, and L 
am willing to open my books to my constituents or to the 
country to show them that not one single dollar has been 
squandered or misused. 

So with many Members here on both sides of the Chamber ; 
yet if the honorable gentleman from Mississippi would submit 
his proposition, with a referendum clause, to the vote of the 
people, I predict that not 10 per cent in his district or in mine 
would vote $7,500 as the salary to a Member of Congress; nor 
in other districts. Not because the people are penurious, but 
because they do not understand the necessity for the large ex- 
penses which a Member must incur. 

The Vice-President and the Cabinet officers are not receiving 
enough. We are sending them back to private life with their 
fortunes depleted, or in debt, after having demanded of them a 
certain style of living, to comport with the dignity of the posi- 
tion they are called to fill, by expending several times more 
than they receive. It ought not to be so. The gentleman from 
New York has said that this is a great country; a rich country. 
I would not take advantage of its greatness or its richness, 
but I do believe that the servant is worthy of his hire, whether 
it be in public life or elsewhere, not that salaries should be ex- 
travagant, but that they should be commensurate with the situ- 
ation we are called to fill and the day and age in which we live. 

I confess I feel like criticising the members of the subcom- 
mittee in reporting the large amount that they do for White 
House repairs. After we had expended nearly $700,000 upon 
that mansion, then to bring in a bill of $70,000 in a single 
twelve months to reupholster furniture that you can scarcely 
see a tarnish on; to regild furniture and pictures that do not 
need it. The President does not ask it. An attaché, taking a 
pride in his position, who wanted to see the White House a 
gilded palace, says: “It is at my suggestion, and not the Presi- 
dent’s, that I am asking this $70,000.” I say, with my friend, 
make this appropriation and let the President pay his fare, and 
let him ride as we ride—by paying our way—and not put him 
under obligation to the railroads nor impoverish his private ex- 
chequer. [Loud applause. ] 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, some few days ago some re- 
marks I made in the House touching ambassadors’ salaries, 
while understood by the House, were so inaccurately reported 
in the press as to produce an impression entirely different from 
that I desired to convey. Inasmuch as there has been consid- 
erable editorial comment, I have taken advantage of this oppor- 
tunity to state my views in regard to salaries generally, and the 
attitude that Congress ougbt to take. 

In my humble judgment there ought not to be any office 
within the gift of the people that can not be accepted by any 
man possessed of the mental and moral qualifications without 
any sacrifice in any unreasonable degree in a financial way. I 
believed when I spoke before, I believe now, that our ambassa- 
dors should be supplied with legations, and that in many in- 
stances their salaries should be increased. I want to do away 
with the condition of affairs that makes possible the acceptance 
of such offices by men of large means only. But I took occasion 
then, I think not inappropriately, to call attention to the idea 
that this Government was a government of democracy and sim- 
plicity ; and that while the people believe in good living, they 
do not believe in any extravagant display of wealth, neither do 
they believe that a man should be appointed to high place be- 
cause of his ability to expend large sums from his private purse 
in public entertainment. 

In regard to the item now before the committee, I have no 
doubt. I believe that this Congress ought to pass such a provi- 
sion, and I hope that the point of order will not be made. I 
believe the President of the United States ought to visit dif- 
ferent parts of the country. I believe it is good for him; I 
believe it is good for the people among whom he goes. Much 
of the misunderstanding that grows up, and which causes nearly 
all the political bitterness that exists in American public life is 
due to the lack of understanding between the different sections 
of the country. 


[After a pause.] The Chair hears 
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If the men from the North could travel south during the 
recess of Congress and the men from the South could travel 
north. we would see an end forever of the bitterness which at 
times has divided this House, a bitterness often due to geograph- 
ical causes rather than anything else. [Applause.] ‘Therefore 
I am heartily in favor of making it possible for the President 
to travel, and to travel in dignity. He could not take the time 
from his duties here unless during his traveling he was pro- 
vided with facilities that would enable him to transact business 
en route from place to place. To do that requires special ac- 
commodations—a special train, special equipment—and that 
should not be asked either as a gratuity from the railroad com- 
panies or as a private expenditure on the part of the President 
himself, but should be borne by the country at large. [Ap- 
plause.]| I want to see a proper provision made, not only in 
regard to the President’s salary, but in regard to some other 
salaries. I believe that while this Congress could not vote to 
incrense the salaries of its Members during the life of this 
Congress, nor could it follow that detestable example once set 
of voting back pay to its Members, there is no reason in 
morils, in delicacy, or in anything else that should estop this 
Congress from fixing the salary to be paid to Congressmen in 
the future and then let every man go back to his constituents 
and justify his vote according as he sees fit. I for one believe 
the constituency that I have the honor to represent would 
gladly see an increase in the salaries of Members. I want the 
increase, because there has been a corresponding increase in 
the cost of living, not because I want to see Members of Con- 
gress, the President, or Cabinet officers, or our foreign repre- 
sentatives living in any extravagant style. No man who knows 
me will doubt that I am sincere in what I have had to say in 
regard to plain living. The distinction between the living of 
men of refinement and culture and the living of men whose 
wealth is so newly acquired as to make them desire to parade 


_ it before the world is apparent to any one of sound judg- 


ment—— 

Mr. SPERRY. 
man one question. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. SPERRY. You are advocating an increase of salary for 
Members of Congress at a proper time. Now, here are the 
Members’ clerks. Would you increase the salaries of Members 
at a proper time and leave the clerks on $1,200 a year, who are 
the assistants of Congressmen? 

Mr. SHERLEY. If I was going to control the matter, I would 
do away with a great many makeshifts. I would do away with 
mileage, which is an outrage, because it gives to one Member 
who lives a thousand miles away from Washington a very large 
addition to his salary and gives to a Member who lives close to 
Washington practically no addition to his salary. I would do 
away with the stationery account, which is a relic of the past. 
I would do away with all the little accessories, and I would 
come out in the open and vote ourselves $7,500 a year, believing 
that we are entitled to it, and then I might consider the proposi- 
tion with regard to Members’ clerks, but I do not consider that 
it is anything like as pressing a proposition. I think it is per- 
fectly possible to get good men, glad to have the place, at that 
sum. I do not consider that that is anything like as pressing 
as the other. And in speaking in regard to the salaries of 
Congressmen, I was not undertaking to determine what should 
be the salary of every particular man who is employed by the 
Government. That is a little bit bigger contract than I should 
like to undertake now. 

Mr. SPERRY. I think there is far more necessity for in- 
creasing the salaries of Members’ clerks than for increasing 
the salaries of Members of Congress. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Well, of course, the gentleman has his own 
opinion in regard to what clerks should be paid, but I am not 
discussing that question. 

Mr. SPERRY. Would you not favor that? 

Mr. SHERLEY. I will meet that question when it is pre- 
sented, I will say to the gentleman. The one thing that I 
desire to impress upon this committee is this fact—that the 
true test in regard to the salary that should be paid to any 
officer in the public service is this: Is that salary such a one 
as will enable the man, without regard to his private fortune, 
to accept the place and live with the dignity that the demands 
of the office place upon him without necessitating his making 
a great pecuniary sacrifice? If the salary is sufficient for that, 
it ought not to be raised beyond it. If it is insufficient under 
that test, it ought to be raised so that the man shall have a 
proper compensation and not be required to serve the public at a 
personal disadvantage to himself. 

Mr. SIMS. You would not raise the salary of yourself, a 
Member, for the term for which you have been elected? 


Mr. Chairman, I should like to ask the gentle- 














Mr. SHERLEY. Of course not. No honest man would break 
faith with his people. Having accepted the office on the terms 
of $5,000 a year, if he does not want to serve on the terms 
under which he took it, he can resign. 

Mr. SIMS. But a Senator holds his office for six years. 
What are you going to do about him? 

Mr. SHERLEY. I would give him the same salary that I 
would give to Members of this House. The point I make is that 
there is no reason why the House should hesitate to legislate in 
regard to our salaries in future Congresses. We are the only 
body on earth that can legislate as to the salaries of Congress- 
men. And shall we be so cowardly that, believing in our own 
souls it should be done, we are not willing to vote for it for fear 
some man might impugn our motives? I for one would be will- 
ing to vote to-morrow for a bill increasing the salaries of Con- 
gressmen to $7,500, and making it take effect at the beginning 
of the Sixtieth Congress, and let the Members of this House then 
go back to their constituents, as all of us have to go back, and 
justify our vote. 

Mr. SIMMS. What about Senators who hold through the 
Sixtieth Congress? 

Mr. SHERLEY. The Senate would await the verdict of the 
people at this election, and then vote on the bill at the short 
session following. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. In former Congresses the Senators 
increased the hire of their clerks to $1,500 a year, and recently, 
at this session of Congress, they have increased their salaries to 
$1,800 a year. 

Mr. SHERLEY. My response to the gentleman is simply that 
I do not desire to broaden out this discussion so as to include 
that proposition. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. It is along the same lines. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I have no objection to the gentleman stat- 
ing his own views of that subject. 


Mr. HENRY of Texas. I thought it ought to go into the 
REcoRD. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. I differ with the fundamental principle 


laid down by the gentleman from Kentucky. I would like to 
see a state of things where, whenever a man accepts a public 
office, of high legislative or executive character, he would know 
beforehand that he had to hold it at some personal or financial 
sacrifice, because that would weed out and keep out very many 
greedy, selfish, and purely self-seeking and money-seeking people 
frem the public service. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, as to whether the people of the United 
States would or would not indorse a proposition to increase the 
salaries of Members of the House and Senate if submitted to 
them on a plebiscite, I, of course, can not say, but I believe that 
they would, and I believe that they are the proper parties to 
pass upon it. I think still that the question ought to be sub- 
mitted to them and not to us ourselves, the parties interested. 
I agree with the gentleman from Kentucky that there ought 
to be “ preper provision for the salary of the President,” but I 
have just argued that there is “a proper provision” for the 
President’s salary. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in this connection I want to read a part 
of the language of section 1, article 2, of the Constitution of the 
United States: 

The President shall, at stated times, receive for his services a com- 
pensation which shall neither be increased nor diminished during the 
period for which he shall have been elected. 

Now, if it stopped there there might be some reasonable room 
for constructive doubt about the meaning, but it goes on: 

And he shall not receive, within that period, any other emolument 
from the United States or any of them. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman from Mississippi right 
there explain how an appropriation to pay the traveling ex- 
penses of the President, to be expended only when he does 
actually travel, constitutes an emolument? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. By the simplest course of reasoning in the 
world. If we did not pay it, he would have to. That is a very 
simple answer. He gets exactly the same pecuniary advantage 
both ways. 

Mr. YOUNG. Will the gentleman permit me? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes. 

Mr. YOUNG. Will the gentleman from Mississippi explain 
how it differs from the provision furnishing a residence for the 
President, which he would have to pay for if we did not fur- 
nish it? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. It does not differ at all, but that was done 
by general law. Before any President ever lived there we pro- 
vided by law for a mansion; for furnishing and keeping it fur- 
nished and repaired. It is our house -and not the President’s. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Massachusetts seems 
to think that the only alternative—if the country does not pay 
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the President’s traveling expenses—is they should be paid by the 
railroad companies. That is not the alternative. The alterna- 
tive, and a very right one, is that he should act as any other 
American gentleman does when he goes traveling. He can ride 
down to the depot, buy him a section in a Pullman palace car 
and a railroad ticket, and go on. Now, immediately I know that 
in some of your minds arises the idea that he would be in per- 
sonal danger. Gentleman, as sure as you are born, if you look 
at the matter from a psychological standpoint, you will conclude 
with me that the President who was not surrounded by any de- 
gree of mystery would be absolutely safer to-day than the 
President who is surrounded by it. General Grant could walk 
out on the streets when he chose, step over to the Riggs House 
and buy a cigar, and loiter down Pennsylvania avenue. 

The human mind is a curious thing. The old idea of for- 
bidden fruit and the effect of the fruit being forbidden prevails 
throughout it. The man that anybody can kill nobody wants 
to kill. If you and I to-day, as Members of the House, or if 
Senators, were surrounded by detectives and by guards; if when- 
ever we went traveling it was thought that we had to go in 
such a way as that, nobody could get at us—there would be 
anarchists of all sorts, lunatics and fools taking pop shots 
at you and me all the time. [Laughter.] That may seem 
curious, but from my knowledge of psychology I believe every 
word of it. It might perhaps work hard for the first Presi- 
dent who tried it, but after getting accustomed to it, I know 
that on the whole it would be safer for everybody. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, my friend from Michigan [Mr. Garp- 
NEB], aS I said, says that the Presidents when they are going 
around on these tours to be paid for by the people, if this 
provision is enacted, ought not to make political speeches. Of 
course they ought not to make party speeches, but they are 
bound to; they can’t help it; it is human nature. Suppose 
the gentleman was a Republican President, and he was going 
around making speeches to the country. What would he make 
speeches on? Public questions; and he could not possibly make 
a speech on a public question from any other standpoint than 
a Republican standpoint. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi has expired. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. 
more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi asks that 
his time be extended five minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. If I were President and going around mak- 
ing speeches upon publie issues,and public questions, and those 
are the only questions the people want to hear a President upon, 
as a rule—he may go now and then to an exposition and open 
something [great laughter]—I mean the fair, though other 
things are sometimes opened there, things with corks in them— 
I notice that even there the President’s speech is always sea- 
soned with his political bias or cast of thinking. If I were 


I ask unanimous consent for five minutes 


President going around making speeches they would bear the | 


political cast of my party for the simple reason that I would 


not know how to make them any other way, if I were talking | 
My Democracy is absolutely in- | 


about public questions at all. 
grained in me and just as much a part of my mental fiber as 
one of these muscles is of my bodily fiber, and there would be no 


possibility of my divorcing myself from it, and so it is with all | 


of them. 

So it comes down practically to this, that the country does to 
a large extent—if it undertakes to do it at all—the country will 
to a very large extent pay the traveling expenses of the Presi- 
dent for the purpose of making party speeches, speeches tinged 
with partisanship, but that would be as fair for one party as 
the other, and I would not complain about that. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to call attention to something 
else. There is my friend Mr. GARDNER, from Michigan. He is 
one of the best Democrats spelled with a little “d” that I know 
of, and yet unconsciously so much has this medern spirit in- 
habited within us, unconsciously this morning he spoke of the 
Presidents of the United States after they had retired from office 
going back to private positions after having worn the “American 
crown.” There is no American crown; that idea is what we 
want to get rid of. We want to get rid of that idea. And my 
friend from New York, Mr. Sutzer, compares the President’s 
salary with that of “other potentates,” and this spirit is all 
around in the air. We ought not to pension Presidents, either. 
i disagree with the gentleman from Michigan there, too. 

A good deal has been said lately about what we are going to 
do with our ex-Presidents. What are we going to do with our 
blacksmiths, what are we going to do with our Senators, what 
are we going to do with our Members of Congress, our judges, 
our carpenters, our dentists, our doctors, and lawyers? Give 





them equal opportunities and equal burdens under a free gov- 
ernment! That is what we are going to do with them, and 
that is all we ought to do with them. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] Is a man to be forever the favored of a nation 
because he has been for a while its favorite? Gentlemen have 
come and talked to me about putting Presidents or officials 
here in Washington on a pension list, and I have said to them, 
“All right, if you will adopt the same rule for everybody—for 
the peor old blacksmith and the poor old carpenter, who have 
worn themselves down working for a scanty livelihood, and in 
old age are unable to support themselves. If you are going 
to rank paternalism like they have in Germany, your position 
is at least debatable; but when you want to select the already 
favored ones to make them more favored and to keep up the 
favoritism for life, regardless of the question of service, it is 
not even debatable.” [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I believe that Congress 
should appropriate for the traveling expenses of the President. 
I stated that frankly when consulted about it a short time ago. 
I am unable to distinguish in principle between paying his trav- 
eling expenses and furnishing him with a house, with servants, 
with horses, with carriages, and with the other conveniences and 
comforts necessary for him to live ina proper way. Itis not pos- 
sible for the President of the United States to travel in the same 
manner that an ordinary citizen does. It is necessary that he 
be in a position to transact public business wherever he be, and 
for that reason he necessarily is accompanied by certain attend- 
ants and assistants. The American people have come to re- 
gard it as a right to know all of the time what the President is 
doing, and what his particular status happens to be. For that 
reason it has always been the custom to have a certain number 
of representatives of the press accompany the President upon his 
trips about the country. I am not in entire sympathy with the 
committee in the form in which this item appears in the bill, 
and I think I am safe in saying that the minority of the com- 
mittee were more inclined to support a provision which, if no 
point had been made to this provision, would have been offered 
as an amendment, and which would have provided “for the 
traveling expenses: of the President, members of his family, 
attendants, representatives of the press, and officials of the 
United States accompanying him” on his travels. Beyond that, 
Mr. Chairman, I do not believe we should go. If the Presi- 
dent desires to have some personal friend, some man in private 
life, accompany him upon a part or upon all of a trip to some 
portion of the country, there is not only no obligation, but no 
reason to expect the American people to bear that expense. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, will my colleague permit an 
interruption? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I want just to make a statement as to the 
committee’s purpose in using the language it has in carrying 
this appropriation. We all know that in traveling from one 
State to another it is the custom for the President to invite 
the governor and other State officials to accompany him threugh 
that State or through a part of the State, and he must neces- 
sarily, therefore, have some invited guests, guests that he would 
be practically compelled to have. It was to meet that condi- 
tion, in order to avoid any complication in the Auditor’s office 
or the Comptroller’s office, that we put in the words “ invited 
guests,” and I think everybody recognizes the fact that the 
President traveling throughout the country must necessarily 
have a smaller or greater number of invited guests. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I understood that was the purpose, but 
I know of no reason why the Federal Government should pay 
the traveling expenses of the governor of some State or of 
some distinguished gentlemen who wish the privilege of riding 
a portion of the distance through the State with the President. 
I would be only teo happy to pay my traveling expenses for an 
opportunity to travel upon a train with a Democratic Presi- 
dent throughout the entire State of New York. [Laughter and 
applause.] I know that any Democratic governor of that 
State would be equally pleased to pay his expenses, not only 
with a Democratic President, but with a Republican President. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I ask unanimous consent to continue 
for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks unan- 
imous consent that he may continue for five minutes. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York vield 
to the gentleman from Iowa? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. The gentleman from New York speaks 
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about invited guests being paid for by the President or some- 
body. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. No; by the people; by the Government. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. The gentleman said if the President 
wanted to inyite his guests to go with him, the Government 
ought not to pay for it. Could the gentleman suggest any 
practical way in which that could be arranged, in view of the 
fact that no fares are collected on special trains. What would 
he expect the President to do? To put back into the Treasury 
an amount equal to the fare of each invited guest when it cost 
no extra money to have this guest with him? Would he expect 
the President to make a computation of what the board of each 
guest cost at his table and to turn that into the Treasury? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. If it does not cost anything to carry 
these people, there is no necessity for authority to pay for 
them. If it does cost, it is objectionable. I understand that the 
train is furnished—I am not in the habit of hiring special 
trains—but that the practice is to charge so much for the train 
or car regardless of the number of persons occupying it, so that 
if the President would be charged so much regardless of 
whether he had Tom Smith or John Jones with him, then there 
is no additional pay for the fact that John Jones accompanied 
him. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. But suppose this guest sits at the 
President’s table on this train and eats a portion of the food? 
Are you going to require the President to make an accounting 
and ascertain how much that is worth which his guest eats? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Oh, no; I think that is quibbling. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. It may seem like quibbling, but that 
is just why the language was put in to cover identically that 
class of transaction, and it seems to me that it is a small 
matter to complain of being paid along with the other expenses 
of the trip. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, my objection is, as al- 
ready stated, upon the ground that it goes beyond what Con- 
gress should do. I am inclined always to accept the estimate 
of the President of the money required for his comfort and 
convenience as President of the United States. 
clined to inquire too closely as to whether one sum or another 
will be proper. I am willing to let the President determine 
that. But in legislating, in determining the particular use to 
which money can be put, I think that the same care and par- 
ticularity should be used and exercised regardless of whether 
it be the President or some other official. It seems to me that 
if provision were made for the traveling expenses to cover the 
classes indicated that there could not be objection that it was 
not sufficiently broad. I believe that it is wise, from my 
point of view—I may differ from others—for the President to 
go about.. I recollect some years ago I stood on a very cold 
day for many hours in order simply to get a glimpse of a man 
who was at that time the governor of the State of New York. 
It is a very rare thing for the President to visit many sections 
of the country, and my opinion is that it contributes to the 
welfare and is beneficial to the entire country to have the 
people, if possible, see and rejoice in the presence of the 
Chief Magistrate of the country. For that reason I heartily 
favor provision for him to go about the country. I do not 
fear that this can be construed as an “emolument” under the 
provisions of the Constitution, because the term “ emolument ” 
as defined in the dictionaries means reward for labor, com- 
pensation for services ; and this can in no sense be taken in that 
light. 

Mr. 
ment.” 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The Constitution says he shall receive 
no increased compensation or any other emolument. Now, the 
term ‘“emolument,”’ as defined in Worcester’s Dictionary, is 
“profit from labor,” or “ compensation for services, pecuniary 
gain, profit, lucre, pay.” I can not see in any way how there 
can be any personal gain to an occupant of the White House 
by having the President’s expenses paid when traveling, any 
more than you could say that it would be personal gain to him 


WILLIAMS. It says, “either compensation or emolu- 


if Congress would authorize an additional horse or an addi- | 


tional carriage or additional clerk or servant. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I move that all debate on the pending para- 
graph and amendments thereto be closed. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 
this on the point of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. No; the point of order was reserved. 

Mr. TAWNEY. This motion is on closing debate. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I now make the point of order. 

Mr. SIMS. I would ask the gentleman from Minnesota if he 
will allow me just three minutes? 

Mr. TAWNEY. The gentleman used about half an hour’s 
time this afternoon. 


Is not 


I am not in- | 
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Mr. SIMS. That was on the mail boxes; this is on some- 
thing more important. 

Mr. TAWNEY. This matter has been discussed now over an 
hour. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion, inasmuch as the 
gentleman from Mississippi has made the point of order, 
it is the duty of the Chair to decide, unless some gentleman de- 
sires to address the Chair on the point of order. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I wish to state the point of order; first, 
it is the change of existing law, and, secondly, it is in contra- 
vention of the Constitution of the United States. 

Mr. SMITH of Iewa. A parliamentary inquiry. Was not the 
motion to close debate made before the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi made the point of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The power to close debate rests with the 
committee; the power to close debate on a point of order rests 
with the Chair. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary in- 
quiry. When a motion is made to close debate and a point of 
order is made thereafter, would the point of order take prece- 
dence of the motion to close debate? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks so, because if the para- 
graph is ruled out there is no necessity for the motion. The 
gentleman from Mississippi makes the point of order 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard 
briefly on the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. The Government of the United States 
has for many years borne in part the traveling expenses of the 
President of the United States. We annually carry a $20,000 
appropriation to provide, among other things, carriages and 
horses to him, as Commander in Chief of the Army, and we con- 
stantly furnish the Mayflower or some other vessel for water 
transportation to him as Commander in Chief of the Navy. 

We have for many years borne a portion of the traveling ex- 
penses of the President of the United States. This is simply @ 
proposition to increase the expenditures for the traveling ex- 
penses of the President of the United States, a large portion of 
which expenses are already borne. I can not think that it is 
new legislation so as to make it subject to the point of order. 
The suggestion is made that it is in violation of the Constitution. 
Webster’s International Dictionary defines the word ‘ emolu- 








| ment” as follows ; 


Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Will the gentleman allow me ta 
ask him a question? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Certainly. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Is there any law by which the 
traveling expenses of the President could now be paid? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I have just answered when I stated 
that for many years a large portion of his traveling expenses 
have been paid and are paid. 

Mr. MACON. 
question? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. MACON. Is there any public statute that provides for 
the payment of the traveling expenses of the invited guests of 
the President? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I am inclined to think there is, in the 
sense of his invited guests that have always traveled with him 
on the lfayflower, or whatever naval vessel is furnished to him 
now. Nobody has contended that he is not now accorded trans- 
portation under existing law. I shall now turn to the question 
whether this is “ emolument” or not. 

The CHAIRMAN. Before the gentleman leaves that, can the 
Chair ask him a question? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Oh, certainly. 

The CHAIRMAN. Has it ever been stated in any appropria- 
tion bill, or authorization in an appropriation bill, to say noth- 
ing of express authorization by statute, that the President 
should have permission to travel on the Mayflower or any other 
Government vessel? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. In my judgment it was so written in 
the Constitution of the United States, when it declared the 
President to be Commander in Chief of the Army and the Navy. 
He has the right, in my judgment, to take the cavalry horses 
of the Army and use them at the Executive stables, and, as I 
understand, that very thing is done. I may be in error as to 
that, but that is my impression. His position as Commander in 
Chief of the Army and the Navy entitles him to use the means 
of transportation of the Army and the- means of transportation 
of the Navy, and this appropriation simply gives him an addi- 
tional sum for the same purpose that he is now entitled to 
out of the Army and Navy appropriations. 

Now, then, is this an “ emolument?” 


Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
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The word “emolument,” as defined by Webster’s Interna- 
ticnal Dictionary, is: 

Profit arising from office, employment, or labor; gain, compensation, 
advantage, perquisites, fees, or salary. 

If this money is not wholly expended in traveling expenses, 
it is covered back into the Treasury. This is an extraordinary 
sum, covering a certain contemplated trip of the Presidents 
over the country, visiting numerous colleges and other institu- 
tions of learning. It is probable that in ordinary years it 
would not exceed $5,000. He is not to receive a dime of it; 
and if this be “ emolument,” then it was an increase of emolu- 
ment when we put $680,000 in repairs upon the White House 
during this Administration, and gave him the right to occupy 
a much better house than he had theretofore occupied, or any 
of his predecessors. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. 
man? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Certainly. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I would like to ask the gentle- 
man whether fuel for the Executive Mansion, lights, ordinary 
household expenses, come under emoluments in the same sense? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. They are none of them emoluments. 
We have increased the various items. We increased the con- 
tingent fund of the White House $2,000 at this session of Con- 
gress. We have increased the appropriation for clerk hire 
time and time again for the White House. These would not 
come within the definition of emolument, as I understand it, as 
it was used in the Constitution of the United States. I say this 
is an appropriation increasing the allowance to the President 
for traveling expenses that he is entitled to now by his being 
Commander in Chief of the Army and the Navy out of the ap- 
propriations for the transportation of the Army and out of the 
appropriations for the maintenance of the Navy, and therefore it 
is not new legislation, but simply an increase of the appropria- 
tion now being made for this purpose, and there is no increase 
in the “emolument” within the meaning of the Constitution, 
and the paragraph ought to be adopted. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, I listened with a great deal 
of interest to the argument of the gentleman. 
of the United States has the right to order the Eleventh Cav- 
alry, let us say, to come from somewhere and parade itself in 
front of the White House and drill for his amusement if he 
wanted it to do so, and the President has the right to order a 
vessel of the Navy up the Potemac and then to get on it and 
go on a trip if he wants to. He also undoubtedly has the full 
right as Commander in Chief of the Army and Navy to reduce 
the chief officer in rank and command of the regiment or of the 
vessel and as Commander in Chief act himself as colonel or 
captain; but this is the first time that I have ever heard any- 
body suggest that the could commandeer the railroad system 
of the country. [Laughter.] 


May I interrupt the gentle- 


Mr. Chairman, there is no law now, no general law now, out- | 
side of this appropriation bill, providing for the traveling ex- | 


penses of the President of the United States, and providing still 
further for the traveling expenses of his attendants or guests. 
This provision would not only change existing statute law, 
but the fundamental law—the Constitution itself. 
Now, in connection with the meaning of the word “ emolu- 
ment” used in the Constitution, my friend from New York 
did not read quite far enough. The Constitution says, not that 


an emolument is compensation, but as if to show that it means | 


more than compensation, it says, in the first part of this clause, 
that the “ compensation” shall not be increased or decreased 
during the President’s term, and then later on it says, nor shall 
any “emolument” be given to the President during the same 
time. Now, the gentleman did not read quite far enough in 
Worcester’s definition of the word “emolument.” If he had, 
he would have found this next definition : 

Advantage, good, or gain, in a general sense. 

And it is illustrated by a quotation from that master of good 
English, the author of the Tattler, old Samuel Johnson, who 
says: 

Nothing gives greater satisfaction than the sense of having dis- 
patched a great deal of business to the public emolument. 

Emolument means advantage. It is just a longer word; that 
is all; a little different, because it leans toward pecuniary ad- 
vantage. Of course it is just as much pecuniary advantage to 


cost me $27.50, as it is to give me $27.50. That is my plain, 
common-sense way of looking at it. I insist upon the point of 
order, Mr. Chairman, that the provision is contrary to existing 
law, as expressed both in the Constitution and upon the statute 
books, and new legislation. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the Clerk will 
read clause 2 of Rule XXI. 


The President | 





me to give me a ticket from here to Yazoo City, which would | 19°; 


The Clerk read as follows: 


No appropriation shall be reported in any general appropriation Dill 
or be in order as an amendment thereto, for any expenditure not pre- 
viously authorized by law, unless in continuation of appropriations for 
such public works and objects as are already in progress; nor shall any 
provision changing existing law be in order in any general appropria- 
tion bill or in any amendment thereto. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to ask the chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations, or the gentleman having this 
item in charge, whether he can furnish the Chair with any stat- 
ute authorizing this appropriation? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will frankly say to the Chair that I know 
of no specific authority in law for this appropriation. If there 
is any authority in law, it is to be drawn inferentially from the 
office and from the appropriations that are made for other 
branches of the service in connection with the office. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is clearly of the opinion that 
this item is not authorized by existing law, and therefore the 
Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I now ask to have the amend- 
ment I offered read again. I offer it now as a new section to 
the bill. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I make the point of order against it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York 
new section. 

Mr. SULZER. I should like to have it reported. 

Mr. TAWNEY. It has been reported once. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York 
new section which will be reported to the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That on and after March 4, 1909, the salary of the President of the 
United States shall be $100,000 per annum, and the salary of the 
Vice-President of the United States shall be $25,000 per annum, and 
that the President of the United States shall after his retirement from 
office receive an annual salary of $25,000 per annum for the remainder 
of his life; and that any former President of the United States living 
at that the time of the passage of this act shall also receive a salary 
of $25,000 per annum during the remainder of his life. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I make the point of order that this is new 
legislation. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman desire to be heard on 
the point of order? 


offers a 


offers a 


Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, just a word on the point of 
order. I indulged the hope that the gentleman from Minnesota, 


who reported this appropriation bill, would have included in its 
provisions this bill of mine, which is pending in his committee. 
He did not do so. I am constrained to believe he is opposed to 
it. Of course it is subject to a point of order, and if the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota insists on his point of order we can not 
get a vote cn it. I am sorry for this. I hope the gentleman will 
withdraw the point of order and give us all a chance to vote 
on the question. Let those in favor of it vote accordingly and 
those opposed to it against it. I am in favor of it, and believe 
the majority of the Members of this House are in favor of it— 
in favor of paying the President a decent salary. But, sir, I say 
that sooner or later this bill of mine to pay the President 
$100,000 a year salary will be a law. The people want it a 
law, and what the people want they generally get in the long 
run. That is all I care to say now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the paragraph is 
clearly new legislation, and the Chair sustains the point of 
order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Repairs of building where Abraham Lincoln died: 
miscellaneous repairs, $200. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I have a number of verbal 
amendments that I wish to offer to this and subsequent para- 
graphs, and I ask unanimous consent that they may be con- 
sidered as agreed to and inserted at the places indicated in the 
amendments which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota states 
that he has various verbal amendments that he desires to offer, 
and asks unanimous consent that they may be considered as 
agreed to and inserted at the proper places. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The amendments are as follows: 


For painting and 


On page 97, after line 16, insert “‘ Under Engineer Department.” 

Strike out the words “in completion of contract authorization ” 
where they occur in lines 24 and 25, on page 98; in line 4, on page 

in line 10, on page 103; in lines 4 and 5, on page 105; in line 
1, on page 106; in line 20, on page 106; in lines 6 and 7, on page 108; 
in line 9, on page 108, and in line 14, on page 108. 

Strike out the word ‘“ completing” insert 
word ‘ continuing” in li 
line 8, on page 107; 
and 22, on page 108. 

Strike out the word “ completion ”’ and insert in lieu thereof the werd 
“construction ” in line 25, on page 102; and in line 4, on page 106. 


The amendments were agreed to, 


I and insert in lieu thereof the 
ne 8, on page 100; in line 1, on page 105; in 
in lines 16 and 17, on page 107, and in lines 21 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


Improving Ohio River below Pittsburg, Pa: For continuing improve- 
ment by the completion of Locks and Dams Nos. 2, 3, 4. and 5, and 
the modification of said locks and dams, and of Lock and Dam No. 6, 
- £3. to secure a stage of 9 feet in the pools belonging thereto, 

91,060. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, it will be noticed that the 
bill under consideration carries no appropriation whatever for 
the improvement of the Mississippi River from the mouth of the 
Missouri to the mouth of the Ohio—that is, from St. Louis to 
Cairo. The failure to further provide for continuing work on 
that important stretch of the river at this time is explained by 
he War Department, whose recommendations, I understand, 
have been generally followed by the committee, on the ground of 
an unexpended balance which, it is said, will be sufficient to 
earry on the present work of dredging and so forth, until the 
river and harbor bill to be passed at the winter session of Con- 
gress will take effect. Reverting to the last report of the Chief 
of Engineers, I find that on July 1, 1905, there was on hand an 
available balance of $857,067.04. Assuming that about $400,000 in 
round figures were expended in the course of the current fiscal 
year, the amount available for the fiscal year from July 1, 1906, 
to June 30, 1907, would be about $450,000. I should like to ask 
my friend from Minnesota, the chairman of the comuittee, 
whether I am correct in this? 

Mr. TAWNEY. The figures cited by the gentleman from 
Missouri are substantially correct. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Very well. The last sundry civil act, 
approved March 38, 1905, appropriated $650,000 for this work, 
but the local officer in charge of it has declined to expend this 
amount, and states that only “ $400,000 should be provided an- 
nually for the purpose of maintaining an 8-foot channel by 
dredging, with such auxiliary works as temporary diking, bank 
protection, and occasional hurdle building.” In other words, 
he consirues the river and harbor act of March 3, 1905, to mean 
an entirely new departure, in that more attention should be 
devoted to dredging and less to works of permanent improve- 
ment. 

I want to say here and now, Mr. Chairman, that the people of 
the Mississippi Valley are not only not satisfied with this con- 
struction of the act referred to, but that they most emphatically 
resent the failure to adhere to the project of 1881, which con- 
templated works of permanent improvement, to secure by con- 
finement of the flow of the river to a single channel, the required 
depth during all stages while the river is open to navigation. 

Yor the present we content ourselves with the use of the un- 
expended balance for dredging and maintenance, with the 
mental reservation, however, that this is merely a transitory 
period, to be followed by an era of real, permanent improvement, 
which alone can convert the Mississippi River, by its naviga- 
tion, into that great artery of commerce which nature has des- 
tined it to be. 

We are told that the present traffic on the river does not jus- 
tify the expenditure of large amounts of money. How unspeak- 
ably absurd! Did the traffic across the prairies of the great 
West justify the enormous outlay for the construction of rail- 
roads at the time they were actually built? There was com- 
paratively little traflic there until the rails were laid. There 
will be comparatively little traffic on the Mississippi until it is 
made really navigable, and by that I mean until the necessary 
depth is secured for the larger type of steamers. 

Is there any reason why there should not be a great tonnage 
for commerce on the Mississippi except it be the unimproved 
condition of the river? While it is true that railroad transpor- 
tation is cheap, river transportation is incomparably cheaper, 
and this one factor would fill the river with boats the same as 
it does the Lakes, if the facilities of navigation were the same. 
On January 1, 1905, the river at St. Louis fell to a low-water 
stage of 4.3 feet below standard low water. It was during the 
closed season, but it is needless to say that such a stage of 
water would put St. Louis and its great commerce outside of the 
range of navigation, temporarily at least, and we claim that 
unless you enable the great city of St. Louis to pour her com- 
merce into the bottoms of the Mississippi boats traffic on that 
stream will remain the insignificant fraction which it now is of 
the grand total of transportation. And what a future reveals 
itself to us when we contemplate the possibility of bringing the 
great city on the Lakes, Chicago, within the range of Mississippi 
navigation! We talk about the benefits of the Panama Canal. 
, Why, to our own country a ship canal from the Lakes to the 
xulf will certainly be of more immediate, if not of far greater, 
benefit. 

If the men who invested their capital in the great transconti- 
nental railway lines had waited until the traffic had grown 
large enough to render such investments profitable, these lines 
would perhaps not have been built up to the present day. 
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But when the rails were laid—I repeat it—the commerce fol- 
lowed, and with the same mathematical certainty as commerce 
follows the rail it follows the river, provided the river is 
navigable. I venture to say that if the Mississippi were given 
over to a private corporation with the privilege to levy tribute 
upon the tonnage carried on it, it would have been improved 
at as early a date as the country was given the great benefit of 
land transportation from ocean to ocean. The absolute cer- 
tainty of profit would have attracted all the capital required for 
such a great enterprise. As it is, we must solely rely upon the 
National Government, and the people are compelled to await 
its pleasure. It seems to me they have waited long enough, and 
the time is fast approaching when patience ceases to be a 
virtue. The parsimony of Congress with respect to river im- 
provements should be changed to a more liberal policy, and in- 
stead of continuing to build unnecessary battle ships we should 
make our great rivers navigable in order to relieve our com- 
merce from the monopoly of railroads by river competition on 
the one hand and to benefit the railroads by stimulation of 
trade on the other. It is well to prepare for the possibility of 
war by providing an adequate navy, but it is immeasurably 
better to prepare for the exigencies of peace by providing new 
channels of commerce. To-day we are spending over $100,000,- 
000 annually for the Navy, while the beggarly sum of $15,00G- 
000 is grudgingly given for the improvement of our waterways. 
From the viewpoint of our national safety these figures could 
well be reversed, and in the interest of our commerce and the 
welfare of our people they ought to be reversed. Every dollar 
spent for preparation for war is lost forever, while the dollar 
expended to secure water transportation for our products will 
come back to the pockets of the people with compound interest. 

It was a great step forward in the history of our national de- 
velopment when both great parties, after a long-continued 
wrangle, finally came to the conclusion that under the Consti- 
tution it was the province of the Government to undertake in- 
ternal improvements. But while, as I say, this is now gen- 
erally admitted, the Government has never come up to either 
our expectations or the necessities of the case, and compared 
with the munificent sums the European countries—for instance, 
England, Germany, France, Holland, and Belgium—have ex- 
pended in the improvement and building of their waterways, 
the appropriations made by the American Congress for this pur- 
pose really pale into insignificance. Since the Franco-Prussian 
war France alone has expended nearly $800,000,000 for her 
rivers, harbors, and canals, which is more than twice the total 
expenditure by our Government for the same purposes from its 
origin down to the present moment. “The result, in the coun- 
tries referred to, of having fostered their waterways,” said a 
speaker at the recent La Crosse convention, “has been a tre- 
mendous increase of commerce and tonnage both by rail and by 
water. With a like liberal policy by our Government toward 
the improvement of all of our inland waterways—the grandest 
waterways in the wortld—who could estimate the growth of 
commerce of our country that would follow and the good that 
would thereby come to all the people?” 

It is generally known that our trade with Latin America is 
not what it ought to be, but the real facts are a source of actual 
humiliation to every good American. The fact is that upward 
of three-fourths of the imports into the Latin-American coun- 
tries are furnished by Europe, while the share of the United 
States is but one-fourth. No Monroe doctrine can change this 
misproportion. We can say “hands off” to Europe when it 
attempts to seize American territory, but we can not stop the 
hand that distributes European products, because the people of 
Central and South America have a right to buy where they can 
buy best and cheapest. But why is it they will not deal with 
us even to the extent of equalizing our mutual balance sheet, 
which to-day shows a sum of $450,000,000 against us? There is 
no doubt some truth in the assertion that we neglect to cater to 
the peculiar tastes and preferences of these people, but that does 
not tell the whole story. The main reason is lack of transporta- 
tion facilities and excessive cost of transportation. It was 
recently stated on this floor that freight from the West to 
Latin America costs about $30 per ton. If this be true, no 
other cause need be mentioned for our inability to compete with 
Europe in these markets. It has also been asserted that if 
deep water were secured in the Mississippi and the proposed 
ship canal from Chicago to New Orleans were in operation, 
freight could be transported to Latin America for $10 a ton, a 
difference of $20. Is there any further argument necessary to. 
convinee us that the improvement of the Mississippi should go 
hand in hand with the construction of the Panama Canal? 

I assert, Mr. Chairman, that the very moment Congress enters 
upon a policy of liberal appropriations for permanent improve- 
ments, especially with a view to bringing St. Louis, Chicago, 
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St. Paul, Minneapolis, and other large cities within the reach 
of river transportation to the Gulf, capital will be forthcoming 
for the construction of boats, barges, and steamers of the 
larger type; but this need not be looked for as long as there is 
the same uncertainty with respect to such a policy as there is 
with respect to navigation to-day. 

To give the House an idea of what the commerce of the great 
city of St. Louis alone amounts to, I will cite a few facts and 
figures which have been compiled on behalf of the Business 
Men’s League of St. Louis, by Mr. William Flewellyn Saunders, 
its secretary: ‘5 

“In 1890 St. Louis received and shipped 16,405,733 tens of 
gcods, and in 1905 this had increased to 39,512,088. 

“The increase in population for the ten years of this period, 
shown by the United States census of St. Louis, was 27.3 per 
cent. The population of 714,290, estimated” for 1905, gives an 
annual average growth of 4.8 per cent in population since 1900. 
This increased percentage of growth in population in the five 
years of the city’s “world’s fair period” is still only a little 
over half the average rate of annual increase in business since 
1890. The average rate of increase of business annually is 
nearly three times the average rate of annual increase in pop- 
ulation in the decade prior to the world’s fair period. Greatly 
increased in population by the growth of its supporting terri- 
tory, the city, as a result of the increasing demand from this 
territory, is stimulated in growth of business far beyond its 
growth of population. 

“During the ten years from 1890 to 1900, St. Louis gained only 
$40,000,000 in value of manufactured products. In the five 
years since 1900, St. Louis has gained more than $73,000,000 in 
value of products, or 37.8 per cent. During 1905 the total value 
of products was $267,004,314. St. Louis, by these figures an- 
nounced from Washington, is the fourth manufacturing city of 
the United States, following New York, Chicago, and Philadel- 
phia, considerably ranking Pittsburg, the tonnage of whose 
manufactured product, while heavier, is not as valuable. 

“During the last. three years, 1903, 1904, and 1905, 259 fac- 
tories were added to the city, with an operating capital of 
$36,196,900, and during 1905 alone eighty new factories came 
there, employing a capital of $12,764,000. The most of them 
were attracted by the reputation of St. Louis as a point where 
manufacturing is cheap. This reputation is growing. 

“ During 1904 new mercantile concerns with operating capital 
of $8,712,000 were established in St. Louis, and during 1905 
fifty-one new mercantile establishments, with an operating capi- 
tal of $11,083,000, began business there. 

“There is a demand on the city for manufactures of its own 
in every line, but especially in the lines of light and fine manu- 
facturing, as well as in glass, crockery, pottery, canned goods, 
cereal foods, woodenware, furniture, vehicles, farm machinery, 
drugs, chemicats and paints, light iron and tinware, clothing, 
hats, and dry goods in general, and perhaps more especially in 
eotton goods of all kinds, for which both the demand and the 
supply of raw material are inereasing far beyond the response 
in manufactured supply. 

“The city covers 61.5 square miles of territory within its 
present limits and the great amount of this territory left still 
unoccupied as the result of the rapid movement of the resi- 
dence section westward to and beyond the city limits, gives a 
range of choice for manufacturing sites in St. Louis such as no 
other large city of the country can offer. 

“Inside its present limits St. Louis has 19 miles of river 
frontage, along which sites for factories can be selected so as 
to secure the advantage of both water and rail for freights. 

“The whole length of its river frontage is paralleled by rail- 
road tracks. 

“The entire circumference of the city is inclosed by the belt 
railroad, to give terminal connections with the twenty-six great 
railroads which terminate in St. Louis. 

“A great part of the Belt line runs through suburban terri- 
tory, immediately adjacent to the city and still unoccupied, giv- 
ing opportunity for the location of factories, with modern fac- 
tory villages for operatives. The Missouri Pacific, the Iron 
Mountain, the St. Louis and San Francisco, the Wabash, and all 
the great western roads have tracks through the same territory, 
reenforcing the Belt line in supplying terminal facilities for 
factories. 

“Practically all this territory is high lands, offering ideal 
sites for the homes of operatives as well as for factories. 
Practically the whole territory covered by St. Louis and its 
Missouri suburbs in high land, becoming so on the Missouri 
side within an average of not over 300 yards of the Mississippi 
River. ° 

“ Besides its steam railroads, with their passenger service con- 
necting its suburbs with a union station of thirty-two tracks 


and eleven acres in area, St. Louis has electric roads with 
337.67 miles of single track, connecting with a rapidly increas- 
ing mileage of electric roads beyond its limits and reaching all 
its principal suburban districts. 

“The great area of building stone, fire and other Clays, inside 
and adjacent to the limits of the city and the water connection 
of the city, with the principal sources of still unexhausted lum- 
ber supply, give the city a greater probability of continued 
cheapness for building material than can be expected in Chi- 
cago, New York, Philadelphia, Boston, or in the Atlantic States 
generally. 

“Fuel is cheaper in St. Louis than in any other large city. 
Actually in sight of the city there are coal fields with an unlim- 
ited supply of coal. Coal is delivered to manufacturers at their 
furnaces in St. Louis at $1.55 a ton, when it is quoted in Pitts- 
burg at $1.65; in Toledo at $2.10; in Detroit, $2.15; in Cinecin- 
nati, $2.50, and in Chicago, $1.95. 

“No other city of the country has such a railroad connection 
already established or one which is so rapidly increasing. 

“Of the whole railroad building in the United States during 
1905, which was 4,388.2 miles, against 3,822.26 in 1904, 1,690 
miles, or nearly 40 per cent, was done in the St. Louis trade 
section of the country, and a very large part of the building of 
1906 is planned for this territory. 

“ Summaries published in October, 1905, by Mr. H. T. Newcome, 
‘For. the railroads,’ from reports of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, showing reduction in freights per ton per mile in 
the three great groups of States in St. Louis territory, put the 
average rates notably below the rate per ton per mile in New 
England. He gives the reduction for New England in thirteen 
years as from 18.73 mills per ton per mile to 11.67. In Group 
VI, including Missouri north of St. Louis, the reduction is from 
9.61 to 7.74 in the same period. In the other groups in the St. 
Louis territory, the rate per ton per mile is stated at from 1.87 
to 3.40 mills lower than the lowest New England rate for the 
period. 

“Texas, in this grouping, constitutes a group of itself, with a 
part of New Mexico added. The relation of southwestern 
growth in population and shipping capacity to decrease in mile- 
age charges per ton is indicated by the fact that the annual 
average growth of Texas in a census period of two decades is 
4.5 per cent a year in population, while the decrease in the rate 
per ton per mile for Texas during thirteen years is between 16 
and 17 per cent. 

“Reenforcing its railroads, St. Louis waterways give it con- 
nection with the territory of the upper and lower Mississippi, 
the Illinois, the Missouri, the Ohio, the Tennessee, and the Cum- 
berland rivers, whose craft in actual service gave it a tonnage 
by river in 1904 of 377,935. This tonnage has been doubled in 
years reported since 1900. 

“ The navigable mileage of these rivers is: For the Mississippi, 
2,200; the Missouri, 1,253; the Ohio, 1,053; the Illinois, the Ten- 
nessee, and the Cumberland, 1,309. These rivers alone, ex- 
cluding other navigable streams such as the Arkansas, give St. 
Louis a mileage of 5,815 miles of navigable rivers actually in 
service in the last year. 

““No other city in the world has such advantages of combined 
river and railroad mileage. 

“The combined deposits of the banks and trust companies of 
St. Leuis, according to the last statement made, the banks Feb- 
ruary 6, 1906, and the trust companies November 9, 1905, amount 
to $268,480,084.40. The surplus and profits on the same date 
were $47,444,076.57. The capital was $37,050,000. 

“St. Louis bank clearings for 1905, amounting to $2,899,798,- 
979, showed an increase of 3.8 per cent over the preceding year. 

“The 30,000,000 people within a radius of 500 miles of St. 
Louis are chiefly buyers of manufactured goods and producers 
of the food stuffs and raw materials most necessary for the sup- 
port of successful manufactures. The trade territory of St. 
Louis is thus an ideal “ home market” for manufactured goods, 
offering, first, the largest local demand with the least local com- 
petition, and, second, the largest supply of food stuffs and raw 
material. 

“The increase of the trade territory of St. Louis in popula- 
tion shows the certainty of increasing demand on the city as 
a distributing point for manufactured goods of all kinds. In 
two decades, as shown by the Federal census, Missouri increased 
from 2,168,000 to 3,108,000; Arkansas from 302,000 to 1,311,000; 
Kansas from 996,000 to 1,476,000, and Texas from 1,591,000 to 
3,048,000. Similar increases appear for Iowa, Colorado, south- 
ern Illinois, southern Indiana, Kentucky, Tennessee, northern 


Alabama, and Mississippi, as well as for the whole trans- 
Mississippi Southwest. 
“With an increase of over 43 per cent in two decades, 


Missouri is surpassed by Texas, which showed a rate of 91 
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per cent increase in the same period, and even this rate is 
greatly exceeded by that of Oklahoma, whose population of 
398,000 at the last census represented an increase of over 500 
per cent in a single decade. 

“Increase in power to support and purchase manufactures 
has more than kept pace with increased population in the whole 
territory for which St. Louis railroads and rivers make it the 
natural home market. The last census makes Missouri the 
geographical center of production for the leading agricultural 
staples of the United States, except cotton, the center of pro- 
duction for which also lies within St. Louis trade territory. 

“In five leading cereals, the annual product of the single 
State of Missouri has exceeded that of all the Atlantic and 
Gulf States. 

“An increase of over 100 per cent in the four staples of 
wealth in direct production took place, between 1890 and 1904, 
between the Mississippi River and the Rocky Mountains, with 
a corresponding increase in purchasing power for manufactured 
goods. 

“ Between 1890 and 1904, Missouri, Kansas, Iowa, Texas, and 
the nine other States and Territories of this trans-Mississippi 
croup increased the value of their product of corn, wheat, oats, 
and cotton from $701,072,224 to $1,713,696,000, or more than 
double. The greatest increase in population made by any single 
State in this area during the same period was betewen 60 and 
7O per cent. The heavy increase in population is exceeded by 
the increase per capita in purchasing power. 

“During the same time the same States added 149,000,000 
acres to the total of their improved farming lands. Their 
banks and trust companies during the same period showed an 
increase of over 300 per cent in resources. 

“The general increase for the same periods in staple bread- 
stuffs, the center of production for which is in the immediate 
neighborhood of St. Louis, was between 50 and 60 per cent. 
The general increase in cotton production was 47 per cent. 
The excess of the increased percentage of production ir. the 
immediate territory of St. Louis over the general is a marked 
feature of the possibilities of cheapening the cost of production 
in St. Louis manufactures. 

“Tn thirteen States of the South Central group within the 
radius of St. Louis trade territory the annual output of iron 
reaches $10,000,000; of coal, $45,000,000; of metallic ores, other 
than iron, $16,000,000, with an annual output of mining prod- 
ucts raised to the point of raw material aggregating between 
$90,000,000 and $100,000,000. From these States in 1904, the 
report of the Southern Lumber Manufacturers’ Association, with 
headquarters in St. Louis, shows the year’s output of yellow- 
pine lumber to have been 5,237,000,000 feet. : 

“The increase in the actual purchase of manufactured goods 
as the result of the increasing demand largely from the terri- 
tory of which St. Louis is the central market raised the per: 
centage of manufactured goods in the total of railroad tonnage 
from 13.45 in 1899 to 14.39 in 1903, in spite of the great increase 
in the gross tonnage of agricultural and mining products during 
the same period. 

“The increasing demand for manufactured goods resulted 
during two census decades in an increase of 243 per cent in the 
manufactured products of ten North-Central Western States, 
including Missouri and Kansas, with the States north of them. 
This increase gives an annual total of $4,311,000,000 for the 
gross annual output of all manufactures from these States. It 
is, however, still $2,238,000,000 below the output of the Atlantic 
States. The character of the product is also different. The 
advance to the general manufacture of lighter and finer goods 
lies largely in the future for the whole group of States within 
the St. Louis radius. 

“The growth of St. Louis trade, including with shipments of 
its own products goods received and forwarded from other mar. 
kets and manufacturing points, gave a tonnage for 1964 of 
39,512,088, an increase of 5,000,000 tons over 1903 and of more 
than 10,000,000 tons over the tonnage of 1902. 

“WHY ST. LOUIS IS GAINING POPULATION. 

“The figures above, of course, deal entirely with the com- 
merce of St. Louis; but it must not be forgotten how good a 
piace to live in St. Louis is. This city and Philadelphia lead 
every other city in the United States in the percentage of resi- 
dents who own their own homes. 

“The increase in the kind of population a city needs to make 
it strong is shown by the fact that while in 1904, which was the 

Vorld’s Fair year, there were 10,172 real estate transactions, 
representing $40,289,256, in the year after the World’s Fair, 
when surprise would not have been created had the movement 
or real estate been languid, the record of the World’s Fair was 
beaten by 15,315 sales being made, representing $78,949,532. 
This, of course, means simply that the city grew much faster 





in population during the year after the World’s Fair than it did 
during the World’s Fair year itself, and that these people were, 
many of them, people who wanted to buy homes. 

“This is further shown by the enormous increase in build- 
ing in St. Louis for 1905 over 1904. In 1904, $14,283,732 was 
spent on building, and in 1905, $23,591,012 was spent on building. 
This is an increase for St. Louis of 65 per cent, a larger per- 
centage of increase than that of Chicago, which was 32 per 
cent; Philadelphia, which was 37 per cent, or New York. which 
was 60 per cent. 

“St. Louis is located on high ground, and it has been exempt 
from all epidemic diseases peculiar to southern America. Its 
total deaths reported from malarial fever in 1903 were only 61, 
as against 77 for New York City in the same year. (Report of 
a of Commerce and Labor on American Cities, 

. >. 

“The health of the city is due not only to its location on a 
series of hills rising progressively from the river and to its 579 
miles of completed sewers, but to a climate whose averages for 
thirty-four years give it one hundred and thirty-seven eitirely, 
clear days annually and one hundred and thirty-one days in 
addition to this without precipitation. 

“The short period during which it has actually severe winter 
cold gives it more than nine months of “ open-air weather ” and 
materially reduces the expense for fuel for heating purposes 
as compared with the Northeastern States. 

“In more than doubling the area of its residence district 
since 1890 St. Louis has established close and rapid connection 
between all parts of the city and suburbs by a complete system 
of electric railroads. <A single fare with free transfers carries 
a passenger the length and breadth of the city. 

“The advantage of residence in St. Louis to a taxpaying 
citizen is shown very well by comparison of St. Louis with 
other large cities with respect to its per capita debt, as follows: 












Population Gross in Per 
census _, | capita 
( 1900). debtedness. debt. 

TROT FE OE IGE o Sisco we pacdwccivatomaandeacee 3, 437, 202 | $593,550,578 | $172.69 
SOO Sook s. ook cu secu enen aan 1, 698, 575 63,488,560 | 37.32 
ON eo. incenbeckusnbouddel ied Gumbo 560, 892 88,164,906 | 157.15 
CES a Sn aiccerecnntcindscsesausackoole 825, 902 82,884,142 | 110.87 
ge ah ker ee eee 352, 387 18,234,449 | 51.80 
DNR sono oc ee abe cd pawe coterie 881,7 22,016, 294 57. 64 
Baltimore. .... <.226..<3 508, 957 89, 964, 483 78.51 
Pittsburg --..-. 821,616 20,178, 201 62.66 
Philadelphia--. 1, 296, 697 50, 337, 245 48.56 
Pee onda ok ole ap cee ness ees nt ae 575, 238 22, 539, 278 39.19 





“The Department of Commerce and Labor reports the per 
capita of taxes spent for schools, libraries, and other educa- 
tional purposes at $4.67 for St. Louis and $4.52 for Chicago. 

“Residence property in the city and its immediate suburbs, 
with all advantages of sewer connection, electric lighting, gas, 
water, schools, and street-car service, is always available, not 
only in single lots, but in areas which allow development on the 
plan characteristic of St. Louis’s residence growth—that of the 
parked city place, or the still more extensive residence parks 
of the suburbs. 

“The same development during the past fifteen years of rapid 
transit, which left large areas available for factory sites and 
opened up other still more extensive areas for the same pur- 
pose, has insured the future of St. Louis as one of the most 
beautiful and comfortable residence cities of the country or of 
the world.” , 

This remarkable array of facts and figures shows what St. 
Louis alone can and will contribute to the navigation of the 
Mississippi River when a permanent channel of from 8 to 10 
feet will have been secured. 

On the strength of this showing the Business Men’s League, 
under date of December 21, 1905, addressed a communication to 
President Roosevelt, of which the following is a copy: 


DECEMBER 21, 1905. 
His Excellency THEODORE ROOSEVELT, 
President of the United States. 

Sir: The Business Men’s League of St. Louis, representing the 
commercial interests, not only of St. Louis, but in this matter the 
people of the whole ae Valley, to the number of more than 
27,000,000, respectfully ask that you will direct your attention to the 
commercial necessity of improving the Mississippi River, so as to 
make it permanently navigable for freight-carrying steamboats and 
barges, thereby causing it to become an effective competitor with the 
railways. 

The United States Board of Engineers in Washington and the Mis- 
sissippi River Commission, which two bodies have to pass finally upon 
all plans for improvement of the Mississippi River, are agreed that 
the weak point in the navigation of the river is that part of it be- 
tween the mouth of the Missouri and the mouth of the Ohio, or, in 
other words, between St. Louis and Cairo. 

The United States Board of Engineers is agreed upon the conclu- 
sion that it is practicable to procure a channel from the mouth of the 
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Missouri to the mouth of the Ohio 8 feet deep and 200 feet wide, and 
to keep it in this condition always, so as to secure safe navigation, for 
$20,000,000, with an annual expenditure after it is so secured of 
$400,000 a year for maintenance. This estimate provides, of course, 
for the proper contraction and protection of the banks of the river. 
(See Appendix 10 of the Annual Report of the Chief of Engineers for 
1904, page 2147, paragraphs A, B, and C.) 

If this plan be carried into effect it will in a short time bring back 
full navigation of the river and the establishment of packet lines and 
freight-carrying lines between St. Louis and New Orleans, and the 
river will become within a short time a true competitor with the 
railways and will regulate the railway rates thoroughly. 

The effect of the competition of the river on freight rates north 
and south is shown at a glance by the comparison by river in 1897, 
when a line of steamboats, known as the Anchor Line, regularly car- 
ried freight between St. Louis and New Orleans, and the present rate 
by railway, there being now no freight line from St. Louis to New 
Orleans because of uncertainty in the channel. 

Per 100 pounds. 
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It is conceded that if the Government will assume all responsibility 
for maintaining a channel between St. Louis and Cairo 8 feet deep 
and 200 feet wide, so that shipping capital will have confidence in 
the situation, freight and packet lines will be reestablished and the 
river will become again an active competitor with the railways. 

The fact that when the river is safely and certainly navigable it 
regulates the railway rates not only north and south from St. Paul to 
New Orleans, but also east and west from San Francisco to New York, 
is shown conclusively by the attached statement of Mr. M. C. Mark- 
ham. Mr. Markham is at present a traffic expert of the Missouri Pacific 
Railway Company, stationed in St. Louis, and at the time he made this 
explanation of the river’s influence upon railway rates he was the 
assistant traffic manager of the Illinois Central Railway, a line paral- 
leling the Mississippi River north and south. The statement was made 
in 1901, before the United States Industrial Commission. 

We respectfully bring these facts before the President, because unless 
he urges this appropriation for the improvement of the Mississippi 
River there is a possibility that it will not be made, as the passage of a 
rivers and harbors bill is uncertain. 

We have the honor to be, with great respect, your obedient servants, 

JAMES E. SMITH, President. 
WM. FLEWELLYN SAUNDERS, 
Secretary and General Manager. 


The statement of Mr. M. C. Markham, traffic expert, as to the 
influence of the Mississippi River in regulating freight rates, is 
as follows: 


The river, as can be readily understood, makes the rates from St. 
Louis to Memphis or New Orleans. The railroads running between 
those points, to get a share of the traflic, must necessarily offer rates 
approximating those made by the river craft. Chicago is not situated 
on the river, but it would be placed at a disadvantage as regards the 
Memphis or New Orleans trade if it were not put upon a relatively fair 
rate plane with St. Louis. <A railroad company having a line run- 
ning from Chicago to Memphis or from Chicago to New Orleans may 
have no interest whatever in St. Louis industries, and for this reason 
might be glad to give Chicago such rates as would enable it to compete 
with them. By so doing the Chicago railroad builds up the enter- 
prises of the town it is interested in and reaps the benefit of getting an 
increased traffic therefrom. 

There are many outlying towns of importance contiguous to Chi- 
cago. ‘These also have their merchants and manufacturers who are 
seeking markets for their wares. Demands will be made upon the 
railroads which serve these outlying towns for such favorable rates as 
will enable them to market their products as against Chicago or St. 
Louis. It may be to the best interest of one or more of the railroads 
that these demands be complied with. Rival industries and manu- 
facturing cities farther removed, that would be affected in the sale of 
their products by the favorable rates given the others, would follow in 
making like demands upon the particular railroads which they support, 
with the result that relief would at once forthcome. 

Then, too, railroads running from other towns situated on the rivers, 
such as Cairo, Paducah, Evansville, Louisville, and Cincinnati, are 
obliged to make rates to river points approximating those made by the 
boats: and inland towns, whose trade may be affected by these, make 
claims on the railroads which serve them for such an adjustment of 
their rates as will equalize their disadvantages. Thus the demand 
would spread step by step, until almost the entire northern country had 
partaken in a measure of the low rates made necessary in the first in- 
stance by the river influence. 

Nor is this all, for, taking the converse of the situation described, 
the rail carriers are confronted with a condition that abridges their 
power to uphold rates to and from the inland towns of the Southern 
States fully as much as in the Northern States. 

Mobile is situated on the Gulf of Mexico, 149 miles east of the Mis- 
sissippi River. It has railroads reaching it which have no interest in 
New Orleans or its commercial grewth. Its merchants and manufac- 
turers compete for trade with those of New Orleans at common markets. 
The representatives of the railroads running from St. Louis to Mobile 
say: “ While we have not the competition of the river to force a_re- 
duction of the rates to Mobile, we have the fact before us that New 
Orleans gets low rates by river and by rail. 

It is in this way that specific rate differentials are established be 
tween trade centers interested in effecting sales of their products in 
common territory. By these means industrial enterprises remote from 
the river are enabled to trade at business centers situated on the 
river in competition with those on the river; and, further, inland towns 
remote from the river are enabled to interchange trade between each 
other at much more favorable rates than the railroads would be justi- 
fied in making if the river influence did not exist. 
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These river rates also affect the rail rates east and west, as well as 
those north and south. Take grain, for instance, from the Missouri 
River trade center, Kansas City, to New York; the rates that would 
apply on such traffic would have to approximate the rates from Kan- 
sas City to St. Louis plus the low barge rate from St. Louis to New 
Orleans. This latter was as low as 4 cents per bushel the past year. 
Whatever rate is made from Kansas City te the Atlantic seaboard 
must be made also from the Missouri River gateways, such as St. 
Joseph, Leavenworth, Nebraska City, and Omaha, or else all the grain 
west of the Missouri River would be funneled through Kansas City. 


In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, permit me to say that if the 
improvement of the Mississippi River has ever been a local 
issue, it is no longer a question of locality. It concerns the 
whole country, and all the people, North and South, Hast and 
West, are vitally interested in it. The great States of Mis- 
souri, Illinois, Iowa, Wisconsin, and Minnesota alone produce 
25 per cent of the agricultural products of the United States 
and contain 19 per cent of its population. Now, add to these 
all the other States which will be directly benefited by the im- 
provement of the greatest of American rivers, and you will find 
that nearly half the people of the country and half the amount 
of the capital invested in the United States are directly or in- 
directly concerned in it. ‘ 

In November the people of the Mississippi Valley will hold a 
great convention at St. Louis to again direct the attention of 
Congress and the country to this paramount question of in- 
ternal improvement. They will demand, earnestly and rot in 
uncertain tones, freight regulation by means of river re¢ul: 
tion, cheaper transportation for their products to the markets 
of the world, and a new Government policy which, by the use 
of our natural advantages, will enhance our commerce and 
national wealth and benefit the railroads and the people, pro- 
ducers and consumers alike. And I say, let us listen to the 
people! [Applause.] 

Mr. SOUTHARD. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask the chair- 
man of the committee a question. For a number of years the 
sundry civil bill has carried an apprepriation for Toledo Har- 
bor. I have looked through the bill and I find that it does not 
earry an appropriation this year. I want to ask if this is 
because of the fact that there is deemed to be a sufficient bal- 
ance already appropriated to last during the coming year? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will say that the amount authorized is 
$800,000. The appropriation up to date is $784,500. Of this 
there is a balance of $15,500 unexpended. The estimate for 
the fiscal year submitted by the War Department is $15.000. 
In other words, they have $500 more available than they esti- 
mate will be expended during the fiscal year 1907. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. What is the total of unexpended balance? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Fifteen thousand five hundred dollars. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. I would like to ask the chairman of the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors if those figures correspond 
with his information? 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I have not examined 
the figures for a considerable time. At the close of the last 
fiscal year there was a balance approximately of $294,000 on 
hand. There were outstanding contracts amounting to $215,000. 
To complete the work provided for would require about $15,000 
in addition to the $215,000 on outstanding contracts, so that 
the balance on hand was sufficient, not only to meet the work 
ecntracted for, but the balance to be done. It would scem thet 
the project can be completed within the estimate and leave a 
considerable balance on hand. 

The Clerk read as follows: 





Improving harbor at New Haven, Conn.: For completing improvement 
in accordance with the adopted and extended projects, SG4,926.10. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I move to sirike out 
the paragraph, lines 15 to 18 inclusive. I will state in recard 
to this paragraph that, according to the language of the report 
which is before us, a point of order would lie. U read from the 
Report of the Chief of Engineers, part 1, page 100. After giving 
a brief summary of all the work to be done in the harbor, the 


report proceeds to say: “The above project was completed 
April 26, 1904, mainly under continuing contract, and iinprove- 
ment has been maintained.” 

According to the statement on the opposite page there is a 
balance available of $48,000. The reason why this item ap- 
pears here is one which I may state to the committee, if it is 
desired, but it would take considerable time. I think, however, 
both justice to other localities which have been refused appro- 
priations this session under similar circumstances, and lack of 
opportunity to carefully examine this situation, alike make it 
desirable that this paragraph should be stricken out. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I have no objection to the 
paragraph being stricken out. I wish to say, in justice to the 
committee, that the committee called on the engineers of the 
War Department to submit detailed statements of the condition 
of all the appropriations, the progress of the work, when it 
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would be completed, and that statement was sent in in detail. 
Subsequently this item was sent to the committee with the 
statement of the War Department that it was authorized, and 
that it was for the continuation and completion of a work 
already authorized. The committee without further investiga- 
tion inserted the item. It was not until after the bill was 
printed that the gentleman from Ohio called the attention of the 
committee to the fact, or otherwise it would not have appeared 
in the bill. 

The amendment was considered and agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving harbor at Boston, Mass.: For continuing improvement by 
provit channels 35 feet deep, and of authorized widths, from the 
navy-yard at Charlestown and the Chelsea and Charies River bridges 
to resident roads, and thence by route designated as No. 3 through 
Broad Sound to the ocean, $600,000. 

Mr. LAWRENCE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. This is an appropriation of $600,000 for improve- 
ments now being made in Boston Harbor. The river and har- 
bor act of four years ago appropriated $600,000 and authorized 
an expenditure of $3,000,000 toward the completion of a deep-sea 
channel there, to be 1,000 feet wide in the upper harbor and 1,200 
feet wide in the lower harbor, of a uniform depth of 35 feet. 
It was expected at that time that all the work would be com- 
pleted in four years. Based on that authorization there have 
been appropriations made of $1,470,000. With this proposed 
appropriation of $600,000 it would make in all $2,070,000. 
The work is being carried on, as I am informed, under four 
contracts ; and the contracts call for the completion of the work 
by December 31, 1907. Now, I feared that $600,000 was not a 
sufficient sum, in view of the fact that it will probably be 
necessary to appropriate more than one million in the next 
sundry civil bill if the work is to be completed by the time 
specified. If $600,000 is not sufficient for carrying on the work 
expeditiously, I must-insist upon an additional amount. I wish 
to inquire of the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 
as to the policy of the committee with reference to appropria- 
ting money for river and harbor improvements that are under 
the continuing-contract plan. Is it the policy of the committee 
to appropriate whatever the Chief of Engineers says is neces- 
sary? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Absolutely. 

Mr. LAWRENCE. Then this $600,000 appropriated now is 
all that the Chief of Engineers calls for. 

Mr. TAWNEY. if the gentleman will permit me, I will give 
the committee the information that we had in making this ap- 
propriation. It is as follows: 





. 





€ 
« 


Improving harbor at Boston, Mass. (35-foot channel). 


Limit of expenditure authorized by act of June 13, 1902_ 
Amount appropriated under this authority to date 





1, 530, 000. 0 


Salance remaining unappropriated 





Present unexpended balance January 1, 1906 854, 738. 77 


Probable expenditures before June 30, 1906: 





ei” ING oie ese eae $255, 850. 77 
ST BS DON aan i cist cic 101, 488. 00 
-—--— = 357, 338. 77 
Probable balance June 30, 1906__-__-___-_____ 497, 400. 00 


Probabie expenditures during the year ending June 30, 
1907: 
Under existing contracts— 
Dredging 


$856, 069. 00 
Ledge 


166, 331. 00 


1, 022, 400. 00 
Under proposed contracts, ledge re- 
moval 75, 000. 00 


removal 








$1, 097, 400. 00 


Amount to be appropriated for year ending June 
30, 1907 


600, 000. 00 

The work to be carried on under the appropriation asked for is a 
part of the existing approved project. 

Work under contract. Estimate based on probable progress. 

That is the information we received, and we accepted it with- 
out question and inserted the amount. 

Mr. LAWRENCE. Mr. Chairman, there has been some dis- 
ap)ointment expressed that the work has not gone on there 
more expeditiously, and I wanted to be assured that enough 
was being appropriated. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

lmproving Columbia River, Washington: For continuing improve- 
ment, in completion of contract authorization, between the mouth of 
Willamette River and the city of Vancouver, Wash., $13,000. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last word. I desire to ask the chairman of the com- 


$3, 000, 000. 00 | 
1, 470, 000. 00 | 





mittee why the appropriation here was made $13,000? The 
amount authorized by the river and harbor act is $30,000, and I 
would like to know why it is placed at $13,000? 


Mr. TAWNEY. The committee has carried in this bill the 
exact amount of the engineer’s estimate to be expended during 
the fiscal year 1907. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. And that is the amount? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes; that is the estimate of the engineers 
of the War Department who have the work in charge. I will 
say as to all of these items that the committee has not changed 
the estimate of the Dpartment in a single instance. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I want to ask the chairman 
what significance is in the language “in completion of contract 
authorization.” I notice that in some of these sections the bill 
authorizes for “continuing improvements,’ so much money, 
but in this it says, “for continuing improvement in completion 
of contract authorization.” I notice in the preceding para- 
graph, with reference to the mouth of the Columbia River, it 
says “for continuing improvements in completion of contract 
authorization, $3,000.” Now, that is the whole amount. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will say that that language has been cor- 
rected by the amendment which I sent to the desk a moment 
ago and which was agreed to by unanimous consent. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I withdraw the pro forma 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


am and Mississippi Canal: For completing improvement, $200,- 
0. 


Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I desire to ask the chairman of the committee a ques- 
tion. If it should appear later that the $200,000 appropriated 
for completing the Illinois and Mississippi Canal’ would not be 
enough to complete that canal, would the Illinois and Missis- 
sippi Canal be stopped from asking for any further money by 
virtue of the language used here in this bill? 

Mr. TAWNEY. The parties in interest would have to pro- 
ceed then just as they proceeded to obtain the original appro- 
| priation, by going to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and 
| securing an increase in authorization.. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Any appropriation, I would state, 
made in this sundry civil bill not authorized by the river and 
harbor bill would be subject to a point of order. 

Mr. PRINCE. Have you ‘appropriated here in this bill all 
that was recommended by the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors? 

Mr. TAWNEY. 
mended. 


Mr. PRINCE. And all that was recommended by the River 


We have; all that the engineers recom- 





and Harbor Committee? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Up to the limit of cost. The amount recom- 
mended by the engineers to be appropriated for 1907 was 
$200,000, which amount, as inserted in the bill, is recommended. 

Mr. PRINCE. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving Mississippi River from mouth of Ohio River to Minne- 
apolis, Minn.: For continuing improvement, in completion of contract 


authorization, from the mouth of the Missouri River to St. Paul, Minn., 
$300,000. 


Mr. RHODES. Mr. Chairman, I move to:strike out the last 
word. I would like to ask the chairman of the committee if 
there are other purposes for which the sum appropriated in this 
paragraph can be used than the dredging of the Mississippi 
River? I assume that it is improvement by dredging to which 
this language refers. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I did not quite catch the first part of the 
gentleman’s inquiry. 

Mr. RHODES. I say I want to know if there are other pur- 
poses for which the amount of money carried in this appropria- 


tion can be used than the dredging of the Mississippi River. I 
infer it is dredging to which this language refers. 
Mr. TAWNEY. To what item does the gentleman refer? I 


have not the page. 
Mr. RHODES. On page 105, and the language is this: 
Improving the Mississippi River from the mouth of the Ohio River to 
Minneapolis, Minn.: For continuing improvements in completion of 
contract authorization from the mouth of the Missouri River to St, 
Paul, Minn., $300,000. 


Mr. BURTON of Ohio. If the gentleman will pardon me, 


| there is another question, it seems to me, of more importance 


than that. Should not this read “ from the mouth of the Mis- 
souri River to Minneapolis?” The river is divided into three 
sections for the purpose of appropriation and authorization. 
One is from the mouth of the Ohio to the Head of the Passes, 
which is virtually the point at which the Mississippi empties 
into the Gulf; the second is from the mouth of the Ohio to the 
mouth of the Missouri, and the third is from the mouth of the 
Missouri to Minneapolis. It seems to me this is an error here. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Well, the gentleman will observe the lan- 
guage in the paragraph is correct. The language he criticises 
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is the title, and the reason that title is carried that way is on 
account of the method of bookkeeping. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. I notice the title is incorrect and the 
item itself is correct. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The item of appropriation is correct. 

Mr. RHODES. Mr. Chairman, that does not cover the point. 
I want to know if there are other purposes for which this 
money can be expended than the dredging of the Mississippi 
River from the mouth of the Ohio to Minneapolis? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will say to the gentleman from Missouri, 
the gentleman from Ohio, chairman of the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, is more familiar with the details of this legisla- 
tion than I am, and he can answer the question, but I will say 
it can be used only for the purposes specifically provided for 
in the river and harbor act. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. I will state to the gentleman from 
Missouri this item here has no bearing upon the portion of 
the river in which he is interested. This only applies to the 
stretch of the river which extends from the mouth of the Mis- 
souri upward to Minneapolis; but answering, however, the 
spirit of his question, or what he is seeking to know, I will 
state that the river and harbor act of 1905 contemplated a 
change in the treatment of the Mississippi River from the 
mouth of the Missouri to the mouth of the Ohio. The board 
of engineers who examined the locality made a report in which 
they stated that to treat the river by revetment, by hurdles, 
and by the plan recommended in 1881 would cost $20,000,000 in 
the first instance and would cost $400,000 per annum to main- 
tain. This seems an enormous cost, and the committee in the 
bill passed a year ago last winter recommended a change in 
the method of treatment, under which dredging should bear a 
larger share and the cost would be very much less. Indeed, the 
conmmerce has been falling off steadily, and the amounts appro- 
priated seem unduly large. The question is now before the 
Comptroller of the Treasury whether, under the language in- 
serted in the bill of 1905, any amount on hand for the Mis- 
sissippi River between the mouth of the Missouri and the 
mouth of the Ohio, except the appropriations prior to 1905, 
which are now, for the most part, exhausted, can be applied 
for the preservation of the work under the old plan. The 
Comptroller has not yet given his answer. In the case of a 
negative answer it is the intention of the committee to consider 
the subject and perhaps introduce a corrective statute here, 
to be passed this session, for the reason that while the gen- 
eral plan has been materially changed there is some work yet 
remaining under the old method which should not be neglected. 

Mr. RHODES. I am very much obliged to the gentleman 
from Ohio for this explanation. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. RHODES. Mr. Chairman, I desire a very few minutes 
more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent 
to proceed for five minutes. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. RHODES. Mr. Chairman, what I desire to say is this: 
I understand from the remarks of the gentleman from Ohio 
that it is the policy or the present plan to make whatever im- 
provements are necessary on the Mississippi River between the 
mouth of the Ohio River and the city of St. Louis by dredging. 
I am in receipt of a petition signed by a great many citizens 
residing in three counties in my district bordering on the Mis- 
sissippi River, and if the facts set out in this petition are true, 
this plan by which it is proposed to improve the Mississippi 
River is a gigantic failure. 

One of those counties is the county of Ste. Genevieve, in 
which is situate the city of Ste. Genevieve, the oldest town in 
the State of Missouri. I know as a matter of fact the boat 
landing at the city of Ste. Genevieve has long since been de- 
stroyed and is now over a mile from the city of Ste. Genevieve. 
I know also the boat landing at a place called “ Cliff Landing,” 
also in Ste. Genevieve County, is practically destroyed on account 
of certain conditions which need correction. The reason that 
these conditions exist at these points on the Mississippi River 
seems to be on account of the great amount of sediment that is 
‘being rapidly deposited here and the formation of sand bars, 
and this plan of dredging has not served the purpose it was 
intended to serve. 

The further fact is, on the Illinois side they have an allu- 
vial shore and on the Missouri side we have a rock shore, and 
as the current has been deflected from the Missouri side to the 
Illinois side, the result has been to cut into the Illinois alluvial 
shore, and also to pile up these immense sand bars, stretching 
miles and miles on the Missouri shore, which has practically 
destroyed the boat Inndings at Cliff Landing and the city of 
Ste. Genevieve. 





I do not know just what should be done, but I do know that 
Something ought be done to prevent this accumulation of sand 
bars and the destruction of our landings. I desire to read this 
petition, which is signed by BE. E. Swink and numerous other 
citizens of Ste. Genevieve, St. Francois, and Jefferson counties. 


Hon. M. E. Ruopes, 
Washington, D. C. 


Str: The undersigned, your constituents, beg leave to call your at- 
tention to a grievance which, unless promptiy remedied, may lead to 
very serious consequences affecting their interests and the interests of 
a large part of the people of Ste. Genevieve County and adjoining 
counties. The blackprint hereto attached. which is made from original 
surveys on file in the St. Louis office of the United States Engineer 
Department, in charge of river improvements, will best illustrate the 
situation. 

Brickeys, or Cliff Landing, situated on the Mississippi River about 
midway between the city of Ste. Genevieve, Ste. Genevieve County, and 
Crystal City, in Jefferson County, has been for over sixty years one of 
the best-known and safest landings on the western bank of the Missis- 
sippi River between Cairo and St. Louis. It is used very extensive; 
for shipment by the farmers, merchants, and manufacturers of those 
counties. The channel of the river originally ran close to the Mis- 
souri shore for many miles north and south of that landing, but a bar 


forming many years ago a few miles above the landing developed into 
what is now known as “Ames Island,” a low sand island, overgrown 


with willows. After the formation of this island the channel still 
continued along the eastern edge of it until about 1897 and came to 
the Missouri shore some distance above Morrison Hollow, shown on 
the attached map. River men uniformly assert that there never was, 
even at tse lowest stages of the river, less than 20 feet of water in 
this channel between the place where it struck the Missouri bluff and 
thence for several miles downward. 

About six or seven years ago the channel began to sheer off from the 
lower point of Ames Island southeastwardly toward the Illinois shore, and 
the United States engineers, in order to prevent the river from cutting 
into the alluvial soil on the opposite shore in Illinois, constructed s 
revetment on its eastern bank at Penitentiary Point, about 23 miles 
above Brickeys. This revetment, owing to a failure of appropriations 
to keep similar structures in thorough repair, was permitted to fall 
into decay, and the high water of succeeding years tore away the 
lower end of it, in consequence of which the Mississippi washed away 
several hundred acres of very valuable land in a high state of cultiva- 
tion in Randolph County, Ill., and the deep channel shifted to the 
Illinois shore. What was the bed of the river in and prior to 1900, 
as the annexed plat will show, is now a sand bar, rapidly extending 
southwardly and threatening to destroy the landing at LBrickeys 
entirely. 

The main channel of the river has shifted so far eastward that it 
is but a very short distance from a levy constructed by the people of 
Rando!lph and Monroe counties, in Illinois, at great expense, and pro- 
tectins the bottom lands along the river for a distance of 40 miles 
and more. Should the river seriously cut this levy, as it is npw 
threatening to do, these lands are liable to be inundated to the extent 
of several hundred thousand acres at every high stage of the river, 
to the incalculable damage of their owners and inhabitants. 

The construction placed by the Attorney-General’s office upon the 
river and harbor appropriation act of 1904-5 confines the United 
States Engineer's office to an improvement of the river by dredging, 
and prevented the use of any part of the money appropriated for the 
preservation of landings, or even for the repair of work that had already 
been done. The dredging has accomplished very little good, while per- 
mitting the protecting structures along the river banks to go to decay 
has, as the foregoing will show. caused great injury, not only to 
ancient and well-established landings, but also irreparable injury to 
people living in the bottom lands adjoining the river. 

The United States engineer department in St. Louis replies to re- 
peated complaints made to Major Casey, who is in charge of it, that 
there is no money available under present appropriations to remedy 
this state of affairs, which the department concedes is deplorable. 

The undersigned therefore earnestly request you to confer without 











delay with the Hon. W. A. RopeNsBercG, M. C., whose constituents sre 
vitally interested in this matter, in order to secure either a diversion 
of part of the appropriation made for dredging in the last river and 
harbor bills to the protection of the landing at Brickeys, and the 
incidental protection of hundreds of thousands of acres in the oppo- 


site bottoms of Illinois, or else try to secure a separate appropriation 
for that purpose. 
All the facts hereinabove stated can be verified by inquiry of Major 
Casey. 
Respectfully, 
Geo. S. Yates, Francis L. Jokust, John Herter, Henry A. 
Baumann, Frank Rogers, Leon Herman, Walter Koeh- 
ler, Hy. G. Rehm, John F. Lakose. Joseph If. Vo 


Leo. C. Vorst, Fred A. Sixauer, Jos. Latumond:re, 
Chris. Naumann, Oliver C. Naumann, Chas. J. Nan 
mann, Leo. Naumann, Charles W. Meyers, FF. F 


Swink, F. FE. Hinch, H. S. Rehm, D. D. S.: EL HI. 
Sutton, C. E.; John L. Boverie. merchant; Henry J. 
Cocolise, Edw. B. Morean, W. C. Bovyerie, Henry G. 
Klein, Wm. Eichenlaub, James F. Berry. Henry 
Vaeth F. J. Rigdon, Henry J. Janis, Gottleib Reh 
J. B. Roberts, G. M. Rutledge. 

I desire to ask the gentleman from Ohio if, in his opinion, 
there is any part of the unexpended balance of whatever sum 
was appropriated for the improvement of this part of the Mis- 
sissippi River in 1905, or by any prior appropriation, that is 
available for any purpose at this time other than that of 
dredging? 7 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I will say, in response 
to the inquiry of the gentleman from Missouri, that under an 
interpretation put upon the river and harbor act of 1905 by the 
Judge-Advocate of the War Department there is some doubt as 
to whether any considerable amount is available for the im- 
provements in his locality. I would say, however, that the com- 
mittee has had that subject under consideration and has re- 
quested a decision from the Comptroller; and if the decision of 
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the Comptroller, as I already stated, is that none of this bal- 
ance is available we shall seek to bring in legislation. Both 
the gentleman from Missouri and the gentleman from Illinois 
{Mr. Ropenzserc] have been giving attention to this subject. 
3ut in saying that, however, I do not wish the gentleman to in- 
dulge the hope for his district that the shifting and eroding 
banks in that whole stretch of river will be taken care of, but 
that only such improvements will be made as are immediately 
required in the interest of navigation. 

Mr. RHODES. Referring to the petition just read, you will 
observe it is stated that Brickeys, or Cliff Landing, which is 
about midway between Ste. Genevieve and Crystal City, Mo., 
is one of the best known and safest landings between Cairo and 
St. Louis, and has been for over sixty years. This is an impor- 
tant landing, because it is used extensively as a shipping point 
by farmers, merchants, and manufacturers of Ste. Genevieve, 
St. Francois, and Jefferson counties. The petition further states, 
as a result of Ames Island having been formed above the land- 
ing, the current has been deflected to the Illinois shore, resulting 
in great damage not only to the Missouri landing, but, as I said 
before, resulting in great damage to the Illinois side by cutting 
into and washing away the alluvial banks. As a result of these 
conditions, I introduced House bill No. 17457 early in the session, 
which seeks to protect the landing at Brickeys, or Cliff Landing, 
at Crystal City, and other points on the Mississippi River in 
Jefferson County, Mo., by appropriatitg $200,000 for certain 
improvements at these points. Similar conditions existing at 
or near the city of Ste. Genevieve and at other points in Ste. 
Genevieve County prompted me to introduce House bill No. 
17351, appropriating $200,000 for specific and needed improve- 
ments at those points in Ste. Genevieve County. The fact is 
the Missouri side consists of a rock shore practically all the 
way from Crystal City down to the city of Ste. Genevieve, while 
the lilinois shore consists of an alluvial soil all the way down, 
which is easily eroded. On our side we have many of those 
islands, such as Ames Island, all lying close to the Missouri 
shore, which tend to obstruct our landings and interfere 
greatly with navigation. I should not only say these islands in- 
terfere with navigation, but at some points navigation has been 
practically destroyed. 

.But this is not all. The resulting damage is now and has 
been for years twofold in its nature, viz, the destruction of our 
Missouri landings and at the same time the washing away of 
great stretches of the Illinois shore and submerging hundreds of 
acres of those splendid Illinois bottom lands and destroying 
hundreds of thousands of dollars’ worth of property. And I 
here wish to say I trust the bill introduced by the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Prince], which seeks to extend the juris- 
diction of the Mississippi River Commission in levee improve- 
ment, which, if passed, will permit the extension of the levee sys- 
tem north of the mouth of the Ohio and will, in my opinion, ma- 
terially relieve the situation in my district, will pass. It has been 
stated by the chairman of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors 
{ Mr. Burton] that this particular part of the river has been 
found difficult to keep in repair, and that perhaps a greater per 
cent of the total amount of money appropriated for river im- 
provement has been expended on this stretch of the river than 
on any other equal distance north of the mouth of the Ohio. 
This is no doubt true, and it will no doubt take a very large 
sui of money to keep the river in repair between Cairo and 
St. Louis. However this may be, I take it we must meet the 
situation as we find it. Two particular unavoidable conditions, 
in my judgment, contribute to the existing situation, viz, the 
great amount of sediment which is brought into the Mississippi by 
the Missouri tends to obstruct the channel of the Mississippi and 
the inability of the Illinois banks to confine the water within its 
natural channel on account of the readiness with which the 
banks erode. The Missouri shore being of a rock formation, we 
escape injury by erosion and inundation down to Ste. Gene- 
vieve, but suffer on account of the current shifting to the oppo- 
site shore and the formation of bars and islands near our shores. 
As I said before, I know something ought to be done, and in 
my opinion ought to be done quickly. From Ste. Genevieve 
down to Cape Girardeau the nature of things somewhat change. 
The rock shore gives way on the Missouri side to low flat bot- 
toms and alluvial banks. The situation in Perry County, Mo., 
is quite as bad as in the counties of Jefferson and Ste. Gene- 
vieve, and with a view to giving relief at Clearyville, Belgique, 
Crains Island, and other points in this county I introduced 
H. R. bill No. 17456. This bill provides for river improvement 
at these points by fencing, revetment, and such other methods 
as are calculated to protect the banks from erosion and confine 
the water in its natural channel. The sum which this bill 
seeks to appropriate for these purposes is also $200,000. I beg 
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to submit a letter from one of the leading citizens of Perry 
County, Mr. Joseph Fenwick, of Perryville, on this subject, and 
which is unquestionably well founded in fact, as Mr. Fen- 
wick is a native of the county and knows every foot of the 
river to which he refers. I ask that the letter be printed in the 
RECORD. 
The letter referred to is as follows: 
PERRYVILLE, MO., February 1, 1906. 

Hon. M. E. RHODES, Washington, D. C. 


FRIEND RHODES: Replying to yours in regard to Mississippi River 
improvement, will say that at Clearyville, opposite Chester, Ill., work 
is needed to protect bank and keep river from washing away Cleary- 
ville. At head of Crains Island, being about where township line be- 
tween townships 36 and 37 north intersects river, there is urgent need of 
keeping river from going down old chute by way of Belgique, being place 
where former appropriations have been spent, but work is now going to 
pieces, and if neglected will not only make a bad river, but ruin the 
lower end of Bois Brule Bottom. At what is known as Huber and Sut- 
terer Island, being in township 36 north, range 12 east, the fences have 
been damaged and should be repaired without fail, thus keeping the 
river in its channel and protecting the banks as well. Between Red 
Rock and Seventysix, being in township 25 north, range 13 east, some 
work should be done to keep channel in place where it now is. Parties 
along river approve the system of fencing as made by the Government, 


and ask that they be kept up, which could be done at comparatively 
small costs if attended to at once. 


Very truly, yours, Jos. F. FENWICK. 

You will observe it is stated the method of improvement by 
fencing is approved by the people along the river, and it is de- 
sired that this method be continued. Mr. Fenwick also states 
that the little town of Clearyville is in danger of being washed 
away and the beautiful Bois Brule Bottom inundated. I know 
it is urged that it is not the policy of the Government to pro- 
tect private property from damage by our rivers, and perhaps 
the Government ought not be expected to protect the interests 
of the private citizen; yet I take it I can consistently ask that 
these appropriations be granted on the theory of protecting the 
river in the interest of navigation. The fact is, it matters not 
where river improvement is had of this character and under 
like circumstances, there are always certain benefits which inci- 
dentally accrue to the private citizen, though primarily the 
purpose of the improvement is to protect the river in the inter- 
est of navigation. Hence I take it the improvements contem- 
plated in my bills are not in violation of the policy of the 
Government in carrying on our present system of river improve- 
ment. The fact that no river and harbor bill is to be reported 
until next winter of course makes it impossible for my bills to 
be acted upon at this session, and as the gentleman from Ohio 
{Mr. Burron] has kindly agreed to see that the people of my 
district are to have at least temporary relief we are not only 
very thankful for this assurance, but shall be satisfied to wait 
for general relief until the river and harbor bill shall have 
been made up at the next session of Congress. As I understand 
the situation from the explanation of the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Burton], the question about which there seems to be some 
doubt in the minds of officials has recently been referred to the 
Comptroller for an opinion, and in the event the Comptroller holds 
any part of the unexpended balance now on hand can not be ex- 
pended for improvements other than dredging, as provided by the 
river and harbor act of 1905, certain remedial legislation is con- 
templated the present session to relieve the situation, particularly 
at Brickeys, or Cliff Landing, and on the Illinois side. If, how- 
ever, the Comptroller holds, as we hope he will, that a part of 
this money can be expended for purposes other than dredging, 
I certainly hope that every place named in my bills will receive 
favorable consideration at the hands of the Commission. ‘There 
is no doubt but such action is warranted. I have gone over ‘fe 
whole situation, not only with the River and Harbor Committee, 
but with the Committee on Levees and Improvements. Messrs. 
RopENBERG and Swmiru, of Illinois, whose districts are also 
affected, are equally interested, because their constituents have 
been injured along with mine and have suffered from the same 
common causes. I will say further, we took this matter up last 
winter with the War Department, under whose jurisdiction this 
part of the river is, and had an inspection made by Major 
Casey, of St. Louis, at some of those points named in my bills, 
and I am pleased to say the contention set out in the petition 
of E. EB. Swink et al. is sustained by Major Casey in his report 
to the Department. 

I here wish to have printed in the REcorD some of the corre- 
spondence leading up to this inspection by Major Casey, a copy 
of his report to General Mackenzie, Chief of Engineers, and 
General Mackenzie’s letter to me. 


St. Louris, Mo., March 17, 1906. 
Hon. M. E. RHODES, M. C., 
Washington, D. C. 


Dear Srr: In conformity with my statement of March 12, plats 
showing condition at Brickeys are herewith inclosed. I was down 
there yesterday and find matters getting worse, as the current eats very 
rapidly into the Illinois shore and destroys a considerable quantity of 
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valuable farming land. Mr. RoDENBERG is sick in East St. Louis, and if 
I can spare the time I will try to see him, and have him seen by some 
of his constituents before he returns to Washington. 
Very truly, yours, 
R. E. ROMBAUER, 


St. Louis, March 21, 1906. 
Hon. M. E. RuHopes, M. C., 
Washington, D. CO. 


Dear Srr: Your dispatch dated March 20, as follows: 

‘““War Department has instructed Major Casey to inspect river situa- 
tion at once. See him Wednesday. Letter of explanation by special 
delivery will reach you Thursday morning.” 

I have seen Major Casey this morning, and found out that he was in 
possession of the two petitions sent to you from Ste. Genevieve and St. 
Francois counties, and of the map showing the situation, which papers 
were indorsed with instructions from the War Department addressed 
to him, requesting him to look into the matter at once and report condi- 
tions without delay. 

Both Major Casey and myself are of opinion that with the present 
temper of Congress it will be impossible at this late day to get an inde- 
pendent appropriation for improvement of the Mississippi River. There 
is, however, an unappropriated balance amounting to about $300,000 of 
the appropriation made by the sundry appropriation bill approved March 
3, 1905, of which one-half could be diverted from the object stated 
therein to the general improvement of the river, which, I think, by 
proper effort can be done and would meet with the support of Major 
Casey, which, of course, is important. Major Casey tells me that if 
this action can be secured he will use a great part of the funds for the 
purpose of improving the situation at Brickeys. 

There are a number of gentlemen, constituents of Mr. RODENRERG, com- 
ing up here to-morrow for the purpose of going over with me to see Mr. 
RODENBERG. I regret that I can not meet them, since I am compelled 
to leave for Louisville to-night on matters of importance. I will, how- 
ever, leave specific directions, accompanied by plats and a full statement 
of the situation, with them, and will authorize people in my office to 
open your letter and to either read or deliver it to them so that they 
can make use of it with Mr. RoDENBERG and Major Casey. 

Very much obliged to you for the zeal displayed in this matter. 

Very truly, yours, 
R. E. ROMBAUER. 
War DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE CHIEF OF ENGINEERS, 
Washington, March 81, 1906. 
Hon. M. E. RHODES, 
United States House of Representatives. 


Sir: 1. Referring to petition from Mr. Ed. Zeller and others, that 
steps be taken to secure a diversion of a part of the appropriation 
made in the last river and harbor act for the Mississippi River, to be 
applied to protection of the landing at Brickeys, otherwise known as 
Cliff Landing, between Ste. Genevieve and Crystal City, and the pro- 
tection of Randolph and Monroe counties, Ill., or that a separate ap- 
propriation be secured for the purpose, I have the honor to inform you 
that I am to-day in receipt of a report on the subject from Maj. Thomas 
Il. Casey, Corps of Engineers, the district engineer, of which a copy is 
inclosed. It will be seen that in Major Casey's opinion it is desirable 
that the diversion asked or a special appropriation be made for the 
work. 

2. You are undoubtedly aware of the fact that the river and harbor 
act approved March 38, 1905, altered the adopted project for the Mis- 
sissippi River between the mouth of the Ohio and the mouth of the 
Missouri River by providing that future prosecution of the improvement 
be by dredging, leaving no funds available for permanent works, except 
a portion of the balance then remaining on hand to the credit of the 
improvement. It will therefore require Congressional action to secure 
such diversion as is the desire of your petitioners, and beyond stating 
the facts to you, as I have done, it is not in my power to render as- 
sistance. 

3. The petition is returned herewith. 

Very respectfully, A. MACKENZIE, 
Brigadier-General, Chief of Engineers, United States Army. 





Marcu 29, 1906. 
Brig. Gen. A. MACKENZIE, 
Chief of Engineers, United States Army, Washington, D. C. 

GENERAL: 1. In response to instructions contained in the first in- 
dorsement, office of the Chief of Engineers, United States Army, March 
19, 1906, on the letter of Ed. Zeller et al. to the Hon. M. E. RuopEs 
(BE. D. file 50524-1), petitioning that steps be taken to secure funds 
for the protection of the landing on the Mississippi River at Brickey, 
Mo., and of Randolph and Monroe counties, Ill., I have the honor to 
make the following report: 

2. Examination and survey of the locality were made on March 23 
and 24, 1906, the results of which are shown on the accompanying 
map. 

. Brickey Mill has been for many years a principal shipping point 
for the citizens of that part of Ste. Genevieve County, Mo., and has 
been accessible to steamers by reason of the deep-water channel past 
the landing at all navigable seasons of the year. 

4. Much work in bank protection and channel contraction has been 

done by this office in that vicinity, and the extension of those works 
and the construction of others were in plan when their execution was 
interrupted by the terms of the river and harbor act of the last Con- 
7ress. 
” 5. For several years past the erosion of the right bank along Ames 
Island and the growing bar below it have caused deflection of the 
channel to the Illinois shore, which, in turn, has suffered such rapié 
and destructive erosion below the revetment at Penitentiary Point as 
to greatly widen the river there and draw the channel permanently 
away from Brickey, tending to the silting up of the depths that for- 
merly obtained along the Missouri shore and to the ultimate extension 
downstream of the upper bar, to cover and destroy the landing. 

6. The construction of the proposed hurdles at Penitentiary Point, 
as marked upon the map, No. 1 the first season and No. 2 the second, 
at an estimated cost of $75,000, would materially correct the excessive 
width of the river at this place, would cause an erosion of the threat- 
ening Missouri bar, would restore the channel to its former location 
in the vicinity of Brickey, and would virtually extend the bank protec- 
tion already placed at Penitentiary Point by preventing further ero- 





sion of the Illinois bank below it, and thus preserve the important 
levee at present threatened. 

7. As the small balance of funds remaining on hand from former 
appropriations for works of permanent improvement is not sufficient 
to warrant the construction of new works, and will probably be soon 
entirely expended in the repair and maintenance of those already be- 
gun, it is respectfully recommended that Congress be urged to grant 
authority for the use of a portion of the last appropriation for dredg- 
ing—as one-half of the unallotted and unexpended balance on hand, 
which would amount to about $85,000—to the construction of these 
hurdles and such other work in the district as may be similarly ur- 
gent and beneficial to the interests of navigation, or else to grant a 
special appropriation for this work. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
Thos. L. Casey, 
Major, Corps of Engineers, United States Army. 

I submit this correspondence for the purpose of showing how 
apparent it is that immediate improvements be made at those 
points named in my bills. I wish to call attention to the maps 
and plats alluded to in the petition and correspondence. These 
maps and plats show the present river situation at those points. 
They show the present location of the channel of the river. 
They also show the past location of the channel and the shifting 
of the channel from the Missouri to the Illinois shore at various 
periods during the last ten years. These maps and plats are 
copied from the official maps and drawings in the office of the 
tiver Commission, and are not only accurately and scientifically 
drawn, but unquestionably show the exact situation. Mr. 
Chairman, I shall heed the admonition of the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. Burton], who is a well-recognized au- 
thority on the subject of waterways and river improvements, 
viz, that I must not indulge the hope for my district that it is 
the intention of the commiitee to recommend that the entire 
stretch of the river provided for in my bills be taken care of, 
but only such improvements will be made as are immediately 
required in the interest of navigation, and, in the name of the 
good people of my district, I thank him for the information 
given me from time to time and his assurance that we are to at 
least have some relief at this session. [Loud applause. ] 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I will say, in response 
to the inquiry of the gentleman from Missouri, that under an 
interpretation put upon the river and harbor act of 1905 by the 
Judge-Advocate of the War Department there is some doubt as 
to whether any considerable amount is available for the im- 
provements in his locality. I would say, however, that the com- 
mittee has had that subject under consideration and has re- 
quested a decision from the Comptroller; and if the decision of 
the Comptroller, as I already stated, is that none of this bal- 
ance is available we shall seek to bring in legislation. Both 
the gentleman from Missouri and the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. RopENBERG] have been giving attention to this subject. 
But in saying that, however, I do not wish the gentleman to in- 
dulge the hope for his district that the shifting and eroding 
banks in that whole stretch of river will be taken care of, but 
that only such improvements will be made as are immediately 
required in the interest of navigation. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I desire the atten- 
tion of the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations [ Mr. 
TAWNEY], also that of the chairman of the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors [Mr. Burron of Ohio] for a few moments. It 
is difficult for those sitting in the rear of the House to hear 
what is said by gentlemen speaking farther down the Tall. 

Four counties of my district, namely, Alexander, Union, Jack- 
son, and Randolph border on the Mississippi River. In Alex- 
ander County a few years ago, when the Mississippi River was 
about to eut into Cache River that empties into the Ohio above 
Cairo, I secured an appropriation of a hundred thousand dollars 
to prevent this threatened danger; the work was done under 
that appropriation and the immediate danger prevented. At 
Willards Landing, in Union County, much work was done, at my 
request, to prevent the Mississippi from cutting into a chain 
of lakes there, which would have destroyed navigation if it 
had occurred. Other work was done under the general appro- 
priation in certain other places on the Mississippi, but much 
more is needed. Now, the information which I desire is this: 
Under this provision which has just been read I see the follow- 
ing: 

Improving Mississippi River from mouth of Ohio River to Minne- 
apolis, Minn.: For continuing improvement, in completion of contract 
authorization, from the mouth of the Missouri River to St. Paul, Minn., 
$300,000. 

Now, while this provision is, as specified, for improving the 
Mississippi River from the mouth of the Ohio to Minneapolis. 
yet following that it would seem that the $300,000 appropriated 
by this provision can only be expended for improvements from 
the mouth of the Missouri up to St. Paul. Am I correct in that’ 

Mr. TAWNEY. You are. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. If the gentleman will allow me, I can 
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answer that question. After very careful consideration of the 
subject a year ago last winter, when the river and harbor bill 
was passed, it was not thought that any more money was needed 
between the mouth of the Ghio and the mouth of the Missouri. 
It had already been provided for, while the other stretches of 
the river were not so amply provided for; and this portion of 
he river, from the mouth of the Missouri to the mouth of the 
Ohio, was intentionally omitted, so far as any appropriation to 
be made in this sundry civil bill was concerned. There is no 


yor} 
ins 


authorization under which the Committee on Appropriations | 


could inelude any amount in this bill, and I will say to the gen- 
tleman from Illinois that if blame attaches to any committee it 
is not to the Committee on Appropriations, but to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. I trust the gentleman from Ohio 
has not understood that I was offering any criticism. I was 
asking a question for information. Now, one other question to 
the chairman of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. As I 
understand it, under the last river and harbor appropriation bill 
the remainder of the money remaining under that appropria- 
tion can not be expended on work from the mouth of the Ohio 
up the Mississippi, for any purpose other than dredging. I was 
unable to catch the gentleman’s reply to the gentleman from 
Missouri. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. As that question has several times 
been asked, I think it is best to read the provisions of the 
act, found on page 27 of the river and harbor appropriation 
bill, approved March 3, 1905: 

Improving the Mississippi River from the mouth of the Ohio River 
and including the mouth of the Missouri River: The Secretary of 
r may prosecute the improvement of the said section of the Mis- 
ippi River by dredging, as set forth in the report of the Board of 
Engineers for rivers and harbors, submitted November 12, 1903; and 
the said Secretary of War muy purchase or cause to be constructed 















two dredges, to be employed with those now in use in said section for | 


the 

Thus money may be expended at any point, under the new 
method. 

Then follows this: 

And the said Secretary may, in his discretion, expend a portion of the 
balance now remaining on hand to the credit of said improvement for 
the completion of works already under way or for the construction 
of 


purpose of dredging. 


other works which will be useful in promoting the navigation 
said section of the river; and such balance as remains on hand. 


together with the amount authorized to be expended in pursuance of 
contracts to be made, is hereby made available for the purposes set 
forth in this item. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. That does not contemplate any other 
character of work, except dredging. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 


Mr. BURTON of Ohio. I ask unanimous consent that the 
time of the gentleman from Illinois may be extended five 


minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. I thank the gentleman and the House 
for the courtesy, and yield to the gentleman from Ohio to 
continue his explanation. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. At the time the bill 
there was an ample balance on hand for the maintenance of 
these hurdles and all the old forms of improvement, and the 
cominittee regarded it as a mere matter of bookkeeping whether 
the money expended be deducted from the balance on hand or 


from the amount appropriated on the same day, $650,000, for | 


further prosecution of the work. 

A question has been raised in the Department, however, 
whether the maintenance of the old régime or method is not 
merely a charge against the balance which they had on hand, 
which, by their method of bookkeeping, they have exhausted or 
very nearly so. 
the question is now before the Department. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. 
question. I understood from information coming to me day 
before yesterday, from the Chief Engineer’s Office, that the 


question had been raised whether or not the balance of the | 
money remaining on hand, considering the language of the pro- | 


vision of the last river and harbor bill, might be expended wher- 
ever necessary, and in any manner other than for dredging pur- 
poses, nnd that up to that time the Comptroller had not rendered 
a decision. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. He had not rendered a decision in 
regard to the $650,000 appropriated March 3, 1905, but very 
clearly the balance remaining over from previous appropriations 
was available for the purposes mentioned by the gentleman from 
Illinois. The difficulty about utilizing that amount for any 
extended improvement, however, is that the balance of it now on 
hand is very small. 


Mr. SMITH of Lllinois. I thank the gentleman for the in- 





of | 


was debated | 


I will state to the gentleman from Illinois that | 


I was going to ask this additional | 


formation. I was inquiring for that purpose, because in endeay- 

oring to look after the interests of the river and of the people 
| within my district, I am satisfied, from my personal knowledge, 

that there is great necessity for much more work to be done at 
the points mentioned by me and several other points on the Mis- 
sissippi within my district. I know that to be a fact. But the 
question with me was whether or not there were any funds 
available with which the work could be done; but as it does 
not appear from the statement of the gentleman that there are 
sufficient funds for the work I have indicated, I sincerely hope 
that in the near future his committee may make ample appro- 
priations to do the needed work along that stretch of the Missis- 
sippi River first mentioned by me, as any effort to secure same 
on this bill would be subject to a point of order. 

Mr. RUCKER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri 
amendment, which will be reported by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by adding after the last word of the paragraph the following: 
| “ For improving Missouri River from St. Joseph, Mo., to its mouth, the 
| sum of $500,060.” 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of 
order that that is a river and harbor appropriation. 

Mr. RUCKER. Will the gentleman reserve his point of order 
for a minute? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio make the 
point of order or reserve it? 
Mr. BURTON of Ohio. 

moment. 

Mr. RUCKER. Mr. Chairman, I apprehended that as soon as 
the Missouri River was mentioned it might possibly arouse feel- 
ings of hostility on that side of the House. It is a little strange, 
too. That river is a great stream. It flows through a great, 
| rich, fertile country. Of course, I take it that the greatest State 
through which it runs or whose shores it washes is, perhaps, the 
State of Missouri. That great State of Missouri, hoping to cul- 
| tivate a friendly feeling with gentlemen on that side of the 
House, began flirting with the party in power two years ago. 
We even divided our delegation, sending, I believe, nine Repub- 
licans and seven Democrats, in the hope that we might reach 
the hearts of gentlemen on that side and get them to be consid- 
erate of our reasonable demands for this river. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, let me ask the distinguished gentleman 
| from Ohio [Mr. Burron] if the Federal Government will not 
help us, what are we goipg to do with that river? I say to you, 
there is not a river in the United States that needs improvement 
as badly as the Missouri River. It is an imeorrigible stream. 
It ignores the boundaries fixed by nature, washes over them, 
often leaves its channel and forms a new one, and raises thun- 
der generally; and we ask the assistance of the strong arm of 
the United States Government to come and help us control this 
fitful, fickle-—— 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Rambunctious! 

Mr. RUCKER. And, as my friend from Tennessee says. ram- 
| bunctious river that we can not control by State law. Will you 
| not help us? Let this little appropriation go through, and then 
| our people will not so much regret what they did to swell the 
| overwhelming Republican majority here, which I hope will give 
me a unanimous vote on this just, reasonable, and meritorious 
amendment. 

Mr. RHODES. I wish to thank my colleague for the assist- 
ance that he gave to the Republican party in the Ixst campaign. 
[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. RUCKER. We did it in the hope that it would have 
some good effect here, but we serve notice now that unless this 
amendment goes through, we intend to send a fifteen to one 
delegation here next time—fifteen Democrats to one Republican. 
[Applause and laughter. ] ; 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Did you do it on purpose? 

Mr. RUCKER. We did it designedly, hoping thereby: to se- 
cure some consideration from the Republican majority in this 
| House. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. 
spoint of order? 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. It is clearly subject to a point of 
order, Mr. Chairman, because there is no authorization for it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Do I understand the gentleman from Ohio 
that there is no authorization for it? 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. None whatever. 


ae 
les] 


offers an 


I am willing to reserve it for a 





Does the gentleman from Obhfo make the 





Mr. RUCKER. We tried awful hard to get one, but the gen 
tleman from Ohio overlooked it in his other bill, and I hope he 
will not make the point of order here. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. 


{[ Laughter. ] 
I will say that we have had so many 
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interesting discussions upon the Missouri River that it would be 
unprofitable now to continue them on the sundry civil bill. 

Mr. RUCKER. I sincerely hoped that the gentleman from 
Ohio would confess that it was due to an oversight that the 
Missouri River was left out. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. I would say further that a careful 
examination convinced the committee that there was some navi- 
gation in days before this expensive treatment was begun; 
that in the olden days it was used for boats, but when we began 
to spend millions upon it navigation ceased. After mature 
deliberation it seemed best to go back to the old days of no ap- 
propriation in hopes that navigation might again be resumed. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. RUCKER. Oh, the gentleman is too good a lawyer and 
too good logician to make that plea. You give us what we ask 
and I will guarantee that we will again have navigation on the 
Missouri River that will give satisfaction to our people, at least. 
[Laughter.] 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For continuing improvement, in completion of contract authoriza- 
tion, of Mississippi River from Head of Passes to the mouth of the 
Ohio River, including salaries and clerical, office, traveling, and mis- 
cellaneous expenses of the Mississippi River Commission, $2,000,000. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word, with a view of making some inquiry. Recentiy there has 
been passed and approved by the President a bill extending the 
jurisdiction of the Mississippi River Commission 50 miles north 
of the Ohio River to a point called “ Cape Girardeau.” I wish 
the chairman of the Rivers and Harbors Committee would give 
me his impression as to whether this appropriation of $2,000,000 
could be used under the law for improving the levee system 
from the Ohio River to Cape Girardeau, where they have ex- 
tended the Commission. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, of course nothing I 
might say ought to be accepted as expressing the probable Je- 
cision of the officials of the executive Gepartment, because that 
responsibility rests with them. I am satisfied of one thing, 
however, which answers the gentleman’s question indirectly, 
namely, that there is no need of amending this provision here, 
because the statute already passed this session is perfectly plain 
and distinct. It reads: 

Any funds which have been or may hereafter be appropriated by 


Congress for improving the Mississippi River between the Head of the 
Passes and the mouth of the Ohio River— 


That is in accordance with this provision here— 


and which may be allotted to levees may be expended under the direc- 
tion of the Secretary of War in accordance with plans, specifications, 
and recommendations of the Mississippi River Commission, as approved 
by the Chief of Engineers, for levees upon any part of said river be- 
tween the Head of the Passes and Cape Girardeau, Mo. 

That in so many words includes this portion of the river be- 
tween the mouth of the Ohio and Cape Girardeau in that part 
from the Ohio down to the Passes. It consolidates the two. 

It should be noticed, however, that the statute reads, and it 
must so read in the very nature of the case, “for continuing 
improvement in completion of contract authorization.’ That 
probably means that the greater share of this $2,000,000 made 
available under this appropriation has been contracted to be 
expended already—that is, they have already provided for con- 
struction of levees that will exhaust the most of this amount. 

Then there is another fact, that before any levees are con- 
tracted for by the Mississippi River Commission it is customary 
to make surveys, also consultations are had with the people of 
the locality, agreements are generally made under which those 
owning the abutting property upon the stretch of the river 
under consideration agree to pay a share—one-half, usually. It 
would be necessary that all these preliminary steps should be 
taken before any contracts for levees are made. So, to sum 
up the whole matter, it is not clear, I may say not probable, 
that any considerable share of the amount appropriated by this 
bill would be expended for levees above the mouth of the Ohio; 
but so far as legislation can consolidate the two portions and 
provide for expenditure there in the future, the bill reported 
from the Committee on Levees and Improvements of the Mis- 
sissippi River, with this bill, accomplishes everything that 
could be done. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask the gentleman 
a further question. Is there a lump-sum appropriated for the 
purpose of making surveys? 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. For the Mississippi River there is 
an allotment by the Commission. It is not separately appro- 
priated. The two millions is appropriated for the Mississippi 
River below the Ohio, which under the recent law would in- 
clude that pcrticn of the river from the mouth of the Ohio to 


Cape Girardeau, at least so far as expenditure for levees is 
concerned. The members of the Commission make an allot- 
ment, so much for surveys, so much for levees, etc. The 
amount for levees is usually more than half. 

Mr. PRINCE. The question I wanted more definitely an- 
swered was this: The gentleman intimated that inasmuch as 
there had not been any survey of the river for levee purposes 
between the mouth of the Ohio River and Cape Girardeau, to 
which this law extended the jurisdiction of the Mississippi 
River Commission, and in view of the further fact that no 
contracts, they heretofore having no jurisdiction of it, have 
been made, therefore this one million or no part of it could be 
used toward levee work from the mouth of the river up to 
Cape Girardeau—— 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. All or most of the amount for levees 
is probably already allotted to localities below the mouth of the 
Ohio. 

Mr. PRINCE. Is there any way aside from legislation that 
the river commission can make a survey out of money now 
appropriated? 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Oh, yes, indeed. 
money. It does not require any legislation. 
tion about that. 

Mr. PRINCE. 

Mr. TAWNEY. 
do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Watson, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the sundry civil ap- 
propriation bill and had come to no resolution thereon. 


They can allot 
There is no ques- 


I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 
Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 


REGULATING DELIVERY, ETC., OF SPONGES. 


Mr, HINSHAW. Mr. Speaker, I present a conference report 
on the bill (S. 4806) to regulate the landing, delivery, cure, and 
sale of sponges, together with a statement of the conferees for 
printing under the rule. 

The SPEAKER. The conference report and statement will be 
printed under the rule. 

ELIZA SWORDS. 


Mr. CHANEY. Mr. Speaker, I present a conference report 
on the bill (H. R. 1160) granting an increase of pension to 
Eliza Swords, together with a statement of the conferees 
thereon, for printing under the rule. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The report will be printed under the rule. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills 
and joint resolutions of the following titles; when the Speaker 
signed the same: 

H. J. Res. 166. Joint resolution providing for payment for 
dredging the channel and anchorage basin between Ship Island 
Harbor and Gulfport, Miss., and for other purposes; 

H. J. Res. 162. Joint resolution authorizing the construction 
and maintenance of wharves, piers, and other structures in Lake 
Michigan adjoining certain lands in Lake County, Inid.: 

H. R. 14604. An act forbidding the importation, exportation, 
or carriage in interstate commerce of falsely or spuriously 
stamped articles of merchandise made of gold or silver or their 
alloys, and for other purposes ; 

H. R. 17455. An act permitting the building of a dam across 
the Mississippi River at or near the village of Clearwater, 
Wright County, Minn. ; 

H. R. 13828. An act granting 
M. Carroll ; 

H. R. 18135. An act granting 
dict Sutter ; 

H. R. 18561. An act granting 
than Skeans; 

H. R. 18116. An act granting 
Evans; 

H. R. 3005. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob C. 
Shafer ; 
H. R. 10395. An act granting an increase of pension to Stephen 

Cundiff ; 

H. R. 16878. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
B. Adams; 

H. R. 15692. An act granting a pension to Frank M. Dooley; 

H. R. 16946. An act releasing the right, title, and interest of 
the United States to the piece or parcel of land known as the 
“ Cuartel lot” to the city of Monterey, Cal. ; 

H. J. Res. 170. Joint resolution to supply a deficiency in the 


an increase of pension to John 
an increase of pension to Bene- 
an increase of pension to Jona- 


an increase of pension to Green 
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appropriation for assistant custodians and janitors of public 
buildings; and 

H. J. Res. 118. Joint resolution accepting the recession by the 
State of California of the Yosemite Valley grant and the 
Mariposa Big Tree Grove, and including the same, together 
with fractional sections 5 and 6, township 5 south, range 22 
east, Mount Diablo meridian, California, within the metes and 
bounds of the Yosemite National Park, and changing the 
boundaries thereof. 

SENATE BILL REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bill of the following 
title was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to its ap- 
propriate committee, as indicated below: 

8.5365. An act to appoint Joseph Y. Porter a lieutenant-colo- 
nel and deputy surgeon-general, and to place him on the retired 
list of the Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

HARRIET P. SANDERS. 

Mr. CHANEY. Mr. Speaker, I present a conference report 
on the bill (H. R. 98138) granting a pension to Hariet P. 
Sanders, together with a statement of the conferees thereon, for 
printing under the rule. 

The SPEAKER. The conference report and statement will be 
priuted under the rule. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Then, on motion of Mr. Tawney (at 5 o’clock and 20 minutes 
p. m.), the House adjourned until Monday, June 11, 1906, at 
12 o'clock m. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Assistant Attorney-General for the Post- 
Oflice Department, submitting a recommendation of a change 
of the system of indexing the Federal statutes—to the Commit- 
tee on Rules, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the Commissioners of the District of Co- 
lumbia, submitting an estimate of appropriation for payment of 
judgments and for writs of lunacy—to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were severally reported from committees, de- 
livered to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars 
therein named, as follows: 

Mr. BARTHOLDT, from the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, to which was referred the bill of the Senate 
4169) to authorize the sale of certain real estate in the 
District of Columbia belonging to the United States, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
4905) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. WANGER, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 19566) to authorize the Coraopolis and Osborne Bridge 
Company to construct a bridge over the Ohio River, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
4906); which said bill and report were referred to the House | 
Calendar. | 

Mr. SMITH of California, from the Committee on the Public 
Lands, to which was referred the bill of the House (1. R. 
19224) for the protection of animals, birds, and fish in the | 


AND 
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to authorize the board of supervisors of Coahoma County, Miss., 
to construct a bridge across Coldwater River—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

3y Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 20098) val- 
idating certain soldiers’ additional homestead entries—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. STERLING: A bill (H. R. 20099) providing for 
change of venue in Federal courts—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. ANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 20100) amending act of 
June 27, 1898, permitting payment of pensions to officers and 
men of Indian wars, and their widows, between 1849 and 1854— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20101) providing for the exchange and 
payment by the United States of certain railroad-aid bonds is- 
sued by the counties of Grant and Santa Fe, N. Mex., and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RHODES: A bill (H. R. 20102) to establish a Na- 
tional Commission of Public Highways and to provide for the 
construction and improvement of the public roads of the sev- 
eral States and Territories of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. McGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 20103) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to reconvene the Kaw Commission as 
established under the provisions of the act of Congress of July. 
1, 1902—to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BELL of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 20104) granting a 
pension to Robert Shope—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 20105) for the relief of 
Daniel Gilbert—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COCKRAN: A bill (H. R. 20106) for the relief of 
Jacob Palmer—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

3y Mr. DRESSER: A bill (H. R. 20107) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William A. Brown—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

3y Mr. HASKINS: A bill (H. R. 20108) removing the charge 
of desertion from the military record of Norris W. Silver, alias 
Norman W. Silver—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: A bili (H. R. 20109) granting an increase 
of pension to Garrett V. D. Hageman—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. RHODES: A bill (H. R. 20110) granting an increase 
of pension to John W. Perrine—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20111) granting an increase of pension to 
William Sharboneau—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R.- 20112) granting an increase of pension to 
Alfred Crites—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (TJ. R. 20118) granting an increase of pension to 
William Stone—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (Hi. R. 20114) granting an increase of pension to 
William Shepherd—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20115) granting an increase of pension to 
Elihu L. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 20116) for the re- 
lief of John 8S. Madagan—to the Committee on IntePstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WANGER: A bill (H. R. 20117) granting an increase 
ef pension to Preston J. Michener—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. YOUNG: A bill (H. R. 20118) granting an increase 


forest reserves in California, and for other purposes, reported | Of pension to George G. Johnston—to the Committee on Invalid 


the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
4907); which said bill and report were referred to the House 
Calendar. 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Claims was 
discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 18760) for 
the relief of Capt. William N. Hughes; and the same was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
rials of the following titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred as follows: 

By Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 20097) 





Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ANDREWS: Petition of Archeological Society of 
Santa Fe, for H. R. 17459—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: Petition of employees of the South 
and Western Railway Company, against antipass amendment 
to the rate bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreig 
Commerce. : 

By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: Petition of conductors of 
Dakota Division, Chicago and Northwestern Railway; L. A. 
Liedtke and R. H. Woods, Brotherhood of Railway Trainmen; 
W. R. Foster and R. R. C. and H. C. Noble, Brotherhood of 
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Locomotive Firemen; Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen of 
Huron, 8S. Dak., and engineers of Dakota Division of Chicago 
and Northwestern Railway, against antipass amendment to rate 
bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

sy Mr. BURTON of Ohio: Petition of Frank L. Willcutt, for 
amendment to post-office laws making legal all paid newspaper 
subseriptions—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

Also, petition of H. L. Ambler et al., against Mr. Perkins’s 
amendment to section 2 of Senate Army dental: bill—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CHANEY: Petition of Davis County Medical Society, 
of Washington, Ind., for passage of the pure-food bill—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. | 

3y Mr. DAWSON: Petition of German-American Alliance, 
favoring a commission to study the question of immigration— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of American Manufacturers’ Com- 
pany, American Folding Bed Company, American Parlor Fur- 
niture Company, Crocker Chair Company, Dillingham Manu- 
facturing Company, Excelsior Wrapper Company, C. B. Frey- 
berg Lumber Company, Frosts Veneer Seating Company, Gas- 
ton Toy Company, J. M. Kohler Sons Company, Northern Fur- 
niture Company, Phoenix Chair Company, Ross-Sellinger Com- 
pany, Sheboygan Chair Company, Sheboygan Novelty Works, 
Sheboygan Knitting Company, J. J. Vollroth Manufacturing 
Company, M,. Winter Lumber Company, and Sheboygan Light, 
Power, and Railway Company, against eight-hour law—to the 
Committee on Rules. 

Also, petition of National German-American Alliance, for 
installation of commission to study and suggest best method of 
distribution of immigrants—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. GAINES of West Virginia: Petition of J. B. Duke 
and 54 others, of Thurmond, W. Va., against antipass amend- 
ment to rate bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Protests of business men and manu- 
facturers of Boston, Mass.; Menominee, Mich.; Peacedale, R. L., 
and Allegheny, Pa., against passage of so-called ‘ Gomper’s 
eight-hour bill ’”’—to the Committee on Rules. 

Also, petition of Grieb Rubber Company, of Trenton, N. J.; 
I. Stephenson Company, of Escanaba, Mich., and Ostrander 
Fire Brick Company, of Troy, N. Y., against the eight-hour bill— 
to the Committee on Rules. 


By Mr. HINSHAW: Paper to accompany bill for relief of | 


Garrett V. D. Hageman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. HUFF: Resolution of Chamber of Commerce of Pitts- | 
burg, Pa., for continuance of investigation of fuels and struc- | 


tural materials by the Geological Survey Bureau, of Washing- 
ton, D. C., and requesting that laboratories be located in Pitts- 
burg, Pa.—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. KINKAID: Petition of Elmer Lowe, of 
Nebr., president of Stock Growers’ Association, for meat in- 
spection, expenses of same to be paid by the Government—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 


i 





Alliance, | 


Also, petition of citizens and bankers of Kearney and O'Neill, | 


Nebr., urging inspection of meat products—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 


Also, petition of railway employees, against adoption of anti- | 


pass amendment to railway rate bill—to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of Braun & F‘tts, for an investiga- 
tion into the methods of “ renovated butter factories” and cen- 
tralizing plants for production of so-called “ creamery butter ’— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. LORIMER: Petition of G. A. Destafano, against the 
Gardner immigration-restriction bill—to the Committee on 

tules. 

By Mr. RYAN: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Kate 
Wright and John A. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, petitions of Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, Lodges 
Nos. 187 and 572; Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, Lodge 
No. 421; Brotherhood of Eecomotive Firemen, Lodge No. 472, 
and Order of Railway Conductors, Division No. 2, protesting 
against passage of antipass amendment to the rate bill—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SMITH of Maryland: Petition of A. H. Owens & 


Bro., of Perryville, Md., asking an amendment to pure-food 
bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. STERLING: Papers to accdmpany bill (H. R. 20064) 
granting an increase of pension to William C. Arnold—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pe sions, 





By Mr. SULZER: Petition of State legislative board of Broth- 
erhood of Locomotive Engineers, of the State of New York, op- 
posing repeal of Chinese-exclusion act—to the Commiitee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Brann & Filts, of Chicago, Ill., asking a cor- 
rection of abuses in the manufacture and handling of butter and 
cheese—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WOOD of New Jersey: Petition of Col. W. A. Roebling 
Division, No. 373, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, against 
antipass amendment to rate bill—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 





SENATE. 
Monpay, June 11, 1906. 


Prayer by Rey. CHARLES CUTHBERT HALL, D. D., of the city of 
New York. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceed- 
ings of Saturday last, when, on request of Mr. Hare, and by 
unanimous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal stands approved. 

TRADE CONDITIONS IN CHINA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, reports on the trade conditions in China by 
Special Agents Harry R. Burrill and Raymond §S. Crist; which, 
with the accompanying reports, was ordered to lie on the table 
and be printed. 

TRADE CONDITIONS IN JAPAN AND KOREA. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, reports on trade conditions in Japan and Korea 
by Special Agent Raymond 8. Crist; which, with the accom- 
panying reports, was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

SENATOR FROM MARYLAND. 

Mr. RAYNER. Mr. President, I present the credentials of 
Hon. William Pinkney Whyte, of Maryland, appointed by the 
governor of that State successor to the late Senator Gorman for 
his unexpired term and until the meeting of the next general as- 
sembly of Maryland. I ask that the credentials be read, and 
hat Mr. Whyte be qualified. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
dentials. 

The credentials of William Pinkney Whyte, appointed by the 
governor of the State of Maryland a Senator from that State to 
fill, until the next meeting of the legislature thereof, the va- 
ecancy occasioned by the death of Arthur Pue Gorman in the 
term ending March 3, 1909, were read and ordered to be filed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator appointed will appear 
at the Vice-President’s desk and take the oath of office. 

Mr. Whyte was escorted to the Vice-President’s desk by Mr. 
-AYNER: and the oath prescribed by law having been adminis- 
tered to him, he took his seat in the Senate. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Brownine, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
passed a bill (H. R. 19144} granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah Louisa Sheppard; in gvhich it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 18024) for the 


The Secretary will read the cre- 


| control and regulation of the waters of Niagara River, for the 


preservation of Niagara Falls, and for other purposes; asks a 
conference with the Senate on the disagreeing yotes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Burron, Mr. BisnHop, 
and Mr. LESTER managers at the conference on the part of the 
House. 

The message further announced that the House had disagreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 19681) to 
survey and allot the lands embraced within the limits of the 
Blackfeet Indian Reservation, in the State of Montana, and to 
open the surplus lands to settlement; asks a conference with the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
had appointed Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. Curtis, and Mr. ZeENor mana- 
gers at the conference on the part of the House. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolutions; 
and they were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

H. R. 3005. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob C, 
Shafer ; 











$218 


H.R. 10395. An act granting an increase of pension to Stephen 
Cundiff ; , 

H. it. 13828. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
M. Carroll; 


H. R. 14604. An act forbidding the importation, exportation, 


or carriage in interstate conmerce of falsely or spuriously | 


stamped articles of merchandise made of gold or silver or their 
alloys, and for other purposes ; 

H, ht. 15692. An act granting a pension to Frank M. Dooley ; 

H. it. 16878. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
B. Adams; 

H.R. 16946. An act releasing the right, title, and interest of 
the United States to the piece or parcel of land known as the 
“ Cuartel lot” to the city of Monterey, Cal.; 

H.R. 17455. An act permitting the building of a dam across 
the Mississippi River at or near the village of Clearwater, 
Wright County, Minn.; 

H.R. 18116. An act granting 
Evans; 

H. R. 18135. 
dict Sutter; 

Hi. ht. 18561. 
than Skeans; 

H. J. Res. i118. Joint resolution accepting the recession by the 
State of California of the Yosemite Valley grant and the 
Mariposa Big Tree Grove, and including the same, together 
with fractional sections 5 and 6, township 5 south, range 22 
east, Micunt Diablo meridian, California, within the metes and 
bounds of the Yosemite National Park, and changing the 
boundaries thereof ; 


an increase of pension to Green 
An act granting an increase of pension to Bene- 


An act granting an increase of pension to Jona- 


Hi. J. Res. 162. Joint resolution authorizing the construction | 


and maintenance of wharves, piers, and other structures in Lake 
Michigan adjoining certain lands in Lake County, Ind.; 

H. J. Res. 166. Joint resolution providing for payment for 
dredging the channel and anchorage basin between Ship Island 
Harbor and Guifport, Miss.. and for other purposes; and 

H. J: Res. 170. Joint resolution to supply a deficiency in the 
appropriation for assistant custodians and janitors of public 

uildings, 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the National 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Evanston, IIl., pray- 


ing for » adopti of an amen Sonstituti 
ing for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution to | a document. 


prohibit polygamy; 
the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Baptist Woman’s Mission- 
ary Union of the District of Columbia, praying for an investi- 
gation into the existing conditions in the Kongo Free State; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


which was referred to the Committee on 


He also presented a petition of the Illinois State Dental So- | 


ciety, of Chicago, lil, praying for the establishment of a corps 
of dental surgeons in the United States Army; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FORAKER. In behalf nv colleague [Mr. Dick], who 
is univoidably absent in the disciarge of duties elsewhere, I 
present memorials of sundry railroad employees of Middleport, 
Cleveland, Youngstown, Zanesville, Ashtabula, Tiffin, Medina, 
Dennison, and Painesville, all in the State of Ohio, remonstrat- 
ing against the adoption of a certain amendment to the so- 
ealled “railroad rate bill” to prohibit the issuance of passes 
to railroad employees and their families. I move that the 
memorials lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. In behalf of my colleague [Mr. Proctor], 
who is necessarily absent, I present memorials of sundry rail- 
road employees of Windsor, Newport, Harwick, Rutland, and 
Bellows Falls, all in the State of Vermont, remonstrating against 
the adoption of a certain amendment to the so-called “ railroad 
rate bill” to prohibit the issuance of passes to railroad em- 
ployees and their families. I move that the memorials lie on 
the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of the Chester Clearing 
House, of Chester, Pa., and a petition of the Clearing House 
Association of Wilkes-Barre, Pa., praying for the enactment of 
legislation permitting national banks to loan 10 per cent of 
their capital and surplus to an individual borrower; which were 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Union City Chair Com- 
pany, of Union City, Pa., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to impose a stamp tax of 25 per cent ad valorem on all 
goods made or partly made in prisons and sold in competition 
with the product of free labor; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 
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Mr. DRYDEN presented the petition of R. J. Caldwell, of 
New York City, N. Y., praying for the adoption of the so-called 
“ Beveridge meat-inspection amendment” to the agricultural 
appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

Hie also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Newark, 


| N. J., praying for the passage of the so-called “ Philippine tar- 


iff bill;” which was referred to the Committee on the Phil- 
ippines. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE presented a memorial of Local Division 
No. 378, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Trenton, N. J., 
and a memorial of New Jersey Division, No. 294, Order of Rail- 
way Conductors, of Trenton, N. J., remonstrating against the 
adoption of a certain amendment to the so-called “ railroad 
rate bill” to prohibit the issuance of passes to railroad em- 
pleyees and their families; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented memorials of sundry railroad employees of 
Michigan City, Seymour, Indianapolis, Ashley, Janesville, Peru, 
Klkhart, Bedford, Jefferson, Lafayette, Huntington, Evansville, 
Logansport, Washington, Tipton, Garrett, Vincennes, and Rich- 
mond, all in the State of Indiana, and of Pittsburg, Pa., remon- 
strating against the adeption of a certain amendment to the so- 
ealled “railroad rate bill” prohibiting the issuance of passes 
to railroad employees and their families; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

SENATOR FROM UTAH. 


Mr. BURROWS. From the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections, I submit a report with an accompanying resolution. 
I ask that the resolution be read and placed on the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution reported by the 


| Senator from Michigan from the Committee on Privileges and 


Elections will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That Rerp Smoot is not entitled to a seat as a Senator of 
the United States from the State of Utah. 

Mr. BURROWS. I ask that the resolution be placed on the 
Calendar, and I also ask that the hearings in the case be printed 
as a document for the use of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be placed on 
the Calendar. The Senator from Michigan requests that the 
testimony taken at the hearings in this matter be printed as 
Without objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. BURROWS. I also ask that 10,000 copies of the report 
and the views of the minority which are to be presented be 
printed, 3,000 for the use of the committee, and the balance for 
the use of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Michigan re- 
quests that 10,000 copies of the report of the committee with 
the views of the minority be printed, 3,000 for the use of the 
committee, and the residue for the use of the Senate. 

Mr. FORAKER. I do not understand that the request of 
the Senator is that the majority and the minority reports shall 
be printed as one document. 

Mr. BURROWS. Oh, no. 

Mr. FORAKER. I suggest that they be printed as separate 
documents. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
Is there objection to the request made by the Senator from 


| Michigan, that 10,000 copies of the reports be printed as sepa- 


rate documents? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. FORAKER. On behalf of a minority of the members of 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections, who dissented from 
the resolution reported by the majority, I submit a report as 
their views, and ask that it may be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ohio submits a 
minority report on the same subject. 

Mr. FORAKER. May I inquire, will these reports be printed, 
without an order, in the REcorp? They are somewhat extended. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. They will not. 

Mr. FORAKER. I think all Senators will want to see them, 
and I request that they may be printed in the Recorp. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ohio asks unani- 
mous consent that the reports just made be printed in the Rrc- 
ORD. 

Mr. BURROWS. I hope there will be no objection to that re- 
quest. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears none, and it is so 
ordered. 

The reports are as follows: . 
[Senate Report No. 4253, part 1, Fifty-ninth Congress, first session.] 


Mr. Burrows, from the Committee on Privileges and Elections, sub- 
mitted the following report: 


The Committee on Privileges and Elections, who were charged by 
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the Senate with the duty of investigating the right and title of REED 
Smoot to a seat in the Senate as a Senator from the State of Utah, 
respectfully submit the following coger: 

On the 23d day of February, 19038, the credentials of REED SMooT 
as a Senator of the United States from the State of Utah were pre- 
sented to the Senate. On the same day and at the same hour there 
was also presented and placed on file a protest from certain citizens 
of Utah, praying for an investigation into the right of Mr. Smoot to 
the seat to whieh he claimed to have been elected. 

Subsequently, and on the 5th day of March, 1903, Mr. Smoot took the 
oath of office as Senator from Utah. At the same time the attention 
of the Senate was, in behalf of the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions, called to the method of procedure in cases like that of Mr. 
Smoot. It was then stated, without question on the part of any mem- 
ber of the Senate, that in cases where the credentials of a Senator con- 
sist of “‘a certificate of his due election from the executive of his 
State, he is entitled to be sworn in, and that all questions relating to 
his qualifications should be postponed and acted upon by the Senate 
afterwards.”’ Under this rule the credentials of Mr. SMoor, with the 
protest against his right to a seat in the Senate, were referred to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections under a resolution adopted by 
the Senate January 27, 1904, directing the committee to investigate 
the right and title of Mr. Smoor to a seat in the Senate as Senator 
from the State of Utah. 

The resolution is as follows: 

“Resolved, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections of the 
Senate, or any subcommittee thereof, be authorized and directed to 
investigate the right and title of Resp Smoot to a seat in the Senate as 
Senator from the State of Utah; and said committee, or any subcom- 
mittee thereof, is authorized to sit during the sessions of the Senate, to 
employ a stenographer, to send for persons and papers, and to admin- 
ister oaths; and that the expense of the inquiry shall be paid from 
the contingent fund of the Senate upon vouchers to be approved by 
the chairman of the committee.” 


THE PROTEST AGAINST THE SEATING OF MR. SMOOT. 


The protest before referred to against the seating of Mr. Smoot as a 
Senator from the State of Utah is stated in such protest to be “ upon 
the ground and for the reason that he is one of a self-perpetuating body 
of fifteen men who, constituting the ruling authorities of the Church 
of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints, or ‘Mormon Church,’ claim, and 
by their followers are accorded the right to claim, supreme authority, 
divinely sanctioned, to shape the belief and control the conduct of those 
under them in all matters whatsoever, civil and religious, temporal 
and spiritual, and who thus uniting in themselves authority in church 
and state do so exercise the same as to inculcate and encourage a 
belief in polygamy and polygamous cohabitation; who countenance 
and connive at violations of the State law prohibiting the same, regard- 
less of pledges made for the purpose of obtaining statehood and of 
covenants made with the people of the United States, and who by all 
the means in their power protect and honor those who, with them- 
selves, violate the laws of the land and are guilty of practices destruc- 
tive of the family and of the home.” 

In support of this protest the protestants make certain charges and 
assertions, the substance of which is as follows: 

1. The Mormon priesthood, according to the doctrines of that church, 
is vested with supreme authority in al! things spiritual and temporal. 

2. The first presidency and twelve apostles (said REED Smoor being 
one of said twetve aposties) are supreme in the exercise of the authority 
of the Mormon Church in all things temporal and spiritual. In sup- 
port of this second proposition instances are given of the interference 
of the first presidency and twelve aposties in the political affairs of 
the State of Utah, and quotations at length are given from the decla- 
rations of officials in the Mormon Church regarding the authority of 
the leaders in said church to dictate to the membership thereof con- 
cerning the political action of said members. 

838 and 4. That the first Pens yg and twelve apostles of the Mor- 
mon Church have not abandoned the principles and practice of political 
dictation; neither have they abandoned their belief in polygamy and 
polygamous cohabitation. 

5. That the first presidency and twelve apostles (of whom RerEpD 
Smoor is one) also practice or connive at and encourage the practice 
of polygamy, and have without protest or objection permitted those 
who held 'gislative offices by their will and consent to attempt to 
nullify enactments against polygamous cohabitation. 

6. That the supreme authorities of the Mormon Church, namely, 
the first presidency and twelve apostles (of whom Mr. Smoor is one), 
not only connive at violations of the law against polygamy and polyga- 
mous cohabitation, but protect and honor the violators of such laws. 

The protest further asserts that the leaders of the Mormon Church 
«of whom Mr. Smoor is one) are solemnly banded together against the 
people of the United States in the endeavor of said leaders to baffle 
the designs and frustrate the attempts of the Government to eradicate 
polygamy and polygamous cohabitation. 

The protest further charges that the conduct and practices of the 
first presidency and twelve apostles (of whom Mr. Smoot is one) are 
well known to be, first, contrary to the public sentiment of the civi- 
lized world; second, contrary to express pledges which were given by 
the leaders of the Mormon Church in procuring amnesty; third, con- 
trary to the express conditions upon which the escheated property of 
the Mormon Church was returned; fourth, contrary to the pledges 
given by the representatives of that church in their a for statehood ; 
fifth, contrary to the pledges required in the enabling act and given 
in the State constitution of Utah; sixth, contrary to a provision in the 
constitution of Utah providing that “ there shall be no union of church 
and state, nor shall any church dominate the State or interfere with 
its functions,” and seventh, contrary to law. The protest concludes 
by asking that the Senate make inquiry touching the matters stated 
in said protest. 

This protest is followed by certain charges made by one John L. 
Leilich under oath, which are in the main of the same tenor and effect 
as the charges made in the protest, with the additional charge that Mr. 
Smoot is a polygamist, having a legal wife and a plural wife, and the 
further charge that Mr. Smoor has, as an apostle of the Mormon 
<hurech, taken an oath “of such a nature and character as that he is 
thereby disqualified from taking the oath of office required of a United 
States Senator.” 

ANSWER OF MR. SMOOT. 


To the statements made in the protest and the charges by Mr. Leilich 
Mr. Ssoor made answer, which answer is in the nature of a demurrer 
to all the charges contained in the protest and to the charges made by 





Mr. Leilich, except two, namely, that Mr. Smoor is a polygamist and 
hat he is bound by some oath or obligation which is inconsistent with 
the oath taken by him as a Senator. -Both these charges he denies, 
and further denies, specifically and categorically, the charges made in 
the protest and by Mr. Leilich. 


AUTHORITY OF THE SENATH AND NATURE OF THH INVESTIGATION. 


Before proceeding to an examination of the protest and answer and 
the testimony taken by the committee, it may be well to examine, 
briefly, the authority of the Senate in the premises and the nature and 
scope of the investigation. 

The Constitution provides (art. 1, sec. 5, par. 1) that “ Each House 
shall be the judge of the elections, returns, and qualifications of its 
own members.” It is now well established by the decisions of the 
Senate in a number of cases that, in order to be a fit representative 
of a sovereign State of the Union in the Senate of the United States, 
one must be in all respects obedient to the Constitution and laws of the 
United States and of the State from which he comes, and must also 
be desirous of the welfare of his country and in hearty accord and 
eee with its Government and institutions. If he does not possess 
these qualifications, if his conduct has been such as to be prejudicial to 
the welfare of society, of the nation, or its Government, he is regarded 
as being unfit to perform the important and confidential duties of a 
Senator, and may be deprived of a seat in the Senate, although he may 
have done no act of which a court of justice could take cognizance. 
Thus William Blount, a Senator from the State of Tennessee, was, in 
the year 1797, deprived of his seat in the Senate for conduct “ incon- 
sistent with his public trust and duty as a Senator.’”’ His offense con- 
sisted in the writing of a letter to one Carey, an official interpreter to 
the Cherokee Nation, the conduct of Mr. Blount in writing said letter 
oe characterized by the committee of investigation in that case as 
ollows: 

“The plan hinted at in this extraordinary Ictter to be executed under 
the auspices of the British is so capable of different constructions and 
conjectures that your committee at present forbear giving any decided 
opinion respecting it, except that to Mr. Blount’s own mind it appeared 
to be inconsistent with the interests of the United States and of Spain, 
and he was therefore anxious to conceal it from both. But when they 
consider his attempts to seduce Carey from his duty as a faithful in- 
terpreter and to — him as an engine to alienate the affections 
pon confidence of the Indians from the public officers of the United 
States residing among them; the measures he has proposed to excite 
a temper which must produce the recall or expulsion of our superin- 
tendent from the Creek Nation; his insidious advice tending to the ad- 
vancement of his own popularity and consequence, at the expense and 
hazard of the good opinion which the Indians entertain of this Gov- 
ernment and of the treaties subsisting between us and them, your com- 
mittee have no doubt that Mr. Blount’s conduct has been inconsistent 
with his public duty, renders him unworthy of a further continuance 
of his present public trust in this body, and amounts to a high mis- 
demeanor.” 

The vote on the expulsion of Mr. Blount resulted as follows: 
25, nays, 1. (Senate Election Cases, 3d: ed., pp. 929-933.) 

In the year 1807, John Smith, a Senator from the State of Ohio, was 
accused of being associated with Aaron Burr in a conspiracy “ against 
the peace and prosperity” of the United States. In the report of 
the committee—of which John Quincy Adams was chairman—appointed 
to investigate the case the committee say: 

“In examining the question whether these forms of judicial proceed- 
ings or the rules of judicial evidence ought to be applied to the exer- 
cise of that censorial authority which the Senate of the United States 
possesses over the conduct of its members, let us assume as the test 
of their application either the dictates of unfettered reason, the letter 
and spirit of the Constitution, or precedents, domestic or foreign, and 
your committee believe that the result will be the same—that the power 
of expelling a member must, in its nature, be discretionary, and in 
its exercise always more summary than the tardy process of judicial 
tribunals. 

“The power of expelling a member for misconduct results on the 

rinciples of common sense, from the interest of the nation that the 

high trust of legislation should be invested in pure hands. When the 
trust is elective it is not to be presumed that the constituent body will 
commit the deposit to the keeping of worthless characters. Sut when 
a man whom his fellow-citizens have honored with their confidence on 
the pledge of his spotless reputation has degraded himself by commis- 
sion of infamous crimes, which become suddenly and unexpectedly re 
vealed to the world, defective indeed would be that institution which 
should be impotent to discard from its bosom tbe contagion of 
a member, which should have no remedy of amputation to apply 
the poison had reached the heart. 

“The question upon the trial of a criminal cause before the couris 
of common law is not between guilt and innocence, but between guilt 
and the possibility of inmocence. If a doubt can possibly be raised, 
either by the ingenuity of the party or of his counsel, or by the opera 
tion of general rules in their unforeseen application to particular cases, 
that doubt must be decisive for acquital, and the verdict of not guilty 
perhaps in nine cases out of ten means no more than that the guilt 
of the party has not been demonstrated in the precise, specific, and 
narrow forms prescribed by law. ‘The humane spirit of the laws 
multiplies the barriers for the protection of innocence and freely ad 
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mits that these barriers may be abused for the shelter of guilt. It 
avows a strong partiality favorable to the person upon trial and ac- 
knowledges the preference that ten guilty should escape rather than 
that one innocent should suffer. The interest of the public that a 


particular crime should be punished is but as one to ten compared with 
the interest of the party that innocence should be spared. Acquittal 
only restores the party to the common rights of every other citizen; 
it restores him to no public trust; it invests him with no public confi- 
dence; it substitutes the sentence of mercy for the doom of justice, 
and to the eyes of impartial reason in the great majority of cases must 
be considered rather as a pardon than a justification. 

“But when a member of a legislative body lies under the imputation 
of aggravated offenses and the determination upon his cause can 
operate only to remove him from a station of extensive powers and im- 
portant trust, this disproportion between the interest of the public 
and the interest of the individual disappears; if any disproportion exists, 
it is of am opposite kind. It is not better that ten traitors should be 
members of this Senate than that one innocent man should suffer ex- 
pulsion. In either case, no doubt, the evil would be great. But in 
the former it would strike at the vitals of the nations; in the latter 
ee though deeply to be lamented, only be the calamity of an 
ndividual.” 
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The resolution reported by the said committee declaring ‘‘ That | been guilty of any act or conduct of which any court would take cog- 


John Smith, a Senator from the State of Ohio, by his participation in 
the conspiracy of Aaron Burr against the peace, union, and liberties 
of the people of the United States, has been guilty of conduct incom- 
patible with his duty and station as a Senator of the United States, and 
that he be therefore, and hereby is, expelled from the Senate of the 
United States,” received, nineteen aflirmative votes to ten in the nega- 
tive. (Senate Election Cases, 3d ed., pp. 934-948.) - 

In 1862 Jesse D. Bright was expelled from the Senate for writing a 
letter to Jefferson Davis, “ president of the Confederation of States,” 
in March, 1861, introducing one Thomas B. Lincoln, who wished to 
dispose of an improvement in firearms. Some at least of the Senators 
who voted for Mr. Lright’s expulsion asserted in effect that they did 
not claim that Mr. Bright had been guilty of treason, misprision of 
treason, or any other offense against the laws of this country. He was 
deprived of his seat in the Senate because it was believed that his 
desires and conduct were opposed to the welfare and interests of the 
nation. 

In the course of the debate upon the question of expelling Mr. 
Bright Mr. Sumner used the following language: 

“* *  * But the question may be properly asked if this inquiry 
is to be conducted as in a court of justice, under all the restrictions and 
technical rules of judicial proceedings? Clearly not. Under the Con- 
stitution the Senate, in a case like the present, is the absolute judge, 
free to exercise its power according to its own enlightened discretion. 
It may justiy declare a Senator unworthy of a seat in this body on 
evidence defective in form, or on evidence even which does not con- 
stitute positive crime. * * * It is obvious that the Senate may 
act on any evidence which shall be satisfactory to show that one of 
its members is unworthy of his seat without bringing it to the test of 
any rules of law. It is true that the good name of the individual is in 
question; but so also is the good name of the Senate, not forgetting 
also the welfare of the country; and if there are generous presumptions 
of personal innocence, so also are there irresistible instincts of self- 
defense which compel us to act vigorously, not only to preserve the 
good name of the Senate, but also to preserve the country.” (Con- 
gressional Globe, 2d sess. 387th Cong., pt. 1, pp. 412, 413, 414.) 

in the same debate Mr. Davis, of Kentucky, said: 

“* * * But what is the law? We are not sitting as a court 
trying the honorable Senator. There are some gentlemen, able men, 
very able men, men of enlarged patriotism, of eminent public and private 
virtue that have pursued the profession of the law so long, either as 
practitioners, counselors and solicitors, or as judges, that their minds 
have become too contracted for enlarged statesmanship and the great 
principles of policy and moral justice, upon which governments ought 
to be administered, and upon which alone they can be wisely admin- 
istered. They have dwarfed their minds to such an extent that they 
can not reason upon the expansive principle and sentiment and con- 
sideration that ought to guide and control the largest and wisest 
statesmanship. 

“There is no law which defines any particular class of offenses that 
shall be sufficient to expel a Senator from his seat. The common law 
does not. ‘There is no statute law that does. There are no rules of 
evidence establishing technicat rules of testimony that are to guide and 
control and govern this body in getting its lights and reaching its con- 
clusions when a Senator is thus on trial. The general rule and princi- 
ple of law and of reason and common sense is that whatever disquali- 
fies a member of the Senate from the proper discharge of his duties, 
whatever it may be, is sufficient, and ought to be held sufficient, for his 
expulsion, and whatever evidence satisfies the mind reasonably and 
according to moral certainty and truth of the existence of that cause is 
sufficient evidence without resorting to the technical rules of testimony 
upon which to convict him. That is the law of this country. It is the 
linw of England. It is the law of Parliament. I will read from 
Story’s Commentaries on the Constitution, section 836, a short para- 
graph: 

“< * * * In July, 1797, William Blount was expelled from the 
Senate for a high misdemeanor entirely inconsistent with his public 
trust and duty as a Senator. ‘The offense charged against him was an 
attempt to seduce an American agent among the Indians from his duty 
and to alienate the affections and confidence of the Indians from the 
public authorities of the United States, and a negotiation for services 


in behalf of the British Government among the Indians. It was nota 
statutable offense; nor was it committed in his official character; nor 
was it committed during the session of Congress, nor at the seat of 


government. Yet, by an almost unanimous vote [25 yeas to 1 nay] he 
was elled from that body and he was afterwards impeached (as has 
already been stated) for this, among other charges. It seems, there- 
fore, to be settled by the Senate, upon full deliberation, that expulsion 
may be for any misdemeanor which, though not punished by any 
statute, is inconsistent with the trust and duty of a Senator.’ 

“There is the touchstone. Any conduct, any opinions, any line of 
action as a Senator which is inconsistent with the duty of a Senator, is 
a sufticient cause for his expulsion and ought to be the rule of reason 
and of common sense. * * * ‘The principle deduced from the au- 
thorities is this: There is no common law, no statutory law, there is no 
parliamentary law that binds the Senate to any particular definition of 
crime or offense in acting in this or any other case of the kind. On the 
contrary, as these authorities establish, it is a matter coming within 
the discretion of the tribunal trying the Senator.” (Congressional 
Globe, 2d sess. 37th Cong., pt. 1, pp. 434, 435.) ; 

in the progress of the debate Mr. McDougall said: 

“ * * * It is no question of law. We have not asked whether 
the Senator from Indiana is guilty or not guilty. We have to judge 
him in our best judgment, and by that we try him; and we say yea or 
nay, as we think, whether he be a true man or not to sit in the Federal 
councils to conduct the affairs of the United States.” (Congressional 
Globe, 2d sess. 37th Cong., pt. 1, p. 655.) 

‘To the same effect were the remarks made in the course of the same 
debate by Mr. Lane, Mr. Howe, Mr. Johnson, and Mr. Browning. 
(Congressional Globe, 2d sess. 37th Cong., pt. 1, pp. 417, 418, 560, 584, 
623, 624.) 

In the year 1867 Philip F. Thomas was denied a seat in the Senate 
of the United States, to which he had been duly elected, for the reason 
that he had resigned his seat in the Cabinet of President Buchanan on 
account of his disagreement with the policy of the President in endeav- 
oring to relieve the garrison of the forts in Charleston Harbor, and 
also because Mr. Thomas had given to his son, who was about to enter 
the service of the Confederate States, a sum of money, not to assist 
the son in going to the camp of the Confederate forces, but ‘‘ that in 
case he was imprisoned or suffering he might have a sum of money 
with him.” ‘There was no well-founded claim that Mr. Thomas had 





nizance; the most that was claimed was that his conduct was such as 
to give “aid, countenance, and encouragement to persons engaged in 
op ote eee to the United States.” (Senate Blection Cases, 3d ed., 
pp. 383-339. 

In the British Parliament the same principle has been recognized in 
a number of cases and is now fully established. 

In the year 1812 Benjamin Walsh was expelled from the House of 
Commons as “ unworthy and unfit to continue a member of this House,” 
on account of said Walsh having been guilty of “gross fraud and 
notorious breach of trnst,’’ although his offense was one ‘“ not amount- 
ing to felony.” (67 Commons Journal, 175-176.) In that case the 
chancellor of the exchequer said: 

“ He could not think that because an act of Parliament did not make 
a moral crime a legal one the House of Commons should be prevented 
from taking cognizance of it.’ (Hansard’s Parliamentary Debates, 
first series, vol. 21, p. 1199.) 

In the year 1814 Sir Thomas Cochrane was expelled from the House 
of Commons for being concerned in a conspiracy to spread the false 
report that the French army had been defeated, Napolean killed, and 
that the allied sovereigns were in Paris, the object to be attained by 
such false report being ‘‘ to occasion a temporary rise and increase in 
the prices of the public Government funds,” to the injury of those who 
should purchase such funds ‘during such last-mentioned temporary 
pon} ie) increase in the prices thereof.’ (69 Commons Journal, 

a=i—t0v0. 
THE PROTESTANTS. 


The main protest in this case was signed by eighteen reputable citi- 
zens of the State of Utah. One of the signers, Dr. W. M. Paden, is the 
pastor of one of the leading Protestant churches of Salt Lake City and 
a graduate of Princeton University; another, Mr. P. L. Williams, is the 
general counsel of a railroad in Utah and the Western States; another, 
Mr. E. W. Wilson, is the cashier of a national bank in Salt Lake City ; 
another, Mr. C. C. Goodwin, the editor of one of the leading papers of 
that city; another, Mr. W. 8S. Neldin, the president of a wholesale drug 
company doing business not only in Utah, but in other of the Western 
States; another, Mr. Ezra Thompson, a gentleman who has held the 
office of mayor of Salt Lake City for two terms; another, Mr. J. J. 
Corwin, a man engaged in real estate, who has been a resident of Utah 
for about sixteen years; five others, Mr. George R. Hancock, Mr. W. M. 
Ferry, Mr. Harry C. Hill, Hon. C. E. Allen, and Mr. H. G. McMillan, 
are men holding positions in the mining industry of Utah. Mr. Allen 
was the first Representative in Congress from the State of Utah. 
Another of the signers of the protest, Mr. G. H. Lewis, was formerly 
assistant United States attorney and is now master in chancery of the 
United States circuit court. Rey. Abiel. Leonard was, up to the time 
of his death, which occurred in November, 1903, the bishop of the dio- 
cese of Utah of the Protestant Episcopal Church. From the standing 
and character of the signers, it is evident that the protest is not the 
offspring of suspicion or prejudice, but that such protest emanates 
from men of such character and respectability as to be entitled to 
serious and careful consideration and the facts therein stated to be 
worthy of investigation by the Senate. 

As regards the charge that Mr. SMooT has a plural wife, this fact, 
if proved, is conceded by Mr. Smoor and his counsel to be sufficient to 
disqualify him from holding a seat in the Senate. But this accusation 
seems to have been made by Mr. Leilich, ot and on his own 
responsibility, and without any sufficient evidence in support of the 
same. ‘This charge is not made in the main protest, and counsel for the 
protestants at the outset of the investigation very frankly admitted that 
they had no proof to offer in support of this allegation. 


ENCOURAGEMENT OF POLYGAMY AND POLYGAMOUS COHABITATION 
MORMON AUTHORITIES. 


The first reason assigned by the protestants why Mr. Smoot is not 
entitled to a seat in the Senate is, in effect, that he belongs to a self- 
perpetuating body of fifteen men who constitute the ruling authorities 
of the Church of Latter-Day Saints, or “Mormon Church,” so called; 
that this ruling body of the church both claims and exercises the right 
of shaping the belief and controlling the conduct of the members of 
that church in all matters whatsoever, civil and religious, temporal 
and spiritual. It is then alleged that this self-perpetuating body of 
fifteen men, of whom Mr. SMmoor is one, uniting in themselves authority 
in both church and state, so exercise this authority as to encourage a 
belief in polygamy as a divine institution and a both precept and 
example encourage among their followers the practice of polygamy and 
polygamous cohabitation. 

That the first presidency and twelve apostles of the Mormon Church 
are a2 self-perpetuating body of fifteen men seems to be well established 
by the testimony of the one most competent to speak upon that sub- 
ject, the president of the Church of Latter-Day Saints, Mr. Joseph F. 
Smith, who testifies, as will be seen on pages 91 and 92 of volume 1 of 
the printed copy of the proceedings in the investigation, that vacancies 
cecurring in the number of the twelve apostles are filled by the 
apostles themselves, with the consent and approval of the first presi- 
dency. 

The testimony of Mr. Smith is as follows: 

“ Senator McComas. And the twelve apostles were then first named? 

“Mr. SmiTu. Yes, sir. 

“Senator McComas. When vacancies occurred thereafter, by what 
body were the vacancies in the twelve apostles filled ? 

“Mr. SMITH. Perhaps I may say in this way: Chosen by the body, 
the twelve themselves, by and with the consent and approval of the 
first presidency. 

“Senator Hoar. Was there a revelation in regard to each of them? 

“Mr. SmitH. No, sir; not in regard to each of them. Do you mean 
in the beginning? 

“Senator Hoar. I understand you to say that the original twelve 
apostles were selected by revelation? 

“Mr. SMITH. Yes, sir; that is right. 

“Senator Hoar. Is there any revelation in regard to the subsequent 
ones ? 

“Mr. SuirH. No, sir: it has been the choice of the body. 

“Senator McComas. Then the apostles are perpetuated in succession 
by their own act and the approval of the first presidency ? 

“Mr. SMITH. That is right.” 

To the same effect is the testimony of Francis M. Lyman. 

It further appears that any one of the twelve apostles may be re- 
moved by his fellow-apostles without consulting the members of the 
church in general. It is also in proof that the first presidency and 
twelve apostles govern the church by means of so-called “ revelations 
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from God,” which revelations are given to the membership of the 


church as emanating from divine authority. It is also shown that 
those members of the Mormon Church who refuse to obey the revela- 
tions so communidated by the priesthood thereby become out of har- 
mony with the church and are thus practically excluded from the 
blessings, benefits, and privileges of membership in the church. 

It 1s also well established by the testimony that the members of the 
Mormon Church are governed in all things by the first presidency and 
twelve apostles. That this authority is extended to the membership 
through a series and succession of subordinate officials, consisting of 
presidents of seventies, presiding bishops, elders, presidents of stakes, 
bishops, and other officials. That one of the chief requirements by 
the leaders of the church is that members shall take counsel of their 
religious superiors in all things whatsoever, whether civil or reli- 
gious, temporal or spiritual. That the failure to receive and obey 
counsel in any of these matters subjects the one who refuses to the 
discipline of the church. That this discipline is administered in the 
first instance by the subordinate officials, subject to the right to ap- 
peal to the higher officials of the church, and ultimately to the first 
president and twelve apostles. These rules, enforced, as they are, 
by the discipline of the Mormon Church, constitute the first presi- 
dent and twelve apostles a hierarchy, a body of men at the head of a 
religious organization governing their followers with absolute and 
unquestioned authority in all things relating to temporal and political 
as well as to spiritual affairs. 

The testimony taken before the committee also shows beyond a rea- 
sonable doubt that this authority of the first presidency and twelve 
apostles is so exercised over the members of the Mormon Church as 
to inculcate a belief in the divine origin of polygamy and its rightful- 
ness as a practice, and also to encourage the membership of that 
church in the practice of polygamy and polygamous cohabitation. 
While this is denied on the part of the officials of the church, the 
truthfulness of the claim of the protestants in this regard is shown 
by a great number of facts and circumstances, no one of which is 
perhaps conclusive in itself, but when taken together form a volume 
of testimony so cogent and convincing as to leave no reasonable doubt 
in the mind that the truth is as stated by the protestants. It is 
proved without denial that the Book of Doctrine and Covenants, one 
of the leading authorities of the Mormon Church, and still circulated 
by that church as a book equal in authority to the Bible and the 
Book of Mormon, contains the revelation regarding polygamy, of which 
the following is a part: 

“61. And again, as pertaining to the law of the priesthood: If 
any man espouse a virgin and desires to espouse another and the 
first give her consent, and if he espouse the second, and they are vir- 
gins and have vowed to no other man, then he is justified—he ean 
not commit adultery, for they are given unto him; for he can not 
commit adultery with that that belongeth to him and to no one elise. 

“62. And if he have ten virgins given unto him by this law he 
can not commit adultery, for they belong to him and they are given 
unto him; therefore is he justified. 

“63. But if one or either of the ten virgins, after she is espoused, 
shall be with another man she has committed adultery and shall be 
destroyed, for they are given unto him to multiply and replenish the 
earth, according to my commandment, and to fulfill the promise which 
was given by my Father before the foundation of the world; and 
for their exaltation in the eternal worlds, that they may bear the 
souls of men; for herein is the work of my Father continued, that he 
may be glorifed. 

“64. And again, veris;, verily, I say unto you, if any man hatha 
wife who holds the keys of this power and he teaches unto her the 
law of my priesthood, as pertaining these things, then shall she be- 
lieve .and administer unto him or she shall be destroyed, said the 
Lord your God, for I will destroy her; for I will mangify my name 
upon all those who receive and abide in my law. 

“65. Therefore, it shall be lawful in me, if she receives not this 
law for him to receive all things whatsoever I, the Lord his God, will 
give unto him, because she did not minister unto him according to 
my word; and she then becomes the transgressor; and he is exempt 
from the law of Sarah who ministered unto Abraham according to the 
law when I commanded Abraham to take Hager to wife.” 

It is also shown that numerous other publications of the Mormon 
Church are still circulated among the members of that church with 
the knowledge and by the authority of the church officials, which 
contain arguments in favor of polygamy. The Book of Doctrine and 
Covenants is not only still put forth to the members of the church as 
authoritative in all respects, but the first presidency and twelve 
apostles have never incorporated therein the manifesto forbidding 
the practice of polygamy and polygamous cohabitation, nor have they 
at any time or in any way qualified the reputed revelation to Joseph 
Smith regarding polygamy. And this Book of Doctrine and Coy- 
enants, containing the polygamic revelation is regarded by Mormons 
as being of higher authority than the manifesto suspending polygamy. 

Bearing in mind the authority of the first presidency and twelve 
apostles over the whole body of the Mormon Church, it is very evi- 
dent that if polygamy were discountenanced by the leaders of that 
church it would very soon be a thing of the past among the members 
of that church. On the contrary, it appears that since the admission 
ot Utah into’the Union as a State the authorities of the Mormon 
Chureh have countenanced and encouraged the ‘commission of the 
crime of polygamy instead of preventing it, as they could easily have 
dene. 

A sufficient number of specific instances of the taking of plural 
wives since the “ manifesto of 1890,” so called, have been shown by 
the testimony as having taken place among officials of the Mormon 
Church to demonstrate the fact that the leaders in this church, the 
first presidency and th: twelve apostles, connive at the practice of 
taking plural wives, and have done so ever since the manifesto was 
issued which purported to put an end to the practice. It has been 
shown by the testimony, so clearly as to leave no doubt of the fact, 
that as late as 1896 one Lillian Hamlin became the plural wife of Abra- 
ham H. Cannon, who was then an apostle of the Mormon Church. 
This is shown by the proof of these facts: 

Down to the year 1895 Lillian Hamlin was a single woman. In 
1896 she received attentions from Abraham H. Cannon, these atten- 
tions being of a character to indicate that there was more than a 
friendly relation existing between the two. In June, 1896, Abraham 
H. Cannon informed his plural wife that he was going to California 
with Joseph F. Smith and Lillian Hamlin to be married to Lillian 
Hemlin at some place outside the United States. While in California 
Joseph F. Smith went with Abraham H. Cannon and Lillian Hamlin 
from Los Angeles to Catalina Island. After the return of the party 
to Los Angeles, Abraham H. Cannon and Lillian Hamlin lived together 
as husband and wife. Returning to Salt Lake City, Abraham H. 


Cannon told his plural wife that he had been married to Lillian Ham- 
lin. From that time it was generally reputed in the community and 
understood by the families of both Abraham H. Cannon and Lillian 
Hamlin that a marriage had taken place between them; that they had 
been married on the high seas by Joseph F. Smith. Lillian Hamlin 
assumed the name of Cannon, and a child to which she afterwards 
gave birth bears ihe name of Cannon and inherited a share of the es- 
tate of Abraham H. Cannon. The prominence of Abraham H. Cannon 
in the church, the publicity given to the fact of his taking Lillian 
Hamlin as a plural wife, render it practically impossible that this 
should have been done without the knowledge, the consent, and the 
connivance of the headship of that church. 

George Teasdale, another apostle of the Morman Church, contracted 
a plural marriage with Marion Scholes since the manifesto of 1890. 
The president of the Morman Church endeavors to excuse this act 
upon the pretext that the first marriage of George Teasdale was not 2 
legal marriage, but the testimony taken from the divorce proceedings 
which separated George Teasdale from his lawful wife wholly contro- 
verts this assertion on the part of President Smith. 

It is also in evidence that Walter Steed, a prominent Mormon, con- 
tracted a plural marriage after the manifesto of 1890. Charles BE. 
Merrill, a bishop of the Mormon Church, took a plural wife in 1891, 
more than a year after the issuing of the manifesto. The ceremony 
uniting said Merrill to his plural wife was performed by his father, 
who was then and until the time of his death an apostle in the Mormon 
Chureh. It is atso shown that John W. Taylor, another apostle of the 
Mormon Church, has been married to two plural wives since the issu- 
ing of the so-called manifesto. 

Matthias F. Cowley, another of the twelve apostles, has also taken 
one or more plural wives since the manifesto. While the proof that 
Apostles Taylor and Cowley have married plural wives since the man- 
ifesto may not be so free from all possible doubt as is the proof in the 
cease of Abraham Cannon, the fact that the proofs presented to the 
committee showing such marriages by Taylor and Cannon stand wholly 
uncontroverted, and the further fact that Apostles Taylor and Cowley, 
instead of appearing before the committee and denying the allegation, 
evade service of process issued by the committee for their appearance, 
and refuse to appear after being requested to do so, warrant the con- 
clusion that the allegation is true and that said Taylor and Cowley 
have taken plural wives since the manifesto. 

While the fact does not appear from any sworn testimony in the 
case, it is a matter of common report that Taylor and Cowley have 
recently been dropped from the list of apostles. But this fact in no 
way counteracts the influence of the Mormon leaders in their encour- 
agement of polygamy. When Taylor and Cowley took their more 
recent plural wives they were numbered among the apostles in good 
standing. The fact that they had taken plural wives since the mani- 
festo was well known to their associates for months and years. But 
they were continued as apostles, and no action was taken in the case of 
either until the facts were revealed to the world by this investigation. 
And it is worthy of note that these apostles have not been complained 
of or brought to trial before the church courts for disobeying the man- 
ifesto, nor have they been deprived of their offices or honors in the 
church (as was done in the case of Moses Thatcher for a political of- 
fense), but they are still members of the church in good standing, each 
still holds the office of an elder in the church, and each is still a mem- 
ber of the high priesthood of the church. 

The dropping of Taylor and Cowley from the quorum of the twelve 
apostles was so evidently done for popular effect that the act merits 
no consideration whatever, except as an admission by the first presi- 
dency and twelve apostles that Apostles Taylor and Cowley have each 
taken one or more plural wives since the manifesto. 

It is also proved that about the year 1896 James Francis Johnson 
was married to a plural wife, Clara Mabel Barber, the ceremony in 
this instance being performed by an apostle of the Mormon Church. 
To these cases must be added that of Marriner W. Merrill. another 
apostle; J. M. Tanner, superintendent of church schools; Benjamin 
Cluff, jr., president of Brigham Young University; Thomas Chamber- 
lain, counselor to the president of a stake; Bishop Rathall, John Silver, 
Winslow Farr, Heber Benion, Samuel 8S. Newton, a man named Okey, 
who contracted a plural marriage with Ovena Jorgensen in the vear 
1897, and Morris Michelson about the year 1902. In the case of Ben- 
jamin Cluff, jr., before referred to, the polygamous marriage was tacitly 
sanctioned by President Joseph IF. Smith when he “ referred to Sister 
Cluff and the work she had been doing among the children in Colonia 
Diaz, Mexico.” 

It is morally impossible that all these violations of the laws of the 
State of Utah by the contracting of plural marriages could have been 
committed without the knowledge of the first presidency and the twelve 
apostles of the Mormon Church. In two of the above cases, that of 
George Teasdale and that of Benjamin Cluff, jr., the fact of the plural 
marriage was directly communicated to the president of the church, 
Joseph F. Smith, and in the other cases, with the ppssible exception 
of James Francis Johnson, the fact of a plural marriage having been 
celebrated was so well known throughout the community that it is not 
conceivable that such marriages would not have been called to the at- 
tention of the leaders of the church, Indeed, there was no denial on 
the part of the first president or any one of the twelve apostles that 
they learned of the fact that plural marriages were being contracted by 
officials of the Mormon Church and that no attention was paid to the 
matter. The excuse given by them was that it was not their duty to 
interfere in such matters; that the law furnished a remedy. TFurther- 
more, it was shown by the testimony of one of the twelve apostles and 
of other witnesses that “under the established law of the church no 
person could secure a plural wife except by consent of the president of 
the church.” 

SUPPRESSION OF TESTIMONY BY MORMON LEADERS. 

It is a fact of no little significance in itself, bearing on the question 
whether polygamous marriages have been recently contracted in Utah 
by the connivance of the first presidency and twelve apostles of the 
Mormon Church, that the authorities of said church have endeavored 
to suppress, and have succeeded in suppressing, a great deal of testi- 
mony by which the fact of plural marriages contracted by those who 
were high in the councils of the church might have been established 
beyond the shadow of a doubt. Before the investigation had begun it 
was well known in Salt Lake City that it was expected to show on the 
part of the protestants that Apostles George Teasdale, John W. Taylor, 
and M. F. Cowley, and also Prof. J. M. Tanner, Samuel Newton, and 
others, who were all high cfficials of the Mormon Church, had recently 
taken plural wives, and that in 1896 Lillian Hamlin was sealed to 
Apostle Abraham H. Cannon as a plural wife by one of the first presi- 
dency and twelve apostles of the Mormon Church. All, or nearly all, 
of these persons except Abraham H. Cannon, who was deceased, were 
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then within reach of service of process from the committee. But 
Pago before the investigation began all these witnesses went out of 

e country. 

Subpeenas were issued for each one of the witnesses named, but in 
the case of Samuel Newton only could the process of the committee be 
served. Mr. Newton refused to obey the order of the committee, 
alleging no reason or excuse for not appearing. It is shown that John 
W. Taylor was sent out of the country by Joseph F. Smith on a real or 
pretended mission for the church. And it is undeniably true that not 
only the apostles, but also all other officials of the Mormon Church, are 
. — times subject to the orders of the governing authorities of the 
ehuren. 

It would be nothing short of self-stultification for one to believe that 
all these most important witnesses chanced to leave the United States 
at about the same time and without reference to the investigation. 
All the facts and circumstances surrounding the transaction point to 
the conclusion that every one of the witnesses named left the country 
at the instance of the rulers of the Mormon Church and to avoid 
testifying before the committee. It is, furthermore, a fact which can 
not be questioned that every one of these witnesses is under the direc- 
tion and control of the first presidency and twelve apostles of the 
Mormon Church. Had those officials seen fit to direct the witnesses 
named to return to the United States and give their testimony before 
the committee, they would have been obliged to do so. The reason why 
the said witnesses left the country and have refused to come before the 
committee is easy to understand, in view of the testimony showing the 
contracting of plural marriages by prominent officials of the Mormon 
Chureh within the past few years. 

It was claimed by the protestants that the records kept in the Mor- 
mon temple at Salt Lake City and Logan would disclose the fact that 
plural marriages have been contracted in Utah since the manifesto with 
the sanction of the officials of the church. A witness who was required 
to bring the records in the temple at Salt Lake City refused to do so 
after consulting with President Smith. It is claimed by counsel! for 
Mr. Smoor that this witness was not mentally competent to testify ; 
but his testimony may be searched in vain for any internal evidence of 
such incompetency, and there was nothing in the appearance of the 
witness when testifying to suggest to the committee that he was not as 
competent to testify as any witness who was examined during the 
course of the investigation. 

The witness who was‘required to bring the records kept in the temple 
at Logan excused himself from attending on the plea of ill health. 
But the important part of the mandate of the committee—the produc- 
tion of the records—was not obeyed by sending the records, which 
could easily have been done. 

In the case of other witnesses who were believed to have contracted 
plural marriages since the year 1890 all sorts of shifts, tricks, and 
evasions were resorted to in order to avoid service of a subpena to 
appear before the committee and testify. 

These instances of the suppression of testimony by the direct order 
or tacit consent of the ruling authorities of the Mormon Church war- 
rant the committee in believing that the suppressed testimony would, 
if produced, strongly corroborate the testimony which was given, show- 
ing that those who direct the affairs of the Mormon Church counte- 
nance and encourage polygamous. marriages, as well as polygamous 
cohabitation, and that the allegations of the protestants in that regard 
are true. 

MORMON OFFICIALS LIVING IN POLYGAMOUS COHABITATION. 


Aside from this it was shown by the testimony, and in such a way 
that the fact could not possibly be controverted, that a majority of 
those who give the law to the Mormon Church are now, and have been 
for years, living in open, notorious, and shameless polygamous cohabi- 
tation. ‘The list of those who are thus guilty of violating the laws of 
the State and the rules of public decency is headed by Joseph F. Smith, 
the first president, ‘‘ prophet, seer, and revelator’’ of the Mormon 
Church, who testified in regard to that subject as follows: 

“Mr. Taytor. Is the cohabitation with one who is claimed to be a 
plural wife a violation of the law of the church as well as of the law 
of the land? 

“Mr. SmitH. That was the case, and is the case even to-day. 

“Mr. TayLtor. What was the case, what you are about to say? 

“Mr. SmirH. That it is contrary to the rule of the church, and con- 
trary as well to the law of the land, for a man to cohabit with his 
wives. * * * J have cohabited with my wives; not openly—that is, 
not in a manner that I thought would be offensive to my neighbors— 
but I acknowledged them. I have visited them. They have borne 
me children since 1890, and I have done it, knowing the responsibility 
and knowing that I was amenable to the law. 

“Mr. 'TayLor. In 1892, Mr. Smith, how many wives did you have? 

“Myr. SmIrH. In 1892? 

“Mr. TAYLOR. Yes. 

“Mr. SmirH. I had five. * © #® 

““Mr. TayLor. My question is, How many children have been born to 
him by these wives since 1890? 

“Mr. SuirH. I had eleven children born since 1890. 

“Mr. Taytor. Those are all the children that have been born to you 
since 1890? 

‘Mr. SmiruH. Yes, sir; those are all. 

“Mr. TayLor. Were those children by all of your wives; that is, did 
all of your wives bear chiidren? 

“Mr. SmitH. All of my wives bore children. 

“Mr. TAYLOR. Since 1890? 

* Mr. SmivrH. That is correct. 

“The CHAIRMAN. I understand since 1890? 

“Mr. Suir. Since 1890. I said that I have had born to me eleven 
children since 1890, each of my wives being the mother of from one to 
two of those children. * * * 

“The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Smith, I will not press it, but I will ask you if 
you have any objection to stating how many children you have in all. 

“Mr. SmiTH. Altogether? 

“The CHAIRMAN. Yes. 

“Mr. SMirH. I have had born to me, sir, forty-two children—twenty- 
one boys and twenty-one girls—and I am proud of every one of 
Gem * * * 

“The CHAIRMAN. Do you obey the law in having five wives at this 
o- and having them bear to you eleven children since the manifesto 
° 890? 


“Mr. Smiru. Mr. Chairman, I have not claimed that in that case I | 


have obeyed the law of the land. 

“The CHAIRMAN. That is all. 

“Mr. SmiTH. I do not claim so, and, as I said before, that I prefer 
to stand my chances against the law.” (Vol. 1, pp. 129, 133, 148, 197, 
382.) 
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The list also includes George Teasdale. 
an apostle; John Henry Smith, an apostle ; arriner W. Merrill, also 
an apostle; Heber J. Grant, an apostle; M. F. Cowley, an apostle; 
Charles W. Penrose, an apostle, and Francis M. Lyman, who is not only 
an apostle, but the probable successor of Joseph F. Smith as president 
of the church. Thus it —— that the first president and eight of 
the twelve apostles, a considerable majority of the ruling authorities of 
the Mormon Church, are noted polygamists. 

In addition to these, the list includes Brigham H. Roberts, who is 
one of the presidents of seventies and a leading official of the church; 
J. M. Tanner, superintendent of the church schools; Andrew Jenson, 
assistant historian of the church; Thomas H. Merrill, a bishop of the 
church; Alma Merrill, one of the presidency of a church stake; Angus 
M. Cannon, patriarch of the Mormon Church; a man named Green- 
wald, who is at the head of a church school; George Reynolds, one of 
the first seven presidents of seventies and first assistant superintendent 
of ——r, schools of the world; George H. Brimhall, president of 
3 oung University, and Joseph Hickman, teacher in Brigham 
Young University. 


an apostle; John W. Taylor, 


All the officials named were appointed, either di- 
rectly or indirectly, by the first presidency and twelve apostles; and 
in the case of J. M. Tanner his appointment to his present office was 
made after he had been compelled to resign his position as president of 
the agricultural college because of the fact that he was a polygamist. 

These facts abundantly justify the assertion made in the protest that 
“the Supreme authorities in the church, of whom Senator-elect REED 
SMmoor is one, to wit, the first presidency and twelve apostles, not only 
connive at violation of, but protect and honor the violators of the laws 
against polygamy and polygamous cohabitation.” 

It will be seen by the foregoing that not only do the first presidency 
and twelve apostles encourage polygamy by precept and teaching, but 
that a majority of the members of that body of rulers of the Mormon 
people give the practice of polygamy still further and greater encour- 
agement by living the lives of polygamists, and this openly and in the 
sight of all their followers in the Mormon Church. It can not be 
doubted that this method of encouraging polygamy is much more efli- 
eacious than the teaching of that crime by means of the writings and 
publications of the leaders of the church, and this upon the familiar 
principle that ‘ actions speak louder than words.” 

And not only do the president and a majority of the twelve apostles 
of the Mormon Church practice polygamy, but in the case of each and 
every one guilty of this crime who testified before the committee the 
determination was expressed openly and defiantly to continue the com- 
mission of this crime without regard to the mandates of the law or the 
prohibition contained in the manifesto. And it is in evidence that the 
said first president, addressing a large concourse of the members of 
the Mormon Church at the tabernacle in Salt Lake City in the month 
of June, 1904, declared that if he were to discontinue the polygamous 
relation with his plural wives he should be forever damned, and for- 
ever deprived of the companionship of God and those most dear to 
him throughout eternity. Thus it appears that the “ prophet, seer, 
and revelator” of the Mormon Church pronounces a decree of eternal 
condemnation throughout all eternity upon all members of the Mormon 
Church who, having taken plural wives, fail to continue the polygamous 
relation. So that the testimony upon that subject, taken as a whole, 
can leave no doubt upon any reasonable mind that the allegations in 
the protest are true, and that those who are in authority in the Mor- 
mon Church, of whom Mr. Smoot is one, are encouraging the practice 
of polygamy among the members of that church, and that polygamy 
is being practiced to such an extent as to call for the severest condemna- 
tion in ali legitimate ways. 


THE MANIFESTO A DECEPTION. 


_ Against these facts the authorities of the Mormon Church urge that 
in the year 1890 what is generally termed “‘a manifesto” was issued by 
the first presidency of that church, suspending the practice of polyg- 
amy among the members of that church. It may be said in the first 
place that this manifesto misstates the facts in regard to the solemni- 
zation of plural marriages within a short period preceeding the issuing 
of the manifesto. It now appears that in a number of instances plural 
marriages had been solemnized in the Mormon Church, and, in the case 
of those high in authority in that church, within a very few months 
preceding the issuing of the manifesto. 5 

It is also observable that this manifesto in no way declares the prin- 
ciple of polygamy to be wrong or abrogates it as a doctrine of the 
Mormon Church, but simply suspends the practice of polygamy to be 
resumed at some more convenient season, either with or without an- 
other revelation. It is now claimed by the first president and other 
prominent officials of the Mormon Church that the manifesto was not a 
revelation, but was, at the most, an inspired document, designed “ to 
meet the hard conditions then confronting ’’ those who were practicing 
polygamy and polygamous cohabitation, leaving what the Mormon 
leaders are pleased to term “ the principle of plural marriage” as much 
a tenet of their faith and rule of practice when possible, as it was 
before the manifesto was issued. Upon that subject Joseph F. Smith 
testified as follows: : 

“Mr. Tayitor. The revelation which Wilford Woodruff received in 
consequence of which the command to take plural wives was suspended 
= — as you understand, change the divine view of plural marriage, 

it? , 

“Mr. Taytor. It did not change your belief at all? 

“Mr. TayLor. It did not change your belief? 

“Mr. SmirH. Not at all, sir. 

as 9 TAYLor. You continued to believe that plural marriages were 
right? 

“Mr. SmirH. We did. I did, at least. I do not answer for anybody 
else. I continue to believe as I did before. (Vol. 1, p. 107. 

“Senator Hoar. The apostle says that a bishop must be sober and 
must be the husband of one wife. 

“Mr. SmitH. At least.” 

And one of the twelve apostles has declared the fact to be that “ the 
manifesto is only a trick to beat the devil at his own game.” Further 
than this, it is conceded by all that this manifesto was intended to pro- 
hibit polygamous cohabitation as strongly as it prohibited the solem- 
nization of plural marriages. In the case of polygamous cohabitation, 
the manifesto has been wholly disregarded by the members of the 
Mormon Chureh. It is hardly reasonable to expect that the members 
of that church would have any greater regard for the prohibition ef 
plural marriage. d 

The contention that the practice of polygamy is rightful as a reli- 
gious ceremony and theréfore protected by that provision of the Con- 
stitution of the United States which declares that ‘‘ Congress shall 
make no law respecting an establishment of religion or prohibiting 
the free exercise thereof,” ought to be forever set at rest b os 
n the 


repeated decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States. 
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case of the Mormon Church v. The United States, Justice Bradley, in 
delivering the opinion of the court, said: 

“One pretense for this obstinate course is. that their belief in the 
practice of polygamy, or in the right to indulge in it, is a religious 
belief, and therefore under the protection of the constitutional guaranty 
of religious freedom. This is altogether a sophistical plea. No doubt 
the Thugee of India imagined that their belief in the right of assassina- 
tion was a religious belief; but their thinking so did not make it so. 
The practice of suttee by the Hindu widows may have sprung from a 
supposed religious conviction. The offering of human sacrifices by. our 
own ancestors in Britain was no doubt sanctioned by an equally con- 
scienticous impulse. But no one on that account would hesitate to 
brand these practices now as crimes against society and obnoxious to 
condemnation and punishment by the civil authority.” 

In the case of Davis v. Beason, Justice Field, in delivering the opin- 
ion of the court, said: 

“Bigamy and polygamy are crimes by the laws of all civilized and 
Christian countries. ‘They are crimes by the laws of the United States, 
and they are crimes by the laws of Idaho. They tend to destroy the 
purity of the marriage relation, to disturb the peace of families, to 
degrade woman, and to debase man. Few crimes are more pernicious 
to the best interests of society and receive more general or more de- 
served punishment. ‘To extend exemption from punishment for such 
crimes would be to shock the moral judgment of the community. To 
call their advocacy a tenet of religion is to offend the common sense of 
mankind.” 


ONE LIVING IN POLYGAMOUS COHABITATION IS IN LAW A POLYGAMIST. 


The members of the first presidency and twelve apostles of the Mor- 
mon Church claim that there is a distinction between what they term 
polygamy—that is, the contracting of plural marriages—and polyga- 
mous cohabitation with plural wives. But under the circumstances 
this distinction is little short of ridiculous. As is demonstrated by the 
testimony, the so-called manifesto was aimed at polygamous cohabita- 
tion, as well as against the taking of plural wives, and it is the veriest 
sophistry to contend that open notorious cohabitation with plural 
wives is less offensive to public morals than the taking of additional 
wives. Indeed, it is the testimony of some of those who reside in 
communities that are cursed by the evils of polygamy that polyga- 
mous cobabitation is fully as offensive to the sense of decency of the 
inhabitants of those communities as would be the taking of plural 
Wives. 

And this excuse of the Mormon leaders is as baseless in law as it is 
in morals. .In the case of Murphy v. Ramsay, decided by the Supreme 
Court of the United States and reperted in the United States Supreme 
Court Reports, volume 114, page 15, it was decided that any man is a 
polygamist who maintains the relation of husband to a plurality of 
wives, even though in fact he may cohabit with only one. The court 
further held in the same case that a man occupying this.relation to two 
or more women can only cease to be a polygamist when he has finally 
and fully dissolved the relation of husband lo several wives. In other 
words, there is and can be no practical difference in law or in morals 
between the offense of taking plural wives and the offense of polyza- 
mous cohabitation. The same doctrine is aflirmed in the case of Can- 
non v. United States (116 U. S. Supreme Court Neports, p. 55). 


MR. SMOOT RESPONSIBLE FOR THE CONDUCT OF THE ORGANIZATION TO 
WHICH HE BELONGS. 


It is urged in behalf of Mr. Smoor that, conceding it to be true that 
the first president and some of the apostles are living in polygamy 
and that some of the leaders of the Mormon Church encourage polyga- 
mous practices, Mr. Smoor himself is not a polygamist, does not 
practice polygamy, and that there is no evidence that he has personally 
and individually encouraged the practice of polygamy by members of 
the Mormon Church, and that he ought not to be condemned because 
of the acts of his associates. This position is wholly untenable. Mr. 
Smoot is an inseparable part of the governing body of the Mormon 
Church—the first presidency and twelve apostles—and those who com- 
pose that organization form a unit, an entirety, and whatever is done 
by that organization is the act of each and every member thereof, and 
whatever policy is adopted and pursued by the body which controls 
the Mormon Church Mr. Smoor must be held to be responsible for as a 
member of that body. That one may be legally, as well as morally, re- 
sponsible for unlawful acts which he does not himself commit is a rule 
of law too elementary to require discussion. ‘‘ What one does by 
another he does by himself”’ is a maxim as old as the common law. 
And as the first presidency and twelve apostles of the Mormon Church 
have authority over the spiritual affairs of the members of that church, 
it follows that such governing body of said church has supreme author- 
ity over the members of that church in respect to the practice of 
polygamy and —— cohabitation. 

In England in former years, and under the canon law, matters of 
marriage, divorce, and legitimacy were under the jurisdiction of the 
ecclesiastical courts of the Kingdom, in which the punishment was in 
the nature of a spiritual penalty for the good of the soul of the offen- 
der, this penalty in many cases being that of excommunication or 
expulsion from the church. (1 Blackstone’s Commentaries, 431; 3 
Blackstone’s Commentaries, 92; 4 Blackstone’s Commentaries, 153 and 
note; Reynolds v. United States, 98 U. S., 145, 164-165.) And in 
later years, while the civil law now prohibits and punishes bigamy, 
the authorities of every Christian church in this country take cogni- 
zance of matrimonial affairs and by the authority of the church in 
spiritual matters prevent and punish by censure or expulsion any in- 
fraction of the rules of the church regarding marriage. 

The testimony taken upon this investigation shows beyond contro- 
versy that the authority of the first presidency and the twelve apostles 
of the Mormon Church over the members of said church is such that 
were the said first presidency and twelve apostles to prohibit the 
practice of polygamy and polygamous cohabitation by its members 
and abandon the practice themselves and expel from the church all 
who should persist in the practice those offenses would instantly cease 
in that chureh. And the fact that not a single member of the Mormon 
Church has ever fallen into disfavor on account of polygamous prac- 
tices is conclusive proof that the ruling authorities of that church 
countenance and encourage polygamy. 

The conduct of Mr. Smoot in this regard can not be separated from 
that of his associates in the government of the Mormon Church, 
Whatever his private opinions or his private conduct may be, he stands 
before the world as an integral part of the organization which encour- 
ages, counsels, and approves polygamy, which not only fails to dis- 
cipline those who break the laws of the country, but, on the contrary, 
loads with honors and favors those who are among the most noted 
polygamists within the pale of that church. 

It is an elementary principle of law that where two or more persons 











are associated together in an act, an organization, an enterprise, or a 
course of conduct which is in its character or purpose unlawful the 
act of any one of those who are thus associated is the act of all, and 
the act of any number of the associates is the act of each one of the 
others. 
An eminent legal authority says: 

_ “Every person entering into a conspiracy or common design already 
formed is deemed in law a party to ail acts done by any of the other 
parties, before or afterwards, in furtherance of the common design. 
The principle on which the acts and declarations of other conspirators, 
and acts done at different times, are admitted in evidence against the 
persens prosecuted is that by the act of conspiring together the con- 
spirators have jointly assumed to themselves, as a body, the attribute of 












individuality so far as regards the prosecution of the mon design, 
thus rendering whatever is done or said by anypne f herance of 
that design a part of the res geste and therefofe the act of all. (2 
Greenleaf on Evidence, secs. 93. 94. See also Commonwealth v. War- 
ren, 6 Mass., 74; People v. Mather, 4 Wend., 229, 260; People v. 
Peckens, 153 N. Y., 576, 586, 593: United é v. Gooding, 12 
















Wheaton, 459, 469; American Fur Company v. Unit States, 2 Peters, 
358, 365; Nudd et al. v. Burrows, 91 U. 8., 426, 438: United States v 
Mitchell, 1 Hughes, 439 (Federal Cases, No. 15790) ; Stewart v. John- 
son, 3 Har. (N. J.), 87; Hinchman v. Ritchie, Brightley’s N. P. (Pa), 
143; Freeman v. Stine, 34 Leg. Int. (Pa.), 95; Spies et al. v. People, 
122 Illinois, 1.)” 

The case last cited illustrates this principle more forcibly than any 
of the others referred to. In that ease, which is commo known as 
“the anarchists’ ease,” there was, as to some of the defendants, very 
little evidence, and as to others of the defendants no satisfactory evi- 
dence that they were present at the commission of the murder with 


which they were charged, or advised or intended the murder which 
was committed by an unknown person. jut it was proved that the 
defendants were members of an organization known as the Interna- 


tional Association of Chicago, having for its object tie destruction of 





the law and government and incidentally of the police and militia as 
the representatives of law and government, and that son of the 
defendants had, by spoken and printed appeals to workingmen and 


others, urged the use of force, deadly weapons, and dynamite in resist- 
ance to the law and its officers. 

In denying the motion for a new trial in the anarce 
judge who presided at the trial used the following language: 

“Now on the question of the instructions, whether these defendants, 
or any of them, anticipated or expected the throwing of the bomb on 
the night of the 4th of May is not a question which 1 need to 
because the conviction can not be sustained, if that is ’ 
conviction, however much evidence of it there may be, becau the in- 
structions do not go upon that ground. The jury were not instructed 
to find the defendants guilty if they believed they participated in the 
throwing of that bomb, or advised or encouraged the throwing of that 
bomb, or anything of that sort. Conviction has not gone upon the 
ground that they did have any personal participation in the particular 
act which caused the death of Degan, but the conviction proceeds upon 
the ground, under the instructions, that they had generally by speech 
and print, advised large classes of the people, not particular individuals, 
but large classes, to commit murder, and have left the commission, time, 
and place, to the individual will and whim, or caprice, or whatever it 
may be, of each individual man who listened to their advice and, influ- 
enced by that advice, somebody not known did throw the bomb which 
eaused Degan’s death.” (Century Magazine, April, 1893, p. 835.) 

It will be seen by the decision of the court upon the motion for a 
new trial in the case of Spies et al v. People that the anarchists were 
not convicted upon the ground that they had participated in the mur- 
der of which they were convicted. Whether they were or were not 
participants in the commission of this crime was not the main ques- 
tion at issue. They were convicted because they belonged to an organi- 
zation which, as an organization, advised the commission of acts which 
would lead to murder. : 

Of like import is the decision in the case of Davis v. Beason, decided 
by the Supreme Court of the United States in 1889, the decision being 
reported in volume 133, United States Supreme Court Reports, page 
333. At the time of this decision the Revised Statutes of the State 
of Idaho provided that no person “who is a member of any order, 
organization, or association which teaches, advises, counsels, or encour- 
ages its members, devotees, or any other persons to commit the crime 
of bigamy or polygamy, or any other crime defined by law, either as 
a rite or ceremony of such order, organization, or association or other- 
wise, is permitted to vote at any election or to hold any position or 
office of honor, trust, or profit within this Territory.” _ 

This provision of law the Supreme Court of the United States held 
to be constitutional and legal. It will be observed that this act dis- 
franchises certain persons and makes them ineligible to any position or 
office of honor, trust, or profit, not for committing the crime of polyg- 
amy, nor for teaching, advising, counseling, or encouraging others to 
commit the crime, but because of their membership in an organization 
which teaches, advises, counsels, and encourages others to commit the 
crime of polygamy. In Wooley v. Watkins (2 Idaho Rep., 555, 566), 
the court say: ; 

“Orders, organizations, and associations, by whatever name they 
may be called, which teach, advise, counsel, or encourage the practice 
or commission of acts forbidden by law, are criminal organizations. 
To become and continue to be members of such organizations or asso- 
ciations are such overt acts of recognition and participation as make 
them particeps criminis and as guilty, in contemplation, of criminal 
law, as though they actually engaged in furthering their unlawful 
objects and purposes.” (See also Innis v. Bolton, 2 Idaho Rep., 407, 
414. 

Te being a fact that the first presidency and the twelve apostles of 
the Mormon Church teach. advise, counsel, and encourage the members 
of that church to practice polygamy and polygamous cohabitation, 
which are contrary to both law and morals, and Mr. Smoor, being a 
member of that organization, he must fall under the same condemna- 
tion. 

And the rule in civil cases is the same as that which obtains in the 
administration of criminal law. One who is a member of an associa- 
tion of any nature is bound by the action of his associates, whether he 
favors or disapproves of such action. He can at any time protect him- 
self from the consequences of any future action of his associates by 
withdrawing from the association, but while he remains a member of 
the association he is responsible for whatever his associates may do. 

MR. SMOOT HAS COUNTENANCED AND ENCOURAGED POLYGAMY. 

But the complicity of Mr. Smoor in the conduct of the leaders of the 
Mormon Church in encouraging polygamy and polygamous cohabita- 
tion does not consist wholly in the fact that he is one of the governing 
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body of that church. By repeated acts, and in a number of instances, 
Mr. Smoor has, as a member of the quorum of the twelve apostles, 
given active aid and support to the members of the first presidency and 
twelve apostles in their defiance of the laws of the State of Utah and 
of the laws of common decency, and their encouragement of polyga- 
mous practices by both precept and example. 5 

It is shown by the testimony of Mr. Smoor himself that he assisted 
in the elevation of Joseph IF. Smith to the presidency of the Mormon 
Church. ‘That he has since repeatedly voted to sustain said Joseph F. 
Smith, and that he so voted after full knowledge that said Joseph F. 
Smith was living in polygamous cohabitation and had asserted his 
intention to continue in this course in defiance of the laws of God and 
man. He also assisted in the selection of Heber J. Grant as president 
of a mission when it was a matter ef common notoriety that said 
Heber J. Grant was a polygamist. Ie voted for the election of Charles 
W. Venrose as an apostie of the Mormon Church after testimony had, 
been given in this investigation showing him to be a polygamist. It is 
difficult to perceive how Mr. SMoor could have given greater encourage- 
ment to polygamy and polygamous cohabitation than by thus assisting 
in conferring one of the highest honors and offices in the Mormon 
Church on one who had been and was then guilty of these crimes. As 
trustee of an educational institution he made no protest against the 
continuance in office of Benjamin Cluff, jr.. a noted polygamist, as 
president of that institution, nor made any effort to discover the truth 
that said Cluff had taken another plural wife long after the manifesto. 
Nor did he make any protest, as such trustee, against the election of 
George H. Brimhall, another polygamist, in the place of Benjamin 
Cinaf,. 3c. 

Since his election as an apostle of the Mormon Church Mr. Smoot has 
been intimately associated with the first president and with those 
who—with himself—constitute the counsel of the twelve apostles. ‘The 
fact that many of these officials were living in polygamous relations 
with a number of wives was a matter of such common knowledge in the 
ecmmunity that it is incredible that Mr. Smoot should not have had 
sufficient notice of this condition of affairs to at least have put him on 
inquiry. If he did not know of these facts it was because he took 
pains not to be informed of them. At no time has he utiered a syl- 
lable of protest against the conduct of his associates in the leadership 
of the Mormon Church, but, on the contrary, has sustained them in their 
encouragement of polygamy and polygamous cohabitation, both by his 
acts (as hereinbefore set forth) and by his silence. In the judgment 
of the committee, Mr. SMoor is no more entitled to a seat in the Senate 
than he would be if he were associating in polygamous cohabitation with 
a plurality of wives. 
DOMINATION OF LEADERS OF 
























THE MORMON CHURCH IN SECULAR AFFAIRS. 


A careful examination and consideration of the testimony taken be- | 


fore the committee in this investigation leads to the conclusion that the 
allezations in the protest concerning the domination of the leaders of 
the Mormon Church in secular affairs are true, and that the first 
presidency and twelve apostles of the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter- 
Day Saints exercise a controlling influence over the action of the mem- 
bers of that church in secular affairs as well as in spiritual matters; 
and that, contrary to the principles of the common law under which 
we live and the constitution of the State of Utah, the said first presi- 
dency and twelve apostles of the Mormon Church dominate the affairs 
of the State and constantly interfere in the performance of its fune- 
tions. The domination by the leaders of the church under their claim 
to exercise divine authority in all matters is manifested in a general 
way in innumerable instances. ; 

The right to do so is openly claimed by those who profess to speak 
in behalf of the church. As late as February 25, 1904, one of the 
twelve apostles, in a public address, said “that from the view point 
of the gospel there could be no separation of temporal and spiritual 
ihings, and those who object to church people advising and taking part 
in temporal things have no true conception of the gospel of Christ and 
the mission of the church.” 

The method by which the first presidency and twelve apostles of the 
Mormon Church direct all the temporal affairs of the members of that 
church under the claim that such direction is by divine authority, is by 
requiring the members of the church in all their affairs, both spiritual 
and temporal, and especially the latter, to ‘take counsel.” This 
means that they are to be advised by their immediate superiors. These 
superiors in turn take their instructions from those above them, and 
so on back to the point whence most, if not all, these directions 
emanate—that is, the first presidency and twelve apostles. 

As was said by Mr. Chief Justice Zane, of Utah, in 1887: 

“At the head of this corporate body, according to the faith pro- 
fessed, is a seer and revelator, who receives in revelations the will of 
the infinite God concerning the duty that man owes to himself, to his 
fellow-beings, to society, to human government, and to God. In sub- 
ordination to this head are a vast number of officials of various kinds 
and descriptions, comprising a most minute and complete organization. 
The people comprising this organization claim to direct and lead by 
inspiration which is above all human wisdom, subject to a power above 
all municipal government, above all man-made law.” (Vol. 1, p. 809.) 

The phrase “ take counsel” does not mean that the members of the 
ehureh shall inquire of those above them in all cases concerning their 
action, but that they shall receive counsel—that is, direction-—from 
those above them, and this counsel they are to implicitly obey. If 
they fail to do so they are excommunicated from the church and 
deprived, not only of the privileges of membership in the church, but 
as they are assured and believe, they thereby forfeit all hope of hap- 
piness in a future life. The absolute submission of the great mass of 
the Mormon’ Church is illustrated by the fact that it is laid down by 
the leaders of the church as a cardinal principle to the members that, 
if their file leaders say white is black, “it is their duty to say ‘ white 
is black.’ ” 

Instances of the interference of the leaders of the Mormon Church 
in the secular affairs of their followers could be multiplied almost 
without number. 

In one case a bishop of the church was deposed from his offices in 
the church because he promised to obey the laws against polygamy. 

Another official of the Mormon Church was excommunicated for 
belonging to an organization for the enforcement of the laws and 
opposing the interference of the church in public affairs. 

Another Mormon official was degraded in the church for refusing to 
obey his file leader. 

In another case the members of a firm doing business in Salt Lake 
City were expelled from the Mormon Church because they persisted in 
engaging in mining operations contrary to the command of the au- 
thorities of the church. 

In another instance the church authorities interfered in the matter 
of the establishment of an electric-light plant. 











CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. , 





Jeaving a considerable number unassigned to either 











JUNE 11, 


In 1903 two members of the Mormon Church who built a dancing 
pavilion in opposition to the ‘“‘ counsel” of the church authorities were 
summoned for trial and excommunication, and finally compromised 
the matter by turning over to the church officials the management of 
the pavilion and 25 per cent of the net earnings. 

In another case there was a general understanding that the church, 
by its authorities, directed the location of a railroad station. In 1869 
four members of the Mormon Church were excommunicated for apos- 
tacy in desiring “to open up mines against the teachings of the holy 
priesthood.” 

In another and recent instance, occurring as late as the early part 
of 1903, a Mormon official was deposed from his official position for 
writing a letter to a newspaper criticising Mr. Smoor and his political 
ambitions. 

In another instance, occurring in 1897, a Mormon official was deposed 
from his official relation to the church for distributing at a school elec- 
tion a ticket different from that prescribed by the church authorities. 

In the year 1905 a teacher in the Mormon Church was cut off from 
the church for apostacy, the ostensible foundation for this charge being 
a criticism of the head of the church for his polygamous practices; the 
real ground being that the accused had persisted in engaging in the 
manufacture of salt, against the interests of the president of the 
church and some of his associates. 

In what is Known as the Birdsall case the officials of the Mormon 
Church assumed jurisdiction of a controversy concerning the title to 
real estate, and not only directed a conveyance of the title to a tract 
of land, but went further and enforced its decree by spiritual penalties. 
As has already been stated, no member of the Mormon Church (with 
possibly a single exception) has ever been disciplined for polygamy 
or polygamous cohabitation in defiance of the law and of the mani- 
festo; but an obscure and feeble woman was excommunicated from the 
church and driven to the verge of insanity for refusing to obey the 
dictates of the church leaders and relinquish the title to a piece of 
land in favor of ene who had no shadow of legal title thereto. As 
was testified by one of the witnesses for the protestants: 

“Whenever a man disregards the teachings and instructions or coun- 
sels of the leaders of the church he has the spirit of apostasy.” 

A forcible illustration of the domination of the leaders of the Mor- 
mon Church over the secular affairs of the people is furnished by the 
fact that while a majority of these leaders have for years been living 
in polygamous relations, in defiance of law, no one dares to attempt to 
bring them to justice for fear of the consequences which would be vis- 
ited by the church on the one who should make the complaint. And 
whenever one has been daring enough to make complaint for polyga- 
mous cohabitation against any member of the church the officers of 
the law have refused to prosecute, or those who were prosecuted and 
convicted have been released after the infliction of a merely nominal 
punishment. 

The control which the governing bedy of the Mormon Church exer- 
cises over the secular affairs of the State of Utah is well illustrated by 
the fact that for many years past what are known as “religion 
classes ’’ have been taught in connection with the public schools of that 
State. In these classes the youth of Utah are instructed in the doc- 
trines of the Mormon Church by teachers in the public schools, sup- 
ported by State taxation, the course of study being prescribed by 
officials of the church. This course of study includes the lives of 
noted Mormons whose chief claim to eminence in the church lies in 
their having taken a multiplicity of wives and in their continuance in 
the crime of polygamous cohabitation. 

The teaching of the doctrines, faith, and practice of the Mormon 
Church in the publie schools of Utah, under the direction of the high 
priesthood of the church, is not only contrary to the general law gov- 
erning the use of schoolhouses as expounded by the courts of this 
country, but is also expressly forbidden by the constitution of the 
State of Utah, which provides, in article 1, section 4, as follows: 

‘No public money or property shall be appropriated for or applied 
to any religious worship, exercises, or instruction, or for the support 
of any ecclesiastical establishment.” (Schofield v. School Dist., 27 
Conn., 499; Spencer v. Joint School Dist., 15 Kans., 259; School Dis- 
trict v. Arnold, 21 Wis., 657.) ‘ 

Such teaching is also prohibited by a statute of the State of Utah, 
which declares that ‘‘ No atheistic, infidel, sectarian, religious, or 
denominational doctrines shall be taught in any of the district schools 
of this State.’ (Revised Statutes of Utah, sec. 1848.) 

The eonduct of the ruling authorities of the Mormon Church in 
directing the teaching of “religion classes” in the schoolhouses of 
Utah affords a fair illustration of the contempt with which the rulers 
of that church treat all laws and restrictions which stand in the way 
of their desires, or of their own interests, or what they conceive to be 
the interests of the church of which they are the head. 

The fact that these religion classes have been discontinued since 
their existence was revealed by this investigation serves te emphasize 
the truth that the Mormon Church dominates the affairs of the State 
of Utah in educational matters as well as in other respects. 


POLITICAL DOMINATION OF THE MORMAN CHURCH. 


But it is in political affairs that the domination of the first presi- 
dency and twelve apostles of the Mormon Church is most eficacious 
and most injurious to the interests of the State. The constitution of 
the State of Utah provides “There shall be no union of church and 
state, nor shall any church dominate the State or interefere with its 
functions.” (Vol. 1, p. 25.) Notwithstanding this plain provision of 
the constitution of Utah, the proof offered on the investigation demon- 
strates beyond the possibility of doubt that. the hierarchy at the head 
of the Mormon Church has for years past formed a perfect union be- 
tween the Mormon Church and the State of Utah, and that the church 
through its head dominates the affairs of the State in things both 
great and small. Even before statehood was an accomplished fact, and 
while the State was in process of formation, and afterwards, during 
the sessions of the first and succeeding legislatures, it was notorious 
that a committee appointed by the leaders of the Mormon Church was 
supervising the legislation of the State. 

At about the same time, or shortly prior thereto, it became known 
throughout Utah that the leading officials of the Mormon Church de- 
sired that the voters belonging to that church should so divide on 
political lines that about one half should belong to one of the great 
political parties of the nation and the other half to the other party, 
arty, so that their 
votes could be cast for one party or the other, as might be necessary to 
further the interests of that church. 

It is, of course, intended by the leaders of the church that this in- 
fluence shall be secretly exerted, and this is in many cases, if not in 
most cases, easily accomplished by means of the perfect machinery of 
the church, which has been adverted to, by which the will of the first 
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presidency and twelve apostles is transmitted through ecclesiastical 
channels, talked over in prayer circles of the high councils of the 
chureh, and then promulgated to the members of the church as “ the will 
of the Lord.” Notwithstanding this attempt at secrecy, it has for 
many years been a matter of common knowledge among the people of 
those States in which the Mormon Church is strongest that political 
influeace is being continually exerted in the matter of State and lower 
municipal officials. As was said by one of the witnesses who testified 


on the investigation: ‘‘ Whenever they indorse a man, he will! be 
elected. Whenever they put upon him the seal of their disapproba- 


tion, he will not be.” 

it was shown in the investigation that in the State of Idaho candi- 
dates for office, in order to have any hope of success, must visit Salt 
Lake City and arrange for such success with the leaders of the Mormon 
Church. The result of this is that whatever the Mormon Church de- 
sires to have done, either by way of legislation or in the way of admin- 
istration of the affairs of the State, is done, and whatever the Mormon 
Church desires shall not be done, is not done. So well recognized is 
this fact that in a State convention held in Idaho in the year 1904 
one of the leading Mormons made the proposition that in case a cer- 
tain resolution should be withdrawn he would go to Utah and ask the 
president of the Mormon Church to cease interfering in Idaho politics. 
hus it — that the Mormon Church dominates the affairs of the 
State of Idaho to an extent only less than it does the affairs of the 
State of Utah. As an illustration of this fact, it was shown that a 
bill in which the Mormon Church was vitally interested was passed 
by the legislature of Idaho shortly after the visit of one of the apostles 
of the Mormon Church, who came there for the purpose of procuring 
such legislation. 

A striking illustration of the power of the Mormon Church in Utah 
in matters of legislation appears in the history of what is known as 
the “ Evans bill,” which was passed by both houses of the legislature 
of Utah in 1901, in order to prevent prosecutions for polygamous 
cohabitation. This bill was favored by the president of the Mormon 
Chureh and by a majority of the apostles and was passed by a Mor- 
mon legislature. It was vetoed by a Mormon governor, the principal 
reason for the veto being that the attempted legislation would bring 
about an amendment to the Constitution of the United States under 
which these guilty of the crime of polygamous cohabitation would be 
prosecuted and punished in the Federal courts. 

Verhaps one of the most instructive instances of the exercise of the 
power of the Mormon Church in political affairs was in the matter 
referred to in the protest as the case of Moses Thatcher. In that case 
the testimony taken before the committee leaves no doubt that not far 
from the time when the leaders of the Mormon Church required their 
followers to divide between the two parties, it was ordered by the Mor- 
mon leaders that those officials of the church who desired to engage in 
politics in behalf of one of the political parties should go out and influ- 
ence the people of the Mormon Church in favor of that party, while 
those who were of the contrary opinion should remain at home and not 
attempt to influence the members of that church to adopt their way of 
thinking. Mr. Thatcher saw 
become a candidate for the United States Senate, but to go out among 
the people and endeavor to win converts to the party of which he was 
a member. For this offense against the political dictation of the first 
presidency and twelve apostles, Mr. Thatcher was deposed from his 
position as an apostle, deprived of all his offices in the Mormon Church, 
denied the privileges which are accorded to every Mormon in good 
standing, and the whole influence of the leaders of the Mormon Church 
was put forth to compass his defeat. 

As was well said by Mr. Thatcher at the time of this occurrence, 
this action on the part of the ruling authorities of the church trans- 
formed the Mormon Church into. a great political machine, the steer- 
ing apparatus of which was in the hands of the twelve or fifteen men 
at the head. All this occurred because Mr. Thatcher refused to “ take 
counsel ’’—that is, to follow the dictates of the Mormon Church as 
to _ should become candidates for office and who should not become 
such. 

Specific directions given by the heads of the Mormon Church to 
those under them seem to have varied according to circumstances. 
Several years ago, and before the admission of Utah into the Union as 
a State, it would appear that the apostles of the Mormon Chureh would 
convey to the members of that church instructions concerning their 
political action openly and in public addresses. The people would be 
told from the pulpits of the Mormon Church what ticket they ought 
to support. 

As late as 1892 a bishop of the Mormon Church called together a 
number of the members of that church who belonged to a party oppos- 
ing the party of the bishop, and told those whem he had thus called 
together that he had received a message from the first presidency to 
the effect that the candidate of the party to which the bishop belonged 
should be elected to Congress. In the same year and at the same 
election the president of the Mormon Church took occasion’ to write 
a letter to the bishops of his church indorsing the candidacy of a 
certain gentleman for Representative in Congress. In 1898 one of the 
apostles of the Mormon Church in a letter to one of the first presidents 
of seventies virtually advocated the election of a certain candidate for 
a seat in the United States Senate. 

In 1902 an apostle of the Mormon Church went through one of the 
counties of Idaho, telling the Mormon voters that it was the will of the 
church that they should vote a certain ticket. 

In later years the method of domination by the Mormon Church in 
political affairs has been, to a great extent, by means of a rule requir- 
ing those of any prominence in the church to “ take counsel ”’ before be- 
coming candidates for public office. This virtually puts into the hands 
of the Mormon priesthood the filling of the various offices in the State. 


If the church takes to itself the right to decide who shall be the candi- | 


dates for offices, there is no other choice left to either candidates or 
people. Under this rule the people can not vote for anyone who is a 
prominent member of the Mormon Church unless the ruling authorities 
of the church permit him to be a candidate. ‘This rule thereby becomes 
a species of political usurpation, striking at the very foundation of our 
Government. Our entire political system is based on the theory that 
every voter has the right to vote for anyone he pleases, and that the 
people have ‘a right to call upon whomsoever they will to represent 
them and to administer the affairs of the nation and of the Common- 
wealth. But the rule which has been promulgated and enforced by the 
officials of the Mormon Church precludes any member of that church 
from serving the nation or the State unless he has been designated for 
such service by the hierarchy which governs said church. This means 
that the State shall subsist in all things in and through the ‘counsel ”’ 
of the church. 
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fit to disobey this edict and not only to ! 











The pretext under which the leaders of the Mormon Church excuse 
their selection of candidates for public office is that it is a rule of the 
church designed to prevent high officials in the church from b<coming 
engaged in public affairs to the neglect of their ecclesiastical functions. 

This veil is too thin to conceal the real motives and designs of the 
Mormon priesthood. Were that the true reason for tke adoption of the 
rule, it would be made to apply to all the higher cfiicials of the Mormon 
Church under all circumstances and all would be prohibited from _ be- 
coming candidates for public offices. And in such case the object of the 
rule would be attained by requiring of every church officer who becomes 
a candidate for public cffice that he resign his church office, and this 
without favor or distinction. 

jut the rule is not so framed or administered. Under this rule one 
may be a candidate for public office or may not be, according to the will 
of the first presidency and twelve apostles of the Mormon Church. 
Under the rule, as it is applied, one of the twelve apostles may be 
elected to the Senate (as in the case of Mr. SMoor) or he may be ce 
feated (as in the case of Mr. Thatcher). If one of the higher officials 
of the Mormon Church becomes a candidate for public office he may re- 
tain his official station in the church, as in the case of Mr. SmMoor and 
Mr. Roberts, or he may be broken of his oflice and deprived of his 
privileges in the church, as happened to Mr. Thatcher, these differing 
applications of the rule depending wholly on the will or caprice of the 
first presidency and the twelve apostles. Under this rule Mr. Roberts 
was defeated for the office of Representative in Congress and under the 
rule he was afterwards elected to the same office. : 

But the domination of the higher officials in the Mormon Church 
does not cease with the selection by them of a candidate for public 
office. It is a fact of no little importance in this case that where the 
Mormon Church is strong the candidates favored by the ruling authori- 
ties of that church are generally elected. s : 

The fact that Gentiles are sometimes elected to office in preference 
to Mormons in localities where the Mormons are in the ascendency 
does not tend to prove the absence of church influence. It shown 
by the testimony that the officials of the Mormon Church sometimes 
prefer one Mormon to another and sometimes prefer a Gentile to a 
Mormon. So well is it understood in Utah that the power of the 
Mormon Church in political affairs must be recognized and deferred to 
that in the election of Senators and of other officials the Mormons 
must be given what they claim as their share of the offices to be filled. 

In order to realize the potency of the influence which the ruling 
authorities of the Mormon Church exercise in political affairs, it must 
be kept in mind that this influence proceeds from men who are bi lieved 
bv their followers to be oracles of God; that whatsoever they speak 
is the word of God; and that the first presidency of the Mormon 
Chureh and the council of the twelve apostles are “ the mouthpiece 
of God.” In the efforts put forth by the rulers of the church to 
defeat Moses Thatcher, the Mormon people were told that the first 
presidency and eleven of the apostles were inspired and that Moses 
Thatcher, the twelfth apostle, was not inspired. 7 

The committee has not overlooked nor failed to give due considera- 
tion to the testimony of witnesses called in behalf of Mr. SMoor, who 
testified that there was no interference by the Mormon Chureh in the 
political affairs of Utah or Idaho. But, leaving out of consideration 
any political or personal bias for Mr. SMoor which those witnesses may 
have manifested. there is very little in their testimony aside from and 
beyond their individual opinion and judgment as regards the political 
conditions in the States named. The testimony of these witnesses in 
no way controverts the facts before referred to, from which facts the 
conclusion is irresistible that the controlling authorities of the Mor- 
mon Chureh do dominate the political affairs of the State of Utah and 
control to some extent the political affairs of the State of Idaho. 
Without disproof of these facts, or strong proof of countervailing facts, 
mere opinions of witnesses, however intelligent and however candid, 
do not suffice. : ; 

Not only is Mr. SMoot one of those by and through whom the polit- 
ical affairs of Utah are dominated, but his election to the Senate was, 
it is believed, the result of such domination. 


is 





When Mr. SMoor concluded to become a candidate for the Senate, 
he was careful to obtain the “consent” of the first presidency and 
twelve apostles to his candidacy. But this so-called “ consent of 


the rulers of the church was naturally regarded by the people of Utah, 
who were familiar with the ways of the Mormon high-priesthood, as 
being, under the circumstances, equivalent to an indorsement and made 
it impossible for anyone else to become an aspirant for the same posi- 
tion with any hope of success. 


A PRACTICAL UNION OF 


The fact that the adherents of the Mormon Church hold the balance 
of power in politics in some of the States enables the first presidency 
and twelve apostles to control the political affairs of those States to 
any extent they may desire. Thus a complete union of church and 
State is formed. This is in accordance with the teachings of the priest- 
hood of the Mormon Church, as promulgated in the writings of men 
of high authority in the church, to the effect that the church is supreme 
in all matters of Government, as well as in all things pertaining to the 
private life of the citizen. In one of a series of pamphlets, “ On the 
Doctrines of the Gospel,” by Apostle Orson Pratt, it is affirmed: 


CHURCH AND STATE, 


“'The kingdom of God is an order of government established by 
divine authority. It is the only legal government that can exist in 
any part of the universe. All other governments are illegal and un- 


authorized. God having made all beings and worlds has the supreme 
right to govern them by His own laws and by officers of His own 
appointment. Any people attempting to govern themselves and by laws 
of their own making and by officers of their own appointment, are in 
direct rebellion against the kingdom of God.” (Vol. 1, p. 666.) 

The union of church and state in those States under the domination 
of the Mormon leaders is most abhorrent to our free institutions. 
John Adams declared that the attempt of the Church of England to 
extend its jurisdiction over the colonies “ contributed as much as any 
other cause to arouse the attention, not only of the inquiring mind, but 
of the common people, and to urge them to close thinking of the con- 
stitutional authority of Parliament over the colonies” and to bring on 
the war of independence. After the colonies had achieved their inde- 
pendence, the complete enfranchisement of the church from the con- 
trol of the state, and of the state from the control of the church was 
brought about through the efforts of men like Thomas Jefferson and 
James Madison in Virginia, and those of almost equal prominence in 
other States. And thus the natural desire of the people of this nation 
for the entire separation of church and state was incorporated in the 
Constitution of the United States by the first amendment to that 
instrument, 
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The right to worship’God according to the dictates of one’s own 
conscience is one of the most sacred rights of every American citizen. 
No less sacred is the right of every citizen to vote according to his 





conscientious convictions without interference on the part of any 
church, religious organization, or body of ecclesiastics which seeks to 
eontrol his political opinions or direct in any way his use of the elective 
franchise. 

In the interest of religious freedom and to protect the State from 
the influence of the Mormon Church, the framers of the constitution 
of Utah incorporated in that instrument the provision which has been 
quoted in a preceding part of this report. That provision of the con- 
stitution of Utah has been persistently and contemptuously disregarded 
by the first presidency and the twelve apostles of the Mormon Church 
ever since Utah was admitted into the Union. They have paid as lit- 
tie regard to this mandate of the constitution of Utah as they have to 
the law which prohibits polygamy and the law which forbids polyga- 
mous cohabitation. 

OATH OF VENGEANCE, 


In the protest signed and verified by the oath of Mr. Leilich it is 
claimed that Mr. Smootv has taken an oath as an apostle of the Mormon 
Church which is of such a nature as to render him incompetent to hold 
the office of Senator. From the testimony taken it appears that Mr. 
SmMoor has taken an obligation which is prescribed by the Mormon 
Church and administered to those who go through a ceremony known 
as ‘‘taking the endowments.” It was testified by a number of wit- 
nesses who were examined during the investigation that one part of 
this obligation is expressed in substantially these words: 

“You and each of you do covenant and promise that you will pray 
and never cease to pray Almighty God to avenge the blood of the 
prephets upon this nation, and that you will teach the same to your 
chi en and to your children’s children unto the third and fourth 
generation. 

An effort was made to destroy the effect of the testimony of three of 
these witnesses by impeachment of their reputation for veracity. This 
impeaching testimony was not strengthened by the fact that the wit- 
nesses by whom it was given were members of the Mormon Church, 
and would naturally disparage the truthfulness of one who would give 
testimony unfavorable to that church. The testimony of the witnesses 
for the protestants, before referred to, was corroborated by the testi- 
mony of Mr. Dougall, a witness sworn in behalf of Mr. Smoor, and 
no attempt was made to impeach the character of this witness. It is 





true that a number of witnesses testified that no such obligation is | 


contained in the endowment ceremony; but it is a very suspicious cir- 
cumstance that every one of the witnesses who made this denial refused 
to state the obligation imposed on those who take part in the ceremony. 

The evidence showing that such an obligation is taken is further 
supported by proof that during the endowment ceremonies a prayer 
is offered asking God to avenge the blood of Joseph Smith upon this 
iation, and certain verses from the Bible are read which are claimed 
to justify the obligation and the prayer. The fact that such a prayer 
if offered and that such passages from the Bible are read was not dis- 
puted by any witness who was sworn on the investigation. Nor was 
it questioned that by the term “ the prophets” as used in the endow- 
ment ceremony reference is made to Joseph and Hyrum Smith. 

That an obligation of vengeance is part of the endowment ceremony 
is further attested by the fact that shortly after testimony had been 
given on that subject before the commitice Bishop Daniel Connelly of 
the Mormon Church denounced the witnesses who had given this testi- 
mony as traitors who had broken their oaths to the church. 

The fact that an oath of vengeance is part of the endowment cere- 
monies and the nature and character of such oath was judicially deter- 
mined in the third judicial court of Utah in the year 1889 in the matter 
of the application of John Moore and others to become citizens of the 
United States. In an opinion denying the application, the court say: 

“In these applications the usual evidence on behalf of the appli- 
cants as to residence, moral «haracter, etc., was introduced at a former 
hearing and was deemed st icient. Objection was made, however, to 
the admission of John Mooie and William J. Edgar upon the ground 
that they were members of the Mormon Church, and also because they 
had gone through the endowment house of that church and there had 
taken an cath or obligation incompatible with the oath of citizenship 
they would be required to take if admitted. * * #* 

“Those objecting to the right of these applicants to be admitted to 
citizenship introduced eleven witnesses who had been members of the 
Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints, commonly called the “ Mor- 
mon Church.’ Several of these witnesses had held the position of 
bishop in the church, and all had gone through the endowment house 
and participated in its ceremonies. The testimony of these witnesses 
is to the effect that every member of the church is expected to go 
through the endowment house, and that nearly all do so; that marriages 
are usually solemnized there, and that those who are married elsewhere 
go through the endowment ceremonies at as early date thereafter as 
practicable in order that the marital relations shall continue throughout 
eternity. 

“On behalf of the applicants fourteen witnesses testified concerning 
the endowment ceremonies, but all of them declined to state what 
oaths are taken, or what obligations or covenants are there entered 
into, or what penalties are attached to their violation; and these 
witnesses, when asked for their reason for declining te answer, stated 
that they did so ‘on a point of honor,’ while several stated they had 
forgotten what was said about avenging the blood of the proph- 
on 2 = 

“The witnesses for the applicants, while refusing to disclose the 
oaths, promises, and covenants of the endowment ceremonies and the 
penalties attached thereto, testified generally that there was nothing 
in the ceremonies inconsistent with loyalty to the Government of the 
United States, and that the Government was not mentioned. One of 
the objeets of this investigation is to ascertain whether the oaths 
and obligations of the endowment house are incompatible with good 
citizenship, and it is not for applicants’ witnesses to determine this 
question. The refusal of applicants’ witnesses to state specifically 
what oath, obligations, or covenants are taken or entered into in 
the ceremonies renders their testimony of but little value, and tends to 
confirm rather than contradict the evidence on this point offered by 
the objectors. The evidence established beyond any reasonable doubt 
that the endowment ceremonies are inconsistent with the oath an 
applicant for citizenship is required to take, and that the oaths, obli- 
gations, or covenants there made or entered into are ineompatible | 
with the obligations and duties of citizens of the United States.” 
(Vol. 4, pp. 840-343.) 

The obligation hereinbefore set forth is an oath of disloyalty to the 
Covernment which the rules of the Mormon Church require, or at 
least encourage, every member of that organization to take. 


sa 











| It is in harmony with the views and conduct of the leaders of the 


Mormon people in former days, when they openly defied the Govern- 
ment of the United States, and is also in harmony with the conduct of 
those who give the law. to the Mormon Church to-day in their defiant 
disregard of the laws against polygamy and polygamous cohabitation. 
It may be that many of those who take this obligation do so without 
realizing its treasonable import; but the fact that the first presidency 
and twelve apostles retain an obligation of that nature in the cere- 
monies of the church shows that at heart they are hostile to. this 
nation and disloyal to its Government. 

And the same spirit of disloyalty is manifested also in a number of 
the hymns contained in the collection of hymns put forth by the 
rulers of the Mormon Church to be sung by Mormon congregations. 

There can be no question in regard to the taking of the oath of 
vengeance by Mr. Smoor. He testified that he went through the cere- 
mony of taking the endowments in the year 1880, and the head of the 
Mormon Church stated in his testimony that the ceremony is now the 
same that it has always been. 

An obligation of the nature of tae one before mentioned would seem 


| to be wholly incompatible with the duty which Mr. SMoor as a mem- 


ber of the United States Senate would owe to the nation. It is diffi- 
cult to conceive how one could discharge the obligation which rests 
upon every Senator to so perform his official duties as to promote the 
welfare of the people of the United States and at the same time be 
calling down the vengeance of heaven on this nation because of the 
killing of the founders of the Mormon Church sixty years ago. 

MR. SMOOT NOT ENTITLED TO A SEAT IN THE SENATE. 


The more deliberately and carefully the testimony taken on the in- 
vestigation is considered, the more irresistibly it leads to the conclu- 
sion that the facts stated in the protest are true; that Mr. Smoor is 
one of a self-perpetuating body of men, known as the first presidency 
and twelve apostles of the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day 
Saints, commonly known as the Mormon Church; that these men 
claim divine authority to control the members of said church in all 
things, temporal as well as spiritual; that this authority is, and has 
been for several years past, so exercised by the said first presidency 
and twelve apostles as to encourage the practice of polygamy and 
polygamous cohabitation in the State of Utah and elsewhere, contrary 
to the constitution and laws of the State of Utah and the law of the 
land; that the said first presidency and twelve apostles do now con- 
trol, and for a long time past have controlled, the political affairs of 
the State of Utah, and have thus brought about in said State a union 
of church and state, contrary to the constitution of said State of 
Utah and contrary to the Constitution of the United States, and that 
said REED SmMoor comes here, not as the accredited representative of 
the State of Utah in the Senate of the United States, but as the 
choice of the hierarchy which controls the church and has usurped 
the functions of the State in said State of Utah. 

It follows, as a necessary conclusion from these facts, that Mr. 
Smoot is not entitled to a seat in the Senate as a Senator from the 
State of Utah, and your committee report the following resolution: 





Resolved, That Rgerp Smoot is not entitled to a seat as a Senator 
of the United States from the State of Utah. 


J. C. Burrows, Chairman. 


[Senate Report No. 4253, part 2, Fifty-ninth Congress, first session.] 

Mr. Foraker, from the Committee on Privileges and Elections, sub- 
mitted the following as the views of the minority: 

The undersigned, members of the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions, having had under consideration Senate resolution No. 205, Fifty- 
seventh Congress, second session, adopted January 27, 1903, being 
unable to agree with the majority of the committee, submit the follow- 
ing minority report. 

They attach hereto and make a part hereof a full statement of the 
case, showing all charges affecting or intending to affect the right and 
title of Rrep Smoot to a seat in the Senate as a Senator from the State 
of Utah, together with- an abstract of all the material, relevant, and 
competent testimony offered with respect thereto, and their conclusions 
deduced therefrom. 

hey ask that the same may be printed for purposes of reference as 
a part of this report, and respectfully refer to the same as a more com- 
plete statement of the following findings and propositions, and the tes- 
timony and arguments in support of the same, upon which they base 
their dissent from the conclusions and report of the majority of the 
committee : : 


REED Smoor possesses all the qualifications prescribed by the Con- 
stitution to make him eligible to a seat in the Senate, and the regularity 
of his election by the legislature of the State of Utah is not questioned 
in any manner. - 


Aside from his connection with the Mormon Church, so far as his 
private character is concerned, it is, according to all the witnesses, 
irreproachable, for all who testify on the subject agree or concede that 
he has led and is leading an upright life, entirely free from immoral 
practices of every kind. He is not a polygamist; has never had but 
one wife, and has been noted from early manhood for his opposition to 
plural marriages, and probably did as much as any other member of 
the Mormon Church to bring about the prohibition of further plural 
marriages. nt 


So far as mere belief and membership in the Mormon Church are con- 
cerned, he is fully within his rights and privileges under the ‘guaranty 
of religious freedom given by the Constitution of the United States, for 
there is no statutory provision, and could not be, prohibiting either 
such belief or such membership. 2 

Moreover, having special reference to the Mormons residing in Utah 
and their peculiar belief, it was provided in the act of Congress passed 
July 16, 1894, that the people of Utah should provide in their consti- 
tution “‘ by ordinance irrevocable without the consent of the United 
States and the people of said States— 

“1. That perfect toleration of religious sentiment shall be secured, 
and that no inhabitants of said State shall cver be molested in person or 
property on account of his or her mode of religious worship: Provided, 
That polygamous or plural marriages are forever prohibited.” 

In consequence there was embodied in the constitution of the State 
of Utah a compliance with this requirement, and thereupon the Ter- 
ritory was duly admitted as a State of the Union. 

Accordingly, members of the Mormon Church, open and avowed 
believers in its doctrines and teachings, have been admitted without 
question to both Houses of Congress as Representatives of the State. 
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LY. 


There remain but two grounds on which the right or title of Rrrep 
Smoor to his seat in the Senate is contested. They are: 

1. That he is shown to have taken what is spoken of in the record 
as the “endowment oath,’”’ by which he obligated himself to make his 
i ” the church paramount to his allegiance to the United 
States ; anc 


» 


apostles, he is responsible for polygamous cohabitation which yet con- 
tinues among the Mormons, notwithstanding it is prohibited by law. 

As to the “‘ endowment oath,” it is sufficient in this summary to say 
that the testimony is collated and analyzed in the annexed statement, 
and thereby shown to be limited in amount, vague and indefinite in 
character, and utterly unreliable, because of the disreputable and 
untrustworthy character of the witnesses. 

There were but seven witnesses who made any pretenses of testifying 
about any such obligation. One of these was shown by the testimony 
of two uncontradicted witnesses to be mentally unsound. Another, to 
have committed perjury in the testimony given before the committee 
on another point. The third was shown by the uncontradicted testi- 
mony of a number of witnesses to have a bad reputation for truth and 
veracity, and to be thoroughly unreliable. A fourth admitted that he 
had been for years intemperate, and was shown by indisputable testi- 
mony to have lost his position on that account, and thereupon and for 
that reason to have withdrawn from the church and to have assumed 
such a hostile and revengeful attitude as to entirely discredit him as a 
reliable witness. Theeother three witnesses were so indefinite as to 
their statements that their testimony amounted at most to nothing 
— _— an attempt to state an imperfect and confessedly uncertain 
recollection. 

All that it is attempted to show as to the character of this oath is 
positively contradicted by REED SMooT and a great number of wit- 
nesses, whose standing and character and whose reputation for truth 
and veracity are unquestioned, except only in so far as their credibil- 
ity may be affected by the fact that they are or have been members of 
the Mormon Church. 

Upon this state of evidence we are of opinion that no ground has 
been established on which to predicate a finding or belief that Mr. 
SmoorT ever took any obligation involving hostility to the United 
States, or requiring him to regard his allegiance to the Mormon Church 
as paramount to his allegiance and duty to the United States. 

Sa 

The only remaining question is whether or not by virtue of his offi- 
cial relation to the church as one of its apostles he has any responsi- 
a, a _ continuation of polygamous cohabitation by members of 
that church. 


The testimony on this point is also carefully collated and analyzed | 


in the annexed statement. 


It will be found by an examination of that testimony that he has | 


never at any time, and particularly he has not since the manifesto of | Portant offices of trust, among others that of assistant United States 


1890, countenanced or encouraged plural marriages; but that, on the 
contrary, he has uniformly upheld the policy of the church, as an- 


nounced by that proclamation, by actively advocating and exerting his | 


influence to effect a complete discontinuance of such marriages, and 
that in the few instances established by the testimony where plural 
marriages and polygamous cohabitation, as a result of them, have oc- 
curred since 1890 they have been without any encouragement, counte- 
nance, or approval whatever on his part. 

As to polygamous cohabitation in consequence of plural marriages 
entered into before the manifesto of 1890, there is no testimony to 
show that he has ever done more than silently acquiesce in this offense 
against law. In view of his important and influential position in the 
-hureh, this acquiescence might be regarded as inexcusable if it were 
for the peculiar circumstances attending the commission of this 
offense. 

To understand these circumstances it is necessary to recall some his- 
torical facts, among which are some that indicate that the United 
States Government is not free from responsibility for these violations 
of the law. Instead of discountenancing and _ prohibiting polygamy 
when it was first proclaimed and practiced the Congress remained 
silent and did nothing in that behalf. While Congress was thus at 





least manifesting indifference, President Fillmore and the Senate of 
the United States, in September, 1850, gave both recognition and 


encouragement by the appointment and confirmation of Brigham Young, 
the then head of the church, and an open and avowed advocate and 
representative of polygamy, to be governor of the Territory of Utah. 
When his term of office expired under this appointment he was reap- 
pointed by President Pierce and again confirmed by the Senate. 

There was no legislation or action of any kind by Congress on this 
subject until the act of July 1, 1862, which was in language, as well 
as legal effect, nothing more than a prohibition of bigamy in the Ter- 
ritories and other places over which the United States had jurisdiction. 

After this act, for a period of twenty years, plural marriages and 
polygamous cohabitation continued in the Territory of Utah practi- 
cally unrestrained and without any serious effort on the part of the 
United States to restrict the same. 

Finally, in response to an aroused public sentiment, Congress passed 
the act of March 22, 1882, by which it prohibited both plural mar- 
riages and polygamous cohabitation, but legitimized the children of all 
such marriages born prior to the Ist day of January, 1883. Under 
this act prosecutions were inaugurated to enforce its provisions, but it 
was soon demonstrated that public sentiment was such that only par- 
tial and very unsatisfactory success could be secured. 

Then followed what is known as the ‘ Edmunds-Tucker Act” of 
March 3, 1887, by which, among other things, the rules of evidence 
were so changed as to make it less difficult to secure evidence in prosecu- 
tions for polygamy and polygamous cohabitation. Again, by the terms 
of this act ail the children born within twelve months after its passage 
were legitimized. tg 

This statute was upheld by the Supreme Court of the United States, 
and efforts to prosecute such offenses were redoubled, with such success 
that on the 26th day of September, 1890, the then president of the 
church, Wilford Woodruff, issued what is known as the “ manifesto of 
1890,” forbidding further plural marriages. So far as the testimony 
discloses, there have been but few plural marriages since, perhaps not 
more than the bigamous marriages during the same period among the 
same number of non-Mormons. 

The evidence shows that there were at this time about 2,400 polyga- 
mous families in the Territory of Utah. This number was reduced to 
five hundred and some odd families in 1905. A few of these families 


nay have removed out of the State of Utah, but so far as the testimony 
discloses, the great reduction in number has been on account of the 
deaths of the heads of these families. 


It will be only a few years at 





That by reason of his official relation to the church, as one of its 








most until all will have passed away. ‘This feature of the situation has 
had a controlling influence upon public sentiment in the State of Utah 
with respect to the prosecutions for polygamous cohabitation since the 
manifesto of 1890. 7% 

Whether right or wrong, when plural marriages were stopped and 
the offense of polygamy was confined to the cohabitation of those who 
had contracted marriages before 1890, and particularly those who had 
contracted marriages before the statutes of 1887 and 1882, the disin- 
clination to prosecute for these offenses became so strong, even among 
the non-Mormons, that such prosecutions were finally practically aban- 
doned. ; P 

It was not alone the fact that if no further plural marriages were to 
be contracted polygamy would necessarily in the course of time die 
out and pass away, but also the fact that Congress having, by the 
statutes of 1882 and 1887, specifically legitimized the children of these 
polygamous marriages, it was inconsistent, if not unwise and impossi- 
ble, in the opinion of even the non-Mormons, to prohibit the father of 
such children from living with, supporting, educating, and caring for 
them; but if the father was thus to live with, support, educate, and 
care for the children, it seemed harsh and unreasonable to exclude 
from this relationship the mothers of the children. 

,_ Such are some of the reasons assigned for the lack of a public sen- 
timent to uphold successful prosecutions for polygamous cohabitation 
after 1890. It is unnecessary to recite others, for it is enough to say 
that whatever the real reason or explanation may be, the fact was that 
after 1890 it became practically impossible to enforce the law against 
these offenses, except in flagrant cases. 5 

Such was the situation when the Territory applied for admission to 
the Union and Congress passed the enabling act of July 16, 1894, by 
which the people of Utah, in order to entitle them to admission into 
the Union, on terms prescribed by Congress, were required to incor- 


porate in their constitution a proviso that “ polygamous or plural 
marriages are forever prohibited;’’ not polygamous cohabitation, it 
will be observed, but only polygamous marriages. The testimony 


shows that there was a common understanding both in Congress and 
Utah that there were not only to be no more plural marriages. but 
that prosecutions for polygamous cohabitation had become so difficult 
that there was a practical suspension of them, and that time was the 
only certain solution of the perplexing problem. 

This sentiment has not only ever since continued, but with the con- 
stant diminution of the number of polygamous families and the rapid 
approach of the time when all will have passed away there has come 
a natural strengthening of the sentiment. The testimony in this 
respect is set forth at length in the annexed statement, but we make 
the following quotations in order that it may appear in this summary 
that there is this common disposition, among non-Mormons as well as 
Mormons. 

Judge William McCarthy of the supreme court of Utah, a non-Mormon 
and an uncompromising opponent of polygamy, who has held many im- 


attorney for Utah, and who, as such, was charged with the duty of 
prosecuting these offenses, testified as follows: 

“IT prosecuted them (offenses of polygamous cohabitation) before the 
United States commissioners up until 1893, when the United States at- 
torney refused to allow my accounts for services for that kind of work, 
and then I quit and confined my investigations before the grand jury 
in those cases.” 

In explanation of his action he testified—we quote from the annexed 
statement : 

“That he found the press was against the prosecutions; that the 
public prosecutor, whose attention he invited to the matter, refused to 
proceed. From this and other facts which came to his knowledge, 
Judge McCarthy reached the conclusion that the public sentiment was 
against interfering with men in their polygamous relations who had 
married before the manifesto.” 

E. B. Critchlow, a non-Mormon attorney at law of Salt Lake City, 
one of the principal managers of this proceeding against Mr. Smoor, 
who gave the case his personal attention, attending most of the meet- 
ings of committee, testified before the committee, again quoting from 
annexed statement: 

“That after the manifesto of 1890 there was no inclination on the 
part of the prosecuting officer to ‘ push these matters as to present co- 


habitation,’ ‘thinking it was a matter that would immediately die 
out;’ that it was well known that Apostle John Henry Smith was 


living in unlawful cohabitation; that non-Mormons generally made no 
objection to it; that they were disposed ‘to let things go,’ and that 
that was the general feeling from the time of the manifesto in 1890 
‘down to very recent times—pretty nearly up to date, or practically up 
to date.’ ” 

Mr. Critchlow further testified that the non-Mormons were disposed 
to overlook the continuous polygamous cohabitation of those who had 
taken plural wives before the manifesto, because they, the non-Mor- 


mons, felt satisfied that there would be no more plural marriages; that 
the thing would work itself out in the future, and that where the 


polygamists had their wives in separate houses and simply kept up the 
old relations without the offensive flaunting of them before the public, 
it had been practically passed over. 

Orlando W. Powers, esq., a leading lawyer of Utah, who was asso- 
ciate justice of the supreme court of the Territory, and who showed 
by his testimony much hostility to the Mormon Church, testified that 
there was this general feeling after the manifesto not to interfere 
with those whose marriages were prior thereto. He then added, ‘* There 
is a question for statesmen to solve. We have not known what was 
best to do. It has been discussed, and people would say that such and 
such a man ought to be prosecuted. 

“Then they would consider whether anything would be g¢ 
whether we would not delay instead of ®stening the time th 
hope to live to see; whether the institution would not tlourisi by 
reason of what they would term persecution. And so, notwithstanding 
a protest has been sent down here to you, I will say to you, the people 
have acquiesced in the condition that exists.” 

He explained that by “ the people’”’ he meant the Gentiles. 

The following quotation from a speech by Senator Dunotrs, reported 
in the CONGRESSIONAL ReEcorD of February 5, 1903, page 1729 et seq., 
is to the same general effect : 

“Mr. DuBois. * * * Various causes operated to cause the Mor- 
mons to abandon polygamy. ‘There was a feeling among the younger 
members of the Mormon Church, and a very strong feeling, that polyg- 
amy should be done away with. So here was this pressure within the 
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church against polygamy and the pressure by the Government from 
outside the church against polygamy. In 1891, I think it was, the 
president of the Mormon Church issued a manifesto declaring that 


thereafter there should be no polygamous marriages anywhere in the 
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Church. 


Mormon 
their great eonferences, where they meet by the thousands. 
festo was issued to them by the first presidency, which is their author- 
ity: was submitted to them, and all the Mormon people ratified and 
agreed to this manifesto, doing away with polygamy thereafter. 

‘The Senator from Maine |Mr. HALE] will recall that I came here 
as a Senator from Idaho shortly after that, and the Senator from Con- 


The Mormons were then called together in one of 
This mani- 





necticut [Mr. Platt] will recall how bitter and almost intemperate I 
was in my before his committee and on the floor of the other 
House in the denunciation of these practices of the Mormon Church. 
But after that manifesto was issued, in common with all of the Gen- 
tiles of that section who had made this fight, we said: ‘They have 
admitted the right of our contention and say now, like children who 
have been unruly, we will obey our parents and those who have a right 
to guide us; we will do those things no more.’ Therefore we could 
not maintain our position and continue punishing them unless it was 
afterwards demonstrated that they would not comply with their 
yroniise. 

. “After a few years in Idaho, where the fight was the hottest and the 
thickest, we wiped all of those laws from our statute books which 
aimed directly at the Mormon people, and to-day the laws on the 
statute books of Idaho against polygamy and kindred crimes are less 
stringent than in almost any other State in the Union. I live among 
those people; and, so far as I know, in Idaho there has not been a 
polygamous marriage celebrated since that manifesto was issued, and 
I have yet to find a man in Idaho or anywhere else who will say that 
a polygamous marriage has been celebrated anywhere since the issu- 
ance of that manifesto. 

‘Mr. Hay. Then it must follow from that, as the years go by 
and as the older people disappear, polygamy as a practice will be prac- 
tically removed. 

“Mr. Dusors. There is no question about it; and I will say to the 
Senator, owing to the active part which we took in that fierce contest 
in Idaho, I with others who had made that fight thought we were 
justified in making this promise to the Mormon people. 

“We had no authority of law, but we took it upon ourselves to assure 
them that those older men who were living in the polygamous rela- 
tion, who had growing families which they had reared and were rear- 
ing before the manifesto was issued, and at a time when they thought 
they had a right under the Constitution to enter into polygamous 
relations—that those older men and women and their children should 
not be disturbed; that the polygamous man should be allowed to sup- 


language 





port his numerous wives and their children. 
“The polygamous relations, of course, should not continue, but 
would not compel a man to turn his families adrift. We promised that 


the older ones, who had contracted those relations before the manifesto 
was issued, would not be persecuted by the Gentiles; that time woukd 
be given for them to pass away, but that the law would be streiu- 
ously enforced against any polygamous marriage which might be con- 
tracted in the future.” 

Much more testimony might be quoted of the same general charac- 
ter. It is sufficient, however, for the purpose of this summary to say 
that there is practically no testimony in conflict with that which has 
been quoted. 

In other words, the conditions existing in Utah since Reep SMmMoor 
became an official of the Mormon Church in 1900 have been such that 
non-Mormons and Mormons alike have acquiesced in polygamous 
cohabitation on the part of those who married before the manifesto of 
1890, as an evil that could best be gotten rid of by simply tolerating 
it until in the natural course of events it shall have passed out of exist- 
ence. 

With this disposition prevailing everywhere in the State of Utah 
among all classes—the Gentile or non-Mormon population as well as 
among the Mormons—the undersigned are of the opinion that there is 
no just ground for expelling Senator Smoot or for finding him disquali- 
fied to hold the seat he occupies because of the fact that he, in common 
with all the people of his State, has not made war upon, but has 
acquiesced in, a condition for which he had no original responsibility. 
In doing so he has only conformed to what non-Mormons, hostile to 
his chureh, as well as Mormons, have concluded is, under all the cir- 
cuinstances, not only the wisest course to pursue, but probably the only 
course that promises effective and satisfactory results. 

J. B. FORAKER. 

ALBERT J. BEVERIDGE, 

Wm. P. DILLINGHAM. 

A. J. HopxkIns, 

eS. ©. Knox. 
Statement. 

The minority respectfully submit the following statement as a part 
of their foregoing report: 





January 27, 1903, the Senate adopted the following Senate Resolu- 
tion No. 205: 

“Pesolved, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections of the 
Senate, or any subcommittee thereof, be authorized and directed to in- 
vestigate the right and title of Rezp Smoot to a seat in the Senate as 
Senator from the State of Utah, and said committee, or any subcom- 
mit thereof, is authorized to sit during the sessions of the Senate, 


to employ a stenographer, to send for persons and papers, and to admin- 
ister oaths; and that the expense of the inquiry shall be paid from the 
contingent fund of the Senate upon vouchers te be approved by the 
chairman of the committee.’”’ 

At the time of the adoption of this resolution there were pending in 
the Senate two formal protests against the admission of Resp Smoor 
to the Senate, both having been filed before he took his seat. One of 
these protests is signed by W. M. Paden and seventeen others, and the 
other by John L. Leilich alone, Mr. Leilich being also one of the 
seventeen who signed the principal protest. 

Shortly before the adoption of the foregoing resolution at a pre- 





liminary hearing on the 16th day of Janunry, 1903, of which notice 
;was duly given, counsel appeared before the committee representing 
’Mr. Paden ¢ others who signed the ee protest, and Mr. Smoor | 
Salso : ared in person and by counsel. At that time statements were 
made by counsel for the respective parties stating in a general way 


what they expected to prove and what their claims were as to the legal 
aspe of the case. Later the taking of testimony commenced. 

1erous witnesses were produced and examined before the 
. both on 
The taking of this evidence was continued from time to time until ihe 
25th day of January, 1905, 
clesed and counsel were heard in argument. The committee took 
case under consideration with a view to making a report. 
at the prese 


testimony, after which the case was again argued by counsel. 
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uf of the protestants and on behalf of Mr. Smoor. | 


when the further taking of testimony was | 
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In the protest signed by Mr. Leilich alone it was charged that 
REED SMoor is a polygamist, and that, as an apostle of the Church of 
Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints, commonly called the ‘ Mormon 
Church,” he had taken an oath “of such a nature and character as 
that he is thereby disqualified from taking the oath of office required 
of a United States Senator.” No one appeared, however, to sustain 
either of these charges. No evidence has been offered in support of 
either of them, but, on the contrary, both charges were refuted by a 
number of witnesses. 

The investigation made by the committee has been based chiefly 
upon the charges made in the protest signed by Mr. Paden and others. 

At the preliminary hearing already referred to, counsel for the prot- 
estants presented, in a more formal way than had been done in the 
protest itself, the charges supposed to be embodied in that protest. 

The charges thus presented are as follows: 

First. The Mormon priesthood, according to the doctrine of that 
church and the belief and practice of its membership, is vested with, 
and assumes to exercise, supreme authority in all things temporal and 
spiritual, civil and political. The head of the church claims to receive 
divine revelations, and these Rrep Smoot, by his covenants and obliga- 
tions, is bound to accept and obey, whether they affect things spiritual 
or things temporal. 

Second. The first presidency and twelve apostles, of whom Rprrp 
Smoot is one, are supreme in the exercise of this authority of the 
church and in the transmission of that authority to their successors, 
Each of them is called prophet, seer, and revelator. 

Third. As shown by their teaching and by thajr own lives, this body 
of men has not abandoned belief in polygamy and polygamous cohabi- 
tation. On the contrary— 

(a) As the ruling authorities of the church they promulgate in the 
most solemn manner the doctrine of polygamy without reservation. 

(b) The president of the Mormon Church and a majority of the 
twelve apostles now practice polygamy and polygamous cohabitation, 
and some of them have taken polygamous wives since the manifesto of 
1890. These things have been done with the knowledge and counte- 
nance of REED SMmoor. Plural-marriage ceremonies have been per- 
formed by apostles since the manifesto of 1890, and many bishops and 
other high officials of the church have taken plural wives since that 
time. All of the first presidency and twelve apostles encourage. eoun- 
tenance, conceal, and connive at polygamy and polygamous cohabita- 
tion, and honor and reward by high office and distinguished prefer- 
a those who most persistently and defiantly violate the law of the 
and, 

Fourth. Though pledged by the compact and bound by the law ot 
their Commonweaith, this supreme body, whose voice is law to itg 
people and whose members were individually directly responsible for 
good faith to the American people, permitted, without protest or ob- 
jection, their legislators to pass a law nullifying the statute against 
polygamous cohabitation. 

_ in substance these charges, so far as they seem to be a proper sub- 
ject of inquiry here, are: 

1. That the Mormon Church exacts and receives from its members, in- 
cluding REED Smoot, absolute obedience in all political matters. 

2. That the Mormon Church is promulgating the doctrine of polyg- 
amy, and that the first presidency and all the twelve apostles, including 
Reep Smoot, “ encourage, countenance, conceal, and connive at polyg- 
amy and polygamous cohabitation, and reward those who practice it.” 

No evidence has been submitted to the committee or has come to its 
knowledge in anywise affecting injuriously the general character of 
REED SmMoorT. On the contrary, it has been admitted By the protestants, 
through their counsel, and a number of witnesses on both sides have 
testified, that his morai character is unimpeachable in every respect. 
In the protest of Mr. Paden and others it is explicitly stated that they 
do not charge him with any offense cognizable by law. 


SOMB HISTORICAL FACTS. 


To a proper understanding of the voluminous evidence in the case, in 
so far as it tends to throw any light upon the question whether R»eEp 
Smoot is entitled to retain his seat in the Senate, it will be useful to 
set forth, in a preliminary way, certain indisputable historical facts. 

The Mormon people, under the lead of Brigham Young, in their pil- 
grimage from Nauvoo, lll., settled at the place now known as Salt Lake 
City in the summer of 1847. The place where they located was, at that 
time, Mexican territory. The Mormons, however, hoisted the Stars and 
Stripes on an eminence near the city, ever since called Ensign Peak. 

On the 20th day of September, 1850, Brigham Young, the then head 
of the Mormon Church, was nominated for governor of the Territory of 
Utah by President Fillmore, and his appointment was confirmed by the 
Senate September 28, 1850. During his term of office under that ap- 
pointment, and in the year 1852, Brigham Young, as the president of 
the Mormon Church, formally and publicly proclaimed polygamy as a 
doctrine of that church. 

There is some dispute as to whether polygamy had not been pro- 
claimed in 1844 by Joseph Smith, jr., Brigham Young's predecessor as 
president of the church; but it is not deemed necessary in this state- 
ment to consider the merits of that controversy. The admitted fact is 
that from the time of Brigham Young’s announcement in 1852 polyg- 
amy was openly practiced in Utah by many of the Mormon people, in- 
cluding Brigham Young himself. : ; c 

When his ‘term of office as governor of the Territory expired in 1854 
he was appointed for another term of four years by President Pierce, 
his nomination being again confirmed by the Senate; he served out 
his second full term of four years. During all of this time he con- 
tinued to be president of the church and to openly live in polygamous 
relations with several wives. 


ACT oF 1862. 


There seems to have been no attempt by the Government of the 
United States to interfere with the practice of polygamy in Utah until 
July 1, 1862, on which date an act of Congress entitled “An act to 
punish and prevent the practice of polygamy in the Territories of the 
United States and other places, and disapproving and annulling certain 
acts of the legislative assembly of the Territory of Utah,’ became a 
law (12 Stat. L., 501). 

The first section of that act is as follows: 

“That every person having a husband or wife living, who shall marry 
any other person, whether married or single, in a Territory of the 
United States, or other place over which the United States have ex- 
elusive jurisdiction, shall, except in the cases specified in the proviso 
to this section, be adjudged guilty of bigamy, and. upon conviction 
thereof, shall be punished by a fine not exceeding $500, and by impris- 
onment for a term not exceeding five years: Provided, nevertheless, 
That this section shall not extend to any person by reason of any 
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been absent for five successive years without being known to such 
person within that time to be living; nor to any person by reason of 
any former marriage which shall have been dissolved by the decree of 
a competent court; nor to any person by reason of any former marriage 
which shall have been annulled or pronounced void by the sentence or 
decree of a competent court on the ground of the nullity of the marriage 
contract.” 

It will be observed that while this section of the act of 1862 made it 
a penal offense to take a plural wife or husband it did not punish or in 
any wise interfere with the continued cohabitation of those who had 
previously entered into the polygamous relation. 











THE EDMUNDS LAW. 
Such cohabitation was not made an offense until March 22, 1882, 
when the so-called “Edmunds Act” became a law (22 Stat. L., 
30). This act of 1882 amended the act of July 1, 1862 (which in the 





meantime had become section 2 of the Revised Statutes). Section 
3 of the amendatory act provided : 

“Spee. 3. That if any male person, in a Territory or other place over 
which the United States have exclusive jurisdiction, hereafter cohabits 
with more than one woman, he shall be deemed guilty of a misde- 
meanor, and on conviction thereof shall be punished by a fine of not 
more than $300, or by imprisonment for not more than six months, or 
by both such punishments, in the discretion of the court.” 

In the seventh section of the same act it was provided as follows: 

“Sec. 7. That the issue of bigamous or polygamous marriages, known 
as “ Mormon marriages,”’ in in which such marriages have been 
solemnized according to the ceremonies of the Mormon sect, in any Ter- 
ritory of the United States, and such issue shall have been born before 
the ist day of January, A. D. 1883, are herby legitimated.” 

Soon after the Edmunds Act became a law prosecutions were insti- 
tuted in the Territorial courts against persons who were living in 
polygamy, those prosecutions be nearly all under the third section 
of the act, which made it an offense for a man to cohabit with more 
than one woman. From that time until October, 1890, the number of 
polygamous marriages in Utah decreased, but the practice was not en- 
tirely stopped. 


cases 


ing 


THE EDMUNDS-TUCKER ACT. 


By what is called the Edmunds-Tucker Act, approved March 1887 
(24 Stat. L., 635), the rules of evidence were changed so as to make a 
lawful husband or wife of a person accused of bigamy, polygamy, or 
unlawful cohabitation a competent witness. 

7 of that act the various acts of the legislative assembly 


9 
oO, 


By section 7 
of the Territory of Utah incorporating or continuing the corporation 
known as the “ Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints” were dis- 
approved and annulled, and that corporation dissolved; and it was fur- 
ther made the duty of the Attorney-General of the United States to 
take proper proceedings in the supreme court of the Territory to wind 
up the affairs of the corporation. Section 11 of this act of 1887 further 
provided as follows: 

“Sree. 11. That the laws enacted by the legislative assembly of the 
Territory of Utah which provide for or recognize the capacity of ille- 
gitimate children to inherit or to be entitled to any distributive share 
in the estate of the father of any such illegitimate child are hereby dis- 
approved and annulled; and no illegitimate child shall hereafter be en- 
titled to inherit from nis or her father or to receive any distributive 
share in the estate of his or her father: Provided, That this section shall 
not apply to any illegitimate child born within twelve months after the 
passage of this act, nor to any child made legitimate by the seventh 
section of the act entitled ‘An act to amend section 5352 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States, in reference to bigamy, and for 
other purposes,’ approved March 22, 1882.” 


REYNOLDS V. THE UNITED STATES. 


Although the act of 1862, above referred to, made it a criminal of- 
fense to marry a plural wife in the Territories of the United States, 
and although polygamy was openly and publicly practiced, there seems 
to have been little effort on the part of the Government to suppress it 





in Utah for many years after that time. Finally, however, one 
George Reynolds was indicted and charged with bigamy under that 


rye and his case was taken to the Supreme Court of the United 
States. 

The principal question involved was whether, since polygamy was a 
duty under the religious doctrines of the Mormon Church, an act of 
Congress punishing the taking of a plural wife was an unconstitutional 
interference with religion. That case was decided at the October 
term, 1878 (Reynolds v. United States, 97 U. S., 145). The court held 
that while it was not competent for Congress to make a mere belief a 
punishable offense, yet it was entirely competent for it to make crim- 
inal an act which the person committing it might consider to be a duty 
under his religious belief. 

It is worthy of note that the belief of the Mormons in the uncon: 
stitutionality of the act in question was so strong that Reynolds, a 
member of the church, voluntarily enabled proof of his offense to be 
obtained in order that the constitutionality of the act might be tested. 


THE MANIFESTO oF 1890. 


On the 26th of September, 1890, Wilford Woodruff, then president 
of the Mormon Church, issued what is called “The manifesto,” of 
which the following is a copy: 

OFFICIAL DECLARATION. 
To whom it may concern; 


Press dispatches having been sent for political purposes from Salt 
Lake City, which have been widely published, to the effect that the 
Utah Commission, in their recent report to the Secretary of the In- 
terior, allege that plural marriages are still being solemnized, and that 
forty or more such marriages have been contracted in Utah since 
last June, or during the past year; a'so that in public discourses the 
leaders of the church have taught, encouraged, and urged the continu- 
ance of the practice of polygamy: 

I, therefore, as president of the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day 
Saints, do hereby, in the most solemn manner; declare that these 
charges are false. We are not teaching polygamy, or plural marriage, 
nor permitting any person to enter into its practice, and 1 deny that 
either forty or any other number of plural marriages have during 
that period been solemnized in our temples or in any other place in 
the Territory. 

One case has been reported in which the parties alleged that the 
marriage was performed in the endowment house, in Salt Lake City, 
in the spring of 1899, but I have not been able to learn who performed 
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the ceremony; whatever was done in this matter was without my | passage of the act. 





knowledge. In consequence of this alleged oceurrence the endowment 
house was, by my instructions, taken down without delay. 





























Inasmuch as laws have been enacted by Congress forbidding plural 
marriages, which laws have been pronounced constitutional by the 
court of last resort, I hereby declare my intention to submit to those 
laws and to use my influence with the members of the church over 
which I preside to have them do likewise. 

There is nothing in my teachings to the church or in those of my 
associates during the time specified ich n be reasonably construed 
to inculcate or encourage polygamy, and hen at elder of the church 
has used language which appeared to convey teachi he 
has been promptly reproved. And I now publicly declare that ad- 
vice to the Latter-Day Saints is to refrain from e« acting any mar- 
riage forbidden by the law of the land. ; 

WHItLt r , ¥ ra. } * 
President of the Church of Jesus Christ of Latier-Duy Saints 

At the semiannual general conference of the f the Mor- 
mon Church, which was held on October 6, 1890, the 1 in 
tion was unanimously accepted “as authoritat } ) 
years later it was again approved by the ceneral e of the 
church. Since it was first app d by t é ‘ i 
October, 1890, it has been i i ins a } t of ( 
law of the Mormon Church, wh be repealed or wo ( 
the action of a similar conference. 

As to the effect of the manifesto on the power of presis of 
the Mormon Church, or any subordinate cfficial, to cele l 
marriage, we quote a part of the test my J 
Doctor Talmage prepared and issued, un the of h 
authorities, a work called “Articles of " ‘ i y 
sets forth the doctrines of the church, I bm 1 to, ap 
—— by, and published by the church itself. (Vol. III, pp. 47 and 
8.) 

“Mr. WORTHINGTON. Doctor, you have used the 1 here 
“holding the keys” in connection with that revelati lyg- 
amy, when it was given to Joseph Smith, jr., that 1 man 


who held the keys to that power. He only at that time, or some person 
delegated by him, could make a plural marriage that would be valid 
according to the laws of the church. Am I right in that? 

“Mr. TALMAGE. Yes, sir. 


“Mr. WorTHINGTON. From that time on down to the time that 
President Woodruff issued this manifesto, which the church approved 
in conference assembled, the same principle obtained? ; 

“ Mr. TALMAGE. Yes, sir. 

“Mr. WORTHINGTON. That a plural marriage could not be valid ac- 


cording to the law of the church, only 
dent er by somebody authorized by him 

“Mr. TALMAGE. That is strictly true. 

“Mr. WORTHINGTON. Then when this revelation, which is called the 
‘manifesto,, came and it was submitted to the people and accepted by 
them, that power was taken away from the president, was it not? 

**Mr. TALMAGE. Yes, sir. 

“Mr. WorTHINGTON. So that since the 6th of 1890, the 
president of the church had no power to solemnize a piural marriage 
according to the law of the church, even? 

“Mr. TALMAGE. That is true. 

“Mr. WORTHINGTON. And no power to authorize anybody else to cele- 
brate one? 

“Mr. TALMAGE. That is true. 

“Mr. WORTHINGTON. So that if any person has undertaken to enter 
into plural marriage, if any woman has become the piural wife of a 
husband since the 6th day of October, 1890, she more a wife by 
the law of the church than she is by the law of the land? 

“Mr. TALMAGE. That is true. 

“Mr. WORTHINGTON. And it is not in the power of the president to 
revive the old system so that he can make a valid plural marriage or 
authorize one, unless he does it through the general confer of 
the church? 

“Mr. TALMAGB. Certainly. 
shall not be exercised. 
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It is now a rule of the church that th 
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power The power is there, but the exere 

of it is entirely stopped, and a rule of the church thus made and 
sanctioned is equally binding with the law founded upon revelation, 
and the president therefore has in one sense, haif voluntarily, inas- 
much as he was the chief individual to bring it before the conference, 


but by the action of the conference, properly speaking, has surrendered 
that power as far as its exercise is concerned. 
“ Mr. WORTHINGTON. It takes the action of the people to restore it, 


does it not? 
“Mr. TALMAGE. Most assuredly——. (8—48, 49.) 
ACT. 


THD ENABLING 


The enabling act, under which Utah, in January, 1896, was finally 
admitted into the Union, was passed by Congress on July 16, 1894 (28 
Stat. L., 107). By section 3 of that act it was required that the 
State convention, which was authorized to be called to organize the 
State government, should provide: 

“ By ordinance irrevocable without the consent of the United States 
and the people of said States— 

“First. That perfect toleration of religious sentiment shall he se- 
cured, and that no inhabitant of said State shall ever be molested in 
person or property on account of his or her mode of religious wors! . 
‘Provided, That polygamous or plural marriages are forever pro- 
hibited.’ ” 

It is very important to observe that while this act made it a condi 
tion to the admission of the State that polygamous or plural ma 
riages should not be allowed, no provision of any kind was made against 
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polygamous cohabitation. That offense was leit to be governed by the 
constitution and laws of the State as the inhabitants of the State 


might determine. ; 
The testimony shows that the distinction thus made by Con 











the enabling act between polygamous marriages and polygamous « 
1abitation was intentional. Polygamous marriages, as we have see 
were not forbidden by any act of Congress until 1862, ten years after 
polygamy had become prevalent in Utah. It was twenty ye late 
still, 1882, before Congress prohibited polygamous cohabitation. 

From the time polygamy was first promulgated Brig!  X 
as president of the Mormon Church, until about five years therea 
he was continued in office by the Government as governor of the Tet 
ritory. Both the Edmunds Act of 1882 and the Edmuffds-Tucker Ac 
of 1887 recognized polygamous marriages to the extent of makins levit 


mate all the children born of such marriages prior to the passge o 
those acts, respectively, who might be born within a pericd in a 
of nine months and nine days and in the other twelve monihs after the 
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POLYGAMOUS COHABITATION, 


Under these laws families had been created, and children born of 
polygamous marriages had grown to manhood and womanhood. It is 
not surprising, under such circumstances, that there was a feeling on 








the part both of the Government officials in that Territory and of the 
pes ) 


je of the Territory that if further pclygamous marriages should 
e the continuance of polygamous relations theretofore created 
might be tolerated, if they were not openly or flauntingly carried on. 
‘lo prohibit such relations would be to deny the parents of legitimated 
children to dwell together with such children. Some twenty-five or 
thirty witnesses have been examined on this subject, most of them 
non-Mormons and several of them witnesses called on behalf of the 
protestants. There is a practical unanimity among them that at least 








from the time of the admission of the State into the Union, which | 





occurred on January 4, 1896, there was practically a universal dis- 
inclination to prosecute those who had plural families born of relations 
established before the manifesto of 1890. 

As a sample of the evidence on this subject we refer to the testimony 
of Judge William M. McCarty, cone of the associate justices of the 
supreme court of Utah. He was assistant United States attorney for 
the Territory of Utah from 1889 until 1902, when he was elected 
county attorney of Sevier County, in that Territory. He was reelected 
in 1894. In 1895 he was elected one of the district judges of the State 
of Utah. 

Iie was reelected to that office in 1900, and in 1902 was elected to 
his present office. He is a non-Mormon, and has always been an un- 
compromising opponent of polygamy. Ue conducted some of the prose- 
cutions for polygamous cohabitation between the date of the manifesto, 
in 1890, and the admission of the State into the Union in January, 
1896. He testified: 

* 1 prosecuted them before the United States commissioners up until 
1893, when the United States attorney refused to allow my accounts 
for services for that kind of work, and then I quit and confined my in- 
vestigations before the grand jury in those cases.” 

And Judge MeCarty further testified that the superior to whom he 
referred as stopping the prosecution for polygamous cohabitation was 
John W. Judd, a Gentile. 

In 1897 some prosecutions for poly 
who were married before the manife 
district 











gamous cohabitations against men 
o came before Judge McCarty as 
jndge of the State. The accused in those cases admitted their 
guilt end were punished by a fine only, upon avreesing to cease cohabi- 
tation with their plural wives. Judge McCarty testified that it was 
after these prosecutions he obtained the first emphatic expression he had 
obser as to the state of public opinion in Utah at that time regard- 
ing such prosecutions. 

Ile said that he found the press was against such prosecutions; 
that the public prosecutor, whose attention he invited to the matter, 
refused to proceed. From this and other facts which eame to his knowl- 
edge Judge McCarty reached the conclusion that the public sentiment of 
the Siate was against interfering with men in their polygamous rela- 
Seg who had married before the manifesto. (Vol. 2, 882 to 886, 889, 
O16.) 
Ii. I. Critchlow, a Gentile lawyer, of Salt Lake City, who prepared 
e acipal protests in this case and who, during the early sittings 
committee, assisted Mr. Tayler, counsel for the protestants, in 
presenting their case, testified as a witness on behalf of the protestants 
that after the manifesto of 1890 there was no inclination on the part 

the prosecuting oflicer to ‘“* push these matters as to present cohabi- 
tation,” “thinking it was a matter that would immediately die out; ” 
that it was well known that Apostle John Henry Smith was living in 
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unlawrul cohabitation; that non-Mormons generally made no objection 
o it; that they were disposed ‘to let things go,” and that that was 
the general feeling from the time of the manifesto in 1850 “ down to 


very recent times—-pretty nearly up to date or practically up to date.” 
Mr. Critchlow further test 


ied that the non-Mormons were disposed 
verlook the continuous polygamous cohabitation of those who had 
iural wives before the manifesto, because they—the non-Mor- 
ns felt satisfied that there would be no more plural marriaces: 
th _thing would work itself out in the future, and that where the 
pol ists had their wives in separate houses and simply kept up the 
old relations without the offensive flaunting of them before the publie 
it had heen practically passed over. (Vol. 1, 624, 625.) i 
~ Another witness called on behalf of the protestants was Orlando W. 
Powers, a leading lawyer of Utah, a non-Mormon, who was associate 
justice of the supreme court of the Territory of Utah in 1885 and 1886 
and whose testimony in general shows his strong feeling against the 
Morm: n Church, ile testified that, speaking for those who fought the 
chureh party in the days when it was a power, they had felt and still 
el that if the church would stop new plural marriages, those who had 
mntracted such marriages before the manifesto would not be inter- 
red with, After stating that the people who lived in the Rast had 
10 _ ‘rstanding of the situation in this regard in Utah, Judge Powers 
aaced ° 

“That condition exists. There is a question for statesmen to solve. 
We have not known what was best to do. It has been discussed, and 
people would say that such and such a man ought to be prosecuted. 
Then they would consider whether anything would be gained: whether 
we would not delay instead of hastening the time that we hope to live 
to see; whether the institution would not flourish by reason of what 
they would term persecutions. And so, notwithstanding a protest has 
been sent down here to you, I will say to you the people have acqui- 
esced in the condition that exists.” 

Then the witness added that by “the people” he meant the Gen- 
tiles. (Vol. 1, 884—SS85.) 

William J. McConnell, ex-governor of Idaho and ex-Senator of the 
United States from that State, when asked whether there was any 
public sentiment in Idaho in reference to prosecutions for simply un- 
lawful cohabitation, as distinguished from new polygamous marriages, 
rep! ; 
‘It was understood and agreed when we adopted our State constitu- 
tion and were admitted to statehood, that these old Mormons who had 
plural families would be allowed to support their wives and children 
without molestation. It was agreed by all parties, Democrats and 
Republicans alike, that they should be allowed to drift along. We 
could, under the law, have prosecuted these people and perhaps have 
sent them to jail. We could doubtless have broken up these families, 
but we felt it.better that these men should be allowed to support these 
old women and these children than to further persecute them ” (2; 522). 

his witness was sharply cross-examined by Mr. Taylor and by the 
chairman on this subject, with the result that he made his testimony 
more emphatic (2, 524, 526). 

On his redirect examination he further stated that he agreed to the 
foregoing testimony of Mr. Critchlow aug Mr. Powers (2, 531, 532 
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F. H. Holzheimer, a leading lawyer of Idaho, who was practicing 
his profession in Utah until November, 1902, testified that tre issuing 
of the manifesto of 1890 brought about a very peculiar state of affairs, 
and that the question of how to take care of the prebiem was one 
which confronted the people of Utah, and which the witness did not 
think they have really solved. 

He added: 

“The ccnsensus of opinion at that time was that those who had con- 
tracted marriages prior to the manifesto should be left alone. It was 
not, however, believed that they should openly violate the law 
and unlawfully cohabit with their numerous wives. I will say this, 
that where that has occurred it has been mostly in isolated cases. 
There have been a number of cases where children have been born, but 
in no case that I know of has it been done openly. It is true it is 
against the law, but it has not been done in such an open, lewd manner 
as has been intimated, nor has it been general. And because of the 
peculiar state of affairs it was the opinion that the whole thing would 
die out; that it was only a matter of a short time when the question 
would be entirely settled, because there would be no new marriages.” 
(2; 575-576.) 

Frank Martin, a lawyer of Idaho, testified that he believed those who 
were living in polygamous cohabitation in his State ought to be pun- 
ished. But he added: 

“A majority of our people seem to think that the best way, as far as 
concerns those old fellows who contracted these relations before the 
manifesto, as long as they stop it and do not take any new wives, or as 
long as no new wives are taken, is to let it go, to let it gradually die 
out, to let the old ones die.” (2; 262.) 

James H. Brady, a Gentile of Idaho, who operates several irrigation 
canals in that State and owns a power plant at the American Falls, 
when asked what is the sentiment in Idaho regarding disturbing or 
leaving undisturbed the men who went into polygamy prior to the 
manifesto of 1890, answered: 

“'To be absolutely frank in the matter, my judgment is that a ma- 
jority of the men in Idaho would favor leaving those old men to live out 
their lives just as they have started in.’”’ (2; 649.) 

J. W. N. Whitecotton, a lawyer who resides at Provo City, where 
Senator Smoor lives, and who is intimately acquainted in most of the 
Mormon counties in Utah, was asked what has been the sentiment 
emong non-Mormons in Utah in regard to the men who had entere 
into polygamy prior to the manifesto of 1850, and answered: 

“Well, that is a pretty hard question to answer. The Gentiles in 
Utah have recognized that we have a very hard problem to deai with 
in that respect. It offers many embarrassing things. There has been 
a good deal said in this testimony—I have read it—abonut an under- 
standing. I know nothing of any understanding in regard to that. 
But I do know this, that the people generally feel like they do not 
want to stir up this thing and set it to smelling any more. It has not 
a good odor. 

“And there is another thing that they have taken into account in 
the neighborhood where I am, at least. When we get out to punish 
this man who is living in polygamy, put him in prison, they take into 
account somewhat the consequences that will come to his family. 
Now, the women who wert into polygamy in Utah went into it be- 
cause, although I think under a delusion, they thought it was a reli- 
gious duty, and they are bound by the obligation. They feel that way. 

“And under the rules of the church, as I understand them, a plural 
wife, if she is divorced from her husband, may not become the wife of 
another man, and those plural wives who have children are in a very 
precarious condition if they are to be entirely separated from the only 
protector they have. I think that the condition of these women and 
the children they have has probably entered as largely into the feeling 
of ‘let the matter slide along and not bother it’ as any other factor.” 

On his further examination on this subject, the following occurred: 

“The CHAIRMAN. What is the sentiment in regard to those who con- 
tracted plural marriages before 1890 and are now living with their 
wives and having new children by them up to this time? 

“Mr. WrHivrecotron. The sentiment is that it is an awful condition. 

“The CHAIRMAN. That is a lawful condition? 

“Mr. Wuitrecorron. That is an awful condition. 

“The CHAIRMAN. Oh! 

“Mr. WHITECOTTON. Leave off the ‘1... And we wish we were out of 
it. We do not know how to get out of it. 

“The CHAIRMAN. What is the sentiment with respect to that class 
of people—approval or disapproval? 

“Mr. Wiirrecorron. They have the disapproval of the people gen- 
erally, but that does not go to the extent of causing a man to shouider 
the responsibility of setting the law in motion against that man. 

“The CHAIRMAN. So that that class of men are left without inter- 
ference? 

“Mr. WiItTecoTrTron. They are left practically without interference. 
They have our regrets, but we do not know how to get at them. 

“Senator Foraker. You bave said that that is largely because of the 
regard the people have for the condition in which the piural wives and 
children would be left in case of a suecessfui prosecution ? 

‘““Mr. WHITECOTTON. Yes, sir. I think that (regard for plural wives 
and children) is the chief cause of withholding the hand of prosecution. 
Those women are human, and so are their children, and they are not 
much to blame, either, especially the children.” (2; 679-GS0.) 

Hiram FE. Booth, a practicing lawyer of Salt Lake City, and one of 
the leading managers in the State of the Republican party, upon being 
asked to explain why it is that, if the people of Utah, including a large 
part of the Mormon people, are so opposed to polygamy, those who are 
living in polygamous relations are not interefered with, said: 

“Well, my explanation of that is that the principal fight of the 
Gentiles has been to do away with polygamous marriages. While dur- 
ing many years there were numerous prosecutions for unlawful cohab- 
itation, it was not for the purpose of punishment so much, those people 
who lived in unlawful cohabitation, as it was to bring about a cessa- 
tion of polygamous marriages. That was the principle for which we 
strove, to stop people from marrying in polygamy. This was finally 
brought about in 1890 by the manifesto of the a. of the church, 
which was affirmed, or sustained, as they call it, by the conference on 
October 6, 1890, and again in 1891. We did not accept that in good 
faith at that time. 

“That is, we were somewhat skeptical about it; but later wé did. 
Now, there has been since that time a disinclination to prosegite men 
and women who live in unlawful cohabitation. One of my own 
reasons—the way I lock at it—was this: My sympathy was with the 
plural wife and her children. By these prosecutions she suffered more 
really than the husband did. In nearly all of the cases I may say the 
plural wife is a pure-minded woman, a woman who believed that it was 
right according to the law of God for her to accept that relation, and 
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that she can not be released from her obligations when they are once 
entered upon. ; 

“Mr. Bootu. I should say, with Judge Powers and Mr. Critchlow, 
that the general sentiment among the Gentile people in Utah is a dis- 
inclination to prosecute those cases. 

“Mr. WORTHINGTON. If I understand you, when Senator SMooT was a 
candidate for Senator, and when he became an apostle, which was in 
April, 1900, things had settled down in Utah by the general acquies- 
cence of the people that if there would be no new polygamous marriages 
the people who had entered into that relation before the manifesto 
should not be disturbed ? 

‘““Mr. Booru. Should not be disturbed; no, sir. 

“Mr. WorTHINGTON. And that was the state of opinion there when 
he became an apostle? 

e ol Booru. That was the state of opinion when he became an 
apostle. ; 

“Mr. WortTHincTron. And if he had gone against that state of 
opinion he would have been going against the public sentiment of the 
State, would he not? ; 

“Mr. Booru. Yes. 

“Mr. WorTHINGTON. Gentiles and Mormons? 

“Mr. Booru. Gentiles and Mormons. ei would say in that respect 
that where polygamous relations were carried on in such a way as to 
outrage public sentiment, in those cases, of course, a prosecution would 
have been demanded.” 2; 714, 715, 723.) 

Authur Pratt, who was deputy United States marshal in Utah from 
1874 until 1882, and again from 1886 to 1890, and who probably 
arrested more Mormons charged with polygamy or polygamous cohabi- 
tation than any other man, said that he had heard Mr. Whitecotton 
and Mr. Booth testify on this subject, and that he agreed with them, 
for the reasons stated by them—not out of any pity or sympathy for 
the men, but out of sympathy and out of the suffering that would be 
entailed on the women and the children (2; 744). 

: I. D. R. Thompson, a non-Mormon, who has lived in Salt Lake City 
since 1889, never been a Mormon, and who has taken a leading part in 
Republican politics in that State, testified : 

“Well, the general idea has been that this condition 
gradually die away by the lapse of time. It has been generally repug- 
nant to most people who take any position as against the Mormons in 
this matter which would imply either prosecution or persecution. In 
other words, they did not care to be informers.” 2; 991.) 

Charles De Moisy, a non-Mormon, who is a commissioner of the 
State bureau of statistics of Utah, and has never been a Mormon, says, 
in regard to the sentiment among Gentiles in Utah as to the punish- 
ment of those who live in polygamous cohabitation where the mar- 
riages were celebrated before the manifesto, “I think there is a matter 
of indifference about it ’—that he himself thinks—“ the less said about 
those things the better.” (2; 1003.) 

Glen Miller, a non-Mormon, who was United States marshal in the 
Territory of Utah for four and a half years, and had been a member 
of the State senate for two years after Utah had been admitted into 
the Union, when asked what is the sentiment of Gentiles in Utah in 
regard to prosecutions for polygamous cohabitation between persons 
who were married before the manifesto, answered: 

“Well, there has been a sentiment against that, as there has been 
against any informing against any of the infractions of law generally. 
They have felt that it was only a question of time that the practice 
would die out through the death of those who practiced it and the 
removal of that generation ”’ (3; 160). 

John W. Hughes, who has never been a Mormon, and is the editor 
of . + gaat paper in Salt Lake City, when asked the same question, 
replied : 

‘Well, the sentiment has been right along that these old fellows 
that are in polygamy—to let them alone and they will soon die out. 
Very soon none of them will be left. The great point with the Gen- 
tiles is that there will be no new plural marriages” (3; 163). 

Mrs. Mary G. Coulter, a non-Mormon, whose husband is a physician 
in Ogden, testified : 

“'Those of us who have witnessed the old-time antagonisms and who 
are living and working for the new growth and progress do not be- 
lieve in inquisitorial methods. We believe that the work of education, 
the establishment of industries, the developing of the mining regions, 
the building of railroads especially, and the influx of people, owing to 
the colonization schemes which are succeeding there, will in time 
eradicate all of the old and objectionable conditions.” (3; 170.) 


POLYGAMY IN OTHER COUNTRIES—HOW DEALT WITH. 


A situation analogous to that existing in Utah after polygamy had 
been forbidden by the law of the church, as well as by the law of the 
State, arises in countries where polygamy is lawful, when missionaries 
have converted polygamists to the Christian faith, The question then 
frequently arises whether polygamists shall be admitted to the church; 
and if so, whether they shall be required to put away all of their fam- 
ilies except one. In the argument of the case counsel for the respond- 
ent has referred to certain publications by various Christian churches, 
showing the proceedings that have taken place in some such cases and 
the results. The Presbyterian and Reformed Review, volume 7, for 
1896, contains an article on “The baptism of polygamists in non- 
Christian lands,” from which the following extracts are taken: 

“At the regular meeting of the synod of India, held in Ludhiana, 
November, 1894, among the most important questions which came before 
the synod was this: Whether in the case of a Mohammedan or Hindoo 
with more than one wife, applying for baptism, he should in all cases, 
as a condition of baptism, be required to put away all his wives but one. 
After a very thorough discussion, lasting between two or three sessions 
of the synod, it was resolved, by a vote of 36 to 10, to request the gen- 
eral assembly, ‘in view of the exceedingly difficult complications which 
often occur in the cases of polygamists who desire to be received into 

he church, to leave the ultimate dicision of all such cases in India to 
the synod of India.’ The memorialists add: *It is the almost unani- 
mous opinion of the members of the synod that, under some circum- 
stances, converts who have more than one wife, together with their 
entire families, should be baptized,’ é 

“Not only is it thus the fact that more than four-fifths of the mem- 
bers of the synod of India believe that it may sometimes be our duty, 
under the conditions of society in India, to baptize a polygamist with- 
out requiring him first to put away all his wives but one, but when the 
missionary ladies present during the sessions of the synod, desirous of 
ascertaining the state of opinion among themselves on this subject, took 
a vote thereupon, of these thirty-six ladies, many of them intimately 
familiar with the interior of zenana life for years, all feeling no less 
hatred of polygamous marriage than their sisters in America, all but 
three signified their agreement with the majority of the synod, of which 


of things would 





minority of three two had been only a few days in India, and were 
therefore without any experience touching the practical questions in- 
volved. Nor is this large majority of our missionaries singular in 
their belief on this subject. : 
“When some years ago the question was debated in the Panjab mis- 
sionary conference, in which a large number of the missionaries and 
eminent Christian laymen of all denominations took part, ten out of 
twelve of the speakers expressed the same opinion as that held by more 
than four-fifths of the synod of India to-day. So the Rev. Dr. James J. 
Lucas, of Saharanpur, says that the brethren who maintained the law- 
fulness of not requiring a polygamist to put away any of his wives as 
a prerequisite to baptism ‘are not even in a minority in the missionary 
body in India.’ 
“A few years ago the Madura Mission voted in favor of baptizing 
such, provided they had contracted their marriages in ignorance and 
there was no equitable way of securing a separation. - action wag 





disapproved by the American board, but it none the less strates again 
what is the judgment of a large part of those who, liv n¢ are 
in most intimate relation to the living facts, and who are thus far bet- 
ter qualified to form a right decision than can be the wisest men at 


’ 


home.’ 
oe x * = * 
“Again, as bearing on the polygamist’s duty, it should be noted that 
in the great majority of cases among the Hindus the second marri: 
is contracted because of the first wife having no children. So tl 
when the general assembly requires the polygamist convert to put aw: 
all wives but the first, it requires him not only to signalize his conver- 
sion by violating a contract held valid alike by his Christian rulers and 
a large part of his Christian brethren, but to do this in such a way 
as shall inflict the greatest amount possible of cruel injustice and 
suffering, by turning out of his house that wife who is the mother 
of his children (who will naturally in most cases have to go with 
her) and denying to her conjugal rights of protection and cohabitation 
which he had pledged her. Rigi 
“The wrong involved is aggravated under the conditions of life in 
India, in that it will commonly be practically impossible for the wife 
turned off, whichever she be, to escape the suspicion of being an 
unchaste woman, and she will inevitably be placed in a position where, 
with good name beclouded and no lawful protector, she will be under 
the strongest temptation to live an immoral life. No doubt polygamy 
is wrong; but then, is not breach of faith and such injustice and 
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cruelty to an innocent woman and her children also wrong? If there 
is a law against polygamy, is there not a law also against these 
things even more explicit and indubitable? In the case supposed both 
can not be kept. Which shall the man be instructed to break? 

“The general assembly of 1875 appears to have imagined that the 
injustice was done away by enjoining a man to nake suitable pro- 
vision for her support that is put away, and for her children, if she 
have any.’ But this utterly fails to meet the case. For the breach 


of faith required remains, since the marriage contract, both according 
to Scripture and the*law of all Christian lands, as well as of India, 
binds the husband not only to support, but equally to profection and 


cohabitation. But by the deliverence of 1875 all missionaries in non- 
Christian lands are directed by the general assembly to instruct the 
convert that, in order to baptism, he must keep the compact as regards 
the first particular, but break it as regards the others. 

“ Moreover, the moral end sought will, even so, not be gained. The 
wife put away may live in a separate house and at a distance—but 


then polygamists sometimes keep different wives in different homes— 
and it will not be easy to persuade a Hindoo or Mohammedan com- 
munity, especially if the man still continue to give her money, as 
required by the assembly’s law, that cohabitation really ceases. 

In India and Christian Opportunity, a book published in 1904, the 
author of which is Harlan P. Beach, M. A., F. R. G. §8., in dealing 
with the general subject of “ Problems connected with new converts,” 
the author, at page 222, says: wei 

“1. Polygamy.—One difficulty in the way of receiving a_ professed 
convert, though affecting only a small percentage of candidates, is 
a most perplexing one; it is that of applicants who have more than 
one wife. As Hindoo or Mohammedan they have entered in good faith 
into marriage contracts with these wives, and if a man puts away 
all but one, what provision shall be made for the rejected, and on what 
principle shall he decide as to the one to be retained? ; 

“ While it is a question easily answered in missionary-society coun- 

cils at home, it is a more serious problem. at the front. Some good 
missionaries hold that where the husband is living the Christian life 
in all sincerity it is better to receive into the church such a candi- 
date—though not eligible to any church office—than to require him 
to give up all but one wife and thus brand with illegitimacy his 
children by a, as well -_ occasion the wives so put away endless 
repro nd embarrassments. 
Te Ta dia’s Problem, Krishna or Christ, which was published in 1903, 
the author of which is John P. Jones, D. D., of southern India, A. B. 
Cc. F. M., the author, in dealing with this question, says, on pages 289 
and 290: as 

“In the consideration of the problem many things must be kept in 
mind. None more important than the claims to a cordial welcome from 
the church of any man who, in true faith and Christian earnestness, 
seeks admittance. If it be demanded of the man that he put away 
all but one of those wives taken in heathenism, then we ask whether 
it is Christian, or even just, to cast away one to whom he was sol- 
emnly and religiously pledged according to the laws of the land and 
with whom he has been linked in love and harmony for years and from 
whom he has gotten children ? And if he is to put away one or more 
of his wives, which one shall it be? Shall it be the first wife? 

“Certainly that would not be Christian. Or shall it be the,second 
wife, who is the mother of his children and whom he probably married 
at the request of the first, who was childless, in order that he might 
raise seed unto himself? It is not easy on Christian grounds to de- 
cide such a problem as this, nor is it very Christian to put a ban upon 
any woman who, in accordance with their religion and their country’s 
laws, has formed this sacred alliance with a man and has lived with 
him for years. Nor can it be right to brand with illegitimacy the 
children born of such a wedlock. / ; ae 

“J would not allow such persons, réceived into the Christian 
church, to become officers of the church. But I can not see why there 
may not be an humble place in the church of God for such and their 

“ : ” 
<n may be our personal views as to the propriety of the con- 
duct of the people of Utah in thus practically overlooking the con- 
tinuance of polygamous relations where those relations arose out of 
marriages celebrated before the manifesto of 1890, there can be no 
doubt that when Rrep Smoot, in April, 1900, became an apostle of the 
Mormon Church, the great majority of the people of the State, non- 
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Some 2,451 polygamous families. 
reduced to 897. many are left and how many of them are 
Utah it is impossible to say; but probably about 500 would be a 
estimate. Many of the heads of these families are of advanced 
The population of Utah at the present time is about 500,000. 

The figures strongly tend to show that, as a matter 
polysamous marriages in Utah in any considerable 
have taken place since 1890. In further evidence of , a 
showing the state of public sentiment as to polygamous cohabitat{ 
we insert here an extract from the CONGRESSIONAL REcorRD of Fel 
5, 1903, page 1729 et , Showing a statement made by Senator 
BOIS, Who is well known to have familiar knowledge of this subject 
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outside the church against polygamy. 

“In 1891, I think it was, the president of the Mormon Church 

1anifesto declaring that thereafter there should be no poly; 
marriages anywhere in the Mormon Church. The Mormons wer 
called together in one of theit great conferences, where they mi 
the thousands. This manifesto was issued to them by the first 
de which is their authority, was submitted to them, and 
Mormon people ratified and agreed to this manifesto, doing away 
polygamy thereafter. 

* The Senator from Maine [Mr. Hate] will recall that I ear 
Senator from Idaho shortly after that, and the Senat 
{Mr. Platt] will recall how bitter and almost inte: 

I was in my language before his committee and on the floor of 
other House in the denunciation of these practices of the M 
Church. But after that manifesto was issued, in common wit! 
Gentiles of that section who had made this fight, we said: 
They have admitted the right of our contention and say n 
children who have been unruly, we will obey our parents and those 
have a right to guide us; we will do those things no more.’ 14 
we could not maintain our position and continue punishing ther 

it was afterwards demonstrated that they would not comply with 
promise. 

‘After a few years in Idaho, where the fight was the hottest 
thickest, we wiped all of those laws from our statute books 
aimed directly at the Mormon people; and to-day the laws on t 
ute books of Idaho against polygamy and kindred crimes are 
gent than in almost any other State in the Union. I live an 
peo] and, so far as I know, in Idaho there has not bee 
amous marriage celebrated since that manifesto was issued, 
yet to find a man in Idaho or anywhere else who will say tl 
amous marriage has been celebrated anywhere since the issu 
manifesto. 

“Mr. Har. Then, it must follow from that, as the years 
as tl older people disappear, polygamy as a practice will 
tically removed. 

“Mr. Di There is no question about it; and I will 
Senator, owing to the active part which we took in that fie 
in Idaho, I with others who had made that fight thought we y 
fied in making this promise to the Mormon people. We had 1 
ity of law, but we took it upon ourselves to assure ther 
older men who were living in the polygamous relation, who } 
famili which they had reared and were rearing before the 
vas issued, and at a time when they thought they had a 
ie Constitution to enter into polygamous relation—that 
en and wom and their children should not be distur 


as a 
Connecticut 


the 
tne 


rhyt 


BOIS. 


he 


imous man should be allowed to support his numer: 
heir children. 

The polygamous relations, of course, should not conti 
would not compel a man to turn his families adrift. We ] 
the older ones who had contracted those relations before 
was issued would not be persecuted by the Gentile; that 
given for them to pass away, but that the law would 
enforced against any polygamous marriage which might be 


in future. 


oOlyoam 


t 
Q 
} 
t 
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As further evidence of the same character we call atte 

testimony of Judge Charles W. Morse, a member of th 
one of the judges of the third judicial disiri 


} 
1e 


Chureh and of 
In May, 1903, by his direction, a special grand jury was 
Salt Lake City for the purpose of investigating I 
polygamous marriages were being celebrated. This gran 
composed of Mormons and non-Mormons. Its report will 
pages 867 to 8f0 of volume 3 of the testimony. In their 
Bay : 

“We have 
tention by the 


chal 


stigated thoroughly all such cases brought 
rict attorney and by citizens who have 1 
fore us, which were reported to have occurred within the ) 
of this court, and have not been able to secure evidence that 
case of polygamy has occurred in this district since Utah ! 
State. The rumors of the commission of this crime seem to 
out of innocent circumstances, which in ordinary commu 
have created no suspicion or scandal, but which here, 

to a feature of our territorial history, have been seized 
crime assumed without evidence, much to the chagrin 
innocent citizens, and greatly to the detriment of our 
reputation throughout the nation. Those who prize the 

our State and the rights of our neighbors should hereafter 

ful to secure facts and evidence before charging this cril ‘ 

Judge McCarty, whose testimony has already been referred 
fied as follows: 

“Mr. WorrHINGTON. I am coming down to that q 
What is your observation there as to whether, as_a mat 
number of people living in polygamy has decreased since 

“Mr. McCarty. Oh, the change has been phenomenal. 

‘“Mr. WorrTHiINnGcton. Phenomenal? 

“Mr. McCarty. Yes; phenomenal. There are only a Vv 
the little town in which I resided there for over twenty yea 
a large number of polygamists. Oh, there must have been | 
borhood of twenty of them, and I can not call to mind 
of those old men who are living. They have all died ( 
Two of them procured divorces, either a church divorce 
wife or a divorce in the courts for the legal wife. 

“Mr. WorTHINGTON. What town is that to which you re! 

“Mr. McCarty. That is Monroe. : 

“Mr. WorTHINGTON. So that there polygamy is practi 
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McCarty. Yes; and what can be said of Monroe can be said of | Smoot as an apostle of the a 






























































S that i@ is thereby « j 
Most other towns in the State? ed of a United § s : 
7 (Vol. 3, 888, 889.) his me « r V j . 
rHE MORMON CHURCH AND POLITICS, en d 17 ott s int 
viou tateme! rather t i 
’ ( t4at the Mormon Ch 1 interferes in and controls | “We « Sica fas 
Utah, we find the facts established by the evidence | gq, cthdiniatn an tite 
ntially as follows From the time the Mormons reached evel wae tatiol Pad - . 
> summer of 1847, until 1891 there were no political parties | 9)) of enw « aos 
itory in the sense in which that expression would be used ne S ist } . as thi ‘ f tow 
of the United States. There grew up in the Territory | pind his intellect. his will. and | . ¢ 
ng that time two parties, « known as the People’s Party, | aye, 1 1 with and sul a ; ar 
, $ ymprised exclusively of members of the Mormon Church | jno ay tol Te 5 ; , 
: controlled by the leaders of that church, and the Liberal in the sworn anawer made bo 4 
1 was composed of non-Mormons. | this subject he say 3 e 
» controve es concerning polygamy and other matters not ‘As to the cha oe} , 
ewhere in t Un these two parties were not gration « Hi o 
l, on the « bers of a religious sect and on | gays that } has nm anv 
l t! sect, but tl controversy be- | such obligations. He holds himself 1 oa 
wo parties wi remely bitter. It seems not to be con- | gtitution and - , | ds : 
t til tt 5 ! People’s Party was not only | erence to polygamy 1 +] ‘ , 
y the irch, but practically was the church But after | the Ur 1 { 
o SOU, hereinbefore referred to, which forbade furtl During the examination of the first 1 ' 
ri ma I bers, both of the Liberal party ind J eph I. Smith . a pec : . \ . iW 
; Party, conceived it to be to the interests of the ‘Terri iderstood th ; 7 had i oan 
people should divide on party lines as they were divided | y, two issi ne enna catia - : 
or the country, and that the Liberal party and the | polygamy, whicl es at : 
i be disbanded. : s 7 the ily ther 1° Ww v oe . ‘ 
» of a few 1 this purpose was carried into effect. | Church 't . tt took an oath t ¥ 
f the voters of the Tet ry of Utah, Mormens | pis estimati in its requiremet i 
nons i either Republicans or Democrats, and polit- | pation w] he must take to ; 
‘ e Territory till 1896 and aft that time in the | on Senator Dt Ss ¢ ed 
ee waged, a 1 rule, on the lines of the national political | get asj entirely and t it w not cor ' 
; : attempted to be proved by the 
$ no which ene | (1; 114 course of f 
the « for so many years prior to the | mittee h i that he never k 
“ne ord at ‘S| it that he had abandoned the idea of 1 
’ in on 0% Was | taken an obl 1 that int iw zg 
I he ey hes » lor i 
: soy ? Mr. er Fe dia eae 
‘ ie Stat to Se { D Is added I y j 1 ] 
nt e Ve stal On 1s ‘ + loy tay I 
t! became an apostle of the Mor- | 4g, t what he thought + 
n the 1900, the Mormon Church has ae than chek maha tia Acar wel 
| t elections in Utah - it a } 1 
1 urch, by an i the |, etal . . , 
pi 3; members the | * : ae e 4 
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i IEF ENDOWMENT OATH. went t 1 certain cer ‘ I 
harge made against the respondent which, in our | please, or SMoor took th 
a ittention was made in the protest signed by John I. tMAN. That w l 


is can be show 





¢ ‘¥ > 


office required of and taken by the said Reed | Smoor at all. Read the question, Mr. R 
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state what the ceremony is in 


insist upon my objection. I understood 
further Objection. 

permissible; and, as the 
this to connect Mr. Smoor with 


the case. Can you state what 


if it 


l any 
thinks it is 

‘yond 
ing upon 


Chairman; I could not do so 


iy portion of it? 
ite something of it that I remember. 
1 can. 

rreed to be an upright and moral 
frain from sexu with 
as were given to me in the priest- 
cribed to willingly, of my own choice, 
men. I took no oath nor obligation 
ry or government or kingdom or 
at distinctly. 

iarge is made, and I want 

haying gone through the endow- 


If 
al commerce 


on this 


as ITollows: 


as recalled, 
e respondent 
Mr. Smith, 
: do not want go 
is, but whatever 
been admitted to th 
now that it has 


ane 
1 


into 


o have 
he same 
that 
i he ¢ that it 
Ss; so rg I know. 
No other o: is taken now than heretofore? 
hould like to say that there is no oath taken; that 
We do not take oaths unless we are forced to take 


it has always been. 
has always been? 


understand. You understand what I 


or a 


“nant reement—we do that. 
bligation of loyalty to the church such as would 


ame now that it has always been? 


| 
| 
| 


any- | 


to know | 


something 


mean—any | 


iat it has always been, so far as I know. I 


‘e the same as they were revealed to me. 


ig they were taught to me. 
have known them for forty years or more? 
ive been more or less acquainted with them for a 
(1; 484.) s 
neither the witness Lyman nor the witness Joseph 
answer any question that was put to him with 
nant or obligation. 
subject (who, like the two preceding wit- 
} mined on behalf of the protestants), was 
rts. After counsel for the protestants bad examined 
nnounced that they 
berts, there is another subject upon which I 
it 
in 1890. 
earlier than that. 
l, at some time it was taken down? 


Did you ever go through the endowment house? 
ir. 


it 


this was in 1877. 
Hiave 
endowment house? 


ue! tly ? 


e ceremony that used to be performed in what 


house” performed now? 


ay? 
es, as I understand it. 
temples are there in Utah? 
are four. 
y that used to be ps 
} 


the temple? 


rformed in the 


mo! 
d it 
ks it is, He does not know. 
the ceremony? 
mber the ceremonies distinctly. 
er any portion of it? 

y, Senator. 

Rol 


ouse 


reme 


erts, 


and as it is performed 


state 
can? 

con- 
neral 


same. Now, will you 
is, or is, as near]; you 
consist of what would be 
it, of which I only have a g 


wi 


mM 


hing more than a general impres- 


had no further questions to ask | 


has been stated here that the endow- | 


you been present at times when others have | 


of any change in the | 
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“The CHAIRMAN. How many days did it take you to go through { 
endowment house? 

“Mr. Roperts. Well, part of one day. 

“The CHAIRMAN. Who were present at the time? 

“Mr. Roperts. I do not remember. 

“The CHAIRMAN. Can you tell the committee any portion of t! 
ceremony ? 

*“*Mr. Rozverts. No, sir. 

“The CHAIRMAN. Why not? 

“Mr. Roperts. Well, for one reason, I do not feel at liberty to do 

“The CHAIRMAN. Why not? 

“Mr. Roperts. Because I consider myself in trust in relation 
those matters, and I do not feel at liberty to make any disclosures 
relation to them. 

“The CHAIRMAN. It was then a secret? 

““Mr. Roperts. Yes. 

“The CHAIRMAN. Does this religious denomination have, as one 
ceremonies, secret obligations or covenants? 

“Mr. Roperts. I think they could not be properly called secret: 
course they are common to all worthy members of the church, and 
erally known by them. 

“The CHAIRMAN. Well, secret from the world? 

“Mr. Roverts. Secret from the world. 

“The CHAIRMAN. The obligations and covenants, whatever the, 
then you are not at liberty to disclose? 

“Mr. Rosperrs. No, sir; I would be led to regard those obli 
as similar to those who perhaps have passed through Masonic f; 
ties, or are members of Masonic fraternities. 

“The CHAIRMAN. Then your church organization in that pa 
is a sort of Masonic fraternity? 

“Mr. Roserts. It is analogous, perhaps, in some of its featur 

“The CHAIRMAN. You say you can remember, of course, \ 
curred, but you do not feel at liberty to disclose it, and for that 
you will not disclose it? 

“Mr. Roserts. Not specifically. I do not wish, however, § 
to be understood as being in any sense defiant in that matter. 

“The CHAIRMAN. That is not so understood, Mr. Roberts, at 

“Mr. Roserrs. I do not wish to put myself in opposition 
any issue here at all. 

“The CHAIRMAN. The reason you have assigned is accept: 
obligation, whatever it is, taken in the endowment house, is su 
you do not feel at liberty to disclose it? 

“Mr. Roberts. That is right. 

“The CHAIRMAN. Should you do so, what would you expe 
result? 

“Mr. Roperts. I would expect to lose caste with my peo; 
traying a trust. 

“ —_ OVERMAN. Do all members of the church have to go 
1at? 

“Mr. ROBERTS. Not all members. 

: — OVERMAN. What proportion of them, and how i: 
ated? 

“Mr. Roperts. It is governed chiefly by worthiness—mor 
ness. 

‘Senator BarLtey. And is it somewhat a matter of degrees, : 
Masonry? I believe they have several degrees. 

“'The CHAIRMAN. Do you recall whether any penalty was 
upon a person who should disclose the covenants? 

“Mr. ROBERTS. No, sir. 

“The CHAIRMAN. You do not remember? 

“Mr. Roperts. Beyond the disfavor and distrust of his fel! 

“The CHAIRMAN. Have you ever been present at a mar! 
mony in the temple? 

“Mr. Roperts. Yes, sir. 

“The CHAIRMAN. Could you tell what that is? 

“Mr. Roprerts. I could not, only in a general way. The 
is of some length. I remember performing the ceremony in t 
my own daughter when she was married, and, not being far 
the ceremony, a copy of it was placed in my hands and | 
ceremony, but I could only remember the general terms of it 

“The CHAIRMAN. If the members who have gone through t 
ment house, then, keep faith with the church they will 1 
what occurred ? 

““Mr. ROBERTS. No, sir. 

* Senator Baituy. Do you feel at liberty, Mr. Roberts, to s 
or not there is anything in that ceremony that permits a m 
adopt a different expression—that abridges a man’s freedom < 
action or action in any respect, except in a religious way? 

““Mr. Rozerts. No, sir. 

*Sentor BatLey. I do not quite understand whether you 
your answer to say that you do not feel free to answer tl 
there is nothing. 

“Mr. Roperrs. I mean to say 
742.) ok ce % 

“The CHAIRMAN. I want to ask Mr. Roberts one furth 
What is there in these obligations—I will not use the term 
that makes it necessary to keep them from the world? 

“Mr. Roperts. I do not know of anything especially, « 
their general sacredness. 

“The CHAIRMAN. Their general sacredness? 
be kept from the world? 7 
“Mr. Roperts. I think some sacred things ought to be. 

“The CmarrnMAN. Could you name one sacred thing in 
with this ceremony that should be kept from the world? 

‘‘Mr. Rogerts. No, sir. 

“The CHAIRMAN. Why? 

“Mr. Roperts. Well, I could not say that. 
Senator. 

“The CiAIRMAN. You do remember it, then—the sac! 
you mean? 

“ “Mr. Roperts. Some sacred things I do. 

“The CHAIRMAN. But you can not state 
they are? , 

“Mr. Roperts. I ask to be excused from stating them. 

“The CHAIRMAN. But I can not understand exactly : 
organization has things that the world must not know < 
know but you could give some reason why. y 

“Mr. Roperts. I do not think I could throw any li 
subject. » (1: 

“The CHAIRMAN. All right; I will not press it. 35 

~ * * * * - 

“Mr. WorTHINGTON. I would like to ask, Mr. Roberts 
obligation or ceremony to which you reter in the endo 
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or whether it relates to “ Mr. CANNON. 
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kno do ) { V 

gut I t ) 1 

e we are—I 


1oOW you would 
rd os ea ne ) 
d thir t 
not do that 











} 
I l 
. and that would not be an interpreta- | feet and rend them. 
king the protection which I understand | “The CHAIRMAN. Do you remember vy 
hat as to things which do relate entirely attached if they should reve ? 
matters which he has a right to keep “Mr. CANNON. I do not rem { 
| “The CHAIRMAN. None whatevse 
stion was whether these obligations re- | “Mr. CANNON. I do not rems er 
temporal affair “The CHAIRMAN. Has t e be 
I ; iat was I uestion. ment house sir \ went t l i 
AIRMAN. The trouble is » interprets a thing which is un-/| time, that you are awa 
nseeable to us, and which he considers spiritual. *“*Mr. CANNON. No 
id tual we might consider tem ; Che CHatnMAN. No change in t 
i ir. CAN , 1 1,7 
t the witness ha r refused to | nex . called tl 
t the obl it1IOnsS and, ought Aft co sel f the p es ts l I t 
state what he thinks it did not | Thate} t ving « i 
v l, or it did not im] ] Cr" ATA One othe estion 
lieve, has been taken down? 
e here not representing the wit “Mr. THATCHER. That is as I und i It 
i I. acown 
Al The Crain the ceremony 0 
And it is the witness pleading a privilege and | wiped out also, or a 
Tr ul 1 not Senator SMmoorv or his counsel. fe would **Mr. THATCHER. I a! ist ti k Ww 
t! juestion answered. through the temple, in the lig in W i went 
ATE What is the q n? mer to ve you a t ar 
ron. The questi s whether this obligation refers | are ( ney en 
il or things tem; AN. Y¥« ve seen the ce i 
BatLEY. I do not thir makes any ‘rence to the | hi ‘ 
n the end, or will affe ts conclus hether that is I think I have |! i 
r not I am partly respon e for that : of questions, . MAN. And you think t ! 
d the first question myself because I really intended to “ 2. No, s 
I way to the duties of a citizen, that the ’ \ Wh did » 1 
S now what that was, and if it did not, then ! My impre 3 al ! 
] it mv V tt S61 P : 
4 j answer that question. | ~*'Phe Cy vy. W you state to t 
. May i have the question read? the e , ) ‘ I « ' ’ 
AIRMAN. Certainly.” did you go dowment |! l 
er read as f Mr. 4 No, § t was not 
HIN . Iw to a Mr. Roberts, whether this | CHAIRMAN. -¥ ‘ \ 
emony ) yu ref in the endowment house | put ? 
y to ngs s} * whether it relates to things tem ‘Mr. Tra (ER. Ye 5 
The CHAIRMAN. Will you st t I t 
ERTS. I regard them as relating to things spiritual, abso- | the endo ent house? 
Mr. 1 It Mr. ( that I 
If we were in a court of justice, and insisted upon that 
that opens the door so wide that the whole oath would “The ¢ %. Why? 
Mr. Tu i t I { 
A MAN. I think so, too matter ‘ l nin: \ 
But I do not care to do it.” (1: 745, 746.) 1 C oe y { 
ness on behalf of the protestants was A. M. Can- NN PHATC Yes: | 
his examination by counsel for the protestants was con- I Cn 5. What w | fi i 
y her examined by the chairman of the committee on | them rhat is t : ‘ y at 
nd his t ly was follows “Mr FY yuld ! ‘ ' 
AIRMAN. Do you remember the covenant you took when you | cor nee 
the endowment hi ’ i CHA 1 is all? 
Oh, ¢ NI j AT t j 
fan. Could you state the cer ny? } ! CHAl : nd 
l w 1 not like to I v1 to 1 l 
an. Why not? \ CHrA I 2 a I 1 
3OK aracter, 1048 1¢ ) 
n that I er re my M ! \ ill the nv t t 
t of 1 llowsl i] o n , an © sess 
1 their m estry, 1904 | last ses 1 when tes 
oO i . vy, 1904 W 
MAN. What objection is there to tiukir I 1 in ] 4, I t 
‘. Because it is sacred. e i ’ this s 
MAN. How sacred? testi vy will nx 1 
N. It is simply a covenant that I enter into with my J. H. Wallis had been M 
: not i tl p ward, 
1AN. All the tenets of your religion are sacred, are | exanr i, t he ) 
chur t i that ons 
Sir? in 1 tem} at S I City 
MAN. They are all sacred, are they not—the teachings? | he did not know w ! I x 
All of those are ‘red; yes, all of those things. sta tI ‘ 
\N. I do not quite understand why you should keep | pro 1 ved 1 
Heay the 1 
N. It is because it is necessary to keep them secret. If | or th \ t ‘ 
me, Mr. Chairman, we admit only the purest of our | him, | 
there is qu l m the Reve 
MAN. People like you and the president of the church? i ct day Mr. W 3 i 
president of the church is admitted? the « m he had 1 nd 
The presidency of the church, if he continues In good "upon tf natio! I 1 « 1 th 
people whoever are in good standing and deemed | (2; 14 
recommends are permitted to enter there. iy vitnesses were called « the 1 
M bo you enter into any obligation not to reveal | Wal One of t! » M Gill w l 
¥ ree in S ] » ¢ v i ‘ 
I f be very improper to reveal them. he kne Wi £ l re l v 
N enter into any obligation not to? munity in wl 1 he lived; that it 
lr} “1 obligations connected with all the | be » him under « Wallis had 
3 of “a, 1 
AN ( ; » you promise not to reveal? rt " s s t 
{ feel that that is the trust reposed in me, that I | oc 1 
I | of d iness 1 t 
‘. I think you do not understand my question. Do | for veral ye Oo 
ecilically not to reveal what occurs in the endowment | 50 1 mind 
te other w f f \ 
‘. I would rather not tell what occurs there. I say (2, 1022; 3, 143, I ! 
contradicted or im] ‘ed in a 
! I think, Mr. Cannon, you do not understand me. } had seen of Wallis, that t } le f 
not to reveal what occurs in the endowment house | that, in his opinion, llis’s g 
ough ? ' was such that he would not believe | 1 
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yunsel for the respondent to give his The two verses are as follows: 
is was of unsound mind, objection was “Nine, And when he had opened the fifth seal, I saw under the altar 


protestants and the objection was sus the souls of them that were slain for the word of God, and for t 
t subsequently he was recalled and allowed to give | testimony which they held. 
lid at length (3; 4465.) “Ten. And they cried with a loud voice saying: How long, ( 


Ww 
SS) 


itness for the protestants, testified | Lord, holy and true, dost Thou not judge and avenge our blood on th« 
ix times, and that the obligation in | that dwell on the earth.” (774.) 
| Being asked whether there was anything in the obligation whi 
e and covenant that we shall | indicated hostility to the Government, Mr. Noon said: 
ph Smith upon this nation.” | “The very reverse. I have never heard any people taught on! 
_ | loyaity to the Government of the United States.” (2; 775.) 
this statement by saying that the | Mr. Noon was recalled and asked the same question that had bh 
nal Father, to avenge the biood of | propounded by Senator Knox to Mr. Dougall, and he answered 
161.) : : question in the same way. 2; 781.) 
the respondent to impeach | William Hatfield, who was a Mormon until he was 23 years of a 
Fern ym, testified that he had known | after which he drifted away from that church, when he was not qu 
n years, and Lundstrom’s general reputa- | 21 years of age took his endowments as a preliminary to his marria 
inity in which he lived was bad, and that he, | (2 7385.) 
him under oath. On cross-examination Dy He said that neither he nor any others in his hearing took tl! 
the fact was brought out that Lundstrom | cation which Wallis had testified to, and that he did not at tha 
. on oe a which the bishop hac | take any obligation or enter into any covenant, vow, or agreement 
f the poor, and that when asked by the | kind inconsistent with his duties as a citizen of the Territory 
undstrom refused to do it, saying tha cy 
lol 


rs 


- r of the United States. He was not cross-examined. 2°; . ) 
“4h setified th oe knew Lund John P. Meakin, Ww ho was a Mormon until he was 23 or 24 ye 
“i a = ieft the church because he did not believe in polygamy. (2; 
a Lt ent through the Endowment House when he was 18 ye: 
stated that he had no recollection at all of any obligation « 
ce or retribution, and that nothing took place at the time 
rence to promising or vowing to importune heaven to avs 
d of the prophets on this nation, or to avenge the blood of 
on anybody; that there was nothing took place which i 
any obligation in opposition to his duty as a citizen either of 
ritory of Utah or of the United States; that he was very clea: 
this. (799.) 
He also said that there was nothing in the endowment « 
; ri h - | about praying the Almighty to avenge the blood of the pro; 
on is § % f th this generation. (2; S01.) 
testified that she has as A. Smith, cashier of the Desert Savings Bank, in Sa! 
1 times, during the ceremony ; in answer to a question by the chairman, stated that he | 
and never cease to pray to g revel for t} scientieus scruples against divulging any part of the endowm 
“on this nation, and also teach it to my children mony (2; 854); but in answer to a question by Senator For 
, 189.) said there was nothing in any obligation of the church whicl 


Lit 


ss dic 


s would not beli 


truth and veracity 


tion this’ witness stated positively that she had posed upon its members, in connection with marriage or any oi 
about this obligation, and that if Mr. Tayler ‘ easion, inconsistent with fidelity as citizens of the National « 
er from a memorandum informing him what her testimony ment or to the State government. Mr. Smith persisted that y 
did not know where it came from or how Mr. Tayler came had stated what was not in the obligation he did not feel at 

194). On her direet examination Mrs. Elliott stated that to state what was init. (2; 855.) 
in Denmark, and that her husband followed her to this Richard W. Young, who was a graduate of West Point and 
examination by counsel for the protestants then pro- law school of Columbia College, New York City, and who bad 
in the Volunteer Army in the Spanish war, in the Philippines, a: 
w—that is, the husband whom you where, is a member of the Mormon Church, and is not a pol) 
(2; 950-952.) He was asked by the chairman if he had any o 
to disclosing what took piace during the endowment ceremo 
him until he died, did you? he replied that he considered himself under an obligation not t 

(2; 969.) 

He was asked later by counsel for the respondent if he | 
objection to stating whether the ceremony included, in any 
shape, any invocation of vengeance or retribution against this 
Senator MeComas suggested that the witness should state th: 
ceremony or nothing. Thereupon an extended argument was 

Jt. at the end of which the witness was asked by counsel for the 1 
, after his death, marry? ent: 
ir; I married in 1899.” 2; 184.) “In that ceremony is there anything which relates to your ¢ 
tion, after she had testified that she had left obligations to your Government or to this nation.” 
he following occurred : The chairman ruled that if the witness should answer this 
N. Was it before or after the death of your first he would be required to state the whole ceremony, and thereu 
witness deciined to answer it. (2; 981-985.) 
; a Rerep Smoot testified positively that there fis nothing in the 
did he die? ment ceremony about 
(2; 191.) : anything else on this nation or on this Government. (3; 183, 
ness may be judged by the fact As already stated, the case was reopened during the present 
is country not only did not die | o¢ Congress for the purpose of allowing the introduction of 
; e time Mrs. Elliott gave the testimony on behalf of the protestants, and four additional v 
subsequently calied as a witness OR | were produced with reference to the matter of the alleged o 
Be Cties thal Scaainanal Sane os No further testimony on the subject was taken on behalf of 
. = SCOR, Waits | gpenéent. 
arly that she knew he PiThe four witnesses referred to were W. J. Thomas, J. P. H 
a ; ‘ H. W. Lawrence, and W. M. Wolfe. 
witnesses were examined The witness Thomas testified that he passed the endowment |! 
thn tae follows: 1869. His examination on this subject was as follows: 
on ae ee and is post- “Mr. CARLISLE. I have asked you about whether any ceremor 
was expelled from the place before the oath or obligation took place? If so, state wh: 
— ha ap Sten we ME | “Mr. THoMAS. There were washings and anointines there. 
nh he was about <o “Mr. CARLISLE. Describe to the committee what you mean ! 
ing. Was your whole body anointed or your arm anointed; 
rtuned heaven to avenge the | ,¥25 anything said when that was done? a ' 
on this generation. end that he Mr. THOMAS. My head was anointed and my right arm. 
Joseph Smith being mentioned at all, | Te’™cmber anything else. ; 
SS a a ne aw ae “Mr. CARLISLE. Was anything said by the person who c 
hese ceremonies at the time he anointed your right arm? \ 
told what it was for? 
“Mr. THomas. Yes, sir; he spoke very quick and I could 
it all, but I remember when he anointed my arm to make it 
the substance of it was that I would avenge the blood of the p! 
prophet or prophets. I believe it was the plural. (4; 69.) 
+ * om - w * 


li 
the 


to his recollection the obligation was, in 
ook it imp 
mis tyrs 
. ¢ 


subsequently recalled, and asked by Senator Knox 


t y whether the vow obligated you to anything 
1 i full and supreme allegiance to the 
Utah, or which obligated you to any- 

y performing your duty as a citizen 


“Senator Knox. You took this vow in what year? 
about 1870, “Mr. THOMAS, In 1869. 
wments when he “Senator Knox. How long did you remain in the church af 
ling in the ec “Mr. THOMAS. I remained in the church up until 1880. 
to avenge t “Senator Knox. That was eleven years: and you vowed 
! i the bieod of the martyrs upon this nation, did you? 
“Nr. THOMAS. Yes, sir. 2 
“Senator Knox. And your right arm was anointed to 
streneth that vou might do so. Is that correct? 
‘Mr. THomas. Thi is the way I understood it. 
iring read “Senator Knox. What did you ever do in the line of k 
aid that it was | yow? Did you ever avenge the blood of the martyrs upon 
the intent, “Mr. THOMAS. No, sir. I have enlisted twice to try and 
bered, was referred to by the | nation. : 
“Senator Knox. Were you ever stirred up by the authoril: 


t 
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KJ 
reh to get busy in that direction of avenging the blood of the mar- “Mr. LAWRENCE. I could not say. It would go into the hu 
ipon this nation? probably. : 
Mr. Tuomas. No | “Mr. WorTHINGTON. Several hundred times 
Mr. WorTHINGTON. Do you know of any member of the church “Mr. LAWRENCE. Yes: or dozens. I would say from one to three 
did do anything in the way of using his right arm to avenge the | years. probably. ; 
f the prophets on this nation? | “Mr. WORTHINGTON. And on each occasion to a eat n 
Mr. THOMAS. No, sir.” (4; 71, 72.) | I suppose. 
witness Holmgren on this subject testified that he passed | “Mr. LAWRENCE. Yes, sir. 
h the endowment house in 1889. His further examination on | “Mr. WorrHiINGTon. On all the occasions wh vou he d i 
t iject is as follows: ministered to others, or when it was ad tered dic 
\ CARLISLE. Do you remember the ceremonies that took place at | hear any reference to the nation of ti United Stat s the < 

t ime? of vengeance‘ 

7 HOLMGREN. Part of it. “Mr. LAWRENCE. During my administration the word was 
CARLISLE. Are you willing to state the oath that was taken, | not used. . 

If you are not, I shall not press you. “Mr. WorTHING 5. Do ¥ ' vou : 1 

HOLMGREN. What I understood and heard of it—sure. “Mr. Lawrence. No, sir; yes, sir. I m i 

CARLISLE. In the first place, what occurred? the rest of them. : 

HoLMGREN. In the endowment house? “Mr. WorTHINGTON. Then you both adminis l 
CARLISLE. Yes. you heard others administer it? 

HOLMGREN. There were a number of oaths and performances “Mr. LAWRENCE. Yes, sir. 

¢ re insignificant, I would say, until we came to the anointing “Mr. WorTHINGTON. You administered it hundr« c 2 es, and 

' nd in that anointing rcom there was some language used that | you heard it administered hundreds of ti { 

I y I ever heard. “Mr. LAWRENCE. I was there off and « e ol vO ye 
CARLISLE. Can you state what it was? “Mr. WorTHIN« N. Did you administer it In eds of times 
HOLMGREN. In anointing my arms, the gentleman used this “Mr. LAWRENCE. I will say yes. (4; 110, 111.) 

‘That your arms might be strong to avenge the blood of * * ° ee al “ ze > 
1d Hyrum Smith.’” (4; 76, 77.) “i. Wass sai a : oe ae eee 

tness Lawrence, who was 70 years old at the time he testified, | 44, a a a te aaa > 2 oom eet a og, hy ca ne 
at he was a member of the Mormon Church until 1869, and | ever pear a : mate: ae a ean, United Sts te — A ancaaenesia 

{ id taken or administered the alleged obligation in question a | the Dnitea States referred to in any way 1s the object of 1 

1 ‘aa following are the substantial parts of his testi- that, was the subject ftimtua<~: " . 7" ' , 

I tisas ° = ° rR Cr , saw thes at the tj ¢ i ‘ zs not conne a 
CARLISLE. Mr. Lawrence, would you object to stating whether with pag = tenet re . a Con Ro Gewe a nt } ; 
any oath, commonly called here the oath of vengeance, taken | peen blamed for allowing that deed to be perpetrated. 

i dowment house, and what It Is? “Mr. WORTHINGTON. Don’t let us depart from the ceremot 
LAWRENCE. Yes; there is. want to find out what took place at the ceremony when y I 
CARLISLE. Can you state it in terms or in substance? istered the covenant. Did you administer it always in the i 
LAWRENCE. ‘You covenant and agree before God and angels | janguage? : q : 

witnesses that you will avenge the blood of the prophets, “Mr. LAWRENCE. I tried to, sir. 
t Joseph Smith, Hyrum Smith, Parley P. Pratt, David Pat- “Mr. WoRTHINGTON. Where did you learn it? 

t r names are mentiofed. “Mr. LAWRENCE. I learned it from the church ritual, I suppose. It 
CARLISLE. Was that the case when you took the endowment? was what was given to me. . 

WRENCE. Yes, sir. I do not know whether they were all “Mr. WORTHINGTON. Was it something that was in ¥ \ 
when I was there or not, but they have been mentioned ” 


| it in print? 


y ive been there. ** Mr. LAWRENCE. No, sir; not in writ , 
CARLISLE. You have passed through the endowment a number “Mr. WORTHINGTON. It was communicated to you orally and y 
. 7 committed it to memory, did you? 
\WRENCE. Yes; I have been there a number of times. “Mr. LAWRENCE. Yes, sir. 
LISLE. You mean these names have been mentioned some “Mr. WorTHINGTON. You do not remember who gave it to you? 
¢ s when you passed through? That is what you mean? “Mr. LAWRENCE. I do not remember just now. : 
VRENCE. Yes, sir. : 5 , “Mr. WORTHINGTON. It was given to you as the traditional oath of 
LISLE. You do not know whether they were all mentioned | the temple, was it not? 
at » time or not? ‘““Mr. LAWRENCE. It was given to me to use. 
é' AWRENCE. No, sir “Mr. WorRTHINGTON. You have said to Mr. Carlisle that t 
DILLINGHAM. Do I understand the witness has given the , no doubt that the language of the covenant was varied f: 


obligation, time. Did you ever hear it given in any other form than th: 
‘LISLE. I will ask him. Do you remember now whether | have told us about? 











































S nything said about vengeance upon the people or vengeance Mr. LAWRENCE. Yes. I will explain that. I have said 
ion, or what was said of that sort, if you remember? were different parties that officiated at different times d f 
WRENCE. I say it has been stated. I can not state it only | 1 had heard they had changed it a little. Inasm 
and it. The word ‘nation’ was not mentioned where | | given, one Man would administer it a little diffe from 
d to that vengeance, but the feeling has always been against * Mr. WORTHINGTON. You know that by hearsay? 
d the State for allowing that deed to be perpetrated. The | “Mr. LAWRENCE. I know that by hearsay only. (4; 111, 112 
V 1’ was not mentioned. It is a little ambiguous in regard * * * » 
t . | “Mr. WORTHINGTON. Referring to this ceremony, and the 
RTHINGTON. You say you are ambiguous or it was ambigu- | vengeance, as it is called, do you remember in that 
; | there was any passage in the Book of Revelations of the bi 
n. It was a little ambiguous there who it should be | “Mr. Lawkence. Yes, sir. 
The supposition is it should be executed on the perpetrat- | ‘““Mr. WORTHINGTON. What is that? 
i “Mr. LAWRENCE. That is used in connection with this as a ju 
LE. Lawrence, I will get you to state, if you can, | tion for it. 
vena or oath, or whatever it may be called, is always “Mr. WORTHINGTON. Can you give us the se ] c 
the same person and in the same terms, or whether | lations? 
tered at different times by different persons, and whether | “Mr. LAWRENCE. I thi it is a cl té from Re 
! x” merely ora probably chapter 6. It is taken fro tev s 
Ncn. It is administered orally by different persons at | ferred to. I will answer that that quotation j , t 
“Mr. WORTHINGTON. Was it not a part t t 
SLE. It may be, then, that there is a different form of | when you were connected with it, that the ¢ [ j 
States is an inspired document? 
ENCH. It may be administered a little different. Of course | ‘““Mr. LAWRENCE. Yes, sir. Do you want an an 
tl is about the same, but there may be some men who ad “Mr. WorTHINGTON. I have all the ver I , 
ttle different from others. I have no doubt that it is, | there is anything you wish to add or ke from the 
ive heard. | mony, you have that privilege, provided it is not ! 
SLE. You may take the witness. |} read the ninth and tenth verses of the sixth chapter of Rk 
Knox. Was this vengeance to be executed by the person | see if those 
t h, or vow, or were you to implore the Almighty to avenge “Mr. LAWRENCE. ‘ How long, O Lord?’ It is just 
ne prophets ? “Mr. WORTHINGTON I will read e two 2 L ) S 
mn. As I say, it was a little ambiguous in regard to | or either of them, are the ones to whict 
you take an oath to avenge the blood of the prophets | “*And when he had opened the fifth seal i der 
neiple to your children and children’s children. souls of them that were slain by the Word of God, and 
<. | think you do not understand me. You stated a | mony which they held. : ‘ P 
at there was some ambiguity in the oath as to whom the “And they cried with a loud voice, z, HH » 
g£ 
ted against. é Holy and t Thou not judge and » our d on 
Yes. | dwell on arth? , ee 
KNox. Now, I am asking you who it was who was to exe | Mr. L NcE. T _~ part of it in connection with t 
ean Was the person taking the vow, or oath, to exe- | 5} Mr. “Ws ohm as setere d t ‘I a a cai th : 
they to implore by prayer that God should take this “Ta eee ee tea pen ome at 
Well, that was not inserted in it for the Lord to do | “ Mr. WORTHINGTON. Dost thou not judge and ay 
y took upon themselves the oath to do it; but I say it them that dwell on theearth?’ ==. cae es 
for them to wreak vengeance, because those men | 1 ee Ben RENCE. I think that was the part con lw 
deed have probably gone years ago. | at part. _ a ‘ : ‘ ‘ 
ly q ation was based on the exact language used | “ Mr. WORTHINGTON. You say that was used as a } f n of 
yesterday. He said that he heard the oath taken | covenant, a with it? ' f ‘ 
hat they vowed or promised that they would pray oa Mr. Law ae Phat issn sed as = oe a 
venge the blood of the prophets. I think it is | a rhe ¢ HAIRMAN. He did not aay a6 a J , be 
I want to know what your recollection is about it. 7 Mr. LAWREN( B. I said that was used as , 
That was not inserted in my day—that is, in re- —, eS Te a a ay 
e Gor ) ‘eak is venges > 4: . 9 see i ali three i ese V es t 
; } 14 wae ee TOPS (4; _— 109. ) : what seems to be the theory of the prot 
: | question involved a promis t the } , 
ent N. Tell us about how many times you were pres | ceremony hostile to the I : t or an appeal to 
—o h was administered. inflict punishment on the nation. 





CONGRESSION 


point now under consideration is W. M. 
had passed through the endowment house 
times, the first time being in May, 1894, and the 
Jor. His examination on this subject then pro- 


Will 


you state to the committee whether there is, 
; in the temple, any oath administered? 
rhere are several oaths administered. 

Can you state what they are? 
‘There is an oath of chastity, or, I 
law of sacrifice and a law of 

ARLISLE. When you say a law of 
ido you mean that there is any 

* do you mean simply that 

» read to you? 

Votre. There is no covenant or agreement on the part of any 
iil to avenge anything 

‘ARLISLE. Just state 


WoLre. The 


might say, a 
vengeance. 
vengeance, what do you 
promise or pledge to avenge a 
there is some law read to you, or 


cove- 


nmittee what it is. 
law of vengeance is this: ‘ You and 
enant and promise that you will pray, and never cease 
lity God to avenge the blood of the prophets upon this 
it you will teach the same to your children and your 
unto the third and fourth generations.’ At the conclusion the 
says: ‘All bow your heads and say “ Yes.”’ 
ARLISLE. Was that done? 
It was done, 
VERMAN. Was that done every time, or just one time? 
It was done every time I went through.” (4; 7.) 
for several years, and up to January last, was one of the 
the Brigham Young College, at Logan, a Mormon institu 
asked on cross-examination whether charges of drunken- 
un preferred against him in the institution, he s: iid that 
ac _ been m ».. to his knowledge, but that such ch 
ferr anaes him. Upon being asked what he 
l larg might have been preferred cantina 
‘red that he mé at that he had made himself 
for a period of possibly twenty years. (4; 24.) 
ted that certain officers of the institution had had conversa- 
him in regard to his habit of drinking (4; 25). He ad 
iad been required to resign his position in January last; 
this was done be about that time he had given 
would no longer pay tithing. He admitted that officers 
had made objection to his habits of drinking, but 
never suggested his removal, or the desirability of 
1 he had refused to pay tithes. (4; 26.) 
“s testimony, the respondent offered considerable testi- 
al. One of the witnesses on this subject was James H. 
of Brigham Young College. He testified fully as 
f drinking f 
ied to 
; not den 


habits of 


to the cor 
each of you 
to pray, 


arges 


nuse 
tint 
institution 
t they had 


he president 
habit 
pel resign; and testified, in substance, that Wolfe's 
ied on account of his refusing to pay tithes, 
drinking had grown on him so that it was no 
le to allow him to retain his position. (4; 261, 271. 
lso filed on behalf of the respondent the affidavit of Seeeph 
bishop of the ward at Logan, in which Wolfe lived 
was admi s evidence by consent of counsel for the 
> of the committee. In this affidavit the wit- 
Wolfe stated in his testimony with reference to 
he witness on the subject of tithing. 
itradicted, in a very material part of his evidence, 
He had preferred « ‘ against one Benjamin 
tion with a certain expedition that had been made to 
expedition Kluff was in charge, and Wolfe was a mem- 
stified that on that expedition he had seen Kh living 
with one Florence Reynolds, who is alleged to 
"s taken since the manifesto. Wolfe testi- 
ng of these charges before a church council, he 
ad seen Kluff and Florence Reynolds living in that 


relations 


itestants, and by leave of the com- 

t of the stenographer who took down 

joint afiidavit of the three members of the 

» mi ide h iis statement, all of them saying that 

di to the fact that he had seen Kluff and 
her, and that he did net in any way 
ose two people. (4; 302, 408, 409.) 

this subject together, the overwhelm 
the respondent ever took 
Seven witnesses have 
the obligation included some kind of 
hostility to the nation, while thirteen 
vhom were called on behalf of the protes- 
sitively and unqualifiedly to the contrary. All 
ve testified that the word “nation” was used 
e been impeached as to their credibility, and no 
duced tending to sustain the veracity of any one 
It is understood, I believe, that the reports 
sel be printed separately, as separate documents. 
Phe VICE-PRESIDENT. And 10,000 copies of each. 
BAILEY. Mr. President—-—- 
VICE-PRESIDENT. 
» the Senator from Texas? 

RROWS. If the Senator will yield to me just a mo- 
to state that I shall call this matter up at the 
ible moment consistent with the public business. 
AKER. I want to say that I join with the Senator 
Iajority report in that notice. This matter, we 

called up at the earliest moment possible, and 

insist upon its being called up for consideration before 
\djournme! 
BAILEY. President, I had intended this morning 

a brief statement to the report which has been submit- 

by the Senator from Michigan, but I was unable to reach 
committee room in time to do that. I therefore desire to 
ler that it may appear in the Recorp, that while I con- 
conclusion of the majority that Senator Smoor is 


Mr. FORAKER 


ves are to 


the 


Does from 


Senator Michigan 


Mr. 


in ore 


in the 


| writing, 


| tee on Privileges and Elections, accompanying 


| State 
| for the use of the Senate. 


nation, | 
children’s 


| bill (S. 6119) for the protection of 


liable to | ‘ e - 
| was referred the bill (S. 
| the Interior to examine and <n the accounts of William 


ra considerable porte prior to the time | 
| bird preserves, 


| which was read twice by its title, 
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not entitled to continue as a member of this body, it is 
opinion that he can not be deprived of his seat, under the Co 


| stitution, except by expulsion. 


The heretofore 
as follows: 
On motion of Mr. 


Ordered, 


orders made were subsequently reduced to 


Burrows, it was 
That 10,000 additional copies of the report of the Com 
the resolution that kh 


the Senate as a Senator from 
be printed, 3,000 for the use of the commiitee and 7 


Smoor is not entitled to a seat in 
of Utah, 


On motion of Mr. Foraker, it was 


Ordered, That 10,000 additional copies of the views of the mino 
of the Committee on Privileges and Elections, accompanying the | 
lution that Rrep SMmoor is not entitled to a seat in the Senate 
Senator from the State of Utah, be printed, 3,000 for the use of 
committee and 7,000 for the use of the Senate. 


On motion of Mr. Burrows, it was 
Ordered, That the hearings had before the Committee on Privileves 
and Elections in the investigation of the right of REED SMOOT to a seat 
in the Senate from the State of Utah be printed as a document. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Forest Reserya- 
tions and the Protection of Game, to whom was referred the 
animals, birds, and fish in 
the forest reserves of California, and for other purposes, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. STONE, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
6384) authorizing the Secretary of 
or his heirs, with the Sac and Fox Indians, 


Little, reporied it 


| without amendment, and submitted 4 report thereon. 


Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on the Judiciary 
whom was referred the bill (S. 6364) to incorporate the N 
tional Child Labor Committee, reported it with an amendm 

Mr. OVERMAN, from the Committee on Forest Reser\ 
and the Protection of Game, to whom was referred tli 
(H. R. 138190) to protect birds and their eggs in ganx 
reported it with an amendment. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 6421) pertaining t 
duties of the division of dead letters, Post-Office Depar 
and referred to the C 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also introduced the following bills; 
read twice by their titles, 
Pensions : 

A bill (S. 
Wells: 

A bill (S 
Hamill; 

A bill (S. 

Tipton: 

A bill (S. 
Kerchof ; 

A bill (S. 6426) granting a pension to Eliza 
(with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 6427) granting a pension to Thomas Mor 

A bill (S. 6428) granting an increase of pension t 
Spangler. 

Mr. KEAN introduced a bill (S. 6429) granting an in 
of pension to Mary L. Beardsley; which was read twice 
title, and referred to the Committe e on Pensions. 

Mr. DRYDEN introduced a bill (S. 6480) granting an 
of pension to Melvina Battles; whic h was read twice by 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PATTERSON introduced the following bills: w! 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to tlie 
mittee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 6481) granting an increase of pension to R. 
Coats; and 

A bill (S. 6432) granting a pension to John F. Mohn. 

Mr. FRAZIER introduced a bill (S. 6433) oe the 
D. S. Henderson, executor of the estate of Mary A . He 
deceased ; which was read twice by its title, and, wi 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Clai 

Mr. OVERMAN introduced a bill (S. 6434) for the 1 
Albert L. Scott; which was read twice by its title, and 1 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 6485) for the 
of the estate of Leonidas Walker, deceased; which wa 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (S. 6486) granting an ilcres 
of pension to George W. Kelsey; which was read twice by } 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


which were s 
and referred to the Commit 


6422) granting an increase of pension to 


. 6423) granting an increase of pension to C 
6424) granting an increase of pension to ¢ 
6425) granting an increase of pension to Ir 


Jane C 








1 Hf 6. 





MILLARD introduced a bill (S. 6487) granting an in- 
if peysion to Mildred L. Allee; which was read twice by 
ind referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 6488) granting an in- 
to Martha J. Haller; which was read twice 
tle, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 6489) to reinstate 
K 1 G. Castleman as a lieutenant in the Navy; which 
. d twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
q (ffairs. 
: DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 6440) granting 
‘ on to R. D. Gardner; which was read twice 
rred to the Committee on Pensions. 
introduced a bill (S. 6441) for the relief of William 
uy, administrator of John McKimmy, deceased ; which 
1 i twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 


¢ mcint 
of pension 


by its title, 


introduced a bill (S. 


i. Mathews; 

to the Committee on Claims. 
{ALLORY introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 65) 
» Secretary of Agriculture to cause a survey of the 
| es of Florida, to determine the feasibility and cost of 
d Everglades, and for other purposes; which was 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Agri- 


Forestry. 


6442) for the relief of the heirs 
which was read twice by its title, and 


MENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


RKINS submitted an amendment providing for the 
ent of a life-saving station at Half Moon Bay, south 
Montara and near Montara Reef, California, intended 
sed by m to the sundry civil appropriation bill; 
ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying 





erred to the Committee on Appropriations. 
ubmitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
the construction of revenue cutter for service in 


San Francisco, California, intended to be proposed by 

sundry civil appropriation bill; which was ordered to 

( and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
on Appropriations. 

| “l an amendment proposing to appropriate 

2 ‘the construction of a steam vessel of the first class 





nue-Cutter Service, at Honolulu, Hawaii, intended 
ed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; 
wl rdered to be printed, and, with the accompanying 


ed to the Committee on Appropriations. 


M /TON submitted an amendment providing that juris- 
iity is hereby conferred upon the circuit court cf 
| States of the ninth circuit to examine and deter- 
ehts of American citizens under the boards of the 
rbitration concerning the jurisdiction of the Be- 
intended to be proposed by him to the general 
ropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 

\TIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 
I I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 

» bill 19264, being the diplomatic and consular ap- 

i] 

1 was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 19264) 
ations for the diplomatic and consular service 

ending June 30, 1907, which had been re- 
the Committee on Appropriations with amend- 
I ask that the formal reading of the bill be 
l and that the amendments of the committee be 
they are reached in the reading. 
PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maine asks 
ent that the formal reading of the bill be dis- 
t the bill be read for the consideration of 
he committee amendments to be first considered. 
n, it is so ordered. 
proceeded to read the bill. 
idment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
tion for Schedule A, under the subhead “ Sala- 
dors and ministers,” on page 1, line 12, before 
ce,” to insert “ Brazil;” on page 2, line 1, after 
co,” to strike out “and;” in the same line, 
‘ Russia,” to insert “ and Turkey ;” and in line 3, 
“thousand,” to strike out “forty” and insert 
so as to make the clause read: 
P traordinary and plenipotentiary to Austria-Hungary, 
t ‘rmany, Great Britain, Italy, Japan, Mexico, Russia, 
; . »17,500 each, $175,000, 
Th 


ent was agreed to, 


an increase | 


| 


The next amendment was, on page 2, after line 3, to 
out: 
Ambassador extraordinary and pler to I il, $12,0 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 2, line 7, after tl 














ge 2 " 
“ Republic,” to insert “ Belgium;” in the sai | after t 
word “China,” to insert “ Cuba, the Netherla nd Lu 
burg; ” and, in line 9, before the word “ tho n to strike o 
| “ thirty-six” and insert “seventy-two;” so as to mak 
clause read: 

Envoys extraordinary and ministers pleni tiary t 
tine Republic, Belgium, China, Cuba, the N ; i I 
and Spain, at $12,000 each, $72,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 2, li 11, b 
“Chile,” to strike out “ Belgium: ’ e ; 
word “ Col mbia,” tO sir >» out “Cuba, the Nether! 
Luxemburg;” in line 12 fter the word “ Peru oO 
* Turkey ;”’ and in line 13, before the word “ tho . we 
out “ ninety ” and insert “ fifty ;’’ so as to make the claus 

Envoys extraordinary and ministers plenipotent to e, ¢ 
lombia, Panama, Peru, and Venezuela, at $10,000 ea $90,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to line 9 on page 3. 

Mr. HALE. On page 3, line 9, after the word “¢ 
move to strike out “five thousand” and insert “six tl 
five hundred;” so as to read: 

Agent and consul-general at Cairo, $6,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. ‘ 

The next amendment was, on page 3, line 14, to ease t 
total of the appropriations for salaries of ambas 1 
isters from $458,000 to $477,000. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. This total will have to be ch 

Mr. LODGE. It should be $478,500. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the total y 


be changed to $478.500. 
The next amendment was, 


secretaries of en 


W?Whoar 
uncel 
; . as 
legat1lons, 


the subhead “ Salaries 
ibassies and i : 


the word “Republic,” to insert “ Belgiu 
before the word “dollars,” to strike out “ten thousand 
hundred” and insert “thirteen thousand one hundred 


twenty-five ; ”’ 
Secretari of lecations 


ies 
the Netherlands and Lux 


The amendment was agreed 


so as to make the clause re 
to the 


‘mbpureg, 


















The next amendment was, on page 4, line 1, before the \ 
“ Bolivia,” to strike out “ Belgium;” and in line 6, befor 
word “ thousand,” to strike out “ thirty-six ” and insert ‘ 
four;” so as to make the clause read: 

Secretaries of legation to Bolivia, Chile, Cok yjia, ¢ : 
Guatemala and Honduras, Liberia, Mo Vorw ( 
diately available), Panama, Peru, Portugal, Santo D s 
Sweden, Switzerland, and Venezuela, at $2,000 e: 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 4, line 8, to redu 


appropriation for the salary of the secretary of legat 
Nicaragua, Costa Rica, and San Salvador from $2,800 t 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 5, line 12, 
total appropriation for salaries of secretaries of em] 
legations from $108,000 to $108,425. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under tl 


embassies and legations,” on page 6, line 14, after 


“who.” to insert “ whenever hereafter ap] inted ; ”’ oO 
make the clause read: 

For the employment of necessary « ks at ‘ s and 
tions, who, whenever hereafter appointed, shall | } 
United States, $65,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Salaries 
interpreters to embassies and legations,” on page 7, 
before the word “ consulate-general,” to strike out “le 
and:” and in the same line, after the word “to,” wl 
curs the second time, to strike out “Korea” and 


“Seoul; ” so as to make the clause read: 
Interpreter to consulate-general to Seoul, $5 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under 


00 


the subhead “ Repair 


consulate building at Tahiti, Society Islands,” on page 9, 
93, after the word “ For,” to strike out “the repair of ” and 
sert “rebuilding; ” and in line 24, after the word “ thous 
to insert “ three hundred; ” so as to make the clause read 
For rebuilding the American consular building at Tahiti, So 


Islands, $5,371.45. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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ndment was, on page 15, after line 5, to insert: 


OF THE JOINT HIGH COMMISSION. 
and material necessary to enaile 
1 carry on the work partly performed 
f 189 for the settlement of questions 
1 Great Britain relating to ( 

be necessary. 


' 
1 Commi 
ed 


ch the 


Stat 
reort as may 
nt was 


ndiment wa 


“agreed To. 
Ss, on page 15, after line 14, to insert: 


UNDARY LINE, ALASKA AND CANADA, 
to mark the boundary, and make the 
the Territory of Alaska and the 
in conformity with the award of the Alaskan 
and existing treaties, $25,000, together with the 
» of the previous appropriations for this object. 
iment was agreed 


3, On page 15, after line 


f State 


etween 


tO 
oO» 


to insert: 
NITED STATES AND CANADA. 
larcation and mapping of the 
i the Dominion of Canada, near the forty- 
Jieu River to Hails Stream, ed 
~ to 1848, under the treaty of Washington 

nded under the direction of the Se ry 
! le and continue available until 


available 
pe necessary. 


as may 


LINE, lt 


, 


boundary line 
as establis? 
ret 
uch thereof 
agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 16, after line 8, to insert: 


ST. JOHN RIVER 


Was 


COMMISSION, 
commission, to constituted if the 
rs, to investigate and report upon 
. John River, and to make recommenda 
ms for the rezulation of the use thereof by the citizé and subj 

Great Britain, according to the provisions 
intries, S30.000. 


For the expenses of a i 


rovernment of Great Britain 
the conditions and uses of the 


int be 
con 
St 
’ as ects 
and of 
two cc 
agreed to. 


amendment was, on page 16, after line 16, to insert: 


United States 
eaties between the 
The amendment 


The next 


was 


AND JAPAN. 
to Congress at its 
for the purchase of 
ldings for consular offices in China, Korea, and Japan, 
| be submitted for the same, unt 
each place, the total sum for all such buildings not to exceed 
$1,000,000, 


AR BUILDINGS IN CHINA, 
of State shall report 
covering provisions 


KORBA, 
next session 


ground and 


: : : 
showing the amo re 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, at the top of page 17, to insert: 
PURCHASE OF LE IN RKEY. 
the purchase of the buildings and grounds now occupied by the 
legation of the United States in Constantinople, Turkey, $150,000, or 
so much thereof as may be necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriation for Schedule 
B, under the subhead “ Salaries, consular service,” on page 17, 
after line 17, to insert: 
of con 


iATION PREMISES CONSTANTINOPLE, TI 


For salary sul-general at Boma, Kongo Free State, cl: 


I iSS wv, 
$4. 00 


was agreed to. 
s, on page 17, after line 19, to insert: 
$2,000. 


The amendment 

The next amendment wa 

For salary of consul at Calg: 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Expenses of 
consular inspectors,” on page 18, line 1, to increase the appro- 
priation for the actual and necessary traveling and subsistence 
of consular inspectors while traveling and inspecting 
instructions from the Secretary of State from $10,000 to 
{) 


ry, Canada, class 9, 


XpDenSeS 
under 


$1504 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The next ndment was, in the items of Schedule C, under 
the subhead “Allowances for clerk hire at United States consu- 
lates,” on page 20, line 11, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “five hundred” and insert “one thousand;” and in line 
13, before the word “ thousand,” to strike out “ fifty ’ and in- 
‘one hundred and fifty-five; so as to make the clause 


cine 


sert 


ice for clerks at consulates, to be expended under the direc 
» Secretary of State at sulates not herein provided for in 
lerk hire, no greater portion of this sum than $1,000 to be 
one consulate in any one fiscal year, $155,000: Provided, 

sum expended in one year shall not exceed the amount 


mendment was agreed to. 


The : 
The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Expenses of 
interpreters, guards, and forth, in Turkish dominions, and 
forth,” 21, line 2, to increase the appropriation for 
interpreters and guards at the in the Turkish Do- 
minions and at Zanzibar, to be expended under the direction of 
the Secretary of State, from $10,000 to $12,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘ Contingent 
expenses, United States consulates,” on page 23, line 6, to in- 
crease the appropriation for contingent expenses, United States 


consulates, from $300,000 to $850,000. 


sO 


SO on page 


consulates 


| 


the | 


| 
| 


‘anada, | 


| 
| 


JUNE 11. 





The reading of the bill was concluded. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the pil] 
to be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


PRE RVATION OF NIAGARA FALLS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of 
the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 18024) for the control and recy- 
lation of the waters of Niagara River, and for the preservation 
of Niagara Falls, and for other purposes, and requesting a con- 


ference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 


Houses thereon. 

Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate insist upon its amend. 
ments, agree to the conference asked for by the House, and that 
the Chair appoint the conferees. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Vice-President appointed 
Mr. Lopce, Mr. CuLtom, and Mr. More@an as the conferces on 
the part of the Senate. 

BLACKFEET INDIAN RESERVATION LANDS IN MONTANA. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of 
the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 19681) to survey and allot the 
lands embraced within the limits of the Blackfeet Indian Reser- 
vation, in the State of Montana, and to open the surplus lap 
to settlement, and requesting a conference with the Sen 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. CLAPP. I move that the Senate insist on its 
ments and accede to the request of the House for a conf 
and that the conferees on the part of the Senate be ap; 
by the Chair. 

The motion 
Mr. CLARK of 
ferees on the 


was agreed to; and the Vice-President appointed 
Montana, Mr. Dupois, and Mr. Capp as the con- 
part of the Senate. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

H. R. 19144. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
Louisa Sheppard was read twice by its title, and referred t 
the Committee on Pensions. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. CLAPP. I move that the Senate proceed to the furt! 
consideration of the conference report on House bill 15321, th 
Indian appropriation bill. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator 
me for a moment to make an inquiry? 

Mr. CLAPP. I will yield as soon as the conference 1 
taken up. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Minnesota moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the conference 
report on the Indian appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the 
me for a-moment? 

Mr. CLAPP. Certainly. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by 
B. F. Barnes, one of his secretaries, announced that the I’ 
dent had approved and signed the following acts and joint re 
lutions : 

On June 8: 

S. R. 20. Joint resolution directing the selection of a site for 
the erection of a bronze statue in Washington, D. C., in honor 
of the late Henry Wadsworth Longfellow ; 

S. 86. An act for the erection of a monument to the 
of Commodore John Barry; 

S. 333. An act in regard to a monumental column to com 
orate the battle of Princeton, and appropriating $30,000 there 
for ; 

S. 685. An act for the erection of a monument to the meni 
of John Paul Jones ; 

S. 4370. An act to appropriate the sum of $40,000 as a 
contribution toward the erection of a monument 2t Pro aoe 
town, Mass., in commemoration of the landing of the Pusruls 
and the signing of the Mayflower compact; and aaa 

S. 4698. An act for the preservation of American antiquiles. 

On June 9: 

S. R. 54. Joint resolution authorizing a change in t 
of the mails in the fourth division ; 

S. 5489. An act to provide for sittings of the cir 
trict courts of the southern district of Florida in 
Mimi, in said district; and 

S. 6288. An act to create a new division of the we 


from Minnesota yield t 


Senator from Minnesota yield t 


Mr. 


memory 


nem: 


ry 


part 


» weighing 


rit and dis- 
the city of 


stern judi- 
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( istrict of Texas, and to provide for terms of court at Del | The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is 
x., and for a clerk for said court, and for other purposes. | made by the Senator fr 


} Ini m South Carolina? The Cl 
e REPORT ON ALASKAN SCHOOLS, ETC. | none, and the Secretary will read as 
' 1G yr . : ‘ - 4 : The Secretary ea as fol] 
VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following Phe Secretary read i 


from the President of the United States; which was | RECEIVER FOR WALSH ROAD \NKI ) LIQUIDATED HIS BA 
























































































. 4 . > , ‘ NO ss 
id, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Coin- 
Ww * ‘ Sat ( 
ow the Territories, and ordered to be printed: a A of ; : 
: Receivership proceedings against the rail: f J rR. W 
e rte: imminent 
ce with the resolution of the Senate of May |} This became known to-day when it l 
dent, “if not incompatible with the publi sion which amounts almost to open 
Senate with a copy of the report of the investigation made | the clearing-house association, wh ) 
the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, by Special | to liqu late the ¢ i » Nati l 
Cc. Churchill, regarding the condition of educational and } ber. 3 tring-! 
ce and the management of reindeer service in the District the W li 1 inte 
sether with all exhibits accompanying said report,” I course r the inks « é 
h copies of the original and supplemental reports of | The f ip 
dated, respectively, December 11, 1905; January 10, | it b 
and June 2, 1906, together with all the exhibits accom the &S I Chi Se aud 1 S 
me. are in a d ‘ 
a letter from the Secretary of the Interior submitting | ‘There | een a g t deal of 
transmission to the Senate. ; 8 s said a n in close t vit 
THEODORE ROOSEVELT. ( of the most heavily inte i :s to-d | 
: House, June 11, 1906. leal to seli the Walsh roads fell through in N Y 
: ; ° crown louder. The é § he » 
PROPOSED INVESTIGATION OF NATIONAL BANKS. a eg eR rs are not sat d to h 
\‘r TILLMAN. Mr. President, I see the Senator from Rhode | open to give relief ns to a receivers! r 
Mr. Aupricu}, the chairman of the Committee on |, The Southern Indiana is the only road ' 
: , wicca « -2 1 I desire ‘all his attentior 1as shown earning capabiliti finar \ 
1 the Chamber, am desire to ca 11S rele n ion, of the Chicago Southern or the Sout! » Lllin« Why 2 
tion of the Senate also, and to make an inquiry } Indiana, according to its last annual statement, w 
regard to the resolution which I submitted on the pas owt gees on its inde — as Le per cel 
Bs : . : . the coal stril was declared on May 1, the nh 
1 and which was referred to the Committee on Southern Indiana has not been a} i r 
following day. In order that Senators may under- | On top of the banks’ other trou ea rt 3 
: ‘ } f +} Q ws on ) 
involved, I ask that the resolution may be read. |?) veo tid unload the bonds nf Waleh eon to natio 
7 . ssiaaenee 72 2 : ‘ 4 they should unload the bonds of aish’s roads nov I i 
ICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary | io}. ie itntiee. nee ' 
resolution. s ‘thing like 2,000,000 of 
; ary read the resolution submitted by Mr. TILLMAN | : 3 a ha 
/ \ 1906, as follows: of little Wals 
; the Committee on Finance be directed to inquire stock i g po i 
ational banks have made contributions in aid of g as the roads pa or vi 
and if so to what extent and why the fact S ! He y 1 
da l troller of the Currency: and wl | ge 
} } y nt } ° +7 | lef ] ? 
1 embezzlements, abstract na 
t inds of the banks which call for r ; S banks we ) of Sl t 1 
if Said mitt i | j ferred to a nk whose pt dent i the 
t nat 1 : ‘ ( al the of i r ) Ind o 
; ! il p | y t ad j | ” 
i city, and \v uc ive st ling \ in e ] y 
r to ing ‘ 7 11 , 
f payi i W k on 1 ves 
é { ( ty iSul f ! W is p l g i ! ‘ i ‘ 
ts i such M son = bb I M 
id of e | 1 Lil rd « g nfs j Mf 
stituted on Attorney G il | 1 | 
1 whet the public int t | gat ‘ So wt iray i d 
national banking laws. | progress that f 
LMAN senators will remember that Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, it is well understood | : 
Ie nted to the Sennte I made who read the ne wspaners that after the ‘ 
regar to ita Lealled atte ition to the general made to sec ure the dismissal of the ch = y t M } 
: or looseness of manage- | before the United States commissioner failed l 
. 7 practical that there were | over to court to await the action of the grand l 
to law. and in that discussion | pected this financial tangle in Cl » to 
1k in Chicago was rather prom- | The “admirable financiering” which elicit 
ht forward The Senator from Illinois [{Mr. | mendation from the Senator from Illinois [Mr. H INS 
ito take great umbrage that I should presume to | failed to lish that purpose, he of tl 
bar in his home city and—well, if I had been | which » in the clearing-house association is We 
ler it, used language which was insulting. | find that, instead of being al oO sell the rail ‘ 
\¢ lark doctrine or dogma that because | the debts of Mr. Walsh and get things st 2 l ¢ 
ere ne med to lynch negroes for rape, | valuation of the roads, which in the last new aner 
1 announced and declared on the floor of the | read on the subject was, I think, placed at a 
here that in 1876 we shot negroes and stuffed | twenty-two million dollars, has now shru » th i 
rry the elections in order to regain control of | knows what they are worth, nd if knocked « 
; ur Ciy tion, it was prefectly permissi- | hammer it seems as if the ch es are for 
‘ Chicago to go on stealing without any question | the banks, which may cause further embarrass «J 
ional bankers to disobey the law as thev | rot xr to do with that I do not wl eS 
ly giving the outline of the Senator’s argu- | ments are true or not, and I do not ear \\ i 
no desire in mentioning it to renew that un- | have this subject invest ted, as I said befe n I 
though I am ready at any time. this matter forward, without any al pal or 
morning is to make inquiry of the chairman | because I thought it \ i legitimat ect if nquiry ! 
on Finance as to whether this resolution has hould like to have 1 nee ¢ l tte | S 
whether it will be considered, or whet! the propriety and necessity for examining into 
e to take up this investigation and follow it | determining once for all what is ne arv to be done, 
as the resolution has pointed out, to see that the laws of 
unent or reason why there should be an inves- | United States are obeyed by the national ban So 
ugh investigation, and at the earliest pos- | kind of wild-cat proceeding shall not be r ed so 
, . . } © 
the desk and ask to have read dn article | else. 
sun of June 6, relating to the condition in Mr. CLAPP and Mr. HOPKINS addressed » Chair 
ard to the Walsh bank, and the situation in| The VICE-PRESIDENNT. ‘The Senator from > 3 
house association of Chicago finds itself in | recognized. Does he yield to the Senato 


Mr. CLAPP. I had no idea this ut 1 lend t 
a great | debate, but I will yield to the Senator from I 

* present situation, and I think will empha- Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President, I do not | 

or action by the Finance Comunittee. very much of the time of the Senate, but I d » to calt the 


Walsh bank, and the assumption by that 
of the Walsh debts. It will throw 
‘ the 


1 
LU 
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statement made by the Senator 

LMAN]| that he has no knowledge 

nt made in the article which he 

. If that is the only information which 

informat men rely upon in a 
uch as is there represented. 

( the attention of the Senate and of the 
fact that every depositor in the Walsh bank was 
“i cents on the dollar; that everybody who has 
‘connection with the bank depositor or any rela- 
it in a financial way has been paid in full, and that 
1 to pay the full book value to every stock- 


has 
ion as 


¢ eall 
to the 
hundre 


as a 


‘ > assets enoug! 
* in the bank. 
article shows, if I 
igo banks advanced 
onds and stocks of 
ince the s 


ina that I was 


that the 
and took 


its statement, 
$14,000,000, 


remember 

something like 

those 

to fin situation. I will say to the Senator 

told by one of those bankers that 

ling offer of $22,500,000 for those 

» a large margin, after paying these banks, to 

and the other parties who are interested in the 

Walsh and those interested with him regard 

is worth from twenty-five to twenty-seven mil- 

they have been insisting that the properties 
old for lk than that sum. 

nkers there, who represent the great financial 

f in full accord with Mr. Walsh, as I 

proposition that these great properties, 

just indicated, shall not be sacrificed by 

interest that might their va 

is to it. When loses money out in 

question, it will be time enough for the Senator 

wildeat banking; ” 


ina to characterize it as “ 
shown that the banking there is 


seek to depress lue. 
is a somebody 

zo on tl 

South Car 
to the pres 
haracter 
Aa cent to 


nt time is 


that precludes the idea that there should be a 
anybody. 

APP and Mr. FRAZIER 
"E-PR 


addressed the Chair. 
Senator from Minnesota 


ESIDENT. 
x from Tennessee? 

[. The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
d me a question, which I should be glad to 
San answer. 

Il do hear 
mittee on Finance, and to know ' 
idered this resolution, or whet! 
thinks the it 
sidered 
it will 


Does 


the 


desire to somethin 
Cons 
iether he 
noi 
think or what it does 
ave an assurance from him that the 
with the resolutik itl ¢ 


Senate’s action, 


i adopt 
or else make 
) as ) 10t do it. 
ALDRICH. Mr. President—— 
VIC E i] Does the Senator from Minnesota 
yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. CLAPP. do. 

Mr. ALDRICH. One of the subject 
ion is that in gard to contributions for political purposes. 
l been disposed of by the Senate, and that is, 
out of the jurisdiction of the committee. 
itters in relation to national banks, 
ittee has been very busy of late and, 

taken those up, not supposing that there was 
in regard to them. The question the Sez 
a now 
ected upon by the committee; 
» meets to-morrow morning, 
» will take the matter up. 
That is all I want. I simply do not 
that that anomalous condition in Chicago 
re must be some foundation for this state- 
York Sun is not a yellow journal: 
news ervik 
of opinion in the clearing house as to what 
| be done with these properties, and there may be wreckers 
ew York snd ho would like to get these rail- 
o far wrecked and demor: liz 1 as to be aple to buy them 
a sa But I am willing to have the mittee in- 
ate these matters a determine, once for all, whether the 
“of the United States have been broken there and what 
ught to be enacted, if any, to protect the banks. 
FRAZITE Mr. President—— 
he VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 
Mr. CLAPP. The conference report on the Indian 


as already 
‘e, I suppose, 


» other 


two m 
ecomn there- 


any 


but I will say that the 
and I will assure 


elsewhe re ‘ 


CT ii e, Con 


great | 
| district courts in Tennessee and that both the bench and bay 


| consideration of Senate bill 6149, being a bill in relation 
| time for holding the circuit and district courts of the United 


various railroads as security in | 
from | 7 : : ; 
| unanimous consent for the present consideration of a pill. 


properties. | title of whieh will be stated. 


| retary’s desk. 


ex- | 


+ | 


s ineluded in the resolu- | eat 
| will for the present be suspended. 


T will | 


1ator from | 
brings to the attention of the Senate has | 


the | 


want | 





it is | 
and its statement is that | 


Minnesota | 


appro- as the inevitable thing. Therefore I have small ho) 


priation bill is pending, and it can not be acted upon by 
other House until the Sen: ite first acts upon it. So I feei 

it ought to be pressed to a conclusion; but I urderstand 
bill which the Senator from Tennessee is anxious to have ta\ey 
up is one merely to change the time for holding ecirenit nd 


the bill having passed the House—are interested in kno 
what is to become of the bill, so that they may adjust thoi; 
dates accordingly. In view of that, I make an exception anq 


| yield to the Senator from Tennessee. 


TERMS OF COURT IN 'RENNESSEE. 


Mr. FRAZIER. I ask unanimous consent for the present 


> The 


States in certain districts of Tennessee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Tennessee agis 
tue 
The Secretary. A bill (S. 6149) to change and fix the time 
for holding the circuit and district courts of the United States 
for the middle district of Tennessee; in the southern 
of the eastern district of Tennessee at Chattanooga, 
northeastern division of the eastern district of Tenn 
Greeneville, and for other purposes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the 
consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committ: f t] 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been repor; 
from the Committee on the Judiciary with an amendment, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment reported by 
Committee on the Judiciary will be stated. 

Mr. FRAZIER. Mr. President, I will state that a bill 
been passed by the other House on the same subject whic 
identical with the Senate bill. I therefore ask that the Hi 


| bill may be taken up for consideration, and that the Senate 
| be indefinitely postponed. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The House bill is not 
The Chair supposes it to be in the Con 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. FRAZIER. Then I ask that the considerat 
Senate bill may be proceeded with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The committee 
be stated. 

The Secretary. The Committee on the Judiciary 
amendment, to insert, as section 3, the following 

Sec. 3. That the clerks of said circuit and district « 
eastern district of Tennessee may reside and keep t! 

tively, in either the city of Knoxville, Chattan: 

ville; but said clerks shall each, respectively ap point 
side and keep their offi in each of the - 
the one in which d cierks sh all res} 
offices; that the s: deputy clerks s! 
and perform all the duties appertaining 
respectively. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair would sugges 
louse bill has been sent for, and the Chair will reco 
Senator from Tennessee later. The action on the 


amen 


ces 


cipals, do 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL-——CONFERENCE RI 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the re! 
eommnittee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to thr 
15331) making appropriations for the current and 
expenses of the Indian Department, for fulfilling 
lations with various Indian tribes, and for other | 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1907. 

Mr. CLAPP. I understand the Senator from Sout! 
[Mr. TrrrMAN] desires to be heard. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, late Saturday 
brought to the attention of the Senate a matter 
twice before been considered by the Senate and 
appears wholly indefensible. In order that — ite 
not present Saturday, and who have not read t! 


| understand somewhat what is involved, I will 
| my objections to having this conference report ad 


Senate. 

I know, Mr. President, of course, that it is | 
hopeless thing for a Senator to attempt to secure | 
of such a report at this stage of the session. We 
ing under pressure; we are tired, fatigued, and 
the long, laborious session, and when a matter ! 
sidered in the Senate and then brought back in t! 
conference report, the usual feeling of Senators 1s 
be fairly reasonable and proper, and that it is to 


heen eon: 
a a 
I et 
accep te 


of ge tting 
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S rs to vote to reject this report, although there are things | Five Civilized Tribes bill, being a Senat 














y Lait 1 iin nd re 
hich would warrant it being sent back to conference | fore giving the Senate conferees power to insist 1 it and g oF 
- tructions. them some leverage on the Ho ( rees, W l y i But 
| irticular item to which I wish to call attention is the | the conference report comes | and fl ob ious pre 
f Andrew Jackson Brown and the Seminole Indians. | is left in the law passed to dispose of the affairs of the Five ¢ 
11 bill which passed the Senate some six weeks or two | lized Tribes, and when this conf we report is adopted, if it 
igo to finally dispose of the affairs of the Five Civil- | shall be adopted with that provision in it, this outrage, as I have 
es there was an amendment put on by the Senate com- | called it, and I think so still, wil! be the law. 
yviding that Why do I call it an outrage? For tl simple reason: The 
irsements, in the sum of $186,000, to and on account of the litigation which was instituted by 1 U iiss er of Indian 
le Indians, by Ji mes 1). soukina, ee agent appointed Affairs under the instructions and itho Ss vy ot 
ii, caiiee a Bre of & ; aa aiaraien tin 31, 1900, aap che Interi . = oom pending. . Th law sults 5am y 
i sum, be, and the same are hereby, ratified and confi .d; | Government to protect the righ and to 1 ( th 
rhat this shall not prevent any individual from bringing suit | or the money due the minors : ne tl - ! 
! half to recover any sum really due him. Brown had acted as administrator de bonis 1 rhis | 
Mr. President, I do not like to insist that Senators shall quit | simply ratifying Brown's acts and validati 
; 0 d listen, but I will insist because they are going to | of the power of these litile Indian children ot ph 
s report presently and I am determined that they shall | recover what is due them, becau »can imag two or tl 
i their ears open, or their eyes open, anyhow. ignorant Indian minors being a to institut or ¢ 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate will be in order. any lawyer to go into court to protect their rights and r 
Mr. TILLMAN. This provision, which was inserted in the | the money which Brown misay riated 7 
Five ¢ zed Tribes bill, ratified and legalized the action of I will read what the Secretary of the Interior in 
Brown and Jenkins. in disbursing this money. I was in port, which Senators will find o1 ge $419 of st Sant 
ed by private letter from the Indian Territory that it | Recorp, says about this matter. I will just read his « 
‘ageous proceeding; that many of the Indians had | sions: 
cheated: that there were minors whose rights were in- | The Commissioner of Indian Aff 
F ed { that the Indian Department has instituted suit to | by him, that said amendment sh 1 not be enae 
t se minors, and had employed an attorney to press I fully concur with the Commiss oe f 
SU the United States courts. I saw the chairman of In other words, he wants these lawsuits to be carried to tl 
( tee privately, and suggested that this was a bad thing | Conclusion and let the man Brown, who is wealth) d 
t bill. He said that, so far as he was concerned, | fl, go into court and get such prot nas the law 
7 ng for it to go out. I sat here one evening’ very him—no more and no less. But the proposal 


to get an opportunity to have the Senate vote it | date his acts, to stop the lawsuits, and to turn tl 
out, but, having assurance that it would go out in conference | !eose with no chance for a recovery of their perty, u 
House did not readily agree to it, I left the Chamber. It | S°me strange and unlikely piece of good fortune son. 
‘ fied by the Senate, and when the conference report on | Samaritan of a lawyer will come along and ta 
Five Civilized Tribes bill came back, instead of the pro- | duct their lawsuits for them. I read further down fr 
out, it was in. I was informed that the House | Port of the Commissioner : 
( ees had accepted it without question, and that the Special Agent Jenkins p: 





force ‘ere refore ’ cca of , ret j of the estates of de emi s, $151 19.60, of ich 
rees were therefore helpless, and could not get it paid to the Wewoka ine Cocman < rie c¢ ated 
cost of administration $103,183.70, which about 6V p 
Well, I ide a little talk in the Senate in the course of the | amount paid him by the special « t 
r called the yeas and nays on the adoption of the con- The Indian Ojilice, after sending an inspector to examine into 


ference report on the Five Civilized Tribes bill; but that pro- | this matter, reported 
n in it was accepted by the Senate and the provision be- | that the payment to Mr. Crawford seemed to have beer 

§ came ¢ w. Later when the Indian appropriation bill, which authority of law stint int ost of tl 3 pay w 
now e before it, came into the Senate, finding that it aie aeaik oee be a Sila dineels he taken bo. cecaeue 2 

rovision amending the bill in relation to the | paid Mr. Crawford. 
( ed Tribes, which had just passed and which was Further on I read a statement fr Mr. Crawford |! 
1 not signed by the President, I thought I might still get a} who appears to have been in Washington, and doub < 

e to get this piece of bad legislation eliminated, and pro- appeared before the Committee on lL 1 Affairs. It | 

od lendment repealing this provision of the Five Civy- Washington, Mav 14, Ebbitt House, and in it he s: 
Vy s bill. The conferees on the part of the Senate ; 


j Would it not be more honorable f the 
(dl t it go in, and assured me that they would try to | palance 





. i : A balance of $252,000, which he says is due the Se 
CLAPP. Mr. President—— ! try t lt 
rch ppre vRIPI "eae . . ‘ rather than try to compel the admit or to pay t 
e VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South Caro- he has already paid? This, it seen » me, we i tt 
e Senator from Minnesota? Indians than if the Government s ! 
AIAN . +9 impress UDOT eir inds the fact that 
(TILLMAN. Oh, certainly. etemm te pea fens rm =~ =i 
D> "Mn! scan : ions to pay their honest debts 
1] This matter having been thoroughly discussed eee : : kind it ‘ 
; 1 : ; - Mr. Crawford is very kind in advising Congress to 
Senate, I do not care to discuss it again, nor do I t. aft havin ured tl ial 
‘ - € sy res s OD { ing secures iS § +} | | oe ié 
atement pass unchallenged which is not accord- | Mer Fest, abter ha ae 


validating the payment to himself and validating the 


rstanding of the facts. In reference this > : : ' 
. to this Jenkins and Brown in disbursing the S1S86.00 


¢ into the Indian appropriation bill, the Senator 


_ s ( olina asked me if I would see that it was re- I read further or = 2 ee sedeer os 3 ed uy 
y frankly told him that he had charged me with | ™@" of the eee te et Sree eee : = 
se where a Senate amendment had been ac- who have doubtless been « ] yed as : rs of 
liouse conferees and the Senate conferees were it is now conceded that the ointment « } | 
| that that was the last promise he would get nan ak aiineel "was paid over to him by. 
tever I did—and I worked hard to get this in thority. 
| the Senate had passed the amendment, and not And yet when the Government of the 1 ted Stat ; 
( y understanding with the Senator from South | in effect the guardian of these Indian erphans, begins | 
| | to determine whether what has been done $y ' 
, ann Mr. President, I spoke with the other two | illegal, the Senate is asked nd the S<« te has era 


{ very little chat with the Senator from Minne- request—to put into this bill a provision that all 
whether lawful or unlawful, whether wrong or rig! 

The Senator did not say that. ratified and confirmed, and therefore the lawsuits \ 

ae \3 [ was speaking of the conferees who really | stopped and the action of the Commissioner of Indian Af 

rhe other two would, of course, outvote the | and of the Secretary of the Interior will be ignored 

: esota, and they had the controlling hand. I | manner a reprimand will be administered to those o 

} f them with documents, which were sent to me | attempting to discharge their duties. 

' Department, in relation to this claim, which I do not know that I care to say anything more, } p 

character, its outrageous character, and I felt | dent. It seems to me very clear that in dealing with tl 

that the Senate amendment, which I had intro- | of Indians nothing can ever be done here without some 
ded for the repeal of this provision in the | appearing on the scene and acting as their agent and 


a 
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of that 
the 


une committee and getting the indorsement 
for legislation which will in the end enable 
get a very large percentage of the money. 
i the Colville Reservation matter, which we had up Satur- 
we find that these very same attorneys, Butler and Vale, 
een before the committee; that they secured the inser- 
of a provision which looks to recognizing the debt of the 
ment—a million and a half dollars—and appropriating 
time a hundred and fifty thousand dollars, which went 
to the bill as passed by the Senate. But the conference have 
rted back a provision which striki’s that out and refers the 
the attorneys—who have some claim; I do not know 
sort of one, whether honest or dishonest, just or unjust— 
to the Court of Claims for adjudication and report, and I sup- 
pose that in due time we will have some other lawyer employed 
‘ 
| 
] 


e 
Cialilh Ol 
what 


» collect the remainder of the money and get the Treasury to 
it. So this will go on. While we have money here be- 
nging to the Indians, recognized as belonging to them, ap- 
“i by Congress, it can not be collected and paid to them 
vyyer comes here and goes before a committee and 
in some bill authorizing its payment and, of 
1 fat fee for it. 

ite at the proper time to disagree to 
yack with instructions to strike out this 

Mr. SIMMONS obtained the floor. 
Mr. TELLER. Mr 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Netson in the chair). 
he Senator from North Carolina yield to the Senator from 


Preside nt 
‘olorado? 
TELLER. I desire to discuss the question which the 
x from South Carolina has just discussed. 
SIMMONS. I yield to the Senator from Colorado. 
TELLER. I will proceed now on this proposition. 
ill clarify things somewhat, I think, Mr. President, to 
» the facts come before the Senate, and one of the most im- 
nt points in this discussion is that these Indians have 
een Indians within the meaning of the law for a large 
‘r of years. They are citizens, and were citizens before 
ippropriation was made. and the attorney who appeared 
them appeared for them not as members of a tribe, not as 
ndians within the meaning of the law, but as citizens of the 
! States. He made a contract with them through a com- 
ittee appointed by those claimants, specifying the percentage 
should receive. This is not the statement that the Senator 
m South Carolina [Mr. TmLMAN] made. He understands 
they are Indians, because he says they are under the 
dianship of the United States. That is a mistake. They 
not under the guardianship of the United States any more 
} any other citizens of the United States. 
Ir. TILLMAN. Will the Senator pardon me? 
TELL Certainly. 
TriLLMAN. I was speaking broadly and of the 
1 ther than of the technical, legal situation, and 


actual 
realiz- 


the Senator himself must, that the bill which was passed | 
affairs | 
Civilized Tribes took charge of their entire prop- | 


a month ago, for the settlement of the 


» while ago, 
worked it in any shape we saw 
and provided everything connected with it, 
the Seminoles being among those Indians, I do not see how the 
idea of guardianship can be got away from. We are in ac- 

ty and in honesty their guardians, whether we are legally 


erty, handled it, distributed it, 
fit, made allotments, 


r. TELLER. The Senator*from South Carolina is not ac- 
in the last statement any more than he was in the first. 
net attempt 

of these 


f Indians in the bill to which the Senator re 
Government did claim, under a decision of the 
Court, that 
having rights over their real 
But there has been no claim at 
yrernment had any control over the per- 
Indi 
me ask the Senator a question. 
rtainly. 
When the money was appropriated for 
a hundred and eighty-six thousand dol- 
what instrumentality and at whose initiative was 
1 appointed administr 
r. TELLER. That I can not answer. 
ir. TILLMAN. As I understand, there were families of de- 
sed Indians who had rights to a part of the money appropri- 
ted, and the Indian agent, Jenkins = 
Mr. TELLER. He was not the Indian agent; he was a special 


‘ a ic 7 
eyercisea 


nue to do so. 
ins. 
sM AN. 

1LOLeS 


ator? 
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to touch or interfere with the personal | 
|} and Mr. Jenkins could not get an acquittance fr 


although they had become citizens, the | 
estate, | 





| Ankeny 





JUNE 11. 


—— 


Mr. TILLMAN. A special agent; anyhow, he had to do \ 
Indian affairs. Jenkins was paid the money by the Govery, 
here and authorized and required to disburse it accord 
law, of course. He goes to the Indian Territory; I do not | 
how it happened; I have no facts; I can only guess: but | 
Brown being friendly, Brown somehow or other got the -; 
istratorship. He did not get it legally, because Mr. Butk 
it was not lawful. But still Mr. Jenkins paid to an jj! 
appointed administrator the money intrusted to him by ¢) 
ernment to pay to these Indians. What I am contending 
here is that instead of letting the courts—for which the § 
has so much respect and which we all ought to respect- 
of letting the law settle it and let the rights of Brown and 
body else concerned be passed upon by the courts, we st 
ward and take the responsibility upon ourselves in the 
to say “We know Brown is an honest man; we kn 
Brown has not stolen a dollar; therefore we ratify 
and Jenkins’s acts.” I want the courts to determine 
or not Brown has stolen any money. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator will let me go on and 
speech, and not make it himself, I will give him the 
not guesses, as he has given. I do not intend to do any 
work here. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I am guessing from the official re 

Mr. TELLER. I do not think I need to say that | 
much interest in the proper discharge of the duties of t 
ernment as has the Senator from South Carolina, and | 
think it would be boasting if I should say that I kn 
deal more about the facts in this case than does t! 
from South Carolina. I will show a case before I ¢ 
in which, if the Senator has any desire to protect th 
he will find a wide field for his sympathy and operations 

I want to go back to the beginning. During the war the Sem- 
inole Indians divided into two parts. A part of them were in 
sympathy with the Confederacy and a part in sympathy with 
the Government of the United States. Quite a large number of 
them entered the service of the Government; some of them went 
the other way. The property of those who remained at home 
I am speaking about those who were loyal to the Government— 
and the property of those who went into the Army was « 
stroyed and appropriated by the Confederate forces, co 
in part of Seminole Indians who were disloyal to the Goy- 
ernment. 

At the close of the war the Government of the United States 
made a treaty with them and recognized their services. I will 
not say whether there was one regiment or two, for I have f 
gotten, but there was at least one regiment in the public sery 
ice. Before I state the proposition that I started on, I desire 
to say that the regiment was commanded by Samuel! Crawford, 
who was a colonel, and I believe afterwards a brigadier-general; 
but at that time he was a colonel. These Seminoles were mem- 
bers of his regiment. At the close of the war Mr. Crawford 
became governor of Kansas. He was governer f , r 
While I was engaged as Secretary of the Interior 
think for the first time, the acquaintance of Gever 
ford, who had more or less matters pertaining to | 
terests and some pertaining to Indian affairs before tl 
ment. I have known him since, and that is in the nei 
now of twenty-five years. I have always known hi: 
of character and good standing. I know that has 
reputation in the community in which he lives. 

In the early part of the session Governor Crawford came 10 
me with the suggestion that Mr. Jenkins, who had f 
pointed by the Government to pay out this mon 
over a portion of it to a man whom it was after 
was not legally entitled to receive it from the © 


} 


posed 


I made, 


ernment if the Government was disposed to sa) 
to an improper person; that under a condition w! 
in the slightest degree reflect upon the integrity of 
he had paid out the money to parties who were en! 
under a mistake of law, supposing that he had |!» 
appointed an administrator for these people. 
There are not many Senators present, Mr. Pres 
should like to have the attention of those who are ! 
Mr. TILLMAN. I think it is of importan 
should be a quorum present, and I make the | 
that there is not one in the Chamber. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The point of no qu 
ing been made, the Secretary will call the roll. 
The Secretary called the roll, and the follow! 
answered to their names: 
Aldrich Beveridge 
Blackburn 


Bulkeley 
Burkett 


Burnham 
Carter 
Clapp 


—— Clarke, Ark. 


Bailey 
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rm Hopkins Millard | 
Kittredge Morgan 
Knox Nelson | 
La Follette Nixon ‘ 
Lodge Overman Teller 
Long Patterson Tillman 

r Mcknery Perkins Warner 
Mallory Pettus Warrer 

PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-eight Senators have re- | 


d to their names. <A quorum is present. 
TELLER. I was saying, in response to the inquiry of 
itor from South Carolina, that Mr. Brown paid out this 
s administrator and was afterwards held not to be legally 
ul, and the proceedings were irregular, owing to the fact | 
was supposed at that time that the laws of Arkansas | 
force in the Seminole country, when, in fact, they were | 
were not put in force there for some years afterwards. 
e number of Senators have come in since I commenced 
and I fear before I reach that point in my remarks 
leave. So I desire to say again that one of the promi- 
ures of this case, which must be kept in mind, is that 
ple are citizens of the United States, and were citizens 
ited States when they made their contract with their 
and when I have detailed the history of this case as 
nd it, there will be nobody in this Chamber, or outside 
who will not say that they were entitled to employ 
and that no diserédit can come to the attorney who | 
case, but some discredit may come to the Government | 
d States that it created the necessity for attorneys 


er, 


w refer to the administrator’s acts. He became admin- | 
sing the Arkansas law was in effect in that sec- 
[Indian Territory when it was not. Every proceed- 
law was correct, except that the court in one 
le an order in chambers which ought to have been 
irt; and subsequently, when Mr. Brown presented 
or approval, it was examined and approved by the 
mbers when it is now said he should have approved 
urt. That was a proceeding the like of which 
lly everywhere. I will venture to say that in 90 | 
cases where the courts upon accounts of | 
hile the order may be made in open court, the exam- | 
ally made in chambers, because there it can 
‘h better ease and with much greater safety than 

l The court | 


tne 





the pass 


be 


h. Mr. Brown reported to the court. 
proceedings as correct, and approved them. 
I will back and from the beginning | 
eating what I have said except so far as may be | 
make it consecutive with what I desire to say now. 
lusion of the war, in 1866, the Seminole Indians, 
en loyal to the Government, set up the claim that 
ered by reason of their loyalty, and they desired 
t to make them some compensation for the prop- 
st and for the injuries they had suffered because ! 


go commence 


ty. The Government made a treaty with them, | 
before me, in which the Government recognized | 
they were loyal—they could not ignore if they | 
ovided in that treaty that a commission should 
io determine what the Indians had suffered, what 


of the property they had lost, and in what cases | 
tled to compensation for property so lost. That 
in 1866. 
n 1867—if anybody is particular about the dates | 
n exactly—this Commission was appointed, as | 
treaty. They made the examination. The 
$50,000 before this examination was | 
nission reported that there was due, over and | 
paid, subtracting the $50,000, $163,000 in | 
In section 3 of the act providing for this Com- 
S a provision inserted, which any Senator may 
re was an amount found due greater than the 
VOU had been paid, it should draw interest at 5 per | 
1 until it was paid. 
it, that report was made on the 26th day of 
7. I hold before me a copy of the report, with 
e people who were entitled to receive and the 
ley were entitled to receive. Bear in mind 
im and néver has been a claim made by the 
im for losses by individuals. The Commission 
each individual was entitled to. I listened to 
he other day wherein it was said (and it will 
again) that where an amount is found against 


LLie 


lvanced 


nN 


\ 
} 
i 


there is no necessity for any attorney to 
ure the payment of it. There is nobody in 


» is authorized to pay out money, no matter 
Iaiy be due by the Government of the United 


Congress of the United States has made an | 


(ve 
— 





| appropriation for that amount. From the 26th d of 
ber, 1867, until 1902 there is no appropriation of thut 
made. The Indians appeared here from time to time 
In 1898S we made another t ith t = ) 
arrangement, which can also be found in the statutes. by w 
we agreed that the Senate of the 1 | States shoul ) 
upon the question of this unpaid a unt, and whate MK 
Senate did find should belong to them. Th W 
in the world to do but to compute the interest on the balan 
due—$163,000—in order to find how much w: due tl 
Indians, 
In the act of 1866 this tribe of Indians ceded to the Govern- 
| ment of the United States more than 2.000.000 acr f land, 
now occupied by white citizens in the Te ory of Ol} 10 
for the munificent sum of 15 cents an acre, amounting + 
hundred and some fifty-odd thousand dollars. I am not 2 ) 
make any claim that there was anything wrong with th rans- 
action, but it is pretty certain that the Government, then the 
guardian of these Indians, put a very small price up hi 
land that the Indians ceded to us, which the Government 
quently sold for a dollar and a quarter an acre, if i d it 
at all. 
Year after year came these Indians here for their 1 


But before the act of 1898 they employed Governor Crawford 


who had been the colonel of some of them and the colonel of 
some of the ancestors of these claimants, as is stated, 1 ra 
written contract. Governor Crawford came here repeatedly. 
Finally the Senate Committee on Indian Affairs repudiated 
the claim made by the Indians for $165,000 and 5 per cent on 
it from that time to the time the matter was before the S« 
| committee. Thereupon it was said, as a romise \ 
will give you interest on this $163,000 from the time you mad 
|} agreement with the Government of the United States,” and 
that gave them about $20,000. That is added to the 63,000 


amounting to $23,000, I think, making $186,000. 


Now, Mr. President, I stop a moment, and I want some Sena- 
tor, with the statute lying before him, in which the Govern- 
ment agreed to pay 5 per cent on any amount that should be 
found above the $50,000, to tell me, subjecting that question to 
the law of common decency, by what right the Govern: , 

| the United States had through its committee and through this 
body and the other to declare that these Indi 


$186,000, leaving unpaid $250,000 due them according to t 


contract the Government had made with them And en 
Government in that bill required of them that they should 
cept every dollar that they accepted in full of all tl ) 


have been paid them. 





Mr. President, that is a history which is not res] 

That is a histery which no American citizen can be proud of. 
Whether they were Indians or white men, or Indians wl ve 
| citizens under the law, they were entitled to the mons eG 
ernment had agreed to pay them, and which the \ 

have had to-day if it had not been for the pers 

Governor Crawford, coming here year aiter u 
finally secured an appropriation for the payn ' 

You can readily conceive, when I give you these facts 
if Congress, acting through its committee, would pay less t! 
half what was due, it was not likely to pay any of this 
unless some virile force made it necessary that it 
paid. 

Mr. President, if any Senator who thinks that attorneys 
not needed here when the Indian has a claim against ( 
ernment, will take that case and look at the il 
not need to take my statement or anybody else’ It is 
in black and white. It is on the records an 1 
puted. There is the report of the Commission. Th 
contract made in 1866. There is the contract made in 1808 
The evidence is abundant of the persistent effort o ‘ 

| to get the money due them, and which they have 1 
comparatively recently. 

When Congress had made that appropriation the Gove ‘ 
sent a man by the name of Jenki down te pay it out [ 
Jenkins was not, as supposed, I think, by 
South Carolina, their agent, but a special agent charg 
the disbursement of this fund. He went down th and Mr 
Brown was at that time, as I understand he i th 
I suppose the tribe has still a semi ial L. 
the treasurer of that organization or tribe. The Gov 
recognized him as the administrator. The Gove 
quired him to put up a bond of $300,0 for thi 
discharge of his duty as such administrator. He ) 
that bond, and Mr. Jenkins, supposins be 
trator de jure, as he was de facto, pai - to h he 
money that was to be paid to the Ind rs ¢ he 


heirs, and I suppose in a great measure, undoubtedly a 
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i All 


, 


TIT 


I will 
uch about this ea 
: te ‘hte 


° 7 Ke t: 
President, I want 
; 1 i 


ill touch o 


is 


bond. 
from you, 
m Mr. Jenk 
That i 
rolina, } 


m of 


‘ord came to me and told me the 


j 
‘ 


before heard 
i and J 
! amendi 
from he 
1 wus i h 
added what the 
should pre 
legal 


ditions, 


lice, then, 


n 
‘ar 


} 
kit Ui 


hat 


ent, 

be bro. 
viduals. 
Mr. Br 

if Mr. 
properly 
am told, « 
} 1 that 
‘re will 


s 


Ag 


it tai 


extent 


the 


“yt 


vising the expenditure of the money 


rp 
1VI 
rr TO 


nitiz 
{ 


ot 


of t 


adjud 


“7 with 
ats, ¥ iil 


ili 


f sufficient 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


over to the man who knew the Indians 
wracter among the Indians as any man 
f the Senator who sits in front of 
» that Mr. Brown is a man of the highest 
nity in which he lives. 


the Senator pardon me? 


ince ¢ 


that can be brought out in the courts 


until I 
I know 


Senator would wait 
court when I come to it. 


the 
n the 


se as the Senator does, and I would | 


myself. 


to say here, as a lawyer, that every act | 


legal | 


n with that matter is a 

trator de facto, if he was not de jure. 
No man can go into court and say: “I 
but you had no right, as administrator, 
ins, and therefore I will not recognize it 


1 connecti 


s the position not only of the Senator | 
ut I am sorry and ashamed to say that | 


the Commissioner of Indian Affairs on 
situation. I 
Ile detailed to me the 
t the proper. time—not im 
in February, can this 
ndian Affairs, | which 
Thereupon the 
na 


of the matter. 
introduced a 

: * 
Vv 
ad rught. 


Sen r from South Caroli ign 


‘vent suits being brought by any indi- | 


iy 


el 


n against either Mr. Brown or 
of that provision of the k 
Government is concerned, wa 
and Mr. Jenkins had discharged 

the General Government was 

committee said: “We wiil not inter- 
have been brought. We will leave 


air Mr. 


vy, SO 


S sl 


as 


le 


the has brought no suit. 
ight 
They are not 
wn—lI hear of 
Brown can not nd 


paid out the money, then 


+ 


Government 


4) 


disturbed 
no 
7 t 
ci i¢ 


in the sli 
agair 
himself 
Mr. Brown 
wealth to respond, and he 
that the yvern- 
an opportunity for these 
they are, 
mn South 


sat 


suits ist Mr. 


good for S300,000 
eertainly be 

ini redress. 
has 
have 


the ¢ 


to get 
enator fr Carolina 
ad an opportunity, that we 
of the court. I repeat 

nd I do not know that the Govern 
suit st Mr. 


under 


re- 
inter- 


rover 


1 iim 


ring Jenkins 


existing, 


ag: 
the conditi 
suit even if there 
that it may be 
matter now which : 
was for the purpose of 
r. Jenkins against any claim that 
have made, and 
vill venture to say 
‘tt the Senator who 


ny suit 


or 
ms 


at il 


not 
» committee 


M 


al 


id 


was pending. 
il 
that he is absolutely 
‘ this suit. The Goy- 
To 
over, a very industrious 
it 1 being placed in circu- 
ernment in a sort pro 
him in bringing two hundred and 
e it, is rapidly disay i 
lent, I want to say a few 
{it has been the custom 
when Indians had a eclaim 
a trader 
nately receive. While I have no 4d 
he Indian has suffered by that system, 
the traders have suffered worse 
¢ delay. 
by the court that we provided, 
no effort part of the 
a persiste demand by the In- 
and when it finally got before 


pardon me, I think it w 
TO SAY 
bringing 


being left 


need 
of formn 
odd 
pearing 

resik 
nents in 


ubt 
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he kk il 
icated 
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Tk 


aid, 


get | 


he 


that 
and can only be brought in the | 
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| of by these Indians that they have been swindled. 
| complaint of the man who has brought these suits. 


JUNE 11, 


7 
a committee the poor Indian was told that he might take 
than one-half or he would get nothing, and then the G: 
ment said: “ You must release the entire claim or 
get nothing at all.” 

Mr. Brown, following the practice, paid to those who clained 
to have the debt, with the consent of the Indians wherever they 
were capable of consenting. Where they were minors and eould 
not consent he paid under his bond. I repeat that no act 
Congress can deprive any citizen down there of his claim agai; 
Mr: Brown if he paid the money to the wrong’ party. 
his action in that case. 

Mr. President, I should have cared but little about this a 
ment except that I believe Governor Crawford to be a m 
high character. I believe he had earned the money, and | 
whereof I speak when I say he did not solicit from the Indian: 
this engagement, but they forced it upon him because he aq 
been theiz colonel and because of his relations to them in ¢h 
past. The amount paid him is, I understand, in 
with the contract which he had made not with the tribe of [)- 
dians, but with citizens of the United States acting, as all such 
communities must act, through a committee appointed by them, 

Mr. President, there has been no complaint made that I know 
That is the 

I « non 
say what his fee is to be, but I understand that somebody down 
there has a fee by which 50 per cent ef all that he shall recoyer 
from Mr. Brown is to be paid. I have no doubt that that is a 
fact. 


»\ n- 


you will 


lie has 


chow 


aCccorqance 


PANAMA CANAL. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o'clock haying 
arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business 
which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 6191) to provide for the construe- 
tion of a sea-level canal connecting the waters of the Atlantic 
and Pacific oceans, and the method of construction. 

Mr. KITTREDGE. I inquire if the Senator from Ne! 
is ready to address the Senate upon the unfinished business? 

Mr. MILLARD. I am not ready this morning to address the 
Senate, but I expect to do so on Wednesday morning after the 
morning hour. 

Mr. KITTREDGE. I ask unanimous consent that 
ished business be temporarily laid aside, in the | 
statement of the Senator from Nebraska. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The unfinished business 
be laid aside unless objection is made. The Chair hears no ol! 
jection, and it is laid aside. 

MESSAGE 


t]} 


FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr 
Brow NING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had } 
the following bills: 

$.59. An act providing for the establishment of 
building line on streets in the District of Columbia less 
feet in width; 

§. 2270. An act for 
trict of Columbia; 

S. 4170. An act to amend an act approved March : 
titled “An act making appropriations to supply defici 
the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 50, 
for prior years, and for other purposes ;” and 

S. 4268. An act changing the name of Douglas stre: 
street. 

The message also announced that the House had p 
resolution (H. J. Res. 172) to supply a deficiency i 
tion for the postal service; in which it requested the 
of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House h: 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 1 
and regulate the salaries of teachers, school officer 
employees of the board of education of the Dist 
asks a eonference with the Senate on the disagree 
the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. ™! 
and Mr. McLAIn managers at the confer 
part of the House. 


W. 4 


the relief of Nicola Masino, 


rict 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


, ‘ _— f tha 
The message also announced that the Speaker of th 


had signed the enrolled bill (1. R. 17881) permitti 
ing of a dam across Crow Wing River between th 
Morrison and Cass, State of Minnesota, and it was 
signed by the Vice-President. 
PUBLIC SCIIOOLS OF THE DISTRICT 
e > . from 
Mr. GALLINGER. I ask that the message just rece! ; . “1 
. . . san! .} hil yo pla 
the House of Representatives, relative to the schoo! | Ul, De 
before the Senate. 


‘OLUMELA 


OF ¢ 








1906. 


ie VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action 
e House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 18442) to fix and regulate the 
es of teachers, schools officers, and other employees of the 
d of education of the District of Columbia, and requesting | 
‘erence on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 
GALLINGER. I move that the Senate insist upon its 
iments, agree to the conference asked for by the House, 
hat the conferees on the part of the Senate be appointed 
Chair. 
motion was agreed to; and the Vice-President appointed 
rkett, Mr. Scorr, and Mr. GEARIN as the conferees on 
irt of the Senate. 


Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


+ 


nm of the report of. the committee of conference on the 


eine 


yotes of the two Houses on the amendments of the 


to the bill (H. R. 15331) making appropriations fer the 
and contingent expenses of the Indian Department, for | 
« treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, and | 
1 purposes, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1907. 


TELLER. Now, Mr. President, I wish to add a word or | 


There is nothing in this bill, there is nothing in 


eeding that will prevent the Government from continu 
course *hat it has adopted of encouraging some man 





$1) 
ni 


to bring these suits. There ought to be something 
that would prevent the Government from paying 
ney of these Indians that has not yet been paid to 


whoever he may be. If the Government chooses 


» expenses of this litigation, it can do so, if it has the 


1 


? 
{ 


1 
Cl 


VV 


I suppose it can pay them out of the funds that 
he Indians who have not yet been found or who 
imed it. However, this litigation down there is 
interest of the Indians, but in the interest of some 
ints to make a fee. 
ident, I expressed some feeling on this subject the 
I have some feeling on it. I am not proud of the 
at I have to make here. Yet, Mr. President, after 





‘ty years of active public service here, I can say 
but a sample, and not an exaggerated sample either. 


ment of the Indian tribes of this continent when 
ivying our just and proper debts. 


. 





dent, I think perhaps, on the whole, I had better | 
matter where it is. My experience in the Senate, | 


her place in connection with these affairs is—and 


it up in a few words—that the Government of the | 


tes never paid an honest debt to an Indian until it 
ed to do it. One of the greatest troubles we have 
uring proper legislation has been that every move- 


ht 


| Affairs for early report it 
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with this class of cases, in every instance where a lawy' 
here and prosecuted a case before the committees and . 
the courts, the Government of the United States ought 1 ve 
been compelled to pay that fee and not the Indian. 

Mr. SIMMONS obtained the floor. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Nerson in the chair). 
Does the Senator from North Carelina yield to the Senator 
from Wisconsin? 

Mr. SIMMONS. If he desires it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator w int to speak on ti 
subject? ; 

Mr. SIMMONS. I am going to speak on the amendment 


involving the payment of attorneys’ fees which has been dis- 
cussed in connection with this subject. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator from North Carolina yield 
to me? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. I desire to put in the Recorp, at the close of 
my remarks, Senate Document No. 72, Fifty-fifth Congress 
third session, leaving out the list of names. I ask permission 
to do that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Leave will be granted, 
be no objection. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not wish the names, because that 
material; I should like to have the amounts put in, but n 
Hames, 

The report referred to is as follows: 


1 


Fifty-fifth Congress, thi: 


[Senate Document No. 7: 


LOYAL SEMINOLE ROLLS AND LOSSI 


Sir: On January 18 the Depa 
Senate of the United States dated s follow 

“ Whereas by article 4 of the treaty Mar 21, 1866 it tt 
Seminole Nation of Indian 
ized to investigate and deter 
noles during the war of the re 









it was and is 
submitted to the United States Senate, which sha make 
mination of the same, and, if sustai i, shal 
thereof within two year I thereof ré 

“ Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is 
requested to furnish the Senate with a coy of the roll of 
Seminoles, and also t P 
by him to investigate ¢ 
treaty of 1866 And | I 

* Resolved, That the Commi e on Indian Affairs , and is 
instructed to investigate | ter, in 
agreement, and report by bill or otherwise i com 
with such recommendat Ss as may be de i ad 


Said resolution was duly referred to the ¢ issi 


“Whereas by the agreement of Decer r 16, 1897, with said nation 
I ) ] + 


yrrovided as 








| tion, I now have the honor to transmit copies of ‘ 


the other by those who did not know anything | 


ject, and who took charge of it, in spite of the 


ose who knew the facts and who were ready to 
so far as they could, to the Government and the 


lent, I am glad, in some respects, that we have 
i 1 the history of this country when there are 
rds for us, or, practically only a few at least 
if the history of our guardianship shall ever be 
h, as it is, it will be the blackest and most dis 
ter in our whole history as a nation. 
that I do not mean to say that we have not dealt 
ns more liberally than any nation in the world 
h the natives. There is no history where an 
n like we were, coming into a country occupied 
, has ever dealt with them as liberally as we have. 


+} ' 


most extraordinary contracts, because there 
tention paid to them. 

snized titles that did not belong in the Indian, 
entered into a solemn obligation to pay them for 
part we ought to have opened and held, and that 
wh. When we found we had made a mistake 
began to doubt whether it was what we ought to 
hen we have quietly repudiated the obligation, 
n has believed for more than two generations 
man always spoke to him with a forked tongue. 
‘resident, this case is neither infamous nor out- 
is infamous at all, it is in the fact that this 
id. If it is infamous at all, it is infamous be- 
nded that they should take a small part of the 
ey ought to have had it all. If it is an outrage, 
t is an outrage because they were compelled to 
osecute a case, and hire lawyers to do it. I 


| duties. 


and I repeat now, for we shall soon be done | 


> . -. | rolls and the report of the commissioners a yinted to inves 
the wrong of the Indian has been met on this | P . 


| proceeded by the most ¢ 


nole losses. 
1 


Respectfully, Cc. N. B 


The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE. 


Srr: The undersigned, a commissio ap] 
ry of the Interior, 
eaty of the 2ist March, 1866, t 1 the | s 


t under the aut ity ‘the f 
{ . 
Seminole Indians, “to adjudge and d t 


les for losses actually sustain 


al and faithful to their treaty 

ing the recent rebellion,” etc., respectt \ t 

our instructions, we immediately st ed for the § e « 
By appointment of the Acting Commissi 

was arranged that the commission should meet tn the vy ¢ : 

Mo., on the 14th of Augus rhe un ned e | 

meeting, but failed to meet a third 

ment we had been duly ad 1 Vi ‘ l 

his appearance, then tele! ed the Dey nt f I i 

received an answer authorizi 

did not appear, then we sh« ly ed 

; : 


him.” Acting pon ¢ 


labors. After a fatiguing trip, made ! ‘ 


dent to the far Wes we ‘ » Se 
of the 9th of September, and on the 1 rit 


pon our arrival we found the n 
council, and on t ul . con ni ! t 
ing known our business, an ; 
by the terms of our instructions, which 
nated among the people of nat by ‘ ef : 
the different bands. We also < nmut j T 
chief residing with the s é ‘ 
agency, distant 50 miles, and requested that he would 1 
our arrival and business among that portion of t Sen 
In due time we received his acknowledgment, which, 
letter, is herewith transmitted. 

It will be seen by reference to some of the claims that t 


ou 


have put in for loss of guns; also for loss of cash ( 1 and 1). 
In the instance of a loss of guns, we have, through wit 1 
ourselyes that the claimants carried a gun off w thet e 
of leaving home, and only allowed for guns when the claimant carried 


away one or more and had to leave others behind. 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. JUNE 1], 


ee 7 — 


curring in some of the claims, we have made In reply to which I respectfully ask you to correct this stateme 
full as possible, always satisfying ourselves | as such contract was never approved, in whole or in part, by the | 
the claimant actually possessed said money } partment of the Interior. 
nt of the disturbed condition of the country in The facts are as follows: 
vllion. In every such case the money was lost | The value of a citizenship in the Choctaw Nation was estimeted 
t, occurring aon the night of the 25th of December, | $5,000, and it was claimed that some 4,000 Mississippi Choct 
mant was endeavoring to escape from the rebel | threugh certain attorneys, were endeavoring to have their names 
running the Seminole country. rolled for the purpose of sharing this asset, if secured. 
Indians had successfully beaten the rebels in two pre- } Messrs. Mansfield, McMurray & Cornish, of South McAlester, clai 
but on the 25th of December they were surprised in camp | that if these 4,000 applicants for citizenship were enrolled it w 
and lost all their effects. We are of opinion | represent a total of $20,000,000, on a $5,000 citizenship valuation, 
i » include said item in their bill of | the assets available for those Choctaws that were regularly enro 
) had been in cattle, especially so when | would be diminished correspondingly. In order to prevent this, 
their bes orts were exhausted to prevent its 1 .| secured the approval of the chiefs of the Choctaw and Chick 
estigations were thorough in each case, especially as regarded | tribes of a contract on the basis of 9 per cent for preventing th; 
nts and the estimates or-prices therefor; we obtained lia rollment of these 4,000 Choctaws, which contract, if carried out i; 
n from disinterested persons of prices ruling the market in| entirety, would have given them a fee of $1,800,000, 
nole country at the breaking out of the war, and in our awards As you are aware, section 2103 requires that all contracts wit 
accordingly. We are satisfied that the prices al-j dians, to be effective, must have the approval of the Secretary of 
are reasonable and just, certainly not too high. Interior. Such approval, because of its extraordinary terms, wa 
ions as a board from day to day, and neither com- | fused by me and, without going into details, the matter was then { 
ransacted any business in the absence of the other. Wej by Messrs. Mansfield, McMurray & Cornish to Congress, which | 
h valuable assistance in our investigations from the chief, | matter of compensation to the citizens’ court, which was organized 
and the headmen of the various bands; also from Robert | dispose of these Choctaw cases, and the last act of that court w 
reter. award to Messrs. Mansfield, MeMurray & Cornish the $750,000 
es for expenses we were as economical as circum- | which you, in an unintentional error, stated was approved by thi 
nd feel warranted in saying that we urret partment. On the contrary, this Department took every means 
ie Government, except such as were ssary | its power to prevent the payment of said fee, going so far as to ; 
of our duties opinion of the Attorney-General, who decided that this Departme 


xamined and determined 340 claims, amount- | powerless, because the matter had been taken out of its hands | 


to $213,915.95. e2Tress. 
ted. Respectfully, bE. A. Hitcncock, 
ET Secret 
Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I desire briefly to addr 
myself to the amendment made by the conferees to the Se 
amendment providing for the payment to certain attorn 
$150,000 for services rendered in connection with the colle 
> Indians adjudged and determined by) from the Government of compensation for certain lan 
aan - i ee ee chased by the Government from the Indians. Before | 


ee es f _ clude I wish to call particular attention to what I regard as 
Amount | Amou very extraordinary proviso at the end of the amendment 
claimed. passed. the conferees made to the Senate’s amendment. Before 
that I shall—— 
Mr. CLAPP. Mr. President—— 
5, 947. 40 12. The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from 
30} Carolina yield to the Senator from Minnesota? 
Mr. SIMMONS. Certainly. 
Mr. CLAPP. I should like to inquire what amendment 
Senator is directing his remarks to? 
Mr. SIMMONS. It is amendment numbered 191. 
Mr. CLAPP. All right. 
Mr. SIMMONS. Before doing that, Mr. President, I wish t 
make some general-.obseryations upon the proposition to hav 
sd this very large sum of money paid these attorneys. 
213,915. 95 I do not know anything about the facts in this case 
--------- | than I have been able to gather them in the course of this 
| It may be that these attorneys are entitled to this money, bu 
from the statements that have been made during the course o 
correcting clerical errors the actual amount is $213 5. | this debate, in my opinion, if they are entitled to any part 
SIMMONS. Mr. President ; it, and I think probably they are entitled to some pal of 
iz Rk. If the Senator will allow me to interrupt him they sre ne entitled to alll of at, “a to aay _— peer _ - 
further. I have just received a letter Pram the | £ am utterly unable to see what services have been ré 
. 3 , ‘| by these attorneys which constitute legal services, except th 
ses sv ee = an he wi 0 . am quoted “1S! in connection with the investigation of the titles to these la 
Ices Bichon salts oe pe hsguigg od 0 rin As I understand it, the Government desired to purchiass 
eubhad at aaa ree a ar pen the Indians certain lands. An agreement was entered int 
Hon and a half dollars. ete. the purchase of those lands. It was discovered that porna| 
said that, but I was under the impression | there was some question as to the title of the Indi i” 
vas approved. I know Congress appronri- | lands, or at least to a part of them, and it became necess 
thin! nerhans. the Senator from North | I understand ‘it, to make a legal investigation to as 
al ‘wh ae aiid ia he abl te tate | Whether the title of the Indians was good and su 
ls wa I See nel , wouk ot aple to state them the right to convey these lands to the Governn 
wits ile lla pereeenes ee = the body will question that legal services of this charact: 
re ee , Se did not be paid for, and ought to be paid for liberally, but I t 
better one Borns tee ‘Succes ee ae ae nobody will contend that such services a, be oe 
uirt down there to determine. They were | COBmeCcHion with ime naan ~~ ? Sait sla if land eae 
1d a half dollars. The court held that they number of titles, to at million and a half acres of lan 
TD0.000, I ask to add that to what I have the great sum of are . ‘ 
The Government itself would not pay any such sum 
as that for such service. No individual or corporat 
think of paying any such sum as that. That, I sa) 
mind, from the statements which have been made 
La ie} bate, the only service rendered by these attorneys 
oo ier tealeiei they have in law a claim against these Indians. 
Vashington, D. C., June 11, 1906. I am aware of the fact that it has been the cus! 
Government, in allowing attorneys’ fees in these co 
growing out of the interest of Indians, to be exc 
eral to attorneys. Enormous fees have been paid 
nection—fees large enough, in some instances, to 1 
attorneys in the ian Terri- | jndependent for the remainder of his life; but, 
By ane lien and a batt dole | that is all wrong. These Indians are in the natu 
’| of the Government, 
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OFFICER. The lett rj printed in 


jection is made. 


been called to your remarks on 
NAL RECORD, « age $414, 
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UMBER. Mr. President — of the amendny 
ESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North | new law. 
( , vield to the Senator from North Dakota? Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, tl 


‘nt, and it will become no part of the } i 


AT of 
»7? 
‘ 





( | 1 ie Senate f 1 Color ) 
iMMONS. Certainly. [Mr. Patrrerson] has anticipated me. ] 3 going to 
CUMBER. I simply wish to ask the Senator from | I thought it was entirely proper, a1 fer I was co 
x Carolina whether he does not believe that the Court of | | had no objection to the Court of Claims passing upon 
( will take into consideration what services have been | question and allowing these atto S ms of money 
, rformed and for what character of services no compen- | might find were due them upon a qu im meruit bu \i 
ld be allowed, if there were such services, and also, | President, if that were the sole purpose of the confer \ 
of paying $150,000 to determine what properly would | they injected this amendment into t ill. the Sen . 
- fee and proper fee for proper legal services? Colorado says, why did they incorporate in that ame 
3 IMMONS. Mr. President, I have no doubt in the world | What is tantamount to a direction to the Court of ¢ ) 
t Court of Claims will take into consideration these | take into consideration the contracts whi 1 were ma \ 
: but those attorneys and which had in law expired and becor ‘ ) 
" ‘icCUMBER. May I eall the Senator’s attention to the | effect four years ago? It is manifest, Mr. President, that this 
he action contemplated is not an action upon a con- | cnendment is so drawn as to carry the question bef t] 
nt an action on the quantum meruit to determine the |} Court of Claims with an intimation, or what is in the 1 
e services rendered wholly independent of contract? | 2m intimation, on the part of Congress that ih tor 
\IMONS. r understand that. ; to be paid under a contract which has become void i no 
\TTERSON. Mr. President effect. I can not see any other purpose in embodying 


iG Coan : $ al} . . asia ; ne 
PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North | ®" endment the specific reference to which I have refe1 


























‘ ic Sanat > fro Yo lars < “ofare . . 
( eld to the Senator from Colorado? to wht ; ee senator from Colorado has referred, un! ; 
wha "3 ‘ : } expected to have that effect. 
' SUMMONS. Certainly. | cage apf Bone etl 7 : zs 
° , , i . reside as Vas “ocee ne ( SV le ' 
1 “ATTERSON. The Senator from North Dakota {| Mr. aes es , W - pI 7 , De , ly, 1 ie 
; - ae ra ater s ment has been exceedingly liberal with attorneys of Ind : 
\ rn} does not state the proposition exactly. If it were], cs a ; = 
fs | eeeet cS ieee oe 14} : +,. | When paying out money which belongs to the Indians It ] 
; it, perhaps little or no objection could be made; rencatetie id f ae yee 
| repeater pa eS ich, compare it le ordinary 
dmitted on every hand that as to any contracts entered } i a D wi ( 7 ( np Ww : 1 th o 
WNnSATIO { or ‘VS li is countr vere LMynLoUus } 
083 or 1904, or somewhere along there, such contracts — S Attorneys bth a » WEl i ou : 
; al ad ae : a : : pane ee niaae |} instances they have paid fees wl h have 1 le 1 ' | 
chime as though they had no recognition: and | as : . : a 
Fp ‘ . } “ : | think It was the Senator from Colorado [| Mr. ELLER o . 
ll that ought to be recovered under those circum- | , : ' : 
% a s oe = ‘ | day, in discussing this amendment, who referred 1 1 
P id be the quantum merult. When the committee ni : : 5 - . oe ; ; 
1 an : ; ’ Sas » | Which Congress had indirectly, if not directly, giv 
dment propose to refer this matter to the Court of ; : , . as : alana 
Hee , to at eo to the payment to certain attorneys of the sum of S750,000 
; ( y do it with this direction: : a re te a 
of a total fund of about a million and a ha ck 
ermining the amount of compensation for such services Indians, or 50 per cent of the whole. 
nsider all contracts or agreements heretofore entered The Indians are the wards of the Government: 
i th attorneys who have represented them in the], oJ... ani] Iren: they are uw er disahili . +) ‘ 
f said claim, and also all services rendered by said at a sense, children; they are under dis LIT | ey can \ 
1id Indians in the matter of said claim. for themselve we have to act for them. Chat being ¢ 
: : eae ae | Mr. President, when the Government is providing for fe« or 
3 : pr ty nearly to a direction to th court to ie . them } the expenditure for any other purpose of Int n funds it ought 
> Congress 1n this amendment will set aside S150,000, to Lb ld itself to the s ime degree of responsibility t] , 
: command ; it is not a direction to give them a certain | of chancery holds a guardian in dealing with the funds of 1 
q s t it directs the court to take into. consideration the | wap a ad i , +) 
tw I vard. we were to ap at test in tl ‘ l 
it will give them $150,000 for services rendered on as a - : . a _ 
e at Will #1 . Teves wee bs ae ment, disallowing that part of the fees here ¢] 1 | 
f ict, that contract now being a new and absolutely | jmmoral and illegal. and as being eontr to lic po 
j It is that element of this amendment which ought | fee, instead of being $150,000, would not be ¢ ih phat 
K it. To my mind, it is very clearly intended that the | great sum 
* all ha m i a, Eee - Laie ineosttoation i“ > cat ate ; ; 
( ims sl all be moved or directed in their Inve tigation Mr. President, I do not question for a n ute that it 
termination of this matter by the terms of the con- | fec¢ily legitimate and proper that an attorney ma Bo 
, , cases and for certain purposes, appear before the Depar 
. CUMBER. The Senator from Colorado will recall here at Washington and appear before th Ol p 
s no direction, no command, merely an authority eress, If there is a question of fact involy 
, . ' s a | . . . 
I understand it, that the court may take into consid- | yersy before the Department in which the Gov 
the: e fit, the matter of any contracts heretofore | ested, or in which these Indians. the wards of the G 
{ attorneys and the tribes for the purpose only | are interested, I can see no reason why it should 1 
\ t are the usual or proper charges for work | sented before the Departments for the purpos 
. * > . * . ! i 
er in that section of the country ; and ODVIOUSIY to the Di partment or to the committees of Co1 } 
nly way they can get at it. | pose of presenting to that committee those fact rt ‘ 
: ERSON. That is precisely the necessary result of | of those facts. So, Mr. President, if there 
: 1 tion. I think the Senator properly states the | Department or before a committee of Congr 
directs the Court of Claims to take into consid- | question of law, I can see no reason why it is not I 
F mony which, without this direction, it probably | proper that counsel should appear, and ther 
: l into consideration. i ment, throwing light, or tending to throw light, u] 1 
: MBER. It is not a direction, as I understand. | ficult and complex questions of law. 
4 PERSON. Oh, no; but But, Mr. President, the testimony in this « 
c MBER. It simply provides—— | mind cleariy that there is not in this } 
RSON. It will be recognized as a command from | controverted fact outside of tl g 
these lands, to which I referred, nor : e gu 
I know we are taking the time of the | be settled and determined by the Department or 
‘arolina [Mr. StImmMons]— of Congress. 
That is true, but the Senator from North | The Government had made a contract. That ‘ 
ot object to that. initely and specifically fixed the price to be paid 
; ONS. No; I am very good natured and very That contract specified the location of } land. 
a | . 
i i number of acres that were to be required and t! 
RSON. If these attorneys are to be paid for the | paid per acre. There was no controy V 
; s for which they had no contract, no court should | partment of the Interior or before the ce te ( 
e into consideration documents which could | as to the contract, as to the price to be paid, or 
ise be considered under the rules of evidence, | erty stipulated to be bought; the on 1 O 
ild not otherwise’ be permitted to take into | in this whole matter was as to the tit f and \y 
Congress setting apart $150,000 and directing or | Government had contra: 1 to | : 
the court shall consider the contract which I say it is perfectly legitimate to psy t 
( equivalent to saying that, in the judgment of | investigation of that title, but I say that 
irt ought to give that amount. | the title to a million and a half 
( BER. LT want to say that in the amendment } titles that might be involved in the w1 ti 
lot Set aside $150,000. That part is stricken out | enormous sum and out of all proportion to the vices 
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PATTERSON. Mr. President - 
SESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North 
. yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

. SIMMONS. Certainly. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I want to state to the Senator from North 
arolina that there was in reality no question of title at all. 

Mr. SIMMONS. It has been stated that there was. I do not 

ww anything about it, except from the statements made. 

Mr. PATTERSON. The facts, as gleaned from the letter of 

Interior Department to the committee of the House, are 
that there was no title in question at all. The President by 
lixecutive order set apart a certain area of land in Washington 
for the Colville Indians. 

Within a short time it was discovered that the area set apart 
five or six hundred whites, two or three simall vil- 
a jail and a few other public improvements. There- 
Executive order was made that gave to these 
Indians a smaller area of land. Then a commission 
was appointed to negotiate a treaty for the surrender of the 
possession of one-half of the last area that had been set apart. 
The contract was negotiated, and a million and a half dollars 
were to be paid. The Secretary of the Interior communicated 
that treaty or agreement to Congress and asked for the appro- 
priation. deliberately determined that the Indians 
had no tit that the Government was bound to regard. It 
was simply a title of possession, and, because Congress con- 
cluded at that time, in 1 
not such that the Government was bound to pay attention to it, 
Congress did not ratify that contract, but preceeded to legis- 
late with reference to the land that it had secured by the 
treaty, opening it up to settlement, setting apart certain por- 
tions of it for the Indians, and doing various other things with 
it. The controversy that has existed from that time to 
this has been as to whether or not the title, such as it was— 
that is, a mere possession or taking possession of this great 
area of land by the Indi under Executive order—consti- 
tuted a title that the Government or Congress ought to re- 
spect. Ther never been any investigation of the title. 
It has been simply a contest on the one side that the title 
was such that Congress ought to regard it, and up to the 
Congress declaring that it was a title that the 
was not bound to observe. Ultimately a _ set- 
tlement was ‘ecoghizing the validity of the contract, but 
there has neve1 nm an abstract of title or a record examined 
or one item of work done by an attorney in the matter of de- 
termining whether or not these Indians had any title, legal or 

itable, hevend the facts I have stated. 

SIMMONS. Then, as I understand the Senator, there 

investigation of the title to these lands? 
PATTERSON. None whatever. 
SIMMONS. But the Government has taken its chances 
the 1iness or unsoundness of the title. If that be 
true, Mr. President, then, in my judgment, there have been 
no services, so far as the debate discloses and so far as the 
facts have been presented, performed by these attorneys that 
constitute legal services for which they ought to be paid. If 
they have performed no service in the investigation of the 
title, if there have been no controverted facts that had to be 
presented to the Department and the committee, if there have 
been no questions of law that had to be argued before the 
Departnent or before the committee, then the sole consideration 
for this demand upon the Government to put its hands into 
the funds of its wards is based upon the contention that these 
eminent counsel have been able to exert sufficient influence 
upon the Department and upon the Houses of Congress to se- 
cure the passage of an act of Congress referring their Claim 
for fees to the Court of Claims. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I want to state one other fact. The De- 
partment has always been with the Indians; the Department 

aiways wanted Congress to make this appropriation, and 

t remained te be done was to induce Congress to make it. 

SIMMONS. That simply lessens the services which 
entlemen performed, and reduces it to a proposition of 
gentiemen to have the Congress send to the Court of 
based upon other consideration than that 
hey have been able to persuade the committees of this Con- 
through legislation for the payment of this 
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Mr. May I interrupt my colleague? 

Mr. \inly. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Such considerations as those, under the 

preme Court decisions, are yoid in law. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I am going to discuss that. Mr. President, 

I have frankly admitted that there are circumstances 
‘ which it is proper for attorneys to appear before commit- 
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tees of Congress and to be paid for their appearance, yet if ¢) 
appearance is simply for the purpose of exerting influenc 
bring about legislation 
Mr. OVERMAN. For a contingent fee. 
Mr. SIMMONS. Or if it is for a contingent fee, then 
contract, based upon payment for services of that kind, is 
| cording to the decision of the Supreme Court of the United 
States, read in this body by my colleague [Mr. Overman 
| Saturday, and according to the uniform decisions of the ¢ 
| of this country, an immoral contract and void, as being ag 
publie policy, and it ought to be. 


Lo 


ou 
rts 
ost 
if it be proper to refer this case to the Court of Clains— 
and I do not know enough about the facts to venture a positive 
opinion that it is not preper to do it—it is also proper, Mr. 
President, that this discussion should take place here; and if 
Congress has not heretofore let it be understood that it place 
the seal of its condemnation upon the appearance of attorneys 
before the committees of this body simply for the purpose of 
lobbying, it is time that we should not only give the cou 
understand, but it is time that we should let the district ; 
neys of the United States, who represent the Government i Se 
of this kind, understand that they are to put that defense |efore 
| the court and insist upon it. 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Longe] on Saturiay, 
in answer to the decision cited by my colleague, referre’| to 
ease in his own State in which an attorney had been allowed 


ts to 
ter- 
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by the court a large sum of money for appearing before t! 
Departments here and before the committees of Congress. 
think he said that the court allowed it. The Senator did 
state what court; I do not know whether that case we 
court of last resort. If it were merely the adjudica 
some court of first instance, it goes for naught. If it v 

| adjudication of the highest court in this land—the Su 
Court—it goes for naught, unless the specific question 
immorality as against public policy of the contract was 

by the attorney as a defense. 

We all know that ordinarily a court can not take cognizance 
of anything except what appears of record. Every lawyer 
knows that ordinarily a court can not pass upon any defense 
which is not raised by the pleadings. It is true that if enough 
appears from the record to show that the court has ! jur 
diction or power to try the question, then the court 1 
own motion take cognizance of that fact; but a de 
the Supreme Court sustaining a contract for services 1 
before a committee of Congress would not in itself 
question, unless it appeared affirmatively that in the 
made up in the court of first instance that specific defense 
set forth. 
importance here that this discussion should take 
that the Senate should give an expression of opinion 
district attorney who will be in charge of this matt 
half of the Indians in the Court of Claims will have t 
nize, to the end that he may in that court present the 
that this contract was based upon an immoral and i! 
sideration and, therefore that the contract was void : 
public policy. 

It was said, I believe, both by the Senator from No 
[Mr. McCumper] and the Senator from Colorado | 
that the contention that this was an illegal contract 
force because it was claimed that there are stat 
United States which recognize the right of the Ind 
ploy counsel. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator f1 
Carolina yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Yes. 

Mr. PATTERSON. In order that the record 1 
plete upon this question of the controversy over t 
to read a short extract from a letter written by t! 
sioner of Indian Affairs to the Secretary of the Inte! 
lation to this $1,500,000 under the contract to show 
were no services to be rendered in the Department ! 
Department had always held that it was a valid « 
there was no controversy over the title, and that i 
a matter of duty on the part of Congress to ma 
priation. This is the closing paragraph of that lect 

In all of the reports made by this Office in regard to_ 
the Indians to that part of the reservation ceded to the 
in the agreement dated May 9, 1901, it has express 
that the Indians had a good and valid title to the land 

Mr. McCUMBER. The Senator read “May ° 
the Senator read it correctly? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Yes, May 9, 1901. 
the agreement, I think. 

Mr. DUBOIS. it should be 1891. 
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McCUMBER. 1891 is the date of the agreement. 
SIMMONS. Will the Senator from Colorado object t® 
» that matier in after I have finished? 

PATTERSON, It is only three or four lines. 


ff the reports made by this Office in regard to the rights of | 


ins to that part of the reservation ceded to the 
reement dated May 9, 1901 
eht to be 18S91— 
expressed the opinion that the Indlans had a good and valid 
he land in question, and that they ought to be paid the amount 
the agreement made with them by the commission appointed 
irpose. 
DUBOIS. Mr. President—— 
PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from 
. yield to the Senator from Idaho? 
SIMMONS. Certainly. 
Mr. DUBOIS. This treaty, if you will excuse me for just a 
nation 
SIMMONS. Yes. 
DUBOIS. Was made in 1891 by a commission, at the 
of which was Judge Fullerton, the Government agreeing 
the Indians a million and a half dollars for a million and 
and there were some other considerations in the 
Congress, in 1892, ratified the agreement, except to pay 
is this money, and the committee of the Senate then 
rt that these lands did not belong to the Indians; 


were 


United States 


North 


} 


res, 


y title to the land. That report of the Senate com- 
ue by General Manderson, has stood as a bar against 
ent up to and including the present time. The attor- 
e been contending against the report of the Senate 


The Senator from Idaho is not altogether 
This also an extract from the letter 
have been reading: 


Is 


letter of January 6, 1892, with a draft of a 















y this O transmitted by the l’resident to Congress | 
rhe correspendence relative to this matter up to the 
ft agreement to Congress is printed in Executive Docu 

bifty-s : first session 

e I Affairs refused to recommend the 

1 ere the ground that the Indians had 
3 vation se art for them by the Executive order of 
v n ind to recognize and which 

( ification of the agreement. 
R 1g., Ist sess.) 

fr ment a bill was reported by the Senate 
ir -half of the reservation (the part pre 

“1 by the agreement), which bill became a law July 1, 

he President's approval. (27 Stat. L., 62.) 

M BOIS That is precisely what I tried to say. 
Mr. PATTERSON. The Senator said Congress ratified it, 
iy the money. It distinctly refused to ratify it. 
DUBOIS. Congress took their lands. It ratified the 
t extent. It took this land away from the Indians, 
| to appropriate the money, on the ground that the 
| | no title to the land. As a matter of fact, the Gov- | 
( (id take their lands, opened to settlement, and sold 
t ‘or a dollar and a quarter an acre 
TERSON. <A dollar and a half an acre, 
BOIS. Until the free-homes bill was passed. Then 

r settlers take the land for nothing. ‘Those are 

1 the necessity for the employment of attorneys 

they were employed, and they have been employed 
IONS. I do not understand that even the Senator | 

mtends that these attorneys made any investiga- | 
tles or furnished the Government with any chain 
of title. 
OLS. I will say to the Senator from North Curo- 


continue for a 
evidence here. I 
I presumed the Senate 
committee, who haye gone into 
all this evidence has been ex 
of the attorneys for all these 


id. Evidently this debate will 
ind I will have all of that 
t would be necessary. 

ie word of the 
1 before whom 
‘ the services 


ill be here in a few moments, and I will sub- | 


s tor or to the Senate. 


MONS. I stated in the beginning remarks 

‘ankness that my understanding from te- 
on Saturday, was that there had 
rendered the Government by these attorneys 


igating titles to this land, and that I 


of my 
the sta 


floor 


this 





invest 


: ought to be paid for making those investigations 
a1 fair price. The question whether there was 

tigation was raised by the Senator from Colorado, 

: t his information was to the effect that no such 


had been made, and that no abstract of title had 


‘ished to the Government; and I said if that was 
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created by an Executive order, and the Indians | 


true 
as a 


there was no consideration which. the law recognizes 
legal and valid consideration for the payment of 

large sum of money which it is proposed to have the 
Claims pass upon, or even for the reference of this 
Court of Claims. But if there were services of 
indicated the Senator from Idaho, they were legiti 
services and they ought to be paid for, and I would hav 
jection whatever to the reference of this matter to the Court of 
Claims for the purpose of ascertaining what was the re: 


| value of that service, and I would be glad to have the gentl 
men get it. 


matter 
the charact 
Tux 
wy 


no o 


sonable 


But, Mr. President, that is a diversion. I had passed that 


part of my argument. I was replying to the contention made 
here on Saturday that Congress had directly recognized this 
class of contracts, and that the legislation which had n 
| place upon the subject of paying attorneys for appearing before 

us to 


be taken as the sanction of Congress to the validity and binding 
effect of such contracts. 

I have not read all of the statutes. I have, however, ex- 
amined the statute read by the Senator from Colorado to sus 
tain that contention, and, in my judgment, it has nothing to do 
with the question which we are now discussing. That stati 
simply clothes the Indians with the power, under certain « 


| Congress and the Departments in behalf of the Indians w 


ite 
i 


cumstanees and conditions and with certain safeguards, to 
tract for the sale of their lands and for the payment o 


torneys. Without that statute these Indi 
disability. They had ho power to contract, such as I h e 
and such as the ordinary American citizen has. The ! 
of this statute was to confer upon the Indians, within the 
tations and circumstances specified in that 
contractua than an ordinary citizen 
ordinary citizen, while possessing the power to contract, 
right to make an illegal contract: and when the la 
gress confer upon the Indian the power of contract 
possess as a free citizen, it does not confer upon him any right 
to make an illegal contract. 

That which I am 
| there were no fa to established 
Department the committees 
controverted questions of law 
before the 


ans were uncer i 


statute, the s 
powers possesses. An 
has no 
of Con 


ws 


is the contention pressing now that as 


be | 


by testimony before the 
of Congress, as there were no 
to before the D 


committees of the only possibl 


cts 
or 

be argu 
f Con; 
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| consideration for these services, outside of the investiga 
| title, was the services performed by these attorneys t y 
| of persuading the committees, or, to be blunt and sh abo f 
| the only service to be performed was the service of a lobl 
| and it is against the public policy of this country, and it ought 
to |} igainst the public policy of this country, and every 
| country, to prevent recovery for services of that character. 
Mr. President, I stated in the outset that before I concluded 
I wanted to call attention to what I regard a n extr i 
nary proviso in this amendment, made by the conferees 
| Senate cunendment, for that is what it is. it is this At 
| providing for sending this case to the Court of Claims, and 
| specifying that the Court of Claims shall take into cons 
| tion a contract for fees which it is admitted has ex ! 
i become void, and the payment of the whole sum c¢ ) 
| Butler & Vale, they insert this proviso: 
| Provided, That before any money is paid to any attorn 
agreement with Butler & Vale as to the distribution of sa f 
of the same shall execute and deliver to the +} 
|} a satisfaction and discharge of all claims and demand 
dered said Indians in the matter of their said claim 
| Now, immediately before that proviso is a provision 
| ing the payment to Butler & Vale of the whole sum 
| be found by the Court of Claims to be due all these at 
| that which is due other attorneys, as well as that wl 
| them as attorneys. They are made the re vers < { 


the Court of Claims, 
the fact that the Gov 
to other att 


the judgment of 
which re 


under 


in 


comes a proviso 


embraced 


| amount 
then 


COZRIZeES 


legal obligations 


ernment mig 





the Government. In other words, if I can constru he 


} 

| ; 

il than Butler & Vale, and unless it secured a discharge I 

acquittance from those other attorneys, it might be su 

|} an additional claim and a future suit; and it provides th 

| Butler & Vale have received the money, they shall 1 

| out until these other attorneys present a receipt in fay 

| lish language, the effect of this provision is to 1 e Mr. I 

}and Mr. Vale disbursing officers of the Govern 3 t 
amount of this fund found due attorneys other than tl : 

If the Government has a liability in this I 
other attorneys that it is proper it should ] f t 
by requiring receipts, why not require those receipts to 
to the Treasury Department and the 1 j l l 
Treasury Department? Is it not an unheard-of thing tl 
Government should turn over its funds, recognizing in the 
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pt and has not a receipt, and then say Mr. TILLMAN. I can at least have them responsible if th 
m it shall turn over that money shall | vete wrongly. 
eipt is presented to the Government? | Mr. SPOONER. The Senator has once performed this opera. 
vy extraordinary proceeding, and I do | tion. 
mittee should have inserted such a| The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from South Carolina 
, | Suggests the absence of a quorum. The Secretary will call ihe 
len ng time it has seemed to me that the | roll. 
‘nt in paying out the funds of Indians did not exercise The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senat 
nd that prudence and that economy which common | answered to their names: 
and ordinary f irness in dealings _between man and | alarich Culberson Hansbrough Pettus 
red, to say nothing about the higher duties which | Ankeny Cullom Hemenway Piles 
rument placed in the position of guardian, as it is, | Bacon Daniel Kean Rayner 
“ ' = : I ; : ; . ae . ” | Bailey Dillingham Kittredge Seott 
its ward. I had made up my mind at the first OPPOt- | Reveridge Dolliver Knox Spooner 
‘xpress myself against this practice of the Goyvern- | Blackburn Dryden La Follette Stone 
y out Indian funds without regard to the interest | Brandegee Dubois Long Sutherland 
a . 1; ele julkeley li MeCu Taliaferr 
lavish liberality and extravagance. | Be Lett Fora 7 a—" 


: se urkett Foraker Mallory Teller 
ity 1 have had, and I have gladly | Burn 


ham Frazier Money Tillman 
Fulton Morgan Warner 
Gallinger Overman Warren 
arke, Ark. Gearin Patterson Wetmore 
iment vhich Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] | Clay Hale Perkins Whyte 
ssed his remarks. In this bill, as it was reported from The VICE-PRESIDENT. Fifty-six Senators have ans) 
e Committee on Indian Affairs, was found this item: to their names. A quorum is present. The Senator from Wis- 
i the sum of $186,000, to and on account of the | Consin will proceed. 
y James D. Jenkins, special agent appointed Mr. SPOONER. I shall take but a short time. 
See caries a May 34 m1D00. “~ The Government at last appropriated $186,000 to be p 
_ and the same are hereby, ratified and con- | the loyal Seminole Indians, and appointed J. D. Jenl 
i, That this shall not prevent any individual from | special agent to make the payments. Jenkins made the 
uit in his own behalf to recover any sum really due him. ment to.A. J. Brown—Andrew Jackson Brown—agent « 
not intend to criticise the conferees. The management | tribe and administrator of the estates of deceased Sem 
bill has been one, I concede, involving a great deal of | No impeachment of the good faith of J. D. Jenkins is made 
» and a great deal of labor, and I in no way would im- | understand. He paid in perfect good faith the $186.11 
h the good faith of any of the conferees. I am told and the | Andrew Jackson Brown, who supposed he had been regu 
ite has been told that this provision was insisted upon by | appointed administrator. 
nferees on the part of the House, and it being a Senate Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator is in slight error thei 
dment, they were helpless to prevent its incorporation in | paid only $153,000 to Brown, and the remainder, I supp 
reported by the conferees. accounted for or else has it on hand. 
missioner of Indian Affairs and the Secretary of the Mr. SPOONER. Call it $153,000. That does not go 
h protested against the incorporation in this bill of | merit or demerit of what I want to say. I am perfectly \ 
ndinent, their objection, as I understand, going, as mine | and was perfectly willing when this matter was pending 
a portion of it. I think it is a vicious piece of | Senate before, to cure liability upon the part of Jenkins, ; 
and absolutely indefersible. I listened to the Sen- | agent of the United States, which might arise or be held to 
1 Colorado with great interest, but he did not ad-| from the invalidity of the appointment of Andrew J 
nself to the grounds upon which this portion of the | Brown as administrator. If this bill had confined its 
it seems to me, to be without the slightest foundation | that, I should have no objection whatever to it. 
I do not defend the Government against the charge | The Senator from Colorado has paid a tribute to Go\ 
‘ings against it of having been an unfaithful, unwise, | Crawford. So far as I know it is a just one. I have 
erent guardian of the Indian, using the word in a} heard anything against Governor Crawford, and I have 
nse. No one can successfully controvert, in my opin- | much in his favor. If the Senator from Colorado is ri 
position. But, Mr. President, the guardianship of | these Indians were citizens of the United States, I know 
nut, inefficient, unjust, dilatory as it was, was in- | reason, none has been given, why they were not bound | 
kindlier to the Indians than the policy | contracts which they made with Governor Crawford 
nder which by an act of legislation the | which he was paid by Andrew Jackson Brown the $27,' 
removed from the guardianship of the Andrew Jackson Brown, Mr. President, from the pay 
| subject, without limit, to spoliation by the | something of a Pooh-Bah. He never ought to have b 
and that in substance is his present condition. pointed administrator of these estates, nor do I think lie 
ent, these Indians ought to have been paid long} have been the agent of the tribe. But that was for them t 
Senator from Colorado is right about that. They | termine. These Indians were creditors of the firm of 
from their band and adhered to the cause of the | Andrew Jackson Brown was a member and of which he 
ng the war; very many of them entered the Army of | agent, and as the administrator—— 
“1 States, and naturally they paid the penalty in the| Mr. TELLER. I understand it was a corporation. ; 
of their crops, the less of their cattle, and the} Mr. SPOONER. Very well; he was a stockholder in ‘ 
, in many instances, of their homes. They had no! poration, and he was its agent, and acting as administr: 
iim against the Government, but it was an unique and | dealt with himself. 
al ease under the circumstances, and if any govern- Mr. TELLER. Mr. President 
‘owed a debt of honor, this Government owed it to the The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from W 
ninoles to ascertain as speedily as possible their loss | yield to the Senator from Colorado? 
ure to them prompt reparation. And there is no rea- Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 
justification to be given for withholding it for many Mr. TELLER. I do not know whether he was the : 
‘the necessity being put upon the Indians to em- | the company or not. He paid the money over to the « 
the Government, to prick the conscience | Whether he was the agent of the company I never heard. 
secure the ascertainment and ultimately Mr. SPOONER. It is so stated by the Department ot 
’ with interest. terior. As administrator, appointed not by the Unit 
Senator allow me? but appointed by the court, representing the estates of 
‘ator will pardon me. I am in a] Seminoles, he dealt with himself and with his own fina 
terests. He paid over to the company—the letier sign 
just thinking that the Senators who | Leupp, Commissioner, shows—all this money, or, a8 iC 1S] 
the cloak rooms and the committee rooms | he collected from himself as administrator of Seminol 
ipon this question ; for the Wewoka Trading Company, of which firm he 
i beg the Senator not to make any sug- | partner, you may say, of which company he was a sto 
and for which he acted as agent, $72,783.84. 
a am interested in this matter; I started Every lawyer knows, and every fair-minded man know 
; and I want Senators to vote intelligently. I sug- | out being a lawyer, that he could not properly act in thst ¢ 
President, there is no quorum in the Chamber. capacity, for if there is one thing clear above anotlh« 
SPOONER. ‘The Senator can net compel anybody to | that trustees can make no profit out of the trust - 
lligently. themselves; that administrators shall not be permitted 


President, a few words only on the | 


to 
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esent the estate of another and deal with it at the same time | ment by Jenkins to Brown, so far as the United Stat 


ya a selfish and personal standpoint. | cerned, and that relieves Jenkins. I have no objection to that. 
| agree with the Senator from Colorado that notwithstand- | But why go beyond that, some one tell me, and thrust ¢! 
Andrew Jackson Brown's appointment as administrator | gress of the United States between this administrator ¢ - 
; technically illegal, because ef some mistake in the law, | non as to his disbursements and these b of dé | 
iits from whom he took receipts and to whom he paid what | Seminoles? I can discover no good ir. P for 
were entitled to receive would not be able to recover the | that provision in an act of Congress, and no Te 1 | 
again from him. They would in equity be estopped. | been given. 
y would have dealt with him as administrator, they would | It is said that these disbursements e 1 he 
» received from him what belonged to them, and that would | court and were appreved in vacation, and 1 fore al 
he end of it. ; valid. As to adults, I agree with the Senat from CC 
t it is different as to the minors. What became of their | the disbursements are closed tran 
vy? It dees not appear from the papers here that the | they are not. If Congress had the power to 1 
‘en of deceased loyal Seminole Indians had any guardians | ments by Andrew Jackson Brow1 ¢ < ho- 
ited by law. It is not presented, as shown by these | ever they were, to collect back fi: the n by nati 
s, that Andrew Jackson Brown stopped for that in his | what Andrew Jackson Brown thought belonged and ‘ lu 
nt of money belonging to minors. He paid over to the | or claimed as due to his trading compa y, what h the C 
ns by nature, as these papers show. One of the guar- | gress to do with 
1ature had died; it may have been the father, it may The Senator from Colorado says they are Am an citi 
nthe mother. Then what happened, Mr. President? The | Very well: that does not better it. That does not ren 
by nature paid back to Andrew Jackson Brown, the culty; it simply intensifies it. Why should the 
ww, the debts incurred by these minors to this trading | petween American citizens who are minors and 
and their proportion of the fee due to the attorneys. trator whose distribution of the money which belongs t 
spoke for the minors in that transaction—for the In- 


| they challenge? 


d ris and the Indian boys? I have not understood that 1 wonder if notice was given to these guardians by ni 
i dian by nature has control of the estate of the ward, | the settlement of these accounts? It does not appeal 
y the guardian by nature does have control of the person. | [.awsuits are pending down there, not brought by the G 





\ndrew Jaekson Brown, as administrator, paid over to | ernment. but the Government rightly, as a matter 


and decent justice to the dead Sen 


Li 
our banner during the war to preserve t! is Govern} 
. 7 
‘ 


, 


rdian by nature, or whom he considered the guardian 
| ire, money due to these minors or to their estates, and 
takes from this guardian by nature into the coffers of 


employed special attorneys to see 








] ng company the debts incurred by these minors. It is | geceased loval Seminole Indians are not wronged by Andre\ 
I vidence here that they were consulted about it. It | Jackson Brown. If their money has been paid to some one t 
n the papers that Andrew Jackson Brown was the | whom it could not be lawfully paid. they are not bound bi ; 
which audited these accounts and which passed upon | and the Congress ought not to put in any act lang » which 
rati due from these minors, fixing the amounts, would bind them by it, if the Congress has the power. ‘The 

ling company. Senator from Colorado Says Congress has not the power. 


Does the Senator think it does? 
Mr. SPOONER. 1 do not think it does; and that leads me to 


‘ 


CUMBER. May I ask the Senator a question? Mr. TELLER. 
OONER. Certainly. 
CUMBER. Does not this bill provide in such a man- 


: . : inquire why so much toil and labor are expended in kee] 
the minors may still have an action against Brown? 


| the bill a provision which its friends admit is invalid 









asking for information. I think it will conserve one purpose, Mr. President. I think 
POONER. The minors would need no such provision | this declaration by the Congress of the United States will be 
F t understood that the bill in its relation to Andrew | deemed by the Indians to mean something. and it may discour 
Brown means something, and if it does mean anything | age them from pursuing the ren to which in law 1 
i iud upon the children of the loyal Seminole Indians | are entitled. But upon what prit of law and u wh 
W | ed away and left their children to be protected principle of fair play, Mr. President, upon what ground con 
by sistent with a sense of duty to those people, only a little time 
Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President—— azo made citizens, do we bestow such tender care upon t! 
VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin financial interests of Andrew Jackson Brown? He is loo! ; 
J r to the Senator from North Dakota? | after his own interests. There was no one here except the Le 
OONER. Certainly. | partment to look after the interests of those who need it! 
M UMBER. Possibly the Senator gets the idea from the | Andrew Jackson Brown, so far as these papers show, needs no 
bill t must be a fraud upon some one, but the method of | guardian. He looked after his interests and he will cor 1e 
i niment has already been explained to the Senator, and | to do it. 
n of the technicality, so far as Brown is concerned, But it is a precedent, Mr. President, which never can be « 

] inderstand that it relieves him from anything except | fended. And after passing this law it is provided here (: 

t lity in the matter of his appointment. vision which has no earthly sense except upon the hypo 
ONER. Mr. President, I*am not speaking of the | that what precedes it so far as Andrew Jackson Bro $ 

t y of the appointment or the invalidity of the appoint- | cerned is without validity) that this shall not prevent any ind 

; | vidual from bringing suit in his own behalf to recover any s 
UMBER. What else does it relieve him from? i really due him. When you once legalize the payment by Je s 
MONER. I will tell the Senator. | to Andrew Jackson Brown, of course that is a valid payment 

' UMBER. AIM right. far as the Government is concerned, and that ough 

\ ‘OONER. Nor does the bill speak of the appointment | done. But the Government has no relation to Mr. A 
OF hnical invalidity of the appointment. It would have | Jackson Brown. It has no claim against him for any il 

ably, for it is blindly, but not unadroitly, drawn | expenditure of the money. The Government is not to call ] 

‘t, to validate the appointment. But it goes away | to account for infidelity in the discharge of a trust. That i 

| matter for the courts, Mr. President. Why not leave it to 
; ts, in the sum of $186,000, to and on account of the | courts? Why invoke the action of Congress? Will s 
Indians, by James D. Jenkins, special agent appointed | tell me? 
of the Interior— Mr. TELLER. I will. 

bject to that. Here Andrew Jackson Brown, who | Mr. SPOONER. I would be glad to hear the Senator do 
; esent the United States, with whose transactions | Will some one tell me? I should like to know it now. | 
s of the United States has legitimately no concern | curious to hear it. I beg the Senator to tell me now. 
, es in— Mr. TELLER. When the Senator gets through, I will. 
7 Brown as administrator de bonis non, under an act of | Mr. SPOONER. Very well. 


1 May 31, 1900, appropriating said sum, be, and the 


Mr. CLAPP. Will the Senator pardon me? 

: \tified and confirmed. Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

cht to legalize the disbursements of the special| Mr. CLAPP. I should like to ask the Senator a question as a 
| 


United States, but why is there wrought industri- | legal proposition. It has been controyerted, not on the fi 
a S provision language which ratifies or is intended | but outside. 
an confirm the disbursements made by this adminis- Provided, That this shall not prevent any ind lual f 
| by the court to the cestui que trust whom he | suit in his own behalf to recover any sum really due him 
n law? Why is that here? Once legalize the pay- | Would that, in the Senator’s judgment, apply to pendin 
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ator can see, 
in these parties the right of action, and we 

Yould it interfere with suits that are now 
ke the inquiry clear? 


Yes. 


tainly. 
Does the Senator regard this language, so 


to Andrew Jackson Brown as administrator de | 


legal effect, if it shall be enacted? 


So far as I am personally concerned, of course, | 


1t believe that Congress interfere with 
e Indians in their claims. But 
moment, I made the statement some time ago 
is not a line in the bill, if it became a law, which 
with a pending suit. That statement was 
h “Tiere d, 
n, if I was not correct? 

TOONER. Now, iet me ask the Senator another ques- 


can 
me a 


nterfere 


Mr. §$] 


CLAPP. 

Mr. SPOONER. I 
should like to ask him another question. 
theory, if he thinks this language is of no legal effect, is it 


CLAPP. Upon the same theory that time after time, 
we passed legislation, and it may be said that that legis 
could affect rights, we add, at 
“Provided, That nothing herein shall 
, Simply out of supercaution, which has 
in legislation. 
not been 


as a legal proposition, 


lose of a section, 
onstrued ” so and s¢ 
a practice 
SPOONER. I have 


ive been an 


Vn up as 
Mr. 
Lh 


here a great many 


or attempt to put a validating act of this sort or any sort 
tween an administrator and the estate which he was appointed 
to represent. 
Mr. CLAPP. Will the Senator pardon me? 
Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 
Mr. TELLER. That is not the 
Mr. SPOONER. What is it 


Andrew 


purpose. 

for, then? Is it to protect 
If you pass this provision legalizing the payment of $186,000 
by Jenkins to Brown he goes free of that. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator will allow me, I will 
k the act would be practically the same if Andrew Jackson 
yn’s claim is stricken out. 

SPOONER. It would not be the same to Andrew Jack- 

son Brown. 

Mr. TELLER. It would be the same to him. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Why not strike it out? 


Mr. SPOONER and Mr. TELLER. It can not be stricken | 


our. 
Mr. CLAPP. 
Al nadment 
Mr. TELLER. 
asked why so much fuss about this provision, I will tell 
I am engaged on a conference committee, who have sent 


word that they want me, and if the Senator will permit | 


I will make a statement in a minute, and he will 


the committee 
President, we 
with 
Department sent 


see 
stand. 

put this 
technicality. 
up this 


in to ratify the action of Brown 
After had agreed to 
statement. Thereupon [ think 
Mirman or drafted it so that it should not in- 
with any litigation. That we thought 
the Senator from South Carolina found fault with it, the 
ho had bill in charge specifically that it 

if there was any objection to it. 

we and got in the proper 

out, the House would not 

ber of the committee from the House, who 

hese transactions and who probably has had 


dispense some we 


! . 
somebody 


was 


the said 


because allow it 


Affairs than all the men in the. Senate | ¢ 


e stricken out. 
or from South Carolina 
from Wisconsin what he 


Wisconsin is not 
rolina. I was 


the 


from 
South Ca 
sive it to 


giving 
fact. will Senator if he 
TELLER. You may give it later. 


TILLMAN. All right. 


the question was whether we 


if the Senator | 


and I appeal to the Senator, as a legal | 


I should like an answer to some of my ques- 


will answer the Senator’s question, but | 
Upon what possi- | 


| there; 
years, | 
attentive member of the Senate while I have | 
‘e. ‘This is the first time I have ever known any sugges- | 


: | other duties. 
Jackson Brown against the claim of the Government? 


say I | 


It was at the House provision that this Senate | 
was aimed. 


If the Senator desires me, as the question has | 


sufficient. | 


When it } 
place, they found | 
| They were very much in the same condition that the ¢o! 


[Mr. | 
wants | 


: | 
i} 


JUNE 11, 


Mr. TELLER. That was somewhat embarrassing to 
chairman of the committee, who had it in hand. 
into the bill and became a part of the Dill. 


the 
So it went 
When the time 


| came for the passage of this bill, we put it in the amendment. 
Will the Senator allow me to ask him | 


Everybody agreed that it should go in. The chairman spoke to 
me about it. I said if there was any trouble about this matter, 
repeal it; I do not care. F 

Mr. TILLMAN. The 
duced it. 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. I did not think it was necessary 
to repeal it, and I do not think so now. We agreed to thar. 
Thereupon, when it went to the House it was our amendme; 
Then it was for the House to agree to that amendment: hy} 
the House said, “No; we will not agree to it.” So there we 
were. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator pardon me a moment? 

Mr. TELLER. I hope the Senator will wait a minute until 
I get through. He has plenty of time, while I have to leave to 
attend a committee meeting. 

This is an appropriation bill, which we are anxious to com- 
plete. It has come back here. I suppose if the Senate siys 
the provision shall not go out, and it s9es back to conference, we 
shall be met just as we were met before, and the House coy- 
mittee will say it shall stay in. I was entirely willing that the 
chairman should leave it out; I never asked him to leave it in: 
but we had no opportunity to leave it iim 

We are in this position, Mr. President: This bill is here, and 
we are asked to set aside this conference report, and send it 
back to the House to be dealt with in a manner that does not at 
all require our interference. If Mr. Andrew Jackson Brown has 
done anything wrong, the courts are open to every man down 
if he is not responsible, I presume the bond he has given 
to the Government will probably bring that out, so that these 
people will get their money. 

We are anxious to get this bill through, Mr. President. If 
we send it back, we shall probably have the same controversy 
over again. So far as I am concerned, I am going to dismiss 
this case. 

Mr. SPOONER. Before the Senator does that, I 
will permit me to ask him a question. 

Mr. TELLER. I propose to go down and attend to 
It is perfectly inconsequential, so far as I am 
concerned, what is done with the report, except I wished to say 
what I have said here to vindicate the committee against what 
I regard as unfounded and improper charges of either incompe- 
tence on our part, or what might be considered worse. 

Mr. SPOONER. While the Senator from Colorado was out, 
I took occasion to say that I had no strictures to make upon the 
committee at all, and I had informed the Senate that this was 
forced upon them by the House conferees. That I repeat. 

In all human probability, Mr. President, this provision will 
stay in the bill. I opposed it before; I protest against it now, 
and I put it in the Recorp—and that is why I speak—as a pree- 
edent which never ought to be in the Recorp in a ease like 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator from Wisconsin pardon ie 
a moment? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. SPOONER. I yieffl for a question. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I just want to make a statement, an 
this: In the first instance, the amendment which the 
put on the Five Civilized Tribes bill was objectionable ; 
House accepted it, and the Senate conferees were helpless. 
the second case, the amendment which the Senate put into this 
bill repealed the other, and the House made the Senate give 
way, or the Senate conferees did give way; they yielded. They 
were not at the mercy of the House. 

Mr. CLAPP. Will the Senator from Wisconsin yield to me 
for a moment? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. : 

Mr. CLAPP. I will describe the condition of the confer 


Senator will remember that I intro 


hope he 


some 


+hi 
Ls, 


Wiscon 


the 


headed by the Senator from South Carolina were on 
bill when the House insisted that they should take th 
mpanies out of that bill and relieve it of that provis 
Mr. TILLMAN. That means, if it means anything, 
House conferees on this bill said to the Senate conf 
you not take this out, we will report a disagree! 
that what the Senator means? 

Mr. CLAPP. TI mean, Mr. President, that I do not 
we can get this provision out. We tried it in the fit st 
as I explained to the Senator from South Carolina 


do 


| personal pleg that was embarrassing, in view of the un 


ing that we had; we tried it again on this bill, but the 
conferees insist that they will not let this amendment 
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; ‘ 
riLLMAN. Now, Mr. President, that causes me to say | missioners in disposing of the unsold lots in the town to John F. 
| would not otherwise say—that one of the House con- | Brown. si Baal 

who are now charged with being responsible for having nue records of this office show that A. J. Br 

ate amendment stricken out, tells me that the House | Who was made the secretary of this commission— 
es did not do that. 
CLAPP. That is a mistake. The commissioner adds— 

rlI1LLMAN. Well, there you are. In my opinion Congress has been very lenient w the Browns, I 
SPOONER. Mr. President, I think that is a pretty fair | earnestly recommend that you request { the a 





was interested in the purchase and— 


: . — a ° shi ‘ = te tioned be eliminated from the bill and t t . ee vad ‘ 
tion of the soundness of the usage which precludes state- “a PP elndgge Aa c ’ 
; a - ' : s oy e pi | whether the distribution was properly made by Mr. Brown be left 
: iy conferees as to what occurs in a conference committee. | eourts. fees : 
i 


CLAPP. Will the Senator pardon me a moment? 
VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wiscon- | 
« 1 to the Senator from Minnesota? 


That is the fair thing to do, Mr. President Nhat is what the 
courts are for. If Mr. Brown has been an unfaithful ad - 






























eis ; . trator, if these payments by him as administrator to | ‘If as 
SPOONER. ( ertainly. : ; | agent of the Wewoka Trading Company were ; 
CLAPP. Some time ago, early in my chairmanship of | are impeachable for fraud, tl ae ee 
a: 8 . . * . < z eachavie ( Pe ., LheVY can pe aken ¢ re } e 
ypmittee on Indian Affairs, I took occasion to inquire of courts. If the interest f ao a ’ 
‘ . ea . > interests o LOeSE Inino! V are u 
g older members of the Senate, and was informed that | by Mr. Andrew Iect  - os 
. . . 7 MP. e J ACKSOI brown, administrator, : i 
place in a conference was always a proper subject spoliated by Mr. An it w Jacl . ¥ +] M 
. } . ‘ < Jy air. Lharew wJACKSOI TOWN, 1e iit, yr I 
ssion j 1e Senate. ; ; 
( sion in the + sate Andrew Jackson Brown in propria persona, the court, not Con- 
‘ELSON. Mr. President—— gr is the pl ' haa Mandan t ; 
; al ccaiows a ? ; r . gress, is the place to protect their interests. 
[CE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin iP FMRCO tO prow in a 
he Senator from Minnesota? As I have said before, I suppose the provision will stay 
CO ee eee ». | the bill, but I shall conclude, as I began, Mr. President, 
\LSON. I desire to say that the amendment under dis- ont age ini that . ; “erent ' 
. Xpressing he opinior é lt 18 cious and iutel 
( is marked on the bill reported by the conference com- f eae P tl t — na va 1 i 7 
. - oe mM Q ensiple precedent lat OUgHT mK O ilnd Its ] > In any 
is amendment No. 58, if I am correct. The Senate re- mant of 4 aie ; — , : . 
: hat the Senate has receded from ame! 1 To. 5S. BEML OF CONSTESS. 
ek ee ee nee eee ee een Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, during the time the $ 
POONER. The Senate could not very well recede from Wi io? atte id = in cient 
om iscon has deen aiIscussing THIS provision 
‘ —— ‘ . to figure out how anyone under it can be deprive f 
LMAN. The Senator must not forget that the Sen- - . ea ‘cl re i = ae "~~ “. ae 
a * vn © or she \ ye = nmirew ( 0 
was to repeal the original Brown proviso, the The 1 — Seats a r Z t And ' 1 
5 nv ‘ . : ‘ e name appears here as “A. J. Brow1 pu | 
proviso. The amendment in this bill is to repeal the naaiie " eal ae R ; 1 : . 
. : Andrew Jackson Brown, as stated by the Senat 
( 1 when the Senate recedes, it restores the other to . vn, as st , i 
. COonsInN. 
mee . . Mr. SPOONER I took that from the Co ‘ 
3ON. According to the conference report, amend- Mr. McCUMBER. I 
is out of the bill, the Senate having receded, if 7 P ee ee 3 
r. President ssibly it may be ne ry to go < rt : 
; : S correct. : a 4 ease briefly once in Mr. Jenkins was inted ar t 
LMAN. In receding, the Senate merely gave up the ste ec , oe 
es * . ° : mke ne ns 4° \ | Ww was AM inte Act 
the original bill, and by holding in this amendment | M@ke Ulu Pa: anne . 
} . , or tor the t: rf i Neminol i re are 
» other. Senators ought not to get the two things or : ne : ae _ 7 R. = t 
SILIONS, since ihe tment OL A. Jd. rire 1 St 
: mp ud . has arisen as to \ ‘or instance, the pe 
\ONER. Mr. President, I have not much more to say eet ae Fo = nine 
. 5 ae . nting referred to er n tatute of ne S ( 
J I vy clear to me, as I think it will be clear to every- : od ae - me 
{ provision, so far as it relates to Mr. Brown, is ~% os , 2 was F : 
; mean. The proviso, in that view, would be of no oe a , y Meas nr 
= : 1O t it arose W ; ) 2 
ver unless the language which I object to means a . Pi ; aed -" Se : 
\s it is, if the gentlemen who favor this—that is, rea lis: ee ws oa S acar hes te ale ‘_ 
are promoting it—I do not mean in the Senate—are 0% Pi© Payments oust fo a , ied eee 
' , ; . : DY e judge in chailbders. So Tar as the ¢ I D een havy- 
| destroy any cause of action of these minors and | PY "He judge in ¢ ie . 
hat nothing herein contained shall be construed | ! : report — ee ' 
: : . . ldge in ¢ mbers is concerned | 1 
their bringing suit. ie Ae ons os ry 
objection to the payment of Governor Crawford. | 4° ““* § n Ses ; oe os 
. * * rm stan > TESLIL WO nn i x ¢ ) 
be right in amount, and it may not be right. There *‘* ee ca ier Rael 7 
ices in this paper officially reported here by the ol 1 —~s Tae eee 
; : 2 : . " ee alized Le tl 
of .Indian Affairs in regard to Mr. Brown. x _ oe cae = , e +) = : 
uch Brown in this whole business—not “ too “ni . “his —— ee ae TS 
> : Saat 1em by his action. 
ut too much Brown. Here is a sort of side | ' y es t on tl T 
: . . ay 7 . nother party comes on he scene. It 
the transactions of administrator de bonis non ee fies 2° ie “Ke = 
> ' . . : ‘ : rants to ring 1 action against Lid } <SOl > Oo 
son Brown. Here is the Seminole agreement of WUtS fo ® eng Saas a aa 
hich provides, among other things, that 7 gp . R alargys: ana anes ; Seine 
1e ground that it was improperly paid, not on 
of Wewoka shall be controlled and disposed of ac- | jy wae yaid + he wronott +? & my 7 
. ~ . : t was pal ue > W rful t =, YUL OF ; 
isions of an act of the general council of the Semi- oe , 0 - : us Bs : ; : pot tage ’ < 
ved April 23, 1897, relative thereto, and on extin- | Nical one—that his acts have peor 
tribal government deeds of conveyance shall issue to | fore the payments made by him are illegal I t 
herein provided for allottees and all lots remaining | jg proucht is not an action for a few 
e may be sold in such manner as may be prescribed ats aa rere Ta ie” 
the Interior. where error might have bu 
| whole sum. Who is paying t Who 
Jackson Brown; the same Brown— | new to recover this money ? 
5 ; . mrt r Fee resident = 
ncipal chief— Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. Presi it 
h “ P mr . , 'ER_pPPEFSIDENT oes the Senator from North Ta- 
’ a Brown, I take it— Che a E-PRESIDE! A. I ; ’ av LT hj 1 Da 
‘ : in ‘ | kota vie » the Senator from South Carolina? 

y , brother of the principal chief, was made secretary of kot . . ; : u s ra saacaalil N : ae reat a ie 
) dispose of the Wewoka town site. This commission Mr. McCUMBER. oo oo ows ony ae 
of 640 acres, within the boundaries of which were | make the payment. Who is it? It is not the indi unl ) 
vements claimed by the said Secretary Brown, and | phos received his money and is satisfied with it. It is } 

e town-site limits were set aside for said Brown, as : a ’ “iit ; : 5 a : 
m 3 of the Seminole act. ; of the fund that belongs to the pane asedireengnde Puan = 
1900, John F. Brown, principal chief of the nation, | fund will be exhausted and they will receive nothing 
ommission a proposition on behalf of himself and As stated in the beginning, I tried to find some w } wl ' 
1. Brown, to purchase the lots remaining unsold for the iii 4 ee a4 lll led , dia 
000. During aboyt three years following the organ- I could agree with the senatol from W isc sin it some « 
nission and prior to February, 1900, only seven | would be injured by this provision. Every person \ has 
nd the proposal of John F. Brown was accepted and claim against Andrew Jackson Brown has, un e the? 
icluded by the execution of a deed dated February his hi] oF — brine that F ] 1 
to I. Brown, purporting to convey all of the lots in the this bill, a right co ea ——s ot : 
i remaining unsold and not otherwise disposed of. | nothing in the bill shall prevent any individu 
ese proceedings was questioned and the Seminole | syit in his own behalf to recover any sum really due | ) 
investigation, and on December 16, 1903, passed an |. oj. ented fr NE i ea oad 
the sale of the town site by the town-site commis- individual is exce pre from He Op oon : I 
accordance with the law governing the same.” ' would have that right independent of the provis ob 
g juestion as to the validity of the sale of the town | joct sought to be accomplishe if I under | 
1048. 3 1 Congress, bythe act of March 3, 1903 (33 Stats., J : —s . : , . : 


» Cobtirmed and ratified the action of the town-site com- ' COUrSe, there may have been some ng in ie mind 
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amendment or of the bill as it was originally Mr. McCUMBER. The Government would have no right 
is not clear—but, as we all understand it, the | bring an action in any event. The Government is net a ps 
nfirm the payments so far as this technical | to it in any way. The Government can provide an attorno, 
i make it impossible for the attor- | the Government sees fit to do so; but the attorney who is p: 
se it wholly upon that technicality | cuting those cases is paid out of the very fund that belongs iy 
to provide clearly that it should not | the minors of whom the Senator speaks. 
vit where there was any claim for Mr. CLAPP. Will the Senator pardon me a moment? 
iinistrator. Now I yield to the Senator The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South Cx) 
lina yield to the Senator from Minnesota? 
the Senator has stated the case, it is a Mr. TILLMAN. With pleasure. 
isant transaction; but I want to ask the} Mr. CLAPP. I do not want to prolong this discussion. 
not it is altogether fair to the Senate for | I undertake to say that there is not a line in this bill thai 
parte statement without any evidence but | terferes in any manner with the control now being exer 
it of the attorneys who are interested to | by the Department, either in the prosecution of these suit 
l instead of letting the Senate hold on to this | in the use of the fund that unquestionably is being soug) 
i vision and let the court settle it, | be used in their prosecution. We do not take this undistri| 
he statement of the attorneys who | money out of the hands of the Department. There is not ; 
ind who are employed by Brown to | word in the bill that changes the relation of the Department to 
I want to ask the Senator if he | the attorney whom they have employed on the suits which he 
is bringing under the tacit consent and authorization of the 
Mr. President, always lies the | Department. 
nds fault with a committee about a Mr. TILLMAN. And as against that statement of the Seny- 
s not the requisite information. The | tor, I put the statement to the contrary of the Senator from 
ini ssumes that there was no evi- | Wisconsin |Mr. Srooner], from whom the Senator from Minne. 
fore that conmittee, except the bare | sota [Mr. CLapp] learned law. 
appearing on behalf of Mr. Brown. Mr. CLAPP. Yes; and while I regret the absence of 
resident, at that time the same letters | Senator from Wisconsin, the two questions as to whether 
e, and we had the statement of the Senator. provision interferes with the right of these minors and w! 
lo [Mr. TeLLerR], who investigated it on his own | this bill, if passed in this form, would interfere with a p 
lid not go into the question of his investigation, | suit, remain unanswered. 
reneral committee often leaves it to a subcommit- Mr. TILLMAN. I thought the Senator from Wisconsi: 
nd often takes the word of a Senator as to what | swered them very clearly. All those who have listened 
ion has been. are in possession of the facts. I have no interest in ti 
revertheless, all the evidence that has been ter except this, Mr. President, I want to see the Senate d 
hat filed by the chairman of the committee on | wrong; but try to do right. These children are the offs; 
ars out the statement that I made, that there of men who wore the Federal uniform and who fought 
»show upon what the Senate had ected | the South. If Republican Senators see fit to approve this 
morandum of the attorneys in the case. | pert and ratify the wrong perpetrated by Brown against t 
» the matter referred back to the courts, | ex-Union soldiers’ orphans, I have no objection. I have 
le e courts settle itand determine | my duty in calling the attention of the Senate to the fa 
<1 the Indians, senator gets , the Indian Bureau say this provision ought not to be 
1iement, with no e nce to back it. | They object to it, and oppose its enactment. The only 
Mr. President, I am not making an ex ; Senate can get this thing right is to reject the report 
» evidence to back it. I am making the | the bill back to conference, with instructions to the Senat 
ce which was before the committee, | ferees to stand by the amendment which repealed the o: 
r and of which the Senator from South | provision. 
: Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, on Saturday afternoon I as 


something about this case | ence report, if there was anything in the bill that intert 


‘ 


nderstand 

een produced, and I reassert that with the rights of what are knewn as the “ children of 
to cure that technical defect | married white citizens.” I expressed the opinion that | 

onsible for the mere fact that, unable to conclude from the provision before me that 

rined by the court in open court, | effect could be given te that provision. The Senator fr 


produce it and put it in the Recorp? | the chairman of the committee, who has charge of this 


is 


in chambers, or the court in nesoeta concurred in my view. But when I come to loo 
alled. That, of course, makes an into the matter I find that the trouble is not in the 
y attorney bringing an action upon amendment, but the trouble is in the language of the confer 
be on a claim of a party who has re-. report. I submit to the Senate as a question of order th 
ttack it, first, upon the ground that prevision of the conference report is not permissible 
being. the proper administrator, and | jects into this bill a question which was not in diff 
n confirmed by the court, as pro- , between the two Houses—in other words, the confere 
incorporates or embodies a provision which had been re, 
that is unjust or unfair, or that , by the Senate when the bill pertaining to the [ive ‘ 
‘air, and, as the Senator from | Tribes was pending here. ‘That particular provision is } 
utention has not yet been | for the express purpose of denying to these children 
“1 and no suit can be abated | tien in that land. 
I submit as a question of order that the conference co 
a word more to say. The Sen- | has exceeded its power in reporting to the Senate a4 pr 


1 
WIS 


be abated. When these suits , which confines this enrollment to minors of Indian blood or \ 
wiat will the complainants | the minors of freedmen. 
with the act of Congress, say- Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, this is one instance where I 
Jenkins are validated, ; lieve the report of the conference committee ought to | 
suits out, because the law of | jected and the bill sent back to the conferees to « 
and to eliminate certain features of the conference re] 
does not say that the act of To give a short history of the matter we were dis 
of any improper payment or | Saturday ought to convince any man that the item t 
On the contrary, it provides | refer should be rejected. In 1891 Congress passed a | 
nyone who has any actual claim | ing the Secretary of the Interior to appoint a com 
negotiate with the Colville Indians for the pureh: S 
is that the minor children who | tain tract of land. The Secretary of the Interio 
ernment now, and whose estates | the commission, and they negetiated the purchase 0! 
are left to their own individual | for the sum of $1,500,000, That commission made Its 
¢ to employ a lawyer, and no | the Secretary of the Interior. The Secretary of 
after be wrenches it from | approved it, and sent a letter to the President 1 
carrying out its obligations | that he had approved the report. Mr. Harrison, 
ngress steps in and says——- | President of the United States at that time, sent 2 
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Mr. CLAPP. Certainly. 

Mr. CLAY. For a million five hundred thousand dollar 

Mr. CLAPP. Yes. 
CI 
CL 


( ress recommending that the report be approved by act 

‘ress. It was approved, and the act approving it set 

that the Government of the United States owed these 
the sum of $1,500,000. That report also set forth that 
ey ought to be kept in the Treasury of the United Mr. APP. What I was correcting was the statement that 
in trust for these Indians to draw interest at the rate | this went on to appropriate. 

‘cent per annum. | Mr. CLAY. I did not intend to say that. 


Mr. CLAY. I am correct. I knew I was right. 



































sume, Mr. President, that this money was kept in the Mr. CLAPP. I am sure you did not intend to say it, but 1 
w si imply for the benefit of the Indians and was not | said it. 
m in order that their financial interests might be| Mr. CLAY. I say the bill recognizes the validity of tl 
‘ “Tt was clearly a statutory obligation against the | claim, and that the bill is proper, and that the validity of 
( ent of the United States. | Claim should be recognized. 
vhat is the sae In 1892 a contract was entered into | I wish to say that the contract of these attorney <pired 
n attorneys for the purpose of recovering this money | four years ago, as the contract expressly provided that in the 
United States for the benefit of the Indians. event the attorneys did not recover the money w 1 a period 
DUBOIS. Mr. President - of ten years the contract should be void, and that they should 
VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia | not receive a single dollar. 
the Senator from Idaho? Now, what does this amendment attempt to do? It under- 
CLAY. Certainly. takes to give life to a dead contract, to a contract that has | i 
UBOIS. The Senator from Georgia will pardon me. | dead for a period of four years. It was drawn 
3 e struck out the provision paying the Indians Mr. CLAPP. If the Senator can point out the language t 
with 5 per cent interest. That was never passed. | does that, I wish he would do so. 
e had it in the bill, but when it came to the Senate Mr. CLAY. I can point it out very easily. 
ion was striken out, and the bill became a law with Mr. CLAPP. Let us understand what the Senator says. The 
Senator refers to as being in the bill stricken out. | other time, as I understood the Senator d we lid l 
y hever has been ee from that day to this. | this extinct and expired contract. Aft und 1} 
LAY. ‘That does not change the feature of the argu- | to say that he did not intend to say tha 
ntend to make in a very pa minutes. Mr. CLAY. I was not discussing that feature of the bill. 
President, clearly the Government of the United States Mr. CLAPP. You certainly referred to it. 
Indians $1,500,000. In 1892 these attorneys entered Mr. CLAY. Here is what I want to call the Sen 
ntract with the Indians to collect this money from the | tion to. The contract made with the attorneys to pa; 
( it of the United States, and the attorneys were to | pe cent expressly provided that they should recov 
0 per cent of the amount that was recovered. This | Within the period of ten years, and that if they did not rt 
d nearly four years ago. There was a provision | it within a period of ten years, the contract should ud 
ct that if this money were not collected within a | they should not have anything. 
ten years, the contract was void, and the attorneys What did these attorneys do? They found that the United 
t be entitled to a single cent. In the year 1906 the | States Senate had done justice to the Indians, had give them a 
( on Indian Affairs looked over the statutes and | million and a half of dollars, and the bill passed the Hou 
1 that this was a legal and a valid claim against the | 2nd the Senate without a w rd being said about these attorney 
f the United States, and the Committee on Indian | They go to the conferees aa try to reap the benefit of the serv- 
5 \ nserted a provision in the bill that the $1,500,000 | ices of the Senate to the Indians and to secure $150,000, to 
F be paid to the Indians. This contract which had been | Which they have no legal right or claim. This amend! 
‘our years is now revived. How came it to be revived? | drawn by a sharp, shrewd lawyer, who drew it in |} 
CLAPP. Mr. President . terest. It deserves the condem ion of the Senate. I d Hot 
VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia | hesitate to say that I have no patience with a practice that has 
he Senator from Minnesota? | grown uj » whereby we pass legislation 1 it¢ io a ' 
CLAY. Certainly; with pleasure. | committee, and the conferees put new and d I l 
ir. CLAPP. I have had some experience in framing this | the bill, and Senators are compelled to y = 
i I am at a loss to find the language in it which revives | bill in order to reject such an objectio e 1 in > 
| contract, and I would appreciate it if the Senator | ference report. 
it out. Mr. President, it is surprising to know the wu leg 
Mr. CLAY. My understanding is that it sets forth the fact | that frequently creeps into bills in conference committees. 
; $1,500,000 coming to the Indizsns—— | Mr. PILES. Mr. President 
CLAPP. Yes. a VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from | 
CLAY. And you appropriated $150,000 of this sum; and | Yield to the Senator from Washington? 
endment is intended to utilize that sum for the purpose} Mr. CLAY. In one moment. 
gy these attorneys. i Mr. PILES. I want to correct 
CLAPP. The Senator is mistaken. We do not, as I read | Mr. CLAY. I will yield directly. 
ent, appropriate $150,000; and that is just the | I want to call especial attention to this pr ‘ 
st where this whole difficulty arises. And jurisdiction - oe ee a See Oe 
- did appropriate $150,000, and ho doubt in view of aa’ itiaalage Wathen and Jou ah AL v. ‘ , a 
t some of that money would be used for paying attor- | law, of the city of Washington, ID. C., for t 
ferees yielded to a suggestion striking out the ap- | which shall be paid t » the 4 rt v i 
$150,000 and inserting in lieu thereof that the aia Tadiaain tow pi yment for said land i 
cht r bring their suits in the Court of Claims; and | of compensation for such « ; 
has given rise to this discussion. | or agreements heretof é ed j 1id Ind 
I will ask the Senator this question: The Sen- | Now, mark you this: If this claim was before the 
deny that we owe $1,500,000 to the Indians. The | out any instruc tion from Congress, and the court ex 
deny that this bill recognizes the justice of the | contract and found that it had expired four years ag 
i which had any respect for the law would dismiss t 
( P. Which claim? | These attorneys come into the Senate and they say: “Our 
I mean the claim of the Indians against the Gov- |‘tract is dead; we never recovered this money but Co ‘ 
‘ ; e United States. awakened to the fa that the Indians wer entitied to 
Should this bill become a law, it will be the | money. We see this bill is going through the Senate. \ 
gress since the land was taken which does recog- | slip in and get the conferees to give us a hundred: and fif 
, sand dollars and to put life into a contract which has 
- Then I am right. | for four years; dead and buried long, long ag 
’. But the Semitor said we appropriated $150,000. | Mr CLAPP. Will the Senator yield to me for a m 
CLA I did not. } Mr. CLAY. Certainly. 
- Why | Mr. CLAPP. Last Saturday the senior Senator f M 
: I said this bill recognizes the validity of a claim chusetts [Mr. LobdGE] took occasion to compliment th 
Indians | tee upon the wisdom of inserting this provision Iie did 1 ro 
’. Unquestionably, | as much into detail as he might have gone. 
ar. \gainst the Government of the United States As I understand, after this contract expired in 1904, Iindi- 


o17 
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cts were obtained with these Indians; and an | from Texas whether he ever knew an Indian, if he had ; 
rule, will pay that which he believes he is morally | money, to refuse to pay the first man who came to him who }).,4 
pay. So it seemed better that Congress should | a legal claim upon him? 
ter, in which the Indians were bound morally by Mr. CLAY. Will the Senator let me answer that ques; 
s they had entered into since 1904, to the disposition | I am sure these attorneys, from the way the amendment 
‘than to permit them to attempt to settle it or | been drawn, will be the first men to get to the Indian. 
‘le to settle with the Indians when the money | Mr. BAILEY. Just as a tribute to a vanishing race, | 
tor from Massachusetts was right | answer the Senator from North Dakota by saying that tl, 
wisdom of the committee in doing | dian does almost universally pay his honest debts, and | 
| also to add that when the Indians are pursued by remo) 
. I should like to ask the Senator a question. creditors like these they never escape. 
LPP. Certainly. | Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President—— 
‘LAY. If this was a just and legal claim, and the Com- The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from G 
Indian Affairs knew it to be a just claim when the | yield to the Senator from Idaho? 
pending before that committee and when the amend-| Mr. CLAY. With pleasure. 
was adopted appropriating a hundred and fifty thousand | Mr. DUBOIS. I simply desire to correct a mistak 
hy did not the Committee on Indian Affairs offer this |} which I think the Senator from Texas has fallen, as 
lment and give the Senate a chance to pass upon it? the Senator from Georgia. In the first place, the contr: 
CLAPP. A simple answer to that is found in the history | made in 1894 for 15 per cent, and approved by the Secre+ 
ation th: asses Congress. The question betrays | the Interior for 10 per cent. That contract expired o 
| T not a bill that passes Congress | years ago, not four years ago. During its life the Senate 
ly gets to the President, has amendments | mended the payment of this money. After the expir: 
re not contained in it originally. “If | the approved contract the attorneys, who had been 
» wise,” it might be asked, “why were | enough, but Congress had not acted, made another contr 
9 the Indians for 10 per cent. That contract has not b 
a the bill passed the Senate, this | proved. 
I ‘eached this stage of consideration. We were Mr. PETTUS. I should like to ask the Senator from 
ing aside $150,000, knowing that the contracts existed, | a question. 
that these claims existed; but when we came into Mr. DUBOIS. Certainly. 
ea gan to get nearer to the solution of this ques-| Mr. PETTUS. He speaks of a second contract, and 
initely better, instead of leaving the $150,000 | been spoken of very often, but no one has stated what i 
subject to the claims of the attorneys upon | or when it was made. 
oral obligation, to send it to the Court of Claims. Mr. DUBOIS. The second contract was similar to the first 
] RAILEY. Will the Senator permit me? | tract, providing for the payment to the attorneys of 10 per 
Mr. CLAPP. I have not the floor, really. | the money recovered. But that contract was not ap] 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Georgia is en-| the Secretary of the Interior. I refer to.the second 
titled to the floor. | made in 1904. The approved contract expired in 1904 
Mr. BAILEY. Will the Senator from Georgia permit me?| other contract which has not been approved by the & 
Mr. CLAY. I yield. was made in 1904. 


. 


Mr. BAILEY. The objection that the Senator from Georgia Mr. PETTUS. When was it made? 
nakes, that this revives an expired contract, it seems to me Mr. DUBOIS. In 1904. 
« | have been obviated ty providing that the court should Mr. CLAY. Why was not the latter contract approved b; 


a | 


nsider only valid and existing contracts. Secretary of the Interior? 
Mr. CLAPP. Doés the Senator from Texas hold that simply | Mr. DUBOIS. I do not know. Probably because t! 
authorizing the court to take into account the terms of a con-j|a different Secretary of the Interior. My observation 
tract, where they are fixing compensation, where they are to | the Secretary of the Interior approves some contracts i 
ascertain the quantum meruit, revives that contract? | in terms with others which he will not approve. H 
Mr. BAILEY. I think it does when it is provided for in | two contracts precisely the same, one of which the Sec 
this language, because it declares that- the court may consider | the Interior approved and the other the Secretary oi 
all contracts or agreements heretofore entered into. That is | terior did not approve. 
authority to the court not only to consider those contracts as} Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, this is a very peculi 
mere evidences of the value of the services, but as instruments | It is reported by the conference committee and insert 
upon which a judgment may be predicated. | bill, and the Senate has no information from the com 
I desire to say that my experience is somewhat different from | regard to the terms of these contracts except what it 
of the Senator from Minnesota. He tells the Senate that | from the Interior Department. The Senate committee 
Indians will pay anything that appeals to their sense of | set forth these contracts. The committee has not ¢ 
ral obligation. Probably that was true before they were | Senate any of the particulars in regard to these contracts. 
itaminated by too close association with white people, but | amendment has never been discussed by the Committ 
e the Indians have become American citizens in the Indian | dian Affairs. There was nothing in the amendment 1 
vitory they stand upon the law. the Senate to indicate that the Senate committee int 
They think they have all of the rights of | deal with this subject in any way whatever. And in t 
S. in fact this amendment has never been dealt with by 
BAILEY. They think they have them, and my judgment | committee and has never been considered by anybody 
vy will exercise them. I think if Congress will send these | conferees. 
ys with their expired contracts to the Indian Territory, Look how this amendment is drawn. I do not 
ly conferring upon those courts the power to hear and de- | drew it. It is drawn in such a way that the judgin 
il valid and existing contract against the Indians—— | rendered in favor of Marion Butler and Josiah M. Val 
These are blanket Indians in Oregon. it also provides— 
a shington. The same— 
ington. —_ o. la ae 
s so far from my home that I am not That is, the money 
ninion about it, but I am not inclined to | to be apportioned among said attorneys by said Butler an 
of moral obligation is stronger in the I have understood from the statements on the 1! 
in it is in the Indian Territory, which | Senate that only $15,000 was to go to any parti 
ns of whom I speak. But possibly if | lawyers, but the amendment is drawn in such a \\ 
wear blankets they may be so simple-minded | Secretary of the Treasury must pay to Marion |! 
ired contract. However, I think it ought | Josiah Vale a hundred and fifty thousand dollars 
it they ought not to be dragged into | found to be the correct sum, and these gentlemer 
de to answer for what they are not | how much shall be paid to the other attorneys. I 
y. tainly made the masters ¢ f the situation. 
MBER and Mr. DUBOIS addressed the Chair. Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President—— 


Cel 


7 


-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator tr 
yield to the Senator from North Dakota? 

LAY. I yield to the Senator from North Dakota. Mr. CLAY. With pleasure. ; . 
McCUMBER. I was simply going to ask the Senator Mr. McCUMBER. The Senator did not, of cou 
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him the facts the Committee on Indian Affairs had. A | respect for his judgment, 


and have always had since I have 
+t has been entered into between the other attorneys and | known him. 








} I am unable to und rstand.,. however, how 
and Vale, constituting the latter the attorneys in whose reached the conclusion, after reading the statutes, that 1 
the payment shall be made, and the contract provides }| Indians were not entitled to this money. I reached the < 
division among the other attorneys according to the} clusion the very minute I read the law It did not seem to 
ut of work done. to be disputable at all. 
CLAY. I know the Senate is anxious to vote on this Mr. PILES. No; the Senator 
+t and to get through with it, but I will yield to the Senator Mr. CLAY. I understand the Secretary of the Interior has 
Washington [Mr. Pries] for a minute. I had forgotten. recognized the validity of this claim and has recom! led 3 
PILES. Mr. President, I wish to refer to one statement | payment time and again. 
the Senator from Georgia, feeling that it is my duty Mr. PILES. The Senator misunderstood 1 
» in view of the fact that a very distinguished lawyer Mr. CLAY. Originally, I will say to the Senator, it was not 
State, one of the ex-justices of the supreme court of | intended that this money should be paid to the Indians 
State, represents, among other lawyers, these Indians in | intended that the money should be kept in trust by the S 
m. tary of the Treasury for their benefit, to be ] ! s 
rstood the Senator from Georgia to say that the lawyers | time as Congress might recommend hereafter. We 
ing with this matter until Congress had provided for quently, I will say to the Senator, pursued that We 
nent of a million and a half dollars, and then the law- | have frequently done so because the Indians in 1 
it before the conferees and had their claim of $150,000 | are spendthrifts, and being their guardian. our Gove 
ed. undertaken frequently to keep their money : u ) 
ras concerns my relations with this matter, they are | it to them in such a way as they might need 
Vhen I first took my seat in this body, one of the law- But what I object to in this case is that hei n t 
this case in my State wrote me with reference to the | that has never been considered by the Senate at all | 
alf of the Colville Reservation, saying he hoped I} that with the facts before us we s! d leave i 
insist, when that part of the reservation was opened, | conference report, and that if it were left out of t 
payment of the just claim of a million and a half | report and voted on separately it would |} V V 
ie Government owed the Indians for the north half of | defeated. 
‘ryation. I wrote to him, telling him that when I had It is an easy matter for a man with a dk 11 t ) 
i through the north half of the Colville Reservation I | before a conference committee. I make no ri i 1 ! 
, ‘ned, as I recalled, from gentlemen living in that section | conference committee; they are hor ible x ) I 
untry that the ogg were not entitled to that sum | is an easy matter for a man with a doubtful « ! 
and I did not see my way clear to support the claim, | a conference committee and to havi i i 
i would be perfectly willing to investigate the matter, doubtful character that would be | i 
yund the ye were entitled | to the money, to support it. the Senate if brought into the Senate befo1 t was 
ittorney the 1 laid before me the record in the case and | the conference report. 
* showing to my mind conclusively that the Indians | Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President 
tled to that money. It developed that the chief jus- | The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from (¢ 
» State of Washington had acted as one o* the com- | yield . ape Senator from South Carolina? 
to effect the contract between the United States and Mr. CLAY. Certainly. 
ns, under the terms of which they were entit led to } Mr. Pre. MAN. If the Senator will pardon me, I 
. Upon that understanding I have supported and | know when this bad practice will ever stop if the 
rting this claim of the Indians for $1,500,000. There- way whenever such a provision gets into a conference 


| know from my personal knowledge that at least one at- 


in appropriation bill? If the bill is full of improper t 
this case did represent the Indians long before Con- 


steals, I have almost said, are we just simply going - 
g cognized this claim. | them because they are in the conference report? 
intend to vote against this confe 
should like to ask the Senator from Washington whether | I believe it ought to be defeated. I think we ought to ! 


e solic itude in this instance arose for the Indians to} back to the conference committee and let the 


mittees know that they shall not pass upon anytl 
matters that are in dispute between the House and th 


This matter was never thought of on the floor of 


money or for the lawyers to get their fe 
LES. The statement to me on behalf of the Indians 


| 
riILLMAN. If the Senator from Georgia will permit} Mr. CLAY. I 
. , | 
they were entitled to this money. | 





[LLMAN. But it seems that all the money that will | was never discussed by the Committee on Indian A 
} ll go to the lawyers, and the Indians will have to get | was inserted, as is my understanding, just before t 
iwyer to come here and collect the balance. | came to a conclusion, and inserted without the S te i 


rece 7 | . . . 
ILES. I do not understand that to be the case at all. | considering it. 
lerstand about the matter is that these lawyers have a Mr. President, the 


1 committee ought to have had 
vo before the Court of Claims and prove whether or | tracts before them. Th ight to have know t 
are entitled to $1 or to $150,000, and whatever they | services that have been performed. They ought to | 
led to, if anything, they will have a right to recover. | familiar with the case from the beginning to the end, and to ! 
understanding of it. reported the facts to the Senate, and the te ought to h 
sAILEY. Mr. President—— had an opportunity to pass upon the merits of this el I 
ICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia | believe that the claim ought to be defeated nd at | t t it 
{ Senator from Texas? ought never to have been inserted in the bill by the « 


| 

AY. Certainly. Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, whatev: 
\ILEY. My friend from South Carolina seems to be | ference between Senators so far as 
severe against the lawyers. I have no patience with | drawn is concerned, they certainly ought 1 

| attempt to prevent the lawyers from recovering | imagination for the facts in any given « e fa 
My own opinion is that the $150,000 in this trans- | be settled between them before they make that the 
ne too large. But lawyers are expected to collect | argument. I can excuse the Senator from Geo i i 
der existing contracts, and if those contracts expire, | as to what the facts are, because he took no part in tl 

iil to perform their duty under the contract accord- | gation of the matters before the committee of conf 
terms, I do not believe the Congress ought to revive | fore the Committee on Indian Affair 

in their favor. 





| I believe that I can make this clear. I believe that I ean 
were no question about the expiration of this con- dispel the fog that seems to surround it to some extent, ¢ gs 
uld not hesitate one minute to give these people not | over very briefly indeed some of the facts in this 
Ul right to go to the court to recover it, but, under the | lere were a number of Indians, several tribes, Ss 1 
I vould make the direct appropriation to it. But the | Colville tribes of Indians. ney Peete som a |: S 
( ‘e is that according to their contract these lawyers | country in the Territory of W: f 


titled to this money. I do not think that a lawyer | Washington. There was a eeuath mn 


» Where 
( permitted to take adyant: ge of an expired contract | from. There was a entation as to what title they had, w!) 
han anybody else, nor do I think the fact that he | they had the Indian title or a mere possessory title ‘ 
zs leprives him of his right until it has expired. | wards it seems that the Department itself, not being « 3 
\Y. Mr. President, just a word and I am through, | to what the Indian title of that land was, and think 2 


* Know we want to vote on this report. | Indians did not at least need all of it, made a dep: 
I ’ to the Senator from Washington that I have great | der which placed those Indians within circums 
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at the Indians claimed 
made a treaty with those Indians. 
I deed practically the right of the Indians to 
1 t treaty which prov ided that the Indians should 
rtain amount, $1,500,000, for one-half of the reserva- 
1 y ited by Executive order, 
s. On the contrary, Congress declared by 
that the Indians had no title. 
the Indian being despoiled of his $1,500,000 was 
d, by the action of Congress, of his right 
In other words, we threw open this territory, gave it to 
declined to pay for it. So when the Indian 


as crt 


its act at 


also 


but 

l his rig 

lied after an investigation any title that he 

tor Ci 

‘a law its decision upon the title to Indians, 
he Indian to establish his right against that claim. 

iey came to the Department. The Department knew 

; the Department knew what Congress had done, and it 

, > 

th tl It to affirm such contract as those In- 

with attorneys for the purpose of impressing 

by with the 
ig the previous action of Congress. 

cht { to enter into any such contract? Mr. 

be no possible question upon that score. 

w which was read Saturday, the st 

tion 2103, provides that— 

inl! be made by yt person with any tribe of Indians, 

dians not citizens of the Unite d States, for t iyment 

y money or other thi ng of value, in present or in pro- 

he granting or procuring any privilege to him, or any 

col ation of services for said Indians relative to 

l or to ,any claims growing out of, or in reference to, annu- 

installments. or other moneys, claims, demands, or thing, under 

s or tre ities with the United States, or official acts of any officers 

f, or in any way c mne a with or due from the United States, 

1 cont t or agre nt be executed and approved as follows. 


nd then it provides for the execution and approval of it. 
very law we legalized any contract that is made with 
lians for any of those purposes. 
ow is the Indian going to get his rights? The Gov- 
of the United States owes him. He can not sue the 
vernment, can he? Whey you give him the right, therefore, 
employ an attorney for the purpose of securing that right 
going to act? To whom will he appeal? To 
He can not go into the courts. He must get an act 
into the courts. He can not get an appropria- 
n except from Congress. He must go to Congress to get that 
propriation. Therefore, when that contract was made it was 
understood that it would be a contract to convince 
zress that the Indian had a right which Congress ought to 
pect notwithstanding its previous action. 
what did the attorneys have to do in that case? The 
first duty incumbent upon them as an attorney was to 
lish Indian titles. How are you going to establish an In- 
title to land? As was sted by the Senator from 
‘arolina [Mr. Simmons], an abstract of title? That 
t determine an Indian title to lands. He must find that 
Indians have occupied that land practically from time 
orial. 
had a 


attempting 


1s 
iif 


night have. 


idiar f 
hould mal 
we will 

ind notwithsta! 
had they a ri 


sec 
he p 


sider 


ngress 


‘ y . sc + 
Congress to go 


ssarily 


sugge 


by 


litt 
to 


land—l 


le experience since I have been in Congress 
determine the title of Indians to a certain 
1,000,000 acres—in my own State. It was nec- 
through our oldest records. 

rd that was made by the Hudson Bay 

nearly 200 years old. I had 
lished their posts; what In 
the chiefs at that time 
of Indians they were. I h 
chiefs from that time do 


company 
here they had estal 
with there; who were 
were; what kind 

the line of the 


le to m 


to 


how 
ad to 


wh 


from time immemorial. 
practically to do the same thing: 
ince Congress not only that the Indian 
had to convince Congress of the right- 
im against the Government for the 
ing the fact that Congress 
was no slight job. No one could criti 
* authorizing them to employ an attorney. 
rneys worked on that contract from 1894 until 1904. 
ise, not, as some Senators think on 
Department found that they had a 
he Der artment has nothing to do with establishing the 
has to determine that question when it de- 
its legal or moral liability to the Indians. After 
they had 


acti ally 


had 


‘On 


y 


rtnsent 
att 


lid make a clear 


Den 


{ 
her side, because the 
' 

1m 


| 
Congress 


n ten years 


in the first in- Affairs that they had a title to those lands and that Co: 


In th: ut | 


was never accepted | 
| withstanding the committee found it to be just, 
| years 
| the contract that would have 
to the money | 


hts he was faced with a Congressional act which | 
| Idaho. 
in understand, when Congress has once put in the | 
how difficult | 
| Interior lately 


absolute right of the Indian to |; 


atute | 





lians | 





as | 
as} 


ake a clear case that the land had belonged | 


and 


had once | 


less | 


satisfied the Committee on Indian |} 


ought to pay for them. 

What did the committee do? There were other treaties every 
year. Some of them had to go off. It was impossible to | 
them all upon the appropriation bills; and the enly practi 
way to get an Indian treaty through Congress is by an app: 
priation bill. Year after year the Colville bill went off, 
until the 
So by our own negligence we destr 
given them nearly $150,000. 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator pardon an inquiry? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Certainly. 

Mr. BACON. I should like to make the inquiry of the § 
ator that my colleague [Mr. Cray] made of the Senator 
What was the reason which caused the Secret 
the Interior to refuse to approve the last contract? 

Mr. McCUMBER. The reason is that the Secretary of 
approves no contracts. He has started « 
understand, upon a different theory, and upon what oug 
have been the right theory in the first instance, that Co: 
ought to do its duty without the assistance of an attorne: 
for the last few years he has declined, I understand, to a; 
any contracts whatever. 

Mr. BACON. I presume the Senator is familiar wit! 
fact that the Secretary of the Interior in refusing to a 
the new contract knew the history of this case and k: 
the prior contract. 

Mr. McCUMBER. It was a different Secretary, of « 

I understand that the present Secretary of the Interio: 
approve no contracts of that kind at the present time; t! 
theory is that the Indian Office and the Secretary of the In- 
terior ought to take care of the rights of the Indians without 
their attempting to hire any attorneys. 

Mr. BACON. While I am on my feet, if the Senato: 
pardon me, I should like to ask him another question 
same connection. 

Mr. McCUMBER. 
far as I can. 

Mr. BACON. I should like to ask the Senator if he | 
what is the attitude of the Indians in reference to the 
of this claim, whether they recognize it or not? 

Mr. McCUMBER. I understand that it is satisfactory 
Indians. I have not heard anything to the contra) 


had expired. 


I will be glad to answer the questi 


thing is certain, I think, that the great majority of th: 


signed the new contract within the last four years. | 
stand that that is as good evidence as you can get of th 
ing satisfied to continfie the same attorneys in the case. 

Mr. BACON. Now, with the permission of the Senn 
will ask him one other question, and then I will not tre 
further upon him. In a matter of this kind, when \ 
dealing with the rights of both parties, does not the & 
think we ought to know whether they recognize the ; 
of this charge for the fee? Does not the Senator t! 
ought to inform ourselves on that question before we : 
to act for them and to pay out money to which they w 
otherwise entitled? 

Mr. McCUMBER. That is not only provided for, but 
instances when provision is made for the trial, notice is gi\ 
the Secretary of the Interior looks after the rights of 
Indians in those matters. That, it is understood, will be 
in all eases. But the fact is that I do not know but al! 


| adult Indians, at least the majority of them, signed a n 
I bad to get | 
Com- 


tract with the same attorneys to continue them, and tlic) 
been working now fourteen years upon this one case. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from N 
kota yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. McC UMBER. Certainly. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I desire to state, in answer to tl 
from Georgia, that in addition to the Indians having 
new contract, five of the leading Indians, when the appr 
tion bill was up two years ago, came all the way fr 
ington State with the attorneys from that State w 
they had made the contract to urge the payment of 
and the payment to the attorneys; and the Senate t! 
mended the payment just before the expiration of 1 
contract. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, it has been sugs 
and I think unjustly to the conferees, that these atto 
able to secure anything before the Senate, then went 
conferees and got a new provision in the bill for the! 

Now, let me correct the Senator from Georgia 
upon that proposition. When this bill passed the Sen 
tained a provision that $150,000, 10 per cent, should ! 
diately paid over to the Indians. What was that for 
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. we all understand what it was for—at least the committee 
iorstood what it was for. At that time it was thought best 
those Indians who had signed the contract for the $150,000 
the $150,000 themselves. Therefore they would have had 
their power, immediately upon the passage of the act and 
payment of the money, to pay over the $150,000 to the at- 
vs. Of course the attorneys would have had the trouble of 
ting it from the Indians after it was paid. 

| have got most of it in a very short time. Then the con- 
on the part of the House, objecting to that provision, 

i upon another, which seemed more just. What was it? 
euestion arose whether, notwithstanding these contracts. 
ithstanding the fact that they had given fourteen years’ 
without having before us necessarily everything that 
justify us in determining what those attorneys’ fees 


1 be, we said, “‘ We will not pass on that, but we will re- | 


to the Court of Claims to determine whether you are 


( ed to $1, to $1,000, to $10,000, or to $150,000;” and it is 
‘ 1: the jurisdiction of the Court of Claims to determine that 


iestion. 
s provided here—and the cenferees are criticised because 
( t provision—that the court may take into consideration 
‘ ontracts heretofore entered into. Why? For the purpose 
of ng 10 or 15 per cent? No; for the purpose of determining 
I y whether it might have been reasonable, but the serv- 
hat were to be performed under the contract. 
{ contract says, so far as the price is concerned, it is not 
bit * upon the court. So far as it outlines the duties of the 
at eys it is binding to the extent that it determines what the 
d were which they were to perform. 
BAILEY. Will the Senator permit me? 
McCUMBER. Certainly. 
Mr. BAILEY. In the absence of any direction in this amend- 
that the court shall consider these expired contracts or 
nt, does the Senator from North Dakota doubt that they 
W i be competent evidence? 
IcCUMBER. Mr. President, I can answer that very 
If the question arose between the attorneys and the 
as to what kind of work was to be performed by the 
the contracts would be proper evidence. 
AILEY. Or—— 

Mr. McCUMBER. Just a moment. If the question arose as 
value of the services, then the contracts would not be 
it evidence as to the value. 
3AILEY. Mr. President, I have no doubt that the con- 


tr re competent evidence, both as to the character of the 
sel to be performed and as to the value; of course not 


ive upon either point, but entirely competent upon both 
Therefore I think the express stipulation in this amend- 

it the court shall consider those contracts is unneces- 

t is only desired that they be used as evidence. As they 

used as evidence without this express provision, I 


( t escape the conclusion that the purpose of this is to 
r them and give them force; in other words, not only to 
, 1 


| of the unapproved contracts. 
CUMBER. 
hat we could give this law that construction. 


+ 


We can 
those contracts. 


This action, if the action is main- 


Probably they | 


Whatever | 
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| give the expired contracts force, but to operate as an | 


Oh, Mr. President, it does not seem to me | 


all under the provisions of this law, would be an | 


the quantum meruit, and there you would determine 

legal fact. They could not under this agreement or 

law bring an action upon the old contract which 

evidence for some particular purpose but could not be 

f the action. If it would be, then, of course, we might 

without sending it to the court, that the sum shall 

and nothing else. 

Claims upon a quantum meruit, and at the same 

it the court shall give effect to the provision and 
contract that has become void by the lapse of time. 

\ILEY. It oecurs to me, Mr. President, that the very 

; provision is to make the court do this, instead 

I hardly think Congress would appropriate $150,- 

harge a contract which, according to its own terms, 

ligation upon the Indian tribes. But Congress, it 

§ is now asked to revive the expired contracts, or, 

ame thing, to approve the unapproved contracts, 





m before the court, the court finds these people 
: | judgment of so much; and then Congress has noth- 
to appropriate to pay that judgment. 
ee MBER. Mr. President, I have not the amendment 
to ie, but the amendment proposes to send the matter 
7) _of Claims to determine the value of the services. 
he case, the action must be brought upon the quan- 

u 


and the court must simply determine what the 


| the committee of conference believe that, so far as the 


services were reasonably worth. If the contract 


is of any bene 
fit to the court in determining what the services are really 
worth, of course it would be proper that it should be an instru- 
ment of evidence; but it can not used for any other purpose. 
It can not be used as the basis upon which the action is to be 


instituted. 

I simply desired to clear up this proposition of the title and 
the character of work that was to be performed, and to say that 
Indians 
are concerned, they have performed an act of far greater jus- 
tice in saying that the court shall determine the value of these 








services, rather than to report it back to Congress. If, in the 
view of Congress, the court should award too much, it can still 
be cut down ratber than leave it as it was in the act as it 

| before, appropriating $150,000, paying it over to the India 

|} and then having them pay it to their attorneys as soon as they 
got it. From the standpoint of those who have opposed the 


provision, I think they must agree that it is far preferable to 


the first amendment as it passed the Senate, because if next 
| winter the court determine that $25,000 is a proper sum, Con 


gress may still say that the service was not worth more than 
$10,000, and refuse to appropriate any more than that sum. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, the Senate has spent 
almost the entire day in debate upon two amendments im 
ing, I think, but little more than $300,000. I wish to call the at 
tention of the Senate to amendment No. 56 in the confere! 
report, which involves property 1 amounting to at lea 
$10,000,000. It is the amendment upon which the Senator fr 
Texas [Mr. BAILEy] raised the point of order. 

It is with some reluctance, sir, that I oppose the conf 
report, or any portion of it. I am a member of the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, and I should not oppose the report if I did 
not believe that very great injustice would be done to a large 
number of Indians unless the Senate rejects it and sends it 
back to conference, 

I regret that the rules do not permit of separate action upon 
each item in the report, and that there is no other way to pre- 
vent the perpetration of the wrong which the adoption of this 
amendment would work to these helpless people except by 
rejecting the entire report and sending it back to « 
But, sir, the enactment of this amendment into law wi 
the hope and wipe out the only opportunity which 2,000 men, 
claiming to be members of these tribes, have to prove their right 
to participate in the patrimony given to them by this Gove 
ment as a recompense for the great country east of the Mis- 
sissippi which they once owned. I know that on the disposition 
of this amendment depends the possession of hundred: homes, 
with all of the sacred ties that bind their owners to them. I 
know that it will result in driving men off the farms they have 
developed; will take from them all they have accumulated by 
years of toil and endeavor—years in which they contributed to 
the development of the rich country included in the Indian T\ 
ritory, years in which they were fitting themselves to take a 
place in the citizenship of our country. I can not, I y, for 
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these reasons remain silent and permit this amendment to pass 
without protest. I consider it a duty I owe the Senate to « 


attention to the injustice, the great wrong, which would res 
On Saturday afternoon, late in the day’s session, I : l the 
attention of the few Senators then present to this amendment. 


I contended at that time that, if it were adopted, it would ex- 


| clude possibly as many as 2,000 Indians from having their cases 


It would be folly to send it to | 


considered at all by the Commissi - of the Five Civilized 
Tribes or by the Department of the Interior. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BurNHAm in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. La F« rE] yield to 
the Senator from South Carolina? 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I do. 


= 





Mr. TILLMAN. I dislike to do it for the third time, but 
is a very important matter, and I shall insist occasionally, at 
least, that Senators shall listen to what is going on, and n 
come in here and ask, “ What is my vote?” and then vote \ i 
the committee regardless of what has been said or done ! 
I make the point that there is no quorum prese! Mr. P 
dent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The absence of a quom 
suggested, the Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names; 
Ankeny Clapp 
Bacon Clay K 
Bailey Cullom I te 
Blackburn Daniel igh I 
Brandegee Dillingham ay I 
Bulkeley Dolliver Met r 
surnham Dubois Mc! 














1 
Mall Pettus Stone Warner | 
Mor Piles Sutherland Warren 
Ne Scott Taliaferro Wetmore 
O1 n Sinimons Teller 
Per] Spooner Tillman 
Phe VICE-PRESIDENT. Forty-six Senators have answered | 
to their nan A quorum is present. if 
Ir. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I repeat that when this | 
I fer was under discussion on Saturday evening I then as- | 


















































in the neighborhood of 2,000 Indians under existing 
li ognized by the Department of the Interior as being 
fairly entitled to have their right to enrollment investigated and 
t ed, and that if amendment numbered 56 were adopted | 
f these Indians would have or could have a hearing | 
=" “a 
cases. That statement was controverted by the chair- | 
mittee, the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Clapp]. | 
re s itted the matter to the Department of the In- | 
s morning. I presented to the Secretary the bill, di- | 
his attention to sections 1 and 2 of the act of April 26 | 
{ nown as the “ Five Civilized Tribes act,’ and to the pro- | 
| amendment numbered 56. The matter was referred by the 
. tary to the Assistant Attorney-General for his investiga- | 
[ have received a communication from the Secretary of | 
{ Interior as a result of that investigation, and I ask the 
‘i n of Senators to it. The letter of the Secretary is as 
tollo 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, June 11, 1906. 
[lo I r M. LA FOLLETTE, | 
United States Senate. ; 
I received your letter of this date stating that— 
I ivite your attention to an amendment, No. 56, of the conference 
the Indian appropriation bill and respectfully request to be | 
d as to the effect of the proposed amendment No. 56 upon the 
! ot the Indians whose cases are now pending investigation, and 
ve been held by your Department to be entitled to investigation | 
Commissioner to the Five Civilized Tribes.” 
prior to 1830 there have been white persons residing in cer 
. , Civilized Tribes whose descendants have been recog 
ers of the tribes, and have without objection from the 
ed lands and built homes. Among others may be in- 
descendants of W. J. Thompson, a white intermarried | 
Oo W transported by the Government to the Indian Ter 
s & ' der the treaty « 1830; also descendants of 
( stian m ! John Parker Kingsbury and his wife, Mariah, 
e t Choctaw council, November 15, 1854. 
ns er had y other home than in such Indian 
1 } I borne legiance to any other immediate 
ha of t Indian nation into which they have been 
t legal « t ef such amendment excludes them from enroll- 
t efi n ex from the allegiance to which they 
né ‘ des them from allotment in severalty 
‘ nel lands d gives their homes and improved lands to 
not toiled to construct or improve, giving the fruit 
r to other less provident members of the tribe. 
» Choct treaty of 1830 (7 Stat. L., 3383) was executed by “ the 
i captains, and warriors of the Choctaw Nation.’ 
1 r cent of the entative parties signing the treaty 
a nati ‘e ‘names of the white races, principally 
d I hows that prior to 1830 there was a large 
1 of wt ood, § it is shown by the records of this Depart- | 
that numbe of Indian tribes, recognized as such, are not infre- 
i t any termixture of Chor blood. 
nt acts governing the Cor ion to the Five Civilized 
st Commission to scrutinize the tribal rolls and ex- 
pe ns whose names have been enrolled by fraud or 
epartment, this made every enrolled person | 
ve I r, so that formal application for enroll- 
\ he effect of the provision in amendment 56— 
i S 
t fact that the name of a person appears on the tribal roll of 
s tribes shall not be construed to be an application for en- 
be to exclude all such tribal members as have not here- 
al application, whether of white or Indian blood. If 
a to be required, a time should be fixed in the 
the formal application must be filed. 
Very respectfully, 
EE. A. Hitcucock, Secretary. 
The last two lit of amendment No. 56 provide: 
ia f the name of a person appears on the tribal roll of 
d hall not be construed to be an application for en- 
1 of the Five Civilized Tribes act provides that— 
of the Interior may enroll persons whose names appear 
1 I > tr rol 
But that is not all. Note what follows. There is another con- 
vy before the Secretary of the Interior can con- 
1 is of persons for enrollment, the name of the 
Nieant ist not ¢ appear on the tribal roll, but there must 
» be some independent record of previous application to the 
( 1 f ( ent. The balance of the proviso is as 
i 
the reco in charge of the Commissioners to the Five 
( I ) S a ation was made prior to December 1, 1905, 
< 
I dent, the adoption of this amendment will exclude 
all of that class. It will also exclude those to whom the Sen- | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


| still pending. 


| retainer. 


| cent of the amount such Indian would receive as his share of 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I think I have it here—Mansfield, Me 
Murray & Cornish. I am informed by the Senator from Nori! 
| Carolina [Mr. OvERMAN] that this firm collected a fee of $7 
000, which is a little more than I thought. 
Mr. President, I do not know—— 
Mr. McCUMBER. I should like to ask the Senator if any of 
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ator from Texas [Mr. Battery] referred when making his point 
of order against this amendment; besides this, it will exelude 
a very large class who, under the act of 1896, were given three 
months in which to present their applications for enrollment to 
the Dawes Commission. When applications were then mac: 
if any question whatever, whether of fact or of law, was raised 
as to their right to enrollment, all so challenged were set apart 
in a doubtful class. Such claims were not determined, but are 
They were not entered on any tribal roll, and 
if this amendment is adopted their rights can not be considered. 
All told, it will exclude in the neighborhood of 2,000 Indians, 
who, upon every possible ground, in equity and in law, as the 
law is construed by the Interior Department, are entitled to 
have their day in court. 

The Senate has listened patiently all afternoon to the di 


cussion of two amendments, one involving $150,000 and the 
other $186,000. The average amount involved in the case of 


each of the 2,000 Indians affected by this amendment is in the 
neighborhood of $5,000. Of these 2,000 claims about 1,060 of 
them are pending in the Interior Department to-day. The 
amount involved in these claims in round numbers is upward 
of $12,000,000. 

I have not heard one word in defense of this proposition fro: 
the conferees, and I do not know that it can be justified in any 





way. A good deal has been said about great fees for attorneys 
I suppose Senators have heard of the case of one firm of 


attorneys in the Indian Territory who drove a bargain with 
two of the tribes and then sought to collect, upon their so- 
called “contract,” a fee amounting to nearly $2,000,000. As 
I am informed, they finally succeeded in collecting something 
like $700,000. That firm still has, as I was informed to-da; 
at the Interior Department, a standing contract with tho-:e 
Indians. By its terms they are paid $10,000 a year as a geners] 
But that is not all. Besides this they havea contract 
to collect for every Indian whose enrollment is denied 10 per 


the tribal ,property if he were enrolled. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wiscon 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Certainly. 


sin 


Mr. TILLMAN. My attention was diverted for a n 
The Senator may have already given the name, but it 


hope he will give us the name of the firm of lawyers wip : 
thus sucking the blood out of these Indians. 





these contracts of which he speaks have been approved by the 
Secretary of the Interior? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I am not able to answer the question. 
I have no information on the subject. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I understand he has appreved none. 

Mr. SPOONER. The contract under which the firm of | 
yers received $750,000 the Secretary of the Interior refused to 
approve. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Yes, sir; the Secretary refused to ap 
prove their contract and saved the Indians more than a willl 
dollars. 

Mr. TILLMAN. How did they get the money? 

Mr. SPOONER. Congress approved it. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Yes. 
Mr. TILLMAN. Another case of the lawyers coming here 


and getting something done. 





Mr. SPOONER. Another case of the cornfield lawyer hot 
attending 


The cornfield lawyer can not attend to all 
If he could, there would be no 


Mr. TILLMAN. 
the stealing in this House. 
stealing. 

Mr. SPOONER. He attends to a lot. ; 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I do not know that this 
firm of attorneys have been about the Capitol, or that they 
appeared before the conferees to secure the incorporation of 
this amendment in the conference report. But th ugh they 
may not have been within a thousand miles of the Capitol when 
this provision found its way into the conference report, } It 








° hoa 
is adopted I predict that they will present a Dill to - 
Indians for a fat attorneys’ fee of several hundred thy usan¢ 
dollars for having secured this legislation. And when the ao 
retary bevs their way to the collection of their claim, & ae 


will be presented to the Senate overruling the Secretary a 
providing for payment of the fee. Or if such a measure © 
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ters too strong opposition, a bill will be offered to create 
nnmission or special court, upon which gentlemen with 
| views will find a place. Then those thrifty lawyers will | 
e on this legislation. 
1 a course would but repeat the history of their collec- | 
the $750,000 fee. I was informed to-day that a portion | 

t amount was a charge for securing Congressional legisla- 
nd that at least one of the members of the court or com- 
n, which was created by special act to pass upon their | 
was a brother-in-law of one of the Senators who sup- 

the legislation establishing the court. 

the Commissioner to the Five Civilized Tribes 
in all the executive sessions of the Committee on 
fairs while the Five Civilized Tribes bill was under | 
He was ready, in season and out, with objec- 
any proposition which would require the Commissioner 
consideration to cases for the enrollment of Indians, 
meritorious they appeared to be. Many cases were 
to the committee which were admittedly just. But 
lways prompt with a protest, and we were constantly 


President, 


ent 


( ation. 









\ that even though this case or that class of cases might | 
vy, it would not do to open the door or a flood of fraudu- 
us would break over the helpless Commission. 


jdant 
sige, 


I am not prepared to assert that there is any 
between the firm of attorneys who are after these 

is fees and any public official But upon this very 

( ve received information which I believe it to be my duty | 
{ fore the Senate in connection with this proposed legis- | 
lat 1 the month of June, 1903, I am informed, the present 
to the Commissioner to the Five Civilized Tribes, and 


| 
, time was chief clerk to the Dawes Commission, was 
" leave of absence for a month or so; that during that | 
mont went into the offices of the firm of Mansfield, Mc- | 
, Cornish and was employed there briefing their 


the exelusion of Indians from these rolls. Some of 

{ . 1 am informed, will be affected by this amendment 
if i ted; and, sir, it is asserted that he then came back 

t ofice of the Dawes Commission and proceeded to the | 

n of the very cases which he had briefed up and pre- | 
i r the Commission, the findings which determined 
\ * these Indians were entitled to be entered upon the 
I learned from the Interior Department that that infor- 
mat ] reached the Department within the last four or five 

as yet they have not taken it up for investigation. 

1 this is a matter of tremendous importance to 


1e 


M esident, 
the } whe 


se interests are involved and who will be denied 

rig | if the conference report is adepted, and I appeal 
t to reject it. 

CE-PRESIDENT. Does the Chair understand the 





§ 1 Texas to insist upon his point of order? 
I EY. Yes, sir. 

PRESIDENT. Will the Senator kindly restate it? 
LEY. I make the point of order that the provision 
r the conference committee contains matter not in 
between the two Houses, in that it excludes from the 

| the law the children of intermarried white Indiar 
not only changes existing law, which would have 
] ‘y to the rule if it had been proposed in the Senate, 
| uces into the conference report a matter not the 


ference between the two Houses. 
‘I “PRESIDENT. The Chair is of the opinion, as he 
ly held, that under the usual practice of the Senate 
will not lie against a conference report. The 
report challenged by the point of order interposed 
or from Texas may be considered by the Senate 
comes te consider the question of agreeing to the | 
only question under the usual practice of the 
‘ opinion of the Chair, is, Will the Senate agree 
10 1 nee report? 
’ Y. Then, Mr. President, I understand the rule 
nount to this, that under the rules of the Senate 
ich practice as a point of order against a confer- 


= -PRESIDENT. The Chair so understands. 
Mr. BAI Y. I am going to accept the ruling of the Chair. 
always found the Chair to be fair, impartial. 
rrect. I am very much surprised, however, if it 
r a conference committee to include matter not 


ae tween the two Houses and it becomes necessary 
a to disagree to the entire report in order to 
each 

t! at ppen, if the Chair will indulge me for a moment, 
ol ‘ sainst a particular matter, subject to a point of 
Lut y. ? 


desire to agree to the report, But as that is the | 
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ruling of the Chair, I acquiesce in it, and shall vote againsi 
motion to agree. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The questi on agreeing to 


report of the committee of conference. 
Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, in regard to the point of o1 
the rule is that— 


Conferees may not include 


€ in their rep itters not mmitted 
them by either House. 
In the Senate, in case such matter is included, t ~ 


mit the question of order to the Senate. 
I am reading from the rules and compilations we have 














In the Fifty-fifth Congr first session, Vice-P1 lent H 
overruling a point of order made on this ! ag t ) 
report during its reading in the Senate, stated that 
been adopted by one House and being now su tted 
decision in the form of concurrer or di 
province of the Chair z the prog f I ! 
that matter has been dd whic it 

| such questions should ¢ f > S 1 i ‘ t 
ad yption or rejection of the } port. 

In other words, the rule is, and it w » held by Vice-Pre 
dent Hobart, it it should be submitt when the Se! 





ready to vote upon the question of rejecting or agreeing t 
TELLER. 


Mr. President ; 
Mr. LODGE. is 


One moment and I will yield. 








At a iater time, when I myself happened to be in 
is stated here: 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. L h é ~d 
proval to the foregoing decision Hoba ! 
that when a point order. is reni I 
ground that new matter has been sh i 
question to the Senate instead of deciding it f, ha 





custom in the House. 


I had never understood that a point of order against a 


ference report could not be decided by the Sena The onl 
point which this seems to me to decide—and I say it with 
submission to the Chair—is that a point of order can not be 


hee 
DAS 





made dpring the consideration of 


to the questi 


If the Sen: 


the report. It 
submitted when we come n of the adoption « 
rejection of the report. ite sustains the point of 
order as well taken and holds the matter to be new matter, 
operates precisely as it operates in If the 
holds it to be new matter, the report is rejected thereby. 
the Senate holds it to be new matter, the report is rejected 
thereby. Therefore the action is a final action and amounts to 
a rejection of the report. But I have never understood 
the point of order may not be decided by the Senate at the 


it 
the 


House. 


Sneaker 


that 


appropriate time, just as it may be decided by the Speaker at 
the appropriate time 

Mr. TELLER. I rose to ask the Senator from Massachus« 
a question, but he has explained the matter fully and precis« 


as I understand the law is. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
report 
Mr. 


The questi 
f the committee of conference. 


BAILEY. I think, and I thought when I was 


iS on agree! 


about t 
acquiesce, that it would be a dangerous practice to deny tl 
Senate the right to determine first whether or not the « 
ferees had transcended the authority vested in them by tl 
appointment on a conference committee. I remembered tl 
the practice in the House was that the point of order could | 
made. In that body the Chair passes on it. Of course he 
passes on it subject to appeal. If his ruling was not cha a 
and he held that new matter was incorporated be L the 
authority of the conference committee, that ended it. Or if 
his ruling to that effect was challenged and sust ed by 
House, that likewise ended it. I thi ea ‘ 


ik it would not a 
practice to compel the Senate to reject a report instead of 
allowing it to first insist upon the point of order. 

But, as it is late in the aftern and I do not want 
this matter, and as I know the Senator from M 
to conclude it, rather than to have that ruling made a precedent 
I withdraw the point of order until I can still further examine it 


to del: 


inesota wants 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas with 
draws his point of order. The question is on agreeing to th 
report. [Putting the question.] In the opinion of the Chair, 


the “ayes” seem to have i 
Mr. TILLMAN. I 


1- - . 
ask 101 


The yeas and nays were order ry proceeded 
to eall the roll 

Mr KITTREDGE (when his name was Ned). I ive 
general pair with the junior Senator from ‘ ido [Mr. Par- 
TERSON]. In his absence, I withhold my vote 


Mr. MALLORY (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. Pr OR] 
If he were present, I should vote “ nay.” 


Mr. NELSON (when his name was called). I have a general 
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[Mr. Berry]. I 


} 


pair with the 
trial the pair to the 
will ole, I vote “ 
PETTUS (when his name was called). 
h the junior 
SPOONER (when his name was called). I have a 
r with the Senator from Tennessee |Mr. Carmack], who 

nt. If Ll were at liberty to vote, I should vote “ nay.” 
STONE (when his name was ealled). I have a general 

vith the senior Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CLARK | 

TALIAFRRRO (when his name was called). 
eral P 


orr |. 


senior Senator from Arkansas 
ber 


yea.” 


in his absence, I withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CULLOM. 

mi Virginia |Mr. Marrin]. I understand the pair has been 

the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Procror}], who 
absent, and I will vote. I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. WARREN. I wish to announce that my colleague [Mr. 

ark of Wyoming] is unavoidably absent. He stands paired, 

helieve, with the senior Senator from Missouri [Mr. SToNe}. 

Mr. MALLORY. I should like to inquire if the Senator from 
Illinois [Mr Cul transferred his pair with the Senator 
from Virginia [Mr. Marrin] to the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
PROCTOR I understood him to say so. 

Mr. CULLOM. That was the arrangement 
not satisfa: I will withdraw my vote. 

Mr. MALLORY. I was paired with the Senator from Ver- 
Inont 

Mr. CULLOM. Then I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. MALLORY. I have not the slightest objection to the 
transfer. I wanted to understand whether the Senator did 
transfer the pair. 
CULLOM. 
MALLORY. 


»h au 


tnsferred to 


LOM | 


made. If it is 


Mr. I will withdraw my vote. 

Oh, no. I should like to vote, in order to 
rum. I vote “nay.” : 

Mr. TALTAFERRO. As I have stated, I have a pair with 
the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Scorr]. I transfer the 
pair to the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. McLaurin], and will 
vote. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I desire to state that my colleague [ Mr. 
McCreary] is necessarily absent from the city. 

Mr. SPOONER. I transfer my pair with the Senator from 
Tennessee |Mr. CArMackK] to the Senator from Wyoming [ Mr. 
Crark|, which will leave the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
STONE] and myself at liberty to vote. I vote “ nay.” 

Mr. STONE. I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. KUPTREDGE. I transfer my pair to the junior Senator 
from Idaho [Mr. Heysurn], and will vote. I vote “ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 30, nays 16, as follows: 

YEAS—20. 
ullom Kittredge 
lillingham Lodge 

j Long 

McCumber 


t \ 
to 


Stone 
Sutherland 
Teller 
Warner 
Warren 
Wetmore 


, Nelson 


‘ se 


I erkins 
Les 
NAYS—16. 
Daniel McFEnery 
frazier Mallory 
Kean Money 
La Follette Overman 
NOT VOTING—42, 
berson [ale Nixon 
r lemenway Patterson 
leyburn Pettus 
XnOX Piatt 
Latimer Proctor 
McCreary Rayner 
MeLaurin Scott 
Martin Smoot 
Millard Whyte 
Morgan 
Newlands 


rallinger j 
l ] 


[ansbrough 


lopkins 


\ 
> 


( 
] 
] 
] 
] 
‘ 
I 
I 


Simmons 
Spooner 
Taliaferro 
Tillman 


} 
I 


mn 
ridge 


oraker 


oster 


armack 
ark, Mont. 
Wyo. rye 
Ark. ramble 
earin 


‘lark, 
‘larke, 


So the report was agreed to. 


COLLECTION DISTRICT OF SABINE, TEX, 


Mr. KEAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Will the Senator yield that I may submit 
a report from a committee? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
rule, to receive the report. 

Mr. BAILEY. 
to ask unanimous consent for the consideration of a bill? 

Mr. KEAN. With great pleasure. 

Mr. BAILEY. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration 


It is not in order, under the new 
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» Senator from New Jersey [Mr. DrypDEN], 
I have a general | 


Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Crane}. | 
ren- | 
| 


I have a | 
ir with the junior Senator from West Virginia [ Mr. 


I have a general pair with the junior Senator | 


That 


JUNE 1], 


of the bill (H. R. 10715) to establish an additional collection 
district in the State of Texas, and for other purposes. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of t}e 
Whole, proceeded to the consideration of the bill, which haq 
been reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments. 

Mr. KEAN. I wish to say to the Senator from Texas that 
this is not a bill I am very heartily in accord with, but I do 
not want to make any objection. I hope the amendments wi|| 
be read. 

Mr. BAILEY. There are committee amendments, but in 
first committee amendment there is a mistake. In line 14 on 
page 2, the last three words “and to the” ought not to haye 
been stricken out. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
as modified. 

The Secrerary. In section 1, page 
“ basin,” strike out “slip known as slip No. 3 in Taylors Bayou. 
and to the;” in line 16, after the word “ built,” strike out “and 
there shall also be ceded by the State of Texas to the United 
States exclusive jurisdiction and sovereignty over said \ ; 
way, basin, and slips;” in line 22, after the word “ thereto.” 
srike out “and upon proof being furnished to him of legs] 
sion by the State of Texas of jurisdiction and sovereignty a 
aforesaid;” and on page 38, line 21, after the words “ United 
States,” strike out “And provided further, That the person or 
persons, companies, or corporations owning or controlling docks, 
wharves, or terminals in, along, or upon said canal, or in, along, 
or upon any basins, slips, or channels connected therewith, 
directly or indirectly, shall by valid contract agree that the 
charges for the use of said docks, wharves, and terminals shall 
be such as the Secretary of War may from time to time ap- 
prove;” so as to make the section read: 

That an additional collection district in the State of Texas shall be 
and is hereby, established, to be known as the “ district of Sabine,’ 
comprise all of that portion of the State of Texas formerly e: 
in the district of Galveston and now hereby detached theref: 
ginning on the Gulf of Mexico at the center of the stream of 
Pass; thence north with the center of the stream of Sabine 
Sabine Lake; thence with the center of the stream of Sabine Lake 
point directly opposite to the Sabine River; thence north with t 
shores of the Sabine River to the north boundary line of Shelby c 
Tex. ; thence west to the Neches River; thence down said river w 
west shores to a north boundary line of Jefferson County; t! ’ 
westerly direction with the said north boundary line to the 
boundary line of Liberty County, Tex,; thence south to the 
Mexico; thence in an easterly direction along the Gulf sh 
place of beginning; that Port Arthur, in the county of Jefferson, s! 
be the port of entry for said district, and Sabine, in th: 
Jefferson, shall be a subport of entry: Provided, That there 
conveyed to the United States, free of cost, a valid title to 1 
water communication between Taylors Bayou and Sabine Pass, 
as the “ Port Arthur Ship Canal,” together with a valid tit! 
existing turning basin and to the artificial slip on which the | 

of the Port Arthur Canal and Dock Company is built, az 
Secretary of War is hereby authorized to accept the said waterw 
the property of the United States upon the delivery to him 
clear and indefeasible title thereto; and the said waterway) 
thereupon become free public waters of the United States, and 
ject to the laws heretofore enacted and that may be hereafter 
by Congress for the maintenance, preservation, protection, an 
tion of navigable waters: Provided further, That the 


The first amendment will be stated 


» 


line 13, after the word 


7 1- 
COCK 


cor 


| corporation conveying title to said canal as aforesaid shall a! 


to the United States, free of cost, the fee to a strip of land 150 f 
wide along the westerly margin of the canal, except that wher 
right of way of the Southern Pacific Railroad Company prev 
transfer of such srip of land along the westerly margin of sai 
there shall be conveyed such strip on the easterly margin t 

may be necessary to make up such 150 feet of width, with the reset 
tion that until Congress shall have authorized and provided for 
enlargement and widening of said canal the said company o! 
ration, its successors or assigns, the right to 


shall have 


occupy, and use the said strip of land and every part there 


before the execut 
right to transfer, 


the same extent as 
the 


manner and to 


of 


same 


livery the conveyance, and also 


| quitelaim, or otherwise dispose of said property and every part 


ject to the grant made to the United States: And provided | 
this act shall take effect only when the foregoing requ 
shall have been fully complied with to the satisfaction of the + 


Suv 


| of War. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out section 3 in 
lowing words: 

Sec. 3. That Sabine, in the State of Texas, shall be, and 


+ 


| made a subport of entry and delivery in the customs district 


| subport, with authority to enter and clear vessels, receive d 


and a customs officer, or such other officers, shall be station 


| and other moneys, and perform such other services and 1 


| 
| 


Will the Senator from New Jersey permit me | 


compensation as in the judgment of the Secretary of the Tr 
exigencies of commerce may require. 
And to insert the following as section 3: 


Sec. 3. That Sabine, in the State of Texas, shall be, and 
made a subport of entry and delivery in the customs district 
with the privileges of immediate transportation, as defined 
7 of the act of June 10, 1880, entitled “An act to amend t 
in relation to immediate transportation of dutiable goods, a! 
purposes,” being chapter 190, volume 21 of the Statutes 
that a deputy collector and such other officers of the custo 
be deemed necessary by the Secretary of the Treasury 5 
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| 
ted to reside at said subpert ; and that, subject to the supervision owing to market conditions. Climate, and soil the land is spe- 

collector at Port Arthur, the deputy collector of said subport is | gjatw aa. es SS ee ae ‘ oe 
authorized to license and enroll, enter and clear vessels, re lally adapted to the growth of fruit or garde n produce the 
ntries, collect duties, fecs, and other moneys, and generally to | Secretary of the Interior may reduce the limit to 20 acres, not 
m the functions prescribed by law for collectors of customs, and | to 10, as proposed by the House. That was for the purpose 

such other services and receive such compensation as in the | ¢p,. ‘ins » bi 7 ‘ icahl ani 9 ‘iZO1: 
t of the Secretary of the Treasury the exigencies of commerce for allowing the bill vo be justly appli able to regions in Arizona 
ire. and to certain fruit regions in California, where a 20-acre tract 
» amendment was agreed to. would probably be quite sufficient. 





rhe bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the Mr. PETTUS. Is there any matter before the Senate, Mr. 
lments were concurred in. | President? 

amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill | The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Washington has 

t read a third time. | asked unanimous consent for the consideration of the bill which 


bill was read the third time, and passed. | has been read. Is there objection to its consideration? 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
AMENDMENT OF BANKRUPTCY ACT. seas ae a oe ee 
‘ : Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
KEAN. In order that the new rule may not be enforced, | from the Committee on Irrigation with amendments 


I iiraw the motion I made for an executive session. The 
NELSON. I am directed by the Committee on the Judi- 
( to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4478) to amend 


first amendment was, in section 1, page 1, line 3, after 
the word “Interior,” to insert “by reason of market condi 
; A tions and the special fitness of the soil and climate for the 
Ser 64 of the bankruptcy act, to report it favorably without | growth of fruit and garden produce;” in line 6, after the 
nt, and T ask for its present consideration. ; words “mav be,” fo strike out “reasonably required” and in 
rhe Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, the | cert “ sufficient: ” in line 11, after the word “than,” to strike 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- | gyi “ten ” and insert “ twenty;” and at the end of the s n 
er 1. It proposes to amend clause 4 of subdivision B of sec- | ty insert the following proviso, “Provided. That an entrvman 
tion 64 of the act so as to read as follows: may elect to enter under said reclamation act a k 
Wages due to workmen, clerks, traveling ra Xs alee - the minimum limit in any State or Territory;” so as to 
i have been earned w hree ) s before e date . 
t of seared, oe ane mea00 to omen Gelinat the section read : 









‘ $ Th henever, ir he opinio 0 f secret ‘vy of the Inte ) 
il was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- | , a aed awieet’ a dit: oe we the Secretary of , 

: x . a 2 reaso i nark con t10n0S ane 1@ special ithe oO Lhe | 
d ito a third reading, read the third time, and passed. mate for the growth of fruit and garden produce, a sser ares ) 
in, . . ne —" TOTS anecres may be sufficient for the support of a fa y on 

‘WEIGHTS AND SALES OI PRODUC rs. irrigated under the provisions of the act of June 17, 190 
Mr. GALLINGER. I ask for the consideration of the bill | the reclamation act, he may r area 
| R. 4468) to amend an act entitled “An act to provide for | ™Um entry and may establish farm of 


: ; . : : ; than 160 acres. That wherever it 1 f 
ment of a sealer and assistant sealer of weights and | o¢ accurate deseri? tion, to further subdivide 1; 














n the District of Columbia, and for other purposes,” | the provisions of said re ition eo Se 
: i may cause subdivis sur to be { i 
d March 2, 1895. may cause subdivision sury to i y t 
Ee a = re Zs th bill: and there being no objectic the | @ation Service, wi ich st 1028 il be 1 i 
ry reac the ill; and there being no objection, the | cept in cases where irrez subdivi Ss may 
Ss _as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- | to provide for practicable d econemical irrigat S 
‘ sion surveys shall be soted upon the tract book 1 e Ge 1 
. . ‘ : Office, and they s Il be , f 1 tl ecl mm f 
il was reported from the Committee on the District of | pigea’ That an entryman cde, anhalt ania Gate eerhat 
C bia with amendments, on page 1, line 10, before the word | act a lesser area than the mini limit in any State or Territ 





weight.” to strike out “ greater;” and in the same line, after 


The amendment was agreed to. 



















the word “measure,” to insert “less;” so as to make the bill The next amendment was, in section 2, page 2, line 15, | 
is the word “lands,” to insert “by relinquishment:” so as to 
i, ete., That section 10 of the act entitled “An act to pro- | make the section read: 
appointment of a sealer and assistant sealer of weights : r re 
in the Distriet of Columbia, and for other purposes,” Sec. 2. That wherever the Secretary of the Interic in « 
March 2, 1895. be, and the same is hereby, amended so as to | the provisions of the reclamation act, shall acq t vr 
1 ‘ lands covered by a bona fide unperfected entry nder the land 
10. No person shall sell or offer for sale anywhere in the Dis- | the United States, the entryman upon such tract may make 
Columbia, any provisions or produce or commodities of any kind | 2nd additional entry, as though the entry thus relinquished 
r measure less than the true weight or measure thereof ‘s and been made. 
duce, or commedities of any kind shall be weighed by The amendment was agreed to. 
: alan * mannan rec in mane nan ler “ me 
, OF balances or m asured in measures duly tested and The next amendment was. on page 3. after line 10. to 
sealer or an assistant sealer of weights and measures: , P WwW pa 
P fhat berries, when offered for sale in an original package or | the following as an additional section: 
} ning a standard measure, may be sold in said package or Sec. 4. That in the town sites of Heyburn and Ruy 
the same having first been tested and sealed, but in no | created and surveyed by the Government. on which torr 
i basket be refilled for use in the sale of berries or produce have been allowed to establish thems« lesaaad anil - 
vhatsoever: And provided further, That poultry and vege li hed themselves prior to March 5, 1906. in D nanent } 
: , ld by the head or bunch, may be offered for sale and | easily moved. the said settlers shall be civen t! 
inner than by weight or measure; but in all cases lots so built upon at an appraised valuation f 
rson intending to purchase shall so desire and request, | ment to be made under e pre ibed e Secre 
» weighed as hereinbefore prescribed: And provided fur Interior. Reclamation ft ay be wu l to a y the 1 
es reported not in use shall be sealed down, and said | expenses of appraisement e, and the roce 3 of such s 
e broken except by authority of the sealer of weights | pe covered into the reclamation fund 
ndments were agreed to. The amendment was agreed to. 


} ‘ The nex amendme! t was, on age 3, after line 22, t insert 
© was reported to the Senate as amended, and the I ve No - " n iditi nal ee . 7 an 
: > < £ as i i i mak section -¢ 
mend ts were concurred in. the oOllowiln l 1aalth ect 





. - tne RK Tha here an han de desert-land et 
iments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to | , >®°-,%: That where any bona fide desert-land = 
e ewer be embraced within the exterior limits of any nd 
ra ume. irrigation project under the act entitled “An ‘act 
as read the third time, and passed. receipts from the sale and disposal of p inds in ¢¢ 
, > ‘ : and Territories to the construction of irrig n ¥ ks f 
ENTRY OF IRRIGABLE LANDS. clamation of arid lands,” approved June 17, 1902, and the ds i 
Vir VIDA; ° : * : awd ar ne een or mav he dir r direct } dorea 
ir. ANKENY. I ask for the consideration of the bill (H. R. | eotryman has been or may be directly or indi ered, ¢ ed, 
185243) hee S ea ess . p See or prevented from making improvements or from recl the land 
ug for the subdivision of lands entered under the | embraced in any such entry by reason of such land \ 
= ict, and for other purposes, irrigation project, the time during which the desert-land 
~ e & rv read the bill. aon = may : =. A es i ryed, oe preve oe f 
‘Tr ‘ ° . . 82 : 7 with e dese é a sha not compute it ie 
I NER. I should like to inquire if the bill leaves it time within which such entryman has l« r ma 4 
e) . . 


i 5 le Secretary of the Interior to determine the quan- improvements or reclaim the land embraced within an 


ed land that a man may enter land entry: Provided, That if afte r investigation the 
\" ( rn . “ . has been or may be abandoned by the Government ef 
. i. I desire to state to the Senator that the bill | with the desert-land law by any such entryman shal t 
S ) this body did leave the matter entirely discretion from the date of notice of such abandonment of t ! 


ee scretionary under existing law, but the minimum restoration to the public domain of the lands withdrawn 


a . j oes ; therewith, and credit shall be allowed for all expenditurs nd 
’ es for a farm unit. The bill proposes to allow | ments heretofore made on any such desert-land entry f 
Me iO acres. has been filed; but if the reclamation project is « ied ) 
Mr, NER. Who is ttarmina at? so as to make available a water supply for the d ¢ 
Mr Br aa he is to ac termine that? - such desert-land entry, the entryman shall thereupon 
Mr nd RN. rhe secretary of the Interior. the provisions of the aforesaid act of June 17, 1802, and ’ 
uM - INER. Absolutely? ‘ quish all land embraced within his desert-land entry in ex s 160 
Mr. 1? Tha Ct la et 4 doin acres, and as to such 160 acres retained he shall be ent it x 
Ment | i rhe ( OMMEDITCES on Irrigation put an amend- final proof and obtain patent upon compliance with the te f |] 
bill, which is printed as a part of it, that where | ment prescribed in said act of June 17, 1902, and not otherwise. But 
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nothing herein co1 ll be held to require a desert-land entry 
man owns a water and reclaims the land embraced in bis 
entry to accept the conditions of said reclamation act. 

fhe amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. KEAN. Is there a report accompanying the bill? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is a report accompanying it. 

Mr. KEAN. 

med by tl 


Araw? 


stor 


» Senator from Montana that it is a very 


one. Th 
think the report ought to be published with it. 

VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the report will 
blished in the Recorp. 
is as follows: 

‘t No. 3897, Fifty-ninth Congress, first session.] 

Irrigation, to whom was referred the bill 

* the subdivision of lands entered under the r 

r purposes, report the same back with 

the Interior,” 


the words ‘“ Secretary of 
n the 


“by reason of market conditions and 


il and climate for the growth of fruit 


2, on line 4, strike out. the words “ reasonably 
in lieu thereof the word “ sufficient.” 
, on line 9, strike out the word “ ten” 
> twenty.” 
, page 2, adk ie words ided, That an 
nation act a lesser area 
ory.” 
rd *‘ acquire,” 


“Pro. 


insert the 
is by lingu ment.” 
Add a new section, to be known as section 4, in words as follows: 
“That in the town sites of Heyburn and Rupert, in Idaho, created 
d surveyed by the Government, on wi town sites settiers have 
allowed to establish then had actually hed 
prior to March 5, 1906, in permanent buildings not easily 
the said settlers shall be given the right to purchase the lots 
ipon at an appraised valuation, for cash, such appraisement to 
under rules to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior. 
tion funds may be used to defray the necessary expenses of 
nt sale, and the proceeds of such sale shall be covered 
nation fund.” 
purpose of 
‘in the town sites of Heyburn and Rupert, both being towns on 
Minidoka reclamation project, in Idaho, for cash, at an appraised 
ue, to be determined by the Secretary of the Interior, at the expense 
( 1ation fund, the money derived from the sale of the lots 
inent improvements to be covered back into said 
st a year ago it was announced that these lots 
le e time during the autumn. Later the land 
t ordered a survey and appraisement of these respective 
ites, and the announcement was made that the sale of said lots 
place soon after the acceptance of said survey and apprais«- 


lwac ‘ li 1e 
Seives, esta blishec 


ives , 
7 


» son 
son 


ild take 
r a date certain was fixed, viz, November 20, 1905, and officixl 
of such sale was published in a number of newspapers. Fol- 

ing this came an abandonment of the plan to sell said lots until 

» indefinite date. <A large number of the permanent improvements 

» on these two town sites were commenced, if not finished, prior to 
tponement of this sale. They were made in entire good faith 

e assurance that they would be permitted to purchase these 
weeks. The builders of improvements took 

1 auction sale and were entirely willing at that time 

3 at auction. 

nt of the sale of these lots the business built up 
' these respective towns, Heyburn and Rupert, 
rtant trading centers, thereby increasing materially 
$ so occupied by these early settlers. These occu- 
re entirely willing to pay a fair valuation for the 

as may be fixed by disinterested appraisers. 
these business houses on these town sites set 
mation Service the hardships of the early settlers on 
nearby have been minimized and the development of 

» tract materially benefited. 

1 5 is added as an amendment to the bill for the purpose of 

and entrymen, who are not at fault, from the effects 

» Government which may hinder, delay, or prevent them 

with the desert-land law. At the same time, the 

an entryman thus hindered, delayed, or pre- 

plying with the law, if furnished with an available 

, the Government, shall relinquish all land covered by 

ess of 160 acres, and comply with the terms and condi- 
clamation act. 


fisiation appe 


these 


Recl 


ir homesteads 


tion o 18 


necessary, just, and desirable, because in 
s, particularly in the State of Washington and in the 
f Montana, desert-land entrymen, in good faith en- 
with the law, without notice were suddenly em- 
a Government irrigation project under the reclamation 
revented from complying with the desert-land law by 
ct that the Government project contemplated the 
use of all the water from the stream from which 
ymen expected to obtain a supply of water for the 

raced in their respective entries. 
> ni e of things one or more years must in each case elapse 
the withdrawal of land for the irrigation project before the 
G rnment is able to determine the feasibility thereof: then a econ- 
siderable time must necessarily elapse before the irrigation works can 
onstructed. Through such delay and interference the time in 
¥ h the desert-land entryman is required to make improvements, 
Section 5 is intended 


after 


reclaim the land, and make final proof expires. 
to ré the entrymen from injury through such interference and 
delay on the part of the Government. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
iendments were concurred in. 
The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill 
to be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


ieyve 


ry 
at 
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It seems to be a pretty important bill, but I am | 
care- | 
fore I shall not object to its passage, | 


(H. R. | 
rec- | 


| ator from Missouri. 
| and declines to yield to the Senator from Alabama. 


and | 





| materially the land laws of this country, and I do not think it 


JUNE 11, 


IMPORTATION OF IMPURE TEA, 

Mr. STONE obtained the floor. 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Miss 
yield to the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. STONE. For what purpose? 

Mr. PETTUS. I wish to move an adjournment. 

Mr. STONE. I hope the Senator will not make that m 
yet. 


’ The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Missouri de 


to vield. 


Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, I move that the Senate adj 

Mr. KEAN. I wish the Senator would withhold that m 
for a moment, that we may have an executive session. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has recognized the 
The Senator from Missouri has the 


Mr. STONE. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
sideration of Senate bill 1548. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Missouri 


| unanimous consent for the present consideration of a jill 


and insert | title of which will be stated. 


The Secretary. A bill (S. 1548) to amend an act entitled “4 
act to prevent the importation of impure and unwholes 
approved March 2, 1897. 


Mr. KEAN. That bill can not pass at the present time, Mr, 


| President. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
Mr. STONE. 


Objection is made. 


Did L understand the Senator from New Jersey 


| to object to the consideration of the bill? 


Mr. KEAN. The Senator from New Jersey stated that the 


| bill could not pass at the present time. 


Mr. STONE. Do I understand that objection is made? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understood the remark 


| of the Senator from New Jersey to be equivalent to an objection, 
this amendment is to provide the manner of sale of | 


Mr. 
Mr. 


KEAN. 
STONE. 


It is. 

I suppose the Senator has that privilege 
ENTRY OF COAL LANDS IN ALASKA. 

Mr. PILES. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration 
at this time of House bill 17415. It is a little bill, giving coal 
miners in Alaska the same right to make entry of coal lands 
under the coal-land laws that are applicable elsewhere. I under- 
stand the bill has been heretofore read, Mr. President. 

Mr. NELSON. It has been. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Washington asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of a bill, the 
title of which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (H. R. 17415) to authorize the as- 
signees of coal-land locations to make entry under the coal-land 
laws applicable to Alaska. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill has been heretofore 


| The bill has been reported from the Committee on Public 


with an amendment in the nature of a substitute. Is there ob- 
jection to its present consideration? 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, that is a bill changing very 
ought to be passed in this way. I will object to it. 

Mr. PILES. I hope the Senator will not object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made to the consider 
ation of the bill. 

Mr. PILES. I 
ected to. 

Mr. TELLER. I objected to the bill. é 
think a bill that changes materially the land laws of t! 
should not pass with less than a quorum in the Senate 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made. 

JOHN P. HUNTER. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I ask unanimous consent for the « 
tion of the bill (S. 3020) for the relief of John P. Tiunter. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the + 
of the Treasury to pay to John P. Hunter, late United 
marshal for the district of South Carolina, $308.15, \ 
shall be taken and accepted and receipted for in full s: 
of his claim for services performed by his deputy, H. J. 
in the case of the United states against J. T. Tillman. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without ame 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read tl 
and passed. 


do not understand that the bill was ob- 


As I have stated, I 


is country 


rd time, 


FISH-CULTURAL STATION IN FLORIDA. 


Mr. TALIAFERRO. I ask the Senator from New 
yield to me for a moment. aod afitt 
Mr. KEAN. I yield to the Senator from Florida, and 4 

that I will insist upon my motion for an executive sess:00. 


Jersey t0 








1906. 


~ 
——— 
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\ir. TALIAFERRO. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
“~ leration of the bill (S. 5986) for the establishment of a 
f<}-cultural station in the State of Florida. 
e being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Vhole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to appro- 


g25,000 for the establishment of a fish-cultural station 
propagation of shad and other fishes on St. Johns River, 


and equipment. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
| sed. 
EXECUTIVE 
Mr. KEAN. I renew my motion that the Senate proceed to 
leration of executive business. 

rhe motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
lerntion of executive business. After five minutes spent 

tive session the doors were reopened, and (at 6 o’clock 
inutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
June 12, 1906, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


SESSION. 





NOMINATIONS. 
nominations received by the Senate June 11, 1906. 
DISTRICT ATTORNEY. 
re DuRelle, of Kentucky, to be United States attorney for 
the western district of Kentucky, vice Reuben D. Hill, deceased. 
MARSHALS. 

Cl T. Elliott, of California, to be United States marshal 
for the northern district of California, vice John H. Shine, whose 
t ( red May 28, 1906. 

» Vv. Youngworth, of California, to be United States marshal 
uthern district of California, vice Henry Z. Osborne, 
1 expired May 15, 1906. 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 
of Michigan, to be receiver of public moneys at 
M te, Mich., to take effect June 24, 1906, at the expiration 
(Reappointment. ) 


APPOINTMENT 


IN THE NAVY. 





J.D ll, a citizen of the State of Maryland, to be a 
maties in the Navy from the 21st day of June, 
\ Professor of Mathematics William W. Hendrickson, to 
date on account of age. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
I ( Olive Wood, detailed military secretary, to 
the Artillery Corps from June 8, 1906, vice MecClel- 
1 brigadier-general. 
J R. Williams, detailed military secretary, to be 
el in the Artillery Corps from June 9, 1906, vic« 
Dyer, ed as military secretary. 
POSTMASTERS. 
FLORIDA, 
| . Gerow to be postmaster at ‘acksonville, in the 
Duval and State of Florida, in place of Daniel T. 
mbent’s commission expires June 24, 1906. 
ILLINOIS. 
Van Gundy to be postmaster at Monticello, in the 
Piatt and State of Illinois, in place of Joseph T. Van 
lncumbent’s commission expires June 27, 1906. 
W. Price to be postmaster at Astoria, in the county 
i d State of Illinois, in place of Thomas W. Price. 
unission expired June 10, 1906. 
WI H. Sh to be postmaster at Canton, in the county 
{ State of Illinois, in place of William H. Shaw. 
commission expired June 10, 1906. 
’ Mf. C. Weedman to be postmaster at Farmer City, in 
coun Dewitt and State of Illinois, in place of Cassius 
\. Weedman. Incumbent’s commission expires June 27, 
8 Wood to be postmaster at Farmington, in the county 
| State of Illinois, in place of Sewell P. Wood. 
l mmission expires June 19, 1906. 
. INDIANA, 
a a i. Spivey to be postmaster at Bluffton, in the county 
ee state of Indiana, in place of Arthur L. Sharpe 
i wath mission expired December 12, 1905. 
an ‘. SU’olim to be postmaster at Kentland, in the county 
11 7 : ‘ State of Indiana, in place of Harry A. Strohm. 
we iniission expired February 7, 1906. 
1 Rs . es as INDIAN TERRITORY. : ; 
95 Indien ve eam to be postmaster at Caddo, in District 


y, in place of Millard C. Faulkner, resigned. 


| 


the purchase of site, the construction of buildings and | 


IOWA 
William M. Sindlinger to be postmaster 
county of Blackhawk and State of Iowa, 


I \\ e ul 
M. Sindlinger. Incumbent’s commission expired January 20 
1906. 
KANSA 
John W. Skinner to be postmaster at Winfield, in the county 
of Cowley and State of Kansas, in pl of Leonard A. Mills 
paugh. Incumbent’s commission expires June 30, 1906 
Floyd E. Young to be postmaster at Stockton, in the county 
of Rooks and State of Kansas, in place of Floyd E. Young. 
Incumbent’s commission expires June 27, 1! 
NE YORK 
Leroy H. Van Kirk to be postmaster at It in the eount 
of Tompkins and State of New York, in pl: f Frank J. Enz 
deceased. 
NORTHE CAROLINA. 
B. G. Green to be postmaster at Warrenton, in the county of 


Warren and State of North Carolina, in place of 
deceased. 
OHIO 
Oakey V. Parrish to be postmaster at Hamiiton, in the « 
of Butler and State of Ohio, V. Pa 
Incumbent’s commission expires 


in place of Oakey 
June 24, 19 

Edwin P. Webster to be postmaster at Gambier, in the cou 
of Knox and State of Ohio, in place of Edwin P. Webster. 1 
cumbent’s commission expired January 16, 1906 





James T. Brown to be postmaster at Pendleton, in the cor 
of Umatilla and State of Oregon, in place of Lot L 
Incumbent’s commission expires June 30, 1906 

John Grein to be postmaster at Homestead, in the county ¢ 
Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania, in place of John Gre 
Incumbent’s at Lissic h expire Jul ce 24, Is >. 

Alonzo G. Hudson to be postmaster at Safe Harbor, in th 
county of Lancaster and State of Pennsylvania. Office | 
Presidential April 1, 1906. 

James E. Karns to be postmaster at Springdale, in the 
of Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania, in place of J: 
Karns. Incumbent’s commission expires June 28, 1906, 

George R. Morrison to be postmaster at O ont, i | 
county of Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania, 1 pl 
Thomas A. Hunter. Incumbent’s commission expired Ay 
LOoOG 

UTH 

Edward G. Edgerton to be postmaster at \¥ 
county of Yankton and State of South Dakota, | I 
ward G. Edgerton. Incumbent’s commi exp l ‘ 
LOU6. 

Alexander McCormick to be postmaster at B 
county of Clarke and State of Virginia pl \ 
McCormick. Incumbent’s comn on eX] s Jun 

vAS 

James Ewart to be postmaster at Col! the « 
Whitman and State of Washington, in of J J 
Incumbent’s commission expired June 7, 10 

Benjamin Webster to be postmaster at VPlattey i 
county of Grant and State of Wisconsin nh | t I 
Webster. Incumbent’s commission expired Ju | 

CONFIRMATIONS 
Eeccutive nominations confirmed by the Se ] / 
REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFI 

Matthew R. Wilson, of Montana, to be 1 er of tl 

office at Bozeman, Mont., to take effect June 30 OG 
SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS, 

Sheridan F. Master, of Michigan, to be surveyor of cust 

for the port of Grand Rapids, in the State of Michigan 
RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

John R. Hilman, of Columbia Falls, Mont., to be ré 
public moneys at Kalispell, Mont. 

Charles A. Wilson, of Great Falls, Mont., to be x é 
public moneys at Great Falls, Mont. 

Samuel A. Wells, of Spokane, Wash., to be receiver of 


moneys at Spokane, Wash. 
PROMOTION 
First Lieut. Ethelbert L. D. 
| be captain from May 31, 1906. 


IN THE 


Breckinridge, Ten 


ARMY. 


Mary Green, 





Custer 
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POSTMASTERS. | 
CALIFORNIA. 
} ds to be postmaster at Orange, in the county ot | 
and State of California. 
FLORIDA, 
to be postmaster at Jacksonville, in the | 
, to be postmaster at Preston, in the county | 
ite of Idaho. 
INDIANA, 
Irisinger to be postmaster at Decatur, in the | 
nd State of Indiana, 
KENTUCKY. 
. Woods to be postmaster at Louisville, in the county | 
ferson and State of Kentucky. 
MISSOURI. 

ard T. Alexander to be postmaster at Slater, 

of Saline and State of Missouri. 
\W. Mills to be postmaster at Versailles, in the county 

te of Missouri. 

to be postmaster at Sweet Springs, 

and State of Missouri. 


lus a 


in the | 


‘ran and St 
re W. Smith 
f Sali 


oO! l 


in the | 
NEW JERSEY. 
ill Van Wickle to be postmaster at Matawan, 
of Monmouth and State of New Jersey. 
OKLAHOMA. 
Darrah to be postmaster at Custer, in the county of 
and Territory of Oklahoma, 
TEXAS, 
W. Derstine to be postmaster at Merkel, in the county of | 


in the 


Sam L. 


H 


Taylor and State of Texas. 


cou 


of 


VIRGINIA, 

Holt F. Butt, jr., to be postmaster at Portsmouth, in the 
ty of Norfolk and State of Virginia. 

WASHINGTON, 
Lemon to be postmaster at North Yakima, in the 
inty of Yakima and State of Washington. 
Fred W. Miller to be postmaster at Oakesdale, in the county 
Whitman and State of Washington. 
William W. Ward to be postmaster at Dayton, in the county 


uli 


William L. 


of Columbia and State of Washington. 


WEST VIRGINIA. 


Carrie Newton to be postmaster at Benwood, in the county of 


Marshall and State of West Virginia. 


™ 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Monpay, June 11, 1906. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
rayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. CoupEn, D. D. 
ial of the proceedings of Saturday, June 9, were read 
approved. 


URGENT DEFICIENCY. 


TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Commit- 
Appropriations to report the following joint resolution, 
h I send to the desk and ask to have read. 
» Clerk read as follows: 
resolution (No. 172) to supply a deficiency in an appropri- 
ation for the postal service. 
at there is hereby appropriated, out of any money in 
‘rwise appropriated, the sum of $80,000 to supply 
» appropriation for the manufacture of stamped en- 
‘1’ wrappers for the fiscal year 1906. 
Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
olution be considered in the House as in Committee 
» Wi x 
he SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
r hears none 
vas ordered to be engrossed and read the 
ly read the third time, and passed. 


* WATERS OF NIAGARA 


PIvtrp 
dba ) ide 


laid before the House the bill (H. R. 
and regulation of the waters of Niagara 
ion of Niagara Falls, and other ] 
, 7 — 
endments. 
l mendments were read. 
BURTON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con 
it the House nonconcur in the Senate amendments and 


y «) nf vey 
Ul a CULILOLOCIUCE, 


18024) 
Pix 
wi, 
Os 


- ” yyvt 
ior ur] 


ata 9 


| unanimous consent temporarily that the consideration 
| bill before the House may be postponed. 


| ALLOTTING 


~eeres 
JUNE 11, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman 
agree to the Senate amendments and 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, for 
pared to assent——— 

The SPEAKER. Well, the gentleman can demand a s 
vote on each amendment if he chooses, or by unanimou 


from Ohio moves to 
ask for a conference 
the present I am no 


| sent it can. be postponed, or it can be postponed by motion. 


Mr. DALZELL. I ask unanimous consent that it be 


| poned for the present. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvani 


asl 3 


the 


Mr. BURTON of Ohio. I object, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio objects. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, this is simply, I unde: 
motion to nonconcur and ask for a conference. 

The SPEAKER. Yes; to disagree to the Senate amend 


|} and ask for a conference. 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my object 
The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair 
ferees. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. Burron of Ohio, Mr. BrsHop, and Mr. LESTER. 
LANDS IN LIMITS OF BLACKFEET INDIAN RESER\ 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bil! 


announces the followi 


(H. R. 


the Blackfeet Indian Reservation, in the State of Montana, and 
to open the surplus lands to settlement, with Senate 
ments. 

The Senate amendments were read. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask to nonconcur 
Senate amendments and ask for a conference. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, is this the Indian appropria- 
tion bill? 

Mr. SHERMAN. No; 
Indian Reservation. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair 
-erees., 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. CurTIS, and Mr. ZeNor. 

‘LOSING CERTAIN PLACES OF BUSINESS IN THE DISTRIC1 
BIA ON SUNDAY. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I would like to call up the 
bill (H. R. 16483) requiring certain places of busi! 
District of Columbia to close on Sunday. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That it shall be unlawful for any | 
District of Columbia to sell or to offer for sale, or to k 


amenc- 


in the 


it is the bill opening the Blackfeet 


announces the 


following con- 


OF COLUM 


ss in the 


| place of business for the sale or delivery of, any groceri« 


vegetables or other provisions on Sunday, except that f! 


| of June until the 1st day of October meats sold prior t 
| be delivered at any time before 10 o’clock of the morning 
Any person who shall violate the provisions of this 


act 
viction thereof, be punished by a fine of not less than $25 n 
$50 for the first offense, and for each subsequent offen 
not less than $50 nor more than $100, or by imprison: 
of the District of Columbia for a period of not less than 
more than three months, or by both fine and ‘mprisoum 
cretion of the court. 

Sec. 2. That all prosecutions for violations of this act 
police court of the District of Columbia and in the name 
of Columbia. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the g 
Kansas [Mr. CAMPBELL], who reported this bill. 

The SPEAKER. How much time? 

Mr. BABCOCK. As much time as is necessary. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, the 

his legislation is to extend the rest day to the « 

the shopkeepers within the District of Columbia who Ht 
by a common custom have kept their places of business | 
on Sunday. Their clerks and they themselves have ! 
able to have a day with their families or to att 

have the employees and the proprietors of other | 

and places within the District. The purpose 01 

make a uniform regulation by law for the closing 

on Sunday, and all those who are to be affect 

favor its enactment into law. The employers 

the employees favor it. Many associations 

favor the enactment of this bill into law. We bh 

the bill that during the heated months of the 

of meat made on Saturday may be delivered up | 

on Sunday morning. This is for the purpose ‘ 

who do not keep refrigerators o¢ have ice } 

meat delivered to them on Sunday mornine 
| stricted the bill to the character of employ 





1906. CONGRE 


so th: 
ses against legisla 


“i here, 
ition prohibiting work upon 
tHOLDT. Will the gentleman allow 
PBELL of Kansas. I yield for a question. 
‘THOLDT. UHave not we a Puritan Sunday 
the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
r, whether we have not a Puritan Sunday 

{ t of Colun and whether it is not a fact 
iblished in this city have expressed the opinion 

time again that the present Sunday law is entirely 

to all elements of the including the 


me? 


now ? 
now in 


bia, that the 


population, 
AMPBELL of Kansas. The gentleman from 
vr] raises a question that I can not go into, for 
it it is so general. I will say this, that the Sun- 
ws within the District have not resulted in the 


ise small market places—grocery stores and meat 
sing these that 4 


And it is for the purpose of ck 
has been asked by those who are to be affected by i 
aker, I would like to ask cates 





YrHOLDT. Mr. Spe 


KE R pro tempore (Mr. Bovureti). Does the gen- 
ansas yield to the gentleman from Missouri? 
1LL of Kansas. Yes. 
HOLDT. Is the committee in receipt of any par- 
laint to the effect that the opening of these small 


tain hours of a Sunday has given offense to the | 


District? 


CAMPBELL of Kansas. Oh, no; not atall. But we have 


etic requests from both employers and employees, | 


ery day in the week, including Sunday, in 
ve no day and no 
bill be passed. 
Does this 
BELL of Kansas. 


these 


DOCK. affect the small fruit stands? 


No; it does not affect the fruit 


it we could avoid the opposition that gen- | 
the | 


pert of a day with their fam- | 


b 
DOCK. Does it affect the small restaurants that 
mall amount of vegetables? 
LL of Kansas. Not at all. It affects shop- 
} | only shopkeepers who run small markets. 
S FORD rose. 
KER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Kan- 
§ o the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Srarrorp]? 
Mr. ¢ PRELL of Kansas. I do. 
f ORD. Does the gentleman consider that when a 
] into a restaurant and buys a sandwich, that that is 
1LL of Kansas. Not at all. 
Mr. § ORD. What is it, if it is not a sale? 
Mr. ¢ ‘ELL of Kansas. The bill closes shops that are 
‘the sale of merchandise. 
ORD. A close reading of the bill shows that you 
I sale, or offering for sale, of any groceries, meats, 
ol s or other 


provisions. 
ver the sale of sandwiches or 


any provisions in 
it says nothing whatsoever 


as to the sale in 


in restaurants. 
LL of Kansas. If it is a proper —— 
he gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Srarrorp], 


8 some others entertaining a similar view of the 
I the question into court and have it settled that 
W it the purpose of the legislation. 

Mr 8 RD. I agree with the gentleman that it is not 
t ) include sales by restaurants, but the gentleman 
Goes t! if the bill is ambiguous we should force upon 
I restaurant keepers and the like the necessity 
: courts to have the law construed. I believe 
ke the bill clear and plain and remove all am 
In now exists. 

a ; f Kansas. I agree with the gentleman that 
ain a is the purpose of the bill, and I contend that 


sige es 1tS purpose. 


LAGER. Will the gentleman permit a ques- 


~ iL of Kansas. I yield. 
Is there any objection to putting a 


from the operation of this law the 


\GER. 


excepting 


~ e restaurant keepers? 

a ~ L of Kansas. Not at all. 
otal SLAGER. That would modify it; also, the 
L of Kansas. It never was intended that ho- 
uts should be affected by this bill. 


A strict construction of that | 


f \ , meat shops, and the like, and it is broad enough | 


Mr. MURDOCK. Then why do you ma t exce] until 
10 o« 7 Kk on oo morning 

Mr. CAMPBE of Kansas. It is for the purpose of « ng 
saat who do a h e ice boxes and ice chests to 
meat delivered to them on Sunday morning \ n the ve 
purchased it the day before. 

| Mr. MURDOCK. Does not that defeat relief of t 
| ployees? 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. That is a 1 ter we had 
compre mise on by allowing deliveries up to 10 o% Ss 
day morning. 

Mr. MU RDOCK. I think it defeats your purpose. 

Mr. C AMPBELL Kansas. The bill as it stands i sf 
tory to all concerned. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. You say that this 
apply to the fruit stands? 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. It is not the ention 
it apply to them. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. It n not » the 
but I ask if the provisions of this bill would not be « 
to practically eliminate the sale of fruits 
Sunday? 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. If the ; eman ¥ 
opinion, my opinion is it will not be so construed 
to fruit stands. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Would not as, « 
lemons, and other fruit be cé trued as prov 37 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Not within the se 
bill. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. The law would not 

| them as provisions? I am 1 i lawy¢ s 

for information. If they are provisions, is 
| every one of those stores. They are cer 

that would make it apply to all little fruit star 

. Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas I do not ft 

construed as provisions ; 1 they are 1 

scope of the bill. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. It may not be the t of 
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Mr. MANN. Will the gent] 1 vield? 
Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I yield for a sti 
Mr. MANN. Would the gentleman contem rat the 1, in- 
stead of saying “ groceries and 1 t 
rant could sell alcoholic beverages und th 
Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. 1 | te to the n 
from Illinois that all places that 
character whatever in their s! ul Sunda) 
Mr. MANN. Oh, but I beg » gen ; rdon. WI I 
am trying to get at is the meaning of th rh 
any business in the sale of meats on Su i : t 
dces not apply to restaurants a1 
Mr. CAMPBELL of insas. It d t 
Mr. MANN. Suppose the bill, g 
“sale of meat,” uses precise t 
‘alcoholic beverages” for 1 
ta aaron o sell alcoholic beverages a Sun 
Mr. ‘AMPBELL f Kansas. ‘J is aq tion I 
as aon ided by the ge man from Iilil ; ho is al 
to pass upon such questions. 
Mr. MANN. The gentleman may be willing to 
the gentleman from Illinois, but I would like to ha 
| tleman’s opinion, because he is instructing the Mem 
Touse. 
Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I am not instructing 1 
but am explaining what this bill provides. 
Mr. MANN. Does not the gentleman kno it ] 
ing the House, and always informs the House w! 
dresses the House? 
Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Ah; I thank the ¢g n. 
Mr. MANN. I would like to a he n \ . 
is the bill about which Members of C 
so many communications with reference t Sund: ; 


bill? 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas 
posely d this bill, eet ‘ ion . 2 )- 
tests that were received here by M ers of Congress against 


restrict so as 1 


the bill to which the gentleman refers. 
Mr. MURDOCK. Now, Mr. Speaker, as I u ‘stan 
tleman, in the beginning he stated that this y for the 


the employees 
Mr. ¢ ‘AMPBE LL of Kansas. And the en vers 





the gentleman to include them, but they are luded 
Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker 

tions and to get on with this bill, I 

ment. 


offer the 
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THE INTERNATIONAL REFORM BuREAU (INCORPORATED), 


Washington, D. C., June 6, 3 


Hon. J. T. HEFLIN, M. C., 


| 


|} some of its vict 


| touches the greater evil of the two. 


| demanded with persistency by the clerks who have lost their 
The situation illustrates Horace Greeley’s great saying that ‘ 
But §S 1! 


Washington, D. C. 
The Heflin bill should certainly be added as an 
Wadsworth Sunday bill for the District, for yo 
The Wadsworth bill aims ¢ 
Sunday traffic, which is much to be desired, and it has been ri 


Sir: 


the 


DEAR 
ment to 


rest. 
liberty of rest for each demands a law of rest for all.” 


labor is a greater hardship; it is fitly called “ Sunday siay 






the week for rest, and sang as he gathered with his fellows, 
day’ll be Sunday by and by.” 
work seven days in the week, because this common mark 

tion—the prohibition of Sunday toil—is here lacking, through a 
error made years ago when the Sunday law enacted by t¢} 
of the District themselves fell through because it was discoy 
the mayor had failed to sign it. 
3ureau, Mr. B. B. Bassette, the 


shortly before 


opening of ¢ 


The general secretary of the p, 


ns Indeed, the slave of former times had one 4 


| counted twenty dirt carts coming out of the Senate building, in c 


| ( read follows: 
) the word “day,” the words ‘Provided, That 
~ ! all prevent the sale of fruit at fruit stands and 
t! t n f restaurants and hotels.” 
| PEAKDER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
i question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 
| SPEAKER. Is there any other amendment? 

CAMPBELL of Kansas. I think there are no other | 

BARTLETT. I want to ask the gentleman a question 

this bill as it has now been amended and reported. Does 

y to stores that sell tobacco, cigars, and things of that 
} 1 

Mir. CAMPBELL of Kansas. It does not refer to cigar 

\I BARTLETT. Why should it not? For instance, I saw 

store open for the first time on Pennsylvania avenue, 

York ayenue, and Fifteenth street, yesterday, run by a 

ibination, open on that day, Sunday. 

CAMPBELL * Kansas. Cigars or tobacco are neither 

] RTLI . Well, then, this bill permits it to be done; 
pt ts cigar steres to be run all day? 

CAMPBELL of Kansas. Yes. 

) BARTLE Why should it? 
Mr. CAMPBEI f Kansas. We are legislating for the peo- 
I » were : ng the legislation, and cigar-store keepers 
r employees did not ask for legislation of this character, 
d, [ may add, no one else made such request. 
Wr i rhey are now generally closed on a Sun- 
daa cigar stores and cigar stands in the hotels 
losed, as a rule, on Sunday; but yesterday I saw for the 
eam rar store was open on the corner of Fifteenth 
‘ ‘t, New York avenue, and Pennsylvania avenue, run by 
y is commonly known as the “ cigar trust.” 
Mr. CAMPBIELL of Kansas. I yielded to the gentleman for 
ion, and I ean not yield further. 
SPEAKER. The amendment that the gentleman sent to 
k refers to a bill rather than the act. If there be no ob- 
it will be corrected in that respect, so as to read “ noth- 
~ ( 
re was no objection. 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. Will the gentleman yield for a ques- 
T 
Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Certainly. 

BARTHOLDT. As I understand the gentleman from 
Ix 3, these ] le are practically a unit in asking for relief, 
{ and the employees? 

ELL of Kansas. They are. 
THOLD If that is the case, can not they agree 
) themselves without coming to Congress? 
, Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. They have never been able to 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. Has the gentleman given any attention 
i to ihe question of the constitutionality of this bill? 
Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I have no doubt about the con- 
stitutionality of the act. 
M BARTHOLDT. The Constitution says that no State 
hall pass a law recognizing any religion. This is certainly a 
rr enition of a religion—— 

CAMPBELL of Kansas. Not at all. We think it is 
pI rly a police regulation. Now, I can not yield to the gen- 
further. I vield to the gentleman from Alabama eight 

Mir. HEFLIN. Mr. Speaker, I send to the Clerk’s desk a 
‘ ping from a newspaper and two letters, which I desire to 
have read in my time. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
NDAY CLOSING—T. E. SEWELL PETITIONS COMMISSIONERS FOR 
LATION ON SABBATH OB RVANCE. 

( im were asked yesterday by T. E. Sewell, of 2225 
I S NW., to recommend legislation which will terminate | 
t nt rapidly increasing working and business transactions in 
t 1 Sund 

well de 3 that the Sunday working evil has been growing | 
I 1 h r, until at the present time Sunday closely 
I y [ reswee¢ aa 

V \N’S INTERDENOMINATIONAL MISSIONARY UNION . 

OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Washington, D. C., June 6, 1906. 
( n I N 
Dear Str: The women of the Interdenominational Union of the | 
Z Dist t rtily indo: your amendment to the Wadsworth bill and 
dk nt be adopted and the bill passed. 
Yo f teousness, 





BELLE CALDWELL CULBERTSON, 
President. 





} 


of construction, on Sunday. 
seventeen men at work there, mostly of the very class who 
the day both for rest and moral culture. The main reason 









bill forbidding Sunday labor has not been pressed as hard uno 
attention of the Commissioners and committees as the Wadswort 
relating to traffic is that the laborers are too ignorant and rzaniz 
to act for themselves; but Congress should be the more zealous to 
tect them because of their helplessness. It is time that 


should be brought into civilization in this matier, 
Wishing you success in your effort, I am, 
Fraternally, yours, 


I myself have on a recent Sunday ¢o) 


WILBUR F. Crarrs, Superintende 


Mr. HEFLIN. 


the committee to offer my amendment at this time. I think 


is, indeed, important that this bill should be amend 
gested in one of the letters I have had read. 
the greater evil of the two. AS suggested in the 
article, it is hard to distinguish Sunday from any ot! 
this District. 

Mr. Speaker, in this Republic the voice of a majority 
people is supreme—the majority rules. 








I 


of the people in America sanction the observance of the C 


tian Sunday is borne out in the fact that every Stat 


in” 


But there are many in this District w 


Mr. Speaker, I could not gain the consent. 


My bill touch 


Union except two—California and Idaho, I believe—havea Sy 


day law. 
of a Sunday law, will, through their Representatives in C 
deny them to the people of the District of Columbia? 
are people in the District who look upon any day of res 
useless obstacle in the way of their greed. 


eates it is a erank. This is a Christian nation, declared 
be by the Supreme Court of the United States. 


i 
j 


They, of cor 
oppose this bill, and agree that any man or woman who adi 


0 


And the C! 


tian Sunday has been sanctioned by the usages and customs 0 


vast majority of the American people. It is well that o 
out of every seven should be designated as a day of rest 


allow every sect or society to disregard the Sunday of 


American people and carry on their labors as they 
six days’ 


named in Holy Writ and now recognized throt 


out the nation as the days in which to labor would be a ser 


blunder and a foolish thing to do. Our fathers and 1 
have set apart the Christian Sunday as a day of rest. WI! 
foreigner comes to America he comes knowing that 

Christian nation, and that there is a Sunday recognized by 





JUNE 11, 





That a vast majority 


Can it be that all these States, enjoying the blessings 


law ; 


but instead of observing the time-honored and law-sanctioned 
customs of our people we are informed that there are tho: 
among us who think that they should be excused from tle 
observance of our day of rest—the Christian Sunday. We do 
not propose to compel them to worship on that day, but we | 
object to having the Sunday of the American people ignored an¢ 
nade a day for common labor. Let us show to the world that 


in the capital of this God-fearing nation the Lord’s day 


be observed. . 
I desire to include in my remarks a portion of an 0] 


} 


pide 


dered by Mr. Justice Scott, of the supreme court of Missour 


tifntio 


the case of the State v. Ambs, passing on the const 
of the Sunday law: 


Those who question the constitutionality of our Sunday 
to imagine that the Constitution is to be regarded as 
formed for a State composed of strangers collected from 
of the globe, each with a religion of his own, bound by no 
social ties, nor sympathizing in any common reminisce! 
that, unlike ordinary laws, it is not to be construed 
the State and condition for those for wkom it was 1n\ 
the words in which it is comprehended are alone to be res: 
respect to the history of the people for whom it was ma 

It is apprehended that such is not the mode by W 
law is to be interpreted. We must regard the people fc 
ordained. It appears to have been made by Christian ™ 
stitution on its face shows that the Christian religi 
licion of its framers. At the conclusion of that 1 
solemnly affirmed by its authors, under their hands, that 
the year of our Lord 1820—a form adopted by all. aoe 
in solemn public acts, to manifest the religion to which | : 

Long before the convention which framed our cons 
sembled, experience had shown that the mild voice ol S 
unable to secure the observance of Sunday as a day of 1 


et 5 


E 





CONGRESSION 


1O. 


iL 


under law ‘ting cessation from labor on 



































































































sat eo . exe Ss Sunday. | month nor more than three months, or by both 1 imp? 
is's Compilation, voi. 1, 302.) The journal of the convention | in the discretion of the court 
w that this law was obeyed by its members as such by adjourn- | Sec. 4. That all prosecutions for 1 ons of ct s n 
m Saturday until Monday. In the tenth section of the fourth | the police court of the District of Columbia and tl I t 
f the constitution ns is provided that if the governor does not | District of Columbia. 
a bill within ten days (Sundays excepted) it shall become a | 2 a r ieee » Snanl : — oa 
hout his signature. Although it ‘may be said that this pro- | Mr. HEFLIN. Now, Mr. —_ pre I a Paes as 
ves it optional with the vernor whether he will consider | been assured of the support of 1 Dx Sid : 
not on Sunday, yet, regard being had to oe ae ae | House for this Sunday law for the Distri Columbia 1] 
ich it was inserted, can any impartial mind deny bu IAL It | 2k 4 anaes we fr wat Pennblic that ea ld 
recognition of the Lord’s day as a day exempt by all law have had assurances from 8 ral KR B bli se ; 
vorldly pursuits? The framers of the constitution, then, rec- | support it. Adopt my amendment and you will do good service 
cs pas a day to be observed, ating themselves under a law | to this District and the nation. [Applause.] 
a compulsive observance of it. a compulsive obsery- nn i Sie cmeaking > } waning nad 
i's day as a day of rest had been deemed inconsistent i he SI BAKER. rhe question is on the eng tes : 
principles contained in the constitution, can anything be | third reading of the bill. 
n, as the matter was so plainly and palpably before the con- The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read thit 
specific condemnation of the Sunday law would have been | . 1 was read the third time 
upon it? So far from it, Sunday was recognized as a day | 2Nd was reat tne ay eee ‘ ‘ 
en, at the same time, a cessation from labor on that day Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. Speaker, I move to reco: it the ! n 
d by a ae. _ They, —— _ eee Loe gd | instructions. 
rinciples of religious -edom lerein contained, did not re- } ‘ rmpr a ' ™ } . y 
‘ 7 . . 4 ‘ wae “rv | 7 ove TF CCOM- 
sulsory observance of Sunday necessary to secure a full Mr. ( AMI BELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I ve a 
the rights of conscience. How could those who consci mit the bill to the committee and that that motion le on tl 
ieve that Sunday is a hallowed time, to be devoted to the table, and upon that I ask the p1 us n. 
God, enjoy themselves in its observance amidst all the tur- The SPEAKER. ' 7 ve been reco: 
le of worldly pursuits, amidst scenes by which the day | . rhe } P nite cape . : 
1, which they conscientiously believed to be holy? ‘The! in fact, the Chair in 1 that he W 
S was not intended to compel people to go to church, or to recogniz ; to mdve to r¢ mit rule the fr $ 
religious act as an expression of preference for any par- | , | i] referred ] there is s e g | a to 
| or sect, but was designed to coerce a cessation from labor; | 4 bill are-preferred uw ae Tn adie - 
co! ntiously believed that the day was set apart for | trary, in the judgment of the Chair. Upon the whok 1d 
i might not be disturbed in their performance of their | the circumstances, the Chair recognizes the ‘ le 
By man is free to use the day for the purpose for labam: move t commit f Applause. ] 
set apart or not, as he pleases. If he sees proper to Alabama to move to reco nimit ipplar i 
ligious purpe the law protects him from the distur! Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. Speaker, I move to rei t f 
Tf he not employ himself in religious duties, he is the instructions to incorporate the amendment which 3 
n interrupting those who do. ‘hus the law, so far from -eported : 
is freedom, ‘is a means by which the rights of conscience been Ree nm 4) ee 4 
It can not be maintained that the law exacting a cessa The SPEAKER. The gent n from Alab 
1 Sunday cor $ an act of religious wo - Be- | egmmit the bill, with instruc to report the e ba¢ 
ay teach their h that the reverential o! rvanc e of aon hatitute which he had read a fe : 
an act of re is worship, it by no means follows te su stitute Wien he a tg bg : - 
n of worldly yr on that day was designed by the The question was taken; and o1 Ision { i Ml 
as = act of religion. Such an fag n only be bases d| Herrin) there were no 150 
tion o an entire ignorance in he egisiature of the ab val , T } 1 +3 . oT Y) 
aan : : Mr ‘ r l a I 
ship which God exacts from his creatures. A compliance } fr. HEFLIN. M1 oa ees ’ 
d by a fear of its penalties, could never be regarded | The SPEAKER. n 1 r of the j and n 
ible to the Deity. No act of worship, unless dictated | rise and stand un itil counted er counting.] Thirty-thi 
e, can be pleasing to the Almighty. God listens alone rentlemen have arisen, not a sufficient numbet 
the heart, ; sent nel live arisen, DOt a ult Qn uni i 
nd that our Constitution was framed for a people whose | Mr. UNDERWOOD. I demand the other side. 
stianity, who had long lived under and experienced The SPEAKER. As many are opposed to taking the yeas 
laws to secure the observance of Sunday as a day of : . a +3] : 
} > naé I a he i and newe > “is € ‘ ‘ YN) i . Int 4 
le would it have been that they should have agreed | 2nd mays will rise and stand un counte 1. ; 
by their fund: I , a day consecrated from The question being taken, the Speaker announced ve 
‘ir religion, red by ssociations dear to | noes 151, not a sufficient nur ber de nanding the ye: id na 
( day ) worldly day by law, and t Tree . alae r tue, < e and nave 
fC} Liow an we reconcile the idea to our | ir. LE} LIN. I ask fc T on t ! aS nad a 
hat professing Christianity would make a The question being taken on ordering tellers, there wer 
y ey would Saarer Sunday into a worldly | gves—not a sufficient number 
an act of deadly hostility to the relicion . . ars sie quam, toedin 
ing it to the danger of being r duced to the condi Accordingly the yeas and nays were refused. 
\ before the Roman world was governed by Chri So the motion was disagreed to. 
sht not be persecuted by ‘the arm of the The bill was passed. 
l n by the annoyances and interruptions of 
s and places, in which to find a retreat for its EMPLOYMENT AGENCIES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUM A. 
ye >A DC ‘To . ‘noo lear al HW » Will T > 1 
t to the people of Missouri Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Spe a er, all up t i i { i. a 
i \d Sunday as a day of rest, | to regulate the keeping of employment agen n tl > 
t een 5 ick rp Serle re | of Columbia where fees are charged for procuring emplo; 
5 > t un laborer recei P ot : : 
t ) Ik y of rest from }! of situations. 
soon find by experience that Che bill was read. 
softening influence of Chris Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I offer an 
: s by which great and good men for the purp se of correcting a clerical error. 
the o unday as a day of rest would be - ~~ 7 
The Clerk read as follows: 
ur = there is nothing inconsistent On page 5, in line 24, strike out “ hi and in ‘t 
n, ¢ ood at the time of its adoption, On page 12, in line 4 ike out “ or nd { in t 
a x th ar yf Sunday as a day of rest. The ¢ navment thereof.’ , 
recognizes that day as a day of rest, and from the | ° *” oe = 
which it was done, we are warranted in the The : unendment was : 
to compel a cessation from labor on that day was The SPEAKER. The Cha he attent of t 
withheld from the legislature. 7; 4 8 ‘ ” 1 wins 
iker, I would like to have the Clerk read the man to the word exper ted, 14, page 5. 
ae ou See la Ve a erK reat - Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. I mo. amend | t ° ex- 
read with my amendment. ; pected ” and inserting in lieu thereof the y l “except 
» R rhe gentleman asks unanimous consent to The amendment was agreed to. 
; 2 1, oe. ae 4 1 an carl . . e. Allleu I AL ¥ cle cis it 
1 the bill it would read if &mended, in Mr. RUCKER. Will the gentleman yield for a quest 
' 43 Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. Yes. 
2 A Mr. RUCKER. I notice here, in section 8, that a s f 
i ' Li . . . : , , 
4 . follows : : prices or fees 1s fixed, fo be I l by ry s i 
tain Tabor in the District of Columt on Sun- | and by applicants for employment. I sh l like ft 
in places of ness to close on that day. ato en do the employment burs ‘ +} 
. , + . . cr i ‘T) ‘th ‘ ) SE ia a Lue 4 ut 
it it shall be unlawful for any person in the genic Ss re , ei ' 
to labor erecting ildings or constructing rail country in all the principal cities‘ 
d District of Columbia. ; Mr. TAYLOR of Ohi They do 
1 or ‘sons who shall violate the provisions — weEP ranttcalt — } 
shall, conviction therefor, be fined not less : M1 RU ‘ ne R In pra ee wees : } 
than find employment bureaus? 
( be unls ul if r any os n in the Dis of Mr. TAY L OR of Ohio. Emp! nt age ) 
off for sale, or to keep open any of am TT ‘ 5° 4 } e 
: : ; CRKER Seeking to find emp! l f 
lelivery of, any groceries or meats or vege Mr. KR 58 ae ae 
s Sunday, except that from the ist day of | people of all classes—for pay 
of October meats sold prior to Sunday may be Mr. TAYLOR Ohio. Fo iY 
before 10 o'clock of the morning of that day —- RUCKER N I sl . . to 
violate the provisions of this act shall, on con- | in . a. NOW, £ SOU LIK ee : 
nished by a fine of not less than $25 nor more | the slogan of the gentleman I De 
: 
i ‘ st offense, and for each subsequent offense by a LANpISs] still applies, of all sor f work f 
th S00 nor more than $100, or by imprisonment in : if tl Scania Slaseae ian . aiaai aac 
riet of Columbia for a period of not less than one! and if this is the way they get it, by paying 
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si 
Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. The slogan still applies. Mr. SULZER. No; two or three minutes. 
Mr. RUCKER. By paying experts to find employment for| Mr. MORRELL. I yield five minutes to the gentleman, 
t! | Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I only want to say a few w ; 
\YLOR of Ohio. Yes; in domestic work. That is al- | The explanation of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr, .. 
W ease. | RELL] regarding this bill is not very satisfactory. The faci ’ 
SUCKER. This is for all kinds of work, provided for | a similar bill was rushed through the last Congress in its eqs. 
; of people, and they pay experts to find it for them? | ing days is no reason why we should rush this bill through this 
rAYLOR of Ohio. Yes: and if a person has money | Congress. In 1889 Congress passed an act giving this rai! y 
( zl to pay an expert, and to save himself the trouble of | company the right to construct this road and they were to ay 
hk * around when he wishes to change his employment, he | it within three years. The railroad company never did a sing}o 
h: r ight Oo do it. | thing. The three years expired March 2, 1892, and the ch 
\ RUC] aD R. The idea is that the laboring man is too busy, | lapsed, became absolutely null and void, and this bill revives 
» he pays somebody else to find work for him. | it, and that after practically fourteen years have gone by. It 
PAYLOR of Ohio. And as a rule employment agencies | Seems to be very easy for a railroad company to get a pj}| 
it very prosperous for that reason. through Congress extending some old forfeited charter. but 
ill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a | I undertake to say that if a poor man wanted to pass a bill to 
third e; and was acordingly read the third time, and passed. | get him his rights, he would have very serious difficulty in doing 


it. Railroad corporations always seem to have the right of 
way in matters when they want something. This Dill now 
ir. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H.R. 12086) | gives the railroad company eighteen months to do what jt 


WASHINGTON AND WESTERN MARYLAND RAILROAD COMPANY. 





to : nd an act entitled “An act to incor] orate the Washington | should have done fourteen years ago. ‘There is not a 
and Western Maryland Railroad Company. provision in the bill to protect the pec yple of the Distric 
Whe bill was read Columbia. I am opposed on general principles to reviving these 
- the reading of the bill the following occurred: | forfeited franchises without some compensation to the peop! 
RUCKER. Mr. Speaker | for the privilege. I believe we should carefully scrutinize eyery 
SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? | bill granting franchises ‘to corporations. , 
} CKIER. IL rise simply, Mr. Speaker, to call attention Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Speaker, I would say, in answer to the 
to fact, although I will not make the point at this minute, | gentleman from New York, that there is a universal demand 
that [ am a ite sure if the point of no quorum were raised—— | from every citizen living in Georgetown to-day for this road to 
The SPEAKER. The presence of a quorum was ascertained be built. They are absolutely clamoring for it. The busin 
a few bene S ago. | people of Georgetown were even anxious to have a barge seryi 


Mr. RUCKE’\. Since then several bills have passed. I only | established to transport freight to and from Shepherds Poin 

















want to say, Mr. Speaker, if I may have a minute, that I ill | so as to connect with the railroad. The business of Georgetowi 
t ke the point at this time, because*I notice that one of | is positively drying up for want of railroad connection, and this 
the most distinguished Members of the House—the gentleman | is to give the connection which they want. There | n 
from New York [Mr. PayNe]—is absent, and if the point were | several cases there where citizens of Georgetown have | 
made factories, business enterprises, and have absolutely failed { 
Mr. MANN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] lac? of these facilities. Men have been forced to go out of 
! just left the Hall of the House for the purpose of getting | business because of not having railroad accommodations 
his lunch. Everybody wants it. 
i PEAK The gentleman can not enter upon debate Mr. SULZER. Admitting what the gentleman says, that the 
di ¢ the reading of the bill. The Clerk will proceed. people want the railroad extended, what assurance have we 
The Clerk resumed and completed the reading of the bill, with | that the railroad will extend this line? It refused to do so 
t! following committee amendments: before. 
| 5, line 22, strike out the period after the word “ granted” and Mr. MORRELL. They are obliged under the terms of the 
on, and add the following ee ; : : bill to begin the work within sixty days, and the work must be 
' ic slhpae Rigo Bncelnnghie yP sags Be Shall be api said rail- | completed within eighteen months. 
Chesapeake and Ohio Can: the « 01 eae Mr. SULZER. The railroad was obliged under the o1 
y l » property of the said ipany.’ charter, granted in 1889, to begin work and finish it wi 
. AA, Tis 19 str ke out the words “* and insert the | three years, and it did not do a thing. 
ts >| 0. i : ‘t before the word “and” the following: “the | Mr. MORRELL. Yes; but it did not oblige them to begin 
v me hin sixty days.” work within sixty days. 
\ SULZER rose. Mr. SULZER. Well, it had three years. It did noth 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? Suppose it refuses to do anything within sixty days; what can 
Mr. MORRELL. I yield for a question. the people do about it? Not a thing. It is the same old, old 
] SPEAKER. The gentleman yields for a question. | story. There is no penalty. 
fr, SULZER. Mr. Speaker, all I want to say is that this is| Mr. MORRELL. We put that provision in this bill after 
rtant railroad bill, and I want to ask the gentleman | careful consideration. 
\ the matter in charge to give us some explanation as| Mr. SULZER. Suppose not a thing is done within sixty days, 
to why this lapsed railroad charter, this old railroad charter, | what then? 
Ws h lapsed away back in 1892, should now be revived and Mr. MORRELL. If they don’t, then the charter lapses. 
¢ nd for elg teen months? Mr. SULZER. Well, it lapsed before—fourteen years 4g0. — 
‘TORR I L. Mr. Speaker, in answer to the gentleman Mr. MORRELL. But the people of Georgetown want ts 
f N Ye Mr. Sutzer] I will say that this is the same bill | accommodation. It is abconuie ‘ly necessary for the bu SS ll- 
passed the Ifouse last year and went over to the Senate, | terests of Georgetown that this road should be buil 
but owing to the atenens of the time it was impossible for it to Mr. SULZER. Well, I shall not object, but th hari 
i The bill is identical with the one that was passed | should be sold to the highest bidders for the best interests 0! 
r, with the exc tio n of the proviso which the Clerk has | the people. is 
d in the shape of an amendment, limiting it to eighteen Mr. MORRELL. As it is to-day those interests are ibsolutely 
stead of as the original bill provided for three years, | paralyzed for want of railroad accommodations. They have 
‘oviding that work must be begun by the railroad com- | haul their freight across Washington—some 5 miles. | 
hin sixty days. Therefore it absolutely makes it Mr. SULZER. I undertake to say that if this charter We 
y for the railroad company to begin work at once and | advertised for sale it could be sold. a ora 
e thi ad within eighteen months. It will be impossi- Mr. MORRELL. No one else would touch this road for | 
them to do it in less time than that, as a certain amount | reason that they would not have a connection. This 1s 8! 


ruction is of a very difficult character. It does not grant | a short piece of road which goes from Georgetown a MG 
v vilege in any way, shape, or manner to the railroads ex- | with a road already built through Maryland and Virg! 


» allow thi to construct the road on the main-line side of Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker—— eee 

t | rather than along the towpath. | The SPEAKER. Dees the gentleman from Pennsylyail 
Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker | yield? : 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? | Mr. MORRELL. I yield to my colleague from Tenne us bit 


Mr. MORRELL. I yield for a question. Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, I just wish to say this : “ 
Myr. § UL ZER I would like to have just a few minutes. | has been amended as requested and de »ymanded by - e upI Mi P| 
TORRE LL. How much time does the gentleman de-| in Georgetown over the strenuous opposition of the un 


re that 10 
sire—ten minutes? | people themselves and it is a small piece of road there that 
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lent line would seek in all probability, and we have now 
| that if they do not build in eighteen months they for- 
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Page 3, line 1, strike out the comma afte e word 
riguts, | Strike out the words “ and laborers.” 
ER. They have already forfeited the charter. Page 3, strike out all, commencing with tl 1 af 1 
: : ' : : . ‘ ress, line lown to and in lin \ 
IMS. I think the gentleman is mistaken about that. ae & saa 7 tee ae os vord **( ” 
LZER. They forfeited it in 1892. page 3, and insert “ chief engineer.” 
‘MIS. But there has been legislation since we gave them Page 3, strike out ali, commencing wi 1 af 1 
“department,” in line 10, down to and { W ! 
wa | 1 ' levislatio: tions,” in line 18. 
7ZER . ere has been no legislation—— © : . 
\ DER. No; there h ~ om @ _s eRe rhe question was taken: and the comm rendm« ( 
I That is my recollection; I may be mistaken. At souned tn 
* ® . . . « ee e 
if it is a new application it is exactly what the ship- “py Clerk read as follow 
r ; ; Yai $ $ . ie -- a as OLLOWS $ 
re want. We are working in this case in the interests aia . eee = 
r people over the strenuous opposition of the railroad = paws all of section t. 
The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on ig tot l 
stion was taken; and the amendments were agreed to. ment. 
: . Thea et s +6 n° na } 
s amended was ordered to be read the third time; The question was taken: and the ame it ¥ | 
the third time, and passed. fhe Clerk read as follow 
ii call soldat iaieals Sec. 5. That the salary of the perintend f ent 
G OFFICERS AND MEMBERS OF THE FIRE DEPARTMENT, | of the District of Columbia shall ae 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. unless changed by Con s, and L be ! 
the time of his appointment to of - 4 3a t 
,BCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve | and 1 , i hereir 
» the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the poly L 
the consideration of bills reported from the District | gojoys- phe Er n 
: Committee on the Union Calendar. the deputy e al ) 
mn was agreed to; and accordingly the House re- | battalion cl al 
: . , 1 he iire mars sa wa, 
into the ¢ ttee of the Whole House on the state | marshals 
1 for the coi leration of bills on the Union Calen- | each receive ) 
= e ° 7 +: q . of > 4()4 . 
i from the District of Columbia Committee, Mr. SS ea: 5 
hair. . tenants \ ls s 
LBCOL Mr. Chairman, I desire to call up the Dill | tendent of machiner i ej : 
the Calendar as unfinished business. superintendents of machiner 
a: . on ; : $1,200; engineers shall each ul s 
[AIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin calls up | sistant’ engineers shall each receive an ; < 
h the Clerk will report. shall each receive an alary of $1.1 r 
: sach receive a anni 1 e's 
read as follows: each receive an annui ary $1 ) 
i shall each receive an l y 
I 1464) to classify the officers and members of the | an annual sa , ‘ 
t of the District of Columbia, and for other purposes. an annual salar} I 
PBELL of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, this bill has been | 42 a 5 n ant 
4 ; * > OL - . ne l 
n wing considered by sections for amendment. of $1.080: assi “ ; 
AIRMAN The gentleman from Kansas is in error, | annual salary of $900. 
The bill is under consideration under general The committee amendments were read 
1 tl ill has been read for the first time. Side dt Sneha aside” ot 
\MPBELL of Kansas. That was my understanding, | tnelydine the ‘Das 
Iso my understanding that the also strike out word 
[AIRMAN. If no gentleman desires to take the floor " :’ ed a ae ; : . 
debate the Clerk will read the bill by sections. al out the word ( 
read as follows: inst areof ai 
1’ 1 ] 1 : 
. . * . . i, Ww 3 
That the fire department of the District of Colum e ; 
hole said District, and its personal and : insert be im a ' 
i e as and located as the Commissioners | grt, also insert 1 ~e +) 1 
> SpPey ms made by Congress. | grivers shall each e an l 
Co i of Columbia shall ap dred dollars 
h dut reduce, fine, suspend, Pave 5 strike out all. co 
pay, and 1d members of the fire | « qoiiars” in line 22, down to and 
Distri i to such rules and lin: > p 6 P 
1 Comu ive jurisdiction and | ~~ ~* B's 
{ ni 1: Provided, That The CHAIRMAN. The qu 3 
of the fire department heretofore promulgated | mittee amendments 
1d shall remain in force until changed by said " aeeremt . , 
; Mr. FITZGERALD I ask t the > 
‘ the District of Colu 1 shall | and 24, page 4, be separated ! 
1 . Subject to the sg } il super The CHAIRMAN. Is t 1 
‘ ioners dministrative sup 7 . Tf +} ( 
as t re nt *hief nee! one any 0 — . 
u r of battalion f « 3 id | ont oth } » | 
( 1 necessary from time to time within the a ) ing to tl mmitte . 
Congress ; one fire marshal; such number of deputy | ,..> . \ ae 
rs, and clerks as said Commissioners may deem | trom New LOK Ih the x _ 
to time within the appropriations made by Con The question was ta } 1 t 
ro iptains and lieuten: s said Commissioners The CHAIRMAN r : 
1 time to time withir ippropriations made Hite pears Gir - 
rintendent of machinery ; hom ; ment Willen the . 
f machinery, engineers, as tant ¢ The ¢ ‘*K I i l s 
marine e! neers, drivers, p! I o< 1 
( No. 1, and laborers as said Co sae ‘ ; 
time to time within the appropriat re cae 
ndent of bles; such number Mr. FITZGERALD Mr. ¢ I 
fs Ss as said Commissioners may dee tention of L min 4 1 his } 
hin the appropriations made by Co a 1g + r) 
rintendent of the fire department of vides 11 SECLION o : : 
! t I ht to call for and obtain the M CAMPBELI I \ i \ 
employed by the District who at the ery louder. so I 1 | I 
more emergent veterinary service for : aaa ati ) 
Chat police surgeons of said Dis Mr. FITZGERAI ». On page 2 in 
\ Ol the m ers of the fire de; me is a provi n that there shall be 
ex } L appli ints for al pointn ent to. pro - id Com! Lissioner I \ ae n ‘ 
aid fire department: Provided further, cant he apor stione made } 7 1 
| take effect the said fire department and its within ( a Ss pt L10 ! i 
| continue as at present, and shall be subject section there is pend r an 
qa reculat ions there shall be one « ele 
ee amendments were read, as follows: and one clerk at an ual 
t all after the word “of” in line 7, down to and I was going to su; to 1 
aout, 18 line 10; also insert before the word “such,” | the propriety of eliminating 1 
as “ both of whom shall have had at least five years eee ieee e alas ithe } 
- ularly organized municipal fire department pensation Cee Sete os 
insert before the word “ privates” the words as The Commissioners of the District of ¢ l 





iation bill was being made up this year, did not ask for an 
They have one clerk now, at’$1,000 a year. 
ask t his salary be increased $200. The House did 
that increase. The bill went to the Senate. There 
request made there for an additional clerk, and as the 
intion bill has passed the Senate it provides for but one 
$1,000 a year. If the compensation be not fixed in this 
n time to time it will be in the power of Congress under 
ision to authorize such clerks and at such compensa- 
smay be proper. If compensation be fixed in this act, it 
ke from Congress in the future the power to fix the com- 
tion of these clerks. 
ngress have at this session passed upon the clerical help 
» fire department and determined that one clerk, at $1,000 
is it seems to me that the gentleman could 
eliminate from this bill the provision for a chief clerk, at 
ir, and an additional clerk, at $1,200, and leave to 
ss and the future the power to provide such clerica! help 
be required. 
AMPBELL of Kansas. Answering the gentleman from 

, I can well see why, at first glance and without having 

isideration to the bill that the committee has given 
t he would take this position. The fact is that while the 
ct appropriation bill was pending before his committee 
‘fore the Senate there was pending before the District 
mittee a bill to reorganize the fire department of the city, 
provided that there should be a superintendent of the fire 
rtment, as provided for in section 4 of this bill, which the 
numittee amended by striking the entire section out. Section 
the bill now under consideration before it was amended 
“l for or created the office of superintendent, and the com- 
having the bill in charge, after considering the matter 
y, giving long hearings on the question, decided that the 
tion of the superintendent’s office would also call for clerks 
and stenographers, which will be provided for by the appropria- 
tion bills from year to year, and in lieu of the office of superin- 
tendent we created the offices of chief clerk and clerk. These 
two offices created by the District Committee in their amend- 
the bill will answer, so the committee has thought, every 
that could have been served by the office of superintend- 
of its And we thought that it was quite 
that the committee that had heard all phases of the 
uestion could well provide in the bill for these two offices. 
Che appropriation bill having been passed, we could not hope to 
have these offices provided for by the Appropriations Committee 
until another year. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I wish to call the attention of the gen- 
tleman to this fact, that the bill as it came from the Senate not 
only had a provision for a superintendent, at $4,000 a year, but 
had a vision for this clerk, at $1,400 a year. 


Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. As it came back from the Sen- 
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r. FITZGERALD. Yes. The amendment that is suggested 
tleman’s committee in regard to the clerk is merely 

yord “chief.” When the Commissioners of the 
‘re before the Committee on Appropriations they did 
y they needed any additional clerks. They said that they 
rging the readjustment of the salaries of the personnel of 
officers and men—but there was no claim then 

hey required any additional clerk hire. This bill 
rted to the House and had passed the Senate before 
priation bill was acted upon by the Senate committee 
Senate itself. I have a copy of the bill as it passed 


rt THT 
Li 
} 


\MPBELL of Kansas. 
assed the Senate. 


RMAN. The time of the gentleman from New York 


I am sorry to say that this bill 
Al 

MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 

‘man be granted five minutes more. 

CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Map- 

sks unanimous consent that the gentleman from New 

» granted five minutes more. Is there objection? 


1 


was no obiection. 
ITZGERALD. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. I was 
f the appropriation bill. I meant to say as the bill 
riginally introduced, The District Commissioners also 
dd bef the Senate Committee on Appropriations, but 
tly they asked for no additional help there, and it seems 
vhere the law authorizes Congress to give such clerks as 
necessary from time to time, and gives them power to 
the compensation, that then it can control properly the 
il help required. And there was no contention, and the 
mmmissioners said that if the clerk that was there at present 
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In view of the fact that both Houses | 
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| ers expected would be created in this bill at the time they 
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got a that would be ample and they would have no try 
at all. 

The Commissioners did not say that they needed this o- tra 
help, this additional salary, and I am unable to understand w)})y 
the committee should desire to force this additional come)... 
tion and additional help upon the department. F 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. We are giving this additi,, il 
clerk in lieu of a superintendent that the District Commijcsj.» 


} 
i@ 


were 
before the Committee on Appropriations. . 

Mr. FITZGERALD. But the gentleman from Kansas |; 
that there was absolutely no reason for the creation of the 
office known as “ superintendent of the fire department.” One of 
the Commissioners of the District takes charge of the fire doe. 
partment, and he in effect is head of it, and under him, as pro- 
vided in this bill, will be a chief, at $3,500 a year, an assistant 
chief, at $2,500 a year, and a certain number of battalion chi: fs: 
and there was absolutely no excuse for a superintendent ang 
the clerical force as proposed. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I agree perfectly with the gep- 
tleman from New York about that, and we struck the provision 
for it out and gave instead of it the clerk that the hearings pe. 
fore the committee showed was absolutely necessary to do the 
work that has to be done, and we give this additional clerk for 
that purpose. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that if the 
department had been able to do the work which it is called 
upon to do efficiently with one clerk up to this time that there 
is now no need for an additional clerk. Mr. Macfarland. one 
of the Commissioners, had this to say with reference to the 
funds of the department for clerical force when he was before 
the Committee on Appropriations: 

Mr. MACFARLAND. You will see there is a recommendation for an in- 
crease in the salary of the clerk. We have one clerk at the fire depart- 
ment headquarters, and I have explained in another conn 
responsibilities and the work which are upon this man. 1 mar 
whom we had for years left us about three months ago to take an 
offer from a private corporation in New York, and I was informed | 
member of his family the other day that he was now receiving $2, 
with this concern in New York. 

Mr. GILLETT. You could not expect to keep him. 

Mr. MACFARLAND. We did my him all those years, and 
have kept him if we had given him $1,200. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Is he a stenographer? 

Mr. MACFARLAND. The present clerk is not a stenographer 
typewriter. 

Mr. GILLETT. What are his duties? 

Mr. MACFARLAND. To handle all of the business that comes t 
office—records, papers of all sorts, correspondence. He is 
clerk of the establishment. The chief also has a fireman ¢ 
his personal assistant, but the burden of the manage: 
business falls upon this man. As I say, this man just came 
office, but nevertheless the position is worth $1,200, and w 
man is new, I press the recommendation. 

It will be seen from this examination of the Comunissi 
that at no time during his examination did he suggest that any 
additional clerical help be furnished to the department. ‘here 
are no more men in the department now than were in it when 
this examination took place; there is no more work to do now 
than then; there is no more need for additional clerks now than 
there was then, and there is no justice, in my judgment, in 
creation of this position of chief clerk, and it ought, [ submit, 
from a business standpoint, to be stricken from the bill. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, I hope this 
amendment will be agreed to. The Committee on the District 
of Columbia, I say with modesty, is quite—— 

Mr. MADDEN. The committee is always modest. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Is quite as capable of 
into a question affecting the welfare of the District of Colt 
as the Committee on Appropriations. A 

Mr. MADDEN. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. Thi! 
body questioning the gentleman’s ability, integrity, or 
judgment. hk 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. And the District Com 
go into the question fully. When the Commissioner | 
the statement just read by the gentleman from Illi! 
in mind the creation of the office of superintenden' 
work that is to be done by the chief clerk that we pro 
in this bill. : ‘ 

Mr. MADDEN. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I yield for a question. 

Mr. MADDEN. Will the gentleman from Kans: 
enough to tell the committee how he knows the Cor 
had in mind the creation of the office of superinten: 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Because at that tir 
pressing the matter before the District Committee. + 
tleman will read the hearings before the District ‘ 
he will see that a large part of the hearings was | 
the consideration of the creation of the office of sul 
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| 
There is property running into the millions to be looked after; | 
{ e are claims to be made; there is a great deal of very im- | 


| nt business that was to have been done by the superin- | 
it that is to be shifted from the Commissioner to this 
} f clerk, and it is the purpose that he should look after this | 


| ss. I sincerely hope the committee will agree to this 
dment that has been made to this bill after careful and 

ey consideration by the entire committee. I for a 
vote on the amendment. 
| CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the com- 
mittee amendments, the first of which will be reported by the | 


ask 


1 i Clerk read as follows: 
Oo e 4, 


in line insert, before the word “clerk,” the word 






On a division (demanded by Mr. MAppEN) there were—ayes 
2 eT | 
Accordingly the amendment was agreed to. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the other amend- 
ment n which a separate vote was demanded. 
Clerk read as follows: | 
( page 4, in lines 23 and 24, strike out the words “all other clerks 
cha h receive’? and insert in lieu thereof “‘ and one clerk at.” 
Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I ask for a vote on the amend- 
ment, and I hope it will be agreed to. 
lhe amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read section 7, with a committee amendment | 
thereto. 
mmittee amendment was agreed to. 
Clerk resumed and completed the reading of the bill. 
lr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I move that the bill be laid | 
» reported to the Liouse with a favorable recommenda- | 
. | 
| motion was agreed to. | 
MAGES ON ACCOUNT OF UNION STATION GRADES. 
Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I ask for the present con- 
m of the bill (H. R. 14511) amendatory of an act enti- 
tled “An aet to provide for payment of damages on account of | 
( of grades due to the construction of the Union Station, 
Dist of Columbia, approved April 22, 1904. 
' ‘ill was read, with the following committee amendment: 
insert, after the word “ employed,” the following: | 
S pensation as ull be determined upon by the supreme court | 
rict of Colur a as equitable and commensurate with the 
dered, not exceeding.” 
| mmittee amendment was agreed to. 


} 


The ll as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be re- | 
ported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 
SIDINGS IN THE 
Mr. Chairman, I consideration of the 
authorizing the Commissioners of the Dis 
ia to permit the extension and construction of 
railroud sidings in the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 


RALLROAD 


BAB 
> 


DISTRICT OF COLUMDBIA, 


! ICOCK., ask 
H. R. 19682) 


(1 Colun 














‘| l was read. 
‘I was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the 
Ii th a favorable recommendation. 
BUILDING PERMITS. 
Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I ask present consideration 
ol the | (S. 4170) to amend an act approved March 3, 1891, 
\n act making appropriations to supply deficiencies 
ropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, 
r years, and for other purposes.” 
was read, as follows: 
ted, etc., That the act of Congress approved March 38, 1891, 
1 act maki ippropriations to supply deficiencies in the ap 
1 the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, and for pri 
other purposes,” be, and it is hereby, amended so that 
graph under the heading “ District of Columbia” in said 
1 as follows: 
action of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia 
e granting permits for the extension of any building or 
part or parts thereof, in the District of Col bia, be 
ing line and upon the streets and avenues of said city, is 
ed, without prejudice, however, to the legal rights of the 
n the event of the destruction by fire or otherwise of any 
. And hereafter no such permits shall be granted except 
pplication and with the concurrence of all of said Com 
1, where such extensions are to be placed upon buildings 
on Jand adjoining United States public reservations, the 
the Secretary of War.” 
‘ as ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the 
4100 ith & favorable recommendation. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
' ittee informally rose; and Mr. CruMPACKER having 


ir as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the 
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| railway line and telegraph and telephone line 


Mir, PARKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that | of the following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 


S275 


the Senate had passed with amendments bills of the following 
| titles, in which the concurrence of the House of Re prese ntatives 


was requested: 
IH. R. 18198. An act making appropriations to provide for 
expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1907; and 
H. R. 18442. 


An act to fix and regulate the salaries of t h 
ers, school officers, and other employees of the board of educa 
tion of the District of Columbia. 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted 
upon its amendments to the bill (11. R. 19681) to survey and 
allot the lands embraced within the limits of the Blackfeet 


Indian Reservation, in the State of Montana, and to 
surplus lands to settlement, disagreed to by the He 
resentatives,, had agreed to the conference asked by the House 
on the disagreeing votes of the two | had ted 
Mr. CLARK of Montana, Mr. Dusors, \PP as the con 
ferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bill of the following title: 

H. R. 17982. An act to grant to Charles 


opel tl 
suse of Rep 
louses, and 


and Mr. C1 


appoi 


H. Cornell, his 


signs and successors, the right to abut a dam ross 1 
Niobrara River, on the Fort Niobrara Military Reservati 


Nebr., and to construct and operate a trolley or elect 


across said res 
vation. 

The message also announced that the had insisted 
upon its amendments to the bill (H. R. 18024) for the control 
and regulation of the waters of Ni 


Senate 


agara River, for the pre 


vation of Niagara Falls, and for other purposes, disagreed to 
by the House of Representatives, had agreed to the « 
asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two H 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. Lopcr, Mr. Cuttom, and M 
MorGaN as the conferees on the part of the Senat 

The message also announced that the Set had agreed to 
the amendments of the House of Representatives to the fol 


lowing bills: 
S$. 4375. An act granting an increase of pension to 
Credie; and 





S. 2294. An act granting a pension to Michael Reynolds 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed 
joint resolution and bills of the following titl n which tl 
concurrence of the House of Representatives was requested 

S. R. 29. Joint resolution authorizing e selection of a » 
and the erection of a pedestal for the Stephenson Grand At 
memorial in Washington, D. C 

S. 6333. An act authorizing the Secretary War to a 
for fortification purposes, certain tracts of land on Deer Is! 
in Boston Harbor, Massachusetts ; 

S. 6234. An act to authorize the Chicago, Milwauke and 
St. Paul Railway Company, of Montana, to constru 1 | 
across the Missouri River in Lewis l Clarke Count M 

S. 360. An act to relinquish the inte! the | St 
in and to certain land in the cif i ol I 
Right Rev. Edwin P. Allen, Cathol bis of 
of Mobile. Ala... and his successors, in trust for the C 
Congregation of Pensacola, Fla.; a 

S. 4563. An act to prohibit cor} Ss f king 1 \ 
contributions in connection with yx l elect 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the f ° 

titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred . 


appropriate committees, as indicated below 

S. 4563. An act to prohibit 
eontributions in eonnection with political 
‘ommiitee on Election 
Representatives in Congress. 


corporations from making 





1 





S$. 260. An act to relinquish the interest of the United States 
in and to certain land in the city of Pensacola, Fla., to the Righ 
Rev. Edwin P. Allen, Catholic bishop of the diocese of M 
Ala.. in trust for the Catholic congregation of Pens I 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 

S. Rk. 29. Joint resolution authorizing the lection of 
and the erection of a pedestal for the Stephenson Grand 


Army memorial in Washington, D. C.—to the 
District of Columbia. 


S. 6333. An act authorizing the Secretary of War to 
for fortification purposes, certain tracts of land on Deer | 
in Boston Harbor, Massachusetts—to the Committee on <A] 


priations. 
ENROLLED 


BILL SIGNED. 
Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee Enrolled Bills re 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled 
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Hi. R. i78S8t. An act permitting the building of a dam across 
row Wing River between the counties of Morrison and 
Minnesota. 


State of 


UNIFORM BUILDING LINE. 


nmittee resumed its session. 
BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I ask present consideration 
bill (S. 59) providing for the establishment of a uniform 
r i on streets in the Distriet of Columbia less than 90 


line 


is read, as follows: 


t enacicd, etc., That the Commissioners of the District of Colum- 
and they are hereby, authcrized to establish building lines on 
parts of streets less than 90 feet wide, in the District of Co- 
the presentation to them of a plat of the street or part 

et upon which such action is desired, showing the lots and the 
f the rece 

f more than one-half of the real estate shown on said plat 

hat building lines be established, or when the Commission- 

it the public interests require that such building lines be 

Provided, Yhat such building line shall be established 
of street ; than one block in length. 

upon the filin 

n the 

tl 


upon 


ho 


Commissioners shall deem that 
‘ommissioners shall institute con- 
t of the District of Columbia, 


1e said ¢ 


* supreme coul 


y a petition in rem, particularly describing | 
accompanied by duplicate | 


lich petition shall be 
d by the surveyor of said District, showing the loca- 
“1 building lines, the number of square feet to be 
or part of lot and the boundaries thereof in each 
other information as may be necessary for 
condemnation. Upon the filing of such petition, 
indorsed with the docket number of the case, shall 
rd 


lock, and such 
of such 
> plat, 

the clerk of said court to the said surveyor for rec 


the condemnation proceedings herein provided for shall 
rdance with the provisions of sections 1608f to 1612, both 
of the Code of Law of the District of Columbia as amended 
d 1905, as far as the same are applicable; and that the 
and assessment area for the establishment 
iz lin herein provided for shall be the same as that provided 
section 1608j of said code for assessments in the opening, exten- 

ening, and straig ni 


; { 
it the shment of 


eedings 


esta building lines had been included in 
‘s, whenever they deem it desirable in 
buildings existing at the time said 
which preject beyond said lines to 
vner of said buildings desires to re- 

» said buildings: 
1891, providing for é¢ertain projee 
»ply to all parkings established under 
parkings otherwise shall be vested in 
Columbia, who are hereby author 
reasonable and necessary regulations for 


i1missioners of the Di 

make and enforce all 

ire and preservation 
That 


the aj tion available for opening alleys and minor 
Distr lumbia is hereby made available for the 
‘ongress entitled ‘An act to provide for the 
*$ on certain streets in the District of Co 
approved January 12, 1899, be, and 

be laid aside to be reported to the 


commendation. 


YOR RAILROAD GRADES. 


Mr. Chairman, I ask present consideration 
7452) to provide for payment ef damages on 
grade due to the elimination of grade 
Philadelphia, Baitimore and Wash- 


17452) 
in 

ne of the 
pany. 
ling with the bill, read 


reading of as 


property alleged to 
parties interested, 
make out a written 
and attested by 
court and a copy 
Columbia; that said 
irt, shall be final. The verdict of 
ny party interested or by the Com- 
ibia, } 


iy 


iewed 
‘ed by the 
shall 
jority of the: 
same to the 
District of 


imaces, 


the 


to be summoned. 


e. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 


directed 


int to call the attention of the gentle- | 


» a matter back in a former section, 

opy of the bill as quickly as I 
read. I find you make a 
claiming damages must 
ty days, I think. 


rea 


Y yeti . 
Maries 


see. Suppose the individual is sick; 
have had oceasion to draw 
in my own State—the first 
framed. 

gentleman think is a proper 


time. I 
the law 
ever 


the 


‘ane 
I think I 
What 


does 


lennessee, 
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rd owners thereof, and accompanied by-a petition of | 


z of such plat and petition in the cfiice of | 
the | 


of | 


‘ning of alleys or minor streets, in the same | 


Provided, That the | 


| often cited by courts of sister States. 


| eminent domain and grade statutes. 
I think twelve months at least. | 


JUNE 11. 





| There are but few statutes otherwise; and, by the way, I h; 
read the statutes of many States, including Massachuse 
; and they very carefully guard the right of abutting own 
; and, as a rule, make twelve months the limit, and we 
lowed that example. Sixty days is too short, for, as I say, | 
ple might get sick, and for one cause and another not be : 
to comply with the law within that time. 
Mr. OLCOTT. The committee, I think, will accept the 
tleman’s suggestion. 
| Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani 
| consent to go back for the purpose of making an amendme) 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous cons 
| to recur to section 3 for the purpose of offering an amendy 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I move to amend 
16, page 2, by striking out the words “ sixty days 
“twelve months.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the 

The Clerk read as follows: 
| Op page 2, lines 15 and 16, strike out “sixty days” and ins 

words *“ twelve months.” 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. And also striking out 
days,” wherever it oceurs as that limitation, and insertin 
| “twelve months.” 

The Clerk read as follows: 
On page 38, 2, strike out “sixty days” and insert “{ 
| months.” ‘ 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the : 
ments offered by the gentleman from Tennessee. 
| Mr. OLCOTT. Mr. Chairman, the committee is ready 
| cept those amendments. 

The amendments were considered and agreed to. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, r 
follows: 

Sec. 7. That the members of said commission appointed und 
provisions of this act shall receive for their services, when 
employed, the sum of $10 per day; and the jurors summoned 
| marshal under the provisions of this act shall receive for their 
| when actually employed, the sum of $5 per day. A suflicient 
| pay the compensation and expenses of said commission and 
| pensation and expenses of said jurors and the amount of such : 
ments or awards of damages is hereby appropriated out of the ir 
of the District of Columbia, and 50 per cent thereof shall be 1 
to said District of Columbia by the United States. 

The Clerk also read the following committee amendme: 

Page 5, line 10, insert before the word “ the” the following 
compensation as shall be determined upon by the supreme co 
District of Columbia as equitable and commensurate with the 
rendered, not exceeding.” 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, 1 
follows: 

Sec. 8. That the provisions of section 9 of the act of Cong 
proved February 12, 1901, entitled ‘“‘An act to provide for el 
certain grade crossings on the line of the Baltimore and Potoma: 
road Company in the city of Washington, D. C., and requiri: 
company to depress and elevate its tracks, and to enable it to! 
parts of its railroad therein, and for other purposes,” so f 
same relate to any claims for damages of any kind what 
resulting from change in grade or incidental to or connected th 
or from the operation of said railroad company as contemp!a 
required by said act, to any property owner affected thereby, 
the same are hereby, repealed, and no property owner affected 
of the provisions of said act of Congress shall have any right 
| any claim for damages by reason of any of the provisions ot 

other than as may be granted by the previsions of section 
; act, and it is the intent of this act that such damages shall 
only to actual damages due to the change in the grade o 
avenues, and alleys provided for in said act of February 12. 1 
| that in allowing such damages the jury shall take into consider 
benefits referred to in section 5 of this act. ' 
Sec. 9. That all acts or parts of acts inconsistent herewith 
they are hereby, repealed. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 


lle 


in lines 15 
” and ins: 


nd 


ie 
Ss 


amendment. 


? 


line 


Soey 


} 


Mr. Chairman, I move to 


| out the last word for the purpose of making another obs« 


and may be set aside by the | 


I see in this bill that you allow “all” benefits—that is, | 
in common and special benefits—to credit to damages « 

damaged abutting owner. There are very few statutes 
United States that do this. I had occasion to investig: 
subject when we enacted a grade statute by the legisl: 
Tennessee. The question of crediting damages for land a 
“taken” and the incidental damages done in taking a 

way for a railroad was raised in the State of Tenne- 


| about 1852, in the case of Woodfalk against the Nashville a 


| Chattanooga Railroad. The opinion of the court is repo 
second Swan’s Report, and is alluded to by Lewis on | 
Domain as one of the leading authorities on the subject. _ 

It has since been te 

by the supreme court of Tennessee in considering ques'! 


My recollection is that the charter of the railroad save 
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= : a a ee ee ee ae Se ee ee 


, ; . Facet 
right to credit the value of the land taken for the right of | giving the damaged party a right of action and right to recover 















































with “benefits in common,” which would be in such a case | from any damages done incidentally or otherwise by changing 
oad privileges, general enhancement of property, etc., in the | the grade of the street, whether it was raised or reduced. The 
nhorhood, because they would be shared by everybody and | courts have invariably, certainly so in Tennessee, construed 
fore a benefit in cfmmon. However, the supreme court, | these statutes “liberally” in favor of the property owner f 
composed of Judges Caruthers, Totten, and McKinney, | several reasons, one being that one person or two, or a doz 
able men, rendered an opinion, delivered by Judge Caruth- should not have their property taken, damaged, or applied for 
‘ holding that the land taken by the railroad had to be paid the benefit of the general public, the building of a geod street, 
1 “money ” and not in benefits, common or special. “ Just | or opening one, and those few persons stand all the damage, los 
ensation,” held the court, meant “money” and not bene- | ing their property, and be paid therefor in good streets already 
f id the court declared further that it would be a travesty | paid for in taxes. The whole public red to 
; istice, an oppressive inequality, a denial to the citizen | build streets, and no one person sh r that 
' e land is taken of the protection guaranteed to him by the | burden. 
( titution, to compel him, force him to surrender his land, | Mr. OLCOTT. I would like to ask the gentleman fr ren 
; up the title thereto, be dispossessed, and be paid for his | nessee what his proposed amendment is? 
- in “ benefits’ of any kind, common or special. | Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I was making an obseryati 
Chairman, under such a rule the citizen could be com- | to wit, that the word “all” should be stricken out Lam ¢ 
to give up his land and be forced also to accept pay there- | to ask the committee to let me amend by striking out the vw { 
something that he did not need or want, something that} “all” and substitute the word “special.” Then if you do 
was not and could not be a benefit. The citizens, argued | abutting owner any special benefit you can credit the sj | 
rt, if I remember the opinion, whose lands were Nor | damages with it. Do not ruin a man’s property nd tl 
or damaged or applied to the right of way enjoyed the | him off in benefits that he has already paid for in tay M 
of the railroad privileges it proposed to accord and the | amendment, Mr. Chairman, is to strike out the word “all” 
| enhancement of property by the building of the road | substitute the word “ special.” 
h so as if their property had been taken, damaged, Or | (2 Swan's Reports, p. 422. Nashville, Dece 2 
as Woodfalk’s was, and yet Woodfalk was paying for | folk v. Nashville and Chattanooga R: d ¢ 
i CONSTITUTIONAL LAW 
rd “ damage” does not appear in the constitution of Ten- | Compensation to owner of property which has 
old words “taken or applied” do. The citizen was | US¢; how and in what way to be made: Where t 
ag st at ieee a : ac exercise of the power conferred by the censtitution, as 
ititled to the railroad privileges—general enhancement | priate the property of a private individual fo a public us 
by the building of the road—because they were and | structis: of a railroad, it can not pres 
ens” and taxpayers and because their legislature had | the owner shall be compensated for the property so 
harter t better their ¢ liti Of c ee he value of the property taken must be as ad by ¢ i 
charter to better their condition. { course the | tribunal, and the amount paid in money. It is a debt ag 
| ‘e would not and should not have given this charter | who take the property, and must be paid as all otl a 
railroad proposed no railroad privileges and proposed to | Owner thus deprived of his property can not be coerced to } 
~ -ybody’s ope©rty | compensation ameliorations of his remaining property or the « 
us ; very vn ys property. ‘ iis a J ment of its value or any other “ benefit or advant e,”” either 
urt in this case also discussed, if it did not define, the | imaginary, that may be conferred upon hin The 1 ire of t 
benefits in common” and “special benefits.” And by oaeation to be mate to th r in * h case is the fair « V 
1034s . one aa ? al. ai, ailiaiadaed E eS of the property taken, at the ce an in the form taken I 
definitions I say and contend that a street, whether good | gentai damages or benefits which are to result to him from whom 
l, is a benefit in common, because it is a public highway, | property is taken from the use to which it is to be applied form n 
to everyone; and whether the citizen gets a good street or a in the aaa n of the e ‘¥F ition. So f ‘ 
s ‘es his taxes ave » Poy synnca of | dental benefits and damages are involved, the legislature may 
he pays his taxes he es the = fol the pur i of regulations as are deemed proper in the way of piacing oI 
a good street, and when he does not get it he is not get- | against the other. 
just dues as a taxpayer. A special benefit is one that Meigs, Ewing, ee for plaintiff in error. F. B. Fogg, fot 
ed by the landowner—is not enjoyed by the public at | @efomdant in crrot. | Judement pinion eee emer 
the public in common. For example, if the city drains The defendants located their road for about 500 feet on a | 
from one’s premises in building a street, you would of ee tae aan vicinity of Nashville. The road rur 
} At — ‘ ibe. ¢ 6 innit tontnd 99 4 uae ‘ corner of the lot, separating about three-fourths of a: . 
benefit his prope rty, and the incidental damages main lot and occupying in the bed, which is fro 7 to 10 ; 
property by building the street would be offset, and | about three-fourths of an acre. The plaintiff has } f 
, by the “ incidental ” benefit done his property by rea- | on the lot, and it is handsomely and tast ly i 
s draining this pond separated has upon it some negro houses, a cow ) “ 
ie + . ‘ p eed spring house. The plaintiff applied to the circu ( I 
Caruthers discussed, in this very learned opinion, the | County, under the act of 1845, chapter 1, chartering 
f benefits, and states that the question of how “ inci- | the appointment of commissioners to assess the damages s 
n vac 7? ‘ — Dna a“  affec . en adites . | him in consequence of the location of said road upon 
ee shall be paid for, whether ofiset by benefits _ was at May term, 1850, when five commissioners wer¢ 
question for the legislature to decide. sut when the At October term, 1850, the report made by id col 
re decides that “all” benefits, as this bill provides, | quashed for informalities in their proceedings, and 
‘set all or any kind of damages, it is too sweeping, it is | 2Ppoimted. | cal the } 
: . : ; . 7 A majority of these commissioners assess e loss and a 
t is not just law, certainly we should not make it law. | s9 900." and that the “ benefit and advantage t d 
] zht and proper to offset special damages by special bene- | received from said road, consisting of the increased 
not special damages by benefits in common. As a tax- | Premises, amounts to the sum of $2,000 at least.” & ‘ ’ 
‘ a “a8 ee. nothing. 
‘ property owner is entitled to the benefit in common— From this report he appealed to the rt, and the cause v 
| street, in other words. If you damaged his property | by 1 special jury, before the court, at January m, 1852. A 
¢ a good street where there was a bad one, you cer- | ¥28 rendered in favor of the plaintiff against the defendant 
: . ‘ i - The defendant moved for a new trial, whi ove ‘ d 
uld not offset the special damages to his property by | jy error to this court. 
‘Here is a good street where there was a bad one be- | . * . * . * * 
use, as a taxpayer, he has already paid not only to The injuries enumerated are of this character: ¢ 
‘t, but a good street, and when you damage his prop- = from — well, spring ~_ a le f 
s . : ulic gs, erecting a stone w the cut mae 
pay him off by saying, “‘ Here is a good street where the comet and prevent accidents; detracting from the beaut nd 
ther a good one or bad one before,” you make him | comfort of the lot as a fam residence, « 
xl street twice—that is, by taxation, and, second, Against all ae on th s ¢ er hand, i is prove 1 th i 
* or taking his property enhanced in value in the market by the erection of the road 2= to 
oe Ss iis - : 50 per cent. On all these points the proof is, as it must 
is for everybody to pass over. It is as much for | sisting of the opinions of men on any subject, very « , 
of the community at large whose property may not | Satisfactory on all the items ef account on both s it s 
1 at « [+ Se Mine . ; ; sarily partake more of the nature of guessing than of 
lat all as it is for the abutting owner whose property : “eager SUSGR. Ch : 
. Cit J im, CF . ‘ 
damaged or totally destroyed. <A street, in other} ,, ae . ee eee 
Wo! a benefit in comme i The law was laid down by the circuit j re 
, ommon. and so far as it is necessary in our exa! W 
inon-law rule, that no damages could be recovered by “You will recur to the testimony 1 that 
ng owner where the municipality changes the grade of | of the land taken from the road. and eration s 
asl * : - a 3 inconveniences and damages as shai the ] 
harsh law. But it was early so decided by Massa- | the acts of defendant. You will « . * +] 
a I remember the case of Callender against Marsh, | may have suffered. if you shall think that any ha 
. n Pickering’s Reports. You will there see another | Will look to the testimony in the cause and ascertain 
‘ S$ aAgair t K <ville a " " ss . the defendant in locating the road upon the land of t pla f 
of 11 agains ANOXville, decided by the supreme court | resulted in benefit or advantage to him. On ascertaining this, you w 
ao ee, reported in one of the Humphrey reports. This determine whether the iands of the piaintiff have appreciated in value 
0 harsh that at an early day these States, and in | YoU will not look to the fact that this road is a public benefit or ad 
mia Ste , : a be ana . | vantage unless that public benefit or advantage be ins¢ ) 
States, the legislatures passed immediately statutes | 


the benefit conferred upon the plaintiff. If any 1dvantages 1 ive re- 
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ee ee 

rmine what they are and assess their value. You mode of ascertaining the value of the property taken where it ca; 
lount of benefit or advantage from the amount of | not be agreed upon by the parties, and to make provision also fo- 
inder, if any, will make your verdict. In ascer- | the payment when it is ascertained in the mode and manner conte 

d damages you will confine yourself to the time | plated by the Constitution. 

} tec > Jar > ai iff » > 

1 the land of the plaintiff to the use CHARTERED RIGHTS DISCUSSED. 


-ARTIES DISSATISFIED The charter of the defendant was granted in 1845 (ch. 1). 
: : : Fae twenty-fourth section regulates the mode of ascertaining the 
by the circuit court, and both parties are | to individuals, and the manner of compensating them for land 2 
da brings up the case by appeal and | for the road. It provides | that where the land can not be purch: 
now devolves upon this court to set or the price agreed upon, “the same may be taken at a valuatior 
les for Bh and all other cases | be made by five commissioners, or a majority of them, to be appo nt 
> in future, as the spirit | by the circuit court of the county where some part of the land, 
sion of the minds of the | right of way, is situated,’ who shall take an oath “ faithfully 
f ir State. They should be | impartially to discharge the duty assigned them. In making the 
he citize ns on one hand and not im- | yaluation the said com ioners shall take into consideration the 
yublic improveme m the other. A | or damage which may occur the owner or owners in consequen 
argument, evincing iearning, research, | land being taken or the righ f way surrendered, and also the 
the counsel, worthy o e Importance Of | or advantage he may receive from the erection or establishment o 
profitable to the court. We feel much indebted | railroad or work, and sbail state j icularly the nature and am 
xumination and presentation of the questions | of each, and the excess of loss or damage over and above 
rinciple and authority, for the opinion we have | and adyantage shall form the measure of valuation of sa 
nis most vé ced and perplexing subje ‘tT. MWe | right of way. The proceedings of said commissioners, ac: 
ce of all the lights ti ould be brought to the | with a full description of said land, or right of way, shall be re 
estions involved by the bes gal talents and most | ynder the hands and seals of the majority to the court from 
the commission issued, there to remain of record.” 
AND THE PROPERTY OWNER. ‘ APPEALS ALLOWED. 
han useless to enter into a discus Either party may appeal and have a new valuation by 
the right of emi ent domain and to | court, where verdict shall be final unless a new trial is granted. 
‘ion a ENTS. eae the lands, or right of way, so valued by the commissioners, o1 
See nh every State ave’ | shall vest in the said company in fee simple so soon as the val 
. of the state to take private | may be paid, or where refused, may be tendered.” 
the consent of the owner. Questions . F 
up again, as to the extent and right APPEALS NOT TO STOP IMPROVEMENT. 
It is further provided that an appeal is not to stop the wor! 
.n the same be delayed by injunction or supersedeas. Sut 
5 ; : a the appeal is by the company surety must be given to pay y 
hat it applies to the case of public ros - | may be awarded in the court. 
r constructed by the state or charter | 7 ee a Bae setae = Semaine - ee 
ireeter. The land of the plaintiff has bee VIGOROUS EXERCISE OF POWER OF EMINENT DOMAIN, 
and was therefore legally and rightfully taken. Here is a full and vigorous exercise of the power of emir 
main. The fee-simple title is vested in the corporation. 
tion is made, nor do we see any, under the construction that 
corresponding right, which is as clear, well guarded, | trial, in the regular common-law mode, is adopted in case of 
‘ » other—a claim for the yalue of his property. | to the provision made in this section for settling the rights 
‘rty for the public use, but the state must parties. Sut the contested and embarrassing question still ari 
for it, rhe people, in whom the sover the rule prescribed in this law for ascertaining the “ just 
es in this fre e country, were not willing to | tion” to the owner of the land, the use and title of which he 
igh essential right of eminent domain (a | forced to surrender to the corporation. On the one hand, in 1 
his property ag t his consent) unguarded | the valuation of the land, the “loss or damages” which may 
t nature and inserted in their Constitution | to the owner by taking the land “is to be fixed; on the other, t 
. s a benefit or advantage’’ to the owner from the erection of the 1 
right, but protect the citizen, and secure | jg to be estimated, and the excess of the former over the latter, in 
property. ihe provision for this pur- | language of the act, “shall form the measure of the valuation of 
is ee ei. ee. , land.’”’ 
be taken for public use without just com- | BENEFITS AS “ COMPENSATION ” DISCUSSED. 
y.) 
provisions of the same character, are in- 
on the exercise of power by the General 
and is not applicabl ) legislation of the States. 


PUBLIC LIMITED. 


\WNER’S RIGHTS GUARDED. 





Is this measure of “ compensation ” prescribed in the Constit 
Was the compe nsation secured to the owner for the loss of his | 
to be paid in money or may it he made in other property or inci 

stitutions are framed ‘rent persons, and have dis. “benefits and advantages?” Was it intended that the citiz 
ts in view. The State governments are not restricted in the | Rot only be forced to give up his land for the common or publi 

‘a power expressed in general terms in the Constitution | to, take in payment for it anything it might suit the party 

stat The States must be included in terms or neces- | Offer? If such be the true meaning of the Constitution, it 

imitation or negation of powers, or th are | @ poor protection of private rights against the exactions of 1 
Che Mayor of Baltimore, 7 Pet.. 243: 2° is only calculated to excite false hopes of security. By th: 

: y ? E "“" | law the legislature are empowered, where, in their opinion, 

of the whole people requires it and for the use and benefit of the 

; to compel him who owns property to give it up upon the 1 

ited States can not, therefore, be looked | him by the same public for whose use it is taken a “ jus 

this case. But the people of this State, | sation,” or, in other words, a fair price, or the value in mon 

he others, being equally jealous of the | property taken. 

restrict and limit the power of the State LAND TAKEN MUST BE PAID IN LAWFUL COIN—MONE} 


ject. Our people in their State convention - - : 
Ile can not be paid off in “ benefits and advantages,” which 
services shall be demanded or property taken | forced upon him, ainst his consent. He may be compelled to 
vithout the consent of his representatives, or | to the encroachment upon his private rights when they come 
being made therefor.’ (Art. 1, sec. 21.) conflict with the public interest, but, with the charter of his 
in his hand, he can say to the powers that be, * Thus far 
ROPERTY LIMITED. | come and no farther.” In the appropriation of the property t! 
‘ty for “public use” is here im- |} power is exhausted. It can not be allowed to prescribe how | 
undoubtedly possess it with the | what he shall be paid. The value of the thing taken must b 
making just compensation This is | by @ just and proper tribunal and the amount paid in the | 
> “ink iples of the common law. ‘The | of the United States—in money. It is a debt against those 
tion in this case is what is meant by “ just | the property and must be paid like all other deb The « 
this case can not be coerced to receive as compensation am 
FOR COMPENSATION, of his remaining property for the enhancement of its vali 
other “ benefit or advantage,” either real or imaginary, tl 
conferred upon him. ie may not wish to part w ith a porti 
land to have the price of that which remains enhanced. The 
of price without any improvement of its fertility or beauty 
vantage to him if he does not wish to sell; it only increas 
burdens in the way of taxation. What others might regard 
‘advantage and benefit” he might consider a decided injury 
lands are appreciated and his facilities of travel and trade 
by this improvement, these are benefits to which he is entitl 
the community in general, and for =e > a to pay, 
done becomes an imperious faa with others, in taxes and other burdens. ut there can 
1} a Tuteia tie ciemmiibenten: re eae, more should be taken from him than others 
Ip] with a firm hand. That must ind, | Common benelits, , : 
may fal It must be guarded with untiring a CONCLUSION OF THE COURT. p 
all attacks. Upon the judiciary this import: int Then we arrive at the conclusion that the plaintiff is ent 
I mly look to this department of the | value of the land taken from him by the defendants in mon 
onstitutional rights are invaded. | this value, when ascertained, can not be liquidated, in 
duty to those they have thus | part, by any “ benefit or advantage’? he may, in fact or ») 
on all proper occasions for their | tion, derive from the making of the road in the appreciation 
remaining land or otherwise. But, on the other hand, 
unjust to make the public pay the enhanced price that \ 
. ‘ : aaa . | from the fact that the road had been located at that place. 
ower of the Sts and the rights of the citizen? ea . sonia ss ZEN 
¢ fhe former may take the private prop- WHAT LANDOWNER IS ENTITLED TO AS A CITIZEN. 


ise, as has been done in this case. The It is difficult to lay down any very definite rule for the 
right, founded in the Constitution, to a | of commissioners and juries on this subject which will be of « 

; tiow is this right to be asserted? It is cer- | tical application in every case. Yet it is highly important 
the Government to provide some fair and proper ! principle be settled and the extent of its applicatic n to p 


ABUSE OF POWER CONSTITUTION. 
t 


and how, when, and in what paid? 
construction of that instrument, it 
ssembly can change or alter it. All laws 
me law, and must yield to it, as they are 
in conflict with it. It follows, there- 

in this charter to substitute any 

cen for this road, or directly, 

that “* just compensation,” in 

the organic law, it has tran- 

upon sacred ground. If it should 


COMPENSATION ” DISCUSSED. 
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; nees defined calculated to produce uniformity and rid the sub- | Heirs v. The City of Louisville, 5 Dana, 28, and in I 
that vague and indefinite character which now seems to per- | ville, Danville and Laneas url ‘ u 5.3 
minds of those who have to act wpen it. We consider the | language used in the constitution ] ky $ subs 
rule to be this, that the fair cash value of the land taken for | same as ours on this su { 
if the owner were willing to sell and the company desired We are aware that in some of tes ¢ rai a 
at particular quantity at that place and in that form, would | views have been entertained on some « the ] no Ww l. 
ieasure of compensation. It is not in the nature of a wrongful | would be a useless extension of th ir 1 to revi the t 
r wil 1 damages are to be assessed. Nor is it a claim for any | would be productive of no adva ree | diversity 1 | 
damage done, but the appropriation of the property is legal | be partly attributed to the different cons oni! pt n e 
tful, as much so as if the owner had voluntarily sold it to the | subject and to the fact that me of e » er 3 are en 
and the only open question was, What is a fair price for the | tirely without any provisions. And, : n, the slative ¢ 
What is its value? actments and the form in which the « i | . 1 
rom this definition of the nature of the transaction it will | to the courts have been so varian l t a v 
at there can be nothing added to the price on acco of the | seems at first view to sreater than n : 
ess of the owner to part with his land or to hay im- | amination. 
{ , or beeause he may have to build fences and walls But we are ful satisfied wi t l 
inconvenience in getting to his outbuildings or have them to | though we ent great ‘ s 
such like inconveniences. These things do not enter into a | we can not yi 1 as t f e 
a just compensation for the property actually taken, but | sustained in t l : ! 
al to it, and » provided for in another form by this char- For the « w abor li 1, in t ‘ 
i » presently wn. ‘These considerations are not to ent below, we r judgn , 1e 
estimate of the jury to enhance the price, but, on the other | for a new trial on the l I n t ) 
» ji t » be reduced by the consi tion that the im The CHAIRMAN. ren ee m ‘J ‘ . offers an 
t to be made will be advantageous to the owner in the ’ a ae roid aad 
and enl 1d value of his remaining land, the increased | Mmendment, which the Clerk will report. 
iravel o1 le it will afford him, or the location of a depot | The Clerk read as follows: 
his la To all these and such other incidental advan- | tat) ass inte i = © —s — s 1 99 
iv result im he is entitled, in common with other citizens, | Strike out the word “all n Hine 15 and inst tne W : , 
ich | ’ taxes and other legal burdens imposed by gov- | Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I want to say t t this ] 
if s advantages accrue to him in consequence of | is brought in to cover an omission of the Union 1 bill, i 
' and that particular location of the road, it is ; : oe : ars : 
) property and a benefit for which no one has | follows the law that is now on the statute r 
ke him account in fixing the price of other property taken | other parts of the city ou le of the southwest. If you l 
wil rey llowi , ireun mnees ay, On ae ions . -7 o 4s tall as . . 9 . » 
3 Wil. ante Poa the = and considerations | this bill in the particular mentioned, you will ve W goy- 
t is ¢ unate Of aiue or | a ; Se J 
| erning the northeast and another ver e the ithw 
Dry t LAND Is rat ‘ | . 
; | the city. 
loans Irayr Tt onld V¢ he reaconoah!l + fi 1 Ara — anes . 
- I t me f “ m3 . 1 = oo ae we _ Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Phat} . vi 
é or e ik 1 Of an acre, ati * general rate ol = 
1 is intity. This would be selling by retail, | C@use we have not the right sort of | ‘ er 1 
it a higher price for the quentity taken. the city is no reason why we should not ) 
here the land lies which Is thus ppropriatec ++} . . > 2 7 ae 
Wine a ware tht ropriated, with | better law now. Of course I an tall s Li 
‘ in Is it in the country, a vil >», or | ; , : 
2 to re land, ts it taken on the oute ne, | ter, exeept as a lawmaker. You will find t fewes , 
road mn the ae. or does it run so as to} of statutes that have this language. A 
1a wgulal awk ware rn ough a gare le | Ss} henefits.”’ f on sneciall ! ‘ off . 
yard, between the dwell se and ki | L or sas if -you ; : at : er ; 
d if so, are they of lue or of } Speci amage with the specific benef nd y 3 
s to cut ff fro n the mie a portion ence, but don’t charge him with special be ts d be l 
form is salable or not? Ipon this com Iso. He pays for the c n | the gz I 
t laid down in general terms the | —-* a ~ . oan 
in which it is taken must be looked t | you | when he pays his taxes. That the vy. and 
} 1 | just : fair. In other words, this bill 1 f 
fF he ha actna wr eon mplate raect i¢ ‘ he | ° . 
effect thas the actual Or comte lated er ove of “ He pays for the good street in taxes : i 
| effect of tl cation that particular place, | ae 1 ; . : 
the 1e of that land, w it ha } im] | Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I will 
not to form an « be | not largely a matter for the const ) 
is eley “ by t i - A reece ‘ 
; ; : M GAINES «¢ h ( ) 
we do not make vu : a : 
a of his land. and if 1e ben Hits, Ihe re are only Iwo kK is i ~ i 
he is forced wi special and the other common. It is perfe ear. 
: ; Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. It goes to » Kk g 
LEFT ' WHEN LAND Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Sp Ll nefits. 
lvantages and disadvantages, } when you drain a pond and better ( \ 
ou iew, the owners un . 64, on bos 99 
he on his land, or near mon would be a £ d street L wa! I f I 
! s the public is under to some special betterment is a special I : a 
are to have n in common, but when you come al 
on the same | aad } eile, Hh fo tay 5 
uwreed upon tli pays ior that when he pays bis taxes. lou ¢ 
i z i ‘ : h 
intrinsic value destroy his property and Vy, \ 
i 2 nsideration : y; | street.” Then, you see, you double c | \ 
er is entitl f thus ascertained, it must be paid | : ae 1 +} 1? 
ro compel him to take anything else would render | get the ¢ od stre¢ tat ur , a ee ee 
1 guaranty ineffectual and delusive. good street in lieu, and yet you 
WHAT THE LEGISLATURE MAY DO. That is the upshot of it all. The old 
itional provision ends; its inhibition upon : vania—and I never shall forget its opinion, | ise 
rther. The legislature may make . lati like a sermon on the mount lenounced the hard 1 ot ’ 
nd proper for an account or estimate of . i ie +} — ! 
> = : po mmo w, damnum absque injuria, ! l ‘ I 
g r injuries to the landowner. These I common Ja 2 ~- He5 * , } ent ' 
sity created for the building of new fences, the re common law should be changed by te. ! ' . 
arating him a his spring, well, mills, negro | think. Thev did it also in Tenness ind \I 
ti i ainst this may be set off the “ benefi ahrocatine the hokiine in th ‘ 
to the owner in the enhancement of the value of | 2)Fosatling = holdin a sn 
1d same or any adjoining tract, his increased | reported in one of the I Insts. 
el, et = ,We = ‘the legislature have the power to | Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I do not believe that my rik 
I tired by the petitioner, the court would be bound . : _ hi 1, a hae. pon Ts ‘ 
, .. oe : . r > r iS] ) iS amenament he ishiy una 
Y to direct the commissioners, or in case of appeal, will it — Se t 9 —_— . : ': 4 : 
the estimate on both sides upon the basis here | This is with reference t ve « ‘ =» & cc Crt 
must be separate and ee from the valuatic : The railroad tracks have been elevated and depressed, as 
purpose of ascertaining the compensation require +4 The henefits are nearly all snecial. fr . 
: . : 7 vic » benefits are nearly all sper , ire th ict 
m and can not be blended with it or in any way } ''“‘ L. — ber aes ng : ;' ; ; 
» it. It is true that the nature of the items on } is a benefit growing out of removing dangerous grade c1 
Ss account would be a very vague and indefinite | It does not apply to the whole city, but only to the li: 
ng before commissioners upon their opinions, upon rilroads occupy 
examination of the ground, and before a jury, on raurod ~ a re tenia on . 
opinions and fancy of witnesses. But for that Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Was there not g 
ae anes can be furnished whi h will clear the there, anyway? 
nt difficulties But this enhancement of the price . We ] r j t ] 
; : ee ec Oe —s r ) > are making better street y { 
taken into the account against the petitioner, must Mr. SIMS. Oh, ne re We are m a bett <a | 
ie estimate to the lot or tract through which the } rid of the grade crossings. 
oH land which adjoin. it, _ to such i yprove Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Then the people in that 1 z 
is the result of running the road at that particular | ,..,. . av an o ne tha henati op 
» the general rise of property in the country or tl borhood have not been getting the benefit of the prs c 
duced by the public work. That which is common | they have paid. 
; t a charged to him, because this is an advantage to Mr. SIMS. If my colleague will only go dow l the 
: : ‘ : 





/ a citizen and taxpayer of the State. 
names isions we are brought by what seems to us a fair 


tracks removed by that legislation, he will see 
own constitution. And we find that we are fully | been very specially beneficial to those reets. Besides, the 


iz em by the court of appeals of the State of Kentucky, | question of damages is passed on by a jury of citizens who 
ca s2cob v. The City of Louisville, 9 Dana, 114. In that 


; ae : ; sympathiz rj ose sustaining damage. 
i that the same principles had been adopted in Sutton’s | SV" ithize with those sustaining damag 
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The gentleman will agree that 
pays his tax he pays it to get good streets. 


Tennessee. 


f Tennessee. You go along and make a good 
yet you damage his property, say, $500. Say you 
You go along and say, “ We have made you 
and it is worth $500 to your property; I will 
, damaged in one sense, 

much to your land.” There is his property damaged 
and here are taxes gone also, and he has nothing to 

r it but the road. 
SIMS. The case is not applicable. If the gentleman 
we have caused this railroad to either put 


Llc, 
here 


you are 
his 
food 


} 


along where 


ks up or put them down, he will see that it is in every | 
| quorum. 


The streets were in many cases very dangerous. 
Let me cite my friend to a case 
He will remember that we cut 


f Tennessee. 


remembers. 


in Nashville, in some places 12 feet (to build | 


‘), in order to get down under the railroad 
ifter a while they came up on the level. I 
The people where the land was not 
hive a better street here; the city and 
3 better street,’ and that, therefore, 
these folks have their land reduced 12 feet, they ought 
t! 7 pay any damages. ‘They put in that 
* a defense, but I won all of the cases, because the court 
not charge up a common benefit, a benefit 
on, ag street, and damage a man’s property also 
him for it in those sort of benefits—that is, when he 

es, he paid his taxes to get that good street. 
SIMS. IL hope the Chair will not count this time up 
Your case does not apply. Here are a lot of 
running across the streets at grade. Buggies, 
wagons have to run over them. Now, when 

his law, have removed these tracks—— 
MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 

a question? 
‘ir, SIMS. Certainly. 
Ir. MADDEN. Does 
» tracks were on the 
to be removed from grade that the property abutting 
ets upon which these tracks run should be obliged to 

e expense of putting the tracks away from the grade? 


We 
Cal i ¥e I 
fo tise Ae 


could 
1 
tt 


vou 
’ 


me, 
tracks 


and 


the committee contend that 


Does the committee contend that the railroad | 


should not be obliged to put its tracks in a safe con- 
the public and pay such expenses as may be 
th the change without reference to any charge upon 


con- 


been 


seen 


if the gentleman from Illinois had only 

‘ted that legislation he would have 

to get that kind of a law passed, but we are 

already passed, which does not put upon the 
Why do you pass this law, then? 

This law is to make it apply to certain sections 
in other words, to make it uniform. When you 
railroad tr off a street and off a lot, the lot 

a hundred dollars with the tracks on it and 

off. Now, in assessing damages to 
considered that the lot has been benefited 
removal of those tracks, which in- 
value, Imaybe, 500 per cent, and while the railroad 
ve paid it there is no law to make them. T 

“l and the legislation has gone into effect. 
MADDEN. You are passing a law now to regulate a 
» be affected now. 


The law affecting this has not passed yet. 
SIMS. No. 


MADDEN. 
{ 


cks 
the tracks 
it not be 


} > +1 
Sation by tue 
’ 


he act 


Well, if the other law compelled a 
it ought not to exist why not pass a law— 


SIMS. 


con- 


th, 


een adjusted would come to Congress for a special 
priation to pay them amounts charged genera 
ts and put them on the same basis as those who may be 


back as 
with special benefits only. 
MADDEN. The law as passed regulating the removal 
se orade erossil the Government of the United 
four million two hundred and some odd-thousand dol- 
and my is it ought not to have cost the Government 
one cent. 
Mr. SIMS. I quite agree with the gentleman. 
Mr. MADDEN. If we made a mistake then, do not 
repeat it again. 
Mr. SIMS. What we are doing by this bill 
of protection to the Treasury by charging up 


iz@sS COEF 


yieyw 


let us 


is in the nature 
general benefits, 


| and therefore protecting the Treasury of the United States ana 
| the District of Columbia to that extent. 
iT am 


but this street is | 


| point that there is no quorum present. 


yield | 
| PREVENTION OF 


because | 
streets at grade and because they are | 


the | 


Because every one of these parties whose claims | 


| act entitled “An act to prevent the spread of scarlet fever and 
| theria in the District of Columbia,” approved December 
| an act entitled “An act to require cases of typhoid fever 0 
| the District of Columbia to be reported to the health depart 


JUNE 11, 


therefore reducing the claims to that extent that might be made 
‘ 
That is the reason why 
contending against the amendment and I think there 
should be nothing paid out of the Treasury on account of this 
legislation, and therefore I hope the amendment will be voted 
down. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Tennessee. 

The question was taken; and the Chair announced that the 
noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. MADDEN. Division, Mr. Chairman. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 6, noes 28. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, I raise the point of no 

The CHAIRMAN. Illincis makes the 
The Chair will count. 
One hundred and five gentlemen are pres- 


The gentleman from 
{After counting. ] 
ent—a quorum. 
So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Just a moment. I will sené@ and 
get that Woodfork case that so ably discussed this question 
and differentiates between special and general benefits an 


| want to ask unanimous consent to. insert it in the Rr 


the information and use of the House on this question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennesse» 
unanimous consent to insert some excerpts from the 
stated. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair | 
none. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I have objected to this sort of 
thing for ten years and I am going io keep on objecting, My, 
Chairman. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying the bill aside 


i with a favorable recommendation. 


The question was taken; and the bill was ordered to be laid 
aside with a favorable recommendation. 


COMMUNICABLE DISEASES 
COLUMBIA, 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I cail up House bill 1606038, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

bill (H. R. 16868) for the prevention of scarlet fever, d 

measles, whooping cough, chicken pox, epidemic cerebro-spil 

gitis, and typhoid fever in the District of Columbia. 

Be it enacted, etc., That every person in charge cf any | 
the District of Columbia who is suffering from diphtheria, sc: 
measles, whooping cough, chicken pox, epidemic cerebro-spina 
gitis, or typhoid fever, immediately after becoming 
istence of such disease, shall send to the health officer of 
trict a certificate, written in ink, signed by such person, st 
name of the disease, the name, age, sex, and color of t 
suffering therefrom, and the school which he or she has a 
any, and forth by street and number, or by other 
designation, the location of the house, room, or other place 
said patient can be found. When said patient recovers, 01 
I son in charge, as soon as possible thereafter, shall send 
t 


IN THE DISTRICT Of 


aware 


setting 


1ealth officer of said District a certificate, written in ink, cert 
hat fact. But no person shall certify knowlingly or neglig 
any patient has recovered from any disease aforesaid until 
tient is in such condition as to be free from danger of comm 
the disease from which he is suffering to other persons. 

Sec. 2. The term * person in charge of any patient,”’ as use 
act, shall be held to mean, first, each physician. in attendance or 
in to visit, or examining a patient, unless called in to visit or ex 
ing the patient solely as a consultant to a physician already 
tendance; second, in the absence or disability of any physi 
said, the head of the family to which the patient belongs; t 
sence or disability of such person, the nearest relative o1 

such patient present on the premises and in attendan 
patient; fourth, in the absence or disability of all persons 
every person in attendance on such patient; and, fifth, in t 
of every person aforesaid, every person in charge of the | 
which said person is. And in the cases of physicians : 
sons acting in the capacity of physicians, attending, visiti 
amining any patient suffering from any disease aforesaid 
prima facie evidence that any person so doing was aware of | 
of such disease. : ; 

Sec. 3. That any person who violates or aids or assists in \ 
any of the provisions of this act shall be punished, upon « 
thereof, by a fine not exceeding $100 or by imprisonment for |! 
than thirty days, and each and every day during which 
tion continues shall constitute a separate and distinct offens 
cutions under this act shall be in the police court of the Dis 
Columbia on information signed by the corporation counse! 
District or by one of his assistants. . 

Sec. 4. That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia 
they are hereby, authorized to make such regulations as ti 
necessary for the prevention of the spread of diphtheria, | s( 
fever, measles, whooping cough, chicken pox, epidemic cer -$ 
meningitis, and typhoid fever, and to affix to such regula - 
penalties as in the judgment of said Commissioners are lecessa’. 
secure compliance therewith. i orege oe 

Sec. 5. That this act shall take effect from and after 8 xi ae 
after its passage, and from and after the expiration of said ea’ “ip 


} 


} 

at 
t 

of 


ns 


99. 180, and 
ring in 
tment of 




















et, ary 4, 1902, and all other acts and 
S ¢ ary provisions of this act or incons 

e, and the same are hereby, repealed; and any money 

t the time of said repeal for the execution and enforcement 

ned be, and hereby is, made available for the execution 

t of the provisions of this act and of regulations made 

thereof: but for any act done or omitted in violation of 

of either of the acts named above prior to the repeal of 

utions may be instituted, and if already instituted may 

in accordance with the provisions of id act notwith 





t act has been repealed for all purposes other than 
ym and the continuance of such prosecutiot 
(:AINES of Tennessee (during the reading of the bill). 
Mr. ( n, for the purpose of making a suggestion, I shall 
rike out the last word. Before we get all of this 
| like some one to tell us what it is, what it is in- 
nd what evil it is going to cure. 


CAMPBELL of It 


the |} 


Hnsas. 


If the gentleman 


au from Tennes- 
ill is read, I will en 


leavor to make an 


and completed the reading of the bill. 


e amendments read: 


were 


t the semicolon after the word “ patient,’ in line 19; 
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conunittee put upon that when they were considering t 
I will say the amendments I sent to the Clerk’s desk a mo t 
ago I think remedy very largely the objections that have been 
raised by the gentleman from Indiana | Mr. CRUMPACKER]. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I probably misinterpreted the bill as it 
was being read. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansa I will state for the information 
of the House that the purpose of this bill is to extend the pro- 
visions of laws that now exist so as to cover other communi 

| cable diseases than those named in the laws passed in 1890 
and 1902, 

‘he laws passed in those year ( lv covered diphthe S¢ 
let fever, and typhoid fever, a law having been p: 1 years 
before covering the case of smallpox. In addition to these, the 
law is to cover all communicable diseases in one law. and 
vides for proper regulation and pi tion of the publ gaulnst 
the spread of such diseases. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Well, then, the bill, as you ha ( 
plained it, means that tl head of the family shall make the 
certificate defined in section 1. Now, where no physi: has 
been called, or the physician that has been called is disabled 
the head of the family must know, of course, that the pat 


, in 19, 20, and 21, the words “and, fifth, in 
very } 1 al ld, ever k n in charge of the 
ich said ] nm 
‘ the « naatter the y ord ** days,” in ine 5: and also | 
> and G, the words “and eac¢ ry day during 
\ \ n continues shall constitute a ite and distinct 





The question is on agreeing to the 


col- 


taken; and the committee amendments 


[PBELL of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, I offer“Sthe com- 
wiments which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
ITAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas offers amend 
h the Clerk will report. 
“id as follows: 


( Tr 


16, after the * aforesaid,’ insert “or in event 
t of such physician.” 
f word ‘‘ person,”’ insert “ or 
sician aforesaid.” 
word “ afor 
» physician afor 





in event 


said. 





id,” insert in event 
The question is on agreeing to the amend 
the gentleman from Kansas |Mr. CAMPBELL]. 
is taken; and the amendments were agreed to. 
N. The question is on lay the bill aside 
recommendation. 
of Te Mr. 
what this bill is. 





Ing 


Chairman, 


mnessee. I would like an 

Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 

‘reading of the bill by the Clerk I was impressed 

1 that it might possibly operate very injuriously 

ler some circumstances. I confess that in the 

and regulations for the prevention of 

and infectious diseases rigid provision 

i. But in this case the law requires the per- 

of 2 patient to make a pen-written certificate con- 

of information. Now, there not one 

in the District of Columbia, or any 

would be prepared on the spur of the moment 

ite of that kind. It might not occur to 

econd section of the bill defines the term “the per 

of any patient” as used in the first 
ed to be the physician in charge; second, in 

lisability of the physician, then the parents 

family. ’ the physician should be absent, the 

his certificate without delay, 

constitute a separate offense, and the penalty is 

sonment. I can conceive a good many circum- 

hich a parent innocently might be subject to the 

a physician in attendance on a patient af- 

of the diseases mentioned in the first section 

lL be acquainted with the character of the dis- 

{ absent himself. What does that mean? Ab- 

in the house, from the premises, from the city, 

' District? Suppose he should absent himself from 

head of the family has the right to presume, of 

physician will perform his duty under the law: 

slects to do it. Suppose he does not do it, and 

he absented himself. I do not understand what 

uld be located upon the head of the family 

ian absents himself. I would like to know 

‘ is. Does it mean absence from the city in 
mn ibility of any physician? 

LUof Kansas. That is in the absence of calling 


f ID 
LU IN TUN, 


laws 


Sious 


i items is 
il forty 


a certifice 


section, and 
+ 
t 


he 





and each day’s 





premises 
‘ACKER. The absence of calling a physician? 
“LL of Kansas. That is the construction the 


is afflicted with one of those di 
imposed upon him. Is that right? 
Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I 
proper construction of the law 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. It s! 
tion. 
Mr. BABCOCK. If the gentleman will perm 
it will be the necessary construction, because I 


a case of smallpex being attended to five days 


ore the | 


think that 





ould be the 


hecessar 


it 


bv ply 

winter before they knew what it was and could report 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. That is all righ 1 relation to i 
cian and head of the family, but you impose a penalty l 
ure to report if they know the existence of the dis 

Mr. BABCOCK. The penalty can not lie unless the do 
know. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. That would be a defense against 


the penalty provisions of the act. I 
aside wit 


move that 


nendation. 


bill be laid 





ha favorable recom 
The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. BABCOCK.,. I move that the committee 


do now rise. 
The motion was agreed to. 





fhe committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having r¢ 
sumed the chair, Mr. MANN, Chairman of the Committ oO 
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that 1 
mittee had had under consideration sundry bills, | 
directed him to report the same, some with amendments 
some without amendments, with the recomme 


House do those without and agres 
amendments as to the others, and pass the bill 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will 


pass amendment, 


FIRE DEPART 
The first bill reported from the Committee of the Whole 
the bill (H. R. 4464 


fire department of the District of Col 


A PULL) , ANG 


) to classifv the officer and 


poses, with amendments. 


Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I move to 


‘) 

the committee, with instructions to end 
after the word “ dollars” in line 22, then s 
mainder of lines 23, 24, and 25, and | l ld 2. « ) 
and including the word “ dollars 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois ves t 
commit with instructions, which e Clerk | 

Mr. BABCOCK. I do not think th notion is der 

The SPEAKER. The previous quest has not en « / 
If the previous question had been ordered, the 1 ' 
be in order until after the engros ent and third rea o 4 
the bill: but, as the pre vious que n has not been ordered. ti 
bill is open to full consideration, and this is one 1 ind of : 
sideration, to move to recommit. The Clerk will { 
motion 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 4, line 22, after the word dollar strike out the 
of the line, all of lines 23, 24, and 25, and ‘ l 12 on 
and i uding the word “ dol 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, when the Committee on A 
priations had under consideration the question of apm 
ing for the fire department of the District of Columbia, the ¢ 
missioners recommended an appropriation for one cle 
fire department, at $1,200. This bill seeks to cre 
tional position of chief clerk, at $1,400 a year. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, did not the gen- 
tleman know at that time that the Commissioners were asking 


for a superintendent, at $4,000 a year? 





SRR AAP PP 


elelelelelvlelvlelele)--i-- 
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ir; the gentleman did not know anything | 
|} Sherman 


sioners assured the Committee on Ap- 
rk at $1,200 was all that would be 
rin the duties of the office. 
Mr. Speaker, the statement 
i Illinois, as coming from the Dis- 
olutely true; and if the provisions for 
lepartment in this bill had not been 
out, the provision for chief clerk would not be in the 
we here provided for a general superintendent of the 
partn $4,000 a , With a clerk at $1,500 a year, 
re would have been no necessity for the clerk that has been 
rovided for in this bill. The Commissioners fully intended that 
should be a superintendent with these clerks; and it is for 
reason that they only asked $1,200 for one clerk for the 
er. We eliminated from the bill the provision for 
ntendent that was pending before the committee when the 
appeared before the Committee on Appropria 
and made the statement referred to. I say we eliminated 
rovision creating a superintendent of the fire department, 
instead for a chief clerk, and in that way have saved 
$2,600 a year upon that one item. I sincerely hope 
itleman from Illinois will be voted down. 
MADDEN. Let us have a vote. 
he SPEAKER. The question is on the motion to recommit. 
taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 


aves 35, 


ausas. 


‘ 
* 
yeal 


riment at 


issioners 


otion of the ge 


juestion was 

_N ) the ra were 
Mr. MADDEN. Mr. 
present, 
Mr. SHACKLEFORD. 


der that 


noes 76. 
Speaker, I make the point that there is 
no quorum 
Mr. Speaker, I make the point of or- 
the gentleman is filibustering. 
SPEAKER. Well, up to this time it does not appear 
to the Chair. - This is not a filibustering motion, anyway. 
must be a quorum first. 
GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, how does a man 
to look when he is filibustering? What are the physical 
nS ¢ 
* RUCKER: Mr. Speaker, I hope there will be no warrant 
GAINES of Tennessee. It is not time yet, Mr. Speaker. 
(having counted the House). One 
tt a quorum. The doors 
Arms will bring in the absentees. 
uestion is on the motion of the gentleman from Illinois 
nmit the bill. Those in favor of the motion will vote 
those opposed to the motion will yote “nay,” those 
nt and not voting will answer “ present; ” and the Clerk 
ill the roll. 
» question was taken; and there were— 


red =<) pres ut r os: 


SPEAKER 


hundred 
nety Members present; n 


- the Sergeant-at 


-yeas 
not voting 165, as follows: 


50, nays 144, 
50. 


Moore 
Patterson, S. . 
Pollard 
Powers 

Rixey 
Robertson, La. 
Rucker 
tuppert 
Russell 

Ryan 

Shartel 
Sheppard 


—144, 


rwood 
Webb 
Wilson 
Wood, Mo. 
Young 


5 band pees me 


os 1d et fe Soe et 


McKinley, Ill, 
MekKi ‘ 
Me Morr: 
Mahon 
Martin 
Maynard 
Miller 
Moon, Tenn, 
Morreil 
Mudd 
Murdock 
Murphy 


fumphrey, Wash. 
Jones, Wash. 
Keifer 
Kennedy, Nebr. 
Kennedy, Ohio 
Kinkaid 
Klepper 
KKnopf Nevin 
Knowland Norris 
Lacey Olcott 
afean Otjen 
amar Overstree 
ul , Chas. B. 


Frederick 


Padgett 


Parsons 


lic 
nais 


ittlefield ‘ayne 


rre 


0 i 


F 

L 

L 
Landis, 
L 

I 


Loudenslager 
Love ing 
Mcf‘all 
McCarthy 
igvins McCleary, Minn. 
i, Conn, Metiavin 
shaw McKinlay, Cal. 


Rives 
Rodenberg 


Sherley 


Slayden 
Slemp 
Small 
Smith, Cal. 
Smith, Tl, 
Smith, lowa 


Boutell 
Burton, Ohio 
Clark, Mo. 
De Armond 
Dixon, Ind. 





will be } 


Foss 


Acheson 
Adams 
Adamson 
Andrus 
Bankhead 
Bannon 
Barchfeld 
Bede 

Leidler 
Bennet, N. Y. 
Bennett, Ky. 
Bingham 
Biackburn 


urleigh 
surton, Del, 
yrd 

‘alder 
‘alderhead 
‘andler 
‘haney 
‘lark, Fla, 
‘ockran 
‘ocks 
‘ooper, Pa, 
‘romer 
Davis, Minn, 
Dawes 
Deemer 
Dickson, Tl. 
Dixon, Mont. 
Dovener 
| Driscoll 


Smith, Wm. Alden Sulloway 


Smyser 
Southwick 
Sperry 
Spight 
Steenerson 
Sterling 
Stevens, Minn. 
ANSWERED 
Goebel 
Greene 
Hearst 
Hermann 
Kline 
Lilley, Pa. 
NOT 
Dunwell 
Dwight 
Edwards 
Ellis 
Fassett 
Field 
Finley 
Flack 
Flood 
Fordney 
Foster, Vt. 
Fowler 
French 
Fulkerson 
Fuller 
Gaines, W. Va. 
Garber 
Gardner, Mass. 
Garrett 
Gilbert, Ky. 
Gill 
Glass 
Goldfogle 
Goulden 
Graham 
Gregg 
qronna 
Grosvenor 
Gudger 
Hale 
Hardwick 
Haskins 
Haugen 
Heflin 
Henry, Conn, 
Hill, Miss. 
Hitt 
Holliday 
Hopkins 
lowell, Utah 


Hughes 


Humphreys, Miss. Patterson, Tenn. 


Thomas, Ohio 
Tirrell 
Townsend 
Volstead 
Wachter 
Waldo 
Wallace 


* PRESENT ”"—21, 


Meyer 

Mouser 

Pou 

tobinson, Ark, 
Shackleford 
Sims 


VOTING—165. 


Hunt 

James 
Jenkins 
Johnson 
Jones, Va. 
Kahn 
Ketcham 
Kitchin, Claude 
Kitchin, Wm. W. 
Knapp 
Lamb 

Law 

Le Fevre 
Legare 
Lester 

Lever 

Lewis 
Lilley, Conn, 
Lindsay 
Littauer 
Little 
Livingston 
Lloyd 
Longworth 
Lorimer 
McCreary, Pa, 
MeDermott 
McLachlan 
McLain 
McNary 
Marshall 
Michalek 
Minor 
Mondell 
Moon, Pa. 
Needham 
Olmsted 
Page 
Palmer 
Parker 
Patterson, N. C. 


JUNE 11, 


Watson 
Weems 
Wharton 
Viley, N. J 
Williams 
Wood, N. J. 
Woodyard 
Zenor 


Southard 
Sparkman 
Thomas, N 


Pujo 

Rainey 
Randell, Tex, 
Ransdell, La, 
Reid 

Rhinock 
Richardson, Ala, 
Richardson, Ky 
Roberts 7 
Samuel 
Schneebeli 
Scott 

Scroggy 

Sibley 

Smith, k ; 
Smith, Md 

: } Soy 


So the motion to recommit was not agreed to. 
The following pairs were announced: 
For the session: 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


Until further notice: 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Fo. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


VAN 


Mr. 


WaANGER With Mr. ADAMSON. 
Foss with Mr. MryeEr. 
BRADLEY with Mr. GOULDEN, 
Mouser with Mr. GARRETT. 


HASKINS with Mr. LEVER. 

SouTHARD with Mr. Harpwick, 
WEEKS with Mr. STANLEY. 

WELEORN with Mr. GUDGER. 

Epwarps with Mr. Hix of Mississippi. 
DEEMER With Mr. KLINgE. 

VREELAND With Mr. GREGG. 

GRAHAM with Mr. PAGE. 

DrIscoLt, with Mr. RANspELL of Louisiana. 
Foster of Vermont with Mr. Pov. 
BENNETT of Kentucky with Mr. Hopkins. 
ANprus with Mr. Tuomas of North Carolina 
DoveENER with Mr. SPARKMAN. 

dirrr with Mr. L&eGARE. 

Hotutmay with Mr. Witey of Alabama. 
Le Fevre with Mr. CLlaupe KITCcHIN. 
Littey of Pennsylvania with Mr. Giipert of | 
Moon of Pennsylvania with Mr. STEPHENS 
this day: 
WapswortH with Mr. Taytor of Alabama. 
Taytor of Ohio with Mr. VAN DvuzER. 
WINKLE with Mr. LAMs. 

SAMUEL W. Situ with Mr. WATKINS. 
SCHNEEBELI with Mr. Parrerson of Tenn 
Roperrs with Mr. WEISSE. 

PALMER With Mr. TRIMBLE. 

OLMSTED with Mr. Smirnu of Kentucky. 
NEEDHAM with Mr. Smira of Maryland. 
MoNbDELL with Mr. Ricwarpson of Alabama. 
MARSHALL with 
McCreary of Pennslyvania with Mr, Rei. 


RHINOCK,. 


Mr. LonewortH with Mr, TowNE. 
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- Burton of Delaware with Mr. Girt. 


lay until further netice: 
G Nor with Mr. Clark of Missouri. 
ilt of the vote was then announced as above 
e amendments were agreed to. 
s ordered to be engrossed and read 


me, and passed. 


re 


a third time: 


to pro 
to 


TER. he Clerk will report the next bill. 
Clerk read as follows: 
14511) amendatory of an act entitled “An act 
of damages on account of changes of grade due 
of the Union Station, District of Columbia,” approved 


ttee amendments were agreed to. 
; ordered to be engrossed and 
hird time, and passed. 

The Clerk will report the next bill. 








read a third time; 


District 


ad 


ed 


ro 


read 


d 
in 


( ead as follows: 
19GS2) authorizing the Commissioners of the 
it the extension and construction of railr« 
of Columbia, for other purposes. 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time: 
rd time, and passed. 
\KER. The Clerk will report the next bill. 
( as follows: 
) to amend an act approved March 3, 1891, entit 
ppropriations to supply deficiencies in the < 
year ending June 30, 1891, and for prior ye 
rdered to be read the third time: was 
d passed. 
; VER. The Clerk will read the next bill. 
( las follows: 
viding for the establishment of a uniform bui 
1 the District of Columbia less than 90 feet 
ordered to be read a third time; was read the 
sed 
SI 1 , 


u. The Clerk will report the next bill. 
as follows: 
7452) to provide for the damages 


payment of 


on 


ol grade due to the elimination of grade crossings 








the House as in Committee of the Whole. Is tl 
There was no obje ‘tion 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


re ¢ 








Re it enacted. ete... That the Secretary of the Int I 
hereby, authorized and required to ; and ec ey unto t 

siens of C. Rives, deceased, of the State of Mary 
richt, title d interest of the United States in and t 

id lyin rtly in the District of Columbia and the St 

nd, « ¢ of about 52 acres, more or less, as dé i 
of the said John C. Rives 

With the following amendment: 

That the United States hereby relinquishes all 1 x 
interest it may have acquired by the will of Jo Cc. R 
in end to a certain lot of land lyir pai i ie | ict 
nd partly in the State of Maryland, coi sting of : 
or less, as described in the will of said t i 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to 


ment 


The question was taken; and 
r | 


rhe SPEAKER. ‘he question now n tl third 
the Senate bill as amend 1. 
The bill was ordered to be read a third time, 1 
time, and passed 
The SI MAKI in W tl ut ol { n, t! 
so as to read An ect to rel l } 
United States of America in ud t 
in the District of Columbia ( 
belonging to John C. Rive d sed tte 
Chair hears no objection, and it is so 


CHANGING 

Mr. BABCOCK. 
changing 
send to the desk 
The Clerk r 
Be it enae ted, et . Tl 


NAME OF DOUGLAS 


Mr. Speaker, I call 
the name of Douglas street to Clifton s 
and ask to have read. 
ad as follows: 
at from and after the ; 

street extending from Fourteenth street west to 

the District of Columbia, now known as Dou i s 
| and designated as Clifton street 

The SPEAKER. 

Senate bill. 

| The question was taken; and the bill was erd 
|} reading, read the third time, and passed. 


The question is on the third 1 


RE 


Os 
S2a3 
Z a | | , : anions 
TILLEY of Con#tcticut with Mr. RANDELL of Texas. on the line of the Philadelphia, Baltimore and W: n Rai 1 
w with Mr. Puso. saan iny 
cnapp with Mr. SULLIVAN of New York. The committee amen Iments were agreed t 
rCHAM With Mr. McDermorr. Che bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 1 
\KINS With Mr. RAINEY. was read the third time, and p 
HES with Mr. Patrerson of North Carolina. rhe BI EAKER. The Clerk wil! read t next bill. 
. . . , Tv > Noarl: "es se follows: 
eN with Mr. McNar Phe Clerk read as follows: 
with Mr. McLain, A bill (H. R. 16868) _ a ; 
ves of West Virginia with Mr. Lirrre. addi: cael Senne Gainey tee Gee Ps in 
" wi Afr vIS Sitis, dia LY PNOIs Lever 2h yt ( 
— with Me. Lawn. The committee amend its wer . ( reed to 
WELL With Mr. LINDSAY. Tl bill we daar ‘ | = : } 
. ms +4 a a ie Dill was ordered to be engross« read a third time; 
nN of Montana with Mr. JOHNSON. ed ce a 
P was read the third time, and pass 
Dawes with Mr. Hunt. 
( er of Pennsylvania with Mr. Grass. NICOLA MASINO. 
7 oe se agg | Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I would 1 saa ae i 
rprr p ) FOG P = > . : 
( ER with 2 r. xOLDI GLE. | net (S. 2270) for the relief of Nicol Masino, of the District 
BurLeiGH with Mr. FLoop. Ciliealin, te. cotehindik tt tha Fines. en tn ( ; 
~ ® : tas sul Plat, OLSICGeTEet » | muse AS ll ilt t 
| & of Pennsylvania with Mr. FINLey. Whol 
. ‘ hole, 
Brown with Mr. Frevp. a aa ae : ; ; 
, Pd : . : he SPEAKER. he gentleman from Wisecons sks 1 
Prooks of Colorado with Mr. Dixon of Indiana. Pt i er that a baal pr le acid liad Eas ails Wiel 
} i Mr. CocKRAN. ee ccsnenagy ai peepee pled 0 aah hag lle ne A eagle 7 
. a with ir. ava : ! as in Committee of the Whole. Is there objection’? 
ER with Mr. CLarKk of Vlorida. | aes i daiedideaiiie ‘ 
ii e* was oO ¢ ecTion, 
with Mr. Byrp. ee et 
: Nf > | rhe Clerk read as fellows: 
BaRcHFELD with Mr. Bowtr. cs 0 , eae 
Apams with Mr. BANKHEAD. FF. Se eeeees eee tee ee See oe Soe Cera 
nN with Mr. Bowers. | said I rict, prior to the passage of this act, ! ind ex 
| : with Mr. SHACKLEFORD. from the « peration of an act entith a 4p act the o 
I rof New York with Mr. Lioyp. 3. i887, and all cidianan te sed by 1 ed \ act are in 
| vith Mr. Burcess. 1 of such real estate hereby remitted 
b N with Mr, ‘Tarsorr. | The SPEAKER. 'The question is on the third reading of 
> y with Mr. LESTER. | Senate bill. 
( y with Mr. Rosinson of Arkansas. | The bill was ordered to be read a third time, read the third 
ma ver with Mr. JAMEs. : ue | time, and passed. 
| nN Of Illinois with Mr. Wini1am W. KITCHIN. JOHN C. RIVES, DECEASED 
G ‘A with Mr. RrcHarpson of Kentucky. . PCOCK emer 11 (ae Aan 
| v with Mr. Jones of Virginia. | Mr. BABE OCK. Mr. Spe ker, I eall up the bill (S 4: ) to 
i ta - quitclaim all the interests of the United States of Al 
with Mr. LIVINGSTON. and to a certain lot of Jand lying in the Di tri . Columb 
Cr k with Mr. HEFrLin. | and State of Maryland to heirs of John Cc. Rives, dec sed 
‘ ‘ al: yan ne eons ot 12 bil nav he onsi rer the 
I with Mr. CANDLER. ; task u animous con ent that th bill may be consid 1 
FreNcH with Mr. BroussArpD. House as in the ommittee of the W hole. 7 ,; 
McLACHLAN with Mr. SIMs. The SPEAKER. The gentleman from W sconsin calls up a 
| Thursday : | bill and askes unanimous consent that it may be considered ii 


bijection? 


the mend ent as { I’ ] 
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STREET RAILWAY COMPANIES TO SPRINKLE CERTAIN PORTIONS OF 
STREETS IN WASHINGTON, D. C. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 18716) 
to « the authority of the Commissioners of the District of 
( ia over all street railway companies operating in the 
st of the city of Washington, which I send to the desk and 

have re | 

i Clerk 1 1 as follows: 

( I t the Commissioners of the District of Colum- 
f v zed and directed to require hereafter, by_appro- 
i egulation street rai companies operating in the District 
( mbia to inkle, at such times as the Commissioners may deem 
ll that portion of the streets or avenues within the fire 
the city of Washington occupied by their tracks and lying 
ex rai of the tracks of such roads and for a dis- 
! Zt from and exterior to such tracks on each 
2 r promulgating the regulations herein authorized 
i y street railway company in the District of 
( f fu to « I therewith, the Commissioners shail 
1 o be d as other sprinkling of the streets is 
t yf Colu collect the cost of doing said 
\ f com} he same manner as the cost of 
1 the ind tr of street railways as 
‘ provi g a permanent form of | 
i i ’ approved June 11, 1878. 
With tl i ! lnent 
rt, afte { vord “thereof,” line 1, page 2, the following: 

The water f id sprinkling shall be furnished the said railway 

c es by t District of Columbia free of cost.” 

i SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
n t 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the engrossment 
and third reading of the bill as amended. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
read the third time, and passed. 

EXTENSION OF KALORAMA ROAD. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 130) 
authorizing the extension of Kalorama road NW., as unfin- 
ished business. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk reported the title of the bill. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I desire now to offer the fol- 
lowing amendment as a substitute, which I send to the Clerk’s 


I 


desk and ask to have read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
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time that this general bill was introduced and passed » the 
fruit of that discussion? : 

Mr. BABCOCK. That is correct. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and 1 the 
third time; was accordingly read the third time, and passeq. 
AMENDING THE DISTRICT CODE RELATING TO INTEREST ANp 1 ry, 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask consideration of the jj 
H. R. 14806. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

bill (H. R. 14806) to amend the Code of Law for the Dp rict of 
Columbia relating to interest and usury. ; 


A 





Be it enacted, ete., That chapter 34 of the Code of Law for 
trict of Columbia, enacted March 3, 1901, as well as all acts 
of acts amendatory thereof in so far as the same may be ir sister 
| herewith, be amended by striking out section 1180 of said chapter 
| and inserting in said chapter 34 the following: ear 


| 
| “Sec. 1180. WHat Is usury?—If any person or corporat shi 
} contract in the District verbally to pay a greater rate of inteyest than 


| 6 per cent per annum, or shall contract in writing to pay a ¢ 
than 10 per cent per annum, the creditor shall forfeit the wh 
ontracted to be received: Provided, That nothing in ¢ 


SO ¢ 











contained shall be held to repeal or affect the act of Congress 2p) | 

| M , 1889, relating to pawnbrokers.” i , 
| *. 1180a. PUNISHMENT OF UsSURY.—Every person, firm. «sso 

tion, joint stock company or corporation, and every officer, gent of 
association, joint stock company or corporation w vir 


ally, directly, or indirectly, receives, or causes to received. 
rest, discount, or consideration upon a loan or for “ay if 
money, goods, or things in action, whether with or wit 

of negotiable or nonnegotiable paper, 

in writing, chattels, expectant or contingent e:s le 

y interest in or concerning real, personal, or mix 
property, or in any other way, in whatever form such interest. dis 
| count, or consideration may be concealed, and whether su 


any 
pledge or security 
instrument 
cies, annuities, or 








discount, or consideration may be charged by way of « ( 
attorneys’ fees, brokerage charges, expenses of the loan, and the |i 
or in any other way, at a rate greater than is provided for in ¢ fore 
going section, shall be guilty of a misdemeanor and shal! be punished, 
upon conviction, by a fine of not more than $200 or by imprisonment 


for not more than six months.” 
The committee amendment was read, as follows: 
Page 2, strike out all beginning with line 
CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, I would like to know 
| Something about this bill. I got the impression, during the 
course of its reading, that if a party agrees verbally, orally, to 
pay a rate of interest in excess of 6 per cent that that would 
| be usury and he would forfeit all interest. What was that pro- 
| vision about the verbal promise? 
Mr. OLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I say to the gentleman I think 
| he has confounded provisions of the bill as originally introduced 
with the provisions of the bill as reported from the 
mittee. The bill as now reported by the commit 
provides that it shall be usury. 


6 and ending with line 25. 


Ty 
atlai. 


vy, t 


Let me read the bill: 

If any person or corporation shall contract in the District ver! 
to pay a greater rate of interest than 6 per cent per annum, or s 
contract in writing to pay a greater rate than 10 per cent per an! 
| the creditor shall forfeit the whole interest so contracted t 

That is the only penalty for usury in the bill as reported from 
the committee. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. 

Mr. OLCOTT. 
mittee. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I do not at all like the policy of 
viding for usury for what you term “ verbal agr 
pay, because they are so subject to misunderstanding 
troversy. There ought to be no usury or an excessive int 
unless the contract is in writing, and there ought not t 
rate of interest except one fixed by law unless the 
put in writing fixing it at another rate. I do not like 1 
at all of providing for usury in a verbal agreement 
see how it will give rise to all kinds of controvers 
understandings in relation to questions of fact. 

Mr. OLCOTT. Of course I appreciate that is a 
opinion. As a matter of fact, this section 1180 has ! rat 
inconsistent with other sections of the Code, Nos. 1175 al 
It seemed to the committee, after considering t! 
think, with a considerable amount of care, that this proy 
was safe in view of the fact that we made the onl) nalty 
usury the forfeiture of the excessive interest agreed fo be pu 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Now, the gentleman cau 
how it will give rise to all kinds of controversies : 
in the courts. There will be the testimony of one 
party against the other, and it will be a fruitful s 

| gation. I do not like the policy, and I arose to ! 


That is the only penalty in the bill? 
That is the only penalty reported by 0 


] LLer UE 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof 
the following: 

- aoe under and in aceordance with the provisions of sections 

‘91a and 491n, both inclusive, of subchapter 1 of chapter 15 of the 
Code of Law for the District of Columbia, within thirty days after 
the } sage of this act, the Commissioners of the District of Columbia 
] d t hereby, authorized and directed to institute in the | 
§ ‘ cou istrict of Columbia a proceeding in rem to con- | 
de 1 the la y be neeessary for the extension of Kalorama 
road treet to Champlain street, with a width of 
5 , 

: 300, or so much thereof as may be nec- 
es out of the revenues of the District of 
Ce ary funds for the costs and expenses of 
{ taken pursuant hereto, to be repaid to 
tl j the assessment for benefits when the 
¢ ol sufficient sum to pay the amounts of all 

and awal y appropriated out of the revenues of 
t I) t of Columbia 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
mm 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I should like to ask 

the gentleman if this is a further extension of this Kalorama 

\ BABCOCK, No; that was the bill that was considered 

hree months ago in Committee of the Whole and reported 

f yrably to the House. Since then Congress has passed a bill 

g for all cases of street opening, which it does now un- 

dei » statute, and all that Congress has to do is simply to 
direct the Co1 issioners to proceed under the law. 

’ tAINES of Tennessee. The gentlemen will remember 

the Kalorama avenue extension bill seemed to be a specialty 

i was considered here for some time; we discussed it for 

( e a while. As I remember it, we passed that bill. I ob- 

jected to it and suggested certain changes that should be made 
to j 

Mr. BABCOCK. It passed the Committee of the Whole, but 
it has been on the Calendar as unfinished business, and was 
left there on account of legislation pending before Congress 
making a permanent provision for the opening of streets. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. We have passed a general bill 


Mr. BABCOCK. Yes. 
Mr. SIMS. I would like to ask the gentleman if it is a fact, 
also, on account of the objection made to a special law at that 





quiry because I thought there was some penal prov! 
nection with the subject of usury. 
| Mr. OLCOTT. In the bill as originally introduce: ae 
| penal provisions contained. The committee were *! rye 
| mously opposed to that. I will say in this conne 
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~ e) 
iderable discussion, and I think that in the discussion MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES 
I took the position that the gentleman is now ae | A message from the President of the United States was com- 
l _ however, that this ean do no serious harm, because the municated to the House of Representatives, by Mr. BArNi 
ishment is the forfeiture of the interest. Where more | of his secretaries, who informed the House of Repre 
tl per cent is reserved in a written comtract this proposed | that the President had approved and signed bills and joint 
es, so that the matter of proof is simple. resolution of the following titles : 
tUMPACKER. Why did you fix the maximum amount On June 4: 
itten contract at 10 per cent? al ° . H. R. 16672. An act to punish the cutting, chipping, or boxing 
OLCOTT. In order to. make the provision in section | of trees on the public lands: 
stent with the provisions of other sections of the code | H. R. 16950. An act to enlarge the authority of the Missis- 
ee : .. | Sippi River Commission in making allotments and expenditures 
tUMPACKER. The contract rate fixed by the law in of funds appropriated by Congress for the ment of tl 
t ie See Soe Mississippi River; and 
COTT. Yes. , H. R. 17758. An act permitting the building of a dam ross 
\ ('MPACKER. And that is the highest rate I know the Mississippi River in the county of Morrison, State of Mi 
stern part of the country. : nesota. : 
COTT. Section 1179 of the code, under the title}; go, June 5: 
ontracts,” reads: H. R. 5217. An act for the relief of Agnes W. Hills and Sarah 
s to a bond, bill, promissory note, or other a = J. Hills: and 
e paymen < money at any iuture me ay ce Pi TP 17-07 : 2 . 7 . 
e eae of hennedet By A setnsipah atnaunt theneot | iH. R. 17507. An act to open for settlement JUO,UUU acres Ol 
exceeding 10 per cent per annum. land in the Kiowa, Comanche, and Apache Indian reservation 
did not wish to change the organic law, so to | in Oklahoma Territory. 
District, we thought this was proper. On June 6: a8 
UMPACKER, I think the maximum rate might H.R. 8952. An act for the relief of the trustees of Weir's 
le 8, but I will not make any objection. Chapel, Tippah County, Miss. ; 
ARTHY. I would like to ask why you distinguish H.R. 1183. An act granting a pension to Mary Lockard: 
te in an oral contract and a written one. You H. R. 4222. An act granting a pension to Otto Boesewetter ; 
ver cent in an oral contract and 10 per cent in a H. R. 4888. An act granting a pension to L ura Hilgeman ; 
1ct. Why that distinction? H. R. 4406. An act granting a pension to Albert M. Ryan; 
(. I would say in regard to that that we con- H.R. 4567. An act sranting a pension to Louisa Gregg ; 
probable that if a person is willing to pay 10 H. R. (495. An act granting a pension to Susie M. Gert 3 
utract for such payment in writing, he probably H.R. 81 £4. An act granting a pension to Adit J. Lasswell 
e to take into consideration the amount of interest H. R. S833. An act granting a pension to Edna M. J hn 
x to pay for the use of money. That was all. iH. R. S954. An act granting a pension to George Cunningham ; 
\RTHY. The legal rate as now fixed by law in this H. R. 9135. An act granting a pension to August ( rome ; 
) per cent? i. R. 9276. An act granting a pension to Mary EB. O Har 5 
Mr. ( rT. Ob, no. The legal rate is 6 per cent, but you H. R. 10177. An act granting a pension to Elizal eth Kohl + 
in writing for an amount up to 10 per cent, and H. R. 10766. An act granting a pension to Rachel | i carl ee 
whatever is mentioned obligations bear 6 per = rae re pa ian a Seton se go a rs 
ae S86. act granting a pension to iliam C. Berg- 
Mr. McCARTIHY. That is all right. hahn; at . 
es LIER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- a “9 cae ‘act ine = aaa nt to oo Ir a " 
.R. 12561. An act gr: g a pension to Francis M. M 
1 was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. | Clendon ia : aes ai 
\KER. The question is on the passage of the bill. = R. $655. An act — a a oe Sarah Ad: ms ; 
was taken; and the bill as amended was or- | H. R. 12807. An act nee ag a pension to Na x y Ann Gee; 
rossed and read a third time; and it was ac- H.R. 12s74. An act granting a pension to Sarah Ellen Dick- 
+} it ; ‘ ‘ > ens 
. A the (ek Sat Se pees. H. R. 13024. An act granting a pension to William J. PB b 
SALARIES OF TEACHERS. H. R. 13421. An act granting a pension to John W. Wabrass: 
R laid before the House the bill (H. R. 18442) | H.R. 13975, An act granting a pension to vrence Bait; 
to fix and regulate the salaries of teachers, H. : 13622. a ee — oo ° a to Mary Cochran ; 
id other employees of the board of education of H. R. LS708. An - C er are S 7 pension ; ) Ann Ly ee 5 
Columbia,” with sundry Senate amendments. |} H.R. 1971s ree > ee & ean 0 AS W = rd 
K. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the House non-| H.- R. 100s, AN _ pRB Dy pall -aonemnar'yien - =e Diehl 
nate amendments and ask for a conference. a mam, AM St Granting @ pension to Artemesia T. Hus 
SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Bas- | noose; 15486. An act granting a pension to Will | t ; 
iat the House nonconcur in the Senate amend- | = R. 15486. An act granting a pension to William H. M. Car- 
(or 2 : = Rk 15490. An act granting a pension to Marv E. Dat 
UN (WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gone toeim as act eratting a pension to Jose M. Lacer 
her there is any amendment to this bill creating a . ne vont granting a pension JO Lu 
atnutue:. ant: wambitine aan. ¢ mnwliatt alias Nasario Li : 
ae 8 Ey SE RE: Se eENEE aren | H.R. 15588. An act granting a pension to Hester H 
\ i I understand there is one creating a new | iH. R. 15600. An se eee : Dy ea conn wag me = 
( House committee would not concur in. | H. R. 15807. An — pT th oe a a a ar? 
s | ask unanimous consent that the House non- | H. R. 15500. An pate ee - a as S eae a ae 4 
Senate amendments and ask for a conference. 4 *. -_—_e om = = i gly me ee Sse ie 
SI ER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani-.| H.- R. 16267. An — soe oe — oe aaa ae Pil ae 
t the House nonconcur in the Senate amend-| H.- Rt. pe An act —_— a eee to Beer oe Noi ae 
ra conference. Is there objection? _H. I. An act granting a pension to Katharine Part- 
objection. ridge; oe se : taal ro 
. it announced the following conferees: Mr. Mor- | = = aaa aa aan ; sain “ae ea a ae 4 
Mr. ¢ kr, and Mr. McLAInN. i ° - ro « AT ae nest eal eres : oe © 3 wes 
ir, BAI i\. Mr. Speaker, I move to reconsider the vote | i. R. rpg - = eee — = - y ; on c 
eral bills on the District Calendar were passed, H.R. Los + Sa eee A ee ae 
tion on the table. . Hee. 17108. An act gt inting a pension to Be th F. Mo rison 
R. Without objection, it will be so ordered. | H.W. 1120. An act granting & pension - Rhoda Mun 
‘jection | H.R.17205. An act granting a pension to Alice Garvey ; 
H. R. 17308. An act granting a pension to Margaret E. |] 
LEAVES OF ABSENCE. land 
msent, leave of absence was granted as fol- | = “3 ae a mes he a pension to Davi a Be ntle; 
.R. 17558. An act granting a pension to Lizzis _ prow: 
Mr. \ for one day, on account of important business, | H. R. 17586. An act granting a pension to Har =o en 
cee ‘DS, indefinitely, on account of serious illness in H.R. 17601. An act gra Se eee oe eee aan aOR 5 
ae H. R. 17690. An act granting a pension to Ellen I ie 
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H. R. 6114. An act granting an increase of pension to Ay lrew 





Hf. it. 17788. An act granting a pension to Charles E. Benson ; 
17526. An act granting a pension to Wincy A. Lindsay; | J. Douglass ; 

Ha. WS005, An act granting a pension to Emily Compton ; H. R. 6490. An act granting an increase of pension to Willian 

H.R. 18157. An act granting a pension to James J. Winkler ; H. Gilbert ; a 

li. R. 1S158. An act granting a pension to Isaae Cope; H. R. 6498. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac 

Ii. R. 18i69. An act granting a pension to Margaret Stevens; | C. France; 

fi. R. 549. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles H. R. 9546. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
\\ torr, jr. ; A. White; ‘ 

li. . 718. An act granting an increase of pension to Hamilton H. R. 6578. An act granting an increase of pension to Jamo 
D. Brown: B. McWhorter ; 

li. 2. 735. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank L. H. R. 6776. An act granting an increase of pension to Si; phen 
Fornshell; C. Smith; ae 

fi. R. 1182. An aet granting an increase of pension to Ezekiel H. R. 6865. An act granting an increase of pension to Charlos 
Bridwell; I’. Voss; 

If. 2. 1192. An act granting an increase of pension to George H. R. 6912. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
3. Hess; H. Weaver; 

11. R. 1413. An act granting an increase of pension to John H. R. 7419. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Crawford: Scott; 

Ii. 2. 1482. An act granting an increase of pension to Philip H.R. 7498. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Cook : Hanson: ; 

If. R. 1547. An act granting an increase of pension to William H. R. 7500. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
A. Olinsted McCandless ; ; 

lI. R. 1557. An t granting an increase of pension to Frank H.R. 7854. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
J. Oatley ; It. Kemp; 

li. R. 1719. An act granting an increase of pension to William H. R. 7876. An act granting an increase of pension to Julius 
N. Whitlock ; Beier; 

Hi. R. 1768. An act granting an increase of pension to George II. R. 8091. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
W. Childers: Coughlin ; 

If. R. 1946. An act granting an increase of pension to James H. R. 8138. An act granting an increase of pension to Simild 


A. Sproull: 
Hi. R. 2155. An 
II. Smith; 
i. R. 2168. An 
Bridges ; 
R. 2226. An 
I’, | hg 
H. R. 2234. An 


". Gersteneker ; 





act 


act 


act 


act 


granting an increase of pension to William 


granting an increase of pension to William 
an increase of pension to George 


granting 


granting an increase of pension to Jacob 


li. R. 2791. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary FE. 
\ ms 
Il. R. 2816. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
¢5 i i 
li. 2.35227. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
li i>. An act granting an increase of pension to Chris- 
ti ” ; 
Hf. R. 3686. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
R. Coy : 
rR. 3694. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 





t . AN 

FY. Chipman ; 

HI. R. 4244. An 
S] ling 

Hi. R. 4863. An 
I). pbell ; 

ti. 94. An é 
S 1 

H.R. 4595. An § 
Hl. Tallent 

H. R. 4625. An 
son J. Smith 

H. R. 4748. An 
N. Goodell 

H. R. 4745. An 
D>. Stiehl 

if, 1965. An 


H.R. 5048. An ¢ 


H.R. 5222. Ans 


Dosi. An § 

Os : 

H. R. 57382. An ac 
Kitchin: 

Ii. R. 5804. An é 
Noves; 

Ht. R. 6061, An 
H. Chapman 

H. R. 61il. An 
R. Steenrod ; 


act 


act granting 


t granting 
act 
ct granting 
act 


act 


an increase of pension to James 


granting 
t granting an increase of pension to Johr 
an increase of pension to Thomas 
granting an increase of pension to Joshua 
an increase of pension to Thomas 
granting 
an increase of pension to Hiram 
granting an increase of pension to Henry 
granting an increase of pension to Samuel 


granting an increase of pension to William 


granting an increase of pension to Lewis R. 


t granting an increase of pension to William 


granting an increase of pension to Elias C. 


ict granting an increase of pension to Joseph A. 
1 act granting an increase of pension to William 
act granting an increase of pension to Edwin 


1 act granting an increase of pension to Edmund 











an increase of pension to Ander- | 


E. Forbes; 
H. R. 8479. An 
A. Batchelder ; 
H. R. 8547. An 
W. Madison ; 
H. R. 8650. 
F. Graves; 
H. R. 8662. 
F. Paramore; 
H. R. 8716. 
L. Coffey ; 
H. R. 8737. 
A. Manley ; 
H. R. 8771. 
Sullivan ; 
H. R. 9034. 
I’. McCauley ; 
H. R. 9138. An 
L. Rockwood ; 
H. R. 9375. An 
MeKenney ; 
H. R. 9529. An 
Gibson; 
H. R. 9812. An 
Newberry ; 
H. R. 9923. 
J. Mishler; 
H. R. 10008. 
W. Dorman; 
H. R. 10029. 
Higbee; 
H. R. 10246. 
Harrison; 
H. R. 10257. 
Deems; 
H. R. 10318. 
FE. Hollett ; 
H. R. 10319. 
Deal: 


An 
An 
An 
An 
An 


An 


H. 


B. 
An 


Hi. R. 10524. An 


ezer W. Akerley 


H. R. 12842. An 


liam J. Drake; 
rt. Kx. 
J. Bailey Orem ; 


H. R. 130380. An 


C. Heney : 

H. R. 18047. 
Saunders: 

H. R. 13060. 
De Graff ; 

H. R. 13077. 
S. Prose; 

H. RB. 12111. 
S. Perkins ; 


An 


13026. An 


An 
An 
An 


An 


act granting an increase of pension to Nellie 
act granting an increase of pension to John 


act granting an increase of pension to Sewell 


act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
act granting an increase of pension to John 
act granting an increase of pension to Horace 
act granting an increase of pension to Florence 
act granting an inerease of pension to Mary 
act granting an increase of pension to Aaron 


act granting an increase of pension to Charles 


act granting an increase of pension to Willia 


act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 


act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
act granting an increase of pension to James 
act granting an increase of pension to Abr: 

act granting an increase of pension to Jolin 
act granting an increase of pension to Samie! 
act granting an increase of pension to James 
act granting an increase of pension to Harvey 
act granting an increase of pension to Eben 
; act granting an increase of pension t 


act granting an increase of pension t 


act granting an increase of pen 1 to John 
act granting an increase of pension to Wal 

act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
act granting an increase of pension to James 
act granting an increase of pension to Lewis 
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r. 13140. An act granting an increase of pension to Jesse H.R. 14731. An act grantin 
W we: H. Wiggins; 

i. 18227. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert H. R. 14736. An act granting 
r ett: | C. Smallwood ; 


g an increase of pension to Ezra 


an increase of pension to Isaac 
> 
rt. 12228. An act granting an increase of pension to Au- | Hi. R. 14745. An act granting 
Hathaway; |} erick B. Walton ; 

I. R. 18229. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah H. R. 14801. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
E. | nd: | Armstrong ; 
H. R. 18282. An act granting an increase of pension to Pennia| H.R. 14827. An act granting an increas 
Or | K. Stewart; 

H.. 13233. An act granting an increase of pension to Jesse H. R. 14839. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
‘9 horne;: MeManis; 


an increase of pension to Fred- 


e of pension to William 


Hl. k. 13236. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- H. R. 14854. An act granting an increase of pension to Har- 
| laines: riet Howard; 

Hi. 2.18326. An act granting an increase of pension to Au- | H. R. 14861. An act granting an increase of pension to Dennis 
g MeDaniel ; W. Ray ; . | 

H. t. 13337. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph If. R. 14955. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza 
W.] 1: Moore: 

I] 465. An act granting an increase of pension to Ele- Hi. R. 14980. An act granting an increase of pension to Mat- 

ry: thew H. Bellomy ; 

HI i69. An act granting an increase of pension to Michael H. R. 14982. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
I s James Byron; N. Long; 

H.R 193. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza- H. R. 14994. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
] 1. Meek: C. Joslyn; 

H.R 506. An act granting an increase of pension to Julia H. R. 14996. An act granting an increase of pension to Jolin 
A.B : F. Smith; 

H. | 507. Anact granting an increase of pension to Thomas H. R. 15002. An act granting an increase of pension to George 


C E. Wood; 
H.R 535. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- H. R. 15008. An act granting 


an increase of pension to J 
Gray ; 





77. An act granting an increase of pension to Ellen H. R. 15058. An act granting an increase of pension to E 
M es Rector ; 
79. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph H. R. 15064. An act granting an increase of pension to J , 
N Wagenknecht ; 
39. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil H. R. 15102. An act granting an increase of pension to W l 
man ; HW. Ryckman ; 
9. An act granting an increase of pension to James H.R. 15147. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Rr Teas: 
i?, we . 
1. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil H.R. 15149. An act granting an increase of pension to W 
; liam W. Ferguson; 
77. An act granting an increase of pension to Juan H.R. 15152. An act granting an increase of pen to } 
( T. Corns: 
i. ] 82. An act granting an increase of pension to Levi Hl. R. 15178. An act granting an incre of pensio1 
I { . tilda Morrison ; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Martin H.R.15180. An act granting an increase of pe 
I : : Amanda Pitinan; 
79. An act granting an increase of pension to Eme H. R. 15201. An act granting an increase of pens » Ed 
rt; ba ward O'Shea ; 
1. An act granting an increase of pension to Wile; H. R. 15206. An act grawting an increase of pension t — 
I G. ‘Thompson ; 
72. An act granting an increase of pension to George H. R. 15229. An act granting an increase ision to ] 
V : liowes: 
An act granting an increase of pension to Joh H. R. 15233. An act granting an increas S 
: : liam G. Westover: 
Ss. An act granting an increase of pension to Ed H. P. 15272. An act granting an in se of pension to P 
; ’ rick M 
{n act granting an increase of pension to James H.R.1 An act granting an it ' 
: ward W 
An act granting an increase of pension to Bettie HH.” An act ¢ ° an ! es ' 
aT = 
An act granting an increase of pension to William I -. 15305. An act granting an it ‘ nD : 
I own ; 
An act granting an increase of pension to John H 5316. An act granting an increase of | 
\f 
7. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac II. R. 15355. An act granting an increase of 
M. Dailey ; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Charles H. R. 15418. An act granting an increase of } } 
P. Sargent; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Frank- H. R. 15450. An act g ng an é to \ 
ginia J. D. Holmes; 
An act granting an increase of pension to William HW. R.15459. An act granting an in of to 7 
cillas A. Massey; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Martha H. R. 15495. An act granting an increase of I 
Sanderson ; 
\n act granting an increase of pension to Henry H.R. 15499. An act granting an incre I 
Henry Hopner; Andrew ; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Aaron H.R. 15500. An act granting an increase of 
I W. Thomas 
An act granting an increase of pension to Louis A. R. 15501. An act granting an increase of 
( ' 
beth Parks: 
* An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza H. R. 15539. An act gr fr an iner ‘ 
: MeConnell ; 
2 An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel H.R. 15565. An act granting an increase of pension j 


| R. King; 





. 
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H.R. 15556. An act granting an increase of pension to An- | If. R. 16400. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
d . Kreger ; McCracken ; 
ro 2. An act granting an increase of pension to Levi Hi. R. 16408. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil. 


! 
| 
! 
| 
| 
| 
| liam Hendricks; 
il Old. A act granting an increase of pension to Clark H. R. 15423. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
d. Roe: 
H. R. 16427. An act granting an increase of pension to Wij. 
liam W. Carter ; 
H. R. 16429. An act granting an increase of pension to Caro- 
line M. Peirce; 


2. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 


li. R. 15634. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 


Hi. it. 6641, An act granting an increase of pension to Eli} HR. 16466. An act granting an increase of pension to Aso. 
Woodbury 5 nith Woodall ; 
HL. Rt. 15645, An act granting an increase of pension to Harley H. R. 16471. An act granting an increase of pension to North 
M Ss rs F F : Ann Dorman; 

bi. Ie. Li s2. An act granting an increase of pension to Han- H.R. 16486. An act granting an increase of pension to Tho; 

ae of eee? Assia gered ces Reasiteeeeei dail aiaatadls — Bosworth: y F 
he eee a ne ee ne a an ee ee a R. 16491. An act granting an increase of pension to Lewis 
I ; | Denson; 

H.R. 10/61, Am act. granting en increase of pension to La-| 47, R, 16516. An act granting an increase of pension to James 

rth ; . |B. Fairchild; 

Mi ‘62. An act granting an increase of pension to Har-| 77, R. 16522. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 

I’reeman, a s Harmen Storme; | Mever: 

If. R. 15768. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary J. H. R. 16526. An act granting an increase of pension to Jame 
Hall ; R. Hilliard; 

H.R. 15783. An act granting an increase of pension to George H.R. 16527. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
W. 5 liam Martin; 

H.R. 15819. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil-| J]. 1.16528. An act granting an increase of pension to Cath- 
l Burg | arine Price; . 

H.R. i5854. An act granting an increase of pension to Phillip H.R. 16529. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
s | M. Sikes; 


Hf. Rt. 15867. An act granting an increase of pension to Annie H. R. 16530. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Hl. Gautier; 


Hf. R. 15886. An act granting an increase of pension to John H. R. 16535. An act granting an increase of pension to Jona 





M than I. Wright; 

H.R. 15925. An act granting an increase of pension to Abra- | H. R. 16586. An act granting an increase of pension to Cyrus 
hi Walker ; S. Case 3 

H. R.15932. An act granting an increase of pension to Hartley | H. R. 16540. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
B. Cox; | M. Evans; 

H.R. 15943. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- | H. R. 16541. An act granting an increase of pension to Am- 
li 1». Jones; brose Y. Teague; 

Hi. #. 15972. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas | H. R. 16547. An act granting an increase of pension to Jolin 


J. Smith: | Rutter ; 
tf. R. 15977. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary | H. R. 16566. An act granting an increase of pension to Whit- 


9 ey ; man V. White; 
Hi. Rt. 16044. An act granting an increase of pension to John C. H.R. 16576. An act granting an increase of pension to Silas 
L, ey ; P. Conway ; 
i. R. 16098. An act granting an increase of pension to Fred- H. R. 16577. An act granting an increase of pension to Josep! 
e1 l ; M. Pound: 
It. 2. 16165. An act granting an Increase of pension to Morris H. R. 16586. An act granting an increase of pension to W 
liam Mattison ; 
16174. An act granting an increase of pension to John H. R. 16602. An act granting an increase of pension to Chris- 
mm; topher C. Reeves ; 
R. 16186. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- H. R. 16603. An act granting an increase of pension to P 
. A. H. Boles; ant W. Cook; 
1619 \n act granting an increase of pension to Daniel H. R. 16606. An act granting an increase of pension to J s 
; A. Duff ; 
16220. An act granting an increase of pension to George H. R. 16622. An act granting an increase of pension 1 
|: Webb ; 
If. it. 16224. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis H. R. 16629. An act granting an increase of pension to | 
M. rd Stoeckig ; 
16253. An act granting an increase of pension to Marga II. . 16630. An act granting an increase of pension to Ili 
Dumont; 
An act granting an increase of pension to James H. R. 16632. An act granting an increase of pension to Louis 
° I Lepine; 
71. An act granting an increase of pension to Edwin Hi. R. 16648. An act granting an increase of pension to H 
B. Teetor ; 
16274. An act granting an increase of pension to David H.R. 16699. An act granting an increase of pension to Li 
P. Chandler ; 
6279. An act granting an increase of pension to Ed I. R. 16717. An act granting an increase of pension to Stel 
Em. Elhott; ling Hughes; 
{62S4. An act granting an increase of pension to George Hi. R. 16724. An act granting an increase of pension to J 
; S. Burgess ; f a 
If. 2. 16285. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry} H.R. 16749. An act granting an increase of pension to 1k 
yi A, Jones ; : 
H.R. 16295. An act granting an increase of pension to Lau- H. R. 16751. An act granting an increase of pension to Samu 
} Foley: Hough: 
i] 16319. An act granting an increase of pension to Orrin H. R. 16765. An act granting an increase of pension to Angi 
D. N Is Campbell; 
H. R. 16335. A act granting an increase of pension to John A. tI, R. 16783. An act granting an increase of pension to David 
Bryan; | W. Kirkpatrick ; i. 
H. R. 16372. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew H. R. 16806. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
D ; Brenizer ; 


ii. R. 16398. An act granting an increase of pension to David | H. R. 16810. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Ross; C. Jackson ; 








An act granting 
An act 
An act 
An act 
An act 
An act 


An act 


‘SO 4 


An act 
An act 
An ac 
An act 
An act 
An act 
An ac 
An ac 
An act 
An act 
An act 
An act 


§. An act 


An act 


granting 
granting 
granting 
granting 


granting 


granting a 


granting ¢ 


granting 





an increase of pension to James 
an increase of pension to Georgia 
an increase of pension to Joel R. 
an increase of pension to William 
an increase of pension to Darwin 
an increase of pension to Dennis 
granting an increase of pension to Sher- 
granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
granting an increase of pension to Stephen 
increase of pension to John 
granting an increase of pension to Melroe 
ease of pension to Harriet 
granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
granting an increase of pension to Eleazer 
‘an increase of pension to Willard 
granting an increase of pension to Foun- 
n increase of pension to Mary 
granting an increase of pension to Jackson 
granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
granting an increase of pension to Joseph- 
granting an increase of pension to George 


in increase of pension to Simeon 


An act granting an increase of pension to William 


An act 


An act 


An act g 


An act 
“An net 
An act 
An act 
An act 
An act 


An act grantin; 


A 


An act granting an increase of pension to Charles | 


\ 


An act granting 


519 


granting 


granting 


granting 


granting 


granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
granting an increase of pension to George 


increase of pension to John 


f pension to William 


an increase of pension to Jesse 


of pension to Scott 


granting an increase of pension to Sophie 
granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
increase of pension to Na 
in increase of pension to Andrew 
granting an increase of pension to Benja- 
granting an increase of pension to Alva 
ranting an increase of pension to Derias 
rranting an increase of pension to Rachel 
in increase of pension to John G. 


1 act granting an increase of pension to James 


1 act granting an increase of pension to Mary 


in increase of pension to William 


H. R. 17310. An act grantin 


A. Hite; 

H. R. 17333. An 
Hoff : 

H. R. 17342. An 


H.R. 17344. An: 


H.R. 17861. An 


garet McGiflin; 


H.R. 173887. An 
F. Enkin; 

H. R. 17395. An 
deus C. S. Brown 

Hi. R. 17402. An 
Hi. Hazlitt 


H.R. 17406. An as 


"A 


l 


An 


An 





te ih 
rj ( Moore ; 
H. R. 17515. An 
iE] 
H.R. 17526. A 
ard Dunlap: 
H.R. 17557. An 


H. R. 17688. An 
A. Wor ird 

IH. |] 644. An 
CL Easth 


F. Ames; 
H. R. 17654. An 
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. 


act granting 


act granting an 


act granti 
Ct gi ting 
act grantil 


act eranting 


r 


act granting an in 


act granting 


act granting 


act granting ; 


act granting 


act granting 


act granting 


act granting an i 


act granting 


act granting an 


act granting 


nah J. K. Thomas ; 


H. R. 17683. An 
Hoch; 

H. R. 17684. An 
M. Hays; 


H.R. 17700. An: 


T. Mitchel 

H.R. 17711. An 
Dietz: 

H. R. 17786. An 
ine B. Phelon; 

H. R. 17747. An 
ham I. Canary ; 

H. R. 17761. An 
J. Mackey : 

H. R. 17771. An 
Williams ; 

H.R. 17781. An 
M. Parker: 

H. R. 17782. An 
K. Clark; 

H. R. 17796. An 
C. Alexander ; 


act grantir 
wt granting 
ict gl ings 
ct zg ! 
ict ¢ l 
act granting 


act granting : 


act granting 


act granting : 


act granting an 


act granting 


act granting 


ct granting a 


an increase of 


granting an i 
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an increase of pension to Wilbur | H. R. 12480. An act granting an increase of pension to J 
| MeKenna: 
an increase of pension to Enoch H.R. 12588. An act granting an increase of pension to J 
B. Dickinson ; 
an increase of pensio1 Wil- H. Rt. 12664. An act granting an increase of pension to \ 
Wallace 
ing an increase of pension to Samue Ht. R. 12727. An act granting an inerease of pension to 
nin D. Borgia; . 
‘rease of pension to Joh H. R. 12733. 2 act granting an increase of pi 
W. Kelsey; 
nsion to ur’- H. R. 12784. An act granting an inerease of pension to 
Van Riper; 
H. R. 12762 
Hi. Brandt: 
H. R. 12792. An act granting an increase of pension to \ 
Vi iley : 
H. R. 12810. act granting an increase of pen 
ward Ross; 
H. R. 12813. act granting an increase of pension 
ioore 5 
H. R. 18019. act granting an increase of pension t 
A. Griffith ; 
H. R. 18032. act granting an increase of pensior 
H. Scott; 
H. R. 18054. An act granting an increase of pension 
rt 3. DB ynnelly : 


H.R. 18056. An act granting an increase of pen 


act granting an increase of pension to 


An act granting an increase of pension 


nting an increase of pensi 

Kingston ; 
H.R. 18004. An act granting an increase of pension to 
Melick ; 
H. R. 18148. granting an increase of pension 

Brown: 

li. R. 18147. An act granting an increase of pensi 

Belden; 

H.R. 18149. An act granting an increase of pension 
ace Perry ; 

H. R. 18175. An act granting an increase of pen: 
miah Van Riper; 

Hi. R. 18188. An act granting an increase of pens 


nsion to Arte- |! 

sion to Joseph 

; an increase of pension to James 
an ii ease of pel sion to John 


> an increase of pension to Samuel | B. Guthrie; : : 
H. R. 18237. An act granting an increase of pen 
Egeness ; 
H. R. 18325. An act granting an increase of pens 
increase of pension to John W. Schofield ; 
H. R. 18398. An act granting an increase of pensi 
‘ease of pension to Rober F. Crouch; 
H. R. 18406. An act granting an increase of pensi 
ackson ; 
H. R. 18465. An act granting an increase of pet 
pension to Benja- | B. Cloud; and 
H. R. 18506. An act granting an increase of pensi 
increase of pension | Jgones. 
On June 7: 
ease of pension to Abra- H. R.5539. An act for the relief of the Staite 
Island; 
‘rease of pension to Lawyer H. R. 15266. An act to amend existing laws rel 
fortification of pure sweet wines ; 
increase of pension to Davis HW. R. 17453. An act for the withdrawal from bo 
of domestic alcohol when rendered unfit for bever 
an increase of pension to Francis | medicinal uses by mixture with suitable denaturi 
H. R. 12004. An act to amend section 7 of an act 
an increase of pension to Lewis | act to provide for a permanent Census Office,” a] 
6, 1902; 
an inerease of pension to Louisa H. R. 12135. An act granting an inerease of pe! 
liam Laudahn ; 
an increase of pension to Jose- H. R. 18022. An act granting an increase of pen: 
L. Ghrist; 
in inerease of pension to Charles If. R. 15787. An act granting an increase of pe! 
com Ray ; 
an increase of pension to Helen } H. R. 15869. An act granting an increase of pe 
liam H. McCune; and 
ase of pension to James II. R. 17072. An act granting an increase of p 
French. 
rease of pension to John On June 8: 
H. R. 14513. An act to prevent the giving of f 
‘ease of pension to Daniel | fire in the District of Columbia; and 
H. R. 16484. An act to amend section 1 of 
increase of pension to J. | “An act relating to the Metropolitan police of t! 


Columbia,” approved February 28, 1901. 


increase of pension to Samuel 


increase of pension to \J 








1906. 
—<eevaiiiiisaiaiiseiciaperittanibabitaiess 


( June 9: 
ij. 2.17114. An act to provide for the disposition under the 
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ia number of 


land laws of the lands in the abandoned Fort Shaw 
c \I rv Reservation, Mont. ; 
e “irk. 6067. An act to change the records of the War Depart- 
; elative to Levi A. Meacham ; 
Rn. 13245. An act to correct the military record of Henry 
, ; 
i ii. 2. 13785. An act for the relief of John Purkapile; 
b rf. 15332. An act to incorporate the National Society of the 
C of the American Revolution ; 
i R. 17127. An act to provide for the subdivision and sale of 
‘3 c , lands in the State of Washington; and 
r r. 18333. An act granting land to the city of Albuquerque 
a blic purposes. 
i) June 11: 
Fi 11. 2.17576. An act to provide for the entry of agricultural 
a within forest reserves. 
[ SUNDRY CIVIL BILL. 
- TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve | 
into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the | 
; l » for further consideration of the sundry civil appropria- 
ion was agreed to. 
gly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
\\ Ilouse on the state of the Union for the further consid- 
f the bill (H. R. 19844) making appropriation for sun- 
enses of the Government for the fiscal year ending | 
1907, and for other purposes, with Mr. Watson in the | 
UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the 
from Minnesota [Mr. TAWNEY] a question. On the 
ve day the items with reference to fuel tests were 
AWNEY. I want to say to the gentleman from Ala- 
| have been requested by Members to ask unanimous 
P that all items included in the request that we passed 
last, namely, the items in relation to the registers 
of the Land Office and items in relation to the 
Survey, be passed over without prejudice until to 
DERWOOD. Does the gentleman expect to take them 
go into Committee of the Whole, if we go into Com- 
Be the Whole to-morrow morning? 
CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota asks unan 
it that the items heretofore passed over be again 
. l over wit prejudice. Is there objection? 
% \WNEY. Mr. Chairman, if it is agreeable to the com 
ask that these items be passed over until all the 
have been considered in the bill except the Panama 
( ropriation ; that these precede that. 
4 lr. UNDERWOOD. I do not like to interfere with the 
E from Minnesota on his own bill, but I would searcely 
for this reason: As a rule, when we finish a bill 
late in the afternoon, and the question passed over 
| important one. I think we ought to pass upon it. 
Br ple time for the House to consider and pass that 
FE | give it consideration which it will never receive 
4 iit until we wind up the bill, which will probably 
; ur, and the House will be hurrying to adjourn. 
z \ MANN. I will say to the gentleman that we will not 
e up the bill until we have passed on the Panama 
Be ( sition, 
: MERWOOD. I know; but, seriously, I must object to 
ES ‘ over to the end of the bill. 
¥Y. VPersonally I have no interest in the matter 
1 as soon take up the matter and dispose of it in 
s at any other time. 
¥ tWOOD. I ask the gentleman to adhere to his 
2 ( neat 
j 
E ; \IRMAN. The question is on the first request of 
: from Minnesota. Is there objection? [After a 
3 Chair hears none. 
» of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by 
V paragraph. 
d as follows: 
aragrapi at line 12, page 109, as follows: 
improvement of Mississippi River between the mouth 
and the mouth of the Missouri River, $500,000.’ 
JON of Ohio. I make the point of order upon that. 
MIRMAN, Does the gentleman make the point of | 
© it? 
ae oe N " Ohio. I will reserve it for the present. 
_ ¥) 1) oO 


Missouri. Mr. Chairman, the present sun- 


i) 


the cities of St. Louis and East St. Lou 
ucts that come from Pittsburg ( 
up that stretch on its way to the cit S 

We find, Mr. Chairman, this posit 
ing the river below the mouth of the O 
Missouri, but leaving a stretch in bet 
it does not strike 1 hat . 
Why ll Ve ve ad | \ ad 
not pre riyvy imp. dd? If u hl 
and below DOATS CAN not pas ? 
Mr. Chairman, this is uk | ‘ 
ibove, but |] ying i ! 
natural flow of the I i V 
below. It is p bu ) 
River by piecen ] rhis 1 y l 
ing I re, TOW 
other, but | ng a 
not roved i he 
this ] of i ( \ 
difficult to navigate | ( 
general plan; there shot 
provement of the I t 
its head rs to the G 

The CHAIRMAN. The tir 

vii We > f Miss | 
may co e for ‘ 

rhe CHAIRMAN. 1 I \) 
mous Co} it that he n eed 
‘ ? | ih 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Ch: [ the 
print the remainder of his nark R 
like very much to proceed with the re 

Mr. WOOD eof Missouri. I think s 
ter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has : 
sent to preceed for five minutes. Is ther 

There was no objection 

Mr. WOOD NI 1 Mr. Cl ‘ 
all along the river are anxious that ! 
| should be carried on under some genet! 
at present two or three c 
river, a single general plan is not carried out, an 
certainly n effective. I want to say that all 
the river there is a universal sentiment that proj 
not being given by Congress to the river. W 
priate enough money. We are told that it d 
good. Why, Mr. Chairman, we do not ayy 
find out. If we would spend an wou 
Mississippi River equal to the cost of building a 1 
its banks, the river would be navigable clear up 
headwaters. We appropriate large sum on 
of war, I believe some 40 per cent of all of our 
only 3 or 4 per cent for all the aris of pe \ 
man, if we would devote more attention to the 


* 
4a 


dry civil appropriation 
amounting to $2,550,000 
River south of the 
appropriations amounting to 
Mississippi River north of the mouth of the 

that stretch of the included b 1 tl 
Ohio River and the mouth of the M uri Rive 
money appropriated at all, 


bill « 


river 


1G i tly tl 
improvement in that stretch of the er dui 
year. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, a few months ago I 
tend a meeting of the officers of the } ants’ E 
city of St. Louis, at which the co { 
Mississippi River of the Merchant | hal 
and where were also invited a numbe ‘ 
boats on the river between the mouth of the Ohio 
of the Missouri. The purposs * th y 
opinion of these river captains ; oO 1 { pro 
be necessary for that stretch of t river for the 
With the idea of asking Congre te | 
requisite. Mr. Chairman, it was the unanimous 
those captains oper ig boats on that river 
borhood of a million dollars should ‘ pp ’ 
provements of the Mississippi on mit str 
mouth of the Ohio River and the 1 ith of t! 
for the coming vear. I was requ “i to do 
get that appropriation. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, that stretch of the rive 
need of improvement. We havea : deal of 


cities are il el 





arries appropriation 
for improvement of the 


mouth of the Ohio River. The 
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we would 


itional pr 


e taking long strides toward 
prosperity. 

f the country nearly a 
vement and extension of their 
few millions are spent for river 
times much money 
ds of our untry as there is in 
a hundred times, I - bat 
iproved, if we would devote only, 

. t ‘ ; la } 


ments as Is dey 


spend 


ndred as 


say 


the railroad lines, 

uplete railroad 

river sy 
committee to pass 
We ask that 

1 of the Mississi 

the mouth of the 
this « 


rate 


tems. 


which 


sO muci 


Yoon}. 


alities which 
ny in the country. 
1 Missouri i 
mney on 
amount 
SOGBO_COO, 


and think the 
that of others who 


spent, and 
: little 


would develo; 
r. For the last two or 
1 of water nearly as great 
the improvement which they 
least two years, and I am 
years, yet the movement of 
The total traffic on this stretch of 
ed to about 540,060 


as 


tons, or one- 
River above Pitts- 
ited there under 


this un- 


a 
project which is agit 
$20,000,000 right in the face of 
o it is urged that we should maintain 
of $400,000 a year. It would 
vht which is offered and 
where the shipper de- 


cost 
the fre 
untry 


uit cost to him. 


ke all 
{ 


he Cc 


traf- 


boats which are now in existence, 
ts for which they are clamoring, and 
l make some use of it. 
some show of justice. 


s when 


» show, by the development of 
: 


hey can 
ss with 
iswer to all clain 
illion dollars expended upon 


and the 


lable f 


HOOD 


this bill 


been bills passed au- 


I think, | 


be appropriated. 


7 is not well taken. 


JUNE 11 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to ask the 
from Ohio whether there is any authorization in law? 
Mr. BURTON of Ohio. There is no authorization, Mr. ¢ 
man. As stated in the discussion of the bill on Saturd 
authorization was made for this portion of the river }y 
that appropriated by the sundry-civil act of March 3, 1905 
Mr. WOOD of Missouri. Has that amount been exhau 
Mr. BURTON of Ohio. By no means. There 
i as much on hand as the amount appropriated 


gentle 


is alnx 


not quite, 


WOOD of Missouri. I don’t know why they do not 


AIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of or 
lerk read as follows: 


dstones for graves of soldiers: For continuing 

i graves of Union 
city, town, and village cemets 
the United State 


3, 1873, and Februar 


the ¥ 
1 « 


SsOokt Ss. 8 


and stations of 
° 
> 


acts of March 


Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 


age 110, 
arking of places where American 

interred in Cuba and China, $4,000, 

‘essary, such sym to be immediately ay: 

Mr. Chairman, I 
recollection is that that work 
vious appropriations. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I have no objecti: 
point of order being reserved. I may say that the « 
did not have this matter properly before it; neither 
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out of a sentiment created by this Mr. GAINES of 
‘red to by the gentleman from Ohio. 
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no government that has pro- Mr. TAWNEY. But that marks the graves where t] 
ing memories concerning the | are buried and where their remains are now lying. It d 
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' the war with Mexico we did Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Of course not. 
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ith amendment the bill (H. R. 19264) making ap 

for the diplomatic and consular service for the 
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land? 
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. - but by the 1 of th 
‘ ending June 30, 1907. ; , s before it is built. thi 1] \ C \ 
ge also announced that the Senate had insisted is t a . “th : 
. - = LO COVE i ri 1 i Te) ‘ 
id its te » bil > 12449 amd) vewa- , 
ndments t the bill (CH. R. 18442) to fix and regu Mr. LOUDENSLAGER 
ries of teachers, school officers, and other employees | gio) VW ocition of ; 
- . . > * : ° CLuaki IOS1T I ut rT 
| of education in the District of Columbia, disagreed e aitaareiaaiaars 
Pee ; . +e Mr. KEIFER. It « Ss no LLO l ' ) 
House of Representatives, had agreed to the confer- | ).:14 4 
; “# ; : lk le road until tl nited St 
by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two : - t 
5 ; Mr. LOUDENSLAGER Chat 
reon, and had appointed Mr. Burkett, Mr. Scort, Mr. KEIFER , Steak , 1 
rw ag the Poreee on the nar P tha Senate wat. fu dN it 3 Ul St 1 ° 
iN as the conferees on the part of the Senate. Mr. HEPBURN - Chairs ‘Ta : 
SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. | is now the publie highway which |! s from Sl 
iittee resumed its session. Burnside Bridge? 
read as follows: Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I ! 
erintendent of Antietam battlefield, said superintendent Mt HEP i XN. «And heretofore | ! 
, 3 under tl direction of the Quartermaster’s De publie as one of their common highways 
be selected and appointed by the Secretary of War, at Mr. KEIFER. t has been a mu ] 
erson selected ¢ appoi eC iis ~ssition to be : aS » 
( chacena 2 ni gel 500 ae See pee the provisions of the proposed end ! tl 
Set ae eee ee eee ; ae f War is bnild it on or near the 1 
[FER. Mr. Chairman, I offer for adoption the follow- | War is to build it on or near the | 


ease only after he gets a full tit] 
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se of constructing a macadamized road from the town | relieve the municipality from a further ge I 
Washington County, Md., over a portion of the battk one of their public highy S 
m to and over the Burnside Bridge to the Connecticut Mr. KEIFER I will be verv candid with ft] cant , v1 
d battlefield, upon, along, or near the line of an exist ? - AULD S1Eb \ og rs 1 the ¢g L ! i 
1d between said points: Provided, however, That the | State that some gentlemen up the t me Who we ery 
ioners or other proper authority of said county or | much opposed to its ing bi on the } ic higl 
convey and confirm, without cost, a right of way in | gayse ¢} ere onnosed » the road. but york t] 
er said existing road or other line that may be selected au = \ pposed tf oad, but be ‘ 
States a good ard sufficient title to the same, approved could drive over it and cut it up and destroy it ned } 
Gel rot oe the United —— Poon: —_ of $8,000, or SO information, I put i th mendment a $ 
3; may e necessary, Which  .shail e spent under the Saerpatary af lar mi . lat . . } 
ervision of the Qi arterssastes-Genauel of the Unitea | "&cretary of Wat _— quire land tl a : ; 
I ty to the general plan for the improvement of general public, leaving the present road for gener: ] 
Antietam.” But in the main that is the more direct line of ro l 





NEY. I- reserve the point of order for the purpose | Sharpsburg to the bridge. This amendment nec to 
explanation of the gentleman. carry out the policy that the Government has alre: ‘ed 

LIVAN of Massachusetts. I make the point of order | upon of covering the entire field with macad: zed roads 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to ; he nth n 


IRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts makes | whether this proposed road, or any part of it, runs on or Py 
der. Has the gentleman from Ohio anything to | land not now owned by the Governnm: ? 


Mr. KEIFER. It und 


stion loubted] do run over land 


1? l 
IFER. I hope the gentleman will reserve the point | belonging to the Government, and because of that D led 

















moment. in the amendment tl tl Government ( g 
LIVAN of Massachusetts. I insist upon the point of | macadamized road, sl be vested with ; t i 
hairman. are already a large imber of beautiful roads « i 
\IRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts in- | parts of this battlefield, and thi 3 as important l! S 
int of order. any of them in ord pl tg Wo \ 
R. Mr. Chairman, the amendment covers the | a man in charge nd him sum ! 
onstruction of a macadamized road from the | year to take charg I rl be« 
battlefield called “ Sharpsburg” in southern liter- | of this Government. I am 1 ; 
1 “Antietam” in northern literature. We have | We have a man in charge of the battlefield wl 
‘eat many macadamized roads over the fieid. | do with the cemetery. 
northern part of the field and erally the The CHAIRMAN. Do the gentk n from } tts 
emorable battlefield is now covered with macad- | insist on the point or 
1 there have been built a good many monu- Mr. SULLIVAN « ! achusetts. N I wit M 
Confederate as well as Union. There are many | of order. 
ing over that field, with markers indicating the The CHAIRMAN. TI 
1 over which particular organizations of either | gentleman from Ohi 
We have about completed the work of building The question being taken, on a dir m (dem ‘ir’, 
| roads. This one was omitted and has not | Kemer), there were s G, es 41. 
The one mentioned in my amendment is Accord ly the amendm Was rejected. 
rtant one not so improved. I have recently The Clerk read as follows: 
© st me ¢ ther Members of the Howse and com cectietes etal: teh 
leads from Sharpsburg, which was the head- | tion. and maint ‘e of th 
| Lee, in the most direct way to what is now | Mound” in Oakwood Cemetery, Chi S- 


nside Bridge,” then known as the “ Stone Bridge, Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I 
Creek. This bridge was on the left of the 


to change the word “ plat” to “ plot. 
nd on the Confederate right. It is wher The Clerk read as follows 
f the severest fighting. — ‘ 
that bridge, the road is to go to the monument Ce Peet TEs, a ene SE, 
| by the State of Connecticut, near which is The amendment was a¢g1 


nt erected to our late martyred President, Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. ¢ ian, J 
ey. A policy was entered upon long ago of | last word. 

roads over the entire battlefield. There The CHAIRMAN. T gent f { i g- 
wut it, nothing to favor the Union any more | nized om a motion to strike out 
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land except as her 
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Chai 


} 
HC GOCsh 


rman, I offer the following amend- 
and ask to have read. 
iOWS: 

done by the Army 


of 
follows : F. Kr 


I reserve a point of order on 

ay to the gentleman from Texas 

any proper ] at all on an ap- 
the general deficiency bill and 
I do not want to prevent the 
nt in regard to it, and for that 

order. 

the 

lall 


1 
nace 


of 
irman, 
rious sn 


ils 


gate 
due 


items 
1d to be 
officers 


small 
sums 


ae. agcre: 
four 
of 
il reporting 
ave been mmmended 
for appropriation and pay- 
> Quartermaster-General. 
i sputed The 
the people who 
ld be adopted. 
rnment should 
at 


ex 


“A 
mras 


and 


ap- 
the 


sey- 


individ 
, on 


re 


- 


‘ded by 


nits } 
lend me shot 


the Gove 
such — amounts, 


‘an see why 

ticularly in 

this way. Every military 

it, and they were particularly 

has found them to be just, and 

paid. The Secretary of the Treasury 

ndati of the Secretary of War 

They have all been carefully 

just debts, and I want to say to the gentleman 

[Mr. Taw NEY that of them I have per- 

ledge of—that of $100 due for the killing of the two 

ss of Mrs. Neutze while cama in making a crop, which 

ved her of the only means she had of making the crop. A 

ant in my town steed good for her at the bank to get 

noney to buy other horses to take the place of 

ich had been killed, and that gentleman relied upon the good 

of the Government to make prompt settlement for such 
manifestly proper Mr. Chairman, 

order. 


not press his point of 
Does the gentleman from Minnesota make 


in 
who h: S 
charged with that 
ae that they 
has transmiited 


otic 


lon, rep 


reconime ous 


appropriated for. examined 
‘ound to be 
Minnesot 


knoy 


one 


claims. 


>» CHAIRMAN. 

int fs 
TAWNEY 
presen 


of orde1 
Mr. 
are me 


Hous 


they 1] 


Chairman, I 
ritorious, but 


have no doubt that the 
there are a at many 
right around me here who have sug- 
similar and if we are going 
2 one we n it as well recognize all. It hi 
» rule of the Committee on Appropriations to not 
the payment of claims on an appropriation 
fore insist on the point of order. 
AYDEN Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gen- 
Minnesota [Mr. Tawney] if he not think 
ims “whl ich have been adjudicated by bodies appointed 
ime the damage was done and in such 
be paid? 
I think they should be paid; 
the Government should be paid; 
ypriations undertakes to pass 
claims, it would not have time to 
a Committee on Claims, and the ad 
of, while it may be 
he merits of these propositions, 
is recognized by 
Congress to entitle the 
bill. The adjudication that is rec- 
uthorized by law, an adjudication 
n there has been such an adju- 
the Secretary the 
car- 


gre 


that claims, to 
always 
appro- 


bill. I 


iS 


does 
at the t 
should 
Why, yes. Ali 
but if the 
upon the mer- 


\p] TT" 
spec tiy 

We have 
the gentleman 


ry, may go 


ju- 
speaks 


into t 


ion as 
hw 


idjudicat 


or claims to a 


‘intion 


same by 
nt, such claims are always 
an is bound 


to admit 
partic- 


in candor 
into the matter at that 
. is certain to be the 
ultimate 

than 
rmina 
la 


r adjudica and cer- 
if delayed a year 
Will the gentle: 

these claims are probably correct 

the military authorities ‘who ex 
such, to provide for them in his general 


¥ 
oO 
( te tion, 


con- 
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| namely, 


| into at the time the damage was done by 


JUNI 


Mr. 
kind 
they 


TAWNEY. I can not consent to any proposition of 
in advance of knowing just what the facts are, wi 
are claims that come within the rule of the com 

that they have been adjudicated under some pri 
authorizing their adjudication and certification to 
gress. Claims of that kind when certified by the Secre 

the Treasury after due adjudication are carried without 
tion upon appropriation bills. 

A number of gentlemen sitting near me here have su 
that if this claim is allowed then the damages sustai: 
number of men in a certain explosion which oceurred s 
ago ought to be paid, about which there no more 
than there is about this. I regret very much that it 
my duty to insist upon the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minneso 
upon the point of order. Has the gentleman from ‘| 
thing to say upon the point? 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I do not see how it 
ble for this House, which after all merely wants evide: 
justice of the claim and the propriety of its paymen 
get evidence good as this again. These cases were : 
officers of { 
ment familiar with the facts personally investigatin 
the ground at that very time, and to delay the appro 


law 


is 


as 


| almost equivalent to denying the payment of the c! 


Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman from Texas 


| question? 


that the claims | 


those | 


I hope the gentleman 


Mr. 
Mr. 


SLAYDEN. 
TAWNEY. 


Certainly. 
Have you introduced a bill for t! 


| of these claims? 


Mr. 
had 


SLAYDEN. No, Mr. 
a little experience 
years I had a 
upon a contract 


Chairman; I have no 
in that line in this body thi 
claim from my district, made 
entered into with the Quarter 
United States Army in August, 1865, not a penny 
puted, every item of the account promptly certifie 
officer of the Government before whom it came thr 
nearly forty years certifying that it was just, that i 
ment had the services and the goods, and that it « 
paid, and yet the old man in whose favor that clain 
after struggling along in poverty for more than 
was on his deathbed before it passed. He heard 
minutes before his death that finally and with sha 
ness the Government of the United States had co 


ago. 


| him the principal of a debt which it had admitted 


| penny of interest. I 


had summer of 1865 and 


sir, that this is proba 


the 
admit, 


it owed him since 


| to the rules of the House, and that if the gentlen 


sir, 


but, 
this, 


order the item will go out, 
that just debts like 


his point of 


willing to agree small 


| though big to the poor people to whom they are 


| provided for in the general deficiency bill, 


where 


| properly belong. 


| Claims almost identical with his claim. 


do | 


Mr. TAWNEY. 
question again? 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Certainly. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I may say to the gentleman th: 
ber of bills on the Calendar reported from the ( 
The ge 
Nebraska, sitting at my right here, has a claim th 
identical with the claim presented by the gentl 
course, if the committee were to allow the clair 
in his amendment to go on the bill it would lk 
where, in order to be consistent, it would have t 


Will the gentleman from Te: 


| the only thing to do 


en- | 
the Committee | 
| tion mentioned I never got action on them. 


i gress I 
| favorably 


Mr. SLAYDEN. I hope the gentleman will lh: 
tune than I had. I had bills on the Calendar f 
mending payment of claims which had been b 
through the Committee on Claims, but, sir, with 
Cong! 
Congress after Congress i 
and { 


offered a bill; 
and placed upon the Calendar, 
Congress I was dehied the privilege of taking 
turn, and there is not a Member of the Hous‘ 


' know that the Calendar is the burial ground of t! 
| ‘ 
claimants. 


evidence | 


Two | 
han | 
| consin shall have 
caiine | 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 1 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Land for target range: For the purchase of 5,4! 
more or less, near Camp Douglas, in Juneau County, 
a target range for infantry and light artillery, $1 
That no portion of this sum shall be available un itil 
made a valid grant to the United 
to use the State encampment grounds near Camp Dou 
buildings thereon, for infantry and artillery practice \ 
United States so long as said grounds are “used and < 


for encampment purposes. 


\ 
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* CUSHMAN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- | probably profit very materially | t] irch rf 
| range— 
HAIRMAN. The gentleman from Washington offers an | $30,000. 

which the Clerk will report. | . General HuMPHrey. 1 




















’ dace follows: — ‘ 
q lerk read aS LOMOWS . rhe CHAIRMAN. W 
cB t tl nd of line 23, add a new para ipl is lows: | ihe general tl ' ‘ ' 
ee For the pu ce} s ft 1 tract ) l 1 ‘ . : , , 
be ‘ , hear Tacoma, Sta Wash- | Save a mom 30 
E { $230,000 Cy [ 
\ \ Mr. Chairman, I ré rye the point of ordet V 7 I 
y I i 
( I ‘ 
i] AN Mr. Chair this item sought to be cov-* or ! ) 
F. ? mnt ri} ye offs red was ¢ ‘ Oo! the tenis V \ 
3 1 in the timat nt by the War D it I t t t} 
7 3 } y +} + ) CT IRN \ 
eon » Ce ittee id] 1 1 I 2h 
\ . - ; : : : , 1 
i? had 1 ji lu .-¢ > , tes of t I 4 
y ’ ; 4 ] , } 
F | ! it that t Com on LD tions ‘ ol : 
: y the bill I vill s the | (‘] 
] ( 1 } t} In 1b ‘ 
{ 1 t ta » | it iS tor ritie but 5 oY 
Y> , ae | 
; | n ny { 
t 1 ] hat t ha been ! - I S { 
} t 11 » S ' i ) tare ) > | ? ) ; 
f en Whi ro ( { ] l 
+ 4 ] * i 
F ( ) [ S ( law 1 ) | 
~ a Ti , I nn I 
iI <7 t rar l on that ace ¢ i read foll . 
‘ = me} 1 sent un the ; 
. ‘) t ( I ‘ l to pu Adout o,VVU I 
PY l 1 S20 
, t SEs I do t think IT ought | ~ . 
{ : : g ' r. Bl IN of O ( 
e l 3 ] < Tere ; 
‘ ‘ 1+ 1 ] ‘| » VY r D t me “ 
é 1 7 ‘ Ty tt la ¢ n S230.000, 4 . . 
F I have off 1 seeks to rry out this ] 
; 1 
iment v e ado] | ‘ 
\Ty | } } ; 1 ’ — 
, me 4 I do rhe CHAIRMA I 
‘ - noin of « r pro 12 is } ‘ . 1 } 
; the reason that a t: range is 7 a 
Ar And I » wish to that tl . 
l l l hn tue ) ridtvion ! i ; Rt ise ‘ 7 : 
' oO} 1 1 } tha mittee } l » +a 
ttee had personal knowledge of 1 ' | < 
5 sion that, und le C1rculs ] « 
, } » wise to apnnre the n » oO hea 1 
19] ‘ T CT ¢ } i? VW lick > WmK% : : 
. wl 7 e > 
ro Lat V: it ' 
‘1s ! ( , Worden, 1 
if i ! But t $s not 
| mé : 
| is not de } hle 1 + iT)? } fro « 
is } of ‘ 1 now I ‘ 
} Ss he vi nity « » « ‘ral post 
troop 1 the matter of target prac { 
; » ¢ mittee felt that at this time it . 
. Li e 1 ppr pri t ) \T — ; 
“ACKER Does the gentle 1 withdraw his _ au 
y , VW o 
; Yes; I withdraw the point of ordet . 
CKER. Mr. Chairman, I re t. It strike ‘Tr RURTON 
’ : . - . 3 . 
IS NOT ! order Lt C one of the as ’ } 
f the Arn that n be “dd with A 
‘ . 
7 } } 
na ¢ unitiIOn u! I nase of s Xf ‘ vi 
+ » + +7 : 
tal i? Lice I Lhougcnt t eT ; Mir. BI \ 4 } 
| . 
y the ; 1dment was read that it was no 
. i 1+) 
care to até ite it, but I eall the attentio Ol , , ’ 
i ‘ \ 
uestion. 7 ‘ ‘ 
C , \ 
\N. Has the gentleman from Washington [Mr. Mr. MAN? ; 
ig to say on the point of order? ' 
4 x7 ’ il i ( I I 
\ VO, SIT. 1 
AN Massachusetts. I would like to ask the 
after appropriating $50,000 for his Mount | y..; 4), 
a . . AiSt, Lileil 
‘ does not think it would be better to keep this xy TTP ) : 
: ‘ ee s ; Ir. BI ON { ¢ ) ‘ $ 
‘ ion ? Otherwise vou will haust ) ii ¢ . 1 
d of a §] 
! e session of Congre b . Ar 4 ‘ ' 
\ ¢ tor} : } ' il LNG. i sa ‘ 
: \. that might be, but inasmuch as the War \ mp eo 1 
] ; ‘i i mLOWN ( i | 
» are suppose 1 to have the best infor io i * al ' 
recommended this appropriation, I offered the fW 3 aut] 
tars I ’ l 
ea mt » +} 
} Mr. Chairman, I w int to read the testi ny, ' ' ] 
x ; , vart of the ex] ( 3 
i, taken | re the committee: , 
next i is for land for t reget ran \ n Mr. MANN if it | 1 
oft iT ? ot lar l oft ‘ n") 7 S . 
: War, I have no ¢ 
: ) 41 e of Tac Mr. BURTON « ‘) { 
| Aloe" ttt | of the work of the ¢ 
ciub house at , which will ; 2 le WOrkK OF U1) 
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. tangle about salary. Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I think I will go out the: 
ose the services of this | should like to see a park where we have spent that much pn 
more work than anyone else | Mr. TAWNEY. If the gentleman will go out there he wy 
objection to any amendment ob- | longer take up the time of the House in asking questions 
n as regards salary. cerning conditions there. 
tleman from Ohio that my Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Well, our time here is pai 
that same remark | The Clerk read as follows: 
nsing ith their Chickamauga and Chattanooga National Park: For continu! 
establishment of the Chickamauga and Chattanooga Nation 
from Ohio if it is | for the compensation and expenses of two civilian commi 


surveys, clerical and other assistance, messeng 


ice of this Commls- penses, and all other necessary expenses; foundations for Sta 
nents; mowing; historical tablets, iron and bronze; iron gun « 
: Thar for roads and their maintenance, completing the inclosi 
] cular salary. here ; ’ “agua 
1 no regular salary the purchase of small tracts of lands, the purchase 


sation by the Secretar} as heretofore been authorized by law; in all, $30,000. 


Ss they ren seread and | Mr. TAWNEY. - Mr. Chairman, I move that the com: 
iry of War. | now rise. 
etion of the Si The motion was agreed to. 
The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker | 
the chair, Mr. Watson, Chairman of the ¢ 
le House on the state of the Union, report: 
mittee had had under consideration the bill H. 
the sundry civil appropriation bill—and had come t 
lution thereon. 


HUGH DONNELLY. 


ave was granted to withdraw from 
without leaving copies, the papers in 
ct the military record of Hug 
first session, no adverse re} 


REPRINT OF THE COPYRIGHT BILL. 


t the request of Mr. C 
print was ordered of the bill H. R. 18953—the copyri 


tleman in < 
repairs, and li 
Park? 


been in the park? REPORT OF COOLEY COMMISSION ON FREE PAS 


inimous consent, a 


I have not. Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I ask unanimous cons 
in the Recorp the report of the Cooley Commission 


ions as to the amendment of the free 
ugst other things it recommends an amendment 
the families of railroad employees, persons injured i 
nurses, and doctors to have free passes, which I t! 
body wants. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimou 
int in the Recorp the matter referred to. Is there « 
There was no objection. 
The matter referred to is as follows: 


erpts from reports of Cooley Interstate Commiss 
te Commerce Commission Report, March, 1889, t 


ES AND FREE TRANSPORTATION. 


the 8d of May the Commission entered upon an i 
ing free passage and free ssenger transportatl 
eived from time to time had given reason to believe t 
terstate transportation, or having some relation to i: 
ness, were issued to extent, at least. by some, if 
! ‘ailroad companies. Che intention of the Commission 

ivestigation general, covering all the interstate lines 
sure of other business compelled the postpone: 
estigation to a later period. As the investigatio 
eted, only a limited report upon the subject can 
esent time. 
INVESTIGATION HAD—RESULT. 


s first summoned were those operating 
; es—twenty-seven in all. They we 
id set forth the persons and cl 
severally issued free passes or fy! 
own officers and employees and t 
railroad companies, since Noven 
limitations connected therewith, wit 
Vb) se acts were done; and the 


INS RAILROADS. 


ntatives of all he companies summon 


vi ington, ant at except hree compa ilies 
mons, showin 
ersons té wh 
The three coi 
j r ans 


e¢ tive State 


STATEM NTS 


‘nuts filed by the 


e De 
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PASSES GIVEN TO WHOM. | EMPLOYI ’ FAMILIES SHOULI 
} 
vho have had free tr sportation, as shown by these | 
ed in the follow classes Railroad directs | The investi 1 a 
1. telegraph me news ¢ in age , officers « be g l ar ‘ 
I I f ex r as I sons | is fl ' 
‘ t a o tl } 5 atto ¢ rveon 1j ‘ 
‘ < on I t I pul t . t , 
i I es é red, Y } t ‘ 
( ly J id | « 
I shit 3, compl ental t} ‘ 
j oO pe ns on t I thet no reason t ‘ 
evoient 
l ted *& es stat hei 2 1 
( t tailway Mail Ser ( ls ¢ i ° 7" 
! ~ 
i D LAW OF 1887 
l 
the transporta i an 1 very limited 
r n 1 
1 atiol i i ince the i 
t t I very { ‘ I 
I f . 
g ed t > ld m to no rea n he ’ 
f. sue 3 e da in road acci 
‘ < > ‘ ( 1es a panies 
a © “ i + t 
é i I ‘ S] ed 1 ym ‘ 
\ I oO r pro right I 
i ‘ sé 1 ‘ T 
} ~ ! t 
Col I ( ing pal { - iI ot I ) i ' ot} 7 
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1 y | t id ‘ I 
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) y | the otner ¢ ss to w yn f » 
: ; ould m < t t ) i n ees ol 
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{ made the t 7 ir > hUL bb i ~ P; a I | 
S ¢ ignated ( n N t i Mr. WAC ™ 4 Sta 4 
; S lines and t ies, | ; 4 
} in t 1 nol 1 that t s da , 
tice! t ce ¢ I < le WSI s 
i ; 1 ‘ f 
I ral other classes wer small in pro { i } f 
resolutions 
Iw 4 COMM TAY : 
N H. J. Res 8. Jo ; 
ger num 3 ae | ea ) rs of State of ¢ 
col x i United St 3 7 
spap next in I i oe. % | o Poly ‘ ‘ 
Lew ira l se ) > 
_ 5 , 
F ANTIPASS , 188 Mount Dial ‘ ( 
. - ' 5 na of +) > 
framed to prol tp s of free t 3 bou ) 
f the f s of l Lic boun es thers 
powers, that had 1 in H. J. Re 62. J 
nd become « iorali 1 it en ‘ 
1 ' ié i ‘ 
n k of } DI l 
r and meat phi f t e is the | Lake Michiga ‘ : ( 
cho 1 in various way y « Loy Ys OTH l H. J. Res. 16¢ 
} i - p = lic ’ itior ¢ . 
lers of | if al iation by f dredging the cl . 
ion in treat passengers. ae 
larbor and ¢ { j 
PASSES—RI N WHY CONDEMNED . 
, H. J. Res. 170. J 
ersons who were 1 free w » a WT)? Yr} 
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’ who 1d pn 1 W iteve { ! 14 
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d others, trom whol f sses mi e ulid >_> 
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tne ive ia g or in giv 
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increase of pension to Louisa REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of t! 

wing titles were severally reported from committees, qd 

to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars th 

named, as follows: 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts, from the Committ 
Immigration and Naturalization, to which was referred t] 
of the Senate (S. 4403) to amend an act entitled “An 
regulate the immigration of aliens into the United State 
proved Mareh 38, 1908, reported the same with amendme 
James J. | COM anied by a report (No. 4912); which said bill and 
; were referred to the Committee of the Whole House 

state of the Union. 
Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committee on Rivers and Il: 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 171 
provide for a commission to examine and report concerni 
to vdi: : use by the United States of the waters of the Mississip 
fiowing over the dams between St. Paul and Minneapolis, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by 
(No. 4914); which said bill and report were referred to 
House Calendar 


pension cul 1 


of ] { asi 


of pension to Thom: 


ion to Virgina A. McKnight; 


se of pension to Solo 
of pension to 


ension to 


msion to i 


nsion 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS ANI 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Tnder clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and re 
following titles were severally reported from ¢ 
the Clerk, and referred to the Commi 
as follows: 
1S, from the Committee on Claims, to which 
bill of the Senate (S. 620% 2 relief 
rted the same withor 
.o. 4913) ; which said b 
alendar. 
from the Coe 
ed the bill of the 
Commodore Perry's 
moult amenament sccompan 


vhich said bill and report were referred 


BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND 


5 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, 


owing titles were introduced and s¢ 


STEENERSON: A bill (H. R. 20119) to : 
f Oslo, Marshall County, Minn., to co! 
g River of the North—to the ¢ 
ign Commerce. 
A bill (H. R. 20120) to regulate t} 


hin the District of Columbia—to th 


A bill (H. R. 20121) t 
Independent Order of Odd 
‘olumbia to sell, hold, and convey 
{ io the Committee on the District of Coh 
By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 20122 
imimunity of witnesses under the act entitled 
tion to testimony before the Interstate Commerce 
i so forth, approved February 11, 1893, and 
act to establish the Department of Commerce 
ved February 14, 1903, and an act entitled 
regulate commerce with foreign nation 
ates,” approved February 19, 19038, ane 


1 an 
aking appropriations for the legislatiy 


and judicial expenses of the Government for tl 
nding June 80, 1904, and for other purposes,” 
ruary 25, 1963—to the Committee on the ici 
sy Mr. WATSON: A bill (H. R. 20123) 
traveling expenses of the President of the 
the Committee on Appropriations. 
sy Mr. JENKINS: A joint resolution (H. 
transmit- | cerning railroad cars carrying United States mails 
trade condi- | mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
tate and | ty Mr. CURTIS: A resolution (H. Res. 574) 
messenger on the heayy mail wagon during the 1 
Labor, recom- | gress—toe the Committee on Accounts. 2 
f light vessel to be sta-| By Mr. WILLIAMS: A resolution (H. Res. 5 
equipped with other than | that certain accounts of the consuls at Tientsin 
it nterstate and Foreign 7 submitted to the House—to the Committee 0 


pri 


mower tO Lil 


and ordered to be nted, Affairs. 








RTHOLDT: 


) 


teu 


A 


Kuchler 


CONGRESS! 


VA 


TIONS. | 


BILLS AND RESOLI 
g XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
were introduced and severally referred as 


A bill (H. R. 20124) 


from the estate of Henry Grone 


to refund legacy 
to the | 


A bill (H. R. inting an increase | 


Invalid Pen- 


9n10> 
20125) 


gra 


-to the Committee on 


0126) granting an increase of pension to 
n tee on Invalid Pensions. 
A bill (H.R. 20127) granting a pension 


y—to the Committee on Pension 
IR: A bill (HH. R. 20128) to complete the nayal | 
k Ni: to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
MAN: A bill (HW. R. 20129) granting an in- 
» John Lemly—to the Committee on Invalid 
i. R. 20130) granting an increase of pension to 
the Committee 1 Invalid Pensions. 
ARMOND: A bill (Hl. R. 20131) granting a pen- 
. J. Thorn to the C nittee on Invalid Pen 
{ bill (H. R. 20182) granting an increase of 
wie to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
[: A bill (H. R. 20188) granting an increase 
M. Williams—to the Committee on Pen- 
\ bill (H. R. 20134) granting an increase 
| 1d Bostic—to the Committee on Invalid Pen 
Ii. R. 20135) granting an increase of pension to 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
NS: A bill CH. R. 20186) granting an increase 
D. Wells—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


4 


Murry 
IWLAND: A 
of Co 


1 


\ bill (Hf. R. 


bill (H. R. 20137) nting an increase of 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
bill (H. R. 201388) to correct the 


rad Hyne—to the Committee on Military 


or 





A bill 


to 


(EH. RB. 
the 


20159) granting a pension 
on Invalid Pen- 


ney Committee 


20140) granting an increase of pension to 
o the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
20141) granting a pension to 

Invalid Pensions. 
granting a Paul BE. Me- 
n Invalid Pensions. 


20143) 





» Committee on 


20142) pension to 


granting an increase of pension to 


‘ol tee on Invalid Pensions. 
20144) to remove the charge of desertion 


ff Allen Moore—to the Committee on 


20145) granting an honorable discharge to 


he Committee on Military Affairs. 

SON of South Carolina: A bill (HH. R. 
nerease of pension to Harriet C. Kenney— 
Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 20147) for the relief of the 


J. W. Wilkins, late 


t+4 
itt 


of Prince William 
i ee on War Claims. 

bill (H. R. 
Committee 


on Pensions. 


A bill (HL. R. 20149) to reinstate Kenneth 
lieutenant in the Navy—to the Committee 
Missouri: A bill (H. R. 20150) for the re 


inlander 


x 


to the Committee on War Claims 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
ie Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
Petition of 150 members of Alpha Lodge, 
notive Firemen, of Baraboo, Wis., pro- 
on of conference report on railway rate 
to railway employees and their families 


Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
ELD: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 


reise of pension to John P. Wilhelm—teo 
lid Pensions, 


T ECORD—HOUSE 
NAL RECORD www LN LU bide 


20148) granting a pension to | 


| By Mr. 




















Also, resolution of National Ex 
tional Geli me in All ( ( 
study immigration qu i 
and Natural tion. 

Also, resolution Immigt 
passage of Senate bill 4403, f 
the ¢ i lL ini igi t | Lita \ 

By LL « Ce g ] : 

18085, f ef of First Georg Si i 
tee on Wi e.4 ] - 

By Mr BI | | ( | 
Executive Cou N 
f ad col 
C e on im! 

BURI So 
= 1 ( 
the Committe 1 J I 

By Mr. ARMOND e 
pension t rtha J. ( 
Pensions. 

b Mr. DUNWELL: Petition of I 
Leagu in sel : LN bi ( 
mig! ) » 1 ( on |] 
tio 

A! pe ion of \ i » Al . 1 | 
sale of liquors at Nat il Soldiers’ T ) 
on Militar Affair 

By Mr. GAINES of 7 
ford, deeea l ] l ( 

Claims; also, h of | ( ( 
retel ice f ! to (¢ L 4 
War Clai 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Resolution of 
of the National Ger Ay 1 A 
sion to study immigration qu 
gration and Natural: 

Also, resolution of |] on ] I 
passage of Senate bill No. 4 ol 
to the Committee gn Immigration and } 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: I of kk < 
manufacturing plants against passage of eight-l 
the following cities: Mesha 1, Ind \\ 
idence, R. I.; Fostoria, Ohio; Brid A +e 
Chieago, Lll.; St. Louis, Mo.; Ne York, N. ¥ 
Ind.; Menominee, Mich.; Have ill, M i 
Wells, Mich.; Metuchen, Ohio; Cleveland, O] 
Fla.; Elmira, N. Y¥.; Rockford, 111 Peace D 
mont, W. Va.; Philadelphia, Pa.; ¢ ton, O 

ark, N. J., and York, Pa. » the ¢ 


N. Y¥.; New 


Rules. 

By Mr. HEDGE: Pet n of Prait ( e, ] 
Friends igainst 1 increased 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HIGGINS: Pei n of J al I 
Teamsters l l, Danbury, nn. i or of 
to the Committee on the Jud 

Also, petition of New H 
in favor of bill H. R. 18752—to the ¢ O 

By Mr. KELIHER: Prot 6 is J. ] | 
David E. Ellis, Ferdinand Strauss, M is Kk 
Schwartz, Louis Gordon, Jacob Zehler, L. <A. ¢ 

}. Fitzgerald, M. I. Cohan, Max. Mitc! i. 


Rubenstein, against Gard 
Immigration and N 
‘EY: Pet FO. N. Jol 


( 
1 law and 


] 
Phillip 
Committee on 

by Mr. Lz 
for pure-foo 
on Agriculti 
B Mr. LILLEY: Petiti d telegrams fr 
> ‘ if ‘ ( ’ . . . ' 





Lac Cc. E. Wolf 1d 400 s y 

onfe! e report on r bill proh | 
loyees 1d their fan s—to the ¢ itt l 
i reign Commerce. 

By Mr. MARTIN: Petition of 1 way empl 
Dakota, protesting against adopt 1 of fe 
rate bill prohibiting granting of p 3 t 
heir families—to the Committee on Interstate 


Commerce. 

Also, petition of citizens af 
inspection of meats—to the Committee on Agri 

MURPHY: Pa 

granting an increase of pension to Jacks D 
to mpany bill H. R. 12919, granting 
| to Alban E. Bentley; also papers to a 
| granting an increase of pension 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Oo! 


pers 


aAect 


to John HH. Mor 


wee 


we 





CONGRE 


V¢ 
re) 


bill H. R. 12928, granting an in- 
soner; also, papers to accompany 
ase of pension to Henry A. 
bill H. R. 12918, granting an 
Vermillion—to the Committee on 


1ricrTe 


IRSON 
n 


Comittee on 


of South 


Increase 


Carolina: 
of pr 
Pensions. 


bill If. R. 


nsion to Henrietta 
19126, for the relief of 
accompany bill H. R. 19141, for the 

Johnson; also, papers to accompany Dill 
19139, for relief of Michael De Louch—to the Committee 


ACCOMPANY 


TS TO 


S 


PPERT: 


the National German- 


of the national executive 
American Alliance, in regard 
rration commission—to the Com- 
Natutalization. 
ion of John Wade, of Chenoa, IIL, 
leral m of slaughtering 
Agriculture. 


sota: Protest ef 


= . ae 
nesolution 


1t of an Immisg 


ition and 
inspecti 
e on 

Minnes Minnesota State 
of eight- 


igainst 


Exchanges, : 
mittee on Labor. 
of North Carolina: 


ving 


passage 


Papers to accompany 
admission to the Pay 
of N. N. Pierce—to 


ige limit for 
i Navy in the ¢a 
val Affairs. 

Miss 


S Se 


tee on N: 
WOOD of 
* John HH. 


uri: Papers to a 


ecompany bill for the 
to the Committee on Claims. 
SENATE. 
Tr 12, 1906. 


. CHARLES CUTHBERT HALL, D. D., of the city of 


ESDAY, Jui 


pre *e€ ded 


1 On 


to read the Journal of yesterday’s 
st of Mr. HALe,“and by unanimous 
was dispensed with. 

The Journal stands approved. 


iei reqgue 


irther reading 
"PRESIDENT. 
ON ALASKAN SCHOOLS, ETC. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in re- 
{to a resolution of the Ist instant, a letter from the Com- 
ioner of Kducation, together with the commentary of that 
ron the report of Special Agent Churchill, regarding edu- 
n in Alaska and the domestication of reindeer in the dis- 
of Alaska; which, on motion of Mr. GALLINGER, was, with 
ving paper, ordered to lie on the table and be 


i 
io-] 


REPORT 


E-PRESIDENT. On June 11 the Chair laid before 
a message from the President of the United States, 
ting the reports of ‘ial Agent Frank C. Churchill, 
ing the of educational and school service 
nugement of the reindeer service in the district of Alaska, 
ordered be printed, together: with the 
the ss a map, which, if there be no ob- 
will be ordered printed in connection with the reports. 


Spec 
COndiTION 
1S to 


tMnVviIng saline as 


GOVERNMENTAL AID FOR CALIFORNIA. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from Ifon. George C. Pardee, governor of California, trans- 
tting copy of his message to the legislature now sitting in 
extraordinary session, expressing the gratitude of the people 
of California to the Senate of the United States for the very 
olmMpt and generous response made to their appeal by the Govy- 
of the United States and all the officers, officials, and 
ents connected therewith; which, with the accompany- 

r, was ordered to lie on the table. 


APPROPRIATION 
HALE. I 
resolution from the House of Representatives supplying 
a deficiency in an appropriation for the postal service. 

The joint resolution (H. J. Res. 172) to supply a deficieney in 
an appropriation for the postal service was read the first time 
by its title. 

Mr. HALE. I 
passage. 

The joint resolution was read the second time at length, 
follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That there 
is h vy appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, the sum of $80,000, to supply a deficiency in the appro- 


FOR POSTAL SERVICE. 
Mr. 


wont 


ask 


ask that the joint resolution be put on its 


0 
*o} 
erel 
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Papers to accom- | 


C. |} 


and | 


reports. | 


the Chair to lay before the Senate the 
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priation for the manufacture of stamped envelopes and newspaper 
pers for the fiscal year 1966. 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee ef tly 


Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 
The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without a 
| ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and p 
MESSAGE FROM THE 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Ww, 
Brow NING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had | 
the bill (S. 4876) to quitclaim all the interest of the Unj 
States of America in and to a certain lot of land lying in 
District of Columbia and State of Maryland to heirs of Joly 
Rives, deceased, with an amendment, in which it request 
concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed 
following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of 

| Senate: 

H.R. 180. An 
road NW.; 

H. R. 4464. An act to classify the officers and members of 
fire department of the District of Columbia, and for oth 
Poses 5 

H. R. 12086. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to inc 
porate the Washington and Western Maryland Railroad (| 


YALLY 5 
. H. R. 12517, An act granting a pension to William Bay 
H. R. 14511. An act amendatory of an act entitled “An ac 
provide for payment of damages on account of changes of gr 
due to the construction of the Union Station, District of ¢ 
bia,” approved April 22, 190-4; 
| LH. R. 14806. An act to amend the Code of Law for the Dist 
of Columbia relating to interest and usury; 
| H. R. 16483. An act requiring certain places of business in 
| District of Columbia to be closed on Sunday ; 
Hl. R. 16868. An act for the prevention of scarlet fever, di 


theria, measles, whooping cough, chicken pox, epidemic cerebr 


HOUSE, 


ed 


act authorizing the extension of Ka 


ve: 


spinal meningitis, and typhoid fever in the District of Columbia; 


H. R. 17452. An act to provide for payment of damages 
account of changes in grade due to the elimination of gr: 
crossings on the line of the Philadelphia, Baltimore and W; 
ington Railroad Company ; 

H. R. 18716. An act to extend the authority of the Commi 
sioners of the District of Columbia over all street railway « 
panies operating in the streets of the city of Washington; 

H. R. 19642. An act to regulate the keeping of employn 
agencies in the District of Columbia where fees are charg 
for procuring employment or situations; and 

H. R. 19682. An act authorizing the Commissioners 
District of Columbia to permit the extension and construciici 
of railroad sidings in the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes. 


of 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message further announced that the Speaker of the 
had signed the following enrolled bills, and they were thereupon 
signed by the Vice-President: 

S.6. An act granting an increase of pension to Ella N. 
vey ; 

S.20. An act granting ¢ 


TIS 


[ar- 


in increase of pension to Edward Hig 


gins; 
Os 
215. 
90 


o ame). 


Ss. An 
Ss An 


act granting an increase of pension to Elias Phelps: 
act granting an increase of pension to Thomas KR. 


» 
. 


ol 


An act to prohibit aliens from fishing in the waters 


An act granting an increase of pension to George k. 
S. 586. An 
Sanborn; 
S. 663. An 
S. 66S. An 
Rassbach ; 
S. 722. An 
Carney ; 
.772. An act granting a pension to Annis Bailey ; 4 
911. An act granting an increase of pension to Julius A. 


* . * Viper V 
Ss act granting an increase of pension to Corydon W. 
act granting a pension to Joseph Ellmore; 
act granting an increase of pension to John ©. 


yhert 


act granting an increase of pension to I 


i i , son to Edwin 
An act granting an increase of pension to dw 


An act granting an increase of pension to \\ liam A. 

Zowles; 
S. 1256. 

Moore: 
S. 1264. 


Shiney ; 


Lewis D. 


An act granting an increase of pension to 


to Joseph 


An act granting an increase of pension 








1906. 





s (428. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
43. An act granting an increase of pension to Hiram C. 
< 1510. An act granting an increase of pension to Byron K. 
< 1570. An act granting an increase of pension to Lydia A. 
Johnson ; s . 7 ; 
“44. An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
L. W. Bailey ; . ; 
s 1949. An act granting an increase of pension to David T. 
s 1855. An act granting an increase of pension to James J. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Solomon H. 


sg 9008, An act granting a pension to Virginia A. McKnight; 


s 29032, An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas F. 
St S; 

39179, An act granting an increase of pension to G. Annie 
G oS . . . . 

s 2429, An act granting an increase of pension to James 


s 29419. An act granting an increase of pension to William H. 


s 9728. An act granting an increase of pension to Louisa 


s “791. An act granting an increase of pension to John Lindt; 


3 9952. An act granting a pension to Bridget Manahan. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
VICE-PRESIDENT presented a memorial of Local Divi- 
No. 90, Brotherhood of Railway Conductors, of Judson, 
onstrating against the adoption of a certain amend- 
the so-called “ railroad rate bill” to prohibit the issu- 
e of passes to railroad employees and their families; which 
ordered to lie on the table. 
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Mr. KNOX presented memorials of Lodge No. 561, Brother- | 


hood of Firemen, of 
of Trainmen, of 
l'rainmen, of 


Pottsville; Lodge No. 
Shamokin; Lodge No. 683, 
Youngwood; Ledge No. 552, 

Tyrone; Lodge No. 11, 
Car Builders, and Railway 


541, Brotherhood 
Brotherhood of 
Brotherhood of Fire- 


Mechanics of America, 


srotherhood of Car Inspectors, | 
of Phila- | 


delphia; Order of Railway Telegraphers, of Lewistown; sun- | 


ees of the Pennsylvania Railroad, of Pittsburg, all 

ie State of Pennsylvania, remonstrating against the adop- 

n certain amendment to the so-called “ railroad rate bill ” 

prohibit the issuance of passes to railroad employees and 
their families; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Paddock, of 


. KEAN presented the petition of John R. 
East O ze, N. J., and the petition of George W. Smith and 


sundry other citizens of Orange, N. J., praying for an investiga- 
on 0 charges made and filed against Hon. REED SMoor, a 
Sf 


‘om the State of Utah; which were ordered to lie on 


Mr. SCOTT presented a petition of sundry citizens of New 


Cumberland, W. Va., praying for an investigation of the charges 


miside | filed against Hon. Reep Smoot, a Senator from the 
Ss i Uiah; which was ordered to lie on the table. 
FRENCH MERCHANT MARINE. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Under date of June 9 the Acting Sec- 
re f the Treasury forwarded to me a translation of a re- | 
cent law « erning the French merchant marine, promulgated 
by lent of the French Republic April 19, 1906, which 

S$ pre | in the Office of Naval Intelligence of the Navy De- 

It is a brief document and is of such general inter- 
est that | venture to ask that it be printed as a Senate docu- 

VI PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Vin 


SCOTT, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 

I us, 1 om was referred the bill (S. 5446) for the relief 

‘ohn Hudgins, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
rt thereon. 

LINGHAM, from the Committee on tte Judiciary, to 

referred the bill 

haturalization, reported it with amendments, and 


Di 


a oda report thereon. 

Rann \ from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
7 a ee referred the bill (S. 6075) to regulate the 
withor er carriers in free-delivery offices, reported it 


liment, and submitted a report thereon. 
XL 520 


(H. R. 18713) to validate certain | 
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Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Finance, to whom 


was 

referred the bill (H. R. 15071) to proy ide means for the le of 

internal-revenue stamps in the island of Porto Rico, reported it 
without amendment. 

Mr. CLAPP, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 


ferred the bill (S. 2781) for the relief of Philip Loney, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon 
Mr. FRAZIER, from the Committee on C1] 


aims, to whon 
referred the bill (H. R. 3997) for the relief of John A. Meror 


reported it without amendment, and submitted a report ther nl. 


Mr. TILLMAN, from the Committee on Naval Affairs. to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 14975) amending chapter 
863, volume 31, of the Statutes at Large, reported it w ut 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MALLORY, from the Committee on Naval Affairs. to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 15140) to remove tl! i 


of desertion from the nayal record of John MeCauk 
John H. Hayes, reported it without amendment, and su (ted 
a report thereon. 


REAPPOINTMENT OF MIDSHIPMEN. 

Mr. HALE. I am directed by the Committee on Naval Af 
fairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 6109) authorizi: the 
reappointment of midshipmen recently dismissed from the Naval 
Academy for hazing, to report it favorably without amend 
I should like to have the bill passed now. 












The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for the infor- 
mation of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the President be, and he is her 
ized and empowered to reappoint such of the midshipm«e 
Academy recently dismissed for hazing ¢ n his jud f 
reappointed without prejudice to the eres of en 
Provided, That each midshipman so reappointed shall b o 
the class below that of which he was a mem V d ! 
shall take rank therein according to the multiple formerly « 
him while a member of the class which he shall enter 
reappointment: And provided further, That midship: ) ed 
sh be treated as additional to the number of midshipr 


thorized by law. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there 
consideration of the bill just read? 
Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, I should like 


objection to the pré 


from Maine give us some explanation of the bill. It |] 
me as though if we pass this bill we might as well give up 
trying to control young men at Annapolis, and that we would 


turn the academy over to their tender mercies. 
Mr. HALE. It was found, as a result of the examinations at 


Annapolis, that there were several cases of technical 





dience, which, under the then existing law, could only be pun 
ished by expulsion. There were a number that a] 1 to 
everyone as being cases where the punishment was too extrs 

and steps were taken and investigations made by the Scere 
tary of the Navy in reference to those cases. At first a bill 
was introduced naming the midshipmen who might be restored 
because of the punishment being so far beyond the technical and 


small offense. 


The committee on examination, after conference with the I 


partment and on the suggestion of the President, concluded to 
report this bill, leaving the entire subject-matter to the S« 
tary and the President, or formally to the President. So 
stead of its being fought out here on a bill naming ms 
whole matter is sent for examination to the Department, « ) 
the President. 

It will clearly apply only—and in that we may trust tl 
executive officers—to cases where the Se r fren \ 
ginia and I would agree that the extreme punish: 
pulsion from -the academy and from a_ chose ) 
which the young men have entered should not be ( 

I have no doubt it is a wise measure, and it do 
result will be seen hereafter, in any way tend to en 
hazing. 

Mr. SCOTT. I know the Senator from Maine is very care 
and no doubt he has given this subject very careful consid 
tion in committee. During the trial of the young 1 
since the court-martial preceedings have been made publ 
conversation with officers of the Naval Acad: 
told me that the fact that we restored some 
a year or two ago who had been dismissed for | ! 
the cause of the revolt, as you might call it, o 
mination on the part of these youngsters to disregard 
of the academy; that we, as legislators, wer 
the conduct and the violation of the rules of the N: l 
whereby these young men took upon themselves to 
manding officers and to prescribe rules that the - 
bers entering the academy should be expected to li 

Now, Mr. President, are we again going to restore th young 
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men to their classes in the Naval Academy and then again have 
the spectacle of ordering a court-martial to try the same young 
men, or others whe will be encouraged by the fact that they 
can disobey the laws laid down to them for the government 
the academy, with the expectation on their part, judging 
future by the past, that they will say to themselves, “ We 
restored; we have influence enough to restore us again 
to the academy.” 

Mr. President, I certainly am at this moment opposed to the 
passage of the bill, unless the Senator from Maine, or others, 
can convince me that I am wrong. I do not want to lay a 
straw in the way of a young man who is deservingly entitled to 
be restored, but I have no doubt some of these young men 
should be kept out. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. PENROSE. I should like to interrogate the Senator 
rom Maine. I was unable to attend the committee meeting at 

ill was acted on. 


} 
Lue 


can be 


Is there objection to the present 


h the | 


the future? 


Mr. HALE. It applies only to the present conditions. 


Let me state further, which perhaps I in my desire not to | : : , ; 
; ye : ; -, | unanimous consent f he immediate s ‘ ei 
of the time of the Senate ought to have said | © — oo or t : te consideration of 


e up too much 


I should like to ask whether it is | : i 1 
‘ly retroactive or whether it refers alee to canes occurring | Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 6375) 
ply 1 active or W Ss as © | ing lands in the former Uintah Indian Reservation to the cop- 
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re, that I agree with the Senator from West Virginia that | 
estoration by act of Congress of the cadets a year or more | 


ago was a mistake. 
did vote for it and it got through only by great opportunity. 
In this case it was found in the trial of these midshipmen 
that such was the fixed and 
ightest offense all had to be expelled. 
‘re ought to be some elasticity ; 
in act to remedy that and allow graded punishment, so 
‘or slight, merely nominal, hazing the punishment of de- 
and lowering of rank ean be resorted to. 
. MALLORY. Will the Senator from Maine allow me to 
a sug tion to him? I suggest to the Senator that when 
len were convicted there was no accepted definition of 
at the Annapolis Academy, and anything that might 
istrued into hazing was s 
All of that was attended to by the statute which 
hazing would mean, and making the 


not 


Everybody realized 


that the 


Su eS 


ssiblv be col 
Mr. HALE. 

ssed fixing what 
1eNt elastic. 

s bill, I will say to the Senator from Pennsylvania, is 

ded only ly and will only apply to the cases where 

have enacted these midshipmen would not 

The extreme cases—or real, hard, unjustifi- 

hazing—would never come under this act. It 

pply only to the midshipmen who, if the law 

That is 


+ 


to 


we 


an 
ay} 


the law 
been expelled 
e, brutal, cruel 
e made to ; 
hn as now would not have been expelled. 
y ject of the Dill. 
\icCUMBER. Mr. President 
VICE-PRESIDENT. Does 
li to the Senator from North Dakota? 
HALE. I yield to the Senator. 
McCUMBER. 
‘ected by this measure, and, secondly, whether these 
ersons were convicted of what we understand to be hazing? 
Mir. HALE. They were convicted of what at that time was 
; but in all these cases that will be treated by the Execu- 
» offense was very slight; still it was hazing. There are, 


the Senator from Maine 


M1 
Mr. 


il be all 


and the committee has thought it better that it be 
h administratively rather than that we should select 


That was a pronounced case of bad hazing. | 


ironclad statute that for the | 


and since then we have | 


» construed necessarily. | 
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and Marine Corps advanced at any time under the provisions 
of sections 1506 and 1605 for eminent and conspicuous conduct 
in battle, to report it favorably without amendment. [I ea}! 
attention of the senior Senator from Louisiana to the bill, 

Mr. McENERY. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill just reported by the Senator from 
California. 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consig. 
eration. It provides that officers of the Navy and Marine Corps 
advanced in rank for eminent and conspicuous conduct in jt. 
tle or extraordinary heroism, and who since such advanceiment 
have been or may hereafter be promoted, shall from the date of 
the passage of this act be carried as additional numbers of each 
grade in which they serve. 

The bill was reported to the Senate witkout amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


UINTAH RESERVATION LAND FOR MISSIONARY PURPOSES. 
Mr. SUTHERLAND. I am directed by the Committee on 


grant- 


he 


poration of the Episcopal Church in Utah, to report it favorably 
without amendment, and I submit a report thereon. I ask 
he bill, 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its eon- 
sideration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

COURTS IN TENNESSEE. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I am directed by the Committee 
Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 19150) 
change and fix the time for holding the circuit and district 
courts of the United States for the middle district of Tennessee, 
in the southern division of the eastern district of Tennessee at 
Chattanooga, and the northeastern division of the e 
trict of Tennessee at Greeneville, and for other purposes, to re- 
port it favorably without amendment. 

Mr. FRAZIER. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill just reported by the Senator from 
Texas, 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its con- 
sideration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without xmendn 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and pass 

Mr. FRAZIER. I move that the bill (S. 6149) to c! 
fix the time for holding the cireuit and district courts of 
United States for the middle district of Tennessee, 
southern division of the eastern district of Tennessee at 


ern dis- 


n, the 


| tanooga, and the northeastern division of the eastern district 


I wish to ask the Senator, first, how many | 


| for a reconnoissance and preliminary survey of a land 


as was originally proposed, those to whom the bene- | 


is statute should apply. 
feCUMBER. 
t] bill 
“s; we make it greater for the purpose of se- 
hese who have been punished by being 
applies only to them. 


led from t] vol; and it 
Mr. HALE. I! pplies 
tra numbers. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. Is the 
nsideration of the bill? 

There objection, the 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the S« 


re objection to the present 


nate without amendment, or- 


dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, | 


<< 7 
ssed. 


and pa 


ADVANCEMENT OF NAVAL OFFICERS. 
Mr. PERKINS. 


Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 17663) to extend 


the provisions of the act of March 3, 1901, to officers of the Navy | United States be, and hereby is, amended in section 


to them, and they are put on as | : - : 
, 7 I | port back favorably, with an amendment, the bill (H. R. 


| to amend the internal-revenue laws so as to provid 


And I understand also that by the pro- | 
we increase the number this year—that is, | 
| dered to a third reading, read the third time, and pas 


| Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its 


| 


I am directed by the Committee on Naval | 


bill was considered as in Com- | Present consideration. : 


| line 12, to strike out the word “ person” and insert 


Tennessee at Greeneville, and for other purposes, be ind 
postponed. 
The motion was agreed to. 
MAIL AND PACK TRAIL IN ALASKA. 
Mr. NELSON. I am directed by the Committee on 
tories, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 17510) to | 


rye 


Terri- 
rovide 
ute for 


nana 


a mail and pack trail from the navigable waters of tle ‘I 


( ; { ; ee a | River to the Seward Peninsula in Alaska, and for other pur- 
k, seven or eight of them in all, in different parts of the | 


poses, to report it favorably without amendment, and I submit 
a report thereon. I ask for the present consideration of the 
bill. 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no obj mn, th 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to ynSid- 
eration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amen 


tue 


ent, or- 
A 


INTERNAL-REVENUE RECORDS. 
Mr. HANSBROUGH. From the Committee on f'n »t . 
> 14 Mya) 
A nioih- 
r puyv 
its 


oc tor 


licity of its records. It is a very short bill, and I 


the 
t 


The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objectio! 


consid- 


eration. 
The amerdment of the Committee on Finance was, 02 P's! 


‘6 ny ssecul- 
ing officer of any State, county, or municipality ;” so as to mast 


the bill read: 


etntes of the 
Be it enacted, ete., That chapter 3 of the Revised Stat t 


3240, so as tv read: 








1906. 


——— 


2240. Each collector of internal revenue shall, under regula- 
of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, place and aoe con- 
' sly in his office, for public inspection, an alphabetical list of 
‘ ames of all persons who shall have paid special taxes within his 
a sot. and shall state thereon the time, place, and business for which 
: al taxes have been paid, and upon 3 a age of any prose- 
, officer of any State, county, or municipality he shall furnish a 
ed copy thereof, as of a public record, for which a fee of $1 for 
0 words or fraction thereof in the copy or copies so requested 
charged.” 
amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
yendment was concurred in. 
The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 





( A 


Le da third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

| title was amended so as to read: “A bill to amend the in- 
ternal revenue laws so as to provide for certified copies of cer- 
til “( ords.” 


JAMES N. 
Mr. HEMENWAY. 


ROBINSON AND SALLY B. M’COMB. 


I am directed by the Committee on Claims, 
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| was referred to the Committee on Appro} 


to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10610) for the relief of | 


James N. Robinson and Sallie B. McComb, to report it favor- | 
ably with an amendment, and I submit a report thereon. I 
ask for the immediate consideration of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for the in- 


formation of the Senate. 
The Secretary read the bill. 


Mr. HEMENWAY. There is an amendment of the Committee 
on Claims, striking out “ five thousand dollars” and inserting 


“twenty-five hundred dollars.” 


Mr. CULBERSON. I should like to ask the Senator in charge 
of the bill if this is a unanimous report from the committee? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I am directed by the Committee on 
Claims to report the bill. 
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priate $3,705 to enable the Secretary of the Interior to returt 
twenty-two pupils heretofore in the United States Indian School, 
Carlisle, Pa., to their respective homes in Alaska, ete., intended 
to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; 
which, with the accompanying memorandum, was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
He also submitted an amendment relative to the Eskimos, 
Indians, Aleuts, and other natives of Alaska, intended to be 
proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which 


riations, 


and ordered 
to be printed. 


WITHDRAWAL OF 


PAPERS—JACOB A. WARD. 
On motion of Mr. SuTHERLAND, it was 
Ordered, That the papers in the c: of Jacob A. Ward be withdrawn 
from the files of the Senate, no ad report having been 1 l the 
bill (S. 3268) 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills were cevy« 


‘ally read twice 
and referred to the Committee 


on the District of 


by their titles, 
Columbia : 


H. R. 180. An act authorizing the extension of Kalorama road 
nw 
H. R. 4464. An act to classify the officers and members of the 


fire department of the District of Columbia 
poses ; 

H. R. 12086. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to in- 
corporate the Washington and Western Maryland Railroad Com- 
pany ;” 

H. R. 14511. An act amendatory of an act entitled “An a 


, and for other pur- 


act To 
provide for payment of damages on account of changes of grade 
due to the construction of the Union Station, District of Colum 


»)*) 


bia,” approved April 1904 ; 
H. R. 14806. An act to amend the Code of Law 


for the Dis- 
| trict of Columbia, relating to interest and usury ; 
H. R. 16483. An act requiring certain places of business in 


Mr. CULBERSON. Is it a unanimous report? 
Mr. HEMENWAY. It was not a unanimous report. There | 


were two yotes in the Committee on Claims against the report. | 


Mr. CULBERSON. Let the bill go over until to-morrow. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
placed on the Calendar. 


Under objection, the bill will be | 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. FLINT introduced a bill (S. 6443) authorizing and di- | 
recting the Seeretary of the Interior to sell to the city of Los 
Angeles, Cal, certain public lands in California ; 


and granting 
rights in, over, and through the Sierra Forest Reserve, the Santa 
Barbara Forest Reserve, and the San Gabriel Timber Land 
Reserve, California, to the city of Los Angeles, Cal.; which 
\ 
] 


as read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on | trict of Columbia to permit the extension and construction of 


| railroad sidings in the District of Columbia 


iblie Lands. 

Mr. WARNER introduced a bill (S. 6444) to authorize the 
‘ichita Mountain and Orient Railway Company to construct 
and operate a railway through the Fort Sill Military Reserva- 
tion, and for other purposes ; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Mr 


title, and rv 


T l 
ic 


ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
so introduced a bill (S. 
] to Gideon Howell, alias Judson Howell; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

rALIAFERRO introduced a bill (S. 6447) to authorize 


the aj tment of Acting Asst. Surg. George R. Plummer, 
United States Navy, as an assistant surgeon in the United 
States Navy; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
: ng papers, referred to the Committee on Naval 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 6448) to authorize the 
Grand ] of the Independent Order of Odd Fellows of the 
Distr Columbia to sell, hold, and convey certain real es- 
tat as read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
luittee on the District of Columbia. 

A} MENTS TO SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. STONE submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate So0.000 for the repairing and completion of the public 
build St. Joseph, Mo., intended to be proposed by him to 
a b vil appropriation bill; which was ordered to be 
Y (, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
I tee propriations. 

_ .) \NIKENY submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
lake ) for the purchase of a tract of land at American | 
. ; .¥ tacoma, Wash., to be used as a target range, intended 
whic ed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; 
eance referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
s printed. 


‘.LLER submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 


. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 6445) to correct the mili- | 
‘ecord of George W. Parker; which was read twice by its | 


the District of Columbia to be closed on Sunday ; 

H. R. 16868. An act for the prevention of scarlet fever, diph- 
theria, measles, whooping cough, chicken pox, epidemic cerebro 
spinal meningitis, and typhoid fever in the District of Columbia; 

H. R. 17452. An act to provide for payment of damages 
account of changes in grade due to the elimination of grade 
crossings on the line of the Philadelphia, Baltimore and Wash- 
ington Railroad Company ; 

H. R. 18716. An act to extend the authority of the Commis- 


on 


sioners of the District of Columbia over all street-railway com- 
panies operating in the streets of the city of Washington: and 


H. R. 19682. An act authorizing the Commissioners of the Dis- 


, and for other pur- 
poses. 


H. R. 12517. An act granting a pensien to William Bays was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 


| sions. 
ITEMS IN CONFERENCE REPORTS. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I was absent from the 
Chamber on yesterday when the Senator from Texas Mr. 


6446) granting an increase of | 


| 
| 
| 


| of the late Vice-President Hol: 


3AILEY] made a point of order against an item in the conference 
report on the Indian appropriation bill. 


I did not hear the debate, but I have read it with great in- 
terest in the CONGRESSIONAL Recorp of this morning. I notice 
that in that debate the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr 
Lopce], a2 member of the Committee on Rules, a very wis« 
parliamentarian, quoted from a decision rendered by the late 
Vice-President Hobart to sustain his contention that a point of 
order can properly lie in the Senate against an item in a con 

| ference report on an appropriation bill. 

I remember, Mr. President, the very interesting discussion 
which took place at that time, the date being July 21, 1897, 
and I recall very clearly the decision of Vice-President Hobart 
on that question. I was surprised to note in the Recorp that 
the Senator from Massachusetts contended that the de on of 
Vice-President Hobart was in favor of the contention that a 
point of order would lie against an item in the conference 
report on an appropriation bill, my recollection being to the 
contrary. 

I have taken the liberty, Mr. President, to go back to the 


RecorpD, and I have very carefully read and reread the decisii 
at that time. I 


rth 
rt made 


want 


| to say that it confirms absolutely the view I then held and sim 


| 


| 





have held that in this body a point of order does not lie : 
an item in a conference report. 
The decision of the late Vice-President 


st 


is not very lengthy, 


and if Senators do not object I should like to have it read by 
the Secretary. There are two sentences in it, however, that it 
seems to me decide the contention absolutely in favor of thos¢ 
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who hold that a point of order would not lie. 
insta 


He said, for 
the action of 
rence has that power. 


had agai: 


the Senate upon the vote taken upon concur- 


Chair decides that the point is not well taken. 
1t would seem to settle it. Perhaps it is just as well that 
[ shall ask that the entire opinion as rendered by the late Vice- 
President be printed in the Recorp without reading. I have 
marked it in the bound volume. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
‘The matter referred to is as follows: 


I Vicr-PRESIDENT. 


The Chair has not the opportunity to look up 


the precedents that may exist on similar points of order made | 


ore to the relevaney of items like the one in question contained 

ference report. The present occupant of the chair feels that it 

ry amendment made in conference is germane to the original bill, 
to the amendments made in either House or both 

er a conference report as submitted to the Senate contains new 

‘oper or irrelevant matter. 
es of the Sena 
ls the attention of 


mane 


at this conference report has been adopted by one 
ted shape, and that this report is now submitted 
liamentary discussion and decision in the form 


f order like this after the bill has 
and approved by it can not be within 


officer. 


House | 
presiding 


fully passed by one 

‘ power of any 
lie can not de 
“ogress of its presentation that has been inserted which 

3 1 not relevant, 
been agreed upon. It is not the province of the Chair. 


All such questions are such as should go before the Senate when it 


matter 


AW r 
ew or 


votes upon the adoption or rej*ction of the report, which is the only | 


competent and parliamentary action to be taken. 
If the Senate itself can not amend this report, and it admittedly can 


not, the Chair can not do more in that respect than the Senate itself. | 


rhe Senator from Arkansas asks the Chair by its decision to do that 
which the Senate itself can not do, to amend this conference 
it is not possible to amend by such a method. 
for itself as to the competency of this report in all particulars and the 
relevancy of all amendments. 

No rule or practice permits the presiding officer to annul the action 
of a conference committee, and thus indirectly to amend it. The Chair 
has not the power to thus negative the aetion of a free conference and 
send a passed bill back to a new conference without a vote. 
action of the Senate upon the vote taken upon concurrence has that 


: effect of 


such a decision, if made, can only be surmised. 
the bill 


go if thus amended? 
t has been dissolved upon the making of its report to the other 
and acceptance there. Not to the Senate conferees, for they 
» concluded their action also. Possibly to the Senate Finance Com- 
where the bill started many months ago. Such a decision, 


fore, that paragraph No. 396, contained in the conference report, | 


ins new 


matter or new legislation, or is not germane or relevant, 
be tantamount to indefinite postponement of the bill. Surely 


air has no such power, and if exercised would be arbitrary in | 


rhest dee ee 


Chair decides that the 


NAL RecorD, 55th Cong., 1st sess., 


Mr. BAILEY. 


point is not well taken. (CONGRES- 
vol. 30, pt. 3, pp. 2786, 2787.) 


not 


need 


prompt amendment, and I shall introduce at once an 


amendment providing that the President of the Senate himself | 


shall decide it, subject, of course, to appeal to the Senate. 

I will add that it seems to me the better practice would be 
to make the point of order and have it disposed of. 
two or three days discussing every provision in a eonference 
rep and finally have the Senate reject it, because the confer- 
ence committee has exceeded its power, seems to me worse than 
a waste of time. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
ROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
“l to the report of the committee of conference on the dis- 
ing votes of the two Houses on the amendment 
» to the bill (H. R. 1160) granting an increase of pension 
iza Swords. 

rhe message also announced that the House had agreed to 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
yotes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to 
the bill (H. R. 15331) making appropriations for the current 
and contingent expenses of the Indian Department, for fulfill- 
ing treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, and for other 
purp for the fiseal year ending June 30, 1907. 

The message further announced that the House had disagreed 
to the amendmenis of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 18198) mak- 
ing appropriations to provide for the expenses of the govern- 
ment of the District of Columbia for the fiseal year ending 
June 30, 1907, and for other purposes; asks a conference with 
the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and had appointed Mr. GitLerr of Massachusetts, Mr. GARDNER 


SES, 
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| Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
| had appointed Mr. Hepegurn, Mr. SHERMAN, and Mr. Ricrapp. 


Houses, | 


cide while such a report is being discussed and during | 


and thus decide what should or should not have ; 


report. | 
The Senate must decide | 


Only the | 


¢ Where | 
Not to the conference committee, | 





Mr. President, all the answer I desire to make | 
is that if, under the rules of the Senate, a point of order can | 
be made and considered against the action of a conference | 
committee exceeding its powers, then the rules of the Senate | 


To spend | 


JUNE 12, 


of Michigan, and Mr. Burleson managers at the conference oy 
the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House further insists op 
its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate to the pil] 
(H. R. 12987) to amend an act entitled “An act to regulate com. 
merce,” approved February 4, 1887, and all acts amendatory 
thereof, and to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, agrees to the further conference asked for by the 


and 


son of Alabama managers at the conference on the part of the 
House. 
COMMITTEE SERVICE. 


Mr. BAILEY. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to 


| be relieved from further service upon the Committee on Canadian 


releome task if he is obliged to decide as to whether any | Relations. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request? 


The Chair hears none; and the Senator from Texas is excuse] 


. . . | from further service on the committee. 
te certainly do not provide for such action, and | 


the Senator from Arkansas and of the | : Ps > : . 
| following order providing for the filling of vacancies in 


Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, I ask the adoption of the 


certain 
of the committees of the Senate: 
Ordered, That Mr. WuHytTs be appointed to fill the vacancies in thy 


| Committee on Irrigation, the Committee on the District of Coly; 
| the Committee on the Library, the Committee on Printing, and | 


e Com- 


mittee on Canadian Relations. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
agreed to. 


Without objection, the order will } 


HEIRS OF JOHN C. BIVES. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I ask that the message from the House of 
Representatives in reference to Senate bill 4876 be now laid 
before the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 4376) to 
quitclaim all the interest of the United States of America in and 
to a certain lot of land lying in the District of Columbia and 
State of Maryland to heirs of John C. Rives, deceased: which 


| were to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the United States hereby relinquishes all the right, title, and 
interest it may have acquired by the will of John C. Rives, deceased, in 
and to a certain lot of land lying partly in the District of Columbia and 

artly in the State of Maryland, consisting of about 52 acres, more or 
ess, as described in the will of said testator. 


And to amend the title so as to read: 


A bill to relinquish all the interest of the United States of America 
in and to a certain lot of land lying in the District of Columbia and 
State of Maryland, formerly belonging to John C. Rives, deceased 


Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate agree the 
amendments made by the House of Representatives. 
The motion was agreed to. 


IMPROVEMENT OF CHANNELS ON NEW JERSEY SEACOAST. 


Mr. DRYDEN. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 6167) to improve the channels along 
the New Jersey seacoast. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the considera- 
tion of the bill asked for by the Senator from New Jersey? 

Mr. MALLORY. I should like to hear that bill read, Mr. 


| President. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
formation of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 
eration. 

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Commerce 
with amendments. The first amendment was, on page 2, section 
1, line 15, after the word “ improvements,” to insert: 

And provided further, That this act shall not be 


The bill will be read for 


the in- 


strued as 


| affecting in any way the jurisdiction and control of the Federal Gov- 
| ernment over any waters that may be improved in purs' 
of the | 


e of the 
provisions thereof, nor as exempting such waters from the ‘ation of 
the laws heretofore or hereafter enacted by Congress for t 
tion and protection of navigable waters. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 2, after line 21, | 
a new section the following: 

Sec. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act 
expressly reserved. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third re: 
the third time, and passed. 

STATEHOOD BILL—CONFERENCE REPORT. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, I desire to withdraw the 
conference report on the statehood bill, which was su! mitted to 
the Senate a few days ago. 


insert as 


is hereby 


ind the 


ling, read 











BLACKBURN. Mr. President, I object. I raise the | 





port that an error, typographical or otherwise, had | 
. a conference report is the property of the two Houses | an error appearing upon the face of the report itsel/ 
not be withdrawn unless it be done by unanimous con- Mr. BLACKBURN. Will the Senator allow me to ask h 
; 1 it be recommitted. question? 
President, the practice of the Senate in years gone by The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from M 
q ermit the recommittal of a conference report, but the | yield to the Senator from Kentucky? 
a he House of Representatives prohibited such action, wir. CARTER. Certainly. 
1 nee to that rule of the House the practice of the Myr. BLACKBURN. In the case the Se1 cites. w] the 
C ; changed, and during all these years it has never] Senator from South Carolina questioned the withdrawal 
, ractice of the Senate to permit the recommittal of a | conference report at the request of the Senator from Minn 
, report, much less its withdrawal, without unanimous | was not ti:at done by unanimous consent? Was there 
Upon this proposition I think there can be but one jection offered: and was not the r juest granted unanimously 7 
That is all that I am contending for now—that it requir 
’ ORAKER. Mr. President, I understand that this ques-| ynanimous consent to withdraw a piece of common 
n considered in report No. 1545, made to the Senate | that belongs‘to both Houses: and it can not be withdrawn from 
seventh Congress, first session, with the result that | the possession of the Senate without unanimous consent. 
held and determined, as I understand, that a con- Mr. LODGE. Will the Senator from Montana allow me a 
rt could not be withdrawn except by leave, and the | moment? ; 
are stated in that report. That is a question that The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator fr Mon 
» to discuss, but I do not want any erroneous ruling | yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 
t. | Mr. CARTER. I yield to the Senator. 
i : to be conceded that when conferees have made their Mr. LODGE. My own impression, Mr. President, w: 
re] ‘ office is at an end; the conference report is before | the view taken by the Senator from Kentucky {Mr. Brack 
t} and it is also before the House, and the conferees | was the proper interpretation of the statement made i 
] rther control over their report, except only by per- i Manual of Law and Practice in regard to conferences l co 
the two bodies. | ference reports, that such withdrawal required in the & 
Mr. CARTER. Mr. President——— | and in the House unanimous consent; but it is word 
CE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield 4 : oo : 
ik or from Montana? 59. A conference report may be withdrawn in th te d 
: oo 7 “ . and in the House by unanimous consent 
Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. ‘ a 7 
M TER. I think the Senator from Ohio will find upon| [ bave looked at the authorities to make sure as to ji 
he authorities to which he refers that in the case | could be done, and I find that the phrase “ on ve 
ference report was first made to the House of | Vete of the Senate. 
ves. The report in that case having been agreed to | Tn the Phirty-second Congress, second session, Janu - 
and then made to the House, presented a question | 1598, on page 141 of the Journal of the Senate, I t 
ferent from the question now under consideration. On motion by Mr. Hamlin, 
he rule is clear that where the conference report was | Ordered, That the committee of conference on the part of the § 
the House the right to withdraw th@ report from | "@¥¢ leave to withdraw their report 
S would be questionable; but in the case here pre-} Of course it can be done by unanimous consent; but s 
t onference report was first made to the Senate and | perfectly obvious from the single precedent which I cite that 
not been made to the House at all in a parlia- | leave to withdraw a conference report can be granted on mo 
Under the rule of the House the conference | tion. 
ly been printed in the Recorp for the information Mr. BACON. By a majority vote? 
I The reason for the rule permitting the con-| Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, the principle upon which t 
rt of the Senate to withdraw a report under | rule rests is certainly modified in the case of the { 
I think, very clear. of a conference report to the House of Repres tiv 
KBURN. Does the Senator from Montana assume | first instance, the House obtaining jurisdiction over th t 
rule allowing the withdrawal of such a report The Senator from Kentucky suggest that this confer 
1imous consent? | report is the joint property of both | am. 3 , I take it 
CARTER. I think the Senator will find that the uni- | statement subject to some qualification. No 01 
the Senate, independent of any rule, sustains | made to the House. The ori paper ur" ! y 
conferees who make the report in the first in- | clusively within the jurisdiction of the Senate I 
Senate to withdraw that report at any time before | been made to this body by the conferees. Upon that ré 
» Si iction upon it. Senate has ‘taken no action, and I assume, 1 
Mr. ] KBURN. Then I understand that the Senator taken by the Senate, the conferees, in the abs 
does not contend that under the rule the right | tion of the House to the matter, may withd t 
exists? the correction of errors or the changing of their judg 
Mr. rER. I think the right exists under general par- | reference to the subject-matter 
tice in the Senate. | Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I only v to say 
| KBURN. But under no rule? or two. I have no interest in this matter « t only t 
( ER. I do not cite a rule; I cite the practice. | correct ruling made. It is a question of par! entary 
BURN. I insist that there is no such rule, and | has never before arisen since I have been here i 
with the Senator’s permission, that the practice | with anything I have had especially in hand 1, 
es not sustain his contention as to the right of | it is a new question tome. I have not any doubt, | 
hout unanimous consent, and that that practice | the authorities cited, but that the conference report m 
deference to the rule of the House of Repre- ; drawn by the conferees upon a majority \ 5 5 
h prohibited it upon the ground that a confer- | make such withdrawal. 
the joint property of the two Houses and that Of course I do not know just what may : nn 
int property of the two Houses immediately | withdrawal of this report, but if the conf sf : 
- the conference committee, and requires con- | see fit to ask the privilege of withdrawing the re} Lh 
obiection, so far as I am personally concerned, to 
With reference to the practice of the Senate, | ing granted. I think, however, it ought to be done 1 
Senator’s attention to the holding of the Chair | by leave being granted upon a maj ~ J roe t 
the 10th of April, in the case of the conference | Senator from Indiana that he should hi 
ll relating to the Five Civilized Tribes. If I | leave to withdraw his report in the fo of a motion 
xr from South Carolina [Mr. Tir~MaNn] upon | leave to withdraw it. 
estioned the right of the Senator from Minne- Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, in order to avoid any 
= | to have withdrawn the conference report, | troversy, which I did not anticipate would ari 
| occurred on the 3d of April. The Chair | quest to withdraw the report, I move that leave be ¢ 
estion thus raised by the Senator from South | withdraw the report. 
ane was the right of the conferees upon the part The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the n 
aie to withdraw a report at any time before the | the Senator from Indiana that leave be granted to with 
E t on upon it. the report. 
mite is reason for that rule, Mr. President. The | The motion was agreed to. 


be conscious the moment after making a re- | 
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Mr. BEVERIDGE. I now withdraw the report. 
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ENTRY OF 


Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, on yesterday I made objection 
to the consideration of House bill 17415. It was at the close of 
the day, and I did not understand the contents of the bill. I 
examined the bill and find it unobjectionable. 
‘Therefore I desire to withdraw my objection. 

Mr. NELSON. I ask unanimous consent that the bill may 
have present consideration. It was read yesterday. 

‘The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Colora& having 
withdrawn his objection to it, the Senator from Minnesota asks 
ulainimous consent for the present consideration of a bill, the 
title of which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (HW. R. 17415) to authorize the assign- 
ees of coal-land locations to make entry under the coal-land 
laws applicable to Alaska. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Public Lands with an amendment, to 
strixe out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

ion 1 of the act approved April 28, 1904, entitled “An act 

act entitied ‘An act to extend the coal-land laws to the 

laska,’’’ approved June 6, 1900, is hereby amended so as 

follows: “That any person or association of persons, or 

1s, qualified to make entry under the coal-land laws of the 
es, Shall, upon application to the register of the proper land 
the right to enter, in rectangular tracts containing 40, 80, 
320, or 640 acres, upon the condition hereinafter prescribed, with 
and south boundary lines run according to the true meridian, by 

‘ the four corners thereof with permanent monuments, so that 
yindarles thereof may be easily traced, any quantity of vacant 

; of the United States, in the district of Alaska, not otherwise 

ed or reserved by competent authority, not exceeding 160 
such individual person or 320 acres to such association, upon 
to the receiver of not less than $10 per acre for such lands 
he same shall be situated more than 15 miles from any com- 
ilroad, and not less than $20 per acre for such lands as shall 
15 miles of such road: Provided, That any person or associa- 
rsons severally qualified, as above provided, or their assigns, 

1d improved, or shall hereafter open and improve, 

s upon the publie lands, and shall be in actual 
shall be entitled to a preference right of entry 

s so opened and improved, for the quantity of land herein 
d, and any association of not less than four persons, severally 

; above, or their assi; who shall have expended not less 
OO in working and improy iny such mine or mines, may 
exceeding 640 acres, 

ed further, That where, pri 
iands in Alaska have been in good 

* associations of for the qu: 
nd 2348 of the Revised Statutes of United States,. extended 
ca by the act of June 6, 1900, they or thei 

with the other provisions of the coal-land 
hold and enter the tracts so located to the extent allowe 
i 2347 and 2348: And provided further, That 

| within one year from the passage of this act, or within 

from making such location (except where this has already 
yne) file for record in the recording district and with the register 

iver of the land district in which the lands are located or 
i taining the name or names of the locator or lo- 
location, the description of the lands, and a 
iral objects or permanent monuments as will 

identify the same.” 


COAL LANDS IN ALASKA, 


have since 


¢ 


mine or min 
n of the same, 


ing 


the passage of 
located | 


persons 


laws applicable 


ctions 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. NELSON. ‘The title should be amended. 

The title was amended so as to read: “An act to amend an 
act approved April 28, 1904, entitled ‘An act to amend an act 
entitled “An act to extend the coal-land laws to the district of 
Alaska,” ’ approved June 6, 1900.” 

Mr. SPOONER subsequently said: Mr. President, I enter a 
motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill extending the 
coal-land laws of the United States to Alaska was passed. I 
do not wish to ask for a vote on my motion now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion to reconsider will be 
entered. 

OSAGE INDIANS IN OKLAHOMA TERRITORY. 


LONG. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 15333) for the division of the lands 
and funds of the Osage Indians in Oklahoma Territory, and for 
other purposes, 

Yhis is a House bill. It is somewhat lengthy and there are 
several committee amendments. I ask unanimous consent that 


Mr. 


sidera 


the formal reading of the bill be dispensed with and that the | 


bill be read for committee amendments. 

Mr. SPOONER. What is the bill? 

Mr. LONG. It is a bill providing for the division of the lands 
or the allotment of the lands of the Osage tribe of Indians in 
Oklahoma. There are a few committee amendments. 

Mr. SPOONER. Has it been called up by unanimous con- 
sent? 
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including such mining improvements: | 
i this act, | 
y qualified per- | a : ; , . y 
intity prescribed by sections | to the consideration of the bill the title of which has 
J | Is there a second to the demand for the yeas and nays? 
assigns May, upon | 





| Allee 
| Allison 


| of Columbia into or through another State or Te 
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Mr. LONG. It has been called up by unanimous consen! 

Mr. SPOONER. It is a very elaborate bill, Mr. President 
and I think it ought not to be passed without some oppor 
being given to look into it. 

Mr. LONG. I think there can be no objection to the bij) 

Mr. SPOONER. I should like to read it. I therefore objec 
to its present consideration. i. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made. 

PREVENTION OF CRUELTY TO ANIMALS IN TRANSIT, 

Mr. KEAN. Now, Mr. President, let us have the regular order, 

Mr. WARREN. I ask unanimous consent for the 
consideration of Senate bill 3413. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wyoming asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of a Dill, th 
title of which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 3415) to prevent cruelty to api. 
mals while in transit by railroad or other means of transports. 
tion from one State or Territory or the Distict of Columbia ; ito 
or through another State or Territory or the District of Coly». 
bia, and repealing sections 4886, 4387, 4888, 4389, and 4390 of 
the United States Revised Statutes. 

Mr. KEAN. Let us have the regular order, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Jersey (de. 
mands the regular order; which is the Calendar under Ry!o 
Wiai. 

Mr. WARREN. I move that the Senate proceed to the con. 
sideration of the bill for which I asked consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Wyoming that the Senate proceed to the cop. 
sideration of the bill the title of which has just been stated, 
[Putting the question.] By the sound, the noes have it. 

Mr. WARREN. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BACON. I should like to make a parliamentary inquiry 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
state his parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. BACON. In the absence of this proposed action by the 
Senate, what would be the regular order? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Calendar under Rule VII 
The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. KEAN] demands the rezv- 
lar order, and the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Warren 
for the yeas and nays on his motion that the Sen: 


Hity 


present 


‘ ail : 
Georgia will 


5 


I 
te proceed 
1 


been read 


The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary pro- 
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the senior Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALiisoy], 
and therefore withhold my vote. 

The roll call having been concluded, 
nounced—yeas 54, nays 6, as follows: 
YEAS—54. 

Kittredge 
Knox 

La Follette 
Long 
McCumber 
Mallory 
Martin 
Money 
Nelson 
Nixon 
Overman 
Patterson 
Penrose 
Perkins 


NAYS—6. 
Scott 


the result was an- 


Cullom 
Daniel 
Bailey Dillingham 
Blackburn Dolliver 
legee Dryden 
Dubois 
Flint 
Foraker 
Frazier 
Fulton 
Gearin 
Hansbrough 
Ilemenway 
Hopkins 


Ankeny 
Bacon 


Burrows 
Carter 
Clark, Mont, 
Clarke, Ark. 
Clay 
Culberson 


Latimer 


Gallinger 
Lodge 


Kean 
NOT VOTING—28. 
Frye 
Gamble 
Hale 
Heyburn 
McCreary 
Beveridge Elkins McEinery 
Carmack Foster McLaurin 
So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Ce 
of the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 8415) ee 
cruelty to animals while in transit by railroad or Coa aa os 
of transportation from one State or Territory or ‘ie ihe 
rritory 0 it 
1387, 4855, 
h 


Clapp 
Clark, Wyo. 
Crane 
Depew 
Dick 


Aldrich 
Alger 


Berry 


ymmittee 


Vel 


eas 


District of Columbia, and repealing sections 4550 re 
4289, and 4390 of the United States Revised Stitutes, eaiee 
had been reported from the Committee on Agriculture and Fot 
estry with amendments. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Dill. ; the 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill was read !0 full on te 
14th of March last. 
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KEAN. Let the amendments be stated. favorable circumstances. The owner of the stock or his ag 
amendment of the Committee on Agriculture and | is taking it to market to be sold. It will be ld o 
vy was, on page 2, line 10, after the word “ hours,” to | market according to its condition. The stock will s 
ef ut “except upon the written request of the owner or | suffering to which it has been submitted. If there has b 
, custody for that particular shipment, which written | cruelty practiced in the loading or unloading or shipping of 
shall be separate and apart from any printed bill of | stock it takes that much out of the pocket of the oy a 
r other railroad form, when the time of confinement | ing gone to the limit of the time allow bv law. he oft finds 
tended to thirty-six hours;” and in line 18, after the | himself where there are no proper faci es fe ul ‘ 
: accidental,” to insert “ or unavoidable; ” so as to read: feeding. Under the present law, if enforced, a shipp 
‘ : tharaver ha ic « ha an, - 4 . 2 
d, express company, car company, common carrier | Stop wherever he is at the end of twenty~ ; 
er, or the receiver, trustee, or lessee of any of them, | shipment must stay just where . a 
iny part of a line of road over which cattle, sheep, | stock stay in the car over night. or be tal oO . 
animals shall be conveyed from one State or Territory inet ts att ae detente oe Ve a cael 
t of Columbia into or through another State or Territory | 20 Place to eat or drink or lie doy 
t of Columbia, or the owners or masters of steam, sail- When the present law was passed the « $s were s 
essels carrying or transporting cattle, sheep, swine, or | They did not have the air-brake attacl ents Whe ' 
om one State or Territory or the District of Columbia | ., kes They h: a ete a : } 
ther State or Territory or the District of Columbia, | Tacks. They nad no facilities for water. is it is 
ne in cars, boats, or vessels of any description for | every car that is loaded with cattle has its racks 
than twenty-eight consecutive hours without unloading | hay, so while we speak of cattle being without food and 
humane manner, into properly equipped pens for rest, | ; tl a: baa age eg se 
ling, for a period of at least five consecutive hours, | nm the general sense, yet, €2S a matter of tact, they are pr 
‘ by sterm or by other accidental or unavoidable causes | in a way with food and water. You will notice in cat 
k not > auticipated or avoided by the exercise of due dili- | passing over the road the racks in the top are fill! 
it hay. You will notice down the sides the troughs, : 
ly tf waAs acree . . > , e é ower - . 
oe tien oe > 9 ft tl 1“ drinking from the troughs is not a success. The droppings 
endmen ras age 2 or 7 D- | : : age . callie ieee Races hl 
amendment was, on page 2, after the word “fore- | other filth get into the troughs, and we can not water the s 
re: | very well. What the stock need is dry, large, r 
the written peqnent ot the owner or person in | where they can be unloaded in the daytime, and whers 
particular shipment, which written request shall be ‘le nnine water and here the ttle have roo } j 
t trom any printed bill of lading, or other railroad “ a oat a ee een Sere ere mee neat eae - 
f confinement may be extended to thirty-six hours. a rest. 
. 7 ‘ ut, I submit, to arbitrarily take the cattle out at th 
GI Mr. President, this is the amendment which, of |... )’ a ie oe . “eget tice 7. 
eee mee : Cs “nneng n# th, | Uwenty-eight hours in the mud or storm, to take 
nain purpose or one of the main purposes of the where there are no facilit! ae mill : 
* . . . «a > LACLLILICS, were t iit hid ‘ 
1 the time in which cattle may be kept without come bruised in gettine in and out of tl ad 
: ‘ i . ge g | and ut of the ear, } 
‘ water, on the written request of the owner, from greater suffering than where they are loaded and bé 
con utive hours, according to the present law, | > : eee re a Be Seep) geaaaa 
Se ee : = | contented and within a few hours of good accommodat 1 
, to thirty-six hours. It is done, I understand, then go on without unloading for a few hours mor 
; . aaa hor loading for a few hours more. 
ty to animals. Of course the original law was Mr. President. the live-stock men are not | "gee ne 
end in view. I have been unable to see why re ee ee ee es a. aa 
; aS ; : : . ” | are not cruel men. They have as much eare for r 
ld be better off by being confined thirty-six hours | stock surely as those who do not understand cattle 
food, or water than by being confined only twenty- | ~~ . ee ee een eae ee 
; 2 : aed 4 es - 7% nt no financial or other interest in them The live x 
1 understand readily it would be more convenient if f din : Sot oe HE hes dal 
: ; eB aca me or no other reason, are compelled to ship their sto l 
‘s. It would be more convenient to the shippers the best wav thes cam and the most kemane wav. | 
. . . : a < c iC LiuoOsS i Lille \ y. if 
no legislation whatever. : : am : 
ie pis] 7 ; whe ee Mp Sy eee eeiwe 3 they thus get more money for them. There is not one-t 
osition that the present law sometimes obliges the | , per cent of the beef supply of this country but is sold upon 
oad cattle at inconvenient hours, it seems to me, the market in the way it appears at the end of the shipment 
Pap e se . 7 aa a a i alle iN al AL ap} al c il il i Liit sili} i 
7 var vee a oe ae — when unloaded and placed in the sales yard. If the cattk 
Sn { 7 y! f a *< y n I i . . e4y ; 
Pig sacmige ce, Bee ea \ fe have been taken out and bruised, as will be the case wit i 
ht hours should expire at a convenient moment. western cattle taken out arbitrarily at sot pi: . " 
. ¢ ‘ e . . e . Ss t > TAKCI 1 arbpit! liv at some e whel 
» on the face of it that it is simply adding eight is no rest. the cattle are in worse condition by far. thoi 
ime in which live stock may be confined without thev n ay “have traveled but twenty-eight hours, than if tl 
: . eas : le lk < ? ‘ iOG ) Venty Sut 2o0Uu t I L i 
* water. I can not, not being very familiar with bad one through in thirty or thirty-one or x hours 
t it is a good thing to keep cattle in the cars an ‘In shipping live stock to market, stockmen invariably 1 
® . : - iy . nm A iil » SLVUCALIIC! bilVé ial 
eth of time. It seems to me it must be bad for two objects in view; one to get the stock to ma +t in 1 
: . : sus “ts 1 ‘ . atl pad Lilt Sut nx t i t s 
t bring them in in a less good condition at the pos ible time. and the other to get it to 1 t t be 
‘ . > Soil LLI@, « i il A i ro! i VU ilicli it i JOS ) 
ney, and it must cause them a good deai of ical condition possible 
fi "1nz. Thi. bill ic not intended to 7} rmit erneltv and #1 } 
if ii 1 n Lnte ed | mi I yy, a 
onal knowledge that I have as to the movement proof of a Sa a t] aE | Department 
‘ : . c ' “ 0 Lila i ul Me ASPICUILuULla pial ! i s 
rail is in the transportation of horses, and I know with this proposition all through the last two ye 
rses suffer, even under the very best conditions, per aale a aaei ends the eaimate. € this bill, gi 
e them water in the cars and to attend to them, a ! — oe + ails alain the 1 casi. oo dintiaaalille ‘ 
: : iV. is ( yu te ALLO? OL CALCH 
are sent by express. Especially in hot weather aaa allan points i the bat Wer testen a head 
‘ » othe j;lnts } } Lil. or UW ance ti) eA 
very great. 1 : t ‘ , Sart } : } 
; legal bureau in the Department says, giving the reasons w 
e we ought to have a very good reason before bill should pass: } as 
. . : ; : J § ) ass: 
twenty-eight to thirty-six hours the time du me alg a a _ 5 —— 
‘ : . 1. For reasons ereinbe > 6 ] ; g 
may be kept in cars, as expressed on the third | . hich animals may be con ij aia eed + taod t a 
without rest, food, or water. I have not yet | extended from twenty-eig l s to x 
1 : » Pow tan that the eatt ' =f i a 1 
planation, and I should be extremely glad to | “. oo that oo ti 1 € 10 1 sed 
: : - 2 : manner into proper! lipped 
ild convince me that it is cruel to keep ani- | jpecent hv. 
ity-eight hours, and that it will tend to pre- There is nothing in the present law to compel the unloading 
keep them in such ears thirty-six hours, which into properly equipped pens or which co! s the 
} . : . Aal I i a=") 2 - . - : ‘ 
» title of the bill seems to imply. provide them. 
N. Mr. President, replying to the statement of 8 Provide that the owner or shipper of the animals may furt 
Massachusetts [Mr. Loper], I will acknowledge | ne iry food if he so desiré Many t ve charged 
j , t ‘ tar Tsaec for supplvinge food. ar @ 
irs is too long to keep cattle penned in cars. | x0! rant 1 - poe § Ip] poe ee a id, ’ 
: . . stock for too turnisied,. Shit 'S and 
s too long, twenty hours is too long, eight | pany cases outrageously overcharged 


, 


, eight minutes is too long, if it can be avoided. Mr. KEAN. Are th ye the recommendat f D 
KR. Too long for what? ment? 
iN. To keep-cattle penned up in cars. It is im- Mr. WARREN. 
e beef cattle into cars without some injury. 
ie depends upon circumstances. It would be 
p stock in ears thirty-six hours unnecessarily, 
alter cases. Take the tame stock, such as are 
‘rn country, such as you can lead out, and they 
ie down and rest. No one thinks of their going 


tv-eicl 


Those are the 
bureau why the bill should pass. 

Mr. KEAN. Is there any provision for inspectior l 
ging the cattle? 

Mr. WARREN. That is not contained i 

Mr. KEAN. Do you not think it ought to be in the 
3 Mr. WARREN. I would rather discu 
" th a ae oe necaent 5 pen measure, I will say to the Senator from Ni 

the - But it is different when you are 5. The statute should be broadened to co D 

ock that will not rest except under the most ' mon carrier of live stock, including a receiver of any « pany. The 


ns 
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urt has held, in the case of the United States v. Harris 
S., 305), that existing law does not include the receiver of a 
company. At the present time a certain railroad, now in the 
lederal receiver, is confining animals fifty and even sixty 

thout food, rest, and water. 
» statute should be amended to cover the transportation of ani- 
a State to a Territory or from a Territory to a State. The 
States district court for the district of Kansas has held re- 
y, in the case of the United States v..The St. Louis and San 
isco Railroad Company (an unreported case), that the law does 
‘a shipment from a Territory to a State, the wording of the 
‘ing, “** * * which transports live stock from one State 


to ar th ‘ 
Mr. ALDRICH. Do I understand that this measure permits 
cattle to be taken from one end of the country to the other 

ithout supervision? 

Mr. WARREN. The Senator from Rhode Island evidently 
has something else in his mind. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have seen a great deal in the newspapers 
about supervision of cattle. I did not know whether these 


or whether there was some kind of supervision provided for. 
Mr. WARREN. When we get into the zone of supervision 


and inspection, I dare say they will be properly supervised and | 
The cattle here referred to are under the care of | 


inspected. 
the owner of the stock or his agents, and we are seeking to 
prevent hardships to the stock by permitting the owner in cases 
where he can not make the landing in twenty-eight hours upon 
written request made to the transportation company to extend 
the time not beyond thirty-six hours, 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, I hope there are enough Sen- 
ators here who are interested in dumb animals to prevent the 
pissage of the pending bill. The Senator from Wyoming [Mr. 
WARREN] made a statement in regard to providing water and 
hay in the cars for cattle to eat and drink while in transit. I 
not want to interrupt the Senator in his discourse, but I 
had I asked him the question, he would have been 
compelled to answer that he never saw cattle either drink or 
eat when they were in transit. 
are full of hay. Of course they are, because the cattle never 
touch it. 

Mr. WARREN. 
further quoting me. 
y years accompanied stock, and I have not only seen them 
eat hay, 


course, 


\ 
did 


am sui 


I do not want the Senator to proceed any 


} \ 


while they are in motion. But they do eat. Those 

that are hungriest will eat while traveling. 
racks W » put in and why they are filled up with hay. 

Mr. SCOTT. I am-glad indeed to know that the Senator has 

his experience w 

when they become very hungry, eat a little bit of 


noticed in 
occasionally, 
hay. 

{ am like the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopce]. I 


can not see that we are affording to these dumb creatures better- | 


ment of their cendition when we extend the time from twenty- 
eight to thirty-six hours. We have now sufficient talk in the 


-egard to meats and the troubles we are having 
| seen that. 


I think Senator who as a boy was 


any 


1 knows that cattle in the condition that they | 

being kept on the cars for this extended | 
Senator from | 
| commodations and certainly excellent attention. 


any length of time, as the 
| said—are unfit for food, and they ought not 
n they arrive at 
had time to be fed up and to get 
in which they undoubtedly arrive at the point 


ident, I think that the best point we could make in 
would be to insist 
nt where they are bought and should be shipped east as 
“1 meat. 
I could not sit still without voicing my 
dumb animals, nor could I fail to enter 
ing the time 


nimals. But 
f justice to these 
y protest against extend 
Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I intended to ask to have 
ey written by an lowa 
. [Mr. ALLISON], which the Senator sent to me with 
t that I present it. 


"ICE-PRESIDENT. 


‘ ttar 
ld a ICLLOT, 


y 
The Secretary will read as 
retary read as follows: 

J. G. STocK 
Iowa, 


AND LAND, 
March 16, 


LINDON, LIVE 
Clear C 


WILLIAM B. ALLISON, Washington, 
Sir: In behalf of the live-stoc 


ree k, 1906. 

Ga 

k shippers and feeders, I earn- 
: x you to use your utmost power as a Member of Congress 

from this district. Your constituents, one and all, are deeply in- 

terested, both from a financial and a humane standpoint, in having the 

twenty-eight-hour law extended to a thirty-six-hour limit that live stock 


Hon. 
DEAR 


estiy beg of 


| stock with plenty of feed while they are in transit. 


| lots at home. 


: : . an | hour 
particular cattle would be permitted to go without supervision | 





| provisions. 


| in imagination, 


He says the racks in the cars | 


I will say to him that I have at times for | 
but invariably they eat it, much or little; very little, of | 


That is why the | 


th shipping stock that they will | 


the point of destination nor | 
over the | 
| I can 


that the cattle should be butchered at | 


Then of course you would avoid the cruelty to | | I G 
it than I do because he is a live stock man among otl 
| He ships cattle to market. 
in which cattle may be | 


| of humanity and the other the standpoint of the cons 


gentleman to the Senator | oi, ae : 
| buy meat and eat meat, it is in the interest of the c 


re- | 
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shall remain in cars while in transit during this period of time. The pros. 
ent law works a great injustice to all concerned. It frequently ha; 
that a railroad, in order to avoid breaking this law, will unload xs 
in small, muddy stock yards, without any place to feed and wate 
the stock huddled together in small yards, fighting and bruising eq 
other and causing very heavy losses, and perhaps this unloading p|j¢o 
is not over two or three hours’ run to the destination. It is impossihje 
for the railroads to provide ample feeding places without constructins 
such feeding places at every station on their lines, and that would 
cause an enormous expense to the railroad and would not benefit the 
shipper. I wish to say that this twenty-eight-hour law is an old Jaw 
and entirely out of line under the pocnens methods of shipping live 
stock. The railroads have very wisely constructed large, roomy cars. 
supplied with feed racks, which every shipper uses and provides his 
The railroads 
have also put the minimum weight on all live stock, except, pe = 
sheep, at a low minimum weight, which makes it very comfortable for 
the stock. I have frequently seen one-half of my cattle in transit 
lying down in the cars, resting as easily as they would in their feed 
I know of no thing which is so important to the liye. 
stock feeders and shippers in the State of Iowa, and farther 
as _— this twenty-eight-hour law should be extended to a thirt 
aw. 
I am, yours, truly, J. G. Linpon, 
Mr. WARREN. I have a great many other letters, but I do 
not want to encumber the Recorp with them. I will say that 
this is one of a very great many others along the same line. 


Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I have had some letters ex- 
plaining the financial advantage to shippers of live stock to the 
market which would result from the passage of the pending pill, 
The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopge] did well to eal] 
attention to the harmony between the title of this bill and its 
According to the title it is a bill to prevent cruelty 
to animals—cruelty through carrying them without unloading 
for rest, food, and water; and I take it the rest is very im- 
portant as well as the food and water. The letter which was 
just read presents a very pleasing picture which I can behold 
but which I have never seen—cattle lying 
down in the cars happy and peaceful and restful, as if they 
were in their fields at home. I have hundreds of times seen 


ens 


k 


west, 


y-six- 


| carloads of cattle so jammed together and struggling with each 


other to keep on their feet, so crowded that they could not lie 
down, could not even be thrown down, that the man with any 


| sort of humanity would despise the people responsible for it. 


Mr. WARREN. May I say to the Senator 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes; the Senator may. 

Mr. WARREN. That the mode of shipping has been greatly 
changed in that respect very lately. Cattle are shipped by 
weight instead of per car. The shipment of cattle by weight 
gives many advantages. They have a great deal of room. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not question that—— 

Mr. SCOTT. Will the 
for a moment? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. SCOTT. I want to ask the Senator from Wisconsin, in 
the line of what he has been saying, if he has not seen one of 
these poor dumb brutes get down, when the man in charg 
comes along with a prod at the end of a pole and compels him 
to get up? 

Mr. SPOONER. 


Senator from Wisconsin permit me 


No; I do not happen to remember to have 


Mr. SCOTT. I have seen that many times. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have seen horses and cattle in the course 
of transportation very tenderly cared for, with abundant ac 
But they were 
horses that were pets, or thoroughbred horses, for breeding 
purposes or otherwise, and the same as to cattle. So far as 
remember, I have not known that to be applicable to 
cattle that were shipped for slaughter, and I do not believe that 


| cattle which are shipped to be butchered within a day or two 


days after they reach their destination are treated in the man- 
ner indicated by the Senator from Wyoming. 
I am not a live stock man. The Senator knows mor 


That is a part of his busi! 
it was more profitable a while ago than it is now. ' 
But there are two phases of this subject, one the dj 

- the 

It is in the interest of the people who 


sumers 


to be 


general public interest. 


of the country that live stock intended for the market , 
butchered and sold to the people for food, shall be humane'y 
treated in transit, that they shall’ not be crowded as ! have 
seen stock cars crowded, so that from the time the t! 
until it reaches its destination it is a struggle bet 
all not for food or for water, but for life almost. 
portant that they should be rested at proper times. 
portant that they should be fed and that they 
watered. ; 

The Senator from Wyoming says, demolishing 
from Massachusetts by way of admission, that eis} 








1906. 


to keep cattle, for the good of the cattle, penned in a 


‘Tr WARREN. I said that eight minutes was too long. 
SPOONER. I am going to get to that. He said that 
irs is too long; that it is detrimental to the animal; 
. . Senator said that eight minutes is too long. Of course 
thar t be confined more than eight minutes or they could 
nsported to market at all. They must be confined for 
( urs, and for more than eight hours, or they could not 
norted from the farm or the plains to the shambles. 
Rp Senator’s concession ought to lead Senators to stop and 
whether a bill which extends the time from twenty- 
eigh urs to thirty-six hours ought to be entitled “A bill to 

nreyent cruelty to animals while in transit by railroad.” 

Mr WARREN. It is to the stockmen. 

SPOONER. Perhaps it is to the stockmen, the men who 
d eattle, not as you would ship a pet horse or a pet 
net lamb, but cattle shipped to be sold and butchered. 
ye had a law on the statute books for thirty-four years 
whi is bill proposes to repeal. It was passed in 1873. It 
wenty-eight-hour law, and it required that cattle while 
should not be confined within a car for more than five 
eons ive hours, “unless prevented from so unloading by 
ther accidental causes.” Congress was careful to go 


+ 
} 
at 
0 


In « ating such confinement, the time during which the animals 
hewa confined without such rest on connecting roads from which 
‘ | be included. 


{ received shall 
ly provides that the time for loading and 


ll industriously 
unl + which is not a quiet time for cattle, shall be excluded 
fro thirty-six hours. 

} ‘re is a form, and it is only a form, of retaining the 
tw -ht-hour limit in this bill. That is retained. There 
bition on their being confined “‘in cars, boats, or ves- 
y description for a period longer than twenty-eight 
con ve hours.” Then follows this amendment, which does 

it all. 

I si » it was not thought wise to change the law by strik- 
‘twenty-eight hours ” and inserting “ thirty-six hours.” 
That iid haye been too brash. That would have brought the 
o strongly to the attention of humane people. But 
his qualified but none the less effective way, I take it: 
] ed, That 


upon the written request of the owner or person in 
a particular shipment, which written request shall be 
s nd apart from any printed bill of lading or other railroad 
f time of confinement may be extended to thirty-six hours. 








Has » Senator much doubt that that request would accom- 
pany ¢ y shipment of live stock to market? 

N \RREN. Mr. President, I take it, as the Senator has 
iskked me that question, that he wishes me to reply. 

Mr. SPOONER. Of course. 


Mi \RREN. I want to say to the Senator, with all the 
st s I am capable of commanding, that the bill has no 
such tion as he imputes to it, because the man with the | 

unload, not in twenty-eight hours, but in twenty or 
* hours if it is possible for him to get a proper place | 
1 to handle the stock. 
what this provision means is that, Weighing the 
s knows his cattle will suffer more to take them 
there are insufficient means of providing for them 
farther, and he will make this written order, and 
he can proceed to market. 

fr. SPOONER. Why nof, then, have it thirty-six hours and 

' the selfishness and the humanity of the owner or the 

ompanying the stock to take them out whenever 

n the interest of the cattle to do so? 
RREN. Notwithstanding the law has, as the Sena- 
en upon the statute books all these years, practically 
what has been done up to the last two years. 
been almost a dead letter, because it is imprac- 
nstance, if the Senator will permit me right 

T 

M NER. Why is it impracticable? Thgt may be true 

" perhaps, but why is it impracticable to take cattle 
. twenty-four hours and give them water and some- 
nd a chance to stretch their limbs, as men do, and 
Z (EN. I will suppose a ease. You start for a point 
y ild make in twenty-six or twenty-seven hours or 

‘is not along that way, unless it is right at the 
2 where you can unload and get water suitably. 
poh h some delay. Some accident occurs to the train 
\ You get within 50 or 100 miles of your desti- 
a has been no calculation whatever made at that 


l the stock. 


it | his interest to have his stock arrive in good and pro] 
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Mr. 
tion?’ 


Mr. WARREN. There are no stock yards. 
Mr. SPOONER. No facilities? 


Mr. WARREN. You can not unload cattle on the gr 
You must have stock yards, and those stock yards should hay 
water, and the water has to be taken through pipes into tr 


SPOONER. What does the Senator mean by “ calcula- 


for them to drink. It is not like the pet horse and the p V. 

I want to say to the Senator that with stock that is raised or 
fattened in small bunches there is no trouble, because that class 
of stock you can take out and ship or load on some movable 
platform, or get them to some livery stable and take care of 
them. But when there is a train load of twenty-five or thirty 
cars filled with cattle you can not so provide. As I said, the 


stockman is within 50 or 100 miles of his destination, 
can have his stock taken out and rest them, 


where he 


is 


and they would be 
resting a day or two before they are slaughtered. If he 
compelled to stop where he is or go back to some place 


Mr. SPOONER. 
from the Senator. 
Mr. WARREN. 


I got my authority as to one or two days 


If he has to run back to some place and ut 
load, he goes over twenty-eight hours. He must w there, 
and the cattle will not rest and feed. Then he must again 


load them and get them to market after a delay of one, 
three days, when the cattle are much more harassed and 
abused than if they had remained in the car two, three, or fou 
additional hours. 

Mr. SPOONER. Let me ask the Senator, Is it not true tha 
the railway companies which carry live stock have by thi 


two, or 
worse 


" 
L 


+ 
t 


time 
provided facilities for loading and unloading and yards for 
watering and feeding stock at least once in twenty-four | 3? 

Mr. WARREN. Yes; they have provided If you could 
be always on schedule time and never have an accident or delay 
in getting away or in loading and never have an accident en 
route, they have arranged yards so that you could in twenty- 


four and twenty-eight hours unload them at the proper places. 


This bill is absolutely and honestly in the interest of human 
treatment of the stock and in the interest of the consu 
of those who have to pay for and consume the meat, and is al 


in the interest of the owner. The fact that is financially 


it 


proper cond 
tion is no reason why he should be barred out from consid 
tion. 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly not. Mr. President, the pr 


law, which has been in force for thirty-four years 











Mr. WARREN. It has been enforced, if the Senat Ww 
pardon me, searcely at all except within two years. 

Mr. SPOONER. I did not say enforced. I say in force 

Mr. WARREN. I beg pardon. 

Mr. SPOONER. I did not say enforced. There are a ¢ 
many laws which have not been enforced that ought to 
been enforced. I was about to say that this law, which 
been in force for thirty-four years, was drafted with ref 
to the possibility that accidents might prevent strict ot 
to it. It provides “unless pre <i from so unloadi 
storm or other accidental causes.” 

Mr. WARREN. Will the Senator allow me right there 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. WARREN. At the time the law was passed m 
one-half of the territory that now furnishes the be 
you may say the wild cattle, was unoccupied by cattle, or 
were very few there. The cattie did not have to | 
long distances that they travel now, and there y 
different equipment to handle them in the w of 

Mr. SPOONER. Now, Mr. President, the 
was no provision in the bill for inspect 
else in the present law that is not in t \\ } eC] 
dears the bill to anyone or not, I do 1 \ 

Under the present law it is provided that 

Any company, owner, ol Mlian « nimals w! 
and willingly fails to comply with t I f the tw 
cnet ions 

As to unloading the stock and pr ng them with f ! 
water and rest 
shall, for every st I d forfeit l 
of not less than $1 But v 
ried in cars, boa ] t} ‘ 
proper food, wate rest, t 
regard to their bei ppl 

Then the act provides how the penalty shall b 
that it shall be in civil action in some circuit d 
of the United States. 

This bill leaves out the owner or custodian fro 
clause of the present law and puts it entirely 
and that, too, notwithstanding the fact that under t 





S314 


for thirty-six hours is upon the application of the 
stodian. Why is that? 

‘E-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o’clock having ar- 
» Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, 
| be stated by the Secretary. 

A bill (S. 6191) to provide for the const 


te 
SECRETARY. ruc- 


* a sea-level canal connecting the waters of the Atlantic | 


1 Pacific and the method of construction. 

Ir. KITTREDGE. I ask unanimous consent that the unfin- 
hed business be temporarily laid aside. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Senator from 
asks that the unfinished business be temporarily laid aside. Is 
there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 
The Senator from Wisconsin will proceed. 

Mr. SPOONER. Why is that? 

Mr. WARREN. 
ch the Department of Agriculture asks. If the Senator 
m Wiscousin thinks it is deficient, I have no objection to his 
ig any amendment which he thinks ought to cover the 


oceans, 


The 


fr 
cit icie cy. 
lties that may properly be inflicted. 

,ONER. But the owner does avoid by this bill the 


the pel 
Mr. 

penalty 
years, 
Mr. WARREN. 

cover it. 

Mr. SPOONER. 

This bill was drawn with the Revised Statutes of the 

i States under the eye of the draftsman. It repeals by spe- 

ic provision sections 4386, 4387, 4888, and 4889. It makes it 

» duty of the owner or custodian accompanying the stock to see 

the are 


sr 


to which 


stock 

it re 
whatever for 

‘*, why is it omitied? 

Has the Senator noticed the reason given for 

ers of the Agricultural Department? 

No; I have not seen the report. 

Mr. LODGE. If the Senator will allow me, I will read it. 

Mr. SPOONER. I shall be very glad to hear it. 

LODGE (reading): 


> ;7 ¥ 
Taliing 


ir. LODGE. 


in the advi 


Mr. SPOONER. 


Mr. 


3 of present bill—a 


the owner or shipper of the live stock from the penalty for 
for food, and water. 
» Federal courts, imposes liability for this failure 
per and ie carrier. “h ipper surrenders control 
ge measure h rier, and he is unable 
he active cooperation of the carrier. 

1 payment for food furnished, it is 
ilure to unload should be laid 


nload rest, 


of 
to 


i 


upon the 


al 


ted from any liability whatever. I 
ts of a reason that 


is exemy 


: ' w17 + 9 ¥ 
; one of the drollest statem< 
ad. 


Mr. SPOONER. It 


LODGE. i bs 


a reductio ad absurdum. 
lutely. 
The other day, when the anti-pass amend- 
it was stated to the Senate by the 
‘ately that it would be a 
to permit the 
or his agent accompanying live- 


itor stated, 


is 
¥ 1.) 
SPOONER. 


of course, 


so strict 


his representa- 


that pro forma, 
I the owner or 
nployee in a ¢ 
‘ried free. 
Mr. President 
Now, that 
the 


railway carriers would want to take 
f looking after the stock. Why should 


n be exempted from failure from pen- | 


iis humane duty under the statute? 


» Senator understood me to say 


rt of the shipment that the 


I did not say 


owner 


should accompany it, he misunderstood me. 


I sai hat it : 
or ; to accompany the stock, on their failure 
they would have to put it; and I 
made the point that they would use men who were not accus- 
tomed to handling stock. 

Mr. BAILEY. 
to accompany the shipments, and they have declined to 


the roads 
and that 


men themselves to accompany 


neronis r for 
Wis CUSLOTOUarY Lol 


au 
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North Dakota | 


As to the penalty clause of the bill, it is that | 


The owner himself is not seeking to avoid any of | 


he was subject and has been for thirty-four | 
I shall be glad to accept an amendment to 


I want to know why it was left out of this | 


unloaded, rested, fed, and watered, but | 
noves from the owner or custodian any pen- | 
to obey the injunction of the law. | 


penalty section—is changed by | 
The present law, as con- | 


equally | 


Inas- | 
thought | 


railway carriers | 
what was undoubtedly | 
-orporations require the owner, or | 

ner, to accompany the shipments | 


was | 


ise of the carrier, and therefore | 
being true, as I assume it to be | 
that all | 
that. | 


to ask the shipper | 


As a matter of fact, many railroads do require | 
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receive them without a man in charge of them. The Se 
| from Wisconsin will permit me to say that it never happ 
| a case where a man {ts in charge of the stock that the con. 

in charge of the train, having probably twenty cars, wou! 
| mit the man in charge of one car of cattle to determi: 
movement of the train, and the conductor would stop that 
and allow those cattle or horses to be fed and watered 
he was ready. 

It would be simply an outrage to punish a man for w! 
| was absolutely powerless to prevent. I have known, and e iy 
man with any experience in the shipment of live stock has 
known, conductors to continue the shipment over the protest of 
the men in charge. In one instance that happened to come 
under my personal experience in a lawsuit against the railroga 
company for damages, they reached the stock yards knee deep 
in mud and the men in charge protested against unloading ang 
feeding them there, but the railroad unloaded and fed the cattle. 
| The men in charge are absolutely powerless to determine when 
or where this unloading and feeding shall take place; it 
would therefore be a monstrous proposition to punish an A) 
| can citizen for what was done against his will and over 
| protest. 

Mr. SPOONER. 

Mr. BAILEY. 
the law. 

Mr. SPOONER. It could not be done under the law. I take 
it that if any owner accompanying the shipment of live stock 
or his representative was prevented from unloading the stock 

where water and feed would be afforded because the conductor 

of the train would not stop it, in a civil suit for a penalty 

this statute the Senator does not think he would h 
| Slightest difficulty in establishing a defense. 

Mr. BAILEY. No; he need not have the slightest di 
either in recovering from the railroad damages in that cas 
| it is hardly true that we want to force men to resort 
| court where it is easy to obviate it. 

Mr. President, while I am on my feet I want to say 
Senator from Wisconsin that he can not find a man in A 
with any practical experience in the shipment of ca 

_ will not say that it is more humane to carry cattle on t 
| than it is to unload them, feed them, and reload them w! 
| are within six or eight hours of the market. 

Mr. SPOONER. That may be. 

Mr. BAILEY. That is all this does. 

Now, if the Senator will permit me to further inter: 
moment. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. BAILEY. If the distance required sixty hour 
the law as it stands, they must be unleaded and fed tl 
because twenty-eight hours to each does not cover the 
and the last load, and unloading must occur within fi 
of the market. Everybody knows—I will not say ev: 
because some very excellent gentlemen have no ex). 
| that, however much they may know about other t! 
every gentleman who has practical knowledge and « 
in shipping cattle knows that it is incomparably bet 
those cattle £0 on to the market than it is to unload th 
within five or six hours of the market. 

If the Senator from Wisconsin will permit me to 
thing more. If a train reaches a feeding yard, the las 
will be reached within the time limited by the law, w 
gard to the condition of the weather and without reg 
condition of those pens, they must unload and feed, a! 
might happen that going on four or five hours the) 
another stock pen free from the objection of the first. 
owner who was sane or any employee with intellige 
| to be trusted with a shipment of cattle would prefer t 

They do not obey that law, and the Agricultural |! 
is not trying to obey it, because it is unreasonable : 
hardship upon the men who ship cattle. 

Mr. WARREN. The Secretary endeavored to app! 
and discovered what the Senator says. 

Mr. BAILEY. I was about to say that something 
a year ago they did order this law enforced and they « 
for a little while. While I have no knowledge that 
| have seen it stated in the public prints that the Pr 

self directed the Secretary of Agriculture not to *! 
_enforcement of this law until after the adjourn! 
Congress. Of course I do not undertake to say W her 
dent derived the power to authorize his subordinates t 
the law of the land, but I have seen it stated in the pu 
| that he has done so; but whether authorized by the 
not, the Secretary of Agriculture is not to-day at! 
enforce the law. I am one of those who believe that 
| is so obviously unjust that honest men charged wit 


he 


It could not be done under the law. 
It can be done, and is done every day under 


inder 








of enforcement suspend it by a kind of common consent it is 
e thing for Congress to amend it until it is made reason- 


id then compel everybody charged with the duty of ad- 
ing it to enforce it. 

POONER. I confess my inability to cope with Senators 
e stock and who are familiar with this business. I do 

' n to know very much about many subjects, and in that 

' | differ from a good many. 


r I differ from more, however, 
who think they know everything about every subject. 
BAILEY. Well, Mr. President—— 
SPOONER. I do not apply that to the Senator. 

M BAILEY. Inasmuch as it came so nearly after I re- 
et my seat, I felt justified in asking the Senator if he did 
intend to apply it to me. 

‘ir. SPOONER. No; I withdraw it, if the Senator takes it 

3 ive to himself. 

Mr. BAILEY. If it does not apply to me, of course it is 
not offensive. It would be offensive if intended to apply to me, 

nd I sure the Senator from Wisconsin is generally more 


uiious and always fairer than that. 

‘ir. SPOONER. It is not a question of caution. 
quest of courtesy and justice. 

; BAILEY. Well, Mr. President, the frankest man does 
iys say what he thinks, because there are times and 
niaces in which it would be proper to say a given thing, and 
there are times and places in which it would not be proper to 
same thing; and therefore a man might be cautious 
it what he said, looking to the time and place. However, 
not arise here. The Senator from Wisconsin says 
ed not intend a reference to me, and I am entirely satisfied 
\ir. SPOONER. The Senator made an observation which 


It is a 
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the Senator has great informati 


Mr. SPOONER. I think mn 


on this subject. 

Mr. BAILEY. I will say to the Senator from Wisconsin that 
on the ranges, where the cattle are not fed at all, they some 
times go thirty-six hours without water. 

Mr. SPOONER. I know; but it is cruel. 

Mr. BAILEY. Well, it is a cruelty which they put on them- 
selves. They know where the water is. In the 
of our State, which for years was a dry country—it is not nearly 
so dry now as it was then—on the great ranches there, they 
would probably on 100,000 acres not have over three or four 
watering places, and ranchmen of long experience have told me, 
where they herded their cattle even before the land was fenced, 
that many times cattle would go thirty-six hours, when turned 
loose on the prairie, without going to water. 

Mr. SPOONER. But they 

Mr. BAILEY. Yes. 

Mr. SCOTT. And then they feed on grass, and consequently 
do not need so much water. 

Mr. BAILEY. And sometimes when the grass was good they 
watered less frequently. 


southern part 


can lie down. 


Mr. SPOONER. Showing that they would rather eat than 
drink. 

Mr. BAILEY. I am not so sure that if I had to do without 
| either on the cattle ranches, I had rather go without grass than 


without water; but both are absolutely necessary for the thri 
condition of a cow; and yet I have seen, as have the Senator 
from Wyoming and the Senator from Utah, the prairies 


At ¢er 
| tain times so burned and crisp that it did not seem that anything 
| could exist there; and yet the cattle lived. Men who | v 

about their habits know that it is not necessarily cruelty to 
keep them without feed or water for thirty-six hours, because 


ve applied to me, but I did not think he meant it per- | 


That 
SAILEY. 
\\ 


) 


is all there is about 
Mr. President, I did have in mind the Sena- 
isconsin when I referred to Senators who knew so 
other things, but who had no practical experience 
itter: and the Senator from Wisconsin should not be 
that, because— 
SPOONER. I admitted when I began to speak that I 
ad experience as a shipper of stock. 
-AILEY. Certainly; and I want to say that that was 
excuse for differing from that Senator and others. I did 
' that this was one of the very unimportant questions 
h my experience might be worth at least consideration, 
have the Senator from Wisconsin in my mind as well 
as ol senators. 
M SPOONER. 
thing about 
| do not 
water ; 


1 bry xy 
ik ALYY 


that. 


The Senator need not 
this subject, because I know something 
claim to know much about it. I know that 
I know they need rest; I know they need 
that I have seen them in the course of trans- 
of times under circumstances which were 
and merciless. I know that much about it. 


have said that I 


indreds 
bs brutal 
) \ILEY. 
n a general way, of course. I did not say he had 


“d the subject, but I said he had no practical 


e ol 


SPOONER. To that I agree. 

lent, a great many of these cattle are carried hun- 
They are carried from Idaho; they are car- 

rie Montana; they are carried from Texas. I suppose 

it happens that they stop within six hours of the 

| of destination for water and for feeding. 


Mr. BAILEY. If the Senator will permit me to interrupt 

M NER. Certainly. 

Mr. BAILEY. There are points in Texas where a thirty-six- 
hour ion would carry the cattle from the point of ship- | 
Inent t point of destination, to Kansas City and to St. 
Lo t under the law as it stands I doubt if there is a 
Sing ng point in the State that can come within the 
twe z}it-hour limit. 

I ked with many of our eattlemen, and I have never 


' 


and they are men of intelligence, men of hu- 
li | rule, and they would not want the privilege of mis- 
+ 


a" ‘ir cattle—I have never talked with one who was not 
ae amendment to the law. 
MI NER. I take it under this proposed law that they 
T cattle thirty-six hours without stopping to water. 
. it needs the cattle raiser or a man of experience 
Me og - is cruel—absolutely cruel. Think of it a min- 


ic 


ae into a ear and transport them thirty-six hours 
" ee it be Without food, and without rest! 

him iY, Would the Senator indulge me while I offer 
— evidence of my full information on this subject? 


Any man of the Senator's intelligence would | 


they go without of their own accord for even a longer time. I 


have heard men say that they would go sometimes forty-eig] 


it 

hours without water. 
Mr. SPOONER. Well, really, there is no argument in that, 
for the reason that conditions are so utterly different. In that 


ease they are free; they can run around; they can where 


zo 


they please; they can lie down; they can feed, and they may 
go without water; but, Mr. President, to pack them in a car 
so that they can not lie down, and to carry them thirty-six 


hours without feed and without water may seem more humane 
that is the object of this bill, because the title 
carry them eight hours less, packed like s 
down, without water and without feed. I bave not had e 
experience in this business to know whether it is more 
less cruel, but I think it more cruel. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, the Senator begs the question. 
Of course it depends altogether on the conditions whether i 
more cruel to keep them on the cars for a longer time 
illustration, it might be more painful for the moment to h \ 
tooth extracted by a couple of twists than to have it extra 1 
by one twist; but if it were necessary that it should be extracted 
and it took two twists to extract it, I presi I 
prefer that the two twists should be made 


than to 


unable to li 


SAYS SO 
irdines e 
} 
1 


woug! 
cri el or 


ime the Senator woul 


in 


succession rath 
than wait until another day to suffer the second shock. So S 
more humane that the cattle should sometimes remain for a 
few hours longer on the cars rather than suffer an extra un- 


loading and reloading. 

Mr. SPOONER. The tooth argument a very powerful one, 
no doubt, but that is a thing that has to be done: and 
is done and past recall, that is the end and the pain is gx 

Mr. WARREN. 

Mr. SPOONER. 


is 


when it 
ne, 
The sooner it is over the better 


But in this case it does not hurt the owner 


i.as much as it does the stock. 


| 
| 
} 
| 
| 


Mr. WARREN. The Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Scorr] 
was perhaps correct in saying that the beef ought to be 
slaughtered nearer where raised, and be shipped and disposed 
of in quarters; but I am afraid in that case we should have a 
good many musty quarters, when shipped thousands of miles. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I do not want to take any 


more time upon this bill. If the Senate thinks this time should 
be extended, as a matter of humanity, from twenty-eight | 
during which the eattle need to be fed and watered, and rat 
thirty-six hours, if they think it in the interest of 

sumer, if they think it decent treatment of dumb br 
will pass this bill. 

Mr. CARTER obtained the floor. 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the Senator permit me a moment? 

Mr. CARTER. Certainly. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, the Senator from Wi 
rather complains that these cattle are packed in a ear, 
describes it, iike sardines in a box. He would know on a 
ment’s reflection that in shipping wild cattle if you do not put 
them too close to fight you would hardly have a live one when 
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owners’ 


1-Inimndae 


That is because of the rather fero- 


that comes from-the plains or the 
unless we could get very much 
than any of us hope for, the freight bill 


x7) ] +1 
Wiat litle 
1 
i 


moreover, 


the farmer or 
We must tax 


profit is now left to 

f 1iould ship fewer to the car. 

of the ca 

rtozg i 

’.. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 
. A wiih 


Phen, on the ine of the Senator’s argument, it | : > > a 
| by asking, Why, then, should it be left optional with the 
| per? 


ry to punish these poor dumb brutes in order that 
4 I » money out of the transaction when 


nay make mor 


rket by crowding them into the car in | 


1ater from West Virginia was not at- | 
first. What I said at first was that if | 
“i close enough to prevent it they | 


were not load 
each other very much more with their horns than 
ng in the car could possibly injure them. So as a 
L bun nity 
. SCOTT. And of economy. 
BAILEY. It was required 
The Senator from 
Wisconsin 
quiring an attendant 
sto] 


j 


is a cow down he will help it up. 
to it that this duty is properly performed. Settling 
nator from Wisconsin that question of humanity, I 
the oth suggestion, which, of course, appeals to 
pocketbook, 
President, I confess a very great sympathy with and a 
ere attachment to the men who grow cattle upon the 
and on the ranches of this country. As a rule, they are 
“l men; as a rule, they are more sincerely attached 


made 


to God’s dumb creatures than are the men who compose many 


thet would have us believe the cattle 
They are men who do their duty to their 
fearlessly and well, both in peace and in war; and I 
count it of criticism against me be- 
to the question of their profit, after I have first 
ience and my 


for these animals. 


organizations 


are ruffians. 


as any just subject 
look 
with 
» treatment 


My cons 


‘yond the comforts and conveniences of our 
they have waited there, after having been 
civilization has overtaken them; but none of its 
have yet infected them, and I undertake to say 
are few cattle growers either in the great West or 
that would not ride farther and faster 
suffering than many of these folk who 
duty to continually interfere with other people’s 

the Senator from West Virginia will 
make that statement, I have no reference 


at country be 


irue, 
+7 


Southwest 
cow from 
is their 
tl cours 
and, when I 
* to any other 
that 
That des 
writing and telegraphing Members of Congress how we 
to perform 


eription 


reference to the right of a Senator in this body to hold 

have received within the last thirty days 500 tele- 
from people who have never read or heard the testimony, 
| a syllable of the law which must govern 


1 ] ° 
» gO hot Know 


SPOONER. 
BAILEY. 


About 
A question involving the right of a member of 
A few days ago, when the conferees of 
1 the conferees of this body an unjust anti- 
after day stood here presenting 
ams. Those who sent the telegrams had a 
us. They were immediately interested, and 
ntitled to respectful consideration. I gave 
leration in that instance, because they 
mut, and what they were talk- 
came very to their homes and involved a 
be fairly considered their compensation. But 
» the testimony, the protests, and the criticisms against this 
slation, I respectfully submit that it comes from worthy people 

have absolutely no practical knowledge of this subject. 
source possessed of practical knowledge, from the 

of Agriculture himself, through all of his subordi- 
se duty it has been to administer this law, down to 
tleman in the land, it is insisted that the present law 


aii 
waoatt 


to his seat. 
d upot 


‘nators aay 


poree 


COSI 


were talking abe 


What may 


ry 
wh 
cat 


r in most parts of the country to the ut- | 
t our cattle to the market at a reasonable cost. 
a rule, is a fair limit, as I understand? 


that we should load them | 
West Virginia forgets and the Sen- | 
also forgets that one of the very purposes | 
in charge of these cattle is that at | 
, or at proper intervals, he will go along the car and if | 
That is a part of the duty | 


judgment the question of | 
| three times, they would do so. 
of these men year after year endured the hardships of | 


Senator, because it is the duty of Sena- | 
whatever legislation passes this body is wise and | 
{[ only intend to fit people who are | 
| but a few observations on the pending bill. 
our duties, no matter what the question is. | 


| that it is a very difficult task to unload and reload 


| limited, as far as practicable, without, of course, inv: 
| humanitarian idea. ; 
| one to preserve the cattle in the best possible physic: 


is a hardship, and that they are fairly entitled to the any 
ment which is proposed to be made by the pending bill. 
Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to ask hi 


| question? 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Texas 
to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator thinks that thirty-six hour 


Mr. BAILEY. 
Mr. SPOONER. 


Mr. President 
I was going to follow that, if he says “ Yes.’ 


Mr. BAILEY. The Senator, of course, observed that 
not answer that I think thirty-six hours under all « 
stances—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Asa rule. 

Mr. BAILEY. Is a proper rule; and this amendmen 
not make it the rule under all circumstances. 

Mr. WARREN. It makes it the exception. 

Mr. BAILEY. This bill leaves twenty-eight hours, as 
lated in the present law, the rule, and only provides for 
ception where the owner asks for it. 

Mr. SPOONER. They will generally ask for it. 

Mr. BAILEY. No. I am free to say if the owner 
within two or three hours of the market he would p 
go on, even if he felt the cattle would suffer. I ough 
say “the owner;” I ought to have said “some owners.’ 
believe the majority of the men who grow cattle in this « 
would unload them whenever they felt the dictate of hu 
intervened; but surely the Senator from Wisconsin wil! 
that it is more humane to take the cattle thirty-two h 
at last unload them in a dry yard, with fair weather, 
would be to unload them at the end of twenty-eight h 
muddy yard and in a storm. 

Mr. SPOONER. But this applies to journeys which w 
sixty or seventy or eighty or even ninety hours, and « 
trips the stock would not have to be unloaded except at 
six-hour periods. 

Mr. BAILEY. Yes. What would happen in that «: 
they started from a point in Wyoming to reach Chica; 
would take the average running time and they would divi 
so as to feed according to that‘time; and if by going thiri 
hours they could save themselves unloading and reload 
Suppose the running ti 
eighty-five hours, then under the present law they would 
to unload and reload four times, because three times i\\ 
eight would be eighty-four, and although the cattle w 
only an hour or more on the cars, if the law were ol 
would be compelled to unload again. In a case of that 
under the pending bill, they would simply divide the t 
as to unload and reload most conveniently ; in other wo1 
bill only allows an elasticity and a play of judgment 
may do a great deal of good, and which, in my opinion, 


| no harm. 


Mr. President, I apologize to the Senator from Mo! 
only intended to say a word when I took the floor. 

Mr. CARTER. The Senator from Texas has occu) 
time very efficiently, I think, Mr. President. I wish t 
Quite un! 
think, the assumption is indulged that the stock owner 
per desires this extension of time to the end that he ma) 
all circumstances and conditions, keep the stock in 
for the full maximum limit here fixed. That, as I und 


4 is not the purpose of the bill at all. 


1 y 


The present law was passed thirty-four years ago, : 
of the railroads largely engaged in transporting live st 
ticularly from beyond the Mississippi, have, during 
while the law has been in force, made their arrange 
stock yards and feeding places along their respect 
Through accident or unavoidable delay it occasional!) 
that the twenty-eight-hour limit interferes to such 
as to necessitate an extra loading and unloading alo! ven 
line or route. Let me illustrate. If, perchance, a tr: ; two 
hours late coming from Montana into Fargo, N. Dak., train 
must be unloaded there instead of being sent on to 
yards at St. Paul; whereas, if the train entered Fare 
on time, the St. Paul stock yards would be made W 
twenty-eight-hour limit. 

Those familiar with the handling of live stock W 


mens 


tant 
CALCUL 


n the 


know 
iin of 
g be 
ling the 
3; any- 
1 condi- 


cattle. It is desirable that the unloading and relo 


The stock owners are as anxiou 
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{ -entry into the market. They not only have the humani- practically as little friction or jar as obtains in the case of an 
j purpose or impulse, but they have likewise the financial | ordinary passenger train. The stock is not disturbed in ship- 
4 s which generally constrains men to look well to the} ment. The cars are higher and better ventilated. They are 
poe ns whieh yield profit or result in loss. heavier and consequently less inclined to jolt about even if 
\LLINGER. Will the Senator yield for a question? | the tracks were as bad as of yore. To carry cattle for twenty- 
1 VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Montana eight hours on a train thirty-four years ago was an act of cru- 
vield to the Senator from New Hampshire? | elty compared with the carrying of a like shipment for thirty- 
’ Mr. CARTER. Yes. | six hours to-day. 
\fr. GALLINGDR. If that be so, what is the need of a law | But it is not the purpose to carry the cattle for thirty-six 
If the men transporting cattle are so humanitarian in| continuous hours. This bill is intended to meet a contingeney 
the julses and they want to get the stock to the market in | which will arise now and then, and of that contingency the 
the t possible condition, why does Congress intervene to put | owner will be the judge, the man who has an interest mai 
9 | 1 the statute book upon this subject? There must have | taining the condition of the stock the best possible under all 
heel e abuses. the circumstances. If twenty-eight hours constituted a 
\RTER. I have no doubt to-day that if no limitation | limitation thirty-four years ago, fifty-six hours would not be an 
aris if-interest and sentiments of humanity would secure | excessive limit now. But. as I have suggested. the st yards 
os results as can be or have ever been secured under the | are built to accommodate the twentv-eicht-hour run. The 
law ; known to all people who ship live stock, particularly | thirty-six-hour limit will be put into ? peration in the main 
fro ranges, that the loading and unloading is a serious | under circumstances where the man in charge of the stock 
det to the stock. finds that he will run over twenty-eight hours by one, two, 
Mr. WARREN. I will say to the Senator from New Hamp- | three, or-four hours if he continues to the next feeding pl 
shire the Senator from Montana will permit me—— and having determined that this excess of time on the cars will 
rhe VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Montana | prove less injurious, if you please, than to unload them tw 
vield to the Senator from Wyoming? instead of once, the order will be given. 
“ Mr. CARTER. I yield. I am quite sure, as the Senator from Texas well says, that 
Mr. WARREN. The twenty-eight-hour law was passed, as I | the men who raise the cattle, who are interested in them, will 
two purposes—to yield to those representing humane | be constrained by their financial interest, as well as 1 eral 
societ who desired to make provision for better protection | interest every man has in his own property and business, to 
of liv «k, and to act as a check upon the railroads, so that | be at all times as humane as any outsider or person havi 
the shipper, for himself and for his stock, would have | no interest could possibly be; but if the man is conceded to 
son ort from the law in the matter of exacting hours of | lack humane principles, it will not be doubted that owners, 
the 1 us, in the main, want to make a profit instead of being compelled 
Let me say, further, that twenty-eight hours, with the equip- | to encounter a loss. Enlightened self-interest, if not principles 
ment they then had, with no hayracks, water troughs, or air | of humanity, will impel the owner to consider well the condi- 
brake yas a longer time, measured by the suffering of the | tions under which the value of his property will be depreciated. 
stor un forty hours would be now with the present equip-| A single unnecessary unloading of stock in transit riouslv 


impairs the weight and value of the stock. The owner is inter- 
Mr. CARTER. I was about to touch upon that particular | ested in having the stock placed upon the market 


in as good 
point. ‘he Senator from Wyoming very clearly, I think, indi- | condition as possible. This bill will 


permit him to exercise 


cates of the purposes in the enactment of the twenty- | Some discretion when a contingency arises on the question of 
eight-hour limitation. It was the facet undoubtedly before the | unloading or going on for a few hours longer, in order to avoid 
passage of that law that the stock shipper was wholly subject | the extra punishment to the stock always inseparable from 
to the command of the train dispatcher. If the conductor re- | unloading and putting them back into the ears. 

ceived order to stop only at a certain terminal point, a long The Senator from Minnesota suggests to me the propriety of 
distance ahead, the guardian of the stock, the owner, or person a further explanation of the method of” getting stock into St. 


1 charge was utterly powerless to compel a stop at any point | 


Paul. I wish to say that the St. Paul yards are probably the 
‘than that designated in the order. So that the twenty- 


best stock yards in all the northwestern country. All of the 





‘limit gave to the stock owner the right, with the law | stock raised between the Mississippi River and the State of 
him, to command the railroad company to stop at a| Washington, or practically the Pacific Ocean, passes through the 
given point within the limit of time specified. | St. Paul stock yards. They have in those yards splendid facili- 
The Senator from Wyoming also wisely suggests that the | ties for unloading, for feeding, and for protecting the stock. 
equipment of thirty-four years ago made the twenty-eight-hour | It is impracticable to pass through St. Paul without unloading. 
trip over a railroad more difficult and burdensome than twice | All the railroads have arranged for St. Paul as one of the 
that d nee to-day. | central and regular feeding and watering stations for stock. 
Mr. GALLINGER. It did not lengthen the hours, did it? | Now, we will assume that because of a breakdown or soi 
Mr. CARTER. It did not lengthen the hours, but it cer- accident to some other train a stock train has been delayed 
tainly diminished the burden and weariness of travel, both for | three or four hours. It reaches Fargo, N. Dak., four hours lat 


stock and for human beings. I well remember that twenty- | If it had passed Fargo on time it would have reached St. Paul 
eight ye ago in the State of Illinois they had the old chair | within the twenty-eight-hour limit, but being delayed in the 
joints for the railroads, with soft roadbeds, and travel upon 


course of the run it reaches the town of Fargo at such a time 


a train was not unlike going over a corduroy road in a lumber | that it is manifest that, in the normal course of the schedule 
wagon. The box ears were ill-construected, the springs ill- | run, it will get to St. Paul after the twenty-eight-hour limit has 


Suited, and the brakes were turned by a wheel. When the; expired. That necessitates an unloading at Fargo, in order to 
train was stopped there was a great commotion, and a mighty | avoid this extra run of two or three or four hours to get into 


jar between every car. The tendency was t© throw the stock | the stock yards at St. Paul. The unloading at Fargo will 


} rove 
i prove 


down, and passengers were compelled to hold onto the seats | infinitely more injurious to the cattle than to run them the 
as they passed through a train in motion. | extra four hours beyond the twenty-eight-hour limit, and thus 
Sin | time, Mr. President, we have- reached the con- | avoid one unloading and leading at Fargo. Under present con- 
tnuor | rail and more thoroughly settled roadbeds. In- | ditions they must stop at Fargo, because there is no place on 
a : little 30, 35, and 40 pound iron rail of thirty-four | the line between Fargo and St. Paul where they can unload the 
years » have the 60, 70, 80, and even 90 pounds steel rails | cattle and feed them. 
of to-da Thirty-four years ago it would have been im-| The stock owners have sought this bill not because they want 
possible to have operated a dining car upon any passenger | to ship cattle continuously for thirty-six hours, but because 
train in the United States. You could not have kept the table- | they desire to avoid the consequences of accident and delay 
Ware 0} table. A man would have jabbed himself in the | along the road and the difficulties that result from such acci 
— fork trying to guide food into his mouth. The | dents and being compelled to interject into the shipment 
nr d lirty-four years ago no more compared with the | cattle in transit an extra and unnecessary unloading along 
r the equipment of the railroad of to-day than a | line. 
stag practically of twenty years prior to that compared | Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, the description given by the 
ee le railroad. Senator from Montana [Mr. Carrer] of the great advanceme: 
Mr. 2 ent, while the road has been improved with the | in railroad comforts is undoubtedly true. But even with a 
mer | and a substantial roadbed, we have also the | the comforts we have to-day in the parlor car, I am sure the 
ern nent. Instead of brakemen running up and / Senator from Montana would dislike very much to be crowded 
a : i at the peril of their lives setting brakes we have | into such a car, so that he would have to stand even twenty 











', SO that the long stock trains are stopped with | eight hours, to say nothing about thirty-six hours, notwith- 


CONGRE} 


fact that he would have the hundred-pound rails 
joint and couplings. 

all probability those of us who are taking the part of the 
animals are going to be defeated when a vote on this bill 

n. The poor, dumb brute has not a vote. No man has a 
‘opinion, no man thinks more of the farmer who earns his 
the sweat of his brow than I do. I was reared a poor 
an team when I was 16 years of age from 

where the great city of Denver now stands, 

there not a house in it. My greatest friend at that 
ine w my near-side ox. 

* the best shelter at night. 
going to blow, and he lay with his back against the wind, and I 

ved in close to him to get a comfortable night’s rest when I 

herding. 
do not want the Senator 
who live in the East 
nothing of the 
the farm. I desire to say that I know all about it. I 
through tribulations. I am proud that we 
this country which are doing al! they can 
to dumb animals. As I started out to say, 
advocating this bill to-day 
believe it will be more just, 
brutes to confine them thirty-six hours 
of twenty-eight, but they are advocating it because 
constituency who want them to provide a means by 
nay save something in the shipment of their 

WARREN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SCOTT. The truth of it 
the amount they have to pay for feed, 
had the time. 

Mr. WARREN. 

Mr. SCOTT. 


improved 
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is 
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from Texas to say that those of 
surrounded, as he says, by luxuries, 


» on 
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izations In 


i to 
t cruelty the 
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ause they 


poor dumb 


Her 


in 


thes 
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eattle. 


as I could prove if I 

Mr. President 
The Senator will excuse me. I am on a con- 
ference committee, and shall have to go out of the Chamber. 

Mr. WARREN. I did not care to have the Senator proceed 
with the statement that those who are 
not doing it in the cause of humanity. I deny that statement. 
They are doing it in the cause of humanity. 

Mr. SCOTT. I am glad to hear the Senator say so, but 
he can point out to any man who is open to conviction where it 
is more humane to a dumb brute to keep it confined where it 
can neither eat or drink, 
p or, in other words, 
avoid being thrown down, thirty-six hours instead of 
to the present law of twenty-eight hours, I will gladly 
that I have made a mistake in opposing this bill. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, if I felt that I 
would conclude that the view which those who 
measure take of the manner of handling stock in transit is 
that whenever the twenty-eight hours expire, wherever the 
train may be, there the cattle are unloaded and fed and watered 
and rested. But anybody who has any knowledge whatever 
of the transportation of cattle from the ranges to the market 

that that utterly impossible. To unload the eattle 

from the range and en route to the market there must 

‘acilities. There must be pens, cattle chutes, water, and 

and those facilities, from the very nature of 

can only be at stated intervals, to be determined 
railway company. 

the law was first passed the railway companies un- 
dertook to meet the requirements of the law by establishing 
feeding and watering places at what the companies supposed 
were proper places. It was found impracticable to enforce 
the law it w when it was first enacted, and that is the 
renson why the law remained entirely unenforced until the 
effort made of late yea and for very largely the same rea- 
sons the effort to enforce the law has been largely abandoned, 
latitude given by the Secretary of Agriculture and 
agents to omit to observe the law where the necessities of 

require it. 
ding and watering 
of railway. 
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might, I 
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trains? It may be 
the train conveying the cattle. 
that some neglect of duty on the part of the « 
conductor ef a passenger train has max it necessary to 
the train composed either in whole of cattle cars 
or of which cattle constitute a part. With what result? 
That it ible to reach the feeding and watering place 
hin twenty-eight-hour limit, and then those in charge 
are confronted with this condition: They 
the law, 
or attempt to unload the stock where there are 


railway 


is 
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sidetrack 
cars 
is impo 
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train 
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heavily 


He knew where to go to lie down | 
He knew which way the wind was | 


hardships of the cattlemen or those who | 
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is that they are objecting to | 


advocating this bill are | 
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adhering | 
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run the risk of being prosecuted and | 
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no facilities; and in every instance they must be impaled 
the first horn of the dilemma, because it is a physical j; 
sibility to unload cattle such as are transported from the «) 
ing plains of the great Middle West to the meat markets o; 
East in the absence of proper facilities. 

Therefore it was found necessary, if the law was to be op. 
served, that some latitude should be given—a latitude within 
which there might be no reasonable excuse to evade the 
letter as well as the spirit of the law. It is this latitude 
~ contained in the pending bill—a latitude of eight ho: So 

hat in the event the cattle train should be delayed so th: it it 
and not reach the pens and the place for food and water the 
train may continue on its course, it may be for two or three or 
four or five hours, until the proper facilities are reached, 
out either the railway company or the owner of the cattle 
chargeable with a violation of the statute. 

Then, as has been repeatedly said by those who have spoken 
upon this subject, it is not infrequently the case that cattle 
trains could reach their point of destination within a very few 
hours after the twenty-eight-hour limit has expired. Suppose 
the destination is Chicago, and two hours more would take the 
| stock into the yards at Chicago; or, taking St. Louis, that 
three or four more hours would take the train into the St. Louis 
yards. Is it not the height of absurdity as well as unnecessary 
cruelty to require that those cattle shall be unloaded, allowed to 
remain off the cars but for the period of five hours, and then 
forced again into the cars? 

Mr. President, whoever has seen trains of western 
| tl—the broad-horned Texas steer and cow, and those that 


upon 
the 


very 
hich 





vile 
are 
upon the plains of the West to-day are nearly all either of that 
| character or wery closely allied; wild by nature, unruly in dis- 
| position, resenting control in close quarters—w hoever has seen 
| attempts to load and unload trains with this character of ani- 
mals must realize that it is not an easy task, and that it is never 
| accomplished without the greatest difficulty and a large amount 
|of injury to the animals themselves. They resist, they balk, 
they attempt to evade the chute; they have to be driven up or 
driven down, many times by the use of violence, and when they 
| reach the earth from the cars or the cars back again from the 
earth a very great amount of exhaustion has ensued as the 
result. With heated blood and nerves excited, if we can speak 
in that way of the nerves of a lot of cattle, they reach the mar- 
ket, when with but three or four hours more travel they would 
reach the market in a far better condition. 

As the Senator from Texas and the Senator from Montana 
well said, the owners of cattle ought to be fairly presumed to 
| desire so to handle their cattle, quite independently of the ques- 
tion of humanity, as that they will reap the largest results. and 
if it would yield greater profit to them to unload their cattle 
every twenty-eight hours they would do so, because self-i 
est would require them to do so. But having realized thai 
frequent loading and unloading, not by reason of the cost, but 
by reason of the injury done to the cattle, is injurious to the 
cattle and injurious to the pockets of the owners, they have 
sought to have the limit enlarged in the way this bill proposes. 

Mr. President, as I understand, this is simply intended t 
to the owners of cattle a reasonable leeway in the transporta- 
tion of their cattle from the prairie to the market, 
them to cover every reasonable contingency, to enable tliem in t 
exercise of a sound judgment so to hi indle their cattle that there 
shall be the least injury done to the cattle and thereby the lea: 
injury done to themselves. And eight hours, even though 
follow after twenty-eight hours, is not for cattle such 
of time. I am quite astonished that those who oppose 
of this kind do ndt insist that cattle should not be ki 
it is cruelty to animals and inhumane to Gaaahtor 
human food. The next best thing they can do, I su) 
to insist that the cattle shall be brought to market in 
fortable a condition as possible. It may be that they w 
=~ that they shall have palace cattle cars; and indecd 

me of the cars that are now provided for the transportatio 

ittle are compared with the cars of twenty or twent) 
thirty years ago, they may well be called palace cattle cars. 

Mr. President, the cattle are fed in transitu, and 
Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Warren] has said, cattle 
transitu. So they are not without food. All the ; od 
quire to appease their hanger in transitu is placed in 
that carry them, and with food to eat, the ain ‘oc 
largely modified, and the fatigue from standing is also t 
largely modified. 

It seems to me, Mr. President, that the men who | 
deeply concerned in the welfare of the cattle are t! 
should be most largely consulted in determining the 
| transportation. Their concern is not that of hun 
| willing to admit; it is that of profit; but experience 


nter- 


rive 


to en 


tho 


as Coilil- 


ill in- 


who 
‘ ol 
ity am 
ee taught 











I 





, as well as others that the profit consists in getting 

' tle to market in the speediest possible time and in the 

e ible condition, and cattle can not be gotten to market 
- i condition if inhumanity occurs in the handling of the 


d therefore the promptings of humanity are identical 
: promptings of self-interest, and both require that cattle 
al eotten to their destination in the best possible form. 
If t en whose pockets are involved, whose financial interests 
de} 1 the outcome, insist that it will best serve their inter- 
ests use it means to them larger profits to give to them this 
lee i insist that they are far more likely to be right than 
ihe rists who have made up their minds that twenty-eight 


hou the limit of endurance, and that a minute or an hour 
he it time places the transaction within the boundaries 


f inity. 
Ol i - - . 

Tl s nothing in this amendment that should not be incor- 
ors n it, even the provision as to the parties to be respon- 
ail a violation of the law. I think it was but common 


it the owner of the cattle should be eliminated from 
n, because the owner of the cattle has nothing what- 


tra time at the yards provided by the railway companies 
for unloading and feeding and watering stock. 
rh es it will stand, will declare that twenty-eight hours 
te the iit, practically saying that an emergency must exist, 
iw the emergency exists then the twenty-eight hours 


st served unless the owner or the person in charge of the 


the train shall in writing request that the time be 


ter of the men so eloquently described by the Sen- 
rexas as to feel that they would not use the amend- 
; asked for inhuman or horrible purposes. 

Mr. President, representing, as I do, a large con- 

o are engaged in the cattle business, and havin; 


¥ 
> 





sitation in saying, and in giving it as my deliberate 
t the 
cted for the cause of humanity as well as for that 
tection that the men engaged in this great industry 
to have at the hands of the lawmaking power. 
NGER. Mr. President, this is not a new question. 
‘non the statute- book a good many years. But 
various efforts made to amend the law. 


do with the running of the train or the getting of the | 
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| of the Secretary of Agriculture and 


1owledge, by observation more than otherwise, | 


amendment which is proposed is one that | 


Here- | 


ite of amended legislation has insisted that | 
as not an excessive time, and we have had sev- 
re Congress extending the time from twenty-eight 


but those bills did not receive the favor of the 

rrectly, those bills did not provide, as is 

it the extension of time should be upon the 

! or the person in charge of the 

asked Congress—and they then made the 

it it was in the interest of humanity—that 

ded from twenty-eight to forty hours. 

t, they have come now asking us to extend the 
hours, 


nt, some weeks, and possibly some moyths, ago I 


owner 


six 


d by certain parties interested in the passage of | 


¢ 


f them was from my own State—a man whose 
be a long-time personal and political friend of 


the | 


| to them very attentively and was impressed | 


nents. It seemed to me there was something 

and I said to them, without making any 

y or the other, that I would give the matter 
ver’ nd conscientious consideration. 

I ned the bill. I have examined the literature on 


have read the arguments of those who are in | 


and I have likewise, as I am always glad to | 


entations of those who represent the humane | 


suntry, and I do not propose to admit mildly 
ded in justice. We 


would have much 


e an interest in the welfare not only of the 
f the human kind as well; and I am glad 


| Secretary of Agriculture and prese! 
I think the Senate ought to have enough confidence | 
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We have heard eloquent arguments to-day 


y to the effect that 
the men who ship cattle want to get them to market in the best 
possible condition, and that self-interest prompts them to ask 
for legislation along proper lines. That may be so, and yet 


there are some things which lead me to doubt it. 
I have been told that this bill originated in the Department of 


Agriculture. I do not know whether it did or not. If it did - 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire yield to the Senator from Wyoming? 

Mr. GALLINGER. With pleasure. 

Mr. WARREN. If the Senator will permit me, it originated, 
so far as the calling of a preliminary meeting was concerned, 


with the stockmen and live-stock growers. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Secretary of Agriculture certainly 
has been brought into the discussion as being an advocate of 
this legislation. 

Mr. WARREN. I am coming to that. The stockmen de- 
sired, as they always do, to obey the laws. The Department 
of Agriculture, in the last year or two, has attempted to ay 
and enforce this law—to take it from the dead-letter condition 
in which it slept for years and apply it. Its officials found, as 
everybody has found who has watched the shipment of st 
that the present law is not practical and not in the interest of 
the purchasers or consumers of meat and not condu 
the arrival at market of meat in the best condition. 

The stockmen came to Washington and consulted with the 
ted their views. I would 
not like to put it upon the Secretary of Agriculture that tl! 
bill was his and as coming from that Department as a col 
mand upon this Congress, but I do say it has the 


ive to 








those in his Departms 
who have been engaged in the last two years in an end 
enforce the twenty-eight-hour W 




















Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, wherever the bill n 
have originated, one provision w I ated in the bill 
its original draft that the committee has eliminated, which, 
strikes me, was in the interest of humanity. That will 
found in section 5, where it is provided: 

That it shall be the duty of every railroad, express 
company, and of every common irrier other than i 
the receiver, trustee, or less of any of them, v ( 
gaged in the transportation of live stock by rail: I » 
or ‘Territory or the District of ¢ umbia ito or thro S 
or Territory or the District of Columbia, transport l e 
so by it or him being transported with 4 1A 
in all trains containing ten or more cars \ beir 
transported from one State or Ter ry or j ( i ia 
or through another State or Territory or the District of ¢ j 
average minimum rate of speed of not less than 16 es | cz 
the time any such live stock is loaded upon or into its « cars 
made part of said train, until such train re s its de 

nection point for delivery to another carrier, « g 

putati of sucl verag mum spe s t 
the live st may be necessarily delaved W 
and rest, and in feeding, water nd res ! I ‘ 
such time as the live stock may e de } 

dental causes which can mn e antici d or a led 
exercise of due diliger and foresight. 

Mr. WARREN. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will yield to the Senator in a moms 


We have listened to a picture to-day painted as to the difference 


between the condition of the railroads of the country when 
this original law was enacted and the condition to-day. 1 : 
it that whatever the speed of trains may have been 


thirty years ago, 16 miles at the present time as a 

speed for a stock train is not excessive speed; and | ask 
the Senator from Wyoming why it was that that pro m was 
| taken from the bill? 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, the sixt ] 

far too low for most railroads; it is too high for others. For 
instance, upon the main lines the full trains of cattle are sup- 
posed to move at nearer 25 and even 30 miles an hour an 
16. In the meantime the little branch railroad lines or feed 
ers that come in from the plains or from the mountains and 


the criticisms upon that class of people made | 
less | 


n, State and national, if it were not for the | over those feeder railroad lines at perhaps faster than 10 or 12 


en and women all over our country who are | 


in this legislation and all similar legislation, 
vay presenting their views to those of us who 
tent 
matter very careful consideration, I have 
st the pending bill. 
refer that my vote shall be recorded against 
all be recorded in its favor. 


aun excess of caution, if nothing else, it is my | 
I presume it will pass | 


join the main line are of lighter rail, of | 
sometimes with a soft track, and it 


is at tim 


oroar yoty 
OOo! Col I 


unsafe to m 


miles with live stock, but when they get upon the main 
they make speed. It seemed to those interested in this bi 
as if it carried more of a license to railroads to reduce fl 
speed on the main lines to 16 miles an hour than 


anythll Ise 


and it would not conduce to faster running time. 

Mr. GALLINGDER. If the Senator will permit me, it would 
not be to the interest of any railroad corporation to run at a 
less speed than could readily be made with a load of ecatt 
There is surely no danger of a railroad doing tl 

Mr. WARREN. Now, the Senator has answered his ow 
inquiry. It is not in the interest of railroads to run slow when 





8320) 


they could run fast. 
an hour, and even more, 
There is no necessity of having a limit in the bill. 


That limit 


as put in as a concession to members of the Humane Society | 

Washington who, as I am informed, stated that they would | 
bill, or not oppose it, with that speed limit in, but | 
It was, | 


port the 
it was put in they nevertheless opposed the bill. 

iy opinion, put in there as a concession, and not because it 

illy added anything useful to the bill. 


re they could not possibly make the time, and it seemingly 
gave the liberty on the main lines where neither their interest 
nor the interest of the 
time as th 
I will say as to the main lines across the country, most of 
those shipping will average probably 25 miles an hour with stock 
trains. Of course freight trains can not move with the same 


regularity and can not depend upon making time every day as | 
| portation is 


can passenger trains. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, in reading the bill my at- 
tention was attracted to that, and I thought I should like to 
hear an explanation of it. I submit it for what it is worth. 

Now, Mr. President, I am one of those who make no preten- 
sion of knowing very much about the transportation of cattle, 
but I great many loads of cattle in transit and I 
biel \¥ © 


tin? 
hation, 


have seen a 


I want to say that 
if there is any way that human intelligence and human 
ingenuity can devise to lessen the suffering of cattle transported 
from the far West to the markets at Chicago and other cities of 
the country it ought to be done, and I will express the hope that 
if this bill shall become a law—I trust it may not—the state- 


7 
made 


1 by facts. 
There is need certainly for ameliorated conditions. So 
slaughtered and used for human food, I could wish that a 
which commended itself more to my limited intelli- 
gence had been presented to the Senate than the one that is 
now under consideration. 

Senators, the last one being the Senator from Colo- 


measure 


Several 
rado [ Mr. 
has been urged with great vehemence, that sometimes these 
ins would reach their destination within two or three 

urs after the twenty-eight hours have expired and they are 

nnpelled to unload. 

Mir. President, I think that is a hardship. Why was not a 
bill brought in here limiting this amelioration to that one 

ance? There would be no trouble about that. gut while a 

‘“iship in that regard may be ameliorated—— 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. Ina moment. It seems to me that in a 

ut many other instances an added hardship will be the result. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New 
ire vield to the Senator from Colorado? 
GALLINGER. With pleasure. 
PATTERSON. Would it not be equally a hardship, 
id a train be belated and so detained that it would 
the yards for unloading, feeding, or watering within four or 
ours of the twenty-eight hours, to compel the owners of 
attle and the railway company both to be adjudged vio- 
of the law or else to unload where there were no 
( 3? 
GALLINGER. 
swallow does not make a summer, and because 
happen now and then is no reason why we should 
lation compelling a different order of things to be 
Senator from Colorado, in an excess, I think, of exuber- 
ibly of humor, for which he is so noted, went he- 
vhen he suggested that the good people who are 
legislation and the few of us who are repre- 
; best we may to-day will probably, after a little 
while, take exception to the killing of cattle; that that will be a 
natural step in advance of our present position. 

Mr. President, if some of the loads of cattle that I have seen 
on the railr 
the pictures that have been painted of the conditions existing 
where those poor, fevered, tuberculous cattle are slaughtered 
in this country have any truth at all in them, I am inclined to 
think it might be a good idea for somebody to rise up and adyo- 
cate what the Senator from Colorado has suggested. 
know but we would all be better off. 


i@ Ps 


hira 
shire 


Mr. President, it is urged with a good deal of force, and it is | 


in this bill, that these cattle are to be attended by people who 
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They should and will run 20 or 25 miles | 


seen a great many cars of cattle unloaded at their desti- | 
from the slight observation I have | 


not | 


Well, Mr. President, I long ago learned | 


this | 


| car, one person goes along with it; but he does not say ( 


oads of this country are a sample, and if some of | 


I do not | 


JUNE 12, 


are interested in them, the owners or their representatives, ] 
do not know how that may be, but I turn to the testimony ciyey 
before the Interstate Commerce Committee, and on page 1226 | 
find the testimony of Mr. James C. Lincoln. Mr. Lincoln lives jp 
St. Louis, and he is the general freight agent of the Missouri Po. 
cific Railway, the St. Louis, Iron Mountain and Southern Railway 
and several allied, leased, and operated lines embraced in wh: 


HN‘ 
vidal 


| is known as the “ Missouri Pacific Railway System,” one of the 
I think it detracted | 
because it bound up the railroads upon the short lines, | 


great railway systems of the country. 


Mr. Lincoln gave a little 
testimony directly on this point. 


He was speaking, in the first 


| place, of the burden—I do not know that he called it a burdep 
; but upon the fact that they had to carry or did carry the 
stockmen require them to make as slow | 


at: 
tendants of these stock trains free of cost, and he said: 
Another incident in connection with the transportation of live stock 
is the fact that the carriers, on the assumption that the shipper will 
lock after his stock and care for the same while in transit, issyoc 
free transportation in both directions to shippers with every two esp. 
of stock and one way with each single car of stock. To the tpt, 
managers of the country it is well known that this live-stock ¢; 
manipulated to the depletion of the carrier's e9 
on passenger traffic. It is also well known that the transport tion 
falls into the hands of parties ostensibly the agents of the shinno 
who are thoroughly incompetent to care for the stock while o) 
road, and who in many instances do not even take the trouble of Io. 
ing after the stock, the transportation being given to lawyers. mor. 
chants, and clerks as a matter of accommodation to enable them to 
make trips to the larger cities. These alleged attendants, and. fo» 
that matter, regular livestock attendants, are not familiar with tho 
operation of trains and with the yards and switches, and are therefore 


much more liable to personal injury through their ignorance. 

Mr. President, I will venture to ask the Senator from Wvo- 
ming if it is to any considerable extent the custom of the 
shippers of live stock to find a man who wants to take a trip 
from Cheyenne, we will say, to Chicago, and he is given free 


iS. 


| transportation by the shipper, with the idea that he is goj 
, ISt 1 state- | to look after the live stock? 
nents made by those who are advocating it to-day may be justi- | 


oing 
He may be a clerk, he may 
as this statement says, a merchant, lawyer, clergyman, or so; 


| other man who simply wants to deadhead his way from W 0- 
far . 
as the transportation of live stock is concerned that is to be | 


ming to Chicago, and he becomes the care taker of that stock. 
Of course, I can see exactly where the shipper would be |} 
efitted, because he would not lose the services of a man conn 
with his establishment for a minute, while if he sent one 
his own men he would lose the time both on the journey « 
ward and the journey inward, which would be a very ¢ 


l 0- | erable expense. 
PATTERSON], have called attention to the fact, and it | 


I know nothing about this beyond the testimony that Myr. 


| Lincoln, who seems to be a well-qualified witness, has 


If it be so, I think we ought to express at least some decree 
of sympathy for the live stock that is put in the care of that 
class of men. 

Mr. WARREN. Now, Mr. President, I take it for granted 
that the Senator asks that question in good faith. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I do, indeed, because I have it upon the 
testimony that is contained here on page 1239, by a very reputa- 
ble witness. 

Mr. WARREN. Now, Mr. President, the gentleman whi t 
tifies there, of course, notwithstanding he represents sir 
roads, does not represent those that carry the larger share of the 
live stock of the country. I should be glad to read what co 
before and what comes after the quotation. His main g! 
if I understand it, is that the railroads are sending one man in 
both directions to each two cars or to send a man one way wil! 
one car. If the Missouri Pacific and those roads were as liberal 
as that in transportation, and were allowing a man for evely 
two cars on a train, they would open the door themselves to that 
kind of fraud, because, if a man has but two cars of stock of 
course it requires a man to go with the two cars, but if he Is 
shipping twenty cars of stock it does not require ten men to 0 
with them. It is not the practice in my part of the country t 
do that. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. Lincoln does not say that. 

Mr. WARREN. Whether he says it or not, if he says that he 
gives that much transportation, I say he is giving it in cases 
where there are some reasons other than the interests of te 
live stock during shipment. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I beg the Senator’s pardon. All that can 
possibly be construed from this language is that if there = 
two cars of stock, two persons may be shipped; if t! ere = _ 

that 1or 
twenty or thirty cars there will be an individual for each ¢:'. 

Mr. WARREN. Well, Mr. President, I think from my KiO"™ 
edge of the case that is what he did mean there, because “in 
are times when railroads in their competition have reached that 
point. 

Mr. GALLINGER. But, Mr. President, I am still w: 
What he does say is that they issue “free transportit's 
both directions to shippers with every two cars ol stock 
one way with each single car of stock.” 

Mr. WARREN. That is what I said. 


1 


ng there. 
ation In 
and 
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1e say to the Senator from New Hampshire that I have 
Ss -vers and merchants and clerks with live stock, but they 
y »-stock men before they were lawyers, and very compe- 
i es. Many clerks and many merchants in the western 
- the country were cowboys in earlier days. An attorney- 
of the State of Wyoming, who served acceptably and 
. ‘ years, came up to Wyoming over tbe trail from Texas 
VW ttle. 


Mr. GALLINGER. But did he accept service with the Sena- 
to ¢t as his agent to take a trip to Chicago? 
WARREN. He would have been very glad to accompany 


eh , I donned my overalls and went with stock. I was 


‘ o proud to do that sort of thing, and others feel that 
he not 
\ir. GALLINGER. He was on a pleasure trip, I suppose? 
Mr. WARREN. If you call rustling around with cattle a 
pleasure trip, Ves. 


GALLINGER. He was deadheaded through from the 
point of shipment to the destination? 


Mr. WARREN. One of the men in charge of the cattle, yes; 
id it often happens that way. 
\Ir, GALLINGER. Well, Mr. President—— 
WARREN. I want to say that in all those cases they 
ait etent men. They go in pursuance of a duty, and they 
that duty. The fact that a man may fall from grace 


nd become a lawyer or a merchant does not detract from the 
of purpose of the man who was once a cowboy. 
GALLINGER. Mr. President, after a man has become 


lawyer he certainly falls from grace if, for the sake of sav- 
¢ fare from Wyoming to Chicago, he accepts free transporta- 
n charge of cattle. 


\Mr. WARREN. I distinctly stated he does not go that way ; 
but n 2 man desires to go back to his earlier employment, 
t of vacation, he is not open to any criticism from the 
They may look at things differently in New Hamp- 
but in the western country it is no disgrace to get on 

‘) clothing and do a little rough work. 
Mr. GALLINGER. No people in all the world have done any 
tling in that direction than the people of New Eng- 
not mal 





king any criticism along this line, but I say 
t has been made that the stock is safe in the hands 
men, and that whatever representations or requests 
ight to be observed. I say that if they are the 
1 that Mr. Lincoln represents as being sent in charge 

: trains I do not think that their representations or their 
iid count for very much, so far as the stock is con- 


ke ol 


Mr. WARREN. He states simply an exception. 


the ru 
Mr. GALLINGER. I know the Senator from Wyoming is 
nxious to get a vote, and I really did not intend to occupy 
than a moment of time. 
| argument is made that the owners of this stock are 


hye ’ ) 


le, and I presume that is true as a rule; but if 
there | not been abuses, there never would have been a law 
on th ite book in reference to this subject. There must 
have be ibuses; there must have been a reason for it. Con- 
gr { not have legislated if there had been no ground 
t leg n. While perhaps the stockmen haye become more 

1 they were twenty or thirty years ago, when very 

re was need of legislation, I am not quite sure that 

t at least to hem them in by some restrictions at 
The argument of humanity has been made 
‘a good cause and sometimes for a bad cause. It 


AA LITe, 


y the days of slavery, at first, that you could trust 
th 8 ‘to treat his slaves humanely, because they were 
r ; but while a great many of them did treat their 
Slaves | ‘ly, a great many of them did not. 

It ‘ question, after all, of healthy legislation. I am 
I 


to say a word more against this bill. If it be- 
I hope that every claim which has been made for 
nator from Wyoming [Mr. Warren]—who, of 
‘re in his advocacy of it, and who has no purpose 
Senate in what he says—if it becomes a law, I 
the interest of humanity, which I trust I am 
to advocate in a proper way—will be fulfilled; 

cars, or, as the Scotchman would say, “I hae 





I vf 
: 


: i ) obtained the floor. 

tr. A ‘Y. Mr. President- 

PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
‘ Senator from Washington? 
Certainly; I yield to the Senator if he desires 


‘SI ion, 


d21 





Massachu- 


That is not | 
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Mr. ANKENY. 
bill. 
Mr. LODGE. 


I wish to say a few words on the pending 


Very well; I will yield to the Senator for that 


purpose. 
Mr. ANKENY. Mr. President, I know the cattle bu 
very well; indeed, I have been engaged in it all my life. Al! the 


discussion which has taken place, of course, bears upon it; but 


from my intimate knowledge of the business, I will say that I 
believe this bill is in the interest of humanity, and is also in the 
interest of the good management of the cattle and stock busin 
I shall therefore vote for the measure. 

One thing that seems to scare so many of the opponents of 


this bill, and to which they attach much importance, is the case 
where stock arrives at its destination in bad condition. In our 
portion of the country cattle are shipped from point to point, 
many of them for stock purposes. Very few are slaughtered at 
the time of their arrival. So the bugbear on that point does not 
arise with us. Stock is usually in good order. Most of them, I 
repeat, are stock cattle, though some of those cattle are taken 
to Nebraska to be fed. 

I can not see any objection to this measure. I hope it will 
appeal to the people who are opposing it as a good and proper 
measure, and that it will correct the abuses and troubles 
which we have been subjected by being compelled to land cattle 
from the cars where it ought not to be done and where it is 
possible to do it to advantage and in such manner as to b 
the cattle. 

Mr. LODGE. 


to 


to see; and I am aware, from the utterances of wise me! 


where, that what an ordinarily intelligent person is able to see 
is not evidence; that he must be an expert, and on the sams 
authority I understand an expert to mean somebody who is 
interested in the business which is criticised. 

Most of the cattle I have seen in transit have been in the 


Nast. 
the country; but I see very few there now. The benefa 
mankind, who do our packing for us at Chicago, and who 
now being persecuted, have pretty nearly stopped the traffic 
live cattle in the East. 
welfare and so determined that we should have nothi 
best meat that when any butcher attempts to run 


ig but tl 


of him and undersell him until they drive him out of busin 


| thing as that without enacting a law against it? Have you 1 
| antitrust legislation in your respective States? 

Mr. LODGE. No State legislation could 
| 
' 


duction of beef from the outside. 


prevent the intr 





Mr. President, the only knowledge that I have 
of the transportation of cattle by rail is what I have been able 


I used to see many cattle trains in the eastern part of 


' 
a shop for 


the sale of locally killed beef they open another shop alongside 


tors of 
are 

in 
They have been so solicitous for our 


ic 


S 


Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will allow me, he might 
go further than that. If a local butcher or dealer in meat 
| Should purchase an animal that has been fatted in Massachu 
| setts or in New Hampshire, he is forbidden a supply of wester1 
beef to meet the necessities of ‘his trade. 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the Senators permit me to inquire « 
them if their State legislatures stand by and pert l 


Mr. BAILEY. No; but State legislation could make it a 
crime to set down a shop by the side of a citizen of Massachu 
| setts and close him up in that fashion, because that meat would 
| have to be cut, as it could not be sold in the same packages 
| in which it was brought, and, therefore, when they cut it it 
would become subject to the laws of Massachusetts. 
Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, it may be very easy to do that, 
but what law of a State would prevent a man f: ge beef 
| at any price he pleases? We have no such laws as that y 
I am free to say. We may be very backward, but we have 1 
|} such laws. 
| Mr. BAILEY. The State of Massachusetts has been the 
pioneer in much useful legislation to correct corporations and 
| corporate abuses; and I am glad to be privileged to say to o1 
| of her Senators that it is well within the power of the St 
| to punish precisely that kind of competition, because stead 
of being that competition which promotes a healthy commer | 
growth, the very purpose of it is to destroy competition. It i 
| neither more nor less than a deliberate conspiracy against 
| health and commerce of the State. My own opinion is t there 
1} is no graver offense against sound commercial principle than 
such misconduct as the Senator from Massachusetts Ss just 
indicated. 
Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, if the way exists, we have not 
yet found it, of compelling a man by law to sell beef to 
man—-I mean the dealer, of course—or to fix the price at w h 
the beef shall be sold. 
Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, the Senator must not unde 
stand me as saying that that is either permissible or wise legis- 





( 


“Mr. PATTERSON. 


this 
n this flool 
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ay is that when an individual or a cor- 
by the side of another indi- 
upon a course of commerce 
y for the purpose of destroying a com- 
ainst good morals, and it ought to be 
inst statutory enactment. 
as the Senator well knows, usually oc 
where it would be something extremely 


ablishment 


nd enters 


ce is almost impossible to do so. 
r, of the fact either of what the Sen- 
ire [Mr. GALLINGEeR] states about the 

‘hers western beef if they sell beef 
beef—or about lowering the 

1 at more than one place. 

nt to say, before the Senator proceeds 
sting remarks, that I hope he will not 
rs responsible for the condition he de- 


gaomestic 


to the cattle grower by and by. 


’ 


growers have for 
have the consumers. 


ore than 


merely 


of late 


arks I am making I am 

l explaining why it was that 
cattle trains in the East. The re 
ide were merely incidental, and they 
than explain that situation. It is 
ated that we see so few cattle on 
‘re we used to cattle trains and 

nn in on the hoof for slaughter. 


. efforts of these gentTemen in Chicago, 


See 


are perfectly faultless and working only | 


mankind. 

i -SON. Mr. President 
h-PRESIDENT. Does the Se 
l or from Colorado? 


ld 


nator from Massachu- 


Will the Senator from Massachusetts 
hampioning the morals and humanity of 
beef? 

The Senator from Colorado is an experienced 
and is well aware that it is not in order in 
to refer to the utterances of members of another body. 
I am glad, at least, that we have got the 
from the Senator from Massachusetts that nobody 

Chamber has undertaken that task as yet. 
LODGE. No; we have 1 
PATTERSON. It may be 


tarian 


Mr. 


10T. 


that we may find them 


has not yet been discussed, Mr. 


I do 


> epccnry 
Sess 


not say we will probably find them 
ion closes. 

Mr. LODGE. I think the Senate acted extremely wisely 
put on the amendment in relation to beef inspection 
and I think we should have been much 


discussing it, 
off if that course had been followed elsewhere; but that 


’ +] , 
en ey 


by the way. 

But in what cattle trains I see the cattle always impress me 
king at them—not an expert or as a live- 
simply as a plain citizen—the always 

y unhappy and uncomfortable, and in hot 

- seem to be suffering greatly. 

sident, the Senator from Texas [Mr. Battery] has ex- 
with wild cattle it is necessary to pack them very 

order to prevent their fighting and injuring each 

they Whether or not that danger of combat 
; ked too closely, I am not enough of a live- 

vy; but I have seen sheep and hogs packed so 
seemed to me to be suffering a great deal, and 


the sheep fighting each other or anything of 


ag 
as 


t+tla 
cattle 


\ 
1 
L 


fight. 


‘xtension of time to thirty-six hours 
interest of humanity to the cattle 
where my ] 


lack of 
I do not see how it can benefit 

z to admit, what, of course, every- 

that the difference between the 

lroads now and their condition at the time 
is very great. We have better 
the tracks are better ballasted; 


improved. That is, of course, a benefit to 


So _ By 
IS CAAGCLLY 


enacted is 


Lhe t ‘ 


- roadbeds ; 





a long time been | 
ditions produced by the packers, and | 
{ so that they go almost as quickly as you can go yo 


| they are not crowded. 


on } 


| keep eattle on the cars for an additional length of 1 


| other 
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the cattle; but I still come back to the point of the main 
tion of time. It seems to me that when cattle are tro 
packed together standing up, especially in very hot we 
every hour that you add makes their suffering greater. 
The Senator from Colorado [Mr. Parrerson] said as { 
ductio ad absurdum that he supposed some of these ¢] 
to whom he referred would presently urge that no 
should be killed. Mr. President, we have to kill ani; 
order to feed ourselves; but it is none the less a paint 
disagreeable thing to do, and I imagine that the anim: 
not enjoy the process. Certainly in bringing them 
slaughterhouse we ought at least, not merely in hums: 


| them, but in our own interest, use all the kindness and 


ness that is possible. 

The only actual moving of live stock that I have ¢ 
occasion to know anything about is to take two or three 
perhaps, from here to my home in Massachusetts, [\ 
years it was possible to do that by boat, and the hor 
extremely well and in very good condition. The boat 
longer take horses, and it becomes necessary to send { 
rail. I have tried that method. I know—and I am s 
anyone else who has had occasion to send horses in t! 
will agree with me—that it is cheaper to send horses by 


the fastest trains, at double the rate of ordinary frei 
to send them by ordinary freight. Horses sent in tha 
course have men with them. They are watered and 
They are treated with the utn 
ble care, and yet every additional hour that they are 
the train is an injury to them and they suffer to that ey 
can not speak of cattle or their transportation, but I kno 
thing about horses, and I know that the mere reten 
horse in a train, especially in warm weather, is an inju 


| and that he suffers from it; and I draw the not un: 


ference that what is true of the horse may be true 
animals when it is necessary to transport them by rail. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
chusetts yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I should like the Senator to 
length of time it usually occupies in transporting | 
here to Boston, and whether or not in transitu the ho 
taken out and fed? 

Mr. LODGE. You can send the horses by express. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I know; but I mean by freig) 
way you sent your horses. 

Mr. LODGE. It generally takes forty-eight hours, | 
though sometimes more. The horses can be taken ou 
here is ample time to take them out at Jersey City. 
are arranged with stalls. Men accompany the horses, : 
the train stops they look after them. That is the w 
are carried, and yet every additional hour they remain 
train is an injury to the animal. There is no ques 
that; and it is a saving to pay double rates on the li 
avoid the additional time on the cars. 

Mr. WARREN. Will the Senator permit me to 
him? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. WARREN. I think it fairer in discussing a quesi 
this kind to make the statement as it is, and as it i 
by those who support the bill, than to state it-othery 
when the statement is made alone that this bill will 


froi 


ate to 
and 
you leave it as if that were the whele proposition, ) 
injustice, because we are not lengthening the time i 
the law, except under circumstances that rend 
humane to lengthen the hours and by making up fo! 
way. To stop every twenty-eight hours and 
the progress of the car to enforce the present law 
eauses the cattle to stand in a car on a sidetrac! 
and eyen then they have to move backward next ¢ 
feeding yard, whereas if they moved forward duri 
without interruption they would arrive at some 
they could be unloaded many hours earlier and yet 
their destination. 

Mr. LODGE. I am coming to that part of it in 
I am not going to misstate it. I was trying to state, 
seemed to me an objection in increasing the length 0 
twenty-eight hours to thirty-six hours. That is wit 
ence to the unloading or reloading, which I aun ¢ 
am speaking of the increased length of time which 
permit cattle to be kept in the car. It is true it} 
shall be done on request, but we may take it that it 
be done in practice, 


in 








1906. 


—— 


argument is made that the train may be delayed, that 


t] tle may be within an hour or two of their destination, 
; ¢t the twenty-eight-hour law would compel them to un- 
1 id reload. Mr. President, increasing the limit to thirty- 
. irs would simply enlarge the zone; that is all. You may 


inces where it is thirty-seven hours to the destination, 

u will have to unload an hour away from it. You may 
even when the limit is thirty-six hours. Making 
t thirty-six hours does not eliminate accidents or delays. 


] lays 


All . things for which the extension of this limit is urged 
n ur with thirty-six hours as the outside time as well as 
¥ enty-eight hours. 


WARREN. 
LODGE. 
WARREN. 
LODGE. 


Mr. President—— 
It may be slightly reduced, but not much. 
Will the Senator permit me? 


Allow me to finish my sentence. The fact is, 
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; e of the arguments lead straight to the proposition 
that re ought to be no limit at all; that we ought to trust it 
, y to the men in charge of the cattle and to the live-stock | 
; ; without any limit of time at all. That is the logical 


because 


otherwise we accept the proposition that 
itation is necessary, and that it is proper to put on a 


1] reasonable limitation that will necessitate a fairly fre- 
a loading or unloading of the cattle. It is only logical 
that there should be no limit, and the bill provides that men 
1 ble for it shall not be made liable in any way, which 
7 in keeping with taking off all limit of time. 
TARREN. Mr. President—— 
VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massa- 
vield to the Senator from Wyoming? 
LODGE. Yes. 
WARREN. 'The Senator evidently, as he says, has never 
ttle. The operation of the bill is simply this—— 
ODGE. I admitted that in the beginning in the hope 
iid put an end to this continual making the point 
n is not an expert who has not shipped cattle. I 
ce for all. 
VARREN. I am saying that to excuse the very absurd 
you have just made. 
LODGE. You need not excuse my statements. I will 
{ of them 


WARREN. Very well, I will take care of them, too, to 
<tent, if the Senator will permit me. 
LODGE. I hope you will, but in your own time. 
Mr. WARREN. Am I not to have the opportunity now? 
LODGE. Not if you want to interrupt me for that sort 
( . If you are going to interrupt to ask me a question, 














Is be delighted to have you do it. 
} WARREN. If the Senator will not interrupt me 
Mr. LODGE. I can not interrupt in my own time, Mr. 
P 
WARREN. What I was about to say, Mr. President, 
v t the extension of time to thirty-six hours would not 
] difference whatever with the plans of the feeding 
with keeping the regular runs within the twenty- 
¢ s. If you are going a forty-hour journey, there will 
ras there can be a feeding station provided in the 
] ' the journey. They would not go twenty-eight hours, 
| ty hours. Regular runs will be confined at the very 
: to twenty-eight hours, so far as the anticipated limits 
t] urney and the several runs are concerned. The appli- 
cation of the thirty-six-hour law will only come when unfore- 
stances render it necessary to have the extra time, 
s delay—a behind-time train—which will cause them 
to ht 


t between proper feeding and unloading stations. 


LODGE. Mr. President, I have no doubt that is all 
periectly true, but I do not see why you can not be caught 


riy-six-hour limit as well as with one of twenty- 
The bill provides for the addition of eight hours. 
increase the zone that is within reach in one 
cattle country, but certainly by taking thirty- 
you can not alter the fact that you may get within an 
ur destination and then may have to unload. 
not change any of those conditions or prevent 
r prevent delays. It is simply making it perhaps a 


You of cour 


+} 
le 


Se 


il ‘ elastic. 

M ition is that if that argument is carried to its | 
log lusion it means there ought not to be any limita- 
u ) hot see any other way with it but to leave it to the 
el 1 self-interest-—— 
M ‘ATTERSON. Mr. President, will the Senator from | 
Ai permit me just a moment? 
eke chnig PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massachu- 
BELtS the Senator from Colorado? 

“MY. LOUGH. Certainly. 


It | 


8323 


Mr. PATTERSON. It seems to me the 
chusetts ought to bear in mind that 


Senator from Massa- 





these railway companies 
have got their cars, their chutes, and their stations for feeding 
and watering cattle at stated intervals, and in the transporting 
of stock the location of these yards must always be taken into 
consideration. They have been erected with reference to tl 
twenty-eight-hour limit. I have no doubt about that in the 
world. That is not going to be altered because of the leewa 
of eight hours that is proposed to be gi So that the twenty 
eight-hour proposition is the proposition that is almost certain 
to prevail, and for that reason the eight-hour leeway will be the 
exceptional result almost necessarily. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, the bill proposes to give mor 
leeway. If it were carried out logically, it would be |! r to 
provide that each man should decide for himself. In other 
words, we are assured again and again that enlig d If 
interest will prevent injury to the cattle and the live s c. 
Enlightened self-interest, Mr. President, uld prevent a man 
injuring his children or his wife, and yet it is necessary to have 
laws to prevent the abuse of wives and children. Enligh | 
self-interest would prevent the destruction of the game and 
fish, with which this country was more largely endowed than 
probably any country in the world; and yet the men to w ! 
it is of the most importance resist to the utmost any 
both State and national, which looks to the preserva oO 
food fishes and of game birds and game animals y | 

| suited for the consumption of man. 

If we could rely on enlightened self-interest, we s! ld need 
| very little law indeed. But we can not rely on it. In tl! 
first place, men do not understand very well tl 

and they are not enlightened about it very f1 l 
they think they understand it. The old story of k y 
goose that lays the golden egg is brought every day w ‘ 
sight in dealing with a great many questions 

When it comes to the matter of enlightened s I take 
the matter which has been alluded to this afterncon—the « . 
of the packing houses at Chicago. What would enlightened 
self-interest dictate? That they should be above 
and that they should welcome any legislation which would 
make their products of undoubted purity and merit in the 
of the people of the world. What do we see? We see t 
men, with their business perishing beneath their eyes, fig] 

| the legislation which—and it matters not whether the charges 
true or false—is the only thing in the world which 
the character of their products in the markets of t v 
They are called great business men, and certainly ought to | 
| governed by enlightened self-interest 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Presiden 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Mas hu- 
setts yield to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. LODGE. I do. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I am very sorry the Senator fr M 
chusetts has taken that subject to illustrate a point agains 
bill under consideration. I wish to inquire of the Sei fro 
Massachusetts whether he understands that the report 

| which he predicates the statement he has made shor 

| per cent of the products of the Chicago packing ho 

| fect and that the examination of the Government is | l 
criticism? b 

Mr. LODGE. I am not arguing the merits of that repo1 
If the Senator had listened to what I had said, he would ‘ 
understood me to say what I now repeat, that i . yint 
I am making it is of no earthly consequence wh t report 
is true, as I believe it to be in the main, or wh« su 
true. There is no question as to what the markets of th 
world think about it. 

Mr. HOPKINS. But the Senator 

Mr. LODGE. I Say if those people were not Tuy id b ma 
words, if they had not been so absolutely stupified by greed 
for money, they would welcome legislation which would put 
their products in the markets of the world in such a way that 





} 


| packers of Chicago, but just now I am only d 


no one could doubt their merit. 
Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President 


Mr. LODGE. I am not going to argue the question. 
Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President—— 


Mr. LODGE. If the Senator wants me to-do it I will. 
am quite ready to discuss the morals and methods of 
liscuss - thelr 

lack of intelligence and their blindness to publie opinio: 
The Senator Massachusetts 1 


Mr. HOPKINS. 1 
sumed that these people do not want inspection and 


from 


are fighting legislation. I desire to correct hin upon that p 
as he can evidently be corrected upon the facts themselves 


] , 
but, on 


Chicago beef packers are not fighting inspectio 
contrary, welcome it, and the most severe 


that can be h 





se, Mr. 


it’ 


( 
4 
i 
4 
t 


ao 


] 


f 
‘I 


ay 
he 


I 
But 
ede 
] 
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a good many of the wiid statements 
in the country and sent abroad, it is 
interests that there be legislation of a 
this hy ste ria which is evidently spread- 
ld 

ot know whether they are resisting it or 
man here who purported to be their repre- 


| 


| of sheep the same may continue in transit to 


ok to resist it at the hearings before the | 


if he was correctly 
The best way to find out 

not know whether he was their repre- 
[ am speaking merely from what appeared in 


ao 


The Senator evidently has not read the evi- 
the House committee. 
id all of it that appeared in the news- 
‘stimony of the man who purported to be 
whether he was their agent or not. 
as accepted with open arms by the 
e his name was Wilson. I do not 
in that or not. 
President 
NT. Does the Senator 
from Colorado? 


xn W 
an W 

I 

am C¢ 
mSON., 
PRE 


bel 211e@y 
rrect 

\ Mr. 
VIC from Massachu- 


SIDI 
+ yield t 
LODGE. 
PATTERSON. Mr. President, I think 
are the so-called “ enlightened self-interest ” 
packers with the enlightened self-interest of the cattle 
r. It is not enlightened self-interest in the case of the 
packers. It is simply the license thi at has grown out of a 
1, by reason of money and the associations and the combi- 
ions of beef packers, which made them believe they were ab- 
ly above all law and above all criticism. Such is not the 
President, with the cattle owers. 
iy for the cat 


by 


» the Se 


I do. 


nator 


it is unfair to 


" 


or; 
= 


re + 
» tO Ss 


me to 


rislation, 


is that “ What* we 
since it has to come, and we want it quickly, 

not how stringent the legislation may be. 

is ruining our business, and we 

omings of the beef packers.” 


numerous telegrams, 


+t 


me 


eare 
short 
count 
care where the expense of the legislation may fall. 
Gk. Mr. President, I merely used the packers as 
impossible it is to rely on enlightened self- 
the enforcement always of proper regulations in 
matter like the transportation of cattle or the 
food products. In those instances, as in many 
ned self-interest has been found to be an im- 
Nothing was further from my thought than to 
ackers with the cattle ra I have the highest 
that great body of men who are engaged in one of 
mportant industries in this country; and I notice that 
sentative, when he appeared before the House com- 
he ‘tly reported, said substantially what I 
here this afternoon. He seemed to think that some- 
resisting the legislation. I refer to Mr. Cowan, who 
committee in the House, and said that 
the Government was to pay for inspection or whether 
tle r and packer was to pay it—he thought the 
ut ought to pay it—was a secondary point; that what 
1 was legislation and legislation at once, just as the 
rom Colorado says; legislation which the people shall 
il legislati and of some effect, and that nothing else 
value to the cattle business. I think I have quoted 
h substtintial correctness. 
ot the slightest intention of comparing for one mo- 
packers in peti vith - cattle raisers of the 
for I have gi respect for the cattle gre 
rs of the Unit sté aoe: 
have sp ke en much longer than I meant to. 
ill prove to be all that its friends think it 
to me a mistake to extend the time. The bill 
eful provisions, which will improve the law 
as is pointed out in the report and in the 
the officers of the Department of Agriculture. 
probably fr my lack of expert knowl 
! the exten to thirty-six hours, and 
wish to put on record my protest against that part 
the bi ll. 
he VICI 
ndment rey 


not 


how 


isers. 


l - was corre 
> said 

" 
red before the 


aiser 


Oi 
7 


¢ 
> O1 


at wers 
“d 
ident, I i 


bill w 


om 
sion 


} ‘e ely 
-PRESII 
vorted by 
nit 
amendment 
on pa 


\ENT. The question is on agreeing 
the comn 
was agreed to. 


of the C 


line 7, 


‘he amendme 


next 
was, 


and 
an 


Agriculture l 
to 


word “ That,” 


ymmittee on 
after the 


ige 


a 
oO, 


reported in the news- | 


tle growers that their sentiment, as | 


ar : 1 sufferers 7 carrier other 
are the real sufferers for | of them who knowingly and willfully fails to comply with 
The cattle growers of | 


ry want legislation, and they want it quickly, and they | 


to the | 





an | 


| line 8. 


j 





the 


JUNE 


strike out “in the ease of sheep, when the expiration of 
time limit occurs at night, they may be allowed to contin 
transit until daylight, if by so doing they will reach a 
where they can be properly fed, watered, and cared for,” 
insert “it shall not be required that sheep be unloaded in 
nighttime, but where the time expires in the nighttime in ; 
a suitable 
for unloading, subject to the aforesaid limitation of thirt 
hours.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair would ask the Se 
from Wyoming whether the committee has accepted the 
ments proposed by the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Herynt 
committee amendments? 

Mr. WARREN. They have. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing 
amendment which has been stated. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 5, after line 
out section 5, in the fellowing words: 

Sec. 5. That it shall be the duty of every railroad, express < 
ear company, and of every common carrier other than by w: 
of the receiver, trustee, or lessee of any of them, wholly or 
engaged in the transportation of live stock by railroad from o 
or Territory or the District of Columbia into or through anot 
or Territory or the District of Columbia, to transport said i ‘ 


to the 


9 


2, to 


; so by it or him being transported with due diligence, and to : 


in all trains containing ten or more cars of live stock which 
transported from one State or Territory or the District of « 


| into or through another State or Territory or the District of ( 
of the Chicago | 


an average minimum rate of speed of not less than 16 miles I 
from the time any such live stock is leaded upon or into its or 
and made part of said train, until such train reaches its de 
or junction point for delivery to another carrier, deducting 
the computation of such average minimum speed such reasonal 


|} as the live stock may be necessarily delayed in unloading to feed 


and rest, and in feeding, watering, and resting, and in reload 
such time as the live stock may be delayed by storm or by ot 
dental or unavoidable causes which can not be anticipated o 
by the exercise of due diligence and foresight. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 6, strike out secti 
following words: 
Sec. 6. That any railroad, express company, car company 
than by water, and the receiver, trustee, or foams 
sions of section 5 shall for 
per alty 
lars, 


every such failure be liable for 

of not less than one hundred nor more than five huni 
which shall be recovered as provided in section 4 of this : 
The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I eall the Senator’s attention to | 
I suggest that the word “ therefore” should be “ t 


ce 4, 
ere- 
for.” 

Mr. PATTERSON. That is right. 

Mr. WARREN. I will ask the Secretary to change it 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be state. 

The Secretary. On page 4, line 8, it is proposed to st! 
the word “ therefore” and insert “ therefor.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third readi: 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WARREN. I ask unanimous consent to insert 
Recorp a half dozen or dozen letters from the Depart: 
Agriculture and its experts in relation to the bill just p 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the 
of the Senator from Wyoming? The Chair hears none. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, OFFICE OF THE SECRETA™ 


Washington, D. CO 
Dear Senator: I have your letter of the 6th instant, 
copy of Senate bill 3413, regulating the confinement of catt 
ete., and have looked the bill over with some care. I think i 
the emergencies that now exist in the transportation of live s 
I will have another letter written to you about it when we} 
time to make a more critical examination of the measure. 
Very truly, yours, 


Hon. F. E. WARREN, 
United States Senate. 


JAMES WILSON, & 


UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
OFFICE OF THE SOL! 
Washington, D. C., Ap! 
Hon. F. B. WARREN, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 
Dear SENATOR WARREN: In fulfillment of the pr 
cent telephone convers: — I am sending you_herewtt 
on the measures now before Congress ‘amending sections 
Revised Statutes. You will understand, of course, that t 
pre —_ are personal opinions, as I am in no sense autsor 
for_the Depart tment. . . 
mh. pages 57-61 of the printed hearings before the ¢ 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce of the House of Represt 
Iiouse bill 47, proposing to extend the time for which catt: 
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. may be confined during shipment from one State to another, UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 
: find a copy of @ letter of the Secretary of Agriculture to the BUREAU OF ANIMAL INDUSTRY 
] On page - - ene a ei 6 thet “ Local Office, Kansas City, Kans., May 1 
| upon a careful ovservation o 1¢@ WOrkings 0 e law, 1e ’ ey or Rerran ' <a 
of the cattle, and the advantage of the shippers and owners CHIEF oF BUREAU OF ANIMAL <7 pERX, : ' 
ck, it is my belief that if certain other amendments to the . ae ’ Vashi Dy. ¢ 
after described, shall be adopted, the time during which Str: Keferring to the transportation of live stock, I would r 
y be confined in cars without food, rest, and water may be | following observations : 
from twenty-eight hours to thirty-six hours without disad- 1. I do not consider it inhum » meat product to 
» the cattle.” , detain live stock in cars without feed, 1 ¥ ra pe d 
amendments which the Secretary declared necessary are | '° ©xceed twenty-eight hours. 
iges GO and 61, Nos. 1, 2, 3, 5, and 6, and are as follows: 2. When animals have. been confined I d of 1 ‘ t 
reasons hereinbefore stated, provide that the time during | 2°¥rS, and can reach their final destination within eight hours more 
mals may be confined in cars without food, rest, and water from a humane standpoint I consider it ) I tl 1 
d from twenty-eight hours to thirty-six hours. to destination, provided the trip can be completed in eigh 3 . 
vide that the cattle must be loaded and unloaded in a hu- = I consider it preferable to unload sheep at night, when the time 
er into properly equipped pens. This is a serious omission limit fixed by law expires, provided the facilities for doing so are first 
ent law. class. If not, I would consider it best to carry them on \ L day- 
vide that the owner or shipper of the animals may furnish light. — . ‘ . ; 
thé iry food if he so desires. Many companies have charged e Considering the matter wh lly from a humane st: ipoint, the 
m tant fees for supplying food, and, as the law gives a lien | OP¢ration of section 4386, Revised Statutes, is not beneficial, and in 
< ck for food furnished, shippers and owners of stock have | ? sreat many Cases very injurious, especi © un 
ny cases outrageously overcharged. loaded at small] static and in muddy yard \ m4 
tatute should be broadened to cover practically every com constructed water troughs and hayra which Is g yp ul 
of live stock, including a receiver of any company. ‘The | ®* 5™ai stations, — ’ 
- t has held, in the case of The United States ». Harris 5. I do not consider that the humane treatment of live < in 
y 305), that existing law does not inciude the receiver of a | fTansit would be bettered by a strict enforcement of the twenty-eight 


hour law; but would suggest that if animals were carried on cars 
twenty-eight hours that the time limit for feed, rest, and water be 
made three hours; but if carried on for thirty-six hours, that the time 
limit for rest, etc., be made six to eight hours. Also that all s Kk 
must be properly fed and watered immediately prior to their being 
loaded, and that the cars must be properly cleaned and bedded. 
Very respectfully, 


pany. At the present time a certain railroad, now in the 
Iederal receiver, is confining animals fifty and even sixty 
t food, rest, and water. 





statute should be amended to cover the transportation of 
a State to a Territory, or from a Territory to a State. 

| | States district court for the district of Kansas has held 
the case of The United States v. The St. Louis and San 
tailroad Company (an unreported case), that the law does 
shipment from a Territory to a State, the wording of the 








st ng ‘* * * which transports live stock from one State 4 en bs 

. = UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
‘ * 7 . - 9 x . _ BUREAU OF ANIMAL INDUSTRY, 
I sion, I desire to say that, in my candid opinion, S. 3413, as Local Office, National Stock Yards, Ill., May 14, 19 

al the committee and with the amendments submitted by | Dr. A. D. MELVIN, ; ; 

Si urN, is the best possible measure which can be secured Chief of the Bureau of Animal Industry, Washington, D. C 

at t and if the bill becomes the law, the treatment of cattle Str: My candid opinion is that it is not inhuman or injurious to 
y tation companies can be rendered far more humane than | the meat product to detain live stock in cars with vod, rest, and 
t ed under the present twenty-eight-hour law, under which | water for a period of not to exceed twenty-eight hours, and I am 

t ] ent can not require properly equipped pens nor humane firmly convinced, from very careful observations of the transportation 


| unloading. The extra eight hours’ time will be requested | of live stock, that it is positively inhuman and injuri: 





1s to the meat 
product to unload cattle for food, rest, and water at the end of twenty- 
eight hours when they can reach their destination in eight hours more. 
When the time limit fixed by law expires at night, I consider it 
preferable, from a humane standpoint, to carry sheep on in the cars 
until daylight. 

Considering the matter wholly from a humane standpoint, the opera- 
tion of section 4386, Revised Statutes, is not beneficial The virtue 
of its operation is insignificant in comparison with the evils and inhu- 
manity obtained from its enforcement, and I do not consider that the 
humane treatment of live stock in transit would be bettered by strict 


( in the majority of cases, only when his cattle can 
to market without unloading, and the extra time the cattle 
; more than offset by the provision which will secure for 
loading and unloading, proper pens, and decent food. 
truly, yours, 





Geo. P. McCane. 





ECRET ARY, 
Washington, D. C., April 10, 1906. 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 
OFFICE OF THE S! 
























ated enforcement of the present “‘ twenty-eight-hour law.” 
] WARREN, | Very respectfully, 
States Senate. J. B. Cuancy, Inspector. 
My | Senator: In further reply to your letter of the 6th instant, sna 
{ views upon Senate bill 3413, relating to live-stock shipping, UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 
I y that after further careful consideration the bill appears peewee eg BUREAU OF ANIMAL INDU: 
t factory, and I believe we can handle the business ad- Local Office, Denver, Colo., May ' 
van under its terms. ad Pe : : eee 
“truly, yours, JAMES WILSON, Secretary. CHIEP BUREAU OF ANIMAL ane a 0.0 
ae Dear Srr: Referring to Burean letter dated May 10, 1906, in regard 
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, to my views, based upon personal observation of the transporta 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, live stock, I will say that the views as given below are not only held 
. but is the unanimous opinion of all the men now e! i 
REN, inspecting live stock for shipment on this force: 
tes Senate, Washington, D. C. 1. I do not consider it inhuman or injurious to the meat prod 
WARREN: I beg to acknowledge receipt of your letter | to detain live stock in cars without food, rest, and wat 
1 you inquire whether the Department has any recent | Of Bot to exceed or hours. lade peo datiadlcioiele aces 
cations from live-stock inspectors or agents on the 2. When animals have wnal des a See S pertes of twen 
d transportation of live stock. hours and can reach their final destinat! un eight | 
re informed that on May 10, 1906, the Chief of the ler wf r bett i, from a hu nauk t, wt 
Bua mal Industry sent out to the inspectors 1 agents in | C@Prl 4 through = A+ stinatic : oo a. } “ xeed, ot 
i stations of his Bureau the following circular letter: | W2°¢T, 2S, In sehe Eaniahie ta Sealand a : ‘ 
| that you write a letter to the Chief of the Bureau im- will undergo _ tl Saal jitional po A oe tp aire gaps gp ser tag ln, 
out your candid views on the following points, based a pen ic ra 4. fed en a soreil — eS 4 and 
observation of the transportation of live stock: a ae _ eee SS aa uaa te bn carried thi Sg 
sider it inhuman or injurious to meat product | j;.)+ i; aaaen aioe » eentiiin-dieek hee hee enetees. ta thn 
t k in cars without food, rest, and water for a period | 2o0* 1, cases mere : ax ay pi niz 


Sheep that have to be unloaded in the night are of 1 
roughly treated, and it is against their nature and habits t 
or at all in the nighttime. 


enty-eight hours? 
; ils have been confined for a period of twenty-eight 
I h their final destination within eight hours more, 

















; 4 . . Considering the matte a | ; it, t 
indpoint is it better to unload the cattle for food, onmutien of section 43586 i ti 3, p I st 
re the end of the twenty-eight hours or to carry them | «;,enty-eizht-hour law,” is not bet in many ‘ , 
t ation? ' y-eignt-h aw, S ne n in mé : 
- . . when the stock could reach final de n if allowed to i 
, 1 consider preferable: To unload sheep at night, or, | pours longer, or if it compels unloading in the nichttin yy if it . 
t pone Beg expires in the nighttime, to carry them pels unloading at stations where feeding and watering faciliti r t 
Gayilgnts . 3 good, when eight hours’ additional time would carry them to 

; the matter wholly from a humane standpoint, is the | tion where feeding and watering facilities were l 

7 n 4386, Revised Statutes, popularly known as “ the 5. I do not consider that the lane treatm : 
aw _ bene ficial 7 . : sit would be bettered by a strict enforcement of the pré 
d sider that the humane treatment of live stock in | ejcht-hour law. for reasons as given above. 
ered by a strict enforcement of the present twenty- Very respectfully, Loy ‘ 
ea t t the Department has received sixteen replies from U STATES DEPARTMENT or A 
ents ents in charge, which are inclosed herewith. The ee P Bo ' 3 , I 
5 en seem to agree very well upon the best and most Local Of Salt ; ve ee 
tr I in the treatment of live stock in process of ea 7 rete gie _ 
wi ach one of them has had years of familiarity U, Washington, D. C. 
ies transportation of live stock, their views are, in my In: Replying to your letter of May 10: 
: i very considerable weicht. Answer to question 1: I do not consider it 
fg letters have served your purpose I shall be very | stock in cars without feed or water for a period 
: irned to the Department. 





fhe natural shrinkage caused by the cont 


possible injury that could be done to the meat pro 
Answer to question 2: From a humane standpoint, I con r i t- 


Washington, D. C., May 24, 1906. m 


JAMES WILSON, Secretary. 
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all live stock to their destination if the time consumed will 
ght hours in excess of the twenty-eight-hour limit. 

question 3: It is almost impossible to unload sheep at 

msider it very inhuman, and believe, from a humane 

it is much better to carry them until daylight before 

consider the strict compliance or 


o question 4: I do 
l law beneficial from a humane 


nt of the tw 


nt 


not 
nty-eight-hour 
Answer to ques I do not. 
Very 


yours, 


ion 5: 
respec tfully, Geo. S. Hickox, 
Agent in Charge. 


UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
BUREAU OF ANIMAL INDUSTRY, 
Local Office, Chicago, Ill., May 21, 1906. 
Washington, D. C. 


letter of the 10th instant 
the following is submitted: 


BUREAU, 


to your 
‘ight-hour law,” 


concerning the 


rry them through to destination, provided the time does not 
thirty-six hours. 
‘arry them on the cars until daylight. 
‘twenty-eight-hour law” is better than nothing, and the en 
of this law resulted in faster runs and in this way was 
ge to the shipper. I have seen cattle that were in the cars 
urs while coming only 540 miles, yet they arrived in good 
apparently. I do not consider it inhuman to keep cattle on 
hours, but I think this should be the limit. 
ent of the twenty-eight-hour law might force the 
i mpani to make better runs rather than build feeding 
but I do not think cattle would be benefited by being unloaded 
d and water every twenty-eight hours. The unloading in strange 
and new surroundings and the consequent reloading unduly ex- 
particularly western cattle, and would probably do more harm 
good 
Very respectfully, S. E. BENNETT, Inspector. 
STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
BUREAU OF ANIMAL INDUSTRY, 
Local Office, Fargo, N. Dak., May 17, 1906. 
Cuter oF Bureau, Washington, D. C. 


tr: In reply to your circular letter to inspectors in charge, under 
of May 10, in regard to the workings of the twenty-eight-hour 

vy, will state that I have from the past ten years’ experience formed 
following opinions: 

i That it is not inhuman or in any way injurious to the meat 
ain live stock in cars twenty-eight hours without food 
Stock that has been reasonably handled, loaded on a fill, 

f food or water before the nervousness caused by load- 
worn off. 

That when animals have been confined in cars en route for 
twenty-eight hours and can reach final destination within 
i ore humane to run range stock on to final 
have facilities for hay and waier than it is 
to market from the West for the first twenty- 
‘ more from excitement of loading, 
‘ chts, ete., than anything else; 

<i at loading point the stock will h 
nervousness and start to eat, and will not 
eight hours more as they will by 


ordeal of loading and unloading 


UNITED 


to det 


right has 


this 
confined for 


jected to the 


unloading sheep at night, 

will that with a train 
} better be carried on unti 
being that much closer to n 

this much time without any possible 

trains from resting 


will keep them 
1. 


eight 


when the time 


load his 


hour law purely from a humane 
‘lieve with strict rent that it 
as in many instances that have met my personal 
ked het », for instance, a train of 
] i nt and arrive at Mandan, 
g morning, and have been on the cars 
reach Jamestown, N. Dak., the next 
limit prescribed by law, but could reach 
hours; so, to ly with the law they must 
i lay on the side track until morning without benefit 
: road, or anyone else. If this train could be sent 
vn and unloaded at daylight, the sheep would get the 
be 100 miles nearer destination, the same results be 
humane standpoint that strict compliance with 
law would have accomplished. As anyone who has 
ep after dark or watched the effort being mad 
be accomplished by punching, dogging, and 
Is frantic before they will leave the cars at night, 
ws from them only make it worse. 
ns stated above, based on actual experience, I 
strict e1 ment of the twenty-eight-hour law 
live stock from a humane standpoint 


Pa R. HH. 


enforce necom- 


they can not 
hin the time 


ty-two com} 


force 
TREACY, Inspector in Charge. 
») STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
BUREAU OF ANIMAL INDUSTRY, 
Local Office, Albuquerque, N. Mez., May 16, 1906. 
F ANIMAL INDUSTRY, 
Washington, D. C. 


letter dated the 10th instant, 
the unloading and feeding 


to circular 
relative to 


the 
and 


from 
of cattle 


coverer is so 
in this letter co 
hardly se 


scope broad and the condition so 
myself wholly to range animals. 
ins possible to frame a general regulation 
O7 ame in a satisfactory manner. For example, sucking 
and lambs fret most continuously when taken from their 
m ers and eat and drink but little while in transit, and the sooner 
said animals can be gotten on to the market the better. While it may 





the | 





JUNE 12 


hardly seem consistent, I am of the opinion that these young animals 
will stand a longer haul than mature animals. Emaciated 
should, in my opinion, be unloaded and fed frequently, and when 
than 4 per cent of said animals are down in the cars they sly 
unloaded and fed at the first available corrals regardless of s 
transit. On this class of stuff the minimum time on feed or for feoq. 
ing might be doubled with beneficial results. 

1, Shipment of meat-producing animals always injurious.  Rotaip. 
ing all in cars for a period not to exceed twenty-eight hours wi not 
reduce said injury to the minimum. . 

2. If animals are riding well, proceed to destination providing x 
can be reached in thirty-six hours, taking for the basis the 1 nning 
time already made. ee 

3. Unloading sheep from cars at night is almost a physical impossj 
bility, and if the distance to the next feeding point is consistent: 
the schedule already made by said shipment, I would recommend 
they be permitted to carry them to the next feeding point. 

4. As applied indiscriminately, no. 

5. I do not consider that the humane treatment of live stock jn 
transit would be better by a strict enforcement of the present twenty. 
eight-hour law. Lowering the running schedule is of the greatest im- 
portance from a humane as well as other standpoints. 

Very respectfully, 


ttle 


ra 


ne 


With 
that 


LOUIS METSKER, 
Inspector in Cha 


UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
BUREAU OF ANIMAL INDUSTRY, 
Local Office, Fort Worth, Ter., May 14, 1 
CHIEF OF BUREAU OF ANIMAL INDUSTRY, 
Washington, D. C. 

Sin: Referring to circular letter of the 10th instant relative to tie 
“ twenty-eight-hour law,” and taking up questions in the 
given: 

1. I do not consider it at all inhuman or injurious to detain liye 
stock in good condition on cars without food, rest, and water for a 
period of twenty-eight hours, under ordinary circumstances. ‘The time 
when such detention becomes inhuman is to a great extent relative, 
depending largely-on the condition of the animals and the circumstan 
under which shipment is made. 

2. As a rule it is much better to carry through to destination, 

‘ , : . ¥ : 

— advise carrying on cars until daylight. 

< ae 

5. No; no fixed time limit applicable to all classes of animals can be 
made. What would be the kindest treatment when applied to strong 
range steers, for instance, would be absolute cruelty in connection with 
poor and enfeebled cattle. In the former case a run of thirty-six to 
forty hours, or even longer, would entail neither injury nor distr 
while in the latter a period of even twenty hours might find mam 
the cattle down and in a condition calling imperatively for the 
which could only be afforded by unloading. 

Animals as a rule suffer little, if at all, from lack of food and wat 
in an ordinary journey of, say, forty-eight hours. It is well k: 
that animals on short rations travel incomparably better than t 
which are heavily fed and watered just before or in transit Mi 
the suffering to which stock is subjected is due to bad weather 
tions and the animals getting down, when they are trampled wy 
This last is generally due either to the poor condition of the ani 
before starting or to bad judgment in loading, the cars being ei 
over or under loaded. 

While the humane side of this question should be given 
the economic features should also receive consideration. 

iinate enforcement of the present law is neither desirabl 
inic standpoint nor necessary from a humane one. Ex 
in circumstances, it is against the interest of both the s! 

ie railroad to keep stock in the cars for a period which 

ijury. It is these exceptions which require legislative rest 
What is needed is a law which will permit carrying stock in good « 

1 for a period of thirty-six to forty hours, but which will | 

nimals to be unloaded within twenty-four hours if their corditiot 
demands it. 
Very respectfully, 


order as 


A. H. WALLA! 
Inspector, B. A. I. 


UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
BUREAU OF ANIMAL INDUSTRY, 
Local Office, Buffalo, N. Y., May 16, 1 
Dr. A. D. MELVIN, 
Chief of Bureau, Washington, D. C. 

Sir: In reply to letter of May 10, based upon my personal olserva- 
tion of the transportation of live stock, I respectfully submit the fol- 
lowing answers: : 

1. When comfortably loaded I do not consider it inhuman or 1nju 
rious to the meat product to detain live stock in cars without food, 
rest, and water for a period of not to exceed twenty-eight hours g 
2. When animals are properly loaded, according to my judgment, it 
would be much better to allow them to continue on their journey, plo 
viding they can reach their destination inside of thirty-six ir 

I 


Loading and unloading necessarily causes more or less dav 
hey are 


stock. 
not 


It is an experience entirely new to them, something 
accustomed to; causes them fright, necessitates more 
pounding and jamming against the sides of the car and of mr, 
causing bruises, ete., and sometimes breaking of bones and crippl2 
in various ways. ‘ : : 

3. 1 consider it preferable to allow sheep to continue in the. 
until daylight, providing they can reach their destination Insice 
close to thirty-six hours. As a matter of fact, it is almost impossiv® 
to unload sheep in the dark. 

4. Taking everything into consideration wholly from a 
point, I do not in all cases consider ‘‘the twenty-e! ll 
beneficial. When stock can reach its destination in from thirty = 
to thirty-six hours, I believe that it is better for the \ ; 
allowed to continue on their journey without unloading and r 
the end of twenty-eight hours. In order not to violate t 
eight-hour law, in many cases the railroads unload and re 
whereas in from six to eight hours longer they would he 
their final destination. i 


the do« 


On the other hand, if it were not 10! 
enforcement of the law specifying the intervals that sho 
between the feeding and watering of stock, the animals wo 
in some instances for longer periods than would be hum: 
food and water, and would cause a great amount of suffering 
the live stock. 
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‘lieve in many cases the strict enforcement of “the twenty- 


law” would not better the humane treatment of live stock 

rhe loading of stock has much to do with the condition 
s are in when they arrive at their destination. Stock prop- 
d will be in better condition at the end of thirty-six hours 
k erowded into cars would be at the end of twenty-eight 


\t a great many feeding points the facilities for unloading 


and stock is greatly abused in being taken off and re- 
herefore I am of the opinion that a maximum of thirty-six 
id cause no great suffering if the stock was properly loaded. 
observation and knowledge of the delay in stock en route 
rket, 1 think the railroads are, in a great many instances, 
egligent, as in many cases stock loaded at stations in the 
e here within the time limit, and within a few hours other 
d at the same station would be delayed along the route and 
1 once or twice at the different feeding stations and not 
within thirty-six to sixty hours, with the same weather 
existing. 
ir permission, I would like to make a suggestion in regard 
nent of live stock. If it were possible, the railroads ought 
‘led to placard their cars, stating point of shipment and 
ite of loading. 
respectfully, BERNHARD P. WENDE®, 
Inspector in Charge. 





UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
3UREAU OF ANIMAL INDUSTRY, 
Local Office, South Omaha, Nebr., May 12, 1906. 





MELVIN, 
Bureau, Washington, D. C. 
ccToR: Replying to yours of 10th instant with reference to 
tions regarding the transportation of live stock. 
it consider it inhuman or injurious to meat product to 
ck in cars without food, rest, or water for a period not 
twenty-eight hours. 
it better to ship through to destination rather than un- 
nation can be reached within an additional period of 


ider it much preferable not to unload sheep at night, but 
1 on until daylight, even though the time limit expires in the 


judgment, the operation of the twenty-eight-hour law is 
» exceptions above mentioned, I consider a strict enforce- 


it twenty-eight-hour law would better the treatment 
sit. 









Don C. AYER, 
Inspector in Charge. 





Unirep STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
3UREAU OF ANIMAL INDUSTRY, 
Local Office, South St. Paul, Minn., May 14, 1906. 


BUREAU, 
ngton, D. C. 
y to your letter of the 10th instant, requesting my views 


the transportation of live stock, I beg to submit the follow- 


od that the transportation of:live stock under the most 
litions is attended with more or less suffering. These 
d on the supposition that there is no overcrowding in 


consider it inhuman to detain live stock in cars for 
urs without rest, food, and water. My observation is, 
val at destination, such animals are properly fed and 
| allowed rest for a period of about twenty-four hours be- 

, there is no injury to the meat product. 
nimals that have been confined for a period of twenty- 
nd can reach their destination in eight hours more, I 
es it is more humane to carry them direct to their 
ding and unloading with only five hours’ rest will 
g among wild cattle than the extra eight hours in 

> 


4 


most impossible to unload some sheep in the night, I 
rable to allow them to remain in the cars until day- 


cases which have come under my observation the enforce- 
twenty-eight-law law has been an injury to live stock in 
the law it has been necessary sometimes to unload 
yards, where they were obliged to stand for five hours 
id and without shelter from a cold rain. 
mane point of view there are other things which I con- 
portance in the transportation of live animals than the 
they are allowed to be confined in cars without un- 
1, water, and rest. The overcrowding of light-weight 
of common occurrence, and is often of such a degree as 
uffering than is caused by failure to feed and water 
rtably loaded for a longer period than twenty-eight 


ns are provided where the animals are sheltered from 
the hot sun in summer, live stock in transit will not 
forcing the twenty-eight-hour law. 
tfully, 
F. D. Ketcnoum, Inspector. 


NITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
BUREAU OF ANIMAL INDUSTRY, 

Stock Yards Station, Kansas City, Kans., May 14, 1906. 
EAU OF ANIMAL INDUSTRY: Referring to circular letter 
nstant relative to the twenty-eight-hour law. 

‘t consider it inhumane to detain live stock in cars 
ter, or rest for a period of twenty-eight consecutive 

mater of common knowledge with shippers that cattle, 
attle, are more or less sick after any shipment. The 

> of fever, the constant diarrhea, and the refusal to eat 
loading all bear evidence of this. Carcasses of such 
ughtered do not firm well upon chilling. 

\ shipment of grass-fed range cattle, properly loaded, I 

better to make a run of thirty-four hours, than to 
nd rest at expiration of twenty-eight hours, then to 
er six-hour run to destination, the injury the cattle 
ding and reloading being greater than that inflicted 
















*>.)9 
Oe dre é 

by withholding rest, feed, and water for a like time The method t 
satisfactory to the shipper, most humane to such cattle, d 
jurious to the ultimate food product and practiced by l 
shippers, is this: Withhold all green feed, grain, and wa 
twelve hours before loading, make a ru not less tl 
eight hours without feed or water, and, if prac ( yr | 
nation within an additional six hours, mal . nt r than ft 
load and reload. Cattle shipped in this manner are not sick 1 } 
the minimum of bruises upon arrival at destination 

Third. With present equipment for lighti rdinary stock 1 is it 
is not practicable to unload or load sheep night. It would . r 
more satisfactory and even humane to run » until daylight, than 
undertake to load or unload at night. ; 

Fourth. Probably beneficial from hu ne 

Fifth. Not without the privilege « xt t di 
cretion of the shipper not to exceed six | 

Very respectfully, 

AI I f 

I tock A t in Charge 
Dr. A. D. MELVIN, 
Washington, D. C. 
UNITED STATES DEPART AGRICULTURE, 

BUREAU OF ANIMAL INI rrY, 

Local Office, Boston, Mass., May 14, 1906. 
CHIEF OF BUREAU OF ANIMAL INDUSTRY, 
Washington, D. C. 

Str: Relative to the operation of what is known as tl 
eight-hour law,” it is my opinion, based upon personal « , 
that— 

First. It is not injurious to the meat product « etain 
live stock in cars for a period of twenty-eight d or 
rest. During the summer season, when the weatl it i 
no doubt cruel to keep them without water for irs 
especially cattle and hogs. This can be remedied 
mals with a hose through the slats of the car 
provided in most cars for the purpose, with | el 

Second. It is far better to keep live stock confined thi 
to destination than to unload them at the expiration of t 
hours. There is always a certain amount of unavoidable ty in 
loading and unloading live stock. Cattle are either very anxious to 
leave a car and become jammed and bruised in the d ‘ y 
remain stubborn and are cruelly beaten id prodded | ignorant men 
to make them come out. The same applies to the | ] 

Third. I consider it preferable to keep sheep $s with- 
out food or water thirty-six hours than to unload t Sheep 
being naturally very timid animals, especially at not either 





eat or drink when unloaded in strange yards under cover of darkne 
Sheep, due to their timidity, probably shrink more in transit than ; 
other class of animals, and should therefore be handled as little 
possible. 

Fourth. Considering the matter wholly from a humane standpoin 
I am of the opinion that what is popularly known as the “t t 
eight-hour law” is beneficial, as it acts as a check to those who would 
willfully violate the law, but I do not consider that the humane treat 
ment of live stock in transit would be bettered by a strict enfor 
ment of the law as it now stands. It is to the interest of owners and 
shippers to have their stock delivered in the best of condition and with 
as little shrinkage as possible. Experience has taught them that tl 

f 





as 


> 








less the stock is handled and excited the better. rhe five ho p 
rest prescribed by law is more than offset by the process of unloading 
and loading. 

Considering the matter as a whole, I think that when modern cars 
are used, provided with feed racks and water troughs (most cars : 
so equipped), it is far better to keep live stock conf 1 to destir I 





even though it take thirty-six hours, than to subject them to t 











unloading and loading process every twenty-eight hours at the differen 
feeding stations. These stations are, as a rule, inadequate and 
no protection against rain or snow st s. Another point 1 
stock should not be unloaded unless absolutely n ssary is 
animals are usually very thirsty and drink too much wate The wate 
is probably different in composition to what they have been accust 
to, and often causes violent intestinal disturbance resulting in pro 
scouring and diarrhea. This trouble is aggravated by any excitem« 
Very respectfully, 
, ' 7 ee 
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
BUREAU 0] \ MAL INDI RY, 
Local Office, New York, N. Y., May 11, 1906. 
Dr. A. D. MELVIN, 
Chief of Bureau of Animal Industry, Washington, D. C. 

Sir: I inclose replies to questions asked with regard to the C 
transportation of live stock, but have found it very difficult to answer 
with a simple “yes” or “no.” In order for you to decide upon regu 
lations to be imposed, a number of questions must be taken into co 


sideration, and, in order to answer your questions intelligently, the 
same attention must be given to the tter by persons replying to 
them. I give below a few points which seem to affect the 
regulating transportation of live stock. 
Animals are usually started with hay in the cars, which lasts f 
part of the journey. 
In winter animals can go longer without water than in summer. 
Sheep suffer less from deprivation of water than cattle do. 
It would seem unreasonable to demand that cattle shou 





que stion of 





1 be un 
at a small way station for food and water when close to regular 
yards. In cases of unavoidable detention in transi ne 1 
should be allowed, but perhaps four hours might be better than 


hours or two hours better than four hours. 
The following suggestions are not made flippantly, but t 1 


0 ‘ 
attention to the fact that any excess of humanity shown to 
beyond that displayed to human beings, and at the expense o 
latter, may cause adverse comment. 

A tramp who is more than twenty-eight hours by railroad from a 
town where free food and water and no necessity for work for the rest 
of his life await him will voluntarily place himself in a freig ca 
and allow himself to be locked in, without food or water Most of 





us would prefer that he should do this rather than ask us for trans- 
ortation expenses. The cattle have had the free food and water and 
dleness all their lives, and we inflict upon them at the end the same 
suffering which the man would inflict upon himself. 
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military necessity soldiers may than 
hours without food or water. 

onomiczl transportation of the tramp is a_ necessity, the 

al transportation of the soldier may be a military necessity, 

e economical transportation of the cattle is a commercial neces- 

’ Icxtra expenses forced upon transportation companies must 
eventually be paid by the consumer in the increased price of beef. 

incr » in the price of food increases the sufferings of the poor. 

answering your letter, humanity to the cattle was the only point 

into consideration. | 


H. N. 


have to go more 


Any 

In 
taken 

Very respectfully, WALLER, Inspector. 
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
BUREAU OF ANIMAL INDUSTRY, 
Local Office, New York, N. Y., May 11, 1906. 
A. D. MELVIN, 
Chief of Bureau of Animal Industry, Washington, D. C. 

Str: I beg to acknowledge receipt of your letter of the 10th instant, 
containing questions to be answered in reference to transportation of 
live stock. 

Te ig these questions seriatim, replies are as follows: 

1 





Better to unload the cattle. 
Keep the sheep in cars until daylight. 
!. The twenty-eight-hour law is beneticial. 
5 Yes 

Very H. N. WALLER, Inspector, 


“esne 
re p 


tfully, 
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
BUREAU OF ANIMAL INDUSTRY, 
Local Office, Los Angeles, Cal., May 15, 1906. 
Dr. A. D. MELVIN, 
Chief of Bureau, Washington, D. C. 

Str: Replying to your letter of May 10, 1906, propounding five ques- 
tions concerning the operation of the ‘* twenty-eight-hour law,” I sub- 
mit the following answers, with a general summary of reasons, based 
upon by observation: 

Question 1: No. 

Question 2: Carry them through to destination. 

Question 3: During hot summer months unload during nighttime, at 
other seasons-in daytime. 

Question 4: Throughout the East, where docile and tractable native 
ck is handled, yes; with western range stock, no. 
Question 5: No; not from a western viewpoint. 
In recording the above answers I have been governed in a great 
isure by my observation of conditions as they prevail throughout the 
‘itory of the West. Generally speaking, conditions in the 
live stock, that injure the shipper financially, through 
on int of unnecessary handling and the unfavorable 
afforded for the unloading, vyarding, and caring of live stock 
at the average stock-yard station throughout the country, 
ake » strict enforcement of this law more or less inhuman. 

I do not say this in defense of the shipping interests, but because I 
sincerely believe that the methods in handling and shipping live stock 
which, in a ¢ | way, is most profitable from a financial standpoint 
is : the most humane and the least injurious to the meat product. 
Very respectfully, 


st 


acco 


ails 


Iso 


ALBERT E. RISHEL, Inspector. 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 
TICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of 
entatives disagreeing to the amendments of | 


The V 
the House of Repr« | 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 18198) making appropriations to 


provide for the expenses of the government of the District of 
Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1907, and for other 
purposes, and asking a conference with the Senate on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate insist on its 
amendments and agree to the conference asked for by the House, 
and that the conferees be appointed by the Vice-President. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Vice-President appointed 
as the conferees on the part of the Senate Mr. GALLINGER, Mr. 
WETMORE, and Mr. TILLMAN. 

EMPLOYMENT AGENCIES IN THE DISTRICT. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the bill (H. R. | 
19642) to regulate the keeping of employment agencies in the | 
District of Columbia where fees are charged for procuring em- 
ployment or situations; which was read the first time by its 
title. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask that the bill remain on the table. 
A similar bill is on the Calendar in the Senate. At the proper 
time I am going to ask that the House bill be considered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will lie on the table. 

LAKE AND OHIO RIVER SHIP CANAL. 

Mr. KNOX. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 14896) to incorporate the Lake Erie 
and Ohio River Ship Canal, to define the powers thereof, and to 
facilitate interstate commerce. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Commerce with amendments. 

Mr. KNOX. Mr. President, I should like to say a few words 
in explanation of this bill. The bill, as all know, is one of con- 
siderable length. The proposition, however, is a simple one. 
The provisions of the bill are plain and easily understood, and 
the power of Congress to pass the bill is one which fio one will 
challenge. The bill has passed the House, and it is proposed to 
be amended in some material matters by the Senate committee, 


ERIE 


| more, and Chicago combined. 


JUNE 12, 


The amendments of the committee are, in my judgment, 
ones and ones made in the public interest. 

This is a bill to incorporate the Lake Erie and Ohio river 
Ship Canal Company, a corporation having for its object, as its 
name implies, the construction of a ship canal between the Oh 
River and Lake Erie. The route for this proposed canal js to 
extend from a point on the Ohio River somewhere between 
Beaver and Pittsburg, Pa., by way of the Ohio, Beaver, and 
Mahoning rivers in the State of Pennsylvania, and the Mahon. 
ing River in the State of Ohio, to a point at or near Niles, Ohio 
thence by canal northwardly through the State of Ohio te an 
accessible harbor on Lake Erie, between the Pennsylvyanig and 
Ohio State limit and the mouth of the Grand River. The bill 
also provides for a branch of the canal along the Shenango 
River in Pennsylvania and another along the Mahoning River 
in Ohio. 

Mr. President, the general object of the canal is apparent at q 
glance, but its full import and the importance of the undertak. 
ing can only be understood by considering the conditions of 
trade existing in the sections to be connected, the natural ye- 
sources and the manufactured products of each section, and the 
great advantage of bringing together without transshipment ang 
with the minimum expense for transportation of the natura] 
products of each section. These matters have been very clearly 
set forth in the repcrts of the committees of the House and 
Senate which have had this matter under consideration, 
(House Report No. 13843 and Senate Report No. 1997.) 

The canal when constructed will connect the Great Lakes 
system and the St. Lawren¢e River with the Ohio and the Mis- 
sissippi rivers and their tributaries and with the Gulf of Mexico 
and the Pacific coast when the Panama Canal shall be com- 
pleted. 

The importance of waterways as a means of commerce ig wel] 
understood by every nation, and enormous sums of money have 
been expended in attempts to secure water communication for 
commerce with different sections of country and with the world 
at large. Inland cities have been given ports, thus securing to 
them the advantages of a location on deep water. Cities 
whence the tide of commerce was ebbing because of inadequate 
water communication have dug their way back to prosperity 
and commercial position. Interior rivers and lakes have been 
connected with each other and with the ocean to the inestimable 
advantage of commerce and to the development of large sections 
of country. Oceans have been connected, thereby changing and 
shortening the great routes of commerce of the world, and the 


W ise 


io 


| United States is now engaged in the most stupendous undertak- 


ing of them all, the construction of the Panama Canal. 

The reason why so much importance is attached to the water- 
ways of a country is that it is the cheapest means of transpor- 
tation known. It has been estimated that the lowest cost per 
ton-mile ever attained in this country is about 34 to 4 mills per 


| ton-mile, the average charge by all railroads of the country 


being nearly 9 mills per ton-mile. Water transportation is 


| easily one-sixth to one-eighth as cheap. 


Because of the impo«tance of this means of transportation, 
the United States exercises particular care in its control of the 
navigable waters, regulating the height and character of the 
bridges to be constructed, and preventing obstructions to navi- 


| gation generally, and Congress annually appropriates large suns 
| of money for river and harbor improvements. 


It is particularly fitting, therefore, that the National Govern- 
ment should, by the granting of the charter requested, receive 


| and assume the control over this important factor of interstate 
| commerce, which so intimately concerns the weifare and pros- 


perity of large sections of this country. 

The Pittsburg district to-day moves an annual tonnage greater 
than the cities of New York, London, Antwerp, Hamburg. and 
Liverpool combined, and greater than New York, Boston, Balt 
In assessed wealth, Allegh ny 
County alone exceeds every State in the Union except thirteed. 
The reason for this is its natural advantages. Located on 4 
navigable river, and the center of the coal and coke producing 
sections of Pennsylvania, Ohio, and West Virginia, it could ne! 
be less than a great manufacturing district. But Pittsburg !s at 
a disadvantage in one respect. Its iron ore comes from the 
mines of the Northwest, a large portion of which must come by 
rail from Lake Erie to Pittsburg. The Northwest, on the ee 
hand, requires and receives almost an equal tonnage ol coal ~ 
coke. Thus the two sections of country require mutually = 
products of the other. Pennsylvania and Ohio require the on 
and grain products of the Northwest, and the Norte S 
quires the coal and coke and manufactured products of thes 
and adjoining States. 

Ideal conditions for the development of commerce 
facture are approximated in the degree that tliese 


end manu: 
natural 
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iucts can be brought together with the least inconvenience 


z at the least expense. As has already been stated, the cost 
of transportation by rail from Lake Erie to Pittsburg is from 
six to eight times what it is estimated it would be by water. 
With this canal, wheat and iron ore and other products of the 


Northwest could be placed on a vessel at Duluth, or any other 
mn the Great Lakes, and carried without reshipment to 
‘¢ or any other place on the Ohio or Mississippi rivers 
ond their tributaries where navigation permits. Twenty-four 
Stat will thus be connected, and an interchange of natural 
oducts and manufactures made possible at a minimum cost 
‘ nsportation. 


as 
Cheaper transportation means cheaper and better living for 
t] yple in the sections affected thereby. Cheaper cost of 
liv nd cheaper natural preducts mean cheaper manufac- 
tured products, and cheaper manufactured products means 
th in trade and commerce and in the material wealth of 
ntry. And not only does it mean prosperity for the 
\ turing interests, but the agricultural and mining and 
ly ng interests of the country are likewise benefited. To 
t! it means a market for their products, and in return 
ch r coal and coke and manufactured articles. Thus all 
s is affected by the canal will be mutually benefited thereby. 


fhe cheapening of the cost of transportation is the greatest 
in commercial expansion, and it is therefore a matter 
highest wisdom on the part of State, municipal, or Na- 
tiol Government to afford every proper encouragement and 
facility to that end. This is universally recognized. The State 
New York a few years ago appropriated $100,000,000 to 
the Erie Canal to 12 feet, and thus secure better and 
transportation from the Great Lakes to the ocean. 

Many cities have made large expenditures for similar pur- 
1 Chicago has spent over $38,000,000 in her drainage canal, 
which is a portion of a canal designed to connect that city with 
he River. Glasgow expended $60,000,000 in dig- 
cing her way out to the sea by way of the Clyde. Liverpool 
| $106,000,000 on improvements at the mouth of the 
Mersey River, and the United States expends millions of dollars 
aunually in river and harbor improvements, and it also assisted 
the construction of the Pacific railroads. So the National 


LiSSISSIPpl 


expend 





Government stands committed to the policy of encouraging in 
very way it can efforts to cheapen the cost of transporta- 
t 

fhe proposed canal is a work of great national importance, 
devoted entirely, or at least very largely, to interstate commerce, 
and refore is one which should be under the control of Con- 
gress. The United States has not yet, and it is to be hoped that 
it never will be necessary for it to embark upon a policy of 
nitienal construction and ownership of the great agencies of 
interstate commerce. Nor can it engage in any such under- 
taking unless such ownership is essential or necessary for the 
proper and effective exercise of its power to regulate commerce. 
‘The interest the United States has in such matters is the regu- 
lation the commerce, and this can very easily be accom- 
lished, at least so far as new interstate carriers are concerned, 


© neans suggested by the pending bill—that is, by allowing 
1 carriers to secure national charters and retaining to itself 
ers of control and regulation as are deemed expedient. 
‘his is better than government ownership. It involves no 
expenditure of money, no annoying perplexities of construction 








ind Ininagement, and secures to the Government every feature 
of control that may be deemed essential or desirable. 

TI he United States is now engaged in the construction of 
the P a Canal, but it is apparent that it could not undertake 
very 1 y enterprises of the same kind at the same time. That 
S to international highway, and for reasons of highest 
Bove! ital policy and protection it is obvious that the United 
wtates practically compelled to engage in that undertaking. 

A ly the difficulties are manifest, to say nothing of the 
we xpense involved. The construction of this canal 
Wil engige the attention of the National Government for many 
ye rs to ‘, and there is no probability that the United States 
Would desire to undertake the construction of the canal now in 
rae Clearly, therefore, if this canal is to be constructed 
= au | the near future, it must be done by private enter- 
a ct a matter of importance, however, that the National 
ea “sir should at its inception assume and exercise all 
t] 2 isely what is contemplated by the incorporation of 
ait to give to Congress the absolute control of the 
eae lar as it is deemed necessary or desirable, and to 
po in the company such powers, and such powers 

It} ‘cessary and expedient for it to have. 


the taking control of a great factor of interstate 





I 


commerce in its incipient stages and fashioning and limiting 
its powers to meet the views of Congress and the legitimate 
needs of the country, instead of allowing it to spring into ex- 
istence under State authority and outside of the control of Con- 
gress, except so far as it may be subject to general legislation 
upon the subject of interstate commerce. 

Mr. President, at this time, when almost an entire session of 
Congress has been devoted to the passage of laws seeking to 
gain control over interstate carriers, this argument should apply 
with peculiar force. In these times, when great aggregations of 
capital, the creations of State authority, threaten and bid de- 
fiance to Federal control, and the utmost energies of Congress 
are devoted to securing a measure of control, it would seem to 
be an act of highest wisdom for Congress to outline in the 
initial stages the scope of the powers to be conferred upon such 
carriers, and to retain all needed powers for their regulation 
and control, without trusting to the efficacy of a statute of gen- 
eral application, hampered by constitutional restrictions, 
order to obtain and enforce such control. 

In the present instance we have an aggregation of capital 
seeking a Federal charter for the purpose of carrying out an 


in 


enterprise of great national importance. Not a dollar of 
national funds is asked for. Private enterprise will assume 
the whole cost of the undertaking and the difficulties. It offers 
to the United States a national control, including the regulation 


of the rates to be charged, and in return asks only for a Federal 
charter, allowing such powers as should properly and of ne 
sity belong to it. 





The bill has been favorably reported by the committees of 
both Houses and extensively amended to cover every reasonable 
cbjection. The company is to exercise the right of eminent 


domain in conformity with and subject to the laws of the 
through which it is to be constructed; the taking of water from 
rivers, lakes, brooks, streams, ete., for the use of the canal is 
to be subject to the rights of the States through which it passes 
and of the municipalities affected thereby, and the act pro- 
vides that nothing contained in the bill shall authcrize the com- 
pany to impair the navigability of any rivers or streams, or 
to diminish at any time the water supply of any city, village, 
or municipality below the normal minimum discharge of any 
such river or stream; and in the matter of taxation, the com- 
pany is made subject to the laws of the respective States in 
which it does business, regulating the taxation 
porations. 

As to the power of Congress to create such a corporation as a 
means of regulating interstate commerce, there can be no doubt. 
A similar question arose in the case of Luxton v. The North 
River Bridge Company (153 U. S., 525) over the constitution- 
ality of the act of Congress of July 11, 1890 (ch. 669, 26 Stat. L., 
268), incorporating the North River Bridge Company. The 
court sustained the constitutionality of that act and aflirmed 
the power of Congress to exercise the right of eminent domain 
whenever this is necessary for the accomplishment of any object 
within its authority, and with or without a concurrent act 
of the State in which the lands lie, Mr. Justice Gray saying 
(p. 529) that the validity of the act rested “upon principles of 
constitutional law now established beyond dispute.” 

Mr. President, I will say, in conclusion, that in addition to 
the safeguards which have been thrown around this bill by the 
amendments provided in the Senate there is 


States 


f foreign cor- 


a distinct provi- 
sion that not a stroke of work upon the canal shall be done 
until all of the plans have been submitted to and approved by 


the Secretary of War. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the 
vania yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. KNOX. I have finished. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Before the Senator resumes his seat, I 
should like to have him state, if he has not already stated, the 
length of this proposed canal in miles, 

Mr. KNOX. About 150 miles. 

Mr. SPOONER. How much? 

Mr. KNOX. About 150 miles from the nearest point on Lak 
Erie to a point between the mouth of the Allegheny River and 
the mouth of the Beaver. 

Mr. BACON. Does that include lateral canals? 

Mr. KNOX. It does not include lateral canals. 

Mr. BACON. How much, including them? 

Mr. KNOX. There is nothing in the report or nothing in the 


Senator from Pennsyl- 


ea 


testimony which indicates that. The lateral canals, I should 
imagine, would be half the distance of the whole canal. 1 judge 


that from my knowledge of the geography of the country, ag it 
is described in the bill. 
Mr. BACON. About 75 miles? 
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Mr. KNOX. I should say ail the lateral canals would not 
exceed in length 75 miles. 

Mir. CULBERSON. Before the Senator resumes his seat, I 
desire to make an inquiry of him. 

Mr. President, Congress chartered the Texas and Pacific Rail- 
way Company, which was proposed to be constructed through 
several States. Among others it crossed the State of Texas. 
The railroad commission of that State, in 1891, undertook to fix 
rates of freight for that railroad company for freight which 
was transported between points wholly within the State. The 
conmipany attacked the action of the commission on the ground 
that it was chartered by Federal authority and was not sub- 
ject to regulation of freight charges by the State even between 
points wholly within the State. In one of the Reagan cases 
reported in 154 United States, the one in which the Texas and 
Pacific Railway Company was a party, the Supreme Court con- 
sidered that question and held that that company as to intra- 
State freight was subject to State authority. 

The justice who delivered the opinion, however, Mr. Justice 

rewer, suggested that if Congress had seen proper it might 

ly have conferred such power upon the Texas and Pacific 
tuilway Company as would have taken from the State the au- 
hority to regulate freight wholly within its limits, but left 
the question undetermined. What I desire to ask the Senator 
from Pennsylvania after this explanation, is what provision 
there is in this bill on that subject, if any; that is to say, is 
the power reserved to Congress to regulate and control the rates 
on freight which will be transported between points entirely 
within a State? 

Mr. KNOX. Mr. President, in the most careful way that has 
been provided for by a Senate amendment. 

That Congress hereby reserves the right to regulate the tolls—— 

Mr. CULBERSON. What amendment is that? 

Mr. KNOX. It is section 9. I am reading from the sixth 
page of the bill— 
to regulate the tolls, fares, and rates to be charged by said company for 
the use of said canals; and the said company and the said canals and 
all transportation thereon— 

Not interstate transportation— 
shall be subject to all the provisions of an act entitled “An act to regu- 
late commerce,” approved February 4, 1887, and all acts supplemental 
thereto and amendatory thereof, now or hereafter enacted. 

And then there is a more general provision in the latter part 
of the bill. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I call the Senator’s attention, if I do 
not misunderstand this provision, to the fact that the provision 
which he has read gives Congress power to regulate the intra- 
state freight of this canal. 

Mr. KNOX. No; it gives the power to regulate all trans- 
portation upon the canal. 

Mr. CULBERSON. That would include intrastate freight. 


Mr. KNOX. Certainly; and that is the idea. The idea was | 


to put this canal absolutely, in consideration of its receiving 
from the Congress of the United States a charter, under Federal 
control in respect to every particle of business that it does. 

Mr. CULBERSON. The Senator, as I understand him then, 
takes the position that Congress has the power to regulate freight 
earried wholly within the limits of the State by a Federal cor- 
poration, 

' Mr. KNOX. I take the position that Congress has the right 
to regulate anything that a corporation which it creates does by 
virtue of that charter. 

Mr. CULBERSON. But, Mr. President, Congress has no 
power to charier this company except to regulate interstate 
commerce, and consequently if its power to charter a company 


is limited to its power to regulate interstate rates, how can it 


by chartering the company extend its authority to the regula- 
tion of intrastate rates? 

Mr. KNOX. I think there can be no doubt of the proposition 
that if Congress has the power to charter a corporation, to 
bring it into life, to give it all of its power and vitality under a 
provision of the Constitution which permits it to regulate com- 
merce between the States, it follows that because of the power 
of creation it controls everything that that corporation may do. 


The corporation is not bound to take a charter out under the | 


laws of the United States, but if it does take a charter out under 
the laws of the United States it may in all respects be made 


subject to the laws of the United States and the will of the | 


United States by the act of its creation. 

Mr. CULBERSON. But, Mr. President, I submit to the 
Senator from Pennsylvania that the power in Congress is lim- 
ited to a specific grant in the Constitution, which is to regulate 
rates of freight which is carried from one State to another or 
from this country to foreign countries. 

Its authority to grant such a charter as this rests upon its 
authority to regulate such foreign and interstate commerce, 





and it can not, by granting a charter, exceed its constitut; 
authority to regulate interstate freight. If that is the p, 
sition which the Senator will insist upon in the passage 
this bill, Mr. President, some of us, at least, will be denied ;{) 
pleasure of supporting it. 

Before I take my seat I wish to ask the Senator another qyps. 
tion, and I rose simply to make these inquiries of the Senat« 

Section 10 of this bill—and that is the only section [| yay, 
had an opportunity to read—provides for the construction of 
a number of lateral or branch canals, as I believe they are 
called. What I desire to ask the Senator is if the construction of 
these canals will create parallel and competing lines either 
among themselves or with the main line, so that if this ay- 
thority is granted a certain territory will be monopolized py 
this company for the carriage of freight? z 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President 

The VICH-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania yield to the Senator from Minnesota? ; 

Mr. KNOX. Certainly. 

Mr. NELSON. I desire to answer the Senator from Texas 
on that point. I am somewhat familiar with the bill, becanse 
it was reported by the Committee on Commerce, and that com- 
mittee largely amended the bill. The other canals that are re- 
ferred to in the bill are simply small feeders. They are poi 
lateral canals. They are not intended to cover independent ter- 
ritory, but rather as feeders to this canal to bring in traffic by 
side lines to the main line. The main object is to reach cer- 
tain coal fields of Pennsylvania and Ohio and bring that coal 
in those canals into the main canal. 

Mr. CULBERSON. An inquiry was made by another Sena- 
tor a moment ago as to the length of the branch or lateral! 
sanals, and I understood the Senator from Pennsylvania, 
though I may have misunderstood him, to say that he was not 
able to give the length of these lateral or branch canals. 

Mr. KNOX. I can answer only from my knowledge of the 
geography of that country. If it is an important question, | 
would not want you to rely upon any answer that I would make 
without some examination. 

Mr. CULBERSON. If the Senator will permit me, the mat- 
ter in my mind, though it may not be important if I knew all 
the facts, is whether or not the construction of these branch 
canals will amount to the construction of parallel waterways 
for the transportation of freight, so that a considerable por- 
tion of country, so far as the carriage of freight is concerned, 
will be monopolized by this corporation. 

Mr. KNOX. I can not answer that question accurately. It 
would not create any such condition as the Senator has de- 
scribed. I know that from the description of the streams 
along which the lateral canals are to be built. 

Then I want to add to the answer I made a moment ago to 
the Senator from Texas. The Senator has raised an entirely 
new question in connection with the ninth section and the power 
of Congress to regulate the entirely local freight. I do not 


| want to feel that I am myself committed by the answer I have 


made, but I do not see how, in any event, it is deprived of it 
because, after all, that is a question for construction by tle 
courts. ‘ 

Mr. BAILEY. Before the Senator resumes his seat, I wish 
to say that the trouble is that the language of this bill brings 
it within the rule which the justice declared in the Reagan case 


| that Congress might do. For my part, I do not believe Congress 


possesses the power to regulate intrastate commerce, evel 
though the instrumentality of that commerce is created by 
Congress. I sincerely hope, if that question is present d to the 
court, that the court will not decide according to the intimation 
of the justice. But even if Congress possesses that power, I 
never want to see it exercised. So, following the suggestion of 
my colleague [Mr. CuLserson], it seems that if the Senator 
from Pennsylvania would confine this authority to interstate 
and foreign commerce, then he would bring this law within the 
rule laid down in the Reagan case, in which it was held that It 
was not the intention of Congress to remove it from the regula- 


| ° s io SscCAnpe l , 
tion of interstate commerce, and the Senator might escape te 


serious question as to the validity of his bill in the court, for if 
this amendment remains in it and the court should finally 
decide, as I think the court ought, that under the power to rest 
late commerce Congress can not create a corporation for any 
purpose except the regulation of interstate and f ign com 
merce, and that when Congress attempts to create a corporation 
as a means of regulating intrastate commerce it exceeds he 
authority, then this bill, expressing a different rule, might be 
subject to a serious constitutional objection. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, will the Senator 
sylvania allow me to make a suggestion, which 
solve the difficulty? 


from Penn- 
think will 








1906. 








Mr. KNOX. 
Mr. NELSON. 


Certainly. 
After the ” 


word “ regulate, 


t 9. line 13, I suggest that there be inserted the words “as 
to erstate commerce ;” so as to read: 


+ Congress hereby reserves the right to regulate, as to interstate 
e. the tolls, fares, and rates to be charged, etc. 


\ir. BAILEY. Make it “interstate and foreign commerce.” 
M NELSON. Very well; “interstate and foreign com- 
mel I think the Senator from Pennsylvania will have no 
obiection to that provision. 
\ir. KNOX. Not the slightest in the world. I only want to 
add —and I think I am entitled to add, in justice to myself— 
that I have had nothing whatever to do in the preparation of 


this bill; I did not even appear before the committee in its 
interest; and, in fact, had not read it until within the last few 
when we expected to bring the bill up. That was the 
reason I was so free to disavow the accuracy of my own an- 
ever. 1 think the suggestion, however, made by the Senator 
from Texas corrects that entirely. 

Mr. NELSON. I want to say 


day s, 


to Senators that when that 


amendment in the bill is reached, I will move to add the amend- | tained ex: ept after great effort and after a long series of years, 
ment which I have indicated, if it be agreeable to the Senator | , 


from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. KNOX. Entirely so. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I suggest to the Senator from Pennsy]- 
that the remaining part of section 9 needs correction 


yanla 
also, where it reads, beginning with line 14: 

And the said company and the said canals and all transportation 
the n shall be subject to all the provisions of an act entitled, etc. 


Mr KNOX. It should read “all transportation aforesaid.” 


Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I will say to the Senator | 
from Texas that we can make an amendment there to har- 
monize with the other amendment. 


Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, I have no prepared speech 


to make upon this measure, but I desire to say that I earnestly 
hope the Senate will pass this bill. It is a novelty in legis- 


lation. Congress is importuned at every session to pass enor- 


mous river and harbor bills for internal improvements. Here 
is a proposition before this body which involves an internal 
improvement of a waterway perhaps more far-reaching and 


important than was ever provided for in a river and harbor 
pill, and entirely by private enterprise. Not one dollar is asked 


from the Federal Government to construct this canal, some 
100 miles in length, connecting over twenty-four States by 
a 12-foot waterway—the New England States and the North- 
west as far as the great State represented by the Senator from 
Michigan. 


poration are not 


this act around for syndicates and banks. The 
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that in the Erie Canal, for which the State of New York has 
appropriated $100,000,C00, and will put the manufactured 
products of Pittsburg and the industrial establishmen at the 
head of the Ohio—the oil, the coal, the iron. and the 


within the reach of New England, and bring their products in 


return to that section and to the mouth of the Mississippi 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator p: n an juiry? 

Mr. PENROSE. Certainly. 

Mr. BACON. I should like to ask the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania what good reason there is why this enterprise should 
not be chartered by the State of Pennsylvania instead of by the 
United States? , ; 

Mr. PENROSE. The reasons are twofold, Mr. President. 
One reason is that this is a matter which peculiarly should come 
under the jurisdiction of the Federal Government. It involves 


the taking of water from great waterways 


: it involves intruding 


|; upon waterways and encroaching upon the Great Lakes and 
headwaters of the Ohio and Mississippi rivers: it applies to 
interstate commerce; and there is no legislation either at Har- 
risburg or at Columbus, and such legislation can not be ob- 


which would enable such an incorporation to be made success- 
fully and to be successfully carried out. It would be very diffi- 
cult to bring about such a union of action between the Stat 


Les 
of Ohio and Pennsylvania as would render this a practical prop- 


| Osition. 


rhe gentlemen who haye applied for this charter of incor- | 
making the application on any speculation. | 
do not ask this privilege from Congress for the purpose of | 
; act | 


provides that they must pay 10 per cent of the authorized capi- | 


‘ee years in the actual construction of this work, 
habilities are that the canal will be finished within 
reby adding enormously to the industrial pros- 
, f ttsburg and western Pennsylvania, and enabling 
the ores and farm products of the great States bordering upon 


the G Lakes to be brought to the great industrial centers 
a e head of the Ohio River. 
The | has been most carefully amended by the Senate Com- | 
mittee on Commerce, of which I happen to be a member, largely 
owing to the fidelity and care with which the Senator from 
Minnesota [Mr. NeLson] serutinized the measure, who has in- 
serted, as the Senate will observe, almost every provision which 
Cal gined to safeguard the Government and the patrons 
of | in line with all the recent thoughts that have been 


in reference to common ecarriers in the discussion in 
com it With the railroad rate bill. 


Phi y possible objection that can be made to this bill is 


the 1 1 one that perhaps Congress has not the power to 
Dass t of incorporation of this character. It is contended, 
hy ¥ iat such authority does exist, and it is evident that 
Mh i does exist this case is beyond all others a proper 
ohe tor its exercise, as it pertains to the great-internal water- 
Way ) ments in the country. 

; It vinally contemplated that the Government should 
mere sht to take possession of this canal within fifty 
: I * senate committee struck out that provision, not at 
ie y 


ma request of the gentlemen having this enterprise in charge, 
teins ue committee did not want to pledge the Govern- 


Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me—I 
that I understood him correctly—did I 
that it would take a number of years to 
the State of Pennsylvania? 


do not know 
understand him to say 


get such a charter from 


Mr. PENROSE. There are no laws on the statute book of 
Pennsylvania covering all the questions which arise under this 
bill and no such laws in the State of Ohio. It would require a 
separate effort in both States to cover all the points raised and 
the questions involved. This is a simple and direct method and 
the most expeditious. As the question involves the waterways 
of the United States and as the work will unquestionably be 
some day owned by the Government, there is thought to be 
ample justification fer the application to Congress in this case. 

I repeat, the bill has been most carefully amended and the 
canal will be commenced at once. I for one, in view of the 


ceaseless efforts from localities all over the country to get he 


tt i 
from Congress, contend that this en erprise 1 private eff rt, 
involving the expenditure of many millions of dollars—should 
be encouraged by the prompt and favorable action of this | Vy. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, before the vote is taken on 


the measure, in view of the fact that this proposed canal 
pass through Ohio and that it is to be a ¢: 


inal connecting | 





c 
Erie with Pittsburg, it is proper, perhaps, that I should say a 
word about it. 

When this bill was introduced I had some misgiving as to 
the power of Congress to incorporate, under the commerce 
clause of the Constitution, such company as this, but after 
having examined the authorities I find that there are 
dicta to the effect that Congress, in the exercise of ft] 
conferred by the commerce clause of the Constitution, has 
to create corporations to carry out such enterprises as t] 

The only objection I had to this measure at any time Ss as 
to the question of power. Accepting these dicta as s l 
that question, it seems to me there is no good under nil 
the circumstances attending this proposition, t] bill 
should not pass. It will certainly be a very ben inl oO 
the commerce that it is intended to accommodate to | e such 
a canal constructed and put into operation as this 1 hor- 
izes this company to construct and operate | efore thout 
detaining the Senate at this late hour to add to the inents 
which have been made by the Senators fro Pennsyl 2s 
want to express my desire to see the measure enacted 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I wish to inquire of the Sena- 
tors who have this bill in charge if they desire that it shall be 
voted on to-night? 

Mr. KNOX. So far as I am personally concerned, I will say 
that I think the longer Senators examine this bill the better 
they will like it and the fewer objections, I think, they will 
in it. I should not, however, myself like it to lose any parlia- 
mentary position which it possesses. It will, of course, be sub- 


ject to the will of the Senate in that respect. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not desire to delay the Senators having 
the bill in charge, nor the Senate, if it desires that there shall 
be a vote on it. So far as I am concerned, however, I bh: 


“om r _Way to take possession of the work. But I have; had my doubts settled, as has the Senator from 0! M 

ae il I do not think any member of the Senate Com- | Forarer], as to the power of the Government to authorize th 

mre ee has any doubt—that ultimately this water- building of this canal. I certainly can not subscribe to the 

“3 utrolled and owned by the United States Govern- | doctrine announced by the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
= peat, it will be 12 


feet in depth, a depth similar to | KNox] that the Government of the United 


states ¢ 


an 





s? 
ie 


Siw 


» entire commerce on this canal—the commerce starting in the 
of Ohio and ending in the State of Ohio, or starting in 
vivania and ending in Pennsylvania. Mr. President, if | 
ss has got the power to do that—— 
KNOX. Mr. President 

VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

TELLER. Certainly. 

KNOX. T 


from Colorado 


he Senator from Colorado probably was not | 
attending at the time it was agreed among us that that propo- | 
sition need not be involved here, by eliminating from the bill 
the provision that the control should be over all commerce | 
and limiting simply to commerce between the States and 
between the States and foreign nations. 

Mr. TELLER. 
its face it would not claim 
would ever hold that we 
of the character mentioned. 
is plainly apparent that we have that power, that might at 
some time be a very persuasive argument before the court. 
The court might think Congress had determined that question, 
although, of course, it would not bind the court. 

I do not believe there is any necessity for a charter by the 
General Government to build this canal. I myself regret 
very much that there seems to be a growing idea that a charter 
from the General Government can be had for any kind of an 
enterprise. 
or ten years we shall see endeavors made to get Federal 
charters to carry out ordinary commercial and manufacturing 
upon the theory, I suppose, that they are 


that. I 


could have control over 


affairs, 


where. 

The reason the senior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PEN- 
ROSE] gives as to the necessity for a charter from the General 
Government, it seems to me, is not a very strong one. Ohio 
has chartered 


have passed out of Pennsylvania into Ohio. The States do 

that. I do not mean to say that Pennsylvania may charter a 

railroad in Ohio 
Mr. PENROSE. 
Mr. TELLER. 


Mr. President—— 


it could secure the privilege of entering that State. Now, I 
will hear what the Senator wants to say. 

Mr. PENROSE. The point I made is that neither Pennsyl- 
yania nor 
railroad legislation. 
providing for every contingency that may arise in connection 
with railroads; but neither State has any legislation of any 
account in connection with canals. 
tions that would arise were so complicated and numerous if a 
State charter were attempted that, unless both States could be 
got to work in conjunction to enact legislation—which would 
obvi 
a 


the m 

was justification for it, as I have said, because it involved great 
waterways that ultimately would become the property of the 
United States Government. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the 
yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. TELLER. I yield. 

Mr. FORAKER. I want to 
one 
me 
In 


case 


it years and meet separately—it was thought this was 


ffere 


Senator from Colorado 


call the Senator’s attention to 


sradley said, in the 


127 United States Reports, Mr. Justice 
of California v. Pacific Railroad Company : 
resent day be doubted 
n e among the 
is and m 


under the 
as well as to 


that Congress, 
eral States, 


he ft 


mmodatic 
ow, I say that was purely dicta, and I do not like to base a 
conclusion upon dicta; but dicta similar to-that have appeared 
in other ea Some other justices, in decisions of the 
‘ourt the United States—just what they would de- 
ere a question to come before the court on that particular 
do not know—but, in so far as they have given 


reme (¢ of 


Pp 

cide Ww 
point I 
indication, it is to the effeet that they would hoid that, under 


Any 
ethiy 


the power to regulate commerce, Congress has the power to 
incorporate a company to construct a railread or a canal to 
engage in interstate commerce. It has never seemed to me to 


be quite clear upon reason that such a conclusion could be de- 
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| call attention—and I thank him for allowing me to do ; 


I suppose the bill might be so framed as on | 
do not believe the courts | 
commerce | 


Yet if on the face of the bill it | 


I have not the slightest doubt that in the next five | 
going to | 


export the goods at some time to Europe, to Canada, or else- | 


railroads that have passed out of Ohio into | 
Pennsylvania, and Pennsylvania has chartered railroads that | 





But there has never been any difficulty—in a | 
moment I will yield to the Senator—in arranging the matter | 
in such way that when a railroad reached another State line | 


Ohio has canal legislation as compared with their | 
There is ample legislation in both States | 


It was found that the ques- | 
10) : +d | form and also printed in the Recorp in the absence of ol 
usly be somewhat difficult, as the legislatures may meet in | 


t expeditious, convenient, and best way, and that there | 





of the dicta to which I referred a moment ago as leading | 
to the conclusion that this was within the power of Congress. | 


| any or all of the same, in aid of such investigation and « 


ary exigencies, had author- | 
| formed of all extensions and improvements or other 
| condition of the property of the said canal and ascertai 


L | of tolls, 
Su- | 


JUNE 12, 


duced from that provision; but I yield to what seems to be {he 
trend of the expressions on that subject. ; 

That is the only trouble I have had at any time in r rd 
to this proposed legislation; and, in view of the comment the 
Senator made—which I thought was entirely justified, becaysca 
I had great difficulty about it—I felt as though I wanted t) 


i 
the quotation that I had in mind. p 

Mr. TELLER. I have not had the opportunity of readings 
this bill, except since I came into the Chamber within the last 
ten minutes. I see some things in it that I do not understang 
and there are some things in it that I think might be ec} nged 
very properly; but I am not prepared to go on at this tie 
I ask the Senator from Pennsylvania, who has this pil] jp 
charge, if he has any objection to allowing the bill to go over 
until opportunity may be had to examine into it more closely 
I do not myself intend to take up any time on this subject. but 
I should like to look at the bill. Possibly I might be induced 
to vote for it, but I really do not see how I could with my 
present opinions. F 

Mr. BACON. I hope the Senator from Pennsylvania wil! Jet 
the bill go over. I wish to say a word or two with reference 
to it; but it is rather late this evening, and we have had q 
somewhat arduous day. 

Mr. KNOX. May I ask the Chair—because I have no know). 
edge upon the subject—what will be the parliamentary posi- 
tion with respect to this bill in the morning? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will go to the Calendar, and ean 
be taken up by unanimous consent or upon motion. 

Mr. PENROSE. I ask unanimous consent that the bill he 
taken up after the routine business is over to-morrow morning. 
My colleague is to leave the city in a few days, and is 
anxious to have the bill disposed of, as I am. 

Mr. TELLER. I want to say that I have no desire to delay 
the bill. I should like at least to read it over before I am. 
called upon to vote on it. I confess that I ought to have done 
that before; but I have had other things to do. I do not object 
to the suggestion made by the senior Senator from Px nnsyl- 
vania. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The senior Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. Penrose] asks unanimous consent that the pending 
bill may be taken up immediately upon the conclusion of the 
routine morning business to-morrow. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I offer two amendments to the bill 
ealled up by the Senator from Pennsylvania. I ask to have 
them printed in the Recorp, that they may be looked over by 
members of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Wisconsin that the proposed amendments 
be printed in the REcorp? 

Mr. GALLINGER. And also printed in the usual form. 

Mr. PENROSE. And printed in the usual form. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. They will be printed in the usual 


jection. 


very 


The amendments referred to are as follows: 


Amendment intended to be proposed by Mr. La Foti 

(Hl. R. 14396) to tmeorporate the Lake Erie and 0! 

Canal, to define the powers thereof, and to facilitate int 

meree, viz: On page 13, after line 13, insert a new se 

as follows: 

Sec. —. It shall be the duty of the Interstate Commerce | 
to investigate and determine the true fair value of the said 
property, and appurtenances thereto belonging and used, « 
for the convenience of the public. Such investigation s 


| Ienced as soon as any work on the said canal is undertaken : 
| tinue as improvements are made and contracts are given. 


pose of such investigation, the Commission is authorized to « 
engineers, experts, and other assistants as may be ne 
canal company, or any construction company or other pe! 
corporation engaged in the construction of the said can: 
any parts thereof, shall furnish to the Commission, fron 
and as the Commission may require, maps, profiles, cont 
of engineers, and other documents, records, and papers 


of the value of the said canals, property, and appurte! 


The Commission shall thereafter, in like manner, 


and from time to time, as may be required for t 
charges, and services under the provisions of t 
late commerce approved February 4, 1887, and all 
thereof, revise and correct its valuation of the pro] 
car company. To enable the Commission to make suc 
such changes and corrections in its valuation, the said 
is required to report currently to the Commission, and : 
sion may require, all improvements and changes in its | 
file with the Commission copies of all contracts for suc! 
at the time the same are executed. 

Whenever the Commission shall have completed the v: 
or any part thereof, and before said valua 


thereof, 


property. 


orded as finally determined by said Commission, the ‘ 


T 
i 
y 


( 
| give notice by registered letter to the said canal company, 
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ced upon the said canals, appurtenances, or parts thereof| The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chai 
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\ , ; e } ; shh « y 
» used, for the convenience of the public, and shall allow the bill indicated by ad i aa ai =e. 
: ‘ : : ! ated b e Senato1 mm w HH ys 
twenty days in which to file a protest of the same with rs _ ; - ited by th ooo NC — 
n If no protest is filed within twenty days, such valua- The bill was read the second time at lengt 
dos matter of rete’ ty tee Comaieion. Mr. GALLINGER. The Committee on the District of 
ntest is ed b » § ‘anal company nmis Fe : ‘ : . 
mtest is filed by the said cana one, bia of the Senate has given this n er ¥ ‘ 1] eo1 
a time for hearing the same, and shall proceed as ‘ : ‘ a : wp 
y be to hear and consider any matter relative and ma- | tion, and there is on the Calendar ; - Se I 
ented by the said company in support of its protest | venture to ask unanimous consent for t ‘ ) 
id. If after hearing any contest of such valuation, | of the House bill. 
; ns of this act, the Commission is of the opinion that nm 8 . ‘ 5 
. . >?" : . 1. 7 , ; ‘ , e } 
3 incorrect, it shall correct the same and determine a rhere being no objection, the Senate, as in C Ltte f the 
such property, and shall make such determination a | Whole, proceeded to consider the b 
: fea aft tha Cnammieci Tl enol als ions 7 ° 
in the oftice of the Commission. All su h valuatic 1S The bill was reported to the Senate v ent 
ion shal! be prima facie evidence of the fair value of i hina . - ‘ . 
property, and appurtenances in any proceedings under | Ordered to a third reading, read \ 
commerce approved February 4, 1887, and all acts The bill (S. 6894) to regul the keeping f nent 
yf, and in all pi ‘ings which may be instituted | agencies in the District of Colum where fet ‘ i for 
of the said canals, property, and appurtenances by the : : 7 ~ 
procuring empioyment or situations w nd l t ned. 
CITIZENS’ BANK 0} 5 
nded to be proposed by Mr. La Fonu.etrs to the bill Mr. McEN2ERY. I as for the present sideratior the 
incornorate > ake Erie an ix fiver Ship | i: . : : : ae ’ 7 : 
to incorporate ¢ _ Lak Bric l d Ohio River ri bill (S. 1816) for the relief of the Citizens’ of | 
the powers thereof, and » facilitate interstate com 4 ; : , 7 
line 5. page { insert the following: By unanimous consent, the Senate, as i ( nitt ‘ 
er, That the Lake Erie and Ohio River Ship Canal | Whole eeded to consider the bill. It dit he S v 
‘ssors and a issue on y ger yer ce of | of the Tre sury to pay to the Citizens’ B k of L 
: coupon notes, and other evidences of indebtedness COT 29K) QO _— le Sida : a< } ( ¢ 
f more than twelve mont the date thereof | ?-!,5-¥.59, for a claim found due said bank by the Co oO 
Commerce Commission u} I e to time deter Claims, 
n ssary ee perpen f P whieh such issue of The bill was renorted to the Senate without amendms« _ OFr- 
has been authorized. And the Interstate Commerce e + ioe “Fee aie - : 5 . 41 : 
eby authorized and empowered and it shall be its dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third me, 
pon plication, what issues of stocks, bonds, and passed. 
other evidences of indebtedness may be reasonably ALASKA RAITROAD COMPANY. 
the cost of construction, equipment, maintenance, and ‘i cates ; . 
and works. §& ymmission shall render a Mr. BURNHAM. I ask unanimous consent to take up from 
hi h os Lag ue, within thirty a after | the Calendar the bill (S. 6358) to aid in the construction of a 
eon, which decision shall be in writing, shall assign 2a tly a lacrs } 7 ] } : 4 ‘ 
and shall, if authorizing such issue, specify the railroad and telegraph and telephone line in the di of 
. - 4 = 
stocks or bonds or of coupon notes or of other | Alaska. 
dness as aforesaid which are authorized to be Mr. HANSBROUGH. I ask the Senator from Ne 
ective purposes to which the proceeds thereof are . } i Pe y ey 
! ‘ . : . : “a > or hia e Tl) } i > wacr } barns 
S ecision sball be filed in the office of the Commis shire whether thi oe ii waich was reporvead from A 
F 1 decision shall be delivered to the said | mittee on Territories? 
1! eause the same to be entered upon its Mr. BURNHAM It is substantially the same bill TT) 
stocks, bends, coupon notes, or other evidences of . a ae = es 
vy authorized are issued. Every certificate of stock, | 2@ Cettaln amend ' 
- 2 . : : > T "oD D r ‘Tt “ . wry 
er ey ce of indebtedness of such canal c mpany M1 HANSBROT GH. Is 1C the Sal bill which was w ler 
“a property of sucl x pany a hich Lge De consideration here a few weeks ago? 
ut with this act shall be vo af. oarred-enres , ; : ‘ ; 
mpany who shall knowingly Mr. BURNHAM. Yes; reported from the Committee on 
1 1 from the Interstate Com Territories on the 9th of February. It is the same bill, with 
; ation requ d by such Comm ee to | some minor amendments. 
id Commission to any issu ‘ stocks, or vey wre . —T . ¢ 
ni ther evidences of indebtedness: shall be Mr. HANSBROUGH. At the time the bill was up in the Sen 
lemeanor, an¢ 1 conviction t eof in the | ate there was some discussion about it, and I think 1 
: 4 , » Wetriet 7 u ioh ] ffance ij +4 
’ i 7 the - ct iB wh = = ° Fe * } Is some objections to it. 
o impr mment for a term < no ess 7 y . rm *7 : : 
‘n years, and shall likewise be liable to any Mr. BURNHAM. The bill was read at that time, and I o1 


( mpany for the full amount of damages sustained by | wish to have the bill read now, so that it will 
read again. 


‘tT ON KINGS MOUNTAIN BATTLE GROUND. Mr. HANSBROUGH. I understood that the bill was read at 
** . ime i > . hefore 
Mr. O {AN. I ask unanimous consent to call up the biil the ee — fore. ‘a 
: : ‘ir T a mit ry P aa 
( ! , providing for the erection of a monument on = Bl RNHAM. Xe $s; but — are som end 
] 1 battle ground commemorative of the great vic- “i HANSBRO! GH. I shall have to « 0 ssag 


° ft e } j 
during the war of the American Revolution | “ = TOR Pp remem : 
( TSO. by the American forces. Che VICE-PRESIDENT. Object in 
: . . . . : Mr BURNH \ loci » ha thea 
‘Rk. I shall not object to this bill, but after it al 7 ona \. t. id ake tO Have Ul L. 
: ' * } V1} \ Si 1 do not « ieet ‘ s 
] ion I shall ask to act on a House bill now on the mak. XE BROUGH. I do not obj » tin aL 


e | RESIDENT. Is there objection to the present | Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, \ ' L. 
anon € the bill? Mr. BI RNHAM. This is a new draft. It ts read in sub- 
) objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the | Stance before, and these amendmen‘s are minor ame 
\ d to consider the bill. It appropriates $30,000 5 = blli WaS reported to coniorm to the | ‘ ene 1 the 
f ‘ of a monument a inclosure for re Same oO —* 
Kings M battle eround, iv York Couuty &C. "| ‘The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill has been read in f 
Mr. ( iAN. After the word “ Shelby,” in line 1, on page STATEHOOD BILL. 
2 t “ Charles MeDowell.” Mr. BEVERIDGE. I present a conference the 
was agreed to. statehood bill. 
; ( AN. On page 2, line 10, I move to strike out The Secretary proceeded to read the rer 
ts 1” and insert in lieu thereof the word “ Cen- Mr. CARTER. I ask that the repo e printed, and it 
x lie on / » table 
5 On page 2, lime 10, after the word “ Moun- The CE-PRESIDENT. W 1t obj n, it is so ordered. 
v ed to strike out “ Battle Ground” and insert The conference report is as follo 
U as to read: : ; : a 
= in Centennial Association of South Carolina. 1 he Es 7 ne ; ° - — os , ' . 7 = 7 _ 
. was agreed to. — = oe a om 7 ' . od ; ' > os ' . 
reported to the Senate as amended, and the | }2*07) “to enable the people of Oklal 


ame concurred in. lerritory to form a constitution and State bé 


_ * 4 4 ive, 2. Toi . - 1 
~~ ' : admitted into the Union on an 
, were ordered to be engrossed and the bill | “°\“" ae cae a 
to be ri l ttre States ; and to enable the people of New M 
The : 3 : . o for a constitutio1 nd Stat r 
| the third time, and passed. 0S SS en a ee 
I into the Union on an equal footing w 
AG CIES r TTR TSTRICT oF ™uMR : e ee — 
Arn NCIES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. having met, after full and free confe 
i { T> T : , ‘1 
(1 p it. I desire to call up from the table the bill | ommend, and do reeommend to their respx e H fol 
ee regulate the keeping of employment agencies lows: 
bee Columbia where fees are charged for procur- That the Senate recede from its amend nu i, 2, 


or situations, | 3, 4, 5, 7, 13, 37, and 38. 
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That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ments of the Senate numbered 9, 10, 12, 14, 15, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 
93, 24, 25, 26, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, and 39, and agree 
to the san®. 

Amendment numbered 6: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 6, and 
agree to same with an amendment as follows: Strike out all of 
said amendment and insert: “and the governor, the chief justice, 
and the secretary of the Territory of Oklahoma shall appoint an 
election commissioner who shall establish voting precincts in 
said Osage Indian Reservation, and shall appoint the judges for 
election in said Osage Indian Reservation; ”’ 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 8: That the House recede from its 


disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 8, and | 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out | 


“ss ” ” 


each of said districts’ and insert “said Osage district; and 


the Senate agree to the same. 


sagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 11, and 
» to the same with an amendment as follows: After “ Presi- 

it’’ strike out “ who;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 16: That the House recede from its 


disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 16, and | 


agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter stricken out by said amendment insert the following: 
“and shall not be changed therefrom previous to anno Domini 
nineteen hundred and thirteen, but said capital shall, after said 
year, be located by the electors of said State at an election to be 
provided for by the legislature: Provided, however, That the 
legislature of said State, except as shall be necessary for the 


State for the erection of buildings for capitol purposes during 
such period;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 17: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 17, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike 
out “or in which the United States maintained laws prohibiting 
the traffie in intoxicating liquors; ” and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 27: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 27, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike 
out all of said amendment and insert: 


State of Oklahoma are valuable for minerals, which term shall 
lso include gas and oil, such lands shall not be sold by the 
id State prior to January first, nineteen hundred and fifteen ; 
the same may be leased for periods not exceeding five years 

ie State officers duly authorized for that purpose, such 

to be made by public competition after not iess than 


days’ advertisement in the manner to be prescribed by | 


l and all such leasing shall be done under sealed bids and 
awarded to the highest responsible bidder. The leasing shall 
‘equire and the advertisement shall specify in each case a fixed 
‘oyalty to be paid by the successful bidder, in addition to any 
onus offered for the lease, and all proceeds from leases shall 
2 covered into the fund to which they shall properly belong, 
and no transfer or assignment of any lease sball be valid or 
confer any right in the assignee without the consent of the 


I 
| 
i 


proper State authorities in writing: Provided, however, That | 


*4 1 


agricultural lessees in possession of such lands shall be reim- 
bursed by the mining lessees for all damage done to said agricul- 
tural lessees’ interest therein by reason of such mining opera- 


tions. The legislature of the State may prescribe additional | 


legislation governing such leases not in conflict herewith.” 
And the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 40: That the House recede from its 
sreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 40, and 
to same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
r stricken out by said amendment insert the following: 
“Sec. 28. That the inhabitants of all that part of the area of 
the United States now constituting the Territories of Arizona 
and New Mexico, as at present described, may become the State 
of Arizona, as hereinafter provided. 
“Sec. 24. That at the general election to be held on the 6th day 


hundred and ten delegates, sixty-six of which delegates shall be 


elected to said convention. by the people of the Territory of | 


New Mexico and forty-four by the people of the Territory of 
Arizona; and the governors, chief justices, and secretaries of 


| of said Territories a question which shall be stated on the ballot 
| in substance and form as follows: 
and the Senate | 


six, but they shall not receive compensation for mo! 


each of said Territories, respectively, shall apportion th, 
gates to be thus elected from their respective Territor) 13 
nearly as may be, equitably among the several counties thereof 
in accordance with the voting population as shown by the yoto 
cast for Delegate in Congress in the respective Territories j, 
nineteen hundred and four. 

“That at the said general election and on the same baljot 
which the names of candidates to the convention aforesaid ayo 


printed, there shall be submitted to said qualified electors of each 


dele. 
S$ in 


Son 


“*Shall Arizona and New Mexico be united to form one 
State?’” 


Yes. O O No 
“Electors desiring to vote in the affirmative shall place 


| cross mark in the square to the left of the word “ Yes.” and 
| those desiring to vote in the negative shall place a cross m: 
Amendment numbered 11: That the House recede from its | 


in the square to the left of the word “No” in the form ahovo 
prescribed. The governors and secretaries of the respectiyo 
Territories shall certify and transmit, as soon as may be prac. 


| ticable, the results of said election each to the other and like. 


wise to the Secretary of the Interior, and if it appears from the 
returns thus certified that a majority of the qualified electors 
in each of said Territories who voted on the question aforesaid 
at such election voted in favor of the union of New Mexico and 
Arizona as one State, then, and not otherwise, the inhabitants 


| of that part of the area of the United States now constituting 


the Territories of Arizona and New Mexico as at present de- 
scribed may become the State of Arizona as hereinafter pyro. 


| vided; but if in either of said Territories a majority of the 
convenient transaction of the public business of said State at | 
said capital, shall not appropriate any public moneys of the | 


qualified electors voting on the question aforesaid at such elec. 
tion shall appear by such certified returns to have voted against 
the union of said Territories then, and in that event, section 2° 


| and all succeeding sections of this act shall thereafter be null 


and void and of no effect, excepting that the appropriation made 
in section 41 hereof shall be and remain available for defraying 
all and every kind and character of expense incurred on account 
of the election of delegates to the convention and the submission 
of the question aforesaid. 

“The governors of said Territories, respectively, shall, within 
thirty days after the approval of this act, by proclamation in 
which the aforesaid apportionment of delegates to the conven- 
tion shall be fully specified and announced and the aforesaid 


| question to be voted on by the electors shall be clearly stated, 
‘Where any part of the lands granted by this act to the | tori 


order that the delegates aforesaid in their respective Territ 
shall be voted for and the question aforesaid shall be submi 
to the qualified electors in each of said Territories as here! 
required at the aforesaid general election. Such election for 
delegates shall be conducted, the returns made, and the certif- 
cates of persons elected to such convention issued, as near as 
may be, in the same manner as is prescribed by the laws of said 
Territories, respectively, regulating elections therein of m 
bers of the legislature: Provided, That if it appears from the 
returns that a majority of the qualified electors in the Territory 
of Arizona who voted on the question at the election voted in 
then 


| favor of the union of New Mexico and Arizona as one State, 


and not otherwise, the secretary or other proper officer of said 
Territory of Arizona into whose hands the result of said ele 
tion finally comes, shall immediately transmit and certify the 
result as to the election of delegates to the convention to the 
secretary of the Territory of New Mexico, at Santa Ie, and i! 
it appears from the returns from the election held in New Mex- 
ico that a majority of the qualified voters aforesaid voted in 
favor of joint statehood, then in that event the secretary of sald 
Territory of New Mexico shall make up a temporary roll of the 


' convention from the certified returns from both of said Terr 
| tories, and he shall call the convention to order at the tine 


herein required, and said convention when so called to order 
and organized shall be the sole judge of the election and qual- 
fications of its own members. Persons possessing tlic qualifica- 


| tions entitling them to vote at the aforesaid general elect 
| shall be entitled to vote on the ratification or rejection of te 
| constitution, if submitted to the people of said Terriories here- 


under, and on the election of all officials whose election is tas 
ing place at the same time, under such rules or regulations «& 


| said convention may prescribe, not in conflict with tliis act. 
of November, 1906, all the electors of said Territories, respect- | 
ively, qualified to vote at such election, are hereby authorized to | 
vote for and choose delegates to form a convention for said | 
Territories. The aforesaid convention shall consist of one! 


Sec. 25. That if a majority in each of said Territories at the 
election aforesaid shall vote for joint statehood, and not other- 
wise, the delegates to the convention thus elezted shall meet 
in the hall of the house of representatives of the Te ritory ol 
New Mexico, in the city of Santa Fe therein, at twelve 0° a 
noon on Monday, December third, nineteen hun vee ae 


Pe Catia ts ety] eclare 
sixty days of service, and after organization su! d 








the people of 


if of 


said proposed State that they 


e Constitution of the United States, whereupon the 
vention shall be, and is hereby, authorized to form 
ution and State government for said proposed 


the constitution shall be republican in form, and make 

‘tion in civil or political rights on account of race or 

ept as to Indians not taxed, and shall not be repug- 

he Constitution of the United States and the principles 
laration of Independence. And said convention shall 
ordinance irrevocable without the consent of the 

tes and the people of said State— 
perfect toleration of religious sentiment shall be 
nd that no inhabitant of said State shall ever be 
, person or property on account of his or her mode of 
and that polygamous or plural marriages 
barter, or giving of intoxicating liquors to In- 

ever prohibited. 

S |. That the people inhabiting said proposed State 
declare that they forever disclaim all right and 
nappropriated and ungranted public lands lying 

yundaries thereof and to all lands lying within said 
or held by any Indian or Indian tribes, except 

er provided, and that until the title thereto shall 


worship ; 


extinguished by the United States the same shall be 
ibject to the disposition of the United States, and 
lands shall remain under the absolute jurisdic- 


trol of the Congress of the United States; that the 


| other property belonging to citizens of the United 
S ng without the said State shall never be taxed 


ite than the lands and other property belonging 
thereof; that no taxes shall be imposed by the 
ls or property therein belonging to or which may 


purchased by the United States or reserved for its | 
iing herein, or in the ordinance herein provided | 
ude the said State from taxing, as other lands | 


roperty are taxed, any lands and other property 
| by any Indian who has severed his tribal rela- 


obtained from the United States or from any 


» thereto by patent or other grant, save and except | 


; have 


been or may be granted to any Indian or 


es a. | 
any act of Congress containing a provision ex- 


nds thus granted from taxation, but said ordi- 

vide that all such lands shall be exempt from 

id State so long and to such extent as such act 
of may prescribe. 

t the debts and liabilities of said Territory of 


if said Territory of New Mexico shall be assumed 


id State, and that said State shall be subrogated 


; of indemnity and reimbursement which either | 


es now has. 
provision shall be made for the establishment 
» of a system of public schools, which shall be 
children of said State and free from sectarian 
t said schools shall always be conducted in Eng- 
That nothing in this act shall preclude the 
her languages in said public schools. 
rift t said State shall never enact any law restricting 
right of suffrage on account of race, color, or 
on of servitude, and that ability to read, write, 
Iinglish language sufficiently well to conduct the 
fice without the aid of an interpreter shall be a 
ation for all State officers. 
the capital of said State shall temporarily be 
nta Fe, in the present Territory of New Mexico, 
changed therefrom previous to anno Domini 
! and fifteen, but the permanent location of said 
er said year, be fixed by the electors of said 
n election to be provided for by the legislature. 
in case a constitution and State government 
in compliance with the provisions of this act, 
forming the same shall provide by ordinance 
1 constitution to the people of said proposed 


Tire 








NI fication or rejection, at an election to be held 

in said ordinance, which shall be not less than 

8 re than ninety days from the adjournment 

at which election the qualified voters of said 

ll vote directly for or against the proposed 

: against any provisions thereof sepa- 
7 ihe returns of said election shall be mad 

lirect to the secretary of the Territory of 

le; who, with the governors and chief 

. erritories, or any four of them, shall meet at 

; Ie on the third Monday after said election and 


»; and if a majority of the legal votes cast 
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on that question shall be for the ¢ 
board shall certify the result to the President 
States, together with the statement of the : , 
and upon separate articles or propositions, and a co f said 
constitution, articles, propositions, and ord 
constitution and government of said proposed State e repub- 
lican in form, and if the provisions in this 


said ng 


n- 
plied with in the formation thereof, it shall be the « e 
President of the United States, within twenty days f 
receipt of the certificate of the result of said electio dl 
statement of the votes cast thereon and a copy of - 
tution, articles, propositions, and ordinances fi ) 
issue his proclamation announcing the result of sai mn, 
and thereupon the proposed State shall be deemed a l by 
Congress into the Unien, under by virtue of tl ler 
the name of Arizona, on an equal footing with e original 
States, from and after the date of said proclamation. 

“The original of said constitution, articles, propos nd 
ordinances, and the election returns, and a copy of ti ul 
ment of the votes cast at said election shall be forwarded and 


turned over by the secretary of the Territory of 
to the State authorities. 


New LEX 1CC 


“ Sec. 27. That until the next general census, or until otherwise 
provided by law, said State shall be entitled to two Representa- 
tives in the House of Representatives of the United State 
which Representatives, together with the governor and 
officers provided for in said constitution, l al he 
State and county officers, shall be elected « the sé 
the election for the adoption of the constitution: and 1 said 
State officers are elected and qualified under the j $ 
the constitution, and the State is admitted ir the | he 
Territorial officers of said Territories, respectivel) ling 
delegates to Congress, shall continue to discharge t ( c 
their respective offices in said Territories { 

| are duly elected and qualified. 

“Sec. 28. That upon the admission of said State into tl 

| Union there is hereby granted unto it, including the s« 
thereof heretofore granted, four sections of public land in each 


} township in the proposed State for the support of free public 


nonsectarian common schools, to wit: Sections numbered thir- 














teen, sixteen, thirty-three, and thirty-six, and where such sec- 
| tions or any parts thereof have been sold or otherwise d I 
| of by or under the authority of any act of Congress « 
| lands equivalent thereto, in legal subdivisions of not less than 
| one quarter section and as contiguous as may be to the 1 
| in lieu of which the same taken ; such indemnity lai 

selected within said respective portions of said State 
manner provided in this act: Provided, That the thirteenth, 
sixteenth, thirty-third, and thirty-sixth sections embraced i: r 
| manent reservations for national purposes shall not at any tim 
be subjected to the grants nor to the indemnity provis 3 
this act, but other lands equivalent thereto may be selected 
such school purposes in liey thereof; nor shall any lands 
braced in Indian, military, or other reservations of a1 

acter be subject to the grants of this act, but such res 

lands shall be subject to the indemnity provision of 
Provided, That nothing in this act contained shall repeal or 
affect any act of Congress relating to the Casa G Ruin 
as now defined or as may be hereafter defined or « ‘nded, or 
the power of the United States o it, « lV MK ] ‘ 
braced in the State hereafter set ide by ¢ s 
| park, game preserve, or for the preservat f ob 

weological or ethnological interest; and 1 ling i 
this act shall interfere with the rights and owners! he 
United States in hereafter set as by C S 
national park, gam¢ rve, or other 1 rvatio he 
said Casa Grande Ruin as it now is or may be ! ‘ le 
fined or extended by law, but exclusive legislation, in 
whatsoever, shall be exercised by the United Sta \ i 
shall have exclusive control and jurisdiction over the s 

but nothing in this proviso « { d shall be co 1 to 
yeni th rvice withi l said { sa Gi nak : 
parks, ga preserves, and other reservatio1 { 
lished by law, of civil and criminal proc iss 

by the authority of said State; and said land be 

ject at any time to the school grants of tl AY 
embraced within the metes and bounds of l 

game preserve, and other reservation, or the ( 

Ruin, as now defined or may be hereafter 

lands equivalent thereto may be selected f l 

poses hereinbefore provided in lieu th 

“See. 29. That three hund cti 
nonmineral public lands within d St 





| located in legal subdivisions, a 





CONGRE 


said State for the purpose of erecting legislative, 
and judicial public buildings in the same, and for the 
‘the bonds heretofore or hereafter issued therefor. 
‘Sec. 80. That the lands granted to the Territory of Arizona 
by tl February eighteenth, 
one, entitled ‘An act to gi rant lands to Dakota, 
idaho, and Wy ing for university purposes,’ 


le set t 
Ww al@L Ol 


Montana, Arizona, 


yom) 
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| 


| mines, 


eighteen hundred and eighty- | 
| by this act shall be selected, 
are hereby vested | 


e propose “| State to the extent of the full quantity of sev-’| 


and portion of said lands that not 


of Arizona may be 


ve sections, any 

‘lected by said Territory 
said State. In addition to the foregoing, and in addi- 
all lands heretofore granted for such purpose, there 
shall be, and hereby granted to said State, to take effect 
when the same is admitted to the Union, three hundred 
tions of land, to be selected from the public domain within said 
in the same manner as provided in this act, 
f all such lands shall constitute a permanent fund, 
invested and held by 
be used exclusively for university purposes. The schools, 
leges, and universities provided for in this act shall forever re- 


may 
» bec lh S¢ 
: = 
is, 


sec- 


State 
‘eeds O to be 
safely 


co}- 


miuin under the exclusive control of the said State, and no part | 


of the from the sale or disposal of any lands 
education: il purposes shall be used for the 


‘tarian or denominational school, college, 


proceeds arising 
herein granted for 
support of any se 
university. 
F 31. That nothing in this act shall be so construed, 
— the same is so specifically stated, 

land heretofore made by any 
Seneaamaee 
in and to said State, 


* SEC, ex- 
cept 

grint act of Congress to either 
of said 
firmed 


the 


and all of the land that may not, 
time of the admission of said State into the Union, 
l nm selected and segregated from the public domain, 
may so selected and segregated in the manner provided in 
this 
“Sec. 82. That five per centum of the proceeds of the sales 
publie 
the United States subsequent to the admission of said State into 
the Union, deducting all the expenses incident to 
e, shall be paid to the said State to be used as a permanent 
d, the interest of 
of the common schools within said State. And there 
appropriated, out of any moneys in the Treasury 
riated, the sum of five million dollars for the 
und benefit of the common schools of said State. Said 
priation shall be paid by the Treasurer of the United 
at such time and to such person or persons as may be 
rized by said State to receive the same under laws to 
acted by said State, and until said State shall enact such 
said appropriation shall not be paid. 
million dollars shall be held inviolable and invested by 

in trust, for the use and benefit of said schools. 
That all lands herein granted for educational pur- 
be ay and disposed of only at public 
eds to constitute a permanent school fund, 
hich only shall be expended in the support 
But said lands may, under such regulations 
ure shall prescribe, be leased for periods of not more than 
rs, and ‘+h common 1001 land shall not be subject 
wnption, homestead entry, or any other entry under the 

of the United States, whether 

ut shall be reserved for school purposes only. 
of land for 


That in lieu of the grant 
il improvement made to new States by the eighth section 
act of September fourth, eighteen hundred and forty-one, 
section hereby repealed as to the proposed State, 
of any claim or demand by the said State under the act 
‘tember twenty-eighth, eighteen hundred and fifty, and 
twenty-four hundred and seventy-nine of the 
ing a grant of swamp and overflowed lands to 
which grant it hereby declared not ex- 
id State, < 


of 


after 


herwise appro} 


raised 


of 


as 
suc sc} 


iws 


4 
ot. 


is 


is is 


made, the 
the United States within said State 


heretofore 
lands of 


ave as 
Oo wit: 

lishment and maintenance 
the said State, two hundred thousand 
two hundred thousand acres; for 
and the blind, 
disabled miners, hundred 
two hundred thousand 
reformatory 
‘ultural 
Provides 


the estal 
ie asylums in 
nitentiaric 

f, dumb, 
hospitals 

for 

St ; chariti 
thousand acres; 
three hundred thou 
appropria 


i 
and chani 


aba 


Vo 


acres ; 


for one thousand 
acres; 


institutions, 
and 


normal schools, 
ible, penal, and 
for agri 


sand acres: 


two hun- 
mechanical colleges, 


dred 


tions heretofore 


annually paid to the two 
said 


al colleges of Territories, respectively, 


shall, 


selected | 


JUNE 12, 


until the further order of Congress, continue to be paid to saiq 
State for the use of said respective institutions; for scl, 
two hundred thousand acres; for military institut; 
hundred thousand acres. 
“Sec. 35. That all lands granted in quantity or as ind 
under the direction of the Seryd. 
tary of the Interior, from the unappropriated public lands of 
the United States within the limits of the said State, by a oy). 
mission composed of the governor, surveyor-general, and _attor 
ney-general of said State; and no fees shall be charged for 


ils of 


>, two 


er 


| passing the title to the same or for the preliminary proceediy gg 


and the pro- | 


said State, and the income thereof | 


thereof. 
“Sec, 36. That all mineral lands shall be exempted from the 
grants made by this act; but if any portion thereof shall | 
found by the Department of the Interior to be mineral lands, 
said State, by the commission provided for in section thirty- 
five hereof, under the direction of the Secretary of the Inter; 
is hereby authorized and empowered to select, in legal sy) 


| visions, an equal quantity of other unappropriated lands in saiq 


or | 
| spectively, and the circuit and district court of said districts shall 


as to repeal any | 


but such grants are hereby ratified and con- | 
| judge, 


lands lying within said State which shall be sold by | 
the | 
which only shall be expended for the sup- | 


is | 
not | 


Said appropriation | 





sale, | 
the income | 
said | 
the | 


| Other districts of the United States, and shall, 
| they may perform, 


State in lieu thereof. 

“ Sec. 37. That the said State, when admitted as ens, shall 
constitute two judicial districts, to be named, respectively, the 
eastern and western districts of Arizona, the boundaries of said 
districts to be the same as the boundaries of said Territories, re- 


be held, respectively, at Albuquerque and Phoenix for the 
being, and the said districts shall, for judicial purposes, wnti! 
otherwise provided, be attached to the ninth judicial circuit. 
There shall be appointed for each of said districts one district 
one United States attorney, and one United States 
marshal. The judge of each of said districts shall receive a 
yearly salary the same as other similar judges of the United 
States, payable as provided for by law, and shall reside in the 
district to which he is appointed. There shall be appointed 
clerks of said courts, who shall keep their offices at said Albu- 
quergque and Phoenix in said State. The regular terms of said 
courts shall be held in said districts, at the places aforesaid, on 
the first Monday in April and the first Monday in November of 
each year, and one grand jury shall be summoned in each year 
in each of said circuit and district courts. The circuit and dis- 
trict courts for said districts, and the judges thereof, respec- 
tively, shall possess the same powers and jurisdiction and per- 
form the same duties required to be performed by the other cir- 
cuit and district courts and judges of the United Sta and 
shall be governed by the same laws and regulations. The 
marshal, district attorney, and clerks of the circuit and district 
courts of said district, and all other officers and persons pe 
forming duties in the administration of justice therein, shall 
severally possess the powers and perform the duties lawfully 
possessed and required to be performed by similar oflicers in 
for the 
receive the fees and compensation now 
lowed by law to officers performing similar services for thie 
United States in the Territories of Arizona and New Mexico, re- 
spectively. 

“ Sec. 38. 
prosecuted 


time 


; 
tes, 


services 
sl. 


That all cases of appeal or writ of error heretofore 
and now pending in the Supreme Court of tlie 


| United States upon any record from the supreme court of either 


surveyed or unsur- | 
| by said Supreme Court of the United States. 
purposes of | 


| district courts, 
and | 
Revised | 
|} courts, 


nd in lieu of any grant of saline lands | 
following grants of | 


of said Territories, or that may hereafter lawfully be | 
upon any record from said courts, may be heard and det 
And tl! 
date of execution or of further proceedings shall be 
by the Supreme Court of the United States to the 
respectively, hereby established within 
State or to the supreme court of such State, as the 
the case may require. And the cireuit, district, 
courts herein named shall, respectively, be the successors 
supreme courts of the said Territories as to all such « 
ing within the limits or embraced within the jurisdic! 
respectively, with full power to proceed wit! 
and award mesne or final process therein; and th 
judgments and decrees of the supreme courts of the s 
tories mentioned in this act, in any case arising 


| limits of the proposed State prior to admission, the 


and support of in- } 


schools for } 
two hundred thousand acres; for | 


for | 


i, That the two national | 
agricultural | 


such judgment shall have the same right to prose 
and writs of error to the Supreme Court of the Un! 
or to the circuit court of appeals as they shall have 
prior to the admission of said State into the Union. 

“ Sec. 39. That in respect to all cases, proc —, 
now pe nding in the supreme or district courts of sal 
ritories at the time of the admission into the Union of t 
State, and arising within the limits of such State, 
circuit or district courts by this act ests ablished might 
jurisdiction under the laws of the United States had st 


} 


f the 
ive had 
h courts 


x eas he said 
| existed at the time of the commencement of such ca t , 








ind district courts, respectively, shall be the successors 
upreme and district courts of said Territories, respec- 
? 


| in res to all other cases, 
the supre 
of the of such Territories 
ing within the limits of said State, the courts es- 
State shall, 


and district 
indi 


spect proceedings, and mat- 
if in 
time admission 
hy such respectively, be the successors of 
Territorial courts; and all the files, 
idictments, and proceedings relating to any such 
ill be transferred to such cireuit, district, and State 
tively, and the same shall be proceeded with there- 

e of law; but no writ, action, indictment, cause, 
w pending, or that prior to the admission of the 

il be pending, in any Territorial court in said Territo- 
bate by the admission of such State into the Union, 
same shall be transferred and proceeded with in t 
United States circuit, district, or State court, as the case 
) d, however, That in all civil actions, causes, 
dings in which the United States is not a party trans 
not be made to the circuit and district courts of the 
States except upon cause shown by written request of 


S] 
ur 


. 





ng no a 


} 
ne 
ilf 


red 
OvIGE 


parties to such action or proceeding filed in the 
t; and in the absence of such request such cases 


ceeded with in the proper State courts. 
That the constitutional convention shall by 
de for the election of officers for a full Sta 
luding members 
at the time for the election for the 
or rejection of the constitution; one of which Rep- 
s shall be chosen from a Congressional district 
of the present Territory of Arizona, to be known 
Congressional district, and the other from a Con- 
district comprised of the remainder of 
as the Second Congressional district; 
shall remain in 
into the Union as } 


ordi- 
te 


in Congress, 


said State, 
but the said 
until the State 
rroposed by this act. In 


S rniment 


dmitted 


abeyance 
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ne or district courts of the said Ter- | 
into | 


£Ov- | 


of the legislature and two Repre- | 


constitution of said State shall be ratified by a ma- | 


( » qualified voters of said Territories voting at the 
therefor as hereinbefore provided, but not other- 
islature thereof may assemble at Sante Fe, 
elect two Senators of the United States in 
prescribed by the laws of the United States; 
and secretary of state of the proposed State shail 
election of Senators and Representatives in 
tl nner required by law, and when such State is admitted 

Union, as provided in this act, the Senators and 
Ri tatives shall be entitled to be admitted to seats in 
Congress and to all rights and privileges of Senators and Rep- 
! { of other States in the Congress the United 
he officers of the State formed in 





and 


1" 
if 
1 


ye 


the 


ot 


government 





| id constitution, as provided by the constitutional 

ll proceed to exercise all the functions of State 

all laws of said Territories in force at the time 

ission into the Union shall be in force in the 

‘tions of said State until changed by the legis- 

State, except as modified or changed by this act 

titution of the State; and the laws of the United 

‘ have the same force and effect within the said 
‘ vyhere within the United States. 


) uch 


thereof 


Lt any 


is here} 
if 
and ¢ 


as may be 
money in the 
all and every 
elections al 
the payment 
of the 
of the question of joi 
of the 


necessary, 
Treasury 1! 
kind 

1d convent 
of the ex] 


constitutior 


defraying 
to the 
it is, 


for members 


enses 


ial e 


ivention 


statehood 


nt 


constitution, 


and the 
at the same 


ratificati 





d for similar services under the Territorial 
and for the payment of the mileage for and 
‘rs of the constitutional convention at the 
re paid the said Territorial legislatures un 
id for the payment of all proper and neces 
fficers, clerks, and messengers thereof, and 
ier expenses incident thereto: Provided, Tha 
rred in excess of said sum of one hundred and 
lars shall be paid by said State. The said 
‘pended under the direction of the Secretary 


shall be forwarded, be 
itory Arizona and the | 
), through the respective secretaries of 
y be necessary and proper, in the discretion 
of the rior, in order to carry out the f 
¢ of this act.” 


~ i 


to 


of in 


TInt : 
inte 





or- | 


the | 


CC 


Restore the title so as to read: “An act to enable the le 
of Oklahoma and of the Indian Territory to form a i ition 
and State g and be admitted into the Union on n 


government 

equal footing with the origin: »e » e0 
of New Mexico and of Arizona to form a itior l 
State government and be admitted into t! l I ] 
footing with the inal States.” 

And the Senate agree to the 


| States: and 


oris 


same, 


Manaaqe rs On 


JOH A. Me 
Vanar ont part of the H . 
ALASKA CENTRAL RAILWAY. 


: ° 41 . 
tained tl loor. 


aR. Mr. | 


e l 
Mr. FORAKI ’resident, if I ean get tl 








time, I wish to ask for the present ymnside t 1 of a bill t- 
ing to Hawaii. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from \ ! 
been recognized. 

Mr. PILES. I ask unanimous consent for the ] 
sideration of the bill (S. 5901) to extend the time for e com. 
pletion of the Alaska Central Railway, and for oth« 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Com of t 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I should like to ask the S 
Washington what committee reported the | 

Mr. PILES. The Committee on Ter! no 


relation to the other bill. 
Mr. HANSBROUGH. 


I know, but I l ent y oO : 
tion, as chairman of the Committee on Public Lands, to the 
passag. of bills coming from any commit vhich grant publ 
lands. Any bill granting public lands, it s« to me, should 
be sent to the Committee on Publie Lands. That ha be } 
uniform practice heretofore, and I do not understand \ 
several railroad bills, which grant public lands for right 
and other purposes, have not been sent to the Co 
Publie Lands, which certainly has jurisdiction of gq of 
that kind. ° 

Mr. PILES. I hope the Senator wil! not object to ft 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nor Da- 
kota object to the present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I do not want to object to i I do 
not want to cast any reflection on the ¢ mn 
But it comes from a cor ; 
of these questions, and ] piv de 
against it, because I desire to presery 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I hope the § or \ not 


consideration and passage ¢ 
Mr. HANSBROUGH. I 


legislation of this kind coming from 


the Committee on Public Lands 
Mr. CARTER. Mr. President 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. D Si 
ton yield to the Senator from 3 
Mr. PILES. Certai 
M CARTER 1 1 rst Ll that 
Colorado [\ TELLEI I s 
bill, and I have s { tid ) I 
were substantially pre e 
the bill was chan 1 s f l l 
Mr. PILES l ] 
dol Ch S Ss | t » | 
Ww da: S £0, wl l mel l i 
through for hi 
Mr. CARTER. The Al 1 ra 
Mr. PILES. TI! Al; r ¢ 
Mr. CARTER. I hay } j ’ ) 
Mr. CULLOM. I hoy t 
to the bill. 
The bill had been reported 
tories with an ame I if, « 
co inv to si ke ¢ I 1 
the word “ from t 
tax nnd ft x. on Ws Pr i 
make the elause re 
rif Said « b 


rauway al 


and for 


a Yi way 


live years thereal 





S338 


‘US. 

2-PRE 

and t 
has just } 
PETTUS. 
Vit 


Is this bill now on its passage? 

ISIDENT. The bill is in the Committee of 

he question is on agreeing to the amendment 

stated. 

Has the Senate agreed to its consideration? 

‘E-PRESIDENT. The Chair understood there was 

tion to its consideration. 

Mr. PETTUS. There are a great many important grants in 
and I should like to have them explained by the report of 
committee, 

Mr. PILES. The grants, if the Senator will pardon me, are 

at all important, as I view it. The grant of land to this 
ny, which h already built 46 miles of railroad and 

h has expended, $2.500,000, is 160 acres for terminal facili- 
n the Tanana and Yukon rivers, and a similar grant between 

intermediate points approximately 100 miles apart. Then it gives 

mall amount, a shore line, of an acre, or thereabouts. Then it 
es twenty-eight one-hundredths of an acre and the right to 
c] intervening tract of land lying between two home- 
large grant of land in this bill. It is 

a grant that is absolutely necessary to enable the com- 

» have proper terminal facilities for the carrying on of 
t enterprise, on which, as I have heretofore said, they 

‘ ! more than $2,000,000. 

The VICL-PRESIDENT. ‘The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment which has been stated. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
nt was concurred in. 
‘he bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
third time, and passed. 


ole, 
ch een 
7 os 
yal. 
rhe 


obie 


iS 


aS VT 
1 e all 


1 Ih 
aii 


ere is 


ho 


e already spent 


us 


CLINTON COUNTY, IOWA. 
LIVER. I desire to ask unanimous consent for the 
0 tion of the bill (H. R. 18330) transferring the 
inty of Clinton, in the State of lowa, from the northern judi- 

district of Iowa to the southern judicial district of Iowa. 
There being no objection, the Senate as in Committee of the 
Whole proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
the Committee on the Judiciary with an amendment, to 
bill the following: 


idera 


he end of the 


shall be proceeded with and tried in the said northern 


yas agreed to. 
ported to the 

curred in. 
is ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 


Senate as amended, and the 


ad the third time, and passed. 
M. PICKRELL, UNITED STATES 


I ask unanimous consent for the immediate 
I ll (S. 1812) for the relief of Lieut. James 
tes Navy, retired. 

n, the Senate, as in Committee of the 

ider the bill. It authorizes the Presi 

and with the advice and consent of 

eut. James M. Pickrell, United States 
nt-commander on the retired list of the 


NAVY, 


RETIRED. 


m the Committee on Naval Af- 
the end of the bill the 


ted fro 


to insert at 


other emolument shall 


yunty, 


or 


amendment was incorporated by 
‘ed by the committee. It is withdr: 
to the Senate without amendment, 
third reading, read the third time, 


irs reported an amendment, to 
; agreed to. 
r OF 


COLU MBIA, 


consent for the present eon- 


to regulate the employment 


“te, 
the 


as in Committee of the 
bill. 
6 last the 
1 read. 
the Committee on Ex 
to strike out all a 


sit ls - 
bill Wis COon- 


e 
Lit 


be employed, } 
in factory, 


any ) 
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| said supe 


| child 


JUNE 


mercantile establishment, store, business office, telegraph office, 
rant, hotel, apartment house, theater, bowling alley, or in the dist, 
or transmission of merchandise or messages, or selling newspap 
such child shall be employed in any work performed for wages , 
compensation, to whomsoever payable, during the hours when 
lie schools of the District of Columbia are in session, nor be; 
hour of 6 o’clock in the morning or after the hour of 7 o'clock 
evening. 


Sec. 2. That no child under 16 years of age shall be employed 


mitted, or suffered to work in the District of Columbia in any 
establishments named in section 1, unless the person or evr 
employing him procures and keeps on file and accessible to 
spectors authorized by this act and the truant officers of the | 
of Columbia an age and schooling certificate, and keeps two c 


lists of all such children employed therein, one on file and on; 


spicuously posted near the principal entrance of the building in 
such children are employed. 

Sec. 3. That an age and schooling certificate shall be appr 
by the superintendent of public schools, or by a person autho 
him in writing, who shall have authority to administer the 
vided for therein, but no fee shall be charged therefor. 

Sec. 4. That an age and schooling certificate shail not be a: 
unless satisfactory evidence is furnished by duly attested { 
of the certificate of birth or baptism of such child, or other ; 
record, or the register of birth or the affidavit of the parent or 
ian or custodian of a child, which aflidavit shall be required, | 
only in case such last-mentioned transcript of the certificate of 
be not procured and filed, showing the place and date of birt! 


0 


child, which affidavit must be taken before the officer issuins the 


ployment certificate, who is hereby authorized and required {, 
ister such oath, and who shall not demand or receive a fee ¢] 

Sec. 5. That the age and schooling certificate of a child 
years of age shall be in the following form: 


AGE AND SCHOOLING CERTIFICATE. 


This certifies that I am the (father, mother, guardian, or « 
of (name of child) and that (he or she) was 
(name » in the county (name of cow 
known) (or country) of ——, on the (4d; 


of town or city) — 


and State 


12 


} 


year of birth) ———— ———— and is now (number of years and mont 


ee old. 

enetene of (father, mother, guardian, or custodian). 

(Date.) 

There personally appeared before me the above-named (nam 
son signing) - -— and made oath that the foregoing 
cate by (him or her) signed is true to the best of (his or her 
edge and belief. 
child) 


———- ———_,, height (feet and inches) ———,, eyes 
-, complexion (fair or dark) ————, hair (color) ———., | 
no sufficient reason to doubt that (he or she) is of the age there: 
fied, I hereby certify that (he or she) can read at sight and 
legibly simple sentences in the English language, and that ( 
has reached the normal development of a child of (his or h 
is in sound health and is physically able to perform the work \ 
or she) intends to do, and that (he or she) has regularly at 
public schools, or a school equivalent thereto, for not less 
hundred and thirty days during the school year previous to 
the age of 14 years, or during the year previous to applyir 
school record, and has received during such period instructi 
ing, spelling, writing, English grammar, and geography, and 
with the fundamental operations of arithmetic, to and in 
tions. 
This 


in 


certificate belongs to (name of child in whose 
drawn) — and is to be surrendered to (him o1 
ever (he or she) leaves the service of the corporation 
holding the same; but if net claimed by said child wit 
from such time it shall be returned to the superintendent of 

(Signature of person authorized to approve and 
character or authority.) 

(Pate. ) 

A duplicate of each age and schooling certificate shall 
and kept on file by the superintendent of public schools. 
atory matter may be printed with such certificate, in the « 
rintendent. 

That whoever employs a child under 16 years 
having under his control a child under such ax 
to be employed, in violation of sections 1, 2, 8, or 
shall, for such be fined not more than $50; and 
tinues to employ any child in violation of any of said s« 


n 
sign, 


Sec. 6. 
whoever 


offense, 


} act, after being notified by an inspector, authorized by 


| eel 





| 


| employed 
| shall be produced for their inspection. 


truant officer of the District of Columbia, shall for ever 
that such employment continues be fined not less than $5 
$20. A failure to preduce to an inspector authorized by 
truant officer of the District of Columbia, any age or : 
or list required by this act shall be prima facie evid 
employment of any person whose age and schooling 
preduced or whose name is not so listed. Any corporati 
retaining any and schooling certificate in violatio: 
act be fined $10. Every person auth 
ribed by section 5 of this act who kn 
to any materially false statement therein shall be fined n 
$50. 

Sec. 7. That inspectors authorized by this act and the 
of the District of Columbia may visit the factories, 
mercantile establishments in the District of Columbia 
whether any minors are employed therein contrary | 
of this act, and they shall report any cases of such 
to the superintendent of public schools and the cor; 
the District of Columbia. Inspectors authorized by 
truant officers of the District of Columbia may re 
and schooling certificates and lists provided for in t 
in such factories, workshops, or mercant 


cate 


age 
of this shall 


f 


cate pres 


Sec. 8. That no minor under 16 years of age shall | 
mitted, or suffered to work in any manufacturing, ™ 
cantile establishment more than eight hours in any on 
the hour of 6 o'clock a. m., or after the hour of 7 0: 
no case shall the number of hours exceed forty-eight i: 

Sec. 9. That every employer shall post in a cons 
syery room where such persons are employed a print 
he number of hours required of them on each day 
ours of commencing and stopping work, and the hours : 
or times allowed for dinner or for other meals begin 4 


¢ 
t 
I 


I hereby approve the foregoing certificate of (n 








% 
190b. 





form of such notice shall be furnished by the 


inspectors au- 
by this act and the truant officers of the District of Columbia, 
employment of any such person for a longer time in any day 
t so stated shall be deemed a violation of this section. 
10 j the Commissioners of the District of Columbia 





rized to appoint 
ct, at a compe 


two inspectors to carry 


out the purposes 
nsation not exceeding $1, 


200 each per annum. 
amendment was agreed to. 

‘| bill was reported to the Senate a: 
iment was concurred in. 
BRANDEGEE, I desire to offer 


~~ 


amended, and the 


an amendment to the 


VICE-PRESIDENT. 
pr es an amendment, 
SECRETARY. 
pi ” insert the 


The Senator from Connecticut 
which will be stated by the Secretary. 
On page 7, line 8, after the word “ news- 
following: 


“ 


that the Board of Commissioners of the District of Columbia 
reculations for the issuance of licenses to minors between the 


12 and 14 years to sell newspapers: Provided, That no such 
ill be issued except on the written consent of the superin- 
ta f the public schools, and that such license so issued shall be 


any 


time on the demand of the said superintendent of the 


Mr. whe ae 

I ‘E-PR 
a to. 

HLSON. I would inquire 

hovs to take out licenses before they 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I will say to 

that, as I understand the bill, it did prohibit newsboys 

lling newspapers, and the amendment I have offered 

of the age of 12 to 14 to sell newspapers when they 


I have no objection to the amendment. 
SSIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 


whether the bill requires 
may sell newspapers? 
the Senator from Minne- 





ovs 


have n licensed. 
NELSON. I object to that provision in the bill. 
CLAY. I will ask the Senator whether it is not true—— 


ICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Connecticut 


the Senator from Georgia? 
Mr. BRANDEGEE. Certainly. 
Mr. CLAY. Is it not true that no boy can sell a newspaper 
in this city, under the bill and amendment, unless licensed by 
( ssioners of the District of Columbia, and the Com- 


of the District of Columbia would be the sole judges 


vhether a boy may sell newspapers? 

SRANDEGEER. That is true under the amendment, but 
tanding is that a boy is absolutely prohibited from 
ider the terms of the bill, and the amendment was 

desig to fix it so that he might secure a license 
ir. NELSON. Then I shall have to object to the bill. I 
heg e in 1849 as a newsboy. I had to earn my living. I 
it is fair that a good honest boy must go and pro- 
before he can sell newspapers in the city of Wash- 
if that is in the bill, I am opposed to it, and object to 
it consideration. 
VICE-] PRI SIDENT. Objection is made to the considera- 
t he bill. It will lie over and retain its place on the 
( 
TIMBER ON MENOMINEE INDIAN LANDS. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I ask unanimous consent for the con- 
of the bill (H. R. 13372) to authorize the sale of 
{ certain of the lands reserved for the use of the 
tribe of Indians, in the State of Wisconsin. 


ing no objection, 


the Senate, 
\\ E eeded 


to consider the bill, 


as in Committee of the 
which had been reported 

























Committee on Indian Affairs with an amendment, to 
all after the enacting clause and insert: 
Se ry of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
siness committee of the Menominee tri of Indians 
» Cf » to be cut into logs and hauled to suitable places 
d cause to be sealed, under such rules and regulations 
, ribe, the dead and down timber on the north one-half 
x No. 29, range No. 13 east; the north half of townshi; 
No. 14 east, and in the south half ©? township No. 30, 
t, on the Menominee Indian Reservation in Wisconsin, 
!, such cutting of timber to be in addition to the 
1 to be cut and sold annually by the act of June 12 
at Large, page 146). 

S of the Interior shall make contracts with a snfficient 
ill owners to come upon the reservation and saw 
» logs so cut from such dead and down timber, the 
such sawing to be fixed at a certain rate per thousand 
t shall not exceed the sum of $3.50 r thousand feet 
. hard and soft wood included. Tha 1 so far as 
‘employed in sawing said tin er into lumber shall b 

ng the members of said tril 
iry of the Interior is here} y authorized to pay out of 
d Menominee tribe of Indians now on deposit in the 
sury all necessary exp s incurred in the cuttin 
timber, as provided here which amount of money 

. Mbuarsed from the sale of the lumber as herein provided. 
the ‘ umber shall be sold in such quantities as the Secretary of 
a ma direct, under such rules 


and regulations as he may 


are | 
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| 


| 


NO 











prescribe, to the highest and best bidder for « du I 

ment inviting proposals and in h 1 T uch i 
place as the Sec ary may direct e of the sa i 
|} such lumber there shall be deposi is » United > 

to the credit of the 1id Menomi [ the amou 
money paid out of said fund as of s ing, ng, 
and grading said lumber; and there a ted in the 
Treasury of the United States to the cred f the one th 
part of the net proceeds of the sales of r, to be it r 
the direction of the Secretary of the In t } t rf iid 
Indians, and the residue of sai eeds shall be deposited in the United 
States Treasury to the credit of said t and shal interest at 
the rate of 5 per cent per annum, to be paid to the said tribe per capita 
in semiannual cash payment 
The amendment was agreed to. 


7 


The bill was reported to the 
amendment was concurred in. 


The amendment was ordered to be engrossed 


Senate as amended, 


and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: bill to authorize the 
cutting, sawing into lumber, and sale of timber on certain lands 
reserved for the use of the Menominee tribe of Indians, in the 
State of Wisconsin.” 

PENSIONS TO SURVIVORS OF INDIAN WARS IN UTAH. 


Mr. SMOOT. I ask unanimous 


consent for the consideration 
of the bill (S. 3469) to extend the provisions of the act of 
June 27, 1902, entitled “An act to extend the provisions, limita 
tions, and benefits of an act entitled ‘An act granting pen- 
sions to the survivors of the Indian wars of 1832 to 1842, inclu 
sive, known as the Black Hawk war, Cherokee disturbances, 
and the Seminole war,’ approved July 27, 1892.” 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no object 


the Senate, in Committee 


as 











the Whole, proceeded to its 

consideration. It proposes to extend the provisions of the act 
of July 27, 1892, as amended by the act of June 27, 1902, to 
include the Indian wars which occurred in the Territory of 
Utah down to and including those which took place in the 
year 1867. But before the name of person shall be placed 
on the pension roll under this act proof sl made, under 
such rules and regulations as the Commi of lt 
with the approval of the Secretary of the In r shall 
scribe, that the applicant is titled to a pension u I 3 
act. The loss or lack of a certificate of dischat ial t 
deprive the applicant of the benefit of this b 
proof of service performed and an h dis 
satisfactory, shall be deemed sufficient; and when thet Ss no 
record evidence of such service and such disch the li- 
cant may establish the same by othet tisfactory 1 mo 

The bill was reported to the Senate without endment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third t " 
and passed. 

LAND IN PENSACOLA, FLA. 

Mr. MALLORY obtained the fl 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from I 1a 
yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. MALLORY. I yield to the Senator 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. When I offered the amend to 
boys selling newspapers to the bill regulating the emp! 
of child labor in the District of Columbia, I did not ite 
that the Senator from Minnesota would obj to tl | 
I am perfectly willing to withdraw th amendment, if t 
will be no objection to the consid n of the bil 

Mr. NELSON. If I undersi t the b f 5 t 
require newsboys to take cut licenses and that that imen 
s not to be offered, I will make no obje i 

Mr. DUBOIS. The bill does not require vysbovs to take 
out licenses. 

Mr. ra eee If that amendment will not be ‘ed, then 
I withdr: my a pa a 

The VIC b-PRI MENT. Does the itor fr Florida 

ield for that purp © 


Mr. MALLORY. I prefer to have the bill consid 1 that I 
rose to eall up. y ask the Senate to proc 1 to the 1 1 
of the bill (S. 5418) relinquishi the title of the United ; 
to certain land in the city of Pensacola, Fla., to Jam ' <ins. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read f 
mation of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no « the 


Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its « l 


eration, 


The bill was reported to the S te without at 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read t! lt 


and passe vd. 





ae 
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LAKE SCHUTTE CEMETERY CORPORATION. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Mr. HANSBROUGH. I ask for the present consideration of I ’ . +2 ° 
the bill (S. 6256) to authorize the come Schutte Cemetery Cor- Tuespay, June 12, 1906. 
poration to convey lands heretofore granted to it. The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 
The Secretary read the bill. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
Mr. PETTUS. That seems to be an act diverting land from The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read 
the use for which it was granted. I should like to hear the | approved. 
report of the committee read. THE JOURNAL. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the report.| Mr SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to correct the Jour 
The Se retary read the report submitted by Mr. HANSBROUGH | Ag [| understood, the Clerk announced that Mr. Lamar 
J1, 1906, as follows: appointed as one of the conferees on the bill H. R. 19681. 
on Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill | was Mr. Zenor who was the minority conferee. 


ze the Lake Schutte Cemetery Corporation to con- The SPEAKER. The Journal is correct. 
ranted to it, having had the same under consid- j 2 
) report it back with the recommendation that it do RAILROAD RATES. 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I submit the followin 


, 


ding up to this legislation are as follows: 


tion 5 of the act of February 28, 1899 (30 Stat. L., 916), the | leged report. 
1e NW. 3 of sec. 30, T. 162 N., R. 72 W., was granted to the | The Clerk read as follows: 


lutte Cemetery Corporation, of Dunseith, N. Dak., “to have 7 ‘ A 
Id said lands to its ues and behoof eoever for cemetery pur- | The Committee on Rules, to whom was referred the resolution : 
. | House, No. 571, have had the same under consideration, and 
y 5, 1905, lots 3 and 4 (N. 4) of the SW. 2 of this section | thereof report the following : - 
tn hohe fa , 4 | “kesolved, That the bill (H. R. 12987) to amend an act enti! 
aequent to the ‘passage of the act of February 28, | 2ct to regulate commerce,’ approved February 4, 1887, and 
tery is located, wholly or in part, on lot 3 or the | “mendatory thereof, and to enlarge the powers of the Interst 
cone 2D instead of on the lands vranted, and it | merce Commission, with the Senate amendments thereto, be, a 
cemetery company be empowered t ‘— ke a | iS taken from the Speaker’s table; that the House further i: 
a ; infateiee . — ~~ “ | its disagreement to the Senate amendments thereto in gross, ; 
Dreel awe aa ential 4 1 Dat | the conference asked by the ‘Senate is hereby agreed to: w 
Dr. C. M. Wagner, of Dunseith, N. Dak., | immediately, without intervening motion, the managers of the 
|} ence shall be appointed.” 
DUNSEITH, N. Dak., May 10, 1906. Mr. DALZELL. And on that, Mr. Speaker, I demand 
ms We ae im 8 4 oe a ae Qeing on | previous question. 
The land deede¢ to ne sake Schutte emetery | f r Me rnc 
your kindness several years ago is the wrong eighty. The Mr. WILLIAMS rose. 
y now is on land owned by one Robert Wynn, while the land | The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentlem 
to us is an eighty north. Now, Mr. Wynn will transfer the Mr. WILLIAMS. I want to ask the gentleman from 
vhere the burial ground is now for the land we were given for ‘lyania a questi 
‘tery, providing we are given power from Congress to make ; °° '* © ques Ons, 
fer. The land given us is the SW. 4 of the NW. 3, sec. 30, | rhe SPEAKPR. Does the gentleman from Penns 


N., R. 72 W., while the burial ground is on the NW. 3 of the | yield to the gentleman from Mississippi? 
Can't you have this tangle straightened out for us and greatly | Mr. DALZELI I do 
> community here? ae ere ees - 
! irs, most truly, C. M. WAGNER. Mr. WILLIAMS. I want to ask the gentleman from 
BROUGH, Washington, D. C. sylvania if he would yield to me for the purpose of offer 
oa reen attract re veireies oo wks ame e efor 2 ealls fo 2 vi stion? 
VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present | “endment, Pefore nina oe 
sideration of the bill? ceri. Gaia aaa = ; 
. - ‘ . ° ~ . TT » S EL y . The a aeli 2 rielk 
ere being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the The SPI AKI R The gentiem -_ declines to yield. : s 
Vhole, proceeded to consider the bill The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
eee as ay oF ones : TTLLIAMS 1ere were—ayes 150, noes 81. 
rhe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- W agen Pr Rig ee ee the vea 
, . : * . * i . 4LL AMS. i - 8 at ‘ > yeas al 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, The yeas and nays wedins cand . — 
and passed. . aaa a ‘ > 
: pa The question was taken; and there were—yeas 186, 
answered “ present” 8, not voting 94, as follows: 
Mr. FULTON. I ask for the consideration of bill (H. R. YEAS—186. 
S045) for protection and regulation of the fisheries of | Acheson Dawes Ketcham Perkins 
Adams Dawson Kinkaid Pollard 
‘ y 4 i . - a Alexander Denby Kleppe Powers 
objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the | Alien, Me. Dixon, Mont. Knopt Prince 
he consideration of the bill, which had been |} Allen, N. J. Draper Knowland Reeder 
4 . : . . nee wa > ron olds 
» Committee on Fisheries with an amendment, | Ames Prien a — 
. o -« : z sabcock risco sated vives 
ce out section 3, in the following words: Barchfeld Ellis Landis, Chas. B. Roden! 
: ; ‘ sartl Ise U8 Frederick Samuel 
1ey derived from the license taxes, as provided — a een ick aeons 
act, shall be paid into the United States | page Fordney Lawrence Shartel 
istitute a permanent appropriation, to be known Bennet, N. Y Foss _ T ittauer Sherman 
c fisheries fund,’ to be used under the direction of the Birdsall — Foster, Ind Littlefield Sibley 
Commerce and Labor for the purpose of propagation and | pishop Wrench ‘ Loud Slemp 
a d the « onstruc tion and mai nance of fish hatcheries in | Ronynge Wulkerson Loudenslager Smith, Cal. 
of Alaska, for the protection, regulation, investigation, and | Rontell Gardner, Mich, Lovering Smith, I 
f the Alaskan fisheries and hatcheries, for the collection Bowersock Gardner, N. J McCall Sinith, I 1 
ition of statistics and information pertaining thereto, and Bradley Gilbert, Ind. — McCarthy Smith, Wm. Alden 
f ement of _the law and _the regulations made thereunder Brick Gillett. Cal. McCleary, Minn. Smith, P 
rence to the subject of fisheries in the waters of Alaska. Brooks. Colo. Gillett, Mass. McGavin Smyser 
ee nt was avcree Brownlow Goebel McKinlay, Cal. Snapp 
amendment was agreed to. Buekman Graff McKinley, Il. Southwick 
ie bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the] Burke. Pa. Greene McKinney Sperry 
iment was concurred in. Burke, S. Dak. Grosvenor McLachlan eeatora 
. 20r i . 2 ° P Sterling 
nendment was ordered te be engrossed and the bill to rey ag oo ees — con 
third time. Calder’ Haskins Mahon Sullowa 
1 was read the third time, and passed. Calderhead Hayes Mann Tawney 
Campbell, Kans. Hedge Marshall Taylor, 0 
LAND IN COMANCHE COUNTY, OKLA. Campbell, Ohio Henry, Conn, Martin a , 
5 Capron Hepburn Michalek Pirreil | 
ONG. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration of | Cassel a eae Vols ee - 
eve ae : ‘haney Tiggi ° olsteat 
(H. R. 16785) giving preference right to actual settlers one A a an Pa. Wachter 
ire reserve No. 3 to purchase land leased to them for | Cocks Hinshaw Morrell Waldo 
ltural purposes in Comanche County, Okla. Cole a Ng ate ll 
BLACKBURN. After the consideration of that bill I] Gonner Howell’ Utah Needham 
Cromer Hubbard — wn < s 
sWUSTAS ths WA ia cs ‘ps ack ff cot harton 
Saget suet Thane temo: Gee: Fe Hull Olmsted Wiley, N 
1 ) . : Curtis Humphrey, Wash. Otjen Filson 
I move that the Senate adjourn. Cushman Jenkins — : Overstreet mee N. J. 
he motion was agreed to; and (at G6 o’clock and 10 minutes | Dale a wee Passens ; Young 
e . . . € TO > ar *s oS 
‘ Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, June epee ot pee Nebe. Payne 


‘k meridian. Davis, Minn. Kennedy, Ohio Pearre 


further to explain the situation: 


FISHERIES OF ALASKA, 
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NAYS—92. Mr. WapswortH with Mr. Sutiivan of New York 
\ n Floyd Lee Ruppert Mr. PALMER with Mr. RANDELL of Ts 
I Gomnae rm - ms aaeee Mr. Rogverts with Mr. Taytor of A il. 
ri ie ever ‘ya " : rd “ mae 
5 , Gillespie Livingston Shackleford Mr. SCHNEEBELI with Mr. Parrer ft "Te 
: Glass coe Sheppard Mr. SAMUEL W. Smiru with Mr. Ri Ix 
- Goldfogle McLain Sherley i) laa 4h Ate ; a2 
Bs ecu anton Sims Mr. ‘Tyni ALL with Mr. Souriatt. 
B Grancer Meyer Slayden Mr. VAN WINKLE with Mr. Van Dt 
B Griggs Moon, Tenn. Smith, Ky. For the vote: 
Ha Moore Smith, Md. = Reawraw wit = . 
‘ 7 liearst Murphy Smith, Tex. Mr. BANNON with Mr. Broo: . 
) Heflin Padgett Spight 1 Mr. Ruopes with Mr. Woop of Mi 
Itenry, Tex. Patterson, N.C. Steenerson Mr. BENNETT of Kentucky. Mr eaker, at tl 
llogg Patterson, 8S. C. Sullivan, Mass. ame was ‘alled r tara oy 41 + 1 1, 
{ Hopkins Puio Sulzer hame was calle . i voted ve but I fi i that I } 
‘ jlouston Rainey Talbott | the gentleman from Pennsy ni Mi I 
lioward Ransdell, La. Trimble mv vote 
b lumphreys, Miss. Richardson, Ala. Underwood Pi a ella — aa 
Tht a. ma Richardson, Ky. Wallace The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call 
: Keliher Rixey Watkins The Clerk called the name of Mr. I] i 
Kline htobertson, La. Webb and he answered “ present.’ 
. Lat Robinson, Ark. Williams 7 prea larg > 
i Li h Rucker Yenor rhe result of the vote was ! ul ] "oO Cor 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT ”"—8 | The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvai fr 
Dickson, Ill. Southard Thomas, N. C, | Datzert] is entitled to twenty minu and the ; 
Lilley, Pa. Sparkman Weeks | from Mississippi [Mr. Wititams] is entitled venty 
NOT VOTING—94. Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, it is n es t I 
Fis Kitchin, Claude Rhinock i should take up any time substantially in ' 
er, Vt. Kitchin, Wm. W. Rhodes a ad oan oe iene Mla at abak aia a Cane 
lp Seema, WEE. We pee, tion. The bill referred to in the resolution which 
; Fuller we Fevre Schneebeli is the rate bill, a bill passed by the House and s« 
I G se Scrogsy | Senate, from which it came back to the House wit! 
: G Lewis Small il Che H e disaer 1 owreinere erat 
- G Lilley, Conn. Smith, Samuel W. | Ments. ~ ouse disagreed to those amend! ” ; 
1 Gi Lindsay Southall for a conference. The Senate agreed to the ‘ 
7 ( Little Stanley | Senate has disagree > 2 report made to the Se 
: Gill Longworth Stephens, Tex. etenmse _ a - greed wa a > — oat — at ie 
1 Graham Lorimer Sullivan, N. ¥. conference committee, and asked for a furthet 
j Gi McCreary, Pa. Taylor, Ala. the part of the House. The question presented 1 
] Gro McDermott Lowne now arises from the fact that the bill with the S 
P Gudger McNary Tyndall | . 4 ; ‘ , . 
7 Hardwick Maynard Van Duzer | ments and the notice of the Senate disag 
( Haugen Mondell Van Winkle request is on the Speaker’s table. The proj tion » ti 
11 . Miss. Mudd Vreeland > ‘ — EON he Sneaker’s able te further it “{ . 
itt coosie @rudmarts the papers from the Speaker table, 1 u ther insist upon 
Holliday Page Weisse the House disagreement to the Senate amendment, and to 
Hughes Palmer Welborn_ |; agree to the conference. 
oe naam, tenn. wolae | TT reserve the balance of my time. 
P AaHNes O C ,- . r ‘ ‘ ‘ 
: Jones, Va. Randell, Tex. Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I shall ask the Speaker at 
i Kahn Reid the expiration of three minutes to inform me of that fact. 
So the previous question was ordered. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALzeLL] is right, I 
f Clerk announced the following pairs: | think, in saying it is not worth while talking very much about 
For t ession: | this matter. The House has grown accustomed to this sort « 
) VANGER with Mr. ADAMSON. performance by now, or,if not, it is hard for it to get used to 
1 ther notice: anything. The last time this matter was up and sent to confer- 
Mer. W RN with Mr. GUDGER. ence the promise was held out, to our ears, at least, that when 
Mr rARD with Mr. HARDWICK. it came back to the House the House should have an oj 
Mr. W s with Mr. STANLEY. portunity to express itself upon the several questions involved. 
Mr. | ps with Mr. Hitz of Mississippi. Now, a rule, substantially like the other rule, is being urged, 
Mr. J veR With Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN. and I have no doubt that the same promise that was held out 
Mr. AY with Mr. Witey of Alabama. | before will be held out again. 
Mr. Litpey of Pennsylvania with Mr. GILBert of Kentucky. I take it that the Members of the House know what they are 
Mr. H ith Mr. LEGARE. doing. They know that if they vote “aye” when the roll call 
M ; with Mr. Tuomas of North Carolina. | comes they shut off all opportunity to amend this rule, shut 
Mr. J NER with Mr. SPARKMAN. | off all opportunity of the House to be heard upon any one of 
Mr. Foster of Vermont with Mr. Pov. | the particular matters involved, and if they vote “no” and 
Mr. ¢ \M with Mr. Page. | yote the rule down they will get an opportunity to amend i 
M inp with Mr. Greee | aecordance with the views of a majority of the Members, and 
\ with Mr. GREGG. ‘ 
tL with Mr. LINnpSAY. | if they should get an opportunity we would like upon this side 
| lay: | to offer an amendment which was offered in the committee and 
M of Delaware with Mr. GILL. | voted down. 
| A MemsBer. What is it? 
ith Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. WILLIAMS. In my time I shall read it. It is the 
with Mr. GARBER. | amendment which I asked the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
of Connecticut with Mr. TowNe. | to yield to allow me to offer. It is this 
i th Mr. Jones of Virginia. Mr. DALZELL. If the gentleman from Mississippi will allow 
1 with Mr. BRUNDIDGE. | me, the gentleman has made reference to what was di = = 
h Mr. LIrre. | committee. Now, I want to ask the gentleman a question. Did 
with Mr. STEPHENS cf Texas. | I not say to the gentleman in committee 1 was as strongly in 
\ h Mr. Rem. | favor of this amendment as the gentleman was? 
VT J : a ia : - > treme } . , : Tas: the gentlem 4idoan he ventlemar 
‘ of Illinois with Mr. WitttaAM W. KITCHIN. | Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes; the gentleman did, and the gentleman 
Ml ith Mr. GARRETT. | indicated in a minute afterwards that he was in favor of 
M with Mr. Broussarp. | by voting against it, and he indicated it a moment ago by no 
Mi th Mr. Bowers. | yielding even to offer the amendment. The amendment y 
Mr. B with Mr. Burier of Tennessee. want to offer reads as follows: 
: ’ Pennsylvania with Mr. Byrp. Provided, however, That the House conferees are instructed to 
M ) vith Mr - | cur in the Senate amendment declaring sleeping-car con s 
7 My wit} 1 Mr. Tt NT. | common carriers, and are further instructed sist up ex 
a With Mr. FYrevp. | from the provision forbidding free passes officials and em} 
‘i f West Virginia with Mr. JAMEs. | the railroads and their immediate families. 
\I of Massachusetts with Mr. McNary. | [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
we vith Mr. Lewis. Now, Mr. Speaker, further comment is unnecessary, and I 
iM : ith Mr. MAYNARD. shall now yield three minutes to the gentleman from Georgia 


os. M of Pennsylvania with Mr. WEISSE. [Mr. BARTLETT]. 
i a ith Mr. McDERMo?rtT, Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, this is an effort to again pre- 
one aa { with Mr. ATKEN, vent the House from doing that which, under the rules of the 
r~.. 
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conference reports, it has the right to do. In rn | one Senators voted for this rate bill and three Senators 
this resolution proposes to enact this special | against it, one of whom was a Republican and two of 
‘ House from passing upon these Sen- vere Democrats. 
‘to some and amending others, whic h | My fellow-Members, do not try to dodge behind the fac 
eederamain The Senate conferees | it is a party measure. The people know better. Choo 
have made a report, agreeing on a | to-day which you will serve. Come out into the open: 
endments that the Senate made, which | as men and acquit yourselves as men. Do not stand 
than when it went from the House, | the flimsy excuse that you want a full, fair conference 4; 
I have not the time to call the |} trammeled by instructions. On last Saturday there came j 
of them, but I will call the atten-| this House a conference report, and the conferees rejected 
is that amendment which strikes | sleeping-car companies’ amendment and refused to include 
words “fairly remunerative,”’ whic under the law. ‘The House conferees insisted that 
ave been written in the bill in the] officials and their workmen and the members of their 
ppl the Democratic side.] | diate families should not have transportation. The 
this ort, which I favor and whic conferees insisted that stockmen in charge of stock sh 
is one iil permit railroads to | have free transportation. You can not disguise it. 1; 
ts employees and cir families. | here in the Recorp. It is true, as the gentleman from | 
ling the bill to conference was Up | vania [Mr. DaLzELL] says, it is not now a conferenc 
25th day of May last, that side was | because another body heard from the people, another 
an from Ohio [Mr. Grosvenor] that they | found that the people were aroused and outraged at this 
rule, which was then proposed, to send this | ference, and they forced that back again to confer 
order to prevent the gentleman from Missis- | that is why technically this is not a conference re} 
‘tes on this side from being “placed in the | eyery man in this House knows that if these conferees ; 
ntrol of this legislation, and the distin- | pointed again and no instruction is had they will go out 
in Ohio [Mr. GrosveENoR], who was 4] exactly what they have done in this case, and no one 
ittee on Rules then, and is now, and who | dares to stand up on the floor of this House and Say that 
‘om the Rules Committee, made the st2te- | will include sleeping-car companies and give to these railr 
as to what would happen when this con- | officials and to employees and the members of their imn 
hould come back; and I desire to call to the} families transportation, and give to stockmen free trans 
1¢@ House what the gentleman then said. The} tion. If the conferees will say so, I will vote for the rule 
om Ohio, I suppese in order to allay the demand | they do not say so, I will vote against the rule: and ! 
wh side for an opportunity to vote on the Senate | try will expect every man to do his duty. [Applause on tie 
made this statement: Democratic side.] From the temper of this House now. | 
the hands either of the Democratic minority or in the | think the conferees will be able to sit up and take notice and 
» committee. Is there a man here who by his | govern themselves accordingly. 
a confer ot a ee ae r ara iemead iy Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I now yield two minutes to 
Hi oe to hear what I say and measure my | the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. LiLtey]. 
uference report comes back there will be a Mr. LILLEY of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I would be 
SN oe a ee eee ciad, indeed, if this House to-day and in this hour could put 
ree the suggestion which I have made. ? the seal of its disapproval on that clause in this bill which says 
| that railroad employees and their families can not be furnished 
| free transportation by their employer. How it came in the bil! 
I do not know; but this I do know, that if it was put in in good 
faith the man who placed it there forgot the engineer lean 
| far out of the cab, with his eye on the rail all night, and 
| passenger asleep, and sleeping because he knew the 
there. He forgot the rear brakeman, who often stand 
the storm, with the thermometer below zero, guarding 


ause on the Democratic side. ] 
The gentleman occupies to-day the same positica he did then; 


ll a member of the Committee on Rules, and he can en- 
‘ he suggestion that he then made. 
ir. DALZELL. Will the gentleman yield a moment? 
BARTLETT. I have but three minutes—yes; I will. 
vr. DALZELL. The gentleman does not mean to insinuate 


s any conference report before this House now? ‘f the train, while he sleeps because he knows the man 
B ARTI LET 7. I mean to say I hold in my hand a con- I would be glad if we could put the seal of our disappro 
report made by the conferees both to the Senate and | that clause now. I find no fault with the leadership whic! 
Here it is, made to this House on Saturday, June 2, that this is not the proper time, but I shall find fault 
as printed in the Recorp of that day in compliance with shall not vote for the bill if that clause is not eliminat 
: of the House on that subject. i ah one-fourth of the residents of my district are dire 
DALZELL. Why, the gentleman is sufficiently informed by this bill. And I ask vou now: I ask mv friends 
irliamentary law to know that is no report, but is a dis- | cige of the House, wile I am here on the Cherokee Stri 
‘ment on the part of the Senate when the House has acted the other side—I ask you not to place us in the positi 
first. There is no conference report before this House. | ine home to our constituents with having even to vot 
ETT. There is a conference report before this | 9 proposition, and I ask the conferees when it gets bac! 
nference reports are usually made; and does | tg cee to it that it is token out. 
‘e from the Speaker's table the | yyy WILLIAMS. I yield two minutes to the gent! 
to the report and to the amend-} ayjanama 7 
it back to conference? The very | yty RICHARDSON of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, it : 
from your committee, the very resolution | jf ever there was any occasion where the rigid rul 
consideration calls it a conference re- the House should ho relaxed, it ought to be on thi 
mocratic side. | when a matter of such vast’ importance is being 
» time of the gentleman has expired. and an opportunity should be afforded to every get 
appeal to the gentleman from Ohio to | desires to express his opinion upon these import 
se he made to the House on the 25th day of | ments. ‘This is practically the only way in which 
the Democratic side. ] ees can be informed as to the views of the House. 
Mr. Speaker, I now yield three minutes It will be remembered, Mr. Speaker, that since 
[Mr. Prince]. [Applause on the | tion made by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Grosve? 
us assurances as to an opportunity that each M« 
r and fellow-Members of the | }fTouse would have to express on the floor of the 
use can not better be stated than | opinion as to certain important amendments made 
ted long ago by Joshua, “ Choose | ate to the House bill, a very important feature 
serve ’—the sleeping-car com- | attracted much attention in this Hlouse and th 
me and my household, we will | country—has been brought in as added by the r 
n the Democratic side.] It is | conferees. That is the antipass provision that w 
other coordinate body to say | for the antipass amendment made by the Seuat 
On February 8, 1906, this | to the prohibition of free transportation to emp 
an affirmative vote of 846 and | reads and their families over the lines on which 
belonged to the same political | ployed. I do not think, Mr. Speaker, that I vi lat 
the Republican party. This | tion placed upon me as a conferee when I say ti 
and on May 18, 1906, seventy- | matter was brought up in the conference, belie ving 
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irly the Democratic sentiment, that I protested 


against the exclusion of employees and their families 


ifninst it on the floor 
ratie si le. | 
VILLIAMS I ¢ 


} 


of 


ALZELL. I 


WwW 


poy 


rocedure To 


le 


endments pertaining to it. 


ees on 
imendments to 


included sleeping cars. 


w conferees on this bill, 


rtation, and reserved the right, 


of this House. 


Mr. Speaker, 
[Applause on 


ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania to 
his time. 

yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
NSEND. Mr. Speaker, I do not rise for the 
sing the rule. I think I understand that this is an 
determine eventually what this House 
I thought otherwise, I should certainly oppose the 
time. It seems to me that a Member of Congress 
xceedingly dull who did not understand the 
» House in reg 


1 


senti- 


I have been well pleased 
ll up to date. In fact, I think it is a much better 
tardent friends of the legislation thought possi- 
Congress began. I am satisfied with the action of 
most of the amendments. I do believe that 
which reference has been made— 


»>most 


retere 
and their families—should be adopted. 
‘ended the proposition originally that 
I believed it then. I am not 
Sut when I heard gentlemen, 
declare on the floor of this 
were not contained therein ; 
to the Senate and that that 
i that inane companies were not and 
mendment to inelude them; when I understand, 
endment went out in conference, I am con 
undoubtedly I was mistaken when I said they wer 
Hiouse bill. I realize that the courts in con- 
do not rely upon what Members 
would be dull indeed whi 
have transpired with 
that during all these 1 
eyer appeared to make compla 


1 Il have no rec llec 


I stood on 


not true now. some 


I 
if A ‘ 


COMMpPalles 
: bill y 


vent over 


included 


of Congress say ; 
‘+h did not take notice of 
reference to this amend 


4 


earings on this questio1 





t against a sleeping 


word was ever 








ir committee on this subject but we have 
now when it seems to me it would be an in 
which this Congress could not afford to make 
press language include sleeping-car companies. 


ought to go in as 
they, tor ther with the 
poses, were a 


not clear that they 
I have thought that 


| for refrigerating pur means of 








h eee be embraced within the control of 
nd, if such, would be subject to the powers 
Commerce Commission with reference to fixing 
ems to me that they should be included. 
t specified when the other cars were mentioned ; 
~ » adopted the daz ger us doctrine of specifi- 
; 


including the other doctrine, el 
poss sibly —probably, i may say 
bill. 
passes to laboring men and their families, it 
» has been no demand in this country that the 
refuse to treat os employees as they have 
re is no demand from the people that earri Ts 
ree transportation to th eir employees and their 
s favor extended by the railroads to their em- 
furnish a cheaper rate of transportation to the 
nployees are a part of the railroad. Their 
inds that they travel over the road, and their 
not be denied the privilege of traveling with 
nd fathers if the earriers see fit to extend the 


imination, it 
remain out 


ons of the 


No harm can come to the people through this 
reat benefit may be extended to one of 
‘ious, 


the 
lust and worthy classes of our citizens. 
orating in the rate bill the amendments 
and the one allowing carriers to 
o its employees and their families, and 
0 oppose any conference report which 
I am satisfied that this disposition of 
of a majority of the House. I trust 
es will take due notice and gevern them 
We have done a good work; let it not be 
by any showing either favoritism or dis 
ileges of men who by accepting them do no 
Loud applause. ] 
MAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
LL. How is the time, Mr. Speaker? 
ER. The gentleman from Mississippi has seven 


anies 








| 


pur- | 


yard to certain provisions in this bill, | 


mee to sleeping cars and passes for employees | 


the | 


8343 


ou 


, 





minutes and the gentleman from Pennsylvania has f 
minutes. 

Mr. DALZELL. I yield so much time as he may if 
colleague, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. G NOR ] I 
like to have about two minutes myself. I y ten 1 
the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I shall not need that t 

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from G g Mi BA 
misapprehends the entire parliamentary tuation, and s 
shot at me which can only rebound withou » aM 

Mr. BARTLETT. Will the gentl nh per ‘ l 
tion? , 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Oh, I less I had |} rm | 
did not interrupt you, and I am not zg ay 
about you. [Laughter.] 

If the House will only consider that we > now standing 
exactly the same condition in all respects we V 
made the statement I made before, they will understand tl 
the criticism is not justified. We are in exactly the 
condition, and every argument made in f yr of the 
that we took before applies with equal force to the act 
sought to be taken now 

Mr. BARTLETT. May I interrupt the gentleman? 


Mr. aaa ae 
ir. BARTLETT. I 


Yes; if it is not 
want to ask 


him aa oman in reading from the Recorp of t 251 
May what he said when this matter w: p bef 

Mr. GROSVENOR. You have got the poi now | 
need not spend any more time on it. 1 er you it i 
place me in a position of self-st f e] 
did did not have any force in it, and ought not t 
intreduced at all— one or the other. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I simply undertook to put the tle 
in the position that his own language | 1] in, that i 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But what fo1 has 1 re VW 
we find ourselves exactly where we have | 1 bet : a 
the gentleman from Georgia say now frankly to the Hi: 1 
he did not intend thereby, in what he did, t ygest ti I 
changed my position? 

Mr. BARTLET I intended to sugg t to t] i 
promise you had made, and expressed the | { 
man would keep i Suioaemes t! Demo 

Mr. GROSVENO! Oh, well, then, we are all tog 
I will keep it; an every \ l 
I stood before. An bill go x tt ‘ f 
we ourselves have 1 to, and f \ | 


not now, I think, 

















here, if they are n u L by : 
House, we will find a y to truct 
tory process. Now, that is all there is t 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Mr. Speaker, I wish to know this: If 
House now sends this report ba ‘ 
port is not satisfactory to the House ( 
these amendments, can the House ‘ chance to 
] tic r nenament 

M GROSVENOR 7 wy can do it nd do 
ind do i ut iv difficulty, | \ g 
ierene nd send |! < the I i ( rr 
one or en a l s tl we t : 

l It is the simplest process in tl W ! y 

lerstand it, a1 believe Ww 

Mr. DRISCO t d ‘ 

Mr. GROSVE y b 
conference unf: y. 

Mr. DRISCOLI I have great ( I @ « 
ferees; they did well the last time, and I | 
well again. 

However, many Members of the House, of which I 
are in favor of a strong antipass provision in this | 
excepti n in favor of 1 ly ( plove elt 
The exception should not extend much, if any, beyond 
Now, if the antipass pre ion or amendment be strir f 
the bill, or be encumbere th so many ptions ¢ { 
it ridiculous and practically useless, we will want ; OI 
nity for a vote on that question. I deem this part of 
very important, for if the companies be permitted to 
nate in the future as they have in the past in th 
free transportations, my judgment is that the other 
law against freight discriminations will not, and 
rigidly enforced. soth parts must stand or fall to; 

Mr. GROSVENOR. ‘The conferees on the part of » 
have brought in here a conference report to y +h they | 
agreed. The Senate has backed out of that [I do 
disrespectfully, but they have withdrawn their approval. N 
if we are going to have a full and free conference, w ant 
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nd them back in exactly the same position they occupied when 
y went to the conference before, and there are not on the 
House fifty votes, in my judgment, that would 
ort now pending before the House; so there need 
upon that subject. I quite agree with what the 
cui gentleman from Michigan [Mr. TowNsENp] 
iit ‘e ought to be a clear enunciation upon these two 
tant ions, and there are some more that I differ with, 

but not quite so radically as I do upon those two questions. 
Now, I think 
Senate, and in 


this 


re} 


i sil “] 


quest 


ack to the conferees, and when it comes back here if your 
are not now instructed we will find a way to instruct 
promptly. 
MURDOCK. 
"any kind? 
. GROSVENOR. None whatever, except so far as the pos- 
sending of the bill back to them might operate as a repudia- 
of their action, and we are doing exactly the same thing. 
Mr. MURDOCK. The debate in the Senate is in no sense an 


rees 


iICLION f 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Not to me, and certainly not to the con- 

es. The yote of the Senate is the only instruction. 

DALZELL. Will the gentleman from Mississippi now 
of his time? 
WILLIAMS. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania in- 
tend to conclude in one speech? 

Mr. DALZELL. Yes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I yield seven minutes to the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. De ArMonD]. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Speaker, I do not think the condition 
with reference to this matter now is precisely what it was when 
the matter was before the House on a former occasion. 
then the conferees have been at work, and the House and Senate 
and the country have been favored with their conclusions in the 

! areport. It is fair to presume, I think, if anything may 
sumed with reference to this matter, that the conferees of 

use gain favor in conference those matters which 
hey favored in ¢ 


ments, the « 


me 


Mr. 


Since 


will 
onference. 
mference report, I think, satisfactory. 
it would seem that they would again 
them, without direction or instruction of this House. 
the amendments, however, it is very evident 
and the House and the country by means 
conclusions of the conferees, but absolutely and 
‘pud 
red 


' 
il 


is 
these amendments, 
e to 
several of 
he Senate 
>» with the 
H@adie 0x 


nt oft 


no 


ite them. 
by my from Mississippi, or 
he would offer if a Member of this House, 
all the rights and powers and privileges under the 

ch Men 


large 


Wyuailhed 
colleague 


whit 


of his representative duties to offer an 
at would instruct the as to two 
ts with which they dealt, and deait to the great 
f the Senate, the House, and the country. 

idments is that concerning sleeping-car com- 

d to be over in the Senate the other day 
report was under discussion. It was there 
that the change in this 
1 


cleen- 
Si | 


l conferees 


ne 
over and over again 
Iment, includips express companies and 

with r to ¢ 
ing sleeping-car companies, was made in re- 
nce of the House members; that the House 


ned the Senate members to depart from that 


n the provision eference yMmMoen 


amendment which embraces sleeping-car com- 


has | 


in fairness to the conferees, in fairness to the | 
the disposal of this matter in an orderly, straight- | 
vard, businesslike way let us agree to this rule and send the | 


As to a large portion of the | 


Two of those are covered by the | 
the | 


: 
| 


| 





| hold out their hands for the shackles, who have abdicated 


; there is a real, sober, serious, statesmanlike, honest att 
Are the Senate conferees under instructions | 
| the purpose or intent, that the effect is to do nothing. 


| miserable gag rule—and I am not using these terms mei 


| conference report there was nothing for this House to 


the 
high rights of the American Representative in an American (‘y. 
gress care not to hear, and I care not to speak to them. 
Now, as to the pass amendment, I do not know what w: 
purpose of framing it in the way it appears in the confereer 
report, but I know, and any man of common intelligence yyyjc¢ 
know, that if that purpose had been to absolutely kill and do. 
stroy the antipass Senate amendment ingenuity might have fyp- 
nished something better in seeming, but ingenuity could not 
supply anything more effective for the purpose. [App): use, ] 
Nobody is in favor of it except those who do not mean to do 
anything, who wish to make a pretense and a sham out of this 
part of the legislation; who, assuming that the number of foolg 
is very much greater than it is, wish to make others believe that 


S the 


to 
do something on the subject, while it is very evident, whatever 
Yet the 
House can not say anything upon it. I do not believe that ¢) 
is a man upon this floor who dares vote against the proposition 
to permit passes to be issued to railroad employees and their 
families. Yet when you vote for this rule, when you adopt { 


- 
UilisS 


re 


the purpose of expressing myself in strong language, but because 
no weak terms will describe this outrage—when you vote for 
this rule, you vote against permitting the issue of passe 
these railroad people, and you trust to the conferees for d 
ance. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that any differ- 
ence of opinion which exists in this House to-day with respect 
to this rule grows out of a misconception of the situation. In 


to 


eliver- 


| the first place, there is no conference report before this Ii 
| either to be agreed to or disagreed to. 


The House disagreed to 
the Senate amendments and asked for a conference, Thy 
ate agreed to the conference, and until the Senate passed on that 


pass 
upon. It is true that the conferees came in here with a copy of 
the report agreed upon and filed with the Senate, and it went 
into the Recorp for information, but it is not before the H 
That report is of no consequence at all until action has fi 
been had by the Senate, so that we are back here to-day 
exactly the same situation that we were when we disag 
the Senate amendments and asked for a conference. T! 


sen- 


ret 


| my first proposition. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
me to ask him a question? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DALZELL. Yes. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. were appoi 


Before the conferees 


| the first time we did not know their opinions on thes: 


| They have now filed a report that, at least, ex] 
iber, could have an opportunity in this | 


of | 
| know something about our opinion. 
|} can safely trust them to carry out our opinions. 


ress 
opinion. 

Mr. DALZELL. We know nothing officially now about 
opinion, but if we know anything about their opinion, t! 
[Applause.] I t 
In 
place, I say that there is no conference report before t! 
In the second place, I say that there is nothing unusu 
this proceeding. If this were not a bill that 
public attention and turned the eyes of the country wy 
Iiouse, there would be no objection made to a request f 


attracted 


| mous consent to take the papers from the Speaker's t 
| agree to the Senate amendments, and send the bill 


| ence. 


to have here the spectacle of this House | 


ct its own conferees with reference to that and 
these dear again untrammeled and 
have again the assurance of the gentle- 
hio [Mr. GrosvENoR] that by and by, in some form, 
some way this House may be unshackled and 
and the membership collectively may 
ething or do something about it. We would 
nded to sleeping-car companies. 
hy . 


gentlemen 


is true we 


‘Ss 


lment with ref 
language re 


Th rees Was 


I do not know 
ported, I do not care what 


rence to passes. 


this 


eaker, I ask for order. 
will be in order. 
ng will retire to the cloakroom. 

DI ARMOND. Mr. Speaker, I am not in the slightest 
rree disturbed. Those who have a desire to hear will do so, 
who do not wish to hear will not confer any favor 
m me by turning aside from important business. Those who 

‘ejudged this matter, who have closed their minds, who 


rm} 
i Lit’ 


KER. Ilouse Gentlemen 


Ff to con\ 


erse 


those 


In the third place, no man is bound here to-da 
vote with respect to any particular amendment. Tl 
question as to the merits of any amendment before 
here to-day. So far as the question of purpose is « 


| want to say, speaking for myself, that if any confer 
| comes into this House excluding railroad employees 


down that report. 
be | 


families from free transportation I will join with e\ 
Member of the House that I can find to join with me In \ 

[Applause.] Now, what is the use 0 
igged? 


Will the gentleman make the s 


ing about being 
Mr. 


ors 
Be 
> 


RUCKER. 


i; ment with reference to voting down the report pro\ 
| report does not include sleeping-car companies ¢ 


| being 


Personally, yes; I am in favor of b 
What is the use of talking 


1g abou 


Mr. DALZELL. 
propositions. [Applause.] 
being gagged, and what is the use of talki : A 
prevented from expressing its will on this subje 


| is nothing in the way of legislation that is not absolut 


1 
| 
\ 


‘ 


the control of the majority of this House at any t 
want to say, expressing my own opinion, that I believ« 
report of the conferees failing to embody the will of | 
as it has been expressed here to-day upon those two ia be 
tions would not last ten minutes in this House. It woule 


th 


i 


nronosi- 
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iown, and then the whole fifty amendments would be | Jones, Va. McCreary, 








wi : ; t R dell, La rhomas, N, ¢ 
; be passed upon by the Members. This rule is, in MY | itcnip. claude oe arated ' 
in the interest of expedition. It is in the interest of | Kitchin’ Wm. W. McNary Rat ornée Coes 
onsideration of all the questions involved in this rate | Knapp Maynard S eli Van Wink 
is in the interest of carrying out the will of the majority oe ee ss ea Scrouzy ery: i 
‘rouse, and as I said, particularly is it in the interest of | Lewis Palmer W. We : , 
eX , It is a mere question of methods, not a question of | Lilley, Conn. Patterson, T $ Wilk Ala 


Applause on the Republican side.] aa At Stephens, Tex 
SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the | Longworth tandell ; 
1 'stion was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
i rs) there were—ayes 181, noes 90. 
WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. 
| ; and nays were ordered. 
tion was taken; and there were—yeas 184, nays 100, 
|“ present ” 7, not voting 89, as follows: 


The Clerk announced the following additional pairs 
On this vote: 

Mr. ApAMS with Mr. Ransp 
For the balance of this d Ly 
Mr. KNapp with Mr. Hunt. 

Mr. Evtis with Mr. Burcess. 

The result of the vote was announced as above 





‘ ) recorae 
oer The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Burrier of Pennsyly a), 
; Davidson Kenne *, Nebr. | If there be no objection, the Chair will announce the same con- 
: Sas, See. oa | ferees. [After a pause in ¢heabe tae her! 
Dawes Keteh ee ime ra pause. | The Chair hears no objection. 
yn Kink The Clerk read as follows: 
: = iy | Mr. Hepeurn, Mr. SHERMAN, and Mr. RICHARDSON of Al ima 
D 1, Mont. Knoy 













L INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 
oll Lafean Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the con- 
, } ‘hae : ey > . 
; : = » red ae : ference report on the bill (H. R. 15331) making approp1 S 
Vv r snais, bredae Sut . : 
L- ; Law for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian tepal 
Ind. Lawrence | ment and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian 
= ‘held | tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1907, and for 
Lorimer | purposes. Now, I ask unanimous consent that the statement of 
Loud | the conferees may be read in lieu of the reading of the report 
a ee | which has been printed in the Recorp. 
overing smith, owa mn ‘ . -_ mn . . ' 
Me Call Smith’ Wm. Alden Che SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
McCarthy Smith, Pa. | calls up the conference report on the Indian : ppropriation bill, 
McCleary, Minn. Smyser. |} and requests that the statement be read in lieu of the report 
McGavin Southwick | Sa there chtection? (After a naw 1 oy : 4 : 
e McKinlay, Cal. Sperry | is there objection? [After a pause. ] ne Chair hears 
enor McKinley, Ill. Stafford i Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker 
( tale McKinney Steenerson The SPEAKER pro pore i “wha mMrpose does the cen- 
i tilton McMorran Sterling tHeman aaa 5 a tempore. For what purpose do weal ae 
s laskins Madden Stevens, Minn. eman rise: : 
Ohio { S : Sulloway Mr. WILLIAMS. Is this a unanimeus report of the con- 
( ledge Tawney ferees? 
vy, Conn. Taylor, Ohio f " J ‘ ; 
[i a Phomas, Ohio Mr. SHERMAN. A unanimous report and a complete agree- 


Tirrell 
Townsend 
Volstead 
Wadsworth 
Waldo 
Wanger 


ment. 
The conference report and statement are as follows: 


nn 
ti i, Conn, 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Mouses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (HH. R. 





vell, N. J. 





Utah Mouser ae 15351) making appropriations for the cu and conti 
a d iciinaeen avcccmas |} expenses of the Indian Department and fulfilling treaty 
il Nevin Wharton | stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal vear end- 
iphrey, Wash. Norris Wiley, N. J. ing June thirtieth, nineteen hundred and seven, and for 
Jones, Wash. Olmsted Y ood. N. J. | purposes, having met, after full and free conference have agreed 
t 


Keifer Otjen Woodyard o recommend and do recommend to their re ‘tive H 


ed 
NAYS—100. ; a See: : 
Floyd Lever | That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 9, 12, 
| Gaines, Tenn. Livingston ford | 13, 14, 15, 27, 30, 32, 37, 41, 48, 51, 58, 62, 64, 66, 67, 68, 69 


( Lioyd ard | 93, 109, 118, 115, 117, 137, 188, 140, 141, 142, 146, 154, 












7 en econ | 189, 181, 195, 197, 203, and 204; 
Goldfogle Moyer en = ie House recede from its disagreement to the d 
G len Moon, Tenn. ‘ il numbered 1, 2. 4. 5. 6. 7. . D1 
( * Moore Smith, Ky. i { 
C &s Murphy Smith. ey. s Y, l, 30, 3 , 40, 42 
Hay Padgett Smith, Tex. 53, D4, 55, 57, 59, 60, 61, 63, T1, T2, 73, 74, TI s 
liearst Patterson, N. C. Southall , 90, 92, 94, 97, 99, 100, 101, 104, 10 
] I Patterson, 8. C. Spicht | < on 9 90 9 46) 9 
r Tex, Prince Sullivan, Mass. 119, 120, it. 122 124. 120, 126 
Hogg ’ujo Sulzer 133, 154, 14 149, 150, 151, 15 LS } 
J is Rainey | Talbott 164, 165, 167. 168, 170. 171. 172 1 ; 
i ston teynolds Trimble 1Q7 4 c 1% 19° 2 ‘ ‘ 1< ( 
H rd Rhodes Underwood 1S7, 1858, 189, 190, 192, 193, 194 IO, LUO;, i 
ys, Miss. Richardson, Ala. Wachter - and agree to the s 
on Richardson, Ky. Wallace Amendment numbered 3: That the House 1 le fi ts 
@ tT ey string - 4 ; . . ‘ 
: Robertent: te — — disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 3, and 
Robinson, Ark. Williams agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line J 
) Rucker Wood, Mo, | strike out “upon the petition” and insert “ prior to the « - 
: oaniad Ruppert qoune tion of the trust period.” 
: a ; ; In line 5. after the word “ best.’ insert: “ Pre d. . 
‘SWERED “ PRESENT ”—7 my 1 ‘ 
a = EI a - ries | ever, That this shali not apply to lands in the Indian 1 
i} n ° Southare yeexs | tare ” 
Lilley, Pa. Sparkman | tory. 


NOT VOTING And the Senate agree to the same. 
0) e Sf . 1 4 r ' 

, OTT! . Amendment numbered 11: That the House re ’ n 
Bur ! Flack Gregg | dicavree nt he amendment of t] Ser } 
B Fordney Gronna } disagreement to the amie hdament of the senate hu 
B i Foster, Vt. Gudger | agree to the same with an amendment as follow 
. - Inrdwick | strike out “to be subjected to” and insert “f 

' | 
' 


In line 7, after “ Interior,” strike out all tl foll 


tt | ing the word “ hereunder,” in the last line. 


1 

I 

I 
~ I 
; rds Garrett Holliday | And the Senate agree to the same. 

| . M1118 Gilbert, Ky. Hut 

I 
J 


wler 


] t iller 
Dunwe | Gaines, W. Va. 


it Garber 


Fassett Gill nt Amendment numbered 18: That the House 1 
; s Field Grabam ames disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbe 118 
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the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out | and regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary of t! 
i “ninety-three” and insert “ fifty;” and the Senate | terior, and that any lands remaining unsold ten years af 
he same. said lands shall have been opened to entry may be sold 
1 numnbered 19: That the House recede from its | highest bidder for cash without regard to the above jj; 
men the amendment of the Senate numbered 19, and | limit of price: And provided further, That sections sixte: 
) the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out | thirty-six of said lands be, and they are hereby, except: 
ty-three”’ and insert “ fifty;” and. the Senate agree to | the foregoing provisions and are hereby granted to the 
| of Idaho for school purposes, and the United States sh 
d 84: That the House recede from its | to said Indians therefor the sum of one dollar and tw: 
‘amendment of the Senate numbered 34, and | cents per acre: And provided also, That if the State of 
with an amendment as follows: In line 5 | has made any selections under existing law in lieu of x 
i mnection therewith” and insert “in- | sixteen and thirty-six of the lands affected by this act t] 
age of such selections shall be deducted from the acreage 
‘also”’ and insert “ and.” | paid for under the preceding proviso. 


ike out “a comprehensive irrigation system” and “That the said lands shall be opened to settlement and entry 
irrigation system and storage system.” by proclamation of the President, which proclamation sha) 
ss 10 and 11 strike out “, including consideration of a} prescribe the time when and the manner in which tli 
e storage system.” may be settled upon, occupied, and entered by persons enti! 
ul the Senate agree to the same. | to make entry thereof, and no person shall be permitted to settio 
ndment numbered 36: That the House recede from its dis- | upon, occupy, and enter any of said lands except as pr eribed 
ient to the amendment of the Senate numbered 36, and | in such proclamation. 
to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out all “That the Secretary of the Interior shall reserve from gaig 
f d amendment and insert: lands, whether surveyed or unsurveyed, such tracts for town- 
“'That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- | site purposes as, in his opinion, may be required for the future 
thorized and directed, as hereinafter provided, to sell or dispose | public interests, and he may cause any such reser, 
of unallotted lands in the Coeur d’Alene Indian Reservation, in | parts thereof, to be surveyed into blocks and lots of 
ihe State of Idaho. | size, and to be appraised and disposed of under such 1 
“Tha on as the lands embraced within the Coeur | as he may prescribe, and the net proceeds derived from {] 
Reservation shall have been surveyed, the Secre- | of such lands shall be paid to said Indians as provided in 
‘rior shall cause allotments of the same to be} 7 of this act. 
‘sons belonging to or having tribal relations on| ‘That the net proceeds arising from the sale and disp 
‘oeur d’Alene Indian Reservation, to each man, woman, | of the lands aforesaid, including the sums paid for mi: 
lild one hundred and sixty acres, and, upon the approval | town-site lands, shall be, after deducting the expenses i 
h allotments by the Secretary of the Interior, he shall | from time to time in connection with the allotment, a) 
patents to issue therefor under the provisions of the | ment, and sales and surveys herein provided, deposited in the 
il allotment law of the United States. | Treasury of the United States to the credit of the Coeur d’Al 
it upon the completion of said allotments to said Indians | and confederated tribes of Indians belonging and having 
lu r rplus lands—that is, lands not allotted or re- | rights on the Coeur d’Alene Indian Reservation, in the $ 
agency, or other purposes—of the |} Idaho, and shall be expended for their benefit, under t! 
Reservation shall be classified under | tion of the Secretary of the Interior, in the education a: 
retary of the Interior as agricultural | provement of said Indians and in the purchase of 
timber lands, and shall be appraised | horse teams, harness, wagons, mowing machines, | 
lasses by legal subdivisions, and, upon | thrashing machines, and other agricultural implen 
ification and appraisement, such surplus | to said Indians, and also for the purchase of material f 
to settlement and entry, under the pro- | struction of houses or other necessary buildings, and a 
ad laws, at not less than their appraised | sum may also be expended by the Secretary, in hi 
fees and commissions now prescribed | for the comfort, benefit, and improvement of 
ion of lands of the value of one dollar | Provided, That a portion of the proceeds may be 
, by proclamation of the President, | Indians in cash per capita, share and share alike, if 
‘escribe the manner in which these | ion of the Secretary of the Interior such payments will 
occupied, and entered by persons | tend to improve the condition and advance the progr 
ereof: Provided, That the price of | Indians, but not otherwise: Provided, That any 
1 shall be fixed by the appraisement, | in the Treasury of the United States to the credit 
which shall be paid in accordance with | dians shall bear interest at the rate of 3 per cent jx 
prescribed by the Secretary of the | which interest shall be expended in the same man 
terms: One-fifth of the purchase ; principal. 
he time of entry and the balance in five “That any of said lands necessary for agency, 
be paid in one, two, three, four, and | religious purposes, including any lands now occup 
iud after the date of entry, andj agency buildings, and the site of any sawmill, 
to make the annual payments, or | other mill property on said lands are hereby reser 
vhen due all rights in and to the land | uses so long as said lands shall be occupied for 
* entry shall cease, and any payments there- | above designated: Provided, That all such reserved 
forfeited and the entry canceled, and the | not exceed in the aggregate three sections and must 
“1 for sale and entry: Provided, That the | in legal subdivisions conformable to the public su 
said entryman shall be allowed as to any | selection to be under the direction of the Secret 
ultural and grazing lands, but the entry- | Interior and subject to his approval. 
n, Shall not be required to pay in the “That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby ves! 
excess of the appraised value of such | power and authority to make all needful rules and 
is act shall be held to repeal or ex-| as to the manner of sale, notice of same, and ot! 
» homestead laws permitting the entry- | incident to the carrying out of the provisions of 
, or cause to be cut and removed, so | with authority to reappraise and reclassify said lai 
ly necessary for buildings, fences, and | necessary from time to time, and to continue mal 
nd entered: Provided further, That | the same, in accordance with the provisions of this 
he United States shall extend after | of the lands shall have been disposed of. 
act ' of said lands and mineral entry “That nothing in this act contained shall be 
of said lands, but no such mineral selection | bind the United States to find purchasers for any 
upon any lands allotted in severalty to the | it being the purpose of this act merely to have ° 
further, That all the coal or oil deposits in | States to act as trustee for said Indians in the dis 
's on the said reservation shall be and remain | sales of said lands and to expend or pay over to t 
of the United States, and no patent that may be | proceeds derived from the sales as herein provide L 
the provisions of this or any other act of Congress | ‘“ That to enable the Secretary of the Interior toa 
any title thereto: Provided further, That the lands | appraise, and conduct the sale and entry of said 
1 ndisposed of at the expiration of five years from | this act provided the sum of $15,000, or soe much th 
ing oi the said lands te entry shall be sold to the highest | be necessary, is hereby appropriated from any 1) 
- cash, at not less than one dollar per acre, under rules | Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the same l 





} 











1H. 





| from the proceeds of the sales of the aforesaid ae 
ed, That when funds shall have been procured fron 
les of the land the Secretary of the Interior may 
tion thereof as m: iv be act 


the 
use 
ually necessary in conducting 
sales and otherwise carrying out the provisions of this 


the Senate agree to the same. 
lment numbered 88: That the House recede from its 
ement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 8 


e to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 
the word “the” (first eceurring in said line), insert 


ted.”’ 
10, after the word “ tracts,” insert “ from said lands.” 
he Senate agree to the same. 
nent numbered 46: That the House recede from its 
nt to the amendment of the Senate numbered 46, 
to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
word “ proceedings,” insert “ not excee ling $60,000,” 
21, after “same,” insert “Prorids d, That notice of 
such application to determine such compensation 
given the governor of the Cherokee Nation or the at 
record thereef and the Secretary of the 
rty days before the day of said hearing.” 
’ to the same. 


line 


Interior, at 
Senate 


? 
ent numbered 50: That the House recede from its 
ut to the amendment of the Senate numbered 50. 
to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 
hall,” insert “ upon comple tion of the approved rolls.’ 
~ strike out “the tribal” and insert “ such.” 
» strike out “ free of charge” and insert: 
pense yo shall copy any roll of citizenship of 
( , Cherokee, Choctaw, C hickasaw, or Seminole tribes 
prepared ‘by or under the direction - the Secret: iry 
nterior, the Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes 
Commissioner to the Five Civilized Tribes, whether com- 
or not, or any person who shall, directly or indirectly, 
sell, offer to sell. give away, offer to give aw: ly, or in 
ner or by any means offer to dispose of. or w ho shall 
S possession, any such roll or rolls. any copy of the 
copy of any portion thereof, shall be deemed guilty 
scemeanor, and punished by imprisonment for not ex- 
ng two years: Provided, That this act shall not apply to 
persons authorized by the Secretary of the Interior, the 
ssioner of Indian Affairs, or the Commissioner to the 
Civilized Tribes to copy, exhibit, or use sucly rolls, or 
thereof, for any purpose necessary or required by law.” 
| the Senate agree to the same. 
ment numbered 52: That the ~an recede from its 
ent to the amendment of the nate humbered 52 


al 


oo 


cree to the same with an amendme a as follows: In line 4 


e out “have” and insert “ had.” 


e 4, after “ prior to,” insert “ March 4, 1906.” 
lines 4 and 5 strike out “the closing of the rolls by the 
f the Interior.” 
6 strike out “ have furnished ” and ins rt “ furnish.” 
out all of said amendment after “ thereof,” in the sixth 


Senate agree to the same. 

mbered 56: That the House recede from its 
{ to the amendment of the Senate numbered 56. 
to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 
States,” insert in said act. in lieu of the matter re 


ving: “ Provided, further, Tha nothing herein 
strued so as hereafter to permit any person to file 
m for eatuiieann or to be entitled to enrollment 
1 rr} 


tribes, except for minors the chil ae Indians by 
freedmen members of said tribes, or o f Mississippi 
entified under the four ‘teenth article of the eaty 
erein otherwise provided, and the fact that the 
Crson appears on the tribal roll of any of said 
hot be construed to be an application for enroll- 
late agree to the same. 
humbered 65: That the House recede from its 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered G5, | 
‘o the same ith an amendment as follows: In line | 
sinning,” insert “ : and the place of recording and 
1 said district shall be Duncan ;” and the Senate | 


same, 


humbered 75: That the House recede from its | 


to the amendment of the Senate numbered 75. | 
the same with an amendment as follows: In line | 
insert “ has been; ” and the Senate agree to the 
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Amendment numbered 77 That the H Tr te 
disagreement to the amend I s i 
and agree to the same with an ! ( it ; 

f, after “ amounts,” insert “. if any; and the § 
the same, 

} Amendn lent numbered 79: That the LI e] f 
disagreement to the amendms ( ‘ te 

} and agree to thé same wit! na ent f ) 
G fter Spade ert: amous n red ( 
ee Proctor numbered 28232. 7 ‘ lav n 
sarah Ooyusuttah numbered 2 R ( 
net 15211, George W. RB; rk ( 

numbered 6179, Charievy Ellis | 29525. 7 

| land numbered 18003, Taylor 8 Bing 
Downing numbered iS1iGS, Tyler Tilden n l 6441. 
Dragger numbered 27407, Joshua Young 1 6291 
t Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 80: That the House 1 e fr 
disagreement to the amet Iment of the Senate number 
and agree to the same with an tinendment as follows 
6, after “removed,” insert: “That all restrictions uj 
sale of the northeast quarter of the southwest quarter 
tion fifteen, township ten, range eley h east, in the ¢ 
tion, the homestead of Martha Lowe, be id herel 
moved: Provided, That the same be soki under dir 
the Secretary of the Interior and upon condition that t 
Secretary shall retain the proceeds of such sale and « 
the same in such amounts and at such times as he dee) 
able. That all restrictions upon the alienati f the \ 
of the southeast quarter of the southeast quar ind the 
east quarter of the southeast quarter of the south 
of section twelve, township seven, north of range 
owned by Manda Proctor, deceased Cr 


removed. That all restrictions upon the alier 


of lands held by Sallie Carey, Bell Leve 
Maria Williams (nee Jamison). Andrew Wi 
mixed-blood Creek Indians. and William 
Mary Estella Talisferro (his wife), Chocta 
Indian Territory, be, and the sa 
all restriction upon the alienation. leasing, 
to the homestead of Nocos Fixico, in the Cr 
Territory, be, and are her¢ by, removed; ” at 


to the same. 


or 


oe 


Amendment numbered 82: That the House 


disagreement to the ay 
agree to the same with an amendment 


“us i 


and the Senate agree to the san e, 


rendment of the Senate 


matter sought to be stricken out and insert the 


Amendment numbered 84: That the House 
disagreement to the am ndment of the Senate 


agree to the same with an amendment as f 
all of said amendment, and insert ; 


lne are hereby, 


k Nation 

the eel 
ecede 

} rad @ 


mi ¢ 
(nee M 
d Susie W 
Tal erro 





“That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby. 


directed to make practical and exhaustive i 
character, extent, and value of the coal dep 
the segregated coal lands of the ¢ hoctaw 

tions, Indian Territory; and the exnense ¢} 


LHe! 





al 


the sum of $50,000, shall be paid out of the f 
id Chickasaw nations in the Treasury of 








nr 7 ‘ 
Provided, That any and all information obt lined under t 
Visions of this act shall be avai at all ti s for tl 
the Congress and its committees, 

And the Senate agree to the same 

Amendment numbered 95: That the H r le 
disagreement to the amendment of the ¢ 

gree to the same with an ; I 
strike out “ fifty-five’ and insert ti 1 tl 
agree to the same. 

{mendment numbered o¢- That the H le f 
disagreement to the amendment of +] Senate bered { 
agree to the same with an amendment ac folloy I 
after “ eighty-five,” insert “ : Provided. That the Secret 
Interior shall first approve said payment ind th n 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 98: That the Hoy recede 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate nnmber 
agree to the same with an amendment as f : in 
strike out “ Ed. L. Rogers” and insert “ Jam I. Coffey 
pewa allottee number one hundred and tw: t] 
Fond du Lae (Minnesota) band;” and the Sena 
same. 

Amendment numbered 102: That the Hons r le f 
disagreement to the amendment of the S nuinl 
and agree to the same with an amendment as folk 


matter in 

recede fy} 
linhbered & 
) S stl 

utho 

est tle 
sits } i 
1d Chie 


Res 
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29, after “ timber,” insert “ or any part thereof ;” and the Senate | Oklahoma heretofore ceded to the United States by the Inq; ‘ns 


agree to the same. theretofore occupying the same, and reserved to such so icties 
Amendment numbered 103: That the House recede from its} or organizations for such religious uses on the schedules o¢ 
_ ‘kh 


disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 103, and | allotments approved by the Secretary of the Interior, shal joy, 


ee to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 30, | the right for two years within which to make application 


after “States,” insert “ : Provided, That the Secretary of the | a patent therefor; and the Secretary of the Interior is }, reby 
Inierior is authorized to convey the same to the State of Minne-| authorized and directed, upon such application, to issue patents 
sota for such consideration and under such terms as may be| in fee to such religious societies or organizations, seyer,)j, 
‘ | upon between said Secretary and the governor of said | for the lands so occupied, not to exceed one hundred and sixty 


State;” and the Senate agree to the same. acres to any one institution: Jrovided, That where such Ip. 
Amendment numbered 106: That the House recede from its | dians, in their agreement under which the lands were « led 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 106, | and allotted, reserved to themselves a reversionary interest j) 
igree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike] such lands, such religious society or organization shal] nay 

out all of said amendment and insert: therefor a fair valuation to be fixed by the Secretary of tia 
Phat all restrictions as to sale, incumbrance, or taxation for | Interior, not to be less than the price paid such Indians by +, 
allotments within the White Earth Reservation in the State of |} United States for the lands so ceded, and the proceeds { 
Minnesota, now or hereafter held by adult mixed-blood Indians, 
re hereby removed, and the trust deeds heretofore or here- 
after executed by the Department for such allotments are here- 
by declared to pass the title in fee simple, or such mixed-bloods 
upou application shall be entitled to “receive a patent in fee 


























































LieTe- 
from shall be placed to the credit of the tribes or bands jy 
whom such lands were ceded.” : 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 145: That the House recede from jt: 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 145, 
| and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 2? 
tions shall be removed when the Secretary of the Interior is} strike out “per mam su” and insert “Per Mam Su.” 
satisfied that said adult full-blood Indians are competent to In line 6, after “Sac allottee,” insert “numbered fiye hun. 




















































simple for such allotments; and as to full-bloods, said restric- 


} 


handle their own affairs, and in such case the Secretary of the | dred and forty-six.” 
Interior shall issue te such Indian allottee a patent in fee simple And the Senate agree to the same. 
upon application.” Amendment numbered 147: That the House recede from 

And the Senate agree to the same. disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1 

Amendment numbered 116: That the House recede from its | and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 116, | out of lines 36, 37, 38, and 39 “the amount necessary to pay 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Restore | said judgment is hereby appropriated out of the funds in the 
the matter sought to be stricken out and add the matter in 
italics; and the Senate agree to the same. 

\mendment numbered 118: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 118, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 
2, after “authorized,” insert “in his discretion;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 123: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 123, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike 
out all of said amendment and insert: 

“That the sum of fifteen thousand dollars, or so much there- 
of as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to construct 
an additional building for dining room and other purposes at the 
Indian school at Santa Fe, New Mexico.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 135: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 135, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 
14, after “ Texas,” insert “, except that the Kickapoos now re- 
siding in Oklahoma may receive their shares through the United 
States Indian agent at Shawnee, Oklahoma, if they so desire; ” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 136: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 136, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 
5, after “‘ Indians,” insert “who have heretofore been or are 
now known as Indians of said tribes.” 

In lines 7 and 8 strike out “in Oklahoma.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 139: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 139. 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike 
out all after “ Nation,” in line 


Sailie, 


its 
‘7 
ti, 


Treasury of the United States to the credit of said Osage 
Nation; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 152: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 152, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 
2, after “ investigate,” insert “as to the validity of.” 

Strike out from the amendment all after “with,” in line 9, 
and insert: “such recommendation as he may deem proper.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 153: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 153, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 
2 strike out “and required; ” and the Senate agree to the same 

Amendment numbered 161: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 161, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lines 
1 and 2 strike out “laundry, six thousand dollars, to be imme- 
diately available; for;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 162: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 162, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike 


’ ” 


out “ thirty-four ’ and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 166: That the House reeede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 166, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 
7 strike out “ any.” 

In the same line, after “ balance,” insert “if any is.” 


and insert “ twenty-eight ; 


In line 14 strike out “ any ” and insert “ the. 
In line 15, after “ Indians,” insert “if any.” 

In line 39, after “ cause,” insert “and the court may con- 
sider all contracts or agreements heretofore entered into by 
said Indians with attorneys who have represented them in the 
matter of their claim.” 

In line 42 strike out “and” and insert “if any.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 


Amendment numbered 169: That the House recede from - 
1 160, ana 


, 


7; and the Senate agree to the 


Amendment numbered 148: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 143, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 
& strike out “ Jane” and insert “ Josephine.” 

In line 4 strike out “thirty” and insert “ thirty-two, Emily 
Bertrand as to the northwest quarter of section fifteen, town- 
ship six north of range one east, and the heirs of Gertrude E. 


disagreement to the amendment of the Senate num!» J, ane 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: |n line ©, 
after “ prescribe,” insert “That upon the recommendation 0! the 
Commissioner to the Five Civilized Tribes and wil! the ap- 
proval of the Secretary of the Interior any allottee in tle Indian 
Territory may be permitted to survey and plat at lis own ex 


Collisser as to the south half of section fifteen, town six north | pense for town-site purposes his allotment when tlie same * 
of range one east of the Indian meridian in Oklahoma.” located along the line of any railroad where stations «are lo 


And the Senate agree to the same. 


cated; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 177: That the House rec 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate nu red bits 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follov ivf 
the matter sought to be stricken out and add 1 tt 
italics; and the Senate agree to the same. hae" 

Amendment numbered 183: That the House recece from 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate nu re 


Amendment numbered 144: That the House recede from its from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 144, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike 
out all of said amendment and insert: 

“That any missionary society or religious organization now 
occupying, under proper authority, for religious or educational 
work among the Indians, any of the lands in the Territory of 


er in 





ee to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike 
lines 14, 15, and 16 “ however, That the consent of | 
hs of the adult male Indians to said sale is obtained: | 
d:” and the Senate agree to the same. 
ut numbered 184: That the House recede from its | 
- nt to the amendment of the Senate numbered 184, | 
» the same with an amendment as follows: 
‘and completing.” 
after “ Utah,” insert “ the limit of cost of which is | 


In line 1 | 


1 _4, and 5 strike out “ two hundred thousand dollars 
aoc ‘al year ending June thirtieth, nineteen hundred and 
; hich.” | 
ter “ dollars,” insert “ which.” 

7 ; and 8 strike out “ 





the balance of said appropriation 
{ s hereafter designated” and insert “the cost of 


A ent numbered 185: That the House recede from its 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 185. 
id ag » the same with an amendment as follows: In line | 
1¢. after “County,” insert: “Provided, however, That where 
natonte been issued prior to March third, nineteen hun- 
upon locations made prior to January first, 
| ndred and ninety-one, of mining claims within the 
1] pahgre Reservation, said patents are hereby vali- 
I nfirmed as against any claim or title of the United 

d the Senate agree to the same. 
numbered 191: That the House recede from its 
disagrees t to the amendment of the Senate numbered 191, 
nd ag » the same with an amendment as follows: Strike 
” jin line 18, down to and including the 


I'k. 
\ Senate agree to the same. | 
' 
' 


iree, 


S| De 


\ é t 


out all after “ dollars’ 
at the end of line 21, and insert: “ and juris- 
reby conferred upon the Court of Claims to hear, 
ind render final judgment in the name of Butler & 
V: (M n Butler and Josiah M. Vale), attorneys and 
counsellors at law, of the city of Washington, D. C., for the 
amount of compensation which shall be paid to the attorneys 
have performed services as counsel on behalf of said 
he prosecution of the claim of said Indians for 
said land, and in determining the amount of com- 
such services the court may consider all contracts 
s heretofore entered into by said Indians with 
S have represented them in the prosecution of said 
claim, a so all services rendered by said attorneys for said 
Indians he matter of said claim. Petition hereunder shall 
be filed i d court by the said attorneys (Butler & Vale), 
{ ‘s from the passage of this act, and the Attor- 
Gen shall appear on behalf of the defendants, and said 
given preference for immediate hearing in said 
Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized 
pay the sum of money so awarded by said court 
ttorneys (Butler & Vale) upon the rendition of 
out of the said sum herein set apart or appro- 
ted for the benefit of said Indians, and payment of said 
f | be in full compensation to all attorneys who 
services to said Indians in the matter of their 
same to be apportioned among said attorneys 
Vale as agreed among themselves: Provided, 
money is paid to any attorney having an agree- 
er & Vale as to the distribution of said fees 
ie shall execute and deliver to the Secretary 
a satisfaction and discharge of all claims and | 
rendered said Indians in the matter of | 
’ and the Senate agree to the same. 
bered 202: That the House recede from 


{ i Lis, 


. £ 
ew 


rvices 


num) its | 

ag to the amendment of the Senate numbered 202, | 

i to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike 
S6 to 94, inclusive, and insert: 

sum hecessary to carry out the provisions hereof 

the Treasury is directed to pay out of the 

LOCKED solidated fund in the Treasury of the United 


fund on the thirty-first of October, nineteen hun- 


a al mounted to $75,988.60, under the direction and 
of the Secretary of the Interior.” 
And the §$ te agree to the same. 


J. S. SHERMAN, 

CHARLES CURTIS, 

JNO. H. STEPHENS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Moses FE. CLApp, 

P. J. McCuMBER, 

Frep T. Dvusots, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
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The Clerk read the statement, 


Statement couferees on 


of 


H. R. 15331 Indian « tt 
L I] 

The House conferees on H. R. 15331 (Indian apm tion 
bill) submit the following staten } to pan < 
report thereon: 

From amendments Nos. 9, 12, 13, 14, 15, 27 0, 32 7. At. 

| 48, 51, 58, 62, 64, 66, 67, G8, 69, 70, 91, 93, 109, 113, 115, 117, 
119, 137, 138, 140, 141, 142, 146, 154, 178, 179, 180, 181, 195 
197, 203, 204, the Senate receded, leaving the bill unchar l 
matters to which said amendments relat 

The House receded from amendm« .. 2 ee, Boe a ee 
1G, 17, 20, 21, 22, 23. 24, 25. 26. 28. 29. 31. 33. 35. 39 », 42 
43, 44. 45, 47, 49, 5. 54, 55. 57. 59, GO, 61, G G&S. Ti. TZ 13, 74 
76, 78, 79, 81, 83, 85, 86, ST, S88, 89, 90, 92, 94. 97 » 100, 101 
104, 105, 107, 108, 110, 111, 112, 12 Za. 122, 124 2 126, 
127, 128, 129, 120, 131, 132, 133, 134, 148, 149, 150, 1: 15t 
156, 157, 158, 159, 160, 163, 164, 1 167, 16 i71, 182, 186 
187, 188, 189, 190, 192, 193, 194. 196, 198, 199, 200, 201, and 
from amendments Nos. 3, 11, 18, 19, 34, 36, 38, 46, 50, 52, 
06, 75, T7, 80, 82, 84, 95, 96, 98, 102, 103, 106, 114, 116, 118, 12 
135, 1386, 139, 143, 144, 145, 147, 152, 153, 161, 162, 1¢ 169 
170, 172, 173, 174, 175, 176, 177, 183, 184, 185, 191, 202 t 
amendments. 

Amendments 4, 5, 6, 7, 21, 28, 40, 41, 43, 44, 53, 83, 105, 134, 
168, are all either correction of minor erro: phrase Y l 
changes which in no case change the amount appropriated or 
the intent of the provision. 

Amendments 1 and 2 relate to furnishing rations to pupils 
non-Government schools. The amendment which the Sen: 
adopted and is hereby approved does not change the intent of 


the House provision. 

Amendment No. 8 extends for one 
to be made by the purchasers of « 
nesota. 

Amendment No. 10 amends the act of 1887, the allotment a 


year the date 
tain Indian 


of payments 
lands in Min- 


l ct, 
by making the lands allotted under its provisions exempt from 
liability for debts contracted prior to issuance of patents. 
Amendment No. 11 exempts from liability for debts con- 
tracted during the trust period or duri minority any trust 





funds of Indians. 
Amendments Nos. 16 and 17 increase by $15,000 the amou 
appropriated by the House to suppress the liquor trafiic, and 


< AAA 

provides that such increase shall be used in the Indian Ter 
ritory. 

Amendment No. 18 inereases the general appropriation for 
construction, repair, etc., of schools from $415,000 to $450,000 

Amendment No. 19 is a change of total made necessary by 
amendment No. 18. 

Amendment No. 20 provides that of the fund ay priated 


for the transportation of pupils not over $5,000 may be used 
in placing pupils in positions of remunerative employ: 
cluding Alaska Indians. 


Amendments Nos. 22, 23, 24, 25, 29, 107, and 111 togeth 
the sums appropriated for advertising for bids, inspe 
transportation of goods and maintenance of warehouses at N 
York, Chicago, Omaha, St. Louis, and San Fran , 
Amendment No. 26 amends the railroad right-of-way 
that ground may be acquired to the extent of 2 “eet vidt 
and 3,000 feet in length (instead of 100 by 2,090 
for station buildings, depots, shops, side tra 
Amendment No. 31 appropriates $100,000 p 
water rights, construct ditches for irrigation, con 
| ings, ete., for California Indians 
Amendment No. 33 permits Nez Perce Indians in Idaho to 
lease lands subject to the approval of the Commission f I 
dian Affairs. 
Amendment No. 34 appropriates $25,000 omplete th 
vey of the Fort Hall and Fort Lemhi Indian Reservat s in 
Idaho, and to examine, survey, and report upon an irrigation 
system. 
Amendment No. 35 provides that there shall be prepared a 
schedule of the Lemhi Reservation improved lands to be aban- 


doned, with a description of the improvements and the names of 


the occupants before the lands are opened for entry. 


Amendment No. 86 provides for the opening of the 
d’Alene Reservation in Idaho and the allotment in s« 


to the Indians, and the disposal of the surplus of the proceeds 
of the sales to be placed in the Treasury to the credit of said 
Indians after repaying to the United States $15,000, which 
appropriated to meet the 
allotting, ete. 

Amendment No. 38 reserves of unallotted lands 


necessary expenses of appraising 


of the Choe- 





83.30) 


and Chickasaw tribes one acre for the use of each church 
ively for Choctaw and Chickasaw freedmen, 
29 includes within the segregated coal lands | 
w and Chickasaw nations land it was supposed 
i and upon which the lessee of an approved lease | 
la large sum of money. 
No. provides that a necessary portion of the 
for the removal of restrictions on alienation in 
zed Tribes may be used for clerical work in the 
n Bureau at Washington. 
ndment No. 45 increases by $50,000 the appropriation for 
ools in the Indian Territory. 
ulment No. 46 authorizes the Court of Claims to hear and 
the claim of the attorneys in the case involving the 
of the intermarried whites among the Cherokee Indians 
yinent for services and fixes $60,000 as the maximum 
it to be allowed. 


1ment 


“TUSIVE 


nt No. 


ha } 
1s SCi 


mInNuUAaNn 
| Tribes the restriction against using the same for the 
f Commission. 
No. 49 authorizes the Commissioner to the Five 
to add certain names to the final rolls of the 
ickasaw, and Cherokee tribes. 
it No. 50 provides for publication of the final rolls 
ve Civilized Tribes, and makes it unlawful to improp- 
said 1 
ent No. 52 


olls, 
provides tbat Mississippi Choctaws who 
to the Territory prior to March 4, 1906, shall not be 


. 1 
Lili) i 
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<criminated against in enrollinent. 
Amendment 
his discretion, 


in to set aside certain lands for a certain orphan 


=v lum. 
Amendment No. 55: 
it has 


Ay 


already been made iaw by the so-called “ Curtis Act.” 
ndment No. 56 repeals so much of the Curtis Act as pro- 
that nothing therein should be construed so as to limit 
rm of filing an application for enrollment when the time 

herefor has been fixed by agreement. 
No. 57 provides that section 15 of the 
until the dissolution of the tribal governments. 
ents Nos. 59, 60, 
respectively, 


iment 


Wilberton, Bartlesville, and Tulsa. 
No. 68 make 
judicial district of the Indian Territory. 

No. Ti authorizes a Quapaw allottee to alienate 


southern 


1\dment 


ty of the Interior may prescribe. 

ndment No. 72 authorizes the Court of Claims to hear and 

ine the claim of Joseph P. T. Fish to be enrolled and 
“las a Shawnee Cherokee. 

ndment No. 78 authorizes the payment, out of the Creek 
, of 
» satisfaction of the Secretary of the Interior that he was a 
aser of said warrant for 


ment No. 


m7 A 

it 
} , 
i ll 


casury, to the party entitled thereto, of a certain 
id tribe. 

i> prohibits a smployee of the Five 
‘s Commission to practice as agent or attorney be- 


mmission within two years of his severance from 


il 


iment No. former 
Tril 
ac 
=e ‘Vi e 
Amendment No. 76 authorizes the Secretary of the Interior to 
e the publication of the Cherokee paper at Tahlequah, 
nav for out of Cherokee funds. 
No. 77 permits the heirs of one Pitchlynn to pros- 
irt of Claims a claim for services against the 


‘ 


same 


78 authorizes the Red River Bridge Com- | 


certain land necessary for the transaction of 
ma Chicka citizen. 

No. 79, 80, and 81 remove the restrictions upon 
certain Indians. 

S82 authorizes the issuance of fee-simple 
Indian allottees named in the amendment. 
ment No. 84 authorizes the Secretary of the Interior 
examination the character, extent, and yalue 
0% on the lands 
Indians, and to report thereon to Congress, and to pay the cost 
thereof out Indians’ funds. 

Amendment 
the 


aw 


endment No. 
s to certain 
Arpend 


to make 


the coal deposits 


al into 


of said 


insane in the Indian Territory. 


No. 54 authorizes the Secretary of the Interior, | 


The House recedes from this provision, | 


$901.23. 


| 1893, and March 2, 
Curtis | 
nded so that the provision as to conveyances shall not 


Duncan an additional court town | 


| therein named of $2,091.92 for supples furnished to the Ind 
| who did logging on the Red Lake Reservation, paym 
a warrant to C. W. Turner, on condition that he prove | 


authorizes the payment, out of Chickasaw | 


| to a drainage survey of the unsold Chippewa swamp 
| the lands of the 


| allotments on the White Earth Reservation, wholly 
| bloods, and subject to the approval of the Secretary 
| terior as to full bloods. 


of the Choctaw and Chickasaw 





No. 85 is an appropriation of $85,000 to care for | 


JUNE 12. 


Amendment No. 86 increases by $10,000 the appropriation fo, 
Haskell Institute, Kansas; and 

Amendment No. 87 is simply to change the total made 
sary by amendment 86. 

Amendment No. 88 authorizes the Secretary of the Interioy 
to sell and convey, under such rules and regulations as he may 
prescribe, the tract of land located in Kansas City, Kans, po. 
served for a public burial ground under a treaty with the 
Wyandotte tribe of Indians, and confers authority upon tho 
Secretary to provide for the removal of the remains of per- 
sons interred in said burial ground and their reinterment jy 
the Wyandotte Cemetery at Quindaro, Kans.; also to purchase 
and put in place appropriate monuments over the remains cp 
interred, and for the disposition of the funds accruing fro, 
the sale. j 

Amendment No. 89 authorizes the Secretary of the Interior. 


heces.- 


| in his discretion, to issue fee-simple patents to the members of 
No. 47 strikes out of the provision appropriating | 
>» of the work of the Commission to the Five | 


the Sac and Fox of Missouri tribe of Indians. 

Amendment No. 90 provides for the allotment of the surpiys 
unallotted lands of the Sac and Fox of Missouri to be allotted 
to members of that tribe as provided in the amendment, ang 
that issues of patents following the allotments shall be in foo 
simple. 

Amendment No. 
patents to certain 

Amendment No. 


92 adds to a provision for the issuance of 
Indians the name of one more Indian. 

94 increases by $2,000 the appropriation for 
installing a water system at the Pipestone School, Minnesota. 

Amendment No. 95 is a change in total made necessary py 
the adoption of amendment No. 94. , 

Amendment No. 96 provides for paying to Martha A. Allen, 
widow of Hiram W. Allen, late additional farmer at the Red 
Lake Indian Reservation, Minnesota, the salary due him for the 
third quarter of 1885, $197.50. 

Amendment No. 97 directs payment to the heirs of Thomas 
2 Blane, Sioux scout, the sum alleged to be due said heirs, 
Le Blane was not enrolled for payment under the 
act of March 3, 1891, to the scouts and soldiers, but was en- 
rolled for the next two payments under the acts of March 8, 
1895. The first payment was $901.23 per 
eapita, which would have been paid to him had not the appro- 
priation been exhausted before his name was enrolled for the 


| two payments. 
and 61 create new judicial districts | 
dian Territory, and make the court towns of said dis- | 


Amendment No. 98 removes restrictions upon the alienation of 
allotments of two Indians therein named. 

Amendment No. 99 appropriates for the payment to persons 
therein named the amount of claims for advertising for th 
Indians, with a provision that the money be paid out of tl 


| funds. 
on of his allotment, subject to such regulations as the | 


Amendment No. 100 provides for the payment to the perso 
therein named of $2,200 for work he performed under proper 
contract in the surveying of Chippewa lands. 

Amendment No. 101 provides for the payment to the party 


nt to he 
made only after satisfactory approval of the justice thereof i 


presented to the Secretary of the Interior. 
value and is an innocent holder | 


Amendment No. 102 authorizes the sale of the down timber, 
both merchantable and unmerchantable, on 10 sections of lan 
within the Chippewa Reservation in the State of Minnesota 

Amendment No. 103 provides for the setting aside of Cooper 
Island, in Cass Lake, Minnesota, to the State of Minnesota, | 
be used for public park purposes, and the amendment to 
amendment provides for the payment by the State to the [- 


l " 
rrop 


dians interested the amount of compensation that they a¢ 


| upon between the State and the Secretary of the Interior 02 
| behalf of the Indians. 


Amendment No. 104 extends the provision of the Dill rel ting 
lands i) 
ted Lake Reservation, the sale of which \ 
authorized by the act of February 29, 1904, and wh 
unsold. 

Amendment No. 106 removes restrictions as to 4 


‘h are stl 


lienation of 
mixed 
of the I 


As TO 


e20.000 for 


Amendment No. 108 makes an appropriation of 
assistance to the Indians on the Northern Cheyenne Reseryato!, 


| Mont. 


Amendment No. 110 adds to the act providing for the surve) 
and allotment of lands within the limits of the Flathead i = 
vation in Montana a provision for setting aside town sites, ¢™ 
and sets aside and reserves certain springs thereon, and mak 
provision for the use of water by the Indians, and makes an a 
propriation of $15,000 to meet the expenses of the survey, o 

Amendment No. 112 provides for the payment to the Santee 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


nd the Ponca Indians of Nebraska their share in the per- 


Sioux fund, appropriated under the act of March 2, 


iment No. 114 adds further names of allottees to those 
‘ee simple patents should be granted. 


iment No. 116 is the same as amendment No. 114. 


nent No. 118 authorizes the Secretary, in his disere- 


crant a fee patent to a Santee Sioux allottee. 


rent No. 120 removes the restrictions upon alienation 
n Santee Sioux allottee. 
ient No. 121 authorizes the Secretary of the Interior 
t for the use of the Walker River Indians in Nevada 
iber lands as are reasonably required for fuel and 
its before the balance of the lands are disposed of. 
nt No. 122 makes a small appropriation ($70) 
. from the State of Nevada a small portion of an al- 
de to a Pahute Indian, which, through error, cov- 
which was not within the Indian reservation. 
nent No. 123 appropriates $15,000 for the construction 
nal building for the Santa Fe School in New Mexico. 
nts Nos. 124, 125, 126, 127, 128, and 129 make appro- 
the new school at Wahpeton, which will be com- 
sre the end of this fiscal year. 
ment No. 130 provides that a portion of an abandoned 
reservation in the State of North Dakota may be re- 
) the public domain, and provides that, in the discretion 
‘etary of the Interior, the land shall be reserved from 
twelve months, during which time it may be allotted 
vrs of the Chippewa band of Indians. 
t No. 131 makes provision and appropriation for 
water for the Indian school at Bismarck, N. Dak. 
nt No. 132 authorizes three Devils Lake Sioux to 
ir allotments, subject to the approval of the Sec- 
interior. 
No. 133 adds $500 to the appropriation for sup- 
ilization of the Kansas Indians in Oklahoma. 
t No. 135 appropriates $40,000 to pay the Mexican 


ottees who elected to leave in the Treasury their | 


funds provided for in the act of March 38, 1893, and 
inner for the disposal of such fund. 

t No. 136 removes the restrictions on alienation of 
1 or otherwise, of the Kickapoo Indians, and those 

: who affiliate with them. 


No. 139 authorizes the boundary line between the | 


n and the 'Territory of Oklahoma. 
t No. 143 removes the restrictions on alienation of 
whee allottee. 
No. 144 makes provision for the occupancy by re- 
s of lands within the Kiowa, Comanche, Apache, 


reservations in Oklahoma and provides in what 
eties may acquire fee simple title to lands for 
No. 145 authorizes the Secretary of the Interior, 





to issue fee patents to certain Indians therein 


No. 147 permits claimants Vann and Adair to 
he Court of Claims their claim against the Osage 
rvices alleged to have been rendered for said In 
No 


148 appropriates $6,155.22 to pay one Bailey 





ed upon between him and the Chippewa Nation 

of compensation for ,certain services rendered 
No. 149 increases the amount of eredit a licensed 

ige Reservation may give an Osage Indian from 
\ 


0. 150 appropriates to pay the Klamath Indians 
from them under an agreement heretofore en- 
n them and the United States, the of 
f a defective survey, was not properly ascer- 


amount 


151 author 
the Kl 


n for 


izes the Secretary of the Interior 
math Indians lands within the borders 
certain lands witl the reservation. 
152 authorizes the Secret: ry of the Interior 
| report as to the validity of the claims of cer 
ians, and report thereon witha recommenda- 


ut 


N 4™e 


} 


and eattle owners to cross the Omahtilla Indian 
r such regulations as he may prescribe. 

‘0. 156 increases by $11,000 the amount appro- 

llandreau school, and provides that this amount 
the construction of an industrial building. 


> authorizes the Secretary of the Interior 


Amendment No. 157 provides that an appropriation of 
for a new silo shall be used also for the equipment there 
Amendment No. 158 is a change of total 


tal made nec 





amendment No. 156. 

Amendment No. 159 provides $8,650 for the purchase of 
acres of land for the Rapid City school, in § 1 Dakota. 

Amendment No. 160 is a ¢ ze of total made necess 
amendment No. 159. 

Amendment No. 161 appropriates $3,500 for a water s 
at the asylum at Canton, S. Dak. 

Amendment No. 162 makes the necessary change in the 
appropriation, 

Amendment No. 163 appropriates $5,000 for sinkin 
tesian well for the benefit of the Indians on the Yankton R 


vation, S. Dak. 

Amendment No. 164 increases by 
elerical work in connection with the survev of 
Reservation, and amendment No. 165 enlarge 
work. 

Amendment No. 166 grants jurisdiction to the 
Claims to hear and determine and render judgment there 
the claim of the attorneys for services rendered the § 
and Wahpeton band of Sioux Indians. 


$1,000 


the Pi 


hea t o tat y 
the appropti tio 


Cour 


if 


ne Ridge 


ses the scope of 


Amendment No. 167 directs that the Secretary of the 


ury allow to the administrator of a former school si 
tendent at Yankton credit for $475.63 in the settlement « 
account. 

Amendment No. 169 authorizes the Secretary of the I 
in his discretion, to authorize Indian allottees to sell th 
lotments for town-site purposes. 

Amendment No. 170 authorizes the Secretary of the | 
to investigate certain allotments made to certain Ind 
the Yankton Reservation, and in his discretion 
lands covered thereby. 

Amendment No. 171 removes the restrictions upon the 
tion of the allotments of Angeline Duguis. 

Amendments Nos. 174, 175, 176, and 
the Secretary of the Interior, in his discretion, 


to rei 


-o — 


| ay iv, 177 aut! 


to ik 


S351 


- } 
y by 

100 
y by 
stem 
total 


ir 


the 
t of 
ri 

S on 


the 


1s 
ailen 


Or ls 


‘ 


1¢é 


d- 


Amendment No. 183 authorizes the Secretary of the Interior 


| patents to certain Indians. 











,i- 


in his discretion, to sell 160 acres of land occupied by t! 
Shebit Indians in Utzh. 

Amendment No. 184 provides for the commencement of t 
irrigating system on the Uncompahgre Reservation in Ut 
provide for irrigating the land of the Indians who : 

| thereon. It limits the cost of said work to $600,000, 1 
| propriates $125,000 for the next fiscal year. 

Amendment No. 185 is intended to bring within the provi 
sions of the act described therein nine allotments wh 
cause of their record in another county, w not inch 1 
the: original act. 

Amendment No. 186 permits the Secretary of the Int 
authorize the cutting of timber on the Uintah Reser 
the benefit of the Indians. 

Amendment No. 187 appropriates $5,000 for the | 
land and sheep for the Piute Indians 

Amendment No. 188 appropriates $10,500 for the su] t 

| civilization of the Kiabeb Indians, Utah. 

Amendment No. 189 authorizes the Secretary of the lu 
in his discretion, to sell « n ] ls of the Pu 
not now needed for school purposes. ~— 

Amendment No. 190 authorizes the Secretary of t! 
in his discretion, to sell certain wage on tl l 
dian Reservation. 

Amendment No. 191 ratifies an agreement 
ago with the Colville Indians for the 3s I 
half of their reservation, and appropriates 5 , 
ment therefor. 

Amendment No. 192 es the S« ‘ n | 
tion, to isue fee patents nhl ! 

Amendment No. 193 removes the restrictions upon 
from a certain Swinomish allottee. 

Amendment No. 194 removes the restrictions upo! 
alienation of Lizzie Peon, Colville allottee. 

Amendment No. 196 authorizes the S 

|} patent to a certain Yakima Indian 

Amendment No. 197. From th mit 

cedes with an amendment. The e t of S 

| the bill the provision authorizing the Sect of t 
| in his discretion, to issue fee-simple patents to 
viduals named, and the Senate amendimen ‘ 

Amendment No. 198 adds tl name « ! 
from whom the restriction of alienation 

Amendment No. 199 makes vision for ing for ] 


the appeal book for a certain Chipp« 


a 





largely on the 


‘ence 


‘ 
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200 makes provision for the relief of certain The message also announced that the Senate had 
wh hs 


( 


OL aut 


oie in 


fo. 
LOL 


the Muns 


' 
the 


ve their homes in the village 
tain title to the Jand. 

horizes the dedication of 40 acres 
lian Reservation for cemetery ] 
timber thereon. 


2 provides for the allotment of the bala 


I 
of 


: of 


ur- 


nce 


and Stockbridge Indians in Wis- 

further provision for the purchase, with pay 
nut of their funds in trust in the Treasury, of 
to make the several allotments equal. 


J. S. SHERMAN, 
CHARLES CURTIS, 
Jno. H. STEPHENS, 


Managers on the part of the House. 


SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the 


report 


» SPEAKE! 


. pro tempore. The gentleman from New Y 


adoption of the conference report. 
ion was taken; and the report was agreed to. 
Mr. SHERMAN, & motion to reconsider the last 


n of 


is laid o1 


rel 


*. GILLETT 
D ‘ li y « 


¢ ice, 
ie SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks 
nt that the House disagree to the Senate amend- 


nous Cons¢e 


1 the table. 


DISTRICT 


APPROPRIATION BILL. 


of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, the bill (H 
ppropriations to provide for the expenses of 


the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ¢ 


7, and for other purposes, has come from 
1e 300 amendments. I ask unanimous consent 
» disagree to the Senate amendments and ask for 


ork 


; 
the 
ond- 
the 


s to the District of Columbia appropriation bill and ask 


GILLETT 


Sil) 


I 


» SPEAKER. 


bears 


( 


NDERWOOD. 


i¢ 


si 


w legislat 


whom 


ERWOOD. 


ly 


the wat 


fo not 


lis 


ILLETT of 


Ve 


sage Il 


Is there objection? 


Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to 


ob- 


to ask the gentleman from Massachusetts as 


is any n 


v legislation put in this bill by 


and if so, to specify what it is. 


Massachusetts. I have looked through 


the 


the 


ave not noticed any new legislation, and 


absolutely state that there is none—yes, I | 
meters put in by the Senate is new legi 


1 


sla- 


think there is anything of what is ordinarily 


ion in the bill, other than that. 
The difference between the two Houses 
umount of appropriation? 


of Massachusetts. Almost entirely. 


and the 


1, and the 
ie Clerk wili report. 


“ad as follows: 


Ma 


in the Sena 


» 


Is there objection? [After a pause.] " 


amendments are disagreed to an 
Chair appoints the following « 


etts, Mr. GARDNER of Michigan, and 


FROM THE SENATE. 


nounced that the Senate had agreed to the report 


e 
1 


— 
conferene 


cet for the 1 


+ 


’ Tighe 
A I Lif 


s of the Senate to the bill (H. 


rhe 
da 


‘on- 


Mr. 


te, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading 
of | 


on the disagreeing votes of the two 


R. 


; for the current and contingent 
partment, for fulfilling treaty stipula- 


ibes, and for other purposes, 


30, 1907. 


for 


| that the Senate had passed with 
‘ing titles; in which the concur- 


ntatives was requested: 

ing for the subdivision of la 
ct, and for other purposes ; 
an act entitled “An act to ] 
sealer and assistant sealer 


nds 


ro- 


of 


trict of Columbia, and for other 


id 


additional collection dis- 


late had passed w 


* nnrnoses 
v es. 


v\ ly yer? 
cruptey act. | 


ith- 


Senate had passed bills 


oncurrence of the House 


d : 
tablishment of a fish-cultural 
and 
lief of John P. Hunter, 


sta- 


if 
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4 ay 


agreed t 
the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill . 
1576) to quitclaim all the interest of the United Stat, of 
America in and to a certain lot of land lying in the District of 
Columbia and State of Maryland to heirs of John C. Rives, de. 
ceased. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with. 
out amendment bilis and joint resolution of the following tit|os. 

H. R. 17510. An act to provide for a reconnoissance and pyro. 
liminary survey of a land route for a mail and pack trail fro ) 
the navigable waters of the Tanana River to the Seward Pep; 
sula, in Alaska, and for other purposes ; 

H. R. 17663. An act to extend the provisions of the act of 
March 3, 1901, to officers of the Navy and Marine Corps aq 
vanced at any time under the provisions of sections 1506 anq 
1605 for eminent and conspicuous conduct in battle; 

H. J. Res. 172. Joint resolution to supply a deficiency jn 
appropriation for the postal service; and 

H. R. 19150. An act to change and.fix the time for holding the 
circuit and district courts of the United States for the y 
district of Tennessee, in the southern division of the e: 
district of Tennessee at Chattanooga, and the northeastern 
sion of the eastern district of Tennessee at Greeneville, an: 
other purposes. 


(S, 


Lis 


an 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following 
titles were taken from the Speaker's table and referred to their 
appropriate committees as indicated below: 

S$. 3020. An act for the relief of John P. Hunter—+t 
Committee on Claims. 

8.5986. An act for the establishment of a fish-cultural 
tion in the State of Florida—to the Committee on Mer 
Marine and Fisheries. 

ELIZA SWORDS. 

Mr. CHANEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the con- 
ference report in the case of the bill H. R. 1160, and adopt 
the same. 

The conference report and statement are as follows: 


CONFERENCE REPORT. 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing vot: 
two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the bill 
1160) granting an increase of pension to Eliza Swords, 
met, after full and free conference have agreed to reco: 
and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendment. 

W. A. CALDERHEAD, 

JOHN C. CHANEY, 

LINCOLN DIXxon, 
Managers on the part of th 

P. J. McCuMBEr, 

N. B. Scott, 

JAS. P. TALIAF! 
Managers on the part of thi 

STATEMENT OF MANAGERS ON THE PART OF THE HO 

The managers on the part of the House at the « 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the a: 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1160) granting an inc 
sion to Eliza Swords, submit the following statem« 
nation of the action agreed upon and recomn« 
conference report: 

This bill passed the House at $32 a month and wa 
in the Senate to $20 a month. The Senate reced 
amendment. 

W. A. CALDERH 
JOHN C. CHAN 
LINCOLN DIX 
Managers on the part of t! 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to 
ence report. 

The question was taken; and the conferen 
agreed to. 

. HARRIET P. SANDERS. 

Mr. CHANEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up th 
ence report in the case of Harriet P. Sanders (H. [i 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the state 
read in lieu of the report. os 

The conference report and statement are as fol0\ 


CONFERENCE REPORT. 
The committee of conference on the disagreeing rs 
two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the | 


ates of the 
1) (i. BR. 








1906. 








ggi2) granting a pension to Hariet P. Sanders having met, after 
full and free conference, have agreed to recommend and do 
nd to their respective Houses as follows: 


“That the House recede from its disagreement to the Senate 
amendment and accept the same, and that the bill be amended 
as follows: ; 4 _ - : ‘ 

in line 6 strike out the word “Hariet” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ Harriet.” 


tend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to 
Harriet P. Sanders.” 
SAMUEL W. SMITH, 
CHARLES E. FULLER, 
JNO. A. KELIHER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
P. J. MCCUMBER, 
N. B. Scort, 
JAS. P. TALIAFERRO, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


» st 


atement was read, as follows: 
OF MANAGERS ON PART OF THE HOUSE. 
anagers on the part of the House at the conference on 
cyeeing votes of the two Houses on the amendment of 
ate to the bill (H. R. 9813) granting a pension to Hariet 
ders submit the following statement in explanation of the 
screed upon and recommended in the conference report: 
passed the House at $380 a month and was amended 
Senate to $40 a month. The Houses receded from its 
licngreement to the Senate amendment and accept the same, 


STATEMENT 









1 the 
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and the letter ‘ r” is inserted in the name “ Hariet,” so that the | 
ame will read “* Harriet.” 
SAML. W. SMITH, 
CHARLES FE. FULLER, 
JNo. A. KELIHER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the confer- 
ence rep) rt. 
The question was taken; and the conference report was 


agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. CHANEY, a motion to reconsider the votes 
SUNDRY CIVIL BILL. 

- TAWNEY. 


tself 
ik i 


Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
to Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 19844) 
appropriation for sundry civil expenses of the Govern- 

the fiscal year ending June 380, 1907, and for other 


otion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 


Whole House on the state of the Union for the further consid- 
eration of the bill H. R. 19844—the sundry civil appropriation 


l—with Mr. Watson in the chair. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
Mr. TAWNEY. 
g of this I will say that I asked unanimous consent yesterday 
to Pass over the item in respect to the payment of salaries of 
s and receivers of the Land Office, and also the items 
the Geological Survey. I give notice now that I will return 


se 1Te] 


registrar 


mediately preceding the Department of Justice. The gen- 


Ueman from Alabama, with whom I spoke about this before, 
to that. We will continue until we get to the Depart- 
“an of Justice, and then return to the items referred to. 
MT 





Mr. Chairman, before commencing the read- 


Ss as soon as we complete reading that part of the | 


to these ‘rs, and I do not know whether we can pass them 
WwW or ] 
Mr. TAWNEY. The unanimous consent on yesterday did not 
‘tate What time we would take them up. I would like to finish | 
aaa id of these few paragraphs before going back. That 


a ng Us to the Department of Justice, and then we will 
mike the i) in the regular order. 

‘DERWOOD. Then it is understood that we will take 
as soon as we reach the Soldiers’ Home, which 





‘t recedes the Department of Justice. 
rhe Clerk read as follows: 


: National Military Park: For continuing the work of 
tion Vicksburg National Military Park; for the compensa- 
oe ivilan commissioners and the secretary and historian; 
other services, labor, iron gun carriages, the mounting 
ionuments, markers, and. historical tablets giving his- 
mpiled without praise and without censure; maps and 

, bridges, restoration of earthworks, purchase of land, 


—d523 





| percolates through tbe loam, the sand washes out, and 
which the conference reports were agreed to was laid on the | 


| for $100,000 for the purpose of completing this 
- UNDERWOOD. Unanimous consent was asked to return | 
1 


Sededed 


purchase and transportation of supplies and materials, and other 
necessary expenses, $70,000. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
word “seventy,” on page 120, in line 14, and insert “one hun- 
dred;” and, in explanation of that motion, I desire to read 


the following letter from the Secretary of War. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 120, line 14, strike out 
dred;”’ so as to read “ one hundred 


first amend- 


“seventy ’’ and insert “ one 


hun- 
thousand dollars.” 












Mr. WILLIAMS. I ask the attention of the chairman of 
the committee, and I think the amendment will be adopted. 
The letter is as follows: 

WarR DEPARTMENT 
Washington, June 4, 1906. 

My Dear Mr. WILLIAMS: The estimate of the amount of appropria 
tion needed for the next fiscal year as originally submitted by the 
Vicksburg National Military Park Commission was for $100,000. This 
was reduced by the Assistant Secretary of War to $70,000, which is 
$5,000 less than the amount appropr d for the present fiscal year 

The Park Commission have made several very earnest requests that 
the appropriation be made $100,000, instead of $70,000 The extra 
$30,000 they want for metaling the park roadways. It has been neces 
sary in the establishment of the field to open up and grade practically 
all of the 26 miles of roadway in the park, so that positions could be 
determined and defined, and monuments, memorials, tablet i 
markers erected. Owing to the peculiar character of the soil or t 
field, as you know, great damage is done by the heavy rains to 
roads in the preliminary stages of their constructions—that i 


they are graded and before they are metaled. 
Mr. Chairman, in this connection I want to say there is a 
peculiar conformation, running down to the river at Vicksburg, 


of little mountains, you might call them, without any rock. 
It is a bluff formation. Down about Vicksburg it is called 
“Walnut Ridge.” It is the formation that runs into the Mis- 
sissippi River at Memphis, where it is called “The Bluffs; 


and farther down, at Vicksburg, and farther still, at Natchez, 
and then down to Baton Rouge, La., the river Mississippi jut 
ting in and trying to break through at each place. It is almost 
unlike anything in this country, and a geologist once told me 
that the only formation like it that he knew is in China. It is 
a yellow loam, underlaid by gravel and orange sand. And if it 
is used to make a roadway, and is not metaled, so that the water 
the 
whole thing caves and sloughs. is 
referring to. He says further: 


It is therefore of the first importance to have as much metal 


ling done 
ma 


That is what the Secretary 








each year as possible. Before the metaling is done the st of n 
tenance is very large; after the metaling it is insignificant At e 
rate at which we are proceeding now with the limited appr l 
it is estimated it will take five or six years to complete this road work 
It will undoubtedly be economical in the end to the Government to 
appropriate $100,000 instead of $70,000. These facts were pr¢ ted 
to the subcommittee of the Appropriations Committee on tli iry 
civil bill by Mr. Scofield, chief clerk of the War Department 
much as the estimate submitted by the Department was for $70,000, 
they have not seen fit to make the increase requested, and the is 
reported carries the appropriation of $70,000. 
As the park is in your district, I lay these facts before you for such 


action as you may see fit to take. 


Very truly, yours, Wa. H. Ta 
Secretary of War 
Hon. JOHN SHARP WILLIAMS, 
House of Representatives, 

The Assistant Secretary who reduced the estimate did not 
understand the geological conformation. I express the |! : 
Mr. Chairman, that my friend from Minnesota will accept the 
amendment I offer. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I have no objection to 
amendment. I want to say, though, that the Department i 
submitting their estimate for this work, submitted an ¢ 
for only $70,000. If the Department had submi I 





WOrk, ¢ 


nection with the work, the committee undoubtedly would have 
followed the judgment of the Department; but the Departinent 
| having estimated for only $70,000, the committee did not feel 
justified in allowing more. It is true Mr. Schofield did suggest, 
when before the committee, that more money could be expended, 
but there was no direct recommendation in respect to i L a 
cept the amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend 


ment offered by the gentleman from Mississippi. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Publication of records of the Philippine insurrection : 
Secretary of War to print the records of the Philippine insu tion, 
$15,000. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I make the point of order on the proy 
just read—that it is new legislation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman makes the point of order 
on page 121, to lines 22 to 25. 


To ena 


i t 
ision 
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Mr. Chairman, I will say, in explanation ot | Mr. BOWERSOCK. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
, that tl for the publication of records which | 
rnment now has, and under previous authority has col- | 
It is merely | 


se of publication. 
this work, in order to make the information 
generally useful, so that people may have the 
vhat the records contain. This does not in- 

heri information or records. It 


irranged for the purp 
tion of 
and n 


heringe anv 
Hnerihg any 


» publication of that which has been col- | 


compiled under previous authority, and is | . oan ee 
: I | for the reason that it is not only new legislation, but { 


| not germane, and that it comes too late to be extend 


iat work to completion. 
CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like to ask the gentle- 
‘ the aut 
ntinuation. 


authorization, 


ther or not it is a ec 
irTAW NEY. 
l avy 


rs pertaining 


Mr. Chairman, is 
y which the War Department has in respect 
to the Philippine Islands. One of the 
the Insular Division of the War Department is col- 
i r and arranging the records of the Philippine 
ne of my colleagues on the committee says, 


rhe ( nly 


the same as that which authorized the cap- | 
of these papers were captured at the 
are in . 
of law, and have been classified | read the amendment again. 


M iny 
tinaldo was captured. 
authority 


The records 


publication. 

I will ask the gentleman if these records are 

1 English or in Spanish? 

Che publication will be in English. 
Does the Chair desire to hear 


ished it 
rAWNEY. 
WILLIAMS. from the 

‘HAIRMAN. Not on the point of order, unless the gen- 
an desires to be heard. 

Mir. WILLIAMS. I do not desire to be heard perfunctorily. 
Does the Chair have the slightest doubt that the point of or- 
der is well taken? 

Phe CHAIRMAN. 
order is well taken. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. That is what I thought. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


In the opinion of the Chair the point of 


g the same objects specified under this head for 
6,000. 
0. 


I desire to offer an amendment. 


Mr. OTJEN. 
‘lerk read as follows: 


The ¢ 


after line 3, insert: 


iarters, $7,500.” 


rs’ g 
WNEY. Mr. 
the amendment. 
CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
int of order against the amendment. 
rAWNEY. On the ground that it is not authorized by 
dis new legislatic 
OTJEN. I ¢ ir » make a short statement. 
TAWNBEY. rj rve the peint of order, so that the 
yon i statems 


oard of M: 


Chairman, I make the point of order 


makes 


Minnesota 


a 


mt 


‘ 
t 


B 
mmended this sum be appropriated for the erection of | 
‘ for one of the officers of the Home, one who is now 


OTJEN. The 


outside of The 
ne writes me that thi 
J ? 


to be granted. I was in hopes that the chairman having 


eside the grounds. manager of 


bill in charge would not make a point of order against this | 
to consent that it go in the} 


ndment and would be willing 
Mr. TAWNEY. 
hat the estimate submitted for this was $7,500. 
mpanied by any 


It was not 


the estimate or 
nstruction of a house such as is contemplated. I 
r, one of the facts that influenced the commit- 
thi was that it was for quarters for 
ymimissary of a man receiving only $1,600 a 
it is proposed to build a house costing $7,500 for a 
There ‘e only 
n afford ury of that kind. 
out of proportion to the man’s position, and for 
eason thought the matter should go over until the 
furnish the ¢ detailed information regarding the 
the building. I insist upon the point of order. 
STAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 


das follows: 


S estimate 


subsistence, 
51,600 man. 
geth 


ymmittee 


} 
i 


ICTR Lela 


| iowing: “Provided, 
| under 


‘ization for the collection of this record, to 


| mit 


| it would be legitimate to appropriate for shall not be the bene- 
| ficiary of any part of the appropriation made, and it would he 
| a proper limitation upon the appropriation. 


| sistance of State Soldiers’ Homes, to the 
| the appropriation should be paid to any 
| until its rules and regulations with respect to the question of 
| pensions should be made to conform to the rules and regula- 
| tions prescribed in a certain Federal statute; also that no part 


s item is very necessary, and it | 


I will say to the gentleman from Wisconsin | 


detailed statement from which the com- | 
» could form an intelligent judgment as to the reasonable- | 
ether or not the amount was neces- | 


a very few Members of Congress | 
The committee thought | 


| It seems to me that there can be no question abou 
| of order. 
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, the amen 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

On 134, in line 15, after the word “dollars,” insert + 
That this appropriation shall be avail: 
the condition that no bar or canteen shall be maintained 
Homes for the sale of beer, wine, or other intoxicating liquors 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of o; 
that provision. 

Mr. STAFFORD. 


page 


Mr. Chairman, I make the point « 


prior provisions that have been passed. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, upon the questi 
whether the amendment changes existing law I desir 
a few authorities. I have not read the amendment. 
know what it contains by having heard it read by tl 
I understand it to provide that no part of the appropri 
the support of National Soldiers’ Homes shall be pa 
branch institution in which a bar is maintained for t! 
intoxicating liquors. I understand that to be the su! 
the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the ¢ 

The amendment was again reported. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I think the amendment y oy. 
haps better meet the point of order if the form were eljayco 


| but it is in substance a limitation. 


Mr. Chairman, the Committee on Appropriations has a rig 
under the rules of the House, to provide that no part of a; 
propriation shall be available, or shall be paid in supp 
certain institutions that it would have the right to appropria 
for. It is a well-understood principle that appropriation } 
may carry appropriations for things authorized by vy, and 
appropriation bills may withhold altogether appropriations for 
things authorized by law. The rules of the House authorize ay 
appropriation bill to provide that a certain class of objects that 


Tt of 


ii 


In the Fifty-eighth Congress a question very much lil 

An amendment was proposed to the provision 
sundry civil appropriation bill carrying the fund for the as- 
effect that no part of 
State Soldiers’ Ho 


arose. 


of the appropriation should be available or paid to any State 
Soldiers’ Home that permitted a bar or canteen where intox- 
icating liquors were sold. 

A point of order was made against the amendment, and th 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Burton], being in the chair 
amendment to be a limitation. He said the question \ 

a close one in relation to the rules and regulations, but 
that the principle was well settled in the House that 


: tion bills could, by limitation, provide that no part of t! 
inagers of the National Homes | 


propriation should go to a certain class of objects that it wo 
be legitimate to appropriate for. The practice w: v 
settled that he reached the conclusion that the amendment 
in order without any hesitancy. He rendered a deci 
some length. In the discussion of the question he referred to 
a decision made by the distinguished gentleman from New York 
. . ‘ sid Pe tha 

[Mr. Payne] while he was chairman of the Committee of 
Whole respecting an amendment that was offered to appro- 
priation in the following form: 

Provided, That no part of this appropriation shall 
the agricultural college of any State or Territory until the 
Agriculture shall be satisfied, and shall so certify to the } 
the Treasury, that no trustee, officer, or employee of ! 
engaged in the practice of polygamy or polygamous relat 

A point of order was made to that amendment, and 
man from New York, now the distinguished leader « 


| of the House, held the amendment to be in order. 1 
| question that the amendment was in order. 
| right in making appropriations for the maintenan 


The H 


Homes to say that no part of the money it app! 
those Homes shall be expended or available for the 
Home, not that permits polygamy within its borders, 


| support of a Home that runs or permits a saloon 
soard | 


where intoxicating liquors are sold to the inmates of U - iat 
mitatl nh. 
» from 4 


“Te 
ate cal 


jay appro- 


If the amendment is in due form, it is : 
It limits the appropriation; withholds the appropr 

certain class of public institutions. It does not \ 
teens out of Soldiers’ Hemes. An appropriation bil! 








1906. 
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vigte money for the support of the Departments, for the pay 
aa lorks. It can not contain legislation that no female clerk, 
for example, shall be employed in a Department, but it can con- 


tain a provision that no part of the appropriation shall be avail- 


able 1 


1° the purpose of paying the salary of any female clerk, 
and that would be entirely in order. That is the office of a limi- 
tat on. and therefore I think, Mr. Chairman, this amendment is 
» oi CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana ad- 
dress himself to the question as to whether or not there is a 
qifference between the amendment offered by the gentleman 


from Kansas and the usual form of a limitation? 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. I do not know. If I had been pre- 


paring the amendment I would not have put it exactly in the 
form in which the gentleman from Kansas has offered this 
amendment. There may be something in the form. If the 


Chair please, I have not addressed myself to the question of 
ij have assumed that it is in the form of a limitation. 


orm 
If there be objection to the form, that is another question. 

wr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, under the language of this 
amendment it would be impossible to maintain a Soldiers’ 
Ho e without prohibiting the sale of beer, which is the only 
peverage now sold. That is sold under rules and regulations 
nreseribed by the Board, and these rules and regulations are 
made by the Board under the act incorporating the Board, and 
co far as the governing of the Homes is concerned. 


To the extent, therefore, that this amendment would re- 
ctriet the Board in its power to make rules to that extent this 
ion changes existing law. I think it is clearly subject 
to a point of order. 


limita 


The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Minnesota 
state the existing law? 
Mr. TAWNEY. The existing law authorizes the National 


Board to make such rules and regulations as in the discretion of 
the Board may be deemed necessary. This is a clear limitation 
not only on the law which authorizes that to be done, but a limita- 





tion upon their discretion in the matter of making rules and | 


regulations for the maintenance of the Homes and the care of 


EER. 
y law anywhere that authorizes canteens in any Soldiers’ Home? 
TAWNEY. No; except the law which gives to the 
National Board in charge of the Homes the right to determine 
by rul 

in the management of these Homes. 
absolutely in the Board, and in the exercise of that 
they have restricted the sale of all intoxicating 
the Homes to beer alone, and to beer of the mildest 
form, not to exceed, if I am correct, 3 per cent in alcohol. 

Mr. OTJEN. I think it is 2 per cent. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Two or per cent, and that is fixed by 
regulation. Now, to the extent that this amendment takes 
away from the Board the power of determining what shall be 
done in this respect or in regard to the management of the 
Homes it changes existing law. 

Mr. KEIFEI I understand the proposed amendment is a 
ation upon the appropriation proposed to be made. 
WNEY. It is true it is a limitation on the appropria- 
limitation that changes existing law, and my under- 

ig is that limitations of that character are not in oré 
re National Homes; they have been established uy 
nal law, and the people who are assigned to these Homes 


discretion 
discretion 


anu 
iquors in 


9 
vo 


v4 
> 
\. 


Mr. TA 


re 


prescribed by the Board created by that law. 


es ulder their rules and regulations to sell beer in the 
priation available 
and their inmates. 
possesses under existing law in this respect. It 
tive legislation, but that fact does not overcome 
fact that the changes it effects in existing law makes it 


whatever for the 


'FORD. Mr. Chairman, the suggestion of the gen- 
Ohio that the continuance of canteens at National 
es is only by virtue of the power now vested in 
to prescribe rules and regulations does not in 
avene the House rule that any limitation that 
he power in the executive officers to determine 
i any matter is new legislation in violation of 


| 


ot 
Lt 


ome 


contention, to page 353 of the Manual, where 


of law ; nerally held that provisions giving a new construction 
. g the discretion which has been exercised by officers 


virtue of that law and under such rules and regu- | 


if the Board does not see fit to obey this change and | 


[ wish to call the attention of the Chair, in con- | 


I desire to ask the gentleman whether there is | 


‘s and regulations what may be done by the inmates or | 
The law has vested this | 


1 which it is now sold, then, of course, there would | 
maintenance | 
This takes from the Board the 





| to extend to all the various sections that 


charged with the duties of 
the meaning of the rule. 


And added thereto are numerous citations, one 


administration are changes of law within 


is 
the second session of the Fifty-eighth Congress, pages 245 nd 
2440. 

Further, if the Chair please, that decision rendered two years 
ago by the then chairman, when the sundry civil bill was under 
consideration, related to State Soldiers’ Homes. I will contend, 
when that section is before the committee, that it also is ub 
ject to a point of order, but there is this distinction, hich 
renders that citation not an authority in this case, because that 
was a limitation on an appropriation for State Home ovel 
which the National Government had no jurisdiction w! eC] 
We were there providing an appropriation on the basis of $100 
per head for each soldier contained in the State Homes, and 


that was the only way we could reach that subject. 
I will ask the gentleman from Kansas, who has proposed this 


measure, and I shall contend to the Chair that 


if this proviso 
were in the form of a direction that no part of this propria- 
tion should be used at any time unless canteens were esiab- 
lished, could it be contended that that was not new legislation? 
It would be a direction to establish canteens. The fact that 
they are now in existence, under the discretion vested in t! 
Board of Managers, does not in any wise change the rule, for it 


is the same as existing law, and to overcome that practice leg 
islation would be needed. 
There is one other point to which I desire to call the attention 


of the Chair, and I desire to urge this point very strongly, and 
that is that the proposed amendment comes too late. I wish to 
call the attention of the Chair to the various eight or ten 3 
in the bill that have just been read, beginning with the 
sion for the Home at Dayton, followed by that at Milwaul: 
followed by that at Togus, Me.: at Hampton, Va.; at Ls 
worth, at Santa Monica, at Marion, at Danville, at Mountain 
Branch, and other places, and I call attention to the fact that 
each of those provisions is complete in itself. At the end of 
each there is the clause, including the total amount of 
priations there provided for the separate maintenance of each. 
Could it be contended for one minute that if at the end of this 
bill it should state the total aggregate amount of all fl 
various appropriations—in all, $109,000,000—that then an 


amendment relating to some appropriation in the bill li 


the use of it to places where no canteens would be established 
would be in order? Yet the gentleman offers it now, and it 
can only have that effect. He offers it to the last section, which 
refers to the appropriation for the Battle Mountain Sanit : 
which is complete in itself, and then follows the phraseol n 
the two lines, “in all, $4,202,944.” 

In some of the sections referring to these separate establish- 
ments there is not one word in which there is an appropriation 
for anything that could be used for the purpose of 
a canteen. Take, for instance, that at Dayton and th it Mil 
waukee. There is nothing in those appropriations which pre 


vides for the purchase of beer or any beverage wh 
the Chair is going to hold that this amendmeut is now 


iTsocever 


have been read, then 


it must 


follow that if there was a provision at the end of 
bill, as there is usually in all these supply bills, to the effect 
“in all, ete.” giving the aggregate amount provided f t 
must follow of necessity that an amendme such as the one 
proposed now, would be in order to limit a section which is 
complete in itself in any portion of the bill. If for no other 


reason, I claim the amendment should not be entertained to 


the prior sections, for it comes too late, and it can efe 
| to any section except this particular one—the last s¢ just 
read. Perhaps that is all the gentleman intends it to cover, b 
cause I know of no reason, ho matter how strong a Prohibi- 
ticnist he may be, why it should apply to the Home locate 1 in 
Milwaukee. He may know of some conditions that make it per- 
tinent and why it should apply to the Home at Battle Moun- 
tain, but if the Chair is going to hold that it is now in order 
to have it relate to sections already passed, then it will be in 
order at the conclusion of the bill, if there is a total appropria- 
tion in the clause provided, to have an amendment which will 
| limit any section of the bill that has been gone over and passed. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to supplement what 
I said a moment ago in respect to the power of the Board under 
existing law in regard to the government of these Homes. I 
read section 1 of the act of March 21, 1866: 

National Asylum for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, and have perpet 
succession, powers to take, hold, and convey real and | 
erty, establish a common seal, and sue and be sued in courts 
and equity, and to make by-laws, rules, and regulations for carrying 
on the business and government of the asylum, and affix p 
therefor. 

That is the law. Now, I submit that this amendment is 
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a limitation upon the power of the Board, a limitation 
absolutely changes the law which controls and governs the 
of the Board of Managers in the management of these 


Mir. CRUMPACKER. Will the gentleman permit a question 
that proposition in that connection? 
Mr. TAWNEY. Certainly. 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. The gentleman will admit that the 
ads of Departments have the power to employ clerks over 60 
Would it not be a proper limitation to attach to 
endment or any appropriation for the payment of cler- 
rce in the Departments a provision that no part of this 
ation shall be available for the payment of any clerk 
age of 60 years? That does not change the law or take 
he power of the head of a Department to employ men 
‘oO y age, but it does declare the purpose of Congress 
to appropriate for that class of men that the Department 
Would not that be a proper limitation? 
* TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman is entirely mis- 
i‘irst, his premise is not at all analogous to this situa- 
The head of a Department has no power to employ a 
at all unless Congress has previously authorized such em- 
ment. In determining the individual who shall be em- 
1 in a certain position, it may be, and it is a fact, that the 
{ of the Department, subject to the rules and the civil-service 
ines who that particular individual shall be; but, 
hairman, the head of the Department is not clothed by 
ith the power of governing his entire Department. He 
govern that Department under specific legislation enacted 
I will read the whole of that section. I observe 
I omitted the first half of it, which is on page 9 of the laws 
| regulations of the National Homes for Disabled Volunteer 


years of age 


rs of 


] ° 
eMpioy. 


leterm! 


neress. 


That the President of the United States, the Secre- 
ar, the Chief Justice of the United States, and such other per- 

ym time to time may hereafter be associated with them, ac- 
o the provisions of this act, are hereby constituted and estab 
board of managers of an establishment for the care and relief 
isabled volunteers of the United States Army, to be known by 
style of the “‘ National Asylum for Disabled Volunteer 


vacted, etc., 


and 


This board as constituted by law consists of the President of 
the United States, the Secretary of War, and the Chief Justice 
of the United States, and such others as are associated with 
thein under the provisions of this act; and what power has Con- 
gress vested in them? They are to have perpetual succession, 
with power to take, hold, and convey real and personal property, 
blish a common seal and sue and be sued in courts of law 

1d equity, and to make by-laws, rules, and regulations for car- 
rying on the business and government of the asylum, and to 
penalties therefor. In other words, Mr. Chairman, Con- 
gress has clothed this board with plenary power in respect to 
the government of the Home, and any limitation upon an appro- 
priation made for their maintenance that destroys any part of 
that power or discretion that this act vests in the board operates 
as a change of existing law. 

Cl CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opinion that the 

offered by the gentleman from Kansas is not sub- 
the pr of order, but is in order. It is very clear 

; that it seeks to impose a limitation upon the 
1 objection to it. It has been re- 


aiix 


‘nment 


t 
is not a vali 

held in tl 
may provide that no part of an appropriation shall 
t a certain way, even though Executive dis- 
é restricted. Whatever may have been the 
» Chair had this proposition been presented to the 
of the chair originally, the precedents limit 
nt of to this decision. 


“reby 


the chair 
sent occupant of the chair, carried to 
‘mes in some instances, but precedents on this point are well 
“4, and the Chair will cite one instance that seems to 
lusively that amendment or any other amend- 
» character upon an appropriation bill is not 
of order. On the 31st of March, 1904, the 
iation bill was under consideration in the 
‘hole House on the state of the Union, and 

as offered : 


THIS 


and other vehicles used in the public service other 
“DOs as authorized in section 2 of the legislative, 
act for the fiscal year 1905, the 
driving or operating of which 

this act, shall have conspicu- 
full name of the Executive De- 
iblic for which the same 
the same are used. 


appropriation 

n ning, 

1 for by money aj iated by 

minted thereo t ali times 
t or other brat ! 


ich of the p 

ind in the service of which 
' Chair desires to call attention to the fact that this is an 
1itive provision. Mr. JAMES W. MANN, of Illinois, there 


service 


| appropriation 





House, and is an invariable precedent, that | 


The idea of | 
propriation bill has been, according to the | 
ex- | 
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upon made the point of order that the paragraph was 
legislation. The Chairman sustained the point of order. 
upon Mr. JAMes A. Hemenway, from Indiana, proposed 
paragraph, and the Chair will call attention to the faci 
is in the negative form, in this language: 

No part of any money appropriated by this act shall be 
purchase, maintenance, driving, or operating of any carriage 0, 
vehicle other than authorized for personal purposes in section « 
legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation act for the {j 
1905, unless the same shall have conspicuously painted there. 
times the full name of the Executive Department or other }) 
public service to which the same belong and in the service 
the same are used. 

And after much discussion the Chair held that this a; 
change existing law, but was merely a limitation. 

It would seem that this legislative body was very much Jacki; 
power if there could not be a provision in the way of a |i; 
that carriages used for public purposes should have a desienat; 
them to that effect. The Chair is not led to think that 
mentary rule makes that other than a limitation. 

But the question under consideration has been squarely 
sented in this body and has been directly decided. On the 2; 
of March, 1904, the sundry civil appropriation bill was 
consideration in the Committee of the Whole House on the gia 
of the Union and this amendment was proposed by Mr. Bell 
of California: 

That no part of this appropriation shall be apportioned to any State 
or Territorial Home until its laws, rules, or regulations res tha 
pensions of its inmates be made to conform to the provisi 
tion 4 of an act approved March 3, 1893, entitled “An act pres 
regulations for the Soldiers’ Home located at Washington, in the jie 
trict of Columbia, and for other purposes;” but the above proviso 
shall not apply to any State or Territorial Home into which the wiyos 
or widows of soldiers are admitted and maintained; And provided 
further, That no part’ of this appropriation shall be apportioned to 
any State or Territorial Home that maintains a bar or canteen whera 
intoxicating liquors are sold. =. 

Which is, in substance, the same provision as that now pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Kansas. Mr. James A. Hexey- 
way made the point of order that the proposed amendment 
would change existing law, and thereupon the Chairman, Mr, 
Burton of Ohio, rendered an elaborate decision. The Chair 
will not take time to read it, but the substance of it is in this 
paragraph: 

The question arises as to whether this is a limitation n 
the amendment fs in order. If not, it is out of order. It is 1 
that this amendment changes existing law. Im a sense, every 
tion changes existing law. If any specific condition is mentione 
which an appropriation is to be withheld, that is, pro ta 4 
of existing law, at least to the extent that the whole or a part 
can not be expended unless the condition is complied 


With, 

And after other suggestions of like character the Chair over- 
ruled the point of order. 

Directly in point on this proposition the Chair desires to call 
the attention of the committee to a decision made on the 30th 
day of January, 1901, when the agricultural appropriation bill 
was under discussion in the House—a decision rendered by the 
Hon. Sereno E. Payne, sitting as Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. An amendment 
was offered by Mr. CHartes B., Lanpis, of Indiana, of the fol- 
lowing tenor: 

Provided, That no part of the appropriation shall be a 
the Agricultural College of Utah until the Secretary of Agri 
shali be satisfied, and shall so certify to the Secretary of the Treasury, 
that no trustee, officer, instructor, or employee of such « se is en- 
gaged in the practice of polygamy or polygamous relations 

After much discussion on this amendment, Mr. Payne held 
that it was a limitation of an appropriation, which the House 
had the right to make and Congress had the right to make, and 
was not new legislation. 

Under these holdings, the precedents pointing cle 
opinion of the Chair, to the fact that this is not ob! 
the rule, the Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. OTJEN. Mr. Chairman, on the merits of this re 
I desire to say a few words. One of these National ‘or 
in the district that I represent. I hope that this ent 
will be defeated. If these were Homes for young men, i 
boys, there might be some good reason to offer such an ament= 
ment. But the men who occupy these Homes are id me 1. 
Their habits are all fixed, and will not in the leas ane ted 
by having a canteen run upon the ground. There are ise 
in the Homes who will have their drink, and it is eat deal 
better for them to have it upon the grounds, w! there 1s 
some control, some regulation. The beer they get upon a 
ground is specially brewed, with a very small amount 0! alcono 
therein. By closing the canteen in the Homes, you 
drive these men out to get their drink among § 
there is no regulation or control. The money th: 
from these canteens is used for their amuseme 
reading reom, the support in part of their band. 
goes to the post fund. Now, it seems to me, it |s 


y, in the 
xious to 


solution 


mes 1s 


for 


1] simply 
3 whee 
~ derived 
r their 
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Homes to adopt this amendment. Those people The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has ex] 
that they are doing the old soldier a benefit by Mr. STAFFORD. I ask that the gentleman’s time be 
he running of a canteen upon the ground are, in | tended five minutes, and I would like to ask 1a 
t. mistaken. Instead of doing him a benefit, I The CHAIRMAN. The gentle f Wis ! 
is course you will do him a decided harm. I hope | unanimous consent that the time of the gentleman f 
nt will be defeated. chusetts be extended for five minutes. Is the ( 
‘SLL. Mr. Chairman, I have been much inter- | [After a pause.] The Chair hears non 
tter, and have made some investigation to ascer- Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman 1 that part 
facts are relative to the amount of drinking and | letter which is authority for the statement t | 
onnected with National Homes where the canteen | the fact of the condition that these old - 
re it does not exist. But before I come to this | they entered or when they came from th ding v 
| the attention of the committee to the line of | gentleman stated was a canteen—I did not 
h the National Government has adopted in re-| ferring to that read—whether any < hose d : 
tier. There has been a constant but slow pro- | under the influence of liquor at any time? 
the same line. We find that by the order of the Mr. TIRRELL. He said he went on th 
he Navy, made in 1868, although not required by Mr. STAFFORD. Will vou kindly read that 
of intoxicating liquors was prohibited on board } w} it states that they became drunk at 
1 in navy-yards and workshops. By the law, | puilding? : 
1, liquor selling is forbidden at all military Mr. TIRRELL. I can not spend anv time « 
es, and upon all premis ‘Ss and in all buildings question. Where they maintain a canteen that cond n 
iry purposes. Congress in 1902 prohibited the and where the canteen is not in force, there will be ver 
in the immigrant stations and in the National | of j¢. . 
shington. Congress, by a law approved in 1904, Mr. STAFFORD. Is the committee to infer from the 
State soldiers’ homes, as theretofore had been | that the gentleman does not read anything in support « 
ntained a bar or canteen for the sale of intoxi- | statement that there is nothing in that letter that shows 
and thus effectiv ely secured the prohibition of any old soldier was drunk after leaving the canteen? I as 
: to read that part to the House, if you will. 
¢ ORD. Mr. Chairman-—— Mr. TIRRELL. There is nothing further in reference 
( IRMAN. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts | matter in it. 
itleman from Wisconsin? Mr. STAFFORD. There is nothing to show that tl 
RELL. I will. | soldiers became drunk when they went into this cante 
C RD. Will the gentleman kindly state what pro- | thought the gentleman rose to read that 


he is reading from? 
L. It is one that would give the gentleman a 
id and benefit if he would read it occasionally. 
-D. Who prepared the article? 
The question is not one as to who wrote 
re the statements made in that article true and 
them? Iwant to say to the gentleman, and to the 
of this House, there has never been one step 
by the National Government in regard to this 
nly places now where intoxicating liquors are 
ld unde 


National Soldiers’ Homes, on the reservation at 
Ark., where a hotel has been erected, and where, 
ugh the Government has not authorized it, the sale of 
r, I tand, is permitted in the hotels in the Yellow- 


Park. Practically the only places now in build- 
grounds which are controlled by the Government 
ates where intoxicating liquor is allowed are 
l Homes. They have been eliminated 


ldiers 


STA ‘D. The gentleman asked me whether I could 
ssertion he has made in his remarks. I would 
ntleman if his statement is based upon obser 
ale of liquor in National Soldiers’ Homes, to 
Home he is acquainted with, and 
ny liquor sold to any intoxicated old soldier 
nnected with the Home? 
. I am delighted to give the gentleman any 
h I can. In order that there may be no mis 
wish to make the following statement: I 
ago to send my partner, F. N. Ada 
nal Soldiers’ Home, located at Togus, Me., in 
and that I may exactly state what he sa‘ 
they maintain a canteen, I had him put in 
his observations, and I will read it for 
of the gentleman from Wisconsin. 
lh. Then your statement is based upon 
ner, not upon your own observation? 
No one can dispute the accuracy of this 
never has been disputed so far as I know: 
I 1 occasion to go to the Home. I t 
the hold, to my surprise, I found a larg 
barrels. Wondering where they could be 
te of Maine, 1 inquired and found that they 
fogus. I spent one day at the Home on the 
» into any building. Noticing a continuou 
into one of the buildings, I inquired what it 
as the canteen. * * * The soldiers having 
) spend it as they saw fit. If a man had no 
ved tobacco and beer tickets. A building was 
ere patients suffering from alcohol were treated. 
“ Keeley cure.” 
the Home they had a canteen for the soldiers 
ape he other side they had the Keeley cure; in 
s t the drinks and the other building to get 


7 
Nat nal 
ational 


years Ss, 
It of 
the 


Torus ook 


; 


‘r its auspices are, as far as I can ascer- | 


had | 


| Togus, Me., Home, as well as the facts 
verted in that letter. 

Mr. STAFFORD. There is no dispute about that 
There is no dispute about the canteen being maintaine 
were trying to prove that the soldiers become drunk by fre 
ing this post exchange at the Maine Soldiers’ Home, and y 
not presented one scintilla of evidence to bear out thi 
tention. 

Mr. TIRRELL. Now, Mr. Chairman, anyone going t 
National Soldiers’ Home Pheebus, in Virgir will see 
argument at once refuted that if you ve a canteen uJ 

| grounds there will not be drinking outside. There is a r 
| mile or a mile and a half long from the village of Har 
the entrance to the Soldiers’ Ho On that road 
some thirty-five saloons, and anyone passing along th ! 
see all the way from one to a dozen veter: ites « 
Home, hanging around any one of those saloons, and o 
piazzas of these dives, in a state of greater or less intox 

Mr. OTJEN. I should like to ask the gentleman, if 
teen was not at the Soldiers’ Home, would there not prol 
a great many more soldiers at the saloons? 

Mr. TIRRELL. There would not, for this reason, in 1 
ion: The old soldier has his ‘tite whetted by the be 
ale which he obtains in the canteen. It is true he can 
anything stronger there, but with his ‘ v he d 
passion for liquor aroused, he goes outside to »d 
drinks to excess; so that instead of lessening tl 
dissipation and intoxication you incr nd 
which have been gathered of the various Soldiers’ H 
this to be the fact. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman pe 

Mr. TIRRELL. Yes. 

Mr. STAFFORD. How do the soldiers in the Regul 
have their appetites whetted, since the abolish it of tl 
at the post exchange, when they freque he OOnS W 
post, since they can not get anything to di 2% I 
change? 

Mr. TIRRELL. Oh, I can not answer that. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I think it is unanswerable. 

Mr. TIRRELL. Now, I want to give an illustration, w 
right in point in regard to this matter. There is a S 
Home out in one of the Westren States, at Marion—I t 
Indiana, where until the last two years no canteen was 
tained. A canteen was put into that Home two years 
the statistics show that crime and disorder have incre 
that Home 25 per cent since the canteen was established 


of showing that that was the fact. 
Mr. TIRRELL. I rose to state to you the f: 
a canteen at that time, and I presume n 


to which I 








[The time of Mr. TrrrReLt having expired, 
sent it was extended five minutes. ] 

Mr. SIMS. Will the gentleman yield for a que 

Mr. TIRRELL. Yes. 


by uhal 
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SIMS. Is it not remarkable that if the canteen reduces 
' of beer all the beer makers are in favor of it? 
TIRRELL. Yes, certainly; that is a conclusive argu- 


‘"REDERICK LANDIS. The Home to which the gentle- 

an refers is in the district that I represent. For that reason 

I am interested in it. Does the gentleman state as a fact that 
ithe increase of crime has been 25 per cent in the last two years? 
Mr. TIRRELL. The increase in the arrests made in that 
Hlome. 
Mr. 


-) per 


FREDERICK LANDIS. 
cent in the number 
the last two years? 

Mr. TIRRELL. Yes; those are the figures which have been 
furnished me, 25 per cent greater than two years ago. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Is the gentleman well enough 
acquainted with the operation of these bars or canteens to de- 
scribe to us? I do not see how the appropriation is con- 
cerned in the maintenance of the bar. I understood that the 
quor was sold at these canteens in the way in which it is sold at 


There has been an increase of 
of arrests in that Soldiers’ Home in 


them 


yne clubs. 
| that the appropriation goes for liquor sold to the soldiers? 
Mr. TIRRELL. I 
xxact manner in which the canteens are conducted. 
an, 1 want 


that 


Mr. Chair- 


amendment is absolutely correct. 
to the National Soldiers’ Home here in Washington, and all 
over the grounds of that Home at least twenty-five times. I 
have seen hundreds of soldiers on those grounds, and never yet 
have I seen one of them in the slightest degree under the influ- 
ence of liquor. 
not only is no canteen allowed in the National Soldiers’ Home, 
but that no saloon is allowed to be licensed within 1 mile of 
that place. The ebriety, the good conduct, and the fair reputa- 
tion maintained by the Naticnal Soldiers’ Home here in Wash- 
an irrefutable argument in favor of the enactment of 
umendment, which will likewise exclude the canteen from 
Nutional Soldiers’ Homes throughout the country. 

WACHTER. Has the gentleman been to the 
H{ome at Hampton, Va.? 

Mr. TIRRELL. I have, many times. 

Mr. WACHTER. Flave you seen those dives around the Na- 
tional Soldiers’ Home there? 

Mr. TIRRELL. I have. 

Mir. WACHTER. Have 
drunk and dilapidated? 

Mr. TIRRELL. Yes. 

Mr. WACHTER. Don't 


ington is 


National 


Soldiers’ 


you seen the soldiers around there 


you think the Government would 


tained within the reservation? Nothing but beer is sold there. 

Mr. TIRRELL. What I would do would be to have a law 
down there similar to what they have in Washington; they 
should not be allowed a license. 

Mr. WACHTER. The conditions there are a disgrace. 

Mr. FREDERICK LANDIS. If the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts will permit me, I would like to ask what figures he has 
showing an increase or decrease in other Homes that are with- 
out the canteen? 

Mr. TIRRELL. I haven’t any. Now, Mr. Chairman, the last 
reason I wish to give is that I do not believe the National Gov- 
ernment should be engaged in the liquor business. There are 
millions of reputable and Christian people in this country that 
are opposed to the National Government allowing canteens in 
Soldiers’ Homes, and we ought at least to respect the sentiment 
of the Christian people of this land, of those who are opposed 
from conscientious and moral and religious principles to the Gov- 
ernment engaging in this traffic. We shock the moral and re- 
ligious sensibilities of millions of American citizens by enacting 
laws here by which the old soldier is sent down to his ruin. 
[ Applause. ] 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, in the first 
place, the canteen, which is the polite word for saloon—nothing 
more and nothing less—is not necessary in National Homes or 
in State Soldiers’ Homes. If it is, then the National Home right 
here within the limits of this District is doing without a neces- 
sity, and doing well. I want to say, inasmuch as I have been 
to that Home repeatedly, that I have been proud of the men 
who have fought under the flag in the conduct that they bear 
toward each other and toward citizens within and without 
the inclosure. There is no intoxication there, no obscenity, 
no unseemly conduct which so often travels side by side with 
the man under the influence of intoxicating liquors, whether 
he gets them and under whatever circumstances, 





| Clining years, and let it help them to build up the wasted may)yooa 
| of their earlier years and live the evening of life teny 


Is it possible that the Government runs the bar | 


am unable to state to the gentleman the | 
s , |; no more of the old soldiers in the State Homes than we wi 
to give an illustration right here in Washington | 
shows that the position taken by those in favor of this | ynder the same flag, many of them side by side, and yet 1 
It has been my fortune dur- | : "i ame 
ing the last five years I have been in Congress to be able to go | 


Now, it is well known here in Washington that | 


| influences found in the lower-class saloons. 
| is not admitted; it is a company of choice spirits that assew- 








Again, it is not a necessity in our State Homes; all of them 
are without it, and they all seem to be in good condition, (5). 
gress said to the board of managers of every State Home in cs 
Union and in the Territories: “You can not have one dojjs» 
of the money of the United States for maintenance of tho ;). 
mates of the Home if you allow a canteen.” We put a probi. 
bition upon the State Homes. Congress says to the old soldier. 
in the State Homes, “ You shall not have the canteen, or, if vou 
do, you can not have any money out of the United State Treas. 
ury to maintain your Home.” That is the limitation yt 
this appropriation for the State Homes. 

There can be no question about it in the minds of obsepy; 
men that intoxicating liquor everywhere leads to misconduct 
and often to that condition where you and I are ashame 9; 
our fellow-men. 

Let the Government throw around these old men, yoy. 
weak, as some of them are, its shield of protection in the 


I's 


1 


upon 


, 
) 


1 
Hy 
Ir de. 


sober, upright, worthy citizens, as we all wish and hone { 
them all to be and as the great body of them now are. [ joy 
gentlemen, we may do by all of the National Homes 
have done by this one in Washington, and that we m 


Vv acl 
INAV ask 


us we 


\ 


lingly allow those in the National Homes. They all foye! 


to one class, “ You shall not,” and you say to another, “ Yoy 
may.” [Applause.] 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I desire 
to call the attention of the House to the fact that what we are 
discussing is not the question between prohibition and the saloon 
at all. The question of prohibition generally does not enter into 
this discussion, nor do the arguments which support prohibition 


| Support the amendment which is offered by the gentleman from 


Kansas [Mr. Bowersock]. 
are not saloons. 


These halls in the National Homes 
They are free from all of the contaminating 
The general public 


ble there—the old soldiers of the Union, some who have fought 
in one, some in two wars of this country. I do not think Mew- 
bers of this House will say that the old soldier who takes a 
glass of beer not containing more than 2 per cent of alcoholic 
strength with any of these men who fought with him under 
the flag is in bad company or in danger of contamination. 
There is no liquor question involved in this discussion. If the 


| liquor interests generally were consulted, I do not believe they 


would take action one way or the other. If you shut down 
the canteen in the Soldiers’ Home, you will inevitably increase 


| the sale of liquors in the saloons surrounding that Home, and 
7 oo ae | if the saloon men in the vicinity of the Soldiers’ Home were 
have more control oyer those men if their liquor could be ob- | consulted on the question, they would vote to strike down the 


; canteen in order to increase their sales. 


Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. How much does the gentleman 
think the sale of liquor is increased here in Washingion by 
virtue of the prohibition cut here in the Soldiers’ Home’ 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. I will only say this 
answer to the gentleman. I have no statistics. None lave 
been furnished to us; but if the capacity of the old soldier is as 
great as the proponents of this amendment assert—because they 
say it is an evil to drink beer in the canteens in the Soldiers 
Home, and it can not be an evil unless his capacity is great—!! 
his capacity is as great as they say, the consumption in the 
saloons surrounding that Home will very largely increase. | 
answer the gentlemen upon their own premises. They are 10 
mine. : 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from Masi 
chusetts will permit, I desire to call the gentlemans atten” 
to the fact that in the Soldiers’ Home in the District, reterree © 
by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. GARDNER], there = 
liquor sold, or on the reservation or within a mile ol the reser 
ration, and there can not be, because Congress has passed & 
law. Congress has absolute control over that matter, and ca » 
therefore, control the sale of liquor in the vicinity of the Home, 
which it can not do in the National Homes outside of the Dis 
trict of Columbia. 5 _ 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. I think that 1s eae 
valuable suggestion. The conditions in the District of ' i 
do not apply to the other Soldiers’ Homes which we are @ 
cussing now. A wile Ww 

Mr. WACHTER. Mr. Chairman, I would like to rel! 
the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. TAWNEY | 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. I would 
gentleman reply in his own time. ; 

Mr. WACHTER. I will only take a moment 


prefer that the 


-that the land 
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ng the Hampton Soldiers’ Home is also Cneininninnt:| And I went into the management of the Mountain Brancl 








and the worst kind of a condition exists there. nape pparemcen, Saas She eabe of intoxicating drinks ti 
<~LLIVAN of Massachusetts. I wish also to call the | investigation, after visiting all of the National H oe 

of the House to one further fact, and that is that the there and making a diligent search for all of 1 t 

tions which were urged upon Congress at the time the Se slaalike pacleedlon te Uenae wh ' er ; 

;uor was prohibited in the navy-yards, the immigration | cating liquors. 

and in the Capitol are not the same as the considera- | And now I commend the House to tl : 
ce ch we must regard in this case. I think every man | severe and lifelong probhibitionist 
will that it was a wise thing to abolish the sale of liquor | as a manager of National Home 


tional Capitol—not that I believe any considerable | soldiers at heart. and who is not ng to be 

legislators would allow themselves to get under the | created by a bureau at the dictation of fanat 

f intoxicating liquor; but there are a great many | community. 

iny constituent visitors, and the time consumed in Mr. WEEKS. I would like to ;: 
would have derogated seriously from the value | Whether any managers of t 








he S 
of the legislators. So, too, there can be no | tendents of the Soldiers’ Home ay : 
ition for the sale of liquor at immigrant stations, | directly or indirectly in favor of tl leg 
e : ( ess acted wisely in abolishing the sale there. Neither Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts I will ! 
any justification for its sale in the navy-yard. | of the Board of Managers of the Soldie1 Homes 
IRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. | the three I have named—Maior | ‘is, Genel 
Mr. § LIVAN of Massachusetts. I ask unanimous consent | formerly a Member of this House, and ex-Goyernor Murphy, of 
tes more. | New Jersey. Major Harris was their spokesnian, and I directly 
\IRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks | interrogated him upon this point, and the answer he made w 
consent to proceed for five minutes. Is there ob- | that it was a beneficial thing and that it ought to be retained. 
rhe other two sat there and heard what he said and evide 
rhe s no objection. approved it. 
\ir. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I do not like to Mr. GOULDEN. Mr. Chairman, I regret exceedingly t! 
errupt the gentleman—— I can not agree with my distinguished friend and comrade from 
Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Well, the gentleman is |} Michigan [Mr. GarpNner]. This is not a question on which to 
o, of course. [Laughter.] theorize, but one that resolves itself in its final analysis to that 
GARDNER of Michigan. Still, I must for the side that | of actual experience. For the last five years I ] » | e 
! ting just now. It has been stated here, I think honor of being trustee of the New York State Sold I 
man, certainly by some one arguing from his | Sailors’ Home, located at Bath, with an average nu r of 
if view, that the Government puts a prohibition | inmates of 2,000. Our experience during the ] t two y 3 
Home here, and I want to say now, for fear I may | without the canteen as compared with previous years has been 
spicion, that the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Lirtre- | unfortunate. May I be permitted to describe what really con- 
1t make the suggestion that I am about to make. stitutes a canteen, as I understand it, and as it was the 
v ( the Government do in the State of Maine? It car- | practice at the Bath Home for many years. It is simply a 
State where the State law prohibits the sale of | reading room; a place of amusement and entertainment, where 
on and tons of intoxicating liquor and sells it in | the men assemble and play checkers, chess, or read and talk 
State. while enjoying their glass of beer and pipe. They are abso 
Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Now, with the gentle- | lutely limited to beer and ale, with no other intoxicating |] rr 
S ion, I shall proceed. I will say that the consider- | on the premises. They are obliged to buy their checks from 
S 1 apply to these other cases do not apply to this. | the cashier, who is employed by the Board of Managers under 
You dealing there with men in all ranks of life and of va- | strict rules and regulations, and no man is allowed more than 
rious ag In this case you are dealing with men of advanced | one or two glasses of beer during a visit. Now, as I said, Mr. 
age, 1 above 60 years of age—men whose habits have be- | Chairman, this is a question of actual experience and practical 
e fixed. Many of them have become accustomed to the use | knowledge. It is not a matter of prohibition or license to sell 
of some form in their youth and in the prime of their | liquor. [Applause.] I hold in my hand 
1 it not be a hardship to cut that practice off now, | Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman 
e served their country so well and have attained The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yiel 
the age « ) years? What would be an easy thing for a man | Mr. GOULDEN. Certainly. 
0 to ght beceme a hardship for a man of 60. I my- Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I would like to know wherein 
self cc ly decide never to use intoxicating liquor through the gentleman’s description of his Soldiers’ Home cant 
the wl rse of my life without injury to my health, but if | from that of an ordinary saloon in so far as games 1 g 
[ arrives he age of 65 or 70, having persevered in the use | is concerned, except in the limitation put upon the amount th 
u not at all certain that 1 could abandon it then | you may drink? Now, I want to say right here, if you will 
ng danger of physical injury, and that is what allow me, and I will move for more time if you so desir 
5 is likely t sult with these old men. If you stop them from | Mr. GOULDEN. Thank you. 
get t iders’ Homes, what will you do? You will drive Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I did not suppose the bar, as 
them o1 the adjacent territory and make them fall prey | my friend from Pennsylvania calls it, was in the reading ro 
eper and the dive keeper and subject them to | or the room where men could play games and cards and go up 
ntaminating influences. You gentlemen who in and pay their debts at the bar. I supposed that the m 
amendment are seeking to befriend the old | was derived from the sale of intoxicating liquors, or tl ar if 
lly dealing him a blow. You are doing him an | you call it so, was used to furnish some chosen room whe en 
to read to the House the statement of a mana- of all classes met—and to many men it is off ve t 
ger of ’ Home. There were three of them before the drinking is going on (excuse me for taking so much l 
( I eral Henderson, who was formerly a Member | but I am sorry if New York State compels the nondrinking 
Major Harris, and ex-Governor Franklin Mur- soldiers to enjoy the privileges of the reading room the 
0 phy, of Jersey. They stated before the committee, or | social room in the midst of a drinking room. 
a id—he was their spokesman,’and he made the Mr. GOULDEN. That is not the case, Mr. Chairm 
om heir presence—that the canteen as conducted in | have a very large auditorium fitted up for the purpos of a 
t \ ldiers’ Homes was not a detriment but a benefit reading room and as a place of amusement, ible of seating 
to 1 and that they preferred to have it remain. One | twelve hundred men. But the difference bet n the canteen 
: : of the subcommittee, the gentleman from ‘Ten- | formerly at the Home and the ordinary salo is, first, the 
NLow], is one of the managers of the Board in | itation as to the amount; secondly, the limitation as to the kind 
. ers’ Homes. of drink, and third, no game of chance or playing for the dri 
\ an } ppeared before that committee in opposition to was allowed. Therefore it differed entirely from them, 1 
S- of the canteen, and the gentleman from Ten- | was in reality a club. The gentleman has visited clubs 
VNLOW], as a result of his experience as a | know has enjoyed their hospitality and good cheer and d 
to ry this statement, to which I respectfully ask the | for a moment feel that he was in a salo nor did he 
. | was encouraging bar-room practices l cus is. TI 
the | ' 


[ want to call your attention to one fact: There Is 


n 


if any, from the canteen go into the post fund 
in the United States any man more fanatical on | the amusement and good of the inmat ‘ 
nie of intoxicating drinks than myself. I never} Mr, SIMS. Will the gentleman submit to 
ica or beer; I never smoked a cigar, and I Mr. GOULDEN. Certainly. 
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‘iS. Is not the gentleman in favor, by strict regula- | 


toring the salcon in this Capitol? 
OULDEN. No, sir. 
SIMS. Why not? 
GOULDEN. Because I believe it was an advantage to 


on 


ne generally at the Capitol to do away with it. It was 


good fortune, Mr. Chairman, to sit in this House when | 
leman from Tennessee and others enjoyed the privileges | 
club in the House. Now, Mr. Chairman, the board of | 


: of the Soldiers’ Home at Bath is made up of nine mem- 


In addition to that, the governor and secretary of state | 


of the board. The president was for 
ye: Mi of the Republican committee of the 
’" New York and is now at the head of the railroad com- 
sion—Col. George W. Dunn. 
» CHIAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 
LDFOGLE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
» time of the gentleman be extended ten minutes. 


T{AIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Gorp- | 
asks that the time of his colleague [Mr. GOULDEN] be ex- | 


ten minutes. Is there objection? 


‘re was no objection. 


Mr. RITODES. Is it true that the canteens in the various | 


Soldiers’ Homes throughout the country can sell beer only? 


Mr. GOULDEN. I believe that is correct, and may I say | 





that the reason assigned for this legislation two years ago was 
the fact that a Soldiers’ Home failed to comply with regulations 
of that character, and sold all kinds of liquor? But that was 
the only exception in the entire thirty State and Territorial 
Homes of the country. That was in California. Of the other 


gentlemen on the board of trustees of the Bath Home, cne is | 
an ex-Member of this body, General McDougall, of Auburn. | 


Another, Colonel Orr, is the pension agent at Buffalo. The 
board is made up of an excellent class of men. Under their 


direction this canteen has been in the past practically a club | 


for the inmates of the Home. 

I hold in my hand the resolution unanimously adopted by the 
board of trustees. It is as follows: 

Resoived, That it is the sense of the board of trustees of the New 
York State Soldiers and Sailors’ Home that the best interests of the 
insiitu n and 
hment at the Home of the canteen, at which only malt 
ire sold; and the board urgently requests the several Members 

‘ss from the State of New York to use their best endeavors 
sh this result. 


at a regular meeting held on the 9th day of November, 1905. 
J. E. Ewer, Commandant. 


The following is a letter from the commandant himself, for- 
merly from Buffalo, and a well-recognized temperance advocate, 


one who has preached and practiced temperance for many years, | 
and now commandant of the Bath Home, Coi. Joseph E. Ewell. | 


NEW YorkK STATE SOLDIERS AND SAILORS’ HOME, 
Bath, Steuben County, N. Y., December 29, 1905. 
JOSEPH A. GOULDEN, M. C., 
Washington, D. C. 
EAR COLONEL GOULDEN: In the year 1896 the legislature of this 


authorized the trustees of this institution to sell beer and ale to | 


ibers of the Home on the Home grounds, the profits to be used for 
pport of the library and reading room of the Home and for such 


as might be deemed best for the comfort and amusement of | : Paor — , 
well-regulated canteen. I believe it is to their interest and to 


ibers. Under this authority beer and ale were sold on the Home 
until May 1, 1904, when a ‘“ no-license’’ vote in the town of 
which town the Home is situated, rendered further sale im- 


or a period of two years. The town of Bath has now voted | 
» again, to take effect on May 1 next, so that after that period | \ 
| old soldiers awaiting the last summons. There are ten National 


ave been or may be imposed by Congress. In the appropria- | Homes, and I believe that I am fully justified in favoring its 


be no obstacle to the reestablishment of the canteen except 


of 1904 making proyision for payments on account of State 


a provision was inserted that no part of the appropriation | 
» apportioned to any State or Territorial Home that maintains | 


canteen where intoxicating liquors are sold. The same pro- | . “ . r : : of their 
‘ aes ; | require some mild stimulant in the closing years of tell \ 


also inserted in the supply bill of 1905. The trustees of 
itution desire that the above condition be not attached to the 
ill of next year. They think that the “ best interests of the 
and the good of the members will be subserved by the re- 


ant of the canteen at which only malt liquors are sold.” I | : : 
| purpose of engaging in a discussion of this questi 
| agree with the suggestion of my friend from Massachv 
| this is not a question of the prohibitory law or a question 0! 


their view. The canteen is maintained at many of the 

nes, and, as far as I know, at all of them under authority 

r Why a distinction should be made between State and 
Homes is not obvious. Another circumstance that hasa strong 

m this subject is that all sorts of vile intoxicants are per- 

1 be sold in unlimited quantities in the immediate vicinity of 
ome. The present no-license régime furnishes no protection 
ever in this respect, and after May next such sales will be legal. 


It seems to me that to prohibit the sale of malt liquors on the grounds | 


of the Home under proper restrictions and restraints while unlimited 
and unregulated sale of all sorts of intoxicants is permitted just outside 
tha 


Home grounds does not appeal to good reason or sound judgment. | c , , 
minutes the benefit and result of an examination 0: 


It is to be hoped that the present Congress will take a different view of 
the matter from that held by its predecessor. 
Respectfully, 
J. BD. EWELL, Commandant. 


good of the members thereof will be subserved by the | 


| matter of argument. I am not going to cite 


| I hope this committee simply wants the facts in re! 





I will now read a letter from the surgeon—Dr. C. K. Has. 
kell—in charge of the Home, as follows: 


New York STATE SOLDIERS AND SAILORS’ Hoy 
Bath, Steuben County, N. Y., January 2, 199¢ 
Hon. J. A. GouLDEN, M. C., Washington, D. C. 

Drar Str: Through the commandant I have been informed t] 
desire my opinion, along with others, as regards the adyisahj 
reestablishing the so-called “ canteen’’ at this Home. 

Afier mature deliberation on the subject I am fully convinced that 
as a practical means for promoting temperance in the use of a| ie 
as well as in conserving the health of the men by offering them a lim 
ited amount of a pure beverage (beer or ale) in place of the poisonons 
material obtainable at our gates the reestablishment of the post - 
change should be advocated. rita 

Respectfully, yours, C. K. HASKELL, Surgeon 


Also a letter from the Catholic chaplain of the Home, tho 
Rey. John F. Farrell, under date of January 16, 1906, 
follows: 


if you 
lity’ of 


holies 


as 


New York Strate SoOLpIeERS ANP SAILORS’ Home, 
Bath, Steuben County, N. Y., January 16, 190. 
Hion. J. A. GOULDEN, M. C., Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: In compliance with your request, I send my views as ty 
the advisability of returning to the canteen system in’ the Soldiers’ 
Homes of the country. re 

I have been Catholic chaplain at the New York State Soldiers and 
Sailors’ Home for nearly four years. When I began my work here I 
was opposed to the canteen, but experience has taught me that it is 
morally impossible to eradicate intemperance. The best we can do is 
to endeavor to control it. A large number of the inmates formed an 
appetite for intoxicating liquors early in life and now consider th n 
essential. To my mind it would be far better to establish a canteen 
at this Home in which the men could obtain mild stimulants under 
proper restrictions than to practically force them to frequent the 
saloons, of which there are many in the proximate vicinity of the Home 
where the vilest kind of liquors are generally sold. : 

I am, yours, sincerely, 
JOHN F. Fan 

I desire also to allude to a letter written by the fiscal super- 
visor, Mr. Bender, of the State of New York, who inspects and 
examines all State institutions, of a recent date, in which he 
highly commends the management of the Bath Home. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, just outside of the Home gates, and at 
other Soldiers’ Homes, except the one here in Washington, are 
found a number of saloons. Just off the reservation at Bath 


| twenty-five or thirty saloons of a questionable character are 


found. 
Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Will the gentleman yield to one 


| further question? 


Mr. GOULDEN. With pleasure. 
Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. You say just outside of the 


, | OI i. 7 St: é Ste + LY ava aloons 7 
ify that the foregoing is a correct copy of a resolution adopted | Home in your State and other States they have saloons. In 
ard of trustees of the New York State Soldiers and Sailors’ | 7 _ J 
| this to the gentleman, that New York and other States can do 


the State from which I come it is prohibited. I merely suggest 


the same thing, if they will. 
Mr, GOULDEN. But they have not done it. The fact re- 


| mains that just outside of the reservation are twenty to twenty- 


five saloons, most of them of a doubtful characer, and in most 
cases selling the vilest sort of stuff, much of which is rank poison; 
and these old men, my comrades and yours, may I say to the 


| gentleman from Michigan, go and drink the liquor that is posi 


tively injurious to them. They not only take beer and ale, but 


| the alleged whisky, brandy, and all sorts of concoctions that are 


sold, and their condition after a debauch on this sort of stimu 
lant is a pitiable one. I believe it to be in the interest of good 
morals, of health, and to the comfort of the men who so well 
and loyally served their country in the civil war to maintain a 


the interest of a common humanity that Congress should rees- 
tablish the canteen in the State Soldiers and Sailors’ Homes, 
of which there are thirty, with a population of nearly 20,000 


maintenance in these places and the reestablishment of the _ 
teen in all the State Homes, and in the interest of the men wiv 
ng, 
‘omrades, 


useful, and heroic lives, I plead for my unfortunate 


| and hope that the amendment will not prevail. [Loud applause.! 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Chairman, I do not rise oy 


neetts th: | 
of pe [ 


‘e of the 


sonal temperance, but is solely a question of the w + 
: + $a11cc At as « 
men in the Homes. Now, I do not propose to discuss that 


letters from 
ted therein. 
tion to this 
c 4 e . tttoo in a few 
situation, and I am going to give to the commiti a aaarte 
tue Pepys 
ing what the 
in with this 


officials or resolutions from people who are intere 


of five Soldiers’ Homes for the purpose of ascertail 
facts are in reference to their welfare in connect 
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au n. I am going to take one—that is, the National Home| sonal knowledge of it. I will ask my friend from Iowa [Mr. 
for legulars, in Washington—in the District of Columbia as | SMITH] what the fact is. 
0 the standards, and that is a Home where for three years Mr. STAFFORD. That can not be, for it goes without ques- 
10 xicating liquors of any kind have been sold. Now, it is | tion that the Volunteer Homes, being limited to those soldiers 
tru at there is a zone around that Home of 1 mile where} who participated in the civil war, which ended forty-one years 
ij ean not be sold, and to that extent that may differen- | ago, and the Home here in Washington, being limited to sol- 
ti t from some of the Homes to which I am going to call | diers of the Regular Army, who may be admitted to the Home 
un: but it is also true that an electric railroad runs close | at any time when they are injured, that the age of those soldiers 
+) the door of that Home, so that any one of those old soldiers | in the Volunteer Homes must be much higher. 
‘ ho nuts to visit any of the saloons of the city of Washington Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Let me say to my distinguished friend, 
eqir do so any time he likes for 5 cents, or six tickets for 25 | as to that I have no personal knowledge. I will ask my friend 
cents ffom Iowa [Mr. SmiruH] to state what the fact is: whether 
Mr. FREDERICK LANDIS. Is it true, as the gentleman | he has investigated it? 
{rol fassachusetts suggests, that that 1l-mile zone is known as Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I have only this to say, that the 
“the Temperate Zone?” [Laughter. ] service in the Regular Army is so long that is required for 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I do not know how that may be. I admission to the National Home that it is absolutely necessary 
should hope that it might be. Now, I want to give an analysis | that anybody in the National Home shall be an old man, unless 
of tl ports of these Homes, so that the committee may have } he has been injured in the service; and as I have been out there 
the | it of this information; and upon that information I | and have seen them they are a body of old men. 
ond , doubt every intelligent man can act understandingly. Mr. STAFFORD. Have you not seen very many young men*¢ 
‘ Ay » number present in 1903 at the National Home for | who have been disabled in the service who are inmates of that 


Regulars, at Washington, 1,414; total cases of discipline, 259; | Home? 

per c 0.183. The total number present, the average number, Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Very, very few. 

n the Central Branch, Dayton, Ohio, which has a canteen, was| Mr. STAFFORD. I have seen quite a number of young men 
‘799: total eases of discipline, 2,676; a percentage of 0.565, | there. 

nearly three times as great a percentage as there was in the | Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I will take the Northwestern Branch. 
Washington Home. For bringing liquors into the grounds, | Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts rose. 

National Home at Washington, D. C., 9; per cent, six-tenths | Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Will the gentleman from Massachusetts 
‘1. Bringing intoxicating liquors into the Home at Dayton, | excuse me until I finish these statistics? Then I will listen to 


Ohio. 334; per cent, 0.07 as against six-tenths of 1 per cent | his inquiry. I am not undertaking to argue this. I am simply 
where there was no canteen. Drunk and disorderly in the | giving the committee the benefit of the facts as they exist. 

Nat Hiome in Washington, 166; percentage, 0.117. In | Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. I want to give the gentle- 
the Central Branch, of Dayton, Ohio, taking drunkenness on | man some information. 

nd off duty and penal sentences involving drunkeness, the | Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I do not yield now. I will yield later. 
crete per cent was 0.201, against 0.117, nearly twice as many | In the Northwestern Branch, Milwaukee, Wis., for 1903, with 





where there was a canteen as where there was no canteen. | 4 canteen the average number present was 2,175; total cases 
Absent thout leave, 74 in the Home in Washington, D. C.; | of discipline, 953; per cent, 0.438 against 0.183 in the Washing- 
set thout leave in Dayton, Ohio, 1,273; per cent in Wash- | ton Home without the canteen. Bringing intoxicating liquors 
rton, 0.052; per cent in Dayton, Ohio, 0.269. within the Home grounds, 74, as against 9 in Washington; per 
Now, let me take the Southern Branch, Hampton, Va., for | cent, 0.034, as against 0.006 in. Washington. Drunkenness, 362 


1903, where there is also an electric railroad. I do not know | With a per cent of 0.166, as against 166 in Washington with a 








what the zone may be. The average number present was 2,773, | per cent of 0.117. Absent without leave, 397; per cent, 0.182, as 
and the total eases of discipline were 1,287. against 74 in the Home in Washington, with a per cent of 0.052. 
The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Maine | Now, I would like to call attention to the Marion Branch, 
s expired. Marion, Ind., for two years without the canteen and a year with 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I ask unanimous consent to continue | the canteen. I won't go over ail the details. They are mainly 
my re! ks while I complete the reading of these figures in | volunteer soldiers in that Branch, as I am informed, but I do 
nection with this question. not know about that. I will take 1903 and compare it with 
The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Maine asks unani- | 1905. At the Marion Branch, Marion, Ind., in 1903 the aver 
us consent that his time be extended five minutes. Is there | number of persons present was 1,750. The total cases of di 
tion? cipline, 543; percentage, 0.31. In 1905, with the cant t] 
There was no objection. | average number present was 1,682; total cases of discipli TOT 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Total cases of discipline, 1,687; per | percentage, 0.438, as against 31 per cent. That is an 
cent of cases of discipline in Southern Branch, at Hampton, | of 334 per cent under the canteen as compared with the p 
there is a canteen, 0.608, as compared with 0.183 in Wash- | centage without the canteen. 
g uut the canteen. Bringing liquor into the grounds| Mr. TAWNEY. What is the meaning of the term “d 
H , Va., 42; per cent 0.015, as against 0.006 where there | cipline?” What does it include? 
S no ¢ een. Drunkenness, 1,077 in the Southern Branch, at Mr. LITTLEFIELD. All cases of discipline. 
Hampton, Va., as against 166; per cent in Hampton, Va., 0.388, | Mr. TAWNEY. Intoxication and anything else? 
g 0.117; nearly four times as many in Hampton, Va.,| Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Every infraction of discipline. I am 
Washington, D.C. Absent without leave, 58; per cent 0.02; | giving the same class of figures with reference to 1903 and 1905, 
than the per cent in Washington, D. C. 


with the canteen and without the canteen, and there was in in- 








Mr, STAFFORD. Will the gentleman right there permit a | crease of 50 per cent under the cantee1 

lestion 4 The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Maine 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Yes. has expired. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Has the gentleman any figures along the Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I ask unanimous consent that my time 
he a Home for Volunteer Disabled Soldiers of the | be extended five minutes more. 

1 war hout a canteen, rather than the Home in Wash- The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine asks unani- 

‘ soldiers are limited to those of the Regular Army, | mous consent that his time be extended five minutes. Is there 

hd the e much younger in their average age? objection? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I have some figures in one Home for There was no objection. 

» year h a canteen and one year without. Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I do not propose to argue the fact 
wt. STAPFORD. Is that a Home for Volunteers? but only to state the facts. Now, to go on: Bringing x 

Mr, LITTLEFIELD. I trust there is no particular difference. | ing liquors within the Home 68, per cent 0.038; that is, when no 

SI FORD. There is a difference in ages, and neces- | liquors were sold in the Home. Now, in 1905, with 1] 
vee ae pline between the two kinds of Homes. teen, the number bringing intoxicating liquors into the I 

wt. LILTLEPIELD., The soldiers in the Washington Home | was 71, percentage 0.042, with liquor sold in the cant 
¢ " h their habits very much more fixed. The dis- | crease over the period when it was not sold in the f 
: is against the Home here instead of in its | Drunkenness, 265 in 1903, percentage 0.151; drun ness ia 
ee 1905, with the canteen, 322, percentage 0.19, as against 0.151 
STAPFORD. The gentleman does not mean to say that | without it. 

ue ‘inmates of the Home in Washington are higher Now, in 1903 I have not the figures in rel yn to} Z 
Me ie ages of the soldiers in the Homes for Volunteers? | without leave, but I take those for 1904. The r llows: 
eee LITTLEFIELD. A member of the Committee on Ap- | Absent without leave 53, percentage 0.03; absent without leave 


wPravons informs me that that is the fact. I have no per- | in 1905, with the canteen, 220, percentage 0.13, 


oo 


Mr. Chairman, with that statement of 


fuestion, 


TAWNEY. Will the 


Mr. LITTLEFIEI I will. 
MI TAWNEY. I! 
ion, Ind., addressed to Col. George 

of this House 


Indiana, 


D. 
he 


W. Steele, a former 
and governor of the National Military 


MARION, IND., June 4, 1966. 
W. STEELE, 
rnov National Vilitary Home, Indiana. 
: GOVERNOR: I desire to eratulate you upon 
have obtained from the establishment of the canteen 
have talked with the superintendent of police and 
f officers, and all are of the opinion that much good has 
shed by the canteen. The condition of the old soldier on the 
f Marion is much different since the canteen went into effect. 
n time citizens are not annoyed by intoxicated old 
the The canteen has not only been of advantage 
le, but it also has resulted in much good to the 
for drinking is a disease with him and he can 
y thing to do is to regulate him as much 
intoxicating liquor, and the canteen successfully 


the results 
at the 


con 


now the 


treet 
is 


\ vi truly FIELD W. SWEZEY. 


swer that? My answer to that 
congratulates the governor of that 
of where he had 31 per cent without the 
canteen he now has 0.438 per cent. Well, I suppose he is to be 
congratulated upon that result, an increase in the « 
discipline of about 30 per cent. Let the mayor 
him. If that is the kind of thing the mayor likes to congratu- 
late him upon, that is the kind of thing the mayor likes. 
TAWNEY. He his reason, and that is the 
sence of drunkenness on the streets of Marion. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I have stated facts. I am not wasting 
any time about reasons; I am not undertaking to argue upon 
those fa 

Mr. YOUNG. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LIVTLEFIELD. 
allow me to finish this statement, I will then yield to him. 
mayor goes further and congratulates Mr. Steele, a former Mem- 


in ¢ discipline 


ses 
“ses 
states 


\Ir 
I 


cts. 


ber of this House, on the fact that they have succeeded in bring- | 
ing intoxicating liquor into the Home at the rate of 0.042 per | 


cent under this present régime as against 0.038 under the former, 
fact to congratulate Governor Steele upon. Upon the 
of drunkenness, while the records of the Home show 


a nice 
stion 
nor 


a 
I 


eent, 


of facts it only shows 0.151 per cent. 


do not think it will appeal to the average 
I have no criticism 


ulate for. I 


» of the Members of this House. 


ar. I will yield to the gentleman from Michigan. 
. YOUNG. 


The gentleman has said many times that he 
ing us the facts. Will the gentleman be kind enough to 
just what source the figures he has given us come from 
» collected them? 
LITTLEFIELD. 
and I 


itleman‘ 


reports made by the 
Does that satisfy 


They are the 
stand behind their accuracy. 


Well, 


10 compiled them. 
I stand behind their accuracy. I ca 
rts produced, however 


YOUNG. I do not question that the gentleman is quoting 


n 


I will stand behind the 


accuracy 


the gentleman himself taken them 
have had the reports handed to me 
ere for this purpose, but I told him 
orts. I took the analysis. 
; Did the gentleman compile these figures 
himself from official reports? 
Mr JEFIELD. No; but 
Does that satisfv the gentleman? 
Mr. STAFFORD. I would like to know the 
for the 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The gentleman wants to 
name of the tleman who furnished this analysis? 


I stand behind their avcuracy. 


No. authority 


know the 


gen 


| 
| 


gentleman from Maine yield for a | 


iold in my hand a letter from the mayor | 


dated June 4, 1906, which reads as follows: | 


+ cases arise out of drunkenness, or can the gentleman ¢ 


JUNE 12, 


Mr. 
Mr. 


man. 
Mr. 


STAFFORD. Oh, I do not care for the name. 
LITTLEFIELD. Oh, I ean give the name of the 
His name is Edwin C. Dinwiddie. 
STAFFORD. What position does he occupy? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. He is superintendent of the Anti-s 
League. [Laughter.] How does that affect it? 

Mr. STAFFORD. Well, he is certainly an interested pa 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Certainly; if he had not bx 
would not have looked up the statistics. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. The gentleman from Maine spoke 
percentage of cases of discipline at the Marion Home, J. 


=+ 


| proportion of cases arising out of drunkenness? 


with a | 
been | 


as | 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I have given that already. 
Mr. GOLDFOGLE. But the gentleman spoke of disci) 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I have given you cases of drunk: 
and the cases of discipline include all cases of discipline. 
Mr. GOLDFOGLE. There is no way in which the gen 
can tell the proportion which arises out of drunkenness? 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I can give the gentleman the dr 
ness—265, per cent 0.151 without the canteen ; with the « 


| 832, per cent 0.19, an increase from 0.151 to 0.19 per | 


of | 
congratulate | 


ab- | 


If the gentleman from Michigan will | 


The | related to cases of arrest in the Home, did they not? 


about which he congratulates him, under the former | 
Now, if that is a 
timate subject of congratulation upon the part of the mayor | 
city of Marion, Ind., I have to repeat if that is the kind of | 
1e likes to congratulate for, it shows about what he likes to | 


I do not see how the gentleman can stand | 


of | 
satisfy the gentleman from Mich- 


en eee | inerease of about 30 per cent under the canteen as com) 
Mr. LITYLEEFIELD. Does the gentleman want me to an- | ae oe. tu € canteen as com] 


is that the letter of the mayor | 
Home on the fact, first, that | 


the period without the canteen. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I not that 
the percentage of discipline increased pro rata with the ip. 
crease of intoxication. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Almost every time. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Certainly; it always does. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. They go hand in hand. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I move that all 
this paragraph and all amendments thereto close in 


deb: te on 


fifteen 


| minutes. 


Mr. FREDERICK LANDIS. Mr. Chairman, I would like tg 
ask the gentleman from Maine a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Yes. 

Mr. FREDERICK LANDIS. The figures the gentleman gaye 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I will give the gentleman the 
statement in that respect. Total cases of discipline, and 
means, I understand, all the cases of discipline in the Home 
of course I am not able to state whether they were 


| arrested in the Home or not. 


Mr. FREDERICK LANDIS. Has the gentleman any 
showing the increase or decrease of arrests of all old 


figures 


Idiers 


| outside of the Home for intoxication? 


Mr. LITTLEFIEED. I have nothing of that kind. 
Mr. KEIFER. They are connected with the other. 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. All I can say about that is thi 
Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Ask him if he knows 


P ; oe | about it. 
of the mayor; I am simply giving the facts as they | 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Oh, the inquiry is entirely pi 
don’t know what the fact is, but I assume the cases of « 
ness include all cases of drunkenness that came direct 
directly to the knowledge of the persons in the H 
course the gentleman will appreciate the fact that th: 


| gave are precisely the same for each year, and have t! 


relative weight and bearing, and of course if thers 
arrests outside of the Home in 1905, that factor 
be present in 1903. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and the Speaker 
sumed the chair, a message from the Senate, by M 
son, its reading clerk, announced that the Senate h 
upon its amendments to the bill (H. R. 18198) ma! 
priations to provide for the expenses of the govern! 
District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending Ju! 
and for other purposes, disagreed to by the House 
sentatives, had agreed to the conference asked by t! 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
pointed Mr. GALLINGER, Mr. WeETMorgE, and Mr. TI! 
conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had ! 
of the following titles; in which the concurrence 0! 
of Representatives was requested : 

S. 6109. An act authorizing the reappointment of ! 


| recently dismissed from the Naval Academy for ha 


S. 6167. An act to improve the channels along the ° 


| seacoast; and 
figures which the gentleman has used in this discussion. | 


Ss. 


teservation to the corporation of the Episcopal Chur 
The message also announced that the Senate had | 


6375. An act granting lands in the former Uintah (n0™’ 


in Utal. 


ssed, with 











1906. 


synendments, bill of the following title; in which the concur- 
onee of the House of Representatives was requested: 

ll. R. 14968. An act to amend the internal-revenue laws so 
as to provide for publicity of its records. 


‘ 
i 
] 
L 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL, 

The committee resumed its session. 

\ir. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate upon 
graph and all amendments thereto be closed in fifteen 


the para 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tli n from Minnesota, that all debate on the pending para- 
, and all amendments thereto close in fifteen minutes. 


I'he question was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 

i CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from Wisconsin [Mr. STAFFORD]. 

Mr. SPERRY rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. SPERRY. For the purpose of discussing this matter. 


rhe CHAIRMAN. 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Starrorp]. 
Mr. SPERRY. Oh, I did not understand that. 


Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I think that those who 
have argued this afternoon for the retention of the so-called 
“eanteen ” at National Homes are as much concerned in the 


welf and the good interests of the old soldiers as those who 


have taken the opposite side, and it is because we are concerned 
with the protection of the old soldier that we seek to have the 
tee). retained. It is surprising, indeed, that the wives of | 
\rmy and naval officers as distinguished as those of General 
Chaffee, Surgeon-General Sternberg, General Gillespie, General 
Selhwan, Admiral Schley, and the widows of Admiral Samp- 
d General Kelton should have united with many other 

| s of estimable ladies in a petition to Congress dated 
D - 15, 1904, petitioning for the reestablishment of the 


in the Army posts throughout the country, if there was 
~ . good reason for the retention of the canteen. In that 
petition they say: 


rnestly petition Congress to pass the bill that provides 








in any post exchange or canteen is hereby repealed.” 

make this petition after a careful study of the effect the prohi- 
f the sale of beer at post exchanges has had upon the enlisted 

» February 2, 1901. We think that it is quite in order that 





we should add our voice in the interest of the moral and physical well- 
being of the soldier. 
Certainly the wives of these eminent officers can not be 


oned as to their interest in the welfare of those in the 


Regular Army. Nor ean those advocating the retention of the 
cante in the National Homes for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers 
be questioned as to their interest in those, to use the language 
of { gentleman from Michigan, who are old, who are de- 
cre 


who are weak, those whose habits are already formed. 
We desire as much as those advocating the abolishing of the 


canteen to see the mantle of protection thrown around them 
and to save them from the low haunts, the vicious places, 
which surround these Homes and always increase when the 
canteen is abolished from National or State Homes. I wish 
the gentleman from Maine could have furnished, even though 
the author had been the superintendent of the Anti-Saloon 
League, some figures showing the increased number of saloons 
that surround these Homes where the canteen has been abol- 
ished, showing the increase in drunkenness, showing the in- 
creased number of arrests. It is questionable whether any 


person can econtroyvert the facts set forth in the letter of the 


mayor of Marion, which has been read by the distinguished 
gentleman from Minnesota. 

Is it not strange, gentlemen of the committee, that if this 
cal has produced such dire effects as the gentleman from 
M: would have you believe, that there has not been one 
B 


‘1 of Managers of all these National Homes that has ever 


But the Chair has already recognized the | lial ers 
7 - e ~ | great difference there is in the conduct of this Capitol now 


h of the act approved February 2, 1901, as prohibits the | 
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4 d this Congress in their reports to have the canteen 
abolished? Are these Boards of Managers composed of es- 
un men, who are old soldiers themselves, in league with 
the r interests, in league with the beer interests? Are 
they rous of dragging down the old soldiers? Is their one 
Sole purpose to injure the soldiers instead of helping them, or 
iS course in retaining the canteen dictated from a knowl- | 
be ed after years and years of management of these | 
Ti that it is the best way to enforce discipline, the course | 
_ if the Homes are to be efficiently managed? This 
has | proved and confirmed by the Army officers in strongly 
urs > the reestablishment of the canteen in the post ex- 
_ that it is necessary to have the canteen right on the 
i inds, where mild beverages are sold which are not 
aoe except when taken in exorbitant quantities, to pro- 


enness, rather than have the soldiers seek saloons 


outside, where poor liquor is sold, and where, only too fr 
quently, they are beset with vices that destroy all discipline 

This is not a question of prohibition. The speeches which 
have been made here to-day savor entirely of prohibition. It is 
purely a temperance question. If you believe in temperance, if 


you favor having mild beverages, such as beer and light wines, 
dispensed in the canteen of the National Homes, the 
governor of the Home can control and regulate its use, as to- 
day under the regulations in force, rather than have the sol- 
diers frequent the places without, where the governor has 
control whatsoever, then you will vote down this amendment 
that can only result in dragging down rather than upli 


where 


Lt g 
the old soldier, whom we are all concerned in guarding, helping, 
and elevating. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from New York 
very pleasantly and kindly said a while ago he did not happen 
to be here when we used to have a canteen running on the first 


floor of this Capitol, therefore I excuse him for net knowing the 
and 
when we did have it. It is true, and Members of this House 
know it is true, that the per cent of drinking, the excessive use 
of intoxicating liquors has been visibly reduced, both 





as to the 
Members of the House and by the employees of the Capito! and 
| by visitors—— 
Mr. GOULDEN. Mr. Chairman—— 
Mr. SIMS. In one moment—and it has been reduced si! 
by making it inconvenient. There never was a time or } 
| when it was made more inconvenient to get intoxicating dri 
| that there has not been less drinking—let them be old 
| young soldiers, Members of the House of Representatives, 
anybody else. And why should we, who are taxin people 
to keep up the Soldiers’ Homes, stand here and vote 1 eep 
open saloons in those Homes, in order to keep the soldiers, as it 


is charged, from going outside and debauching themselves? I 
want to say that I do not believe there y many of 
old soldiers in these Homes who will go into dives, as has 
been represented by the gentleman from Wisconsin, if they do 
not have beer served in the Homes. 


are very these 


If they are all so depraved, 


| 5 cents’ worth of beer a day will not keep them at the Homes. 


I do not believe there is a sufficient per cent of that depraved 
class among the old soldiers, as is here represented, as an argu- 
ment for bringing the means of depravity to their doors, in 
order that their drinking may be concealed behind the doors 
of the Home. 

Mr. STAFFORD. The generals of the Army state that has 
been the effect of the abolition of the canteen from the post 
exchanges. 


Mr. SIMS. Well, I want to say it is a reflection upon the 


| volunteer soldiery of this country to charge that a large per 


cent are so depraved that they will leave the Homes and go 
to dens of shame, if not provided with a more convenient resort 
in the way of a saloon in the Home. 

Mr. GOULDEN. 


Going back a little to the conduct of, the 
Members of this House, I would like to ask the gentleman 
whether there were not more arrests made at this ses of 


Congress than at any other session? 
Mr. RUCKER. Mr. Chairman, I object. 
Mr. SIMS. There may have been more arrests of 
for leaving the House and breaking a quorum than wl! 


Members 


en we did 


have the canteen, but perhaps when they had the canteen here 
some of them were not in condition to be arrested and produced 
before the Speaker. If the gentleman desires any further infor- 


mation of that sort he can call for it. 
Mr. GOLDFOGLE. 


Does not the gentleman realize when he 
speaks of selling liquor at the Capitol that there was 


old here 
whisky, brandy, and other intoxicants? Does the gentle- 
man realize that in the canteens there is only light beer sold? 

Mr. SIMS. Now, Mr. Chairman, alcohol ohol. If there 
was no alcohol in beer the gentleman from New York would not 
give a nickel for 10 gallons of it. It is only the difference in 
the percentage of alcohol in beer, wine, whisky, or brand it 
is alcohol that does the work. [Applause.] If you take alc 
hol out of beer and wine you would not want any of it. 


not 


is al 


Mr. PADGETT. Is it not simply that beer and those light 
| drinks might be treated as the deyil’s kindling wood? 

Mr. SIMS. It creates a desire to take something strong 
The man that never takes beer will never want red liquor 


Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Does not the gentleman think it is better 
to let the old soldier have his glass of beer than to alloy i 
go forth to the saloon in the neighborhood and outside of tl 
reservation? 


Mr. SIMS. Where is the old soldier that is asking for this 
legislation—I mean to put the saloon in the Home? Th re 
not here. The men who are behind this movement are the men 
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fo make money out of having these saloons for the 
rs in the Government-supported Homes. 
\IRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
tleman from Minnesota, the chairman of the commit- 
nized for the last five minutes, 
AW NEY. 
mittee are proceeding in this discussion upon a 
They have been discussing this amendment upon 
we are about to legislate as though the pro- 
intended to regulate the morals 
‘s of society. In other words, this debate has 
ed upon the theery that this is prohibition legislation, 
o all mankind, whereas, Mr. Chairman, this 
proposes to limit the power of the men who have 
the charter of a private corporation, to 


nt was 


inted, under 

enlate, an 

Soldiers’ Homes. This legislation does 

other class of men than to the “ old soldier.” 

apply to all classes, but to a specific class, to a 

are to be reformed, but who are given a home. 
SUCKER. Mr. Chairman—— 

lAWNEY. By the formation of this Board or this cor- 

n Congress has intrusted the care of these old soldiers 

lent of the United States, to the Chief Justice, to 

ry of War, and nine other members of that Board, 

1 among those who were the comrades of the men 

» care they are responsible. 

not legislating, therefore, on the question of prohibi- 

ipon the question of temperance. 

iment to take away from this Board the power 

ich has been deemed necessary in the judgment of its 

ubers, including the highest officials of the 


inmates of 


to any 


Pre 


of providing for the comfort and well-being of these old soldiers. 


was wise to abolish the canteen in these Homes, don’t 
you suppose th 
done so long ago? Is it possible that such men as constitute 
this Board would pe 
‘ul to their old comrades? 

use should, without knowledge of the facts, be 

by a sentiment in favor of temperance to say to this 
‘d, You are not capable to manage these Homes and we will 


WW rm 


ribe such rules as we are told by such men as the alleged | 


r Crafts should be adopted. 

GARDNER of Michigan. I simply want to correct, with 
gentleman’s permission, the impression that nearly all the 
soldiers in the Home indulge in intoxicating liquors. 

TAWNEY. I said nothing that would create that im- 

mn 

GARDNER of Michigan. 


] ereated 


Hear me, please. It was the 

before the gentleman began. It 

the hearings that 50 per cent are total absta 
vely few drink to excess. 

is unquest 

ied to determine what will! best 

‘are of the old soldier in these Homes? Are we 

than the President of the United States, the 

ice of the Supreme Court, and the Secretary of War, 

-omrades of these old soldiers who constitute the 

‘s to determine this question? Should we 


wa : 
iners 


yPyyT 


r quali 


he Board protests against this legisla- | 


based on their knowledge of the 


es, their habits, 


1e vicinity of the Home. 
has made the rule, the 
ld No man can obtain two drinks of 

ns except at certain intervals. 
comes, 

free from any other 
they associated during the war. 
nt of the United 


or the Sex 


states, 


‘of the Board has recom- 
against it. 

nil ended the eanteen ? 

ilation allowing the 
by given it their approval, and have 
the old soldier. 


York. I would like to throw a 


tact 
( 


by adopting the reg 
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Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that members 


and | 


i care for the class of men known as “old 


You propose by this | 


of doing } 


Government, | 
men who have voluntarily and gratuitously accepted the trust | 


is Board, composed of the men it is, would have | 


rmit the doing of that in these Homes which | 
It seems preposterous that | 
influ- | 

StrarrorD] and the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
| will take their places as tellers. 


, | proved March 3, 
ionably the fact, Mrs Chair- | 


soard | 
not be | 


and the influences they | 
ted to if they are left to the tender mercies of | 
| of the gates of this Home at Marion, Ind. 
‘y have adopted the regula- | 
having no more than 2 per cent of al- | 


He | 


Thus they obtain only the |} 


associations ex- | 


| State 


JUNE 12, 


light on the action of the mayor of Marion, Ind. There is jy 
Indiana a law—— 

Mr. TAWNEY. I do not yield for a speech. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I want to give some infor. 
tion. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The old Soldiers’ Home until 1880 
maintained by the fund known as the “forfeiture of 
and a large amount of clothing turned over to these Ho 
after the close of the war. It was not until 1880 thai 
Government of the United States commenced to apy) 
money for their maintenance. These Homes are the pro; 
of the corporation, not of the United States. They are 
property of a corporation created by this act of Congre: 
submit in closing, Mr. Chairman, that the men who fou 
the side of the men who have been intrusted to their ¢. 
better qualified than are we to determine what is for 
best interests and what is for their comfort and thei) 
being, and therefore I submit that the amendment ought 
defeated. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. 
minute. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
closing of debate. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York ask 
imous consent for one minute. Is there objection? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The only question now before the 
tee is the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
which the Clerk will again report. 

The amendment was again reported. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announ 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Division! 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 105, no 

Mr. STAFFORD. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered. 

The CHAIRMAN. 


I ask unanimous consent { 


[Cries of “ Regular order! ”’] 
The committee by limitation has fi 


I ask unamimous consent. 


The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 


30 W ERSOCK ] 


The committee again divided; and tellers reported—ayes 109, 
noes 63. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

State or Territorial Homes for Disabled Soldiers and Sail! 
continuing aid to State or Territorial Homes for the support of 
volunteer soldiers, in conformity with the act approved August 2 
including all classes of soldiers admissible to the National H 
ibled Volunteer Soldiers, $1,150,000: Provided, That no part 
appropriation shall be apportioned to any State or Territor 
until its laws, rules, or regulations respecting the pensions 
mates be made to conform to the provisions of section 4 of a1 
1883, entitled “An act prescribing regulatior 
Soldiers’ Home located at Washington, in the District of Colu 
for other purposes;”’ but the above proviso shall not apply 
State or Territorial Home into which the wives or widows of 
are admitted and maintained: And provided further, That no 
this appropriation shall be apportioned to any State or Territor 
that maintains a bar or canteen where intoxicating liquors are 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I move to strike out t 
word. 

Mr. Chairman, just before the last vote was taken I at ted 
to get some information before the House, but was ] ted 
by the extreme courtesy of the chairman of the co ttee. 
What I wanted to say to the committee, and what I sa) v, 1s 
that I hold in my hand photographs of six saloons just ie 

Permit n say 
that this model mayor of Marion, Ind., where there i: 
law that prohibits a saloon within a mile of the Soldier 
allows this. Also I find the chief of police attached to 
ministration of this mayor is now on trial before the ¢ 
of the State of Indiana, at least charges are pending 
him, beeause of the character of the ‘administration 


Dis: 


last 


| allows in the city of Marion. 

the | 
‘retary of War | 
| manner has any jurisdiction over the police force. W 

recommended this legis- | 


Mr. FREDERICK LANDIS. Permit me to say 
mayor of the city of Marion is a model executive, ® 
Indiana a metropolitan police law, which places the « 
police matters in a board of police managers. It is 
law. I merely say that to exonerate my W0! 
stituent, ; 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I am very glad to t 
to get the correction, but that does not do away wit! 


| that there are six saloons under the immediate shad 
little | 


Soldiers’ Home, 
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\ LAYDEN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 


NNET of New York. Certainly. 
: \YDEN. I want to know, Mr. Chairman, if this is a 
e m or a motion for a rehearing of a question decided? 
» | 
- ISNNET of New York. I want to say to the gentleman 
ie as that it is neither. 
oa? DER. Postprandial. . 
vf NNET of New York. It is piling up evidence for next 


ithdraw my motion. 


- [PF ER. I renew it, and give notice that I will with- | 
, iter. I wanted to say before the vote was taken on 
thie iendment—but I do not complain that I was shut 
Me we were then engaged in the consideration of an 
to this bill that was in exact harmony with the 
aes of the bill which we have just read relating to State 
< lomes. I did not quite understand why certain mem- 
“on . Committee on Appropriations wanted us to be better 

<oldiers’ Homes in the States than they were in the 
Q mes that belong to and are under the control of the 
Fed Government. There should be no distinction. The 


siti ; of old soldiers are inmates of the State and National 
I eall the attention of members of the committee to the 
- inage almost of the amendment we have just voted 
ike I] applicable to the various Soldiers’ Homes that are 
a | and managed under Federal law. The last clause of 
t paragraph reads: 

f this appropriation shall be apportioned to any State 


Iiome that maintains a bar or canteen where intoxicating 
j 


ise 


relates to Homes in States and Territories that 


the management and control of States. In these 
ey mes—I speak principally of the one in Ohio—we have 
“ f the civil war, old and indigent soldiers, disabled 


disease. I am happy to say that now there is 
trouble on the subject of the canteen in these State 


» not think you could force a canteen into the State 


ge or 


Home in Ohio by any Federal law you could pass. 

I » make one other remark, and that is that there 
5 to be a general impression among the Members, and 
perl ver the country, that in past years, in time of war, 
we | iteens where the soldiers could go and buy intoxicat- 
ing iors ad libitum. No such thing existed in the Union 
or the Confederate army during the civil war. There were no 

* sutler’s tents where the soldier could go and buy in- 

liquors. No army in civilized times has been or 


intained with a canteen of that kind. Sometimes 

the s old liquor to officers, but generally speaking that 

ed. Oceasionally in the war, both in the Union 

rate armies, in bad weather, in times when soldiers 

ally hard police duty, there was issued by the au- 

tion of liquor, but there was no such thing as a 

soldiers could go and purehase it. An army 

e soldiers had a right to purchase intoxicating liquors 
would be one without discipline. 

ve said enough on that subject. I could give some 

ut the Spanish war, but I have not time now. 

in my command in Florida and Georgia and 

certain regiments, canteens where beer was sold 

| regulations, but most of the regiments had no 

it was my experience with a large number of 

10se having such canteens had the most drunk- 

nost men who broke the guard lines and went 

de to indulge in the use of intoxicants. It seemed 

» bi that the soldiers who were allowed a limited use of 

were the most likely to seek it where there was 

Only a small per cent, comparatively, of our 

y of our wars were addicted to the use of intoxi- 

Noi s at all. The old and feeble soldiers now in 

me State Homes care for it less than ever before, and 

than in earlier life. 

n, but it is certainly one of temperance and 


also 


t +} 
tL ul 


n, I withdraw my motion. 

Li. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
nimous consent to address the House not en- 
the pending paragraph. 

RMAN. The gentleman from Wyoming 

a it to address the House for five minutes on a 


ne to the pending paragraph. Is there ob- 


jection, 


LL. Mr. Chairman, I noticed in one of last 


The question may not be | 


ASKS | 
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evening’s hewspapers a dispatch relating to a discussion 

House of Commons yesterday on the subject of American 
products, which called my attention not only to the far-reaching 
and disastrous effects of the present 
conditions surrounding the slaughter 


in ft 


1orif 
ip le 


ition relative to the 


and preparation of meats 
in American packing houses, but to such an unfortunate 
conception of the facts, and of the nature and character of « 
cisms which have been made officially or unofficially of 
house methods, which misconception, I fear, owing to hig! 


colored, sensational, and exaggerated statements, shared 








a considerable number of our own people, that in ( \ 
it is highly important, in the interest of the good name « 
American people as well as of the vast industi iff d t 

| every reasonable effort be made to re! d the country an 
foreign customers of the facts with regard to our n i 
tering and packing industries. 


It is important that the fact be emphasized th: 





has been charged in certain official and semi repo! 
were admitted, and it is not by any means, the charges the L 


made of unsatisfactory conditions relate to the preparation of 
an almost infinitesimal fraction of the products of a f 
packing houses, and when analyzed are found to allege condi- 
tions in the main affecting the workers in some departments of 
certain packing houses rather than the products themse! 


‘W 


They complain of conditions admittedly unsatisfactory if they 
exist, but mostly in the domain of the sociologist rather than 
in the sphere of the seeker after the truth relative to the 
healthfulness of food products. The trusted, efficient, scientific 


inspectors of the Agricultural Department, accustomed to the 
conditions that must necessarily surround the slaughter 


Lt OI 
mals, failed to find, we understand, ground for serious ¢1 : 
as to the healthfulness or cleanliness of the processes employed 


in the preparation of meats in the great packing houses 
they were followed by well-meaning gentlemen no doubt, 
gentlemen whose business, whose profession in life it 
search out things to criticise in order that they may employ 
themselves in the endeavor to reform them, and they did find 
some conditions no doubt in some packing houses not as they 
ought to be, not so much affecting the healthfulness and clean- 
liness of the meats as affecting the health and, as they say, the 
morals of employees. 

These reports and criticisms scattered broadcast, highly 
colored and exaggerated as they were passed along, have re- 


is to 
) 


sulted in inealeulable injury, not only to the packing business, 
but to the live-stock industry of the country generally. 

I have no doubt, Mr. Chairman, but what gentlemen so sensi- 
tive that their optics and olfactories are offended because a 
place where animals are slaughtered is not in all of its de- 


partments as fragrant as an establishment for the bottling of 
eau de cologne, and who would probably shrink from the 
aration of an omelet because it involves the somewhat 
performance of breaking and beating eggs, would find 
much to criticise were they sent out to inspect the | 


is 


quite as 


itchens of 


the best people of the land. There are some processes in the 
preparation of some kinds of food that are not appeal eit] 
to the eye or to the nostrils. I know of no way in wl t 

| processes can be rendered altogether satisfactory to sensit 
and finicky people. 
It was a bad day for Chicago and the packing and stoc! 
| growing industries of the United State hen that now hist 
porker slipped his trolley and fell-——just where he fell is « 
verted—whether he actually did soil his jowl is questionab 
whether the dust he might have accumulated $ ti 
moved by: antiseptic and disinfectant preparations is still 
shrouded in mystery. The fact that he was e ¢ 
million of his brethren, of whose cleanliness ft! uld be ) 
question, is forgotten. The further fact that he in all human 
probability was thoroughly cleansed, if as a tter of fact he 
was ever seriously soiled, is entirely ove oked, and he goes 

| down in history entirely eclipsing that other famous Chi ) 

| animal, Mrs. O’Leary’s cow, in the awful loss and ha ie ] 

| wrought. 

| The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentlk ‘om Wyom 
has expired. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I asl Mnimous 

five minutes more. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, the demand for time 
| Mr. MONDELL. I have not taken any of e of 
| Tiouse during this debate. I think I can conclude in three m 
| utes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the 1 st of 1 
| gentleman from Wyoming? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Chairmen, as a matter of fact, that 


fumous Chicago hog was only half a hog and not a v, 
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Mr. 


eriticism 


MONDELL. Then 
that has been 


half as 
ridiculous 


in the 
is, as I 


much 
as it 


there is 
made of 


only 
it, 
supposed 
Mir. GAINES of Tennessee. Does the gentleman dispute the 
tatement contained in the President’s message; and if so, upon 
he base his denial? 
MONDELL. I have only three minutes, 
that time go into that question. I am 
nd the gentleman can judge for himself. 
Chairman, the fact is disputed by none that nowhere on 
large numbers of animals slaughtered and prepared 
food under conditions so absolutely insuring the 
s, the cleanliness, and the palatableness of the prod- 
the packing establishments of our country under Fed- 
supervision. No question has ever been raised, even by 
the most confirmed and captious fault-finder, of the health- 
fulness and cleanliness of the vast bulk of our meat products, 
and particularly that portion which enters into foreign trade. 
Mr. Chairman, I consider it most unfortunate for the great 
cking and live-stock industries, for the peace of mind of our 
for our good name abroad, that it should have been 
ned necessary, in order to call attention to the somewhat 
careless handling in some packing houses of certain meat prod- 
constituting an infinitesimal proportion of the entire 
luct, and certain insanitary conditions affecting some work- 
ers in the meat-packing industries, with a view of securing or 
recommending an extension of Federal inspection, to place be- 
fore the country in a manner calculated to magnify their con- 
tents, certain reports which themselves bear on their face the 
taump of hypercritical criticism, if not, indeed, visionary bias. 
Now that the matter is up to Congress, I have every confi- 
e that it will be treated by the Committee on Agriculture, 
ich is now considering it, and by this House with that calm, 
assionate judgment which the great importance of the mat- 
warrants and demands. It pertains to and vitally affects 
industries. If the packing industries of the country were 
affected, their rights should demand our attention; 
at live-stock industries of the country are equally 
They have already suffered and will suffer 
to many millions by this agitation. There must be 
m of Federal inspection, 
blic confidence than because of any 
local sanitary laws are enforced; but in providing for 
extension of inspection its cost should be paid by the Goy- 
rather than laid upon the packers, who would unload 
stock raisers. 


of C 


t does 
Mr. 


and I 
giving my 


ean not 
opinion, 


are 


| 
px nle, 
( 


ucts, 


prod 
J 


oy af- 
‘ted. losses 
imounting 

extensi»s 
real necessity for it, pro 


jine 


meni 
on the 
Iti LL 
uestion? 
Mr. MONDELL. Yes; 
Mr. HILL of Connecticut. 
banks? Who pays for 
10 pays for inspection 
spection of the insurance c 
Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, 
nan to a speech in the minute and a half 
an probably knows who pays 


Mr. onnecticut. Will the gentleman yield for a 


although my time is limited. 
Who pays for the inspection of 
the inspection of oleomargarine? 


of butter? Who pays for the in- 


mpanies—— 


1 
il 


Wl the 


I have re- 
for these 


make 
The gentlen 
spections. 

Mr. HILL of Connect 
» makes them, too. 
MONDELL. But 
of any industry 
not be loaded 
dustry that can 
‘country, who are 


e hysterical agitation 


icut. Yes, I do know; and I know 


Mr. if the country in- 
the country should 
upon a single industry, particularly an 
unload the burden upon the raisers of 
in no way responsible for the hue and cry, 


that has been raised in regard to this 


demands a sanitary 
spection pay for it, and it 
ld 


stock 


Ae 
a on the question of inspection the House should 
ie disturbed nor affected in its judgment by thoughtless 
for legislation beyond the power of Congress to enact or 
tic and ec 
at pur 
Mr. SL 


neithe r 
clamor 
so dras 
which it is enacted. 

Mr. Chairman, I will ask 
which was shown to the 
INDELL]. I ask the 


ose for 


AY DE N. 
‘ tion 


| Mr. M 


gentleman from 


1 . 
msi (7 


yvoming 
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but | 


=” 


| get into a debate on some extraneous subject until aft: 





more for the restoration of | 
| eral days past, and a gre: 


| not 
I did not yield to the gen- | 


unplicated that it would in the end defeat the | re of th 
| if they have lost millions, when this agitation is over the) 


of the House the | 


indulgence of the House | 


ight minute ‘Ss : while I discuss the question not pertinent to | 


CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas asks unan- 
that he may 
iane to the bill. 
_Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I trust the gentleman from 
defer his remarks until we get further along. In a 
few minutes more we will complete the reading of the bill up to 
the Department of Justice, where we agreed this morning 
return to those paragraphs passed over a few days ago, 
res and receivers of the 


cisters 
Survey do not want to give up all the time of the committee 


consent 


subject not get 


ious 


the 


cline in the 
proceed for eight minutes upon a | 
| asking me to use what little influence I may 
| of this speech, 
to | 


Land Office and the Geological | 
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and I do not think it is fair to ask the committee to cons 
it. I think the gentleman can well defer his remarks no) 
go on to-morrow. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
ject? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota o} ects 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I understand the gen ' 
is not willing to concede to me the same courtesy whic 
shown to the gentleman from Wyoming. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, in view of the feeling oy the 
part of the gentleman from Texas that I am discriminatines ;, 
favor of a Member on this side of the Chamber, I wil] Say * : 
we have just concluded the reading of the bill relating Sol. 
diers’ Homes, and at this point we will stop until to-) rrow 
morning, and when the House goes into Committee of the 
Whole we will begin on the item reserved in respect to the ren. : 
isters and receivers. I will consent that the gentlem.; 

Texas may have eight minutes this evening, because the 
tleman from Massachusetts wants some time on the say), 
ject of meat inspection. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request 
gentleman from Texas? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say, reserving t} 
to object, that I do not care what is done this evening \ if 
announce to the House that I am not willing for the }{, <e ¢ 


C to 
ind 


Does the gentleman from Minnesot. Ob- 


man 
was 


to Sol- 


of the 


he 
it 


pure-food bill is considered. 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois ohiject9 
Mr. MANN. No; I do not want to object to anythi f that 
may take place to-night, but I do not want anybody to ge up 
to-morrow and claim time on the ground of what bas taken pi i 
this afternoon. 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to suge 
if we get into a discussion of the meat question now it wi! 
low the course of this bill, and we will not finish it for a yw 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request 


| gentleman from Texas? 


There was no objection. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, as every Member 
House knows, the country has been seriously disturbed for sev- 
it business interest has been upsct and 
hurt by the report made by a special committee sent out. I be- 
lieve, by the President, to report on the condition of the slauchter- 
houses in the city of Chicago. That report was sensatio1 
its character and has commanded the attention of the unii 
That it has been hurtful to values no man familiar with ma 
and those things which influence markets can for a momen 
deny. Whatever harm can be done by that report, however 
has been done, and I trust, sir, we shall scon have a compen 
ing amount of good come out of it. 

I shall not undertake to inquire whether this reform mig! 
have been brought about in a different manner, bu 
thought will intrude itself upon my mind that if there had bee 
less beating of drums and less blare of trumpets, less yell 
journal methods in the preparation and publication of 
port, the reform might have been equally as effective 
appalling to honest wealth, less disturbing to the busine 
terests of the country, and with much less loss to the 
growers. [Applause.] 

I am not saying a word in defense of the packers. 
ever offense there is in this matter has come from them 
if all that is charged against them be true, laws he 
found, or if they do not exist, laws should be made that will 
compel them to do justice by the consumers of this counu’y. 
The people of the country pay good round prices for meat, and 
they are entitled to be get clean, wholesome food. My sy 
pathy goes out in another direction, Mr. Chairman. There 
another class of people that I am concerned for and greatly 
terested in. The packers can take uven 


| in 


What- 
and 


i ae 
snouid 


is 
in- 
are of themselves. HY¢ 
will 
the “_—— 


the 


have millions remaining, and most of it sweated from 
of the cattle owners, the ranchmen of this country, a 
farmers. I say again the packers are not in any partic ular 
need of our sympathy, 

The newspapers have brought us information of a st 
value of cattle. Day after day my mail aoe 
flowing with appeals from the cattle — of m) district 
yave in ind 
Congress to take speedy action. Why, sir, since the wt 
or to be more accurate, while the & ntieman 
from Wyoming was talking, I am in receipt of 3 . a 
signed by two dozen or more of the prominent citizens eS 
county in my district protesting vigorously agvinst « con! vf 
ance of the present intolerable conditions. Unless are 
have speedy relief a useful, honorable, and innocent © 


dy de- 


is ove! 


ing 


ning 


lacs of 
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‘i the cattle growers—will suffer losses from which they | to put away this hysteria and to treat this unfortunate situa- 
; recover after years of uninterrupted prosperity. tion in a sane and rational way. 
of tuation is disastrous for the people of the Southwest. Legislation inspired by a novel and promoted by an es 
B and merchants who have advanced money upon cattle, | on slaughterhouse filth is not apt to ‘ t or rational 
ling that there will be a continued decline in the] however much it may harmonize with the methods of an Ad- 
; he commodity on which their money has been loaned, | ministration which is, by choice, explosive and dr r r 
ng these cattlemen to put their supplies on the market, | than calm and fair. 
¢ the ranchman to compete with his own distress. I send to the Clerk’s desk for insertion in the Ri few 
t alrendy depressed by this report we are to have] sample telegrams and letters which |] ve 1 if 
| superadded the depression which comes from a| for speedy action by Congress. 
is shipment of cattle, forced out by the call of these ComM p 
nd merchants for a prompt cancellation of their loans. ; B Ter 
iirman, as to the report, very sensational and serious Hon. JAMES te ee D. a 
‘ . charged in it, which the packers deny. Whether]  pyip sim: Inclos: eel’ tile oe 
ue or not is a matter that should be determined as | is self-explanatory ( the sent 
possible, and I hope before it adjourns that this We aiso think that ) of pecti he j ‘ 
ll send a committee specially instructed to ascer- | Ment, and not saddled on the producer. We could get | ery 
rt what are the facts in the case. The serious | sufficient to show how we feel. Th inking you f r anything that a 
charged by Neill and Reynolds have been largely | om do for us, : F 
packers. We must know, sir, in the interest of | Yours, very truly, ’ _ &EMW 
lustry, whether these things are true or not. The } aes i , ee . 
ternoon has a telegram from Chicago saying that | , 5 ; = apx, McCuLiocy County, ann oe a4 
; ; , : : es - | Hon. C. A. CULBERSON, Hon. J. W. BAiLey, and Hon. J. I 
vvernments have ordered their consuls to immedi- | Gz wee> Wa. tha padlevaienal cities of Mal ( 
ke the investigation of conditions in the stock | who are inter akedl’ tn ieaditne oath and * ‘ipp * cattle 
‘ », and any refusal of the beef trust to give the | request that you use your influence with the Secretary of Agricu 
agents the information they seek will re- | 224 Bureau of Animal I ‘7 to get him t the ¢ 
pe ee a “ams” : | inspection of domestic and } its is t i to k 
their governments that “the beef trust has | announcement that suct is 1 
e the charges,” which will mean the beexing | G. R. White, F. M. Richards, J. H. White, C. W. S 
steck yards’ products from that country. Mr. | W. N. White, C. T. White, B. L. Craddock, M. 
( f it did not bar the ranch products of Texas, | cater ee M. 7 T. B See ae 1 
* Montana and Colorado, and of all the farms and | Souther, W. W. Spiller, Thos. I 
country, I would feel less concerned about it. il 
the people who after all will have to pay the shot SANT I 6 
e. Something must be done and done promptly | pon. James L. SLAYDEN. Washington. D. ¢ ' 
| confidence of the consumers of meat or we will i ated from Beverid ll « regarding packers 
precipitated which will carry disaster into every inspection. Distribute this among Members and 
re . N. H. Corpt 
| ! egested, Mr. Chairman, that the expense of Cuas. Dow 
1 that may be established shall be borne by a A. G. ANI 
on the cattle that are to be slaughtered. I : H. J. Pant u 
want to rotest in the name of the people whom I represent i alias es. ae Cilia Washington, D. Pr. Pux., J Le, 19 
r t I conceive to be a gross injustice. [Applause.] | yw, aati eekiiees .4 representative citizens of MeCulloch Count 
nnection I want to submit to the gentleman from | rex., request that you use your influence to hi the claus ir 
( Mr. Hitt] that the instances he has referred to | from the Beveridge bill which specifies that packers shall d 
taken as a precedent. Less than five years ago | *° PAY Cost oF, ins wr — 
rgely at his instance, passed a bit of legislation > a. | J. BE. Bell, 
judgment was the most unfair, the most selfish, s, Evan W. Hat 
inl IT have ever known. Congress levied a tax a oe L. Craddock 
producers of the country in the interest of Dut : W. 1 fe 
in 2 comparatively few States, and now to that on, } 
h depreciated the value of the products of the > 
rms, we are to have added the further obliga- | ies leas Milne San ANTONIO, TeEx., Jun : 
ling that particular industry to pay officers of | ” "Heuse of Ri presentatives, Washingion, D. C. 
it for the discharge of governmental functions. | Dear Sir: I fear that the inves tion now going on will 
have Federal inspection it will be by officers of | damaging to our beef industry. I hope you will 
Government, and the expense of the system ought | have the Secretary to announce as soon as possil : ; 
to ajl the people. The packers have been charged . ee re ee SOO ¢ vice 
- hanking you for your many favors, and when I ca rvice 
t iny misdeeds, but no one has yet seen fit to | to you command me, 
h being fools. They knew how to handle their | Yours, truly, R. R. RUSSELL, ¢ 
own interest, and it can not be doubted for a Mr. AMES. Mr. Chairman, I ask for the s » consideration 
will shift the burden of supporting the in- | of eight minutes which has been granted to tl 
ihe cattle growers. But such a charge should | who have preceded me, for the purpose of addr ( 
ther the butchers or the people who sell the mittee on a subject also not germane to the | 
ctors will be public officers, and the charge The CHAIRMAN. The gentlem from sks 
should be borne by the people whose officers | unanimous consent to proceed for eight minutes o ibject 
gentlemen say, “I believe the Secretary of Agri- | not germane to the pending paragraph. Is there obj 
has indulged in this foolish talk—that if we There was no objection. 
_ he system of inspection by a per capita tax on Mr. AMES. Mr. Chairman, if the Em rr of G Y 
a ‘ed for slaughter the whole scheme will fail.” | should issue a ukase to the effect that, after careful investiga- 
— iis that because we fear that some future Con- | tion, he had found that all the beet sugar of Germany has be 
5 : to do its duty a special burden is to be put | and was being manufactured under atrociously insanitary « 
“yd ho raise cattle? It would be an outrage which | ditions, what do you imagine would be the effect on the re 
a ve ean be seriously thought of. of the world, and what in particular do you suppose would be 
, a how far we can go, under the restraints of the | the effect on the German beet-sugar industry itself? Weare now 
tablishing this scheme of inspection. But I! face to face with an entirely analogous situation in this eour 
thing must be done, and quickly. Some-! in respect to the slaughtering and packing industries, caused 
mre ‘ in the Federal Government or in that of the} by the publication, by the Executive, of the Neill-Reynolds 
sean vhere this slaughtering is done, a power cer-| port and the supplementary report of the Department of Ag 
7 ‘h can protect the people against the indecen- | culture. 
of. And that is the remedy. We want that The great export trade in meat and meat products is ! 
ud the remedy applied at once. Every day that | only paralyzed, as if by a lightning stroke, but also are we 
Ro ‘ drag is an unpardonable crime against the | ourselves aghast at the magnitude and enormity of the outrages 
{ have heretofore been victims of the greed of | perpetrated in an arrogance of power that seems in the light 
cris : are how to be made to pay a tax to control their | of the present publicity to be nothing short of madness. 


i gentlemen are to have their way. It is time I have no sympathy whatever for the packers who deliberately 
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brought this storm of righteous indignation against their methods | 
but I have the greatest sympathy for the | 


and upon themseives ; 


Executive, who, to rectify a crying evil, was forced, much 


rt that he 


reproach for our greatest industries. 


one of 


[fad the packers believed or had they been willing or anxious | 
to prove the charges forever untrue they would have welcomed— | 
the immediate adoption of the Beveridge bill. | 
voice. It} 


ves, aided—in 
That bill passed the Senate without a dissenting 
meets with the approval of our Executive and of the people. 
It is now before the House in committee, and the packers, in 


the arrogance of their boasted strength, are now boldly and | 


openly endeavoring to emasculate its most essential provisions. 


The bill represents carefully considered and incessant labor | 


of some three months by a leading member of the Senate, of 
collaboration with the Department of Agriculture, and at least 
a dozen 
and our families the same care and sanitation required in the 
preparation of food for foreigners and aliens. They also cry 
out that the bill was unconstitutional. 
my friend the Judge from Indiana, the bill is as constitutional 
as an appropriation bill for maintenance and support of either 
the Army or the Navy. If he has any real doubt about it, I 
would refer him to lines 5 and 4 of section 8 of Article I 
the Constitution. 


inilk, if it 
fat. 


the does not contain 


requisite 


transportation of his 
amount of butter 


tuberculosis or other germs? 


shame, they then seek to hide behind the cloak of disagreement 
between the House and the Senate; and in order to confound 
the President, and to discredit his investigations and report, 
by the apparent refusal of Congress to act thereon, they send 


word to all the farmers and cattle raisers, to the agricultural | 


interests, that if they, too, would not suffer they must rally to 
the cause. 

And the Committee on Agriculture, in answer to these hys- 
terical demands, is attempting to modify and emasculate the 
Beveridge bill by providing that the Government shall pay the 
cost of inspection. 

Not content with the shameless acquisition of countiess for- 
tunes from tainted sources, safe in their belief of their own im- 
inunity, arrogant in their escape from the processes of our 
courts, violators of our laws against illegal combinations, spread- 
ers of the white plague, slaughterers of humanity 
save a paltry two millions—by threats of lowering the price of 
cattle they would drive their very victims to their own defense 
and risk, yes, bring ruin to every cattle raiser in the land. To 


provide that the Government should pay the cost of inspection | 
I say this | 


would be to completely nullify the purpose of the bill. 
advisedly, and in the belief that I can prove it to 
preju liced person. 

First, let me answer the assumption that the cost will not fall 
on the packers, but on the raisers. 

To begin with, do you suppose for a minute that these philan- 
thropic combiners would risk the delay, the agitation, and con- 
sequent own business affairs in order to save a 
few pennies to the producers? 

Their able and surprisingly frank representative before the 
Agricultural Committee, Mr. Wilson, admitted that the cost 
would fall entirely upon the packers, and not upon the farmers. 

And this becomes apparent the moment you consider that the 
can not, with any face, demand of the producer a reduc- 
tion in the price of cattle because of the added cost of inspection 
when the cost of such inspection to-day is but 3 cents 
a head, the estimated cost will be 5 cents a head, and 8 cents a 
head would be an outside figure, providing every convenience 
and care. Now, an animal will weigh some 1,200 pounds, and 
is no practical way by which 8 cents can be distributed 


every un- 


loss in their 


‘ tham - 
tO LOI, 


there 
over 1,200 pounds in the purchase of an animal by weight. 

But for the of the argument let us suppose that the 
meat trusts are risking their all to secure 8 cents a head to 
the poor farmer, and that the producer will lose in the end 
8 cents per head. My contention is that to change the Sen- 
ate amendment, with the purpose of relieving the packers of a 
pro rata cost of inspection and place that cost on the Govern- 
ment, will be but to emasculate the bill. 

In this connection it would be well to call your attention to 
the well-proven strength of these immense interests in the 


sake 
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| a slight increase in the amount of money available for ip 
against his desires and earnest appeal, to make public the re- | 
well knew weuld reap a whirlwind of horror and 


| provide inspection of all meat and meat products for the 


revisions, with the sole end in view of securing to us | 
| Spection of only such meat as it seems wise will be to bl: 
| appropriation. 

With all due respect to | 


| of all things to secure; and how 
| beef 
of | 
To-day no one questions the constitutionality | 
of the Federal law that denies the farmer the right to sell or | 
the | 
Then can one question our | 
authority to provide that a farmer shall not sell or cause to be | 
transported cattle or meat that has too large a percentage of | 





—in order to | 


| This, to me, would seem to be the only expedient way. 
| in yesterday’s morning papers that the President is claimed 


| qualifiedly denied: 


| meat products by the Government is insufficient. !} 
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and to the now most-evident fact of its utter and absolyte 
inefficiency and insufliciency. Yet their proposition is to y).)- 


ke 
i pe (*- 
inst 


unte 


tion as a cure-all for the evils and outrages perpetrated 4 
humanity. The estimated annual cost at present of an ad 
inspection will be about $1,800,000. We have appropriated foy 
this purpose nearly $700,000. The proposition of the p 
is that we should appropriate—in the very pressure of our 
dignation—some $2,000,000. 

Assume, what may or may not be true, that this su» will 


ers 


in- 


CoN. 
ing year. By next year the business will have grown and the 
sum would be insufticient—the following year still more in- 
sufficient. Now, while there is the greatest agitation on {ho 
subject they propose that we appropriate what from a 
servative estimate would be absolutely necessary. Next year 
this agitation will have passed, the cost of inspection wil] joe 
greater, and all the beef trust will have to do to secure 


con- 


an in- 
k the 


‘There can be no one, within the sound of my voice, who does 
not appreciate that an adequate appropriation is the hardest 
~asy, in the interest of the 
trust, it would be possible to enlist the voice of the 
demagogue, the hue of the whole minority party, the ery of 
the interested around the banner of economy. 

It was only a few days ago when one single isolated iconoclast. 
in the face of the apparent wishes of not en!y the whole of the 
Republican majority, but also the opposition to the voice and 
desires of his own party, stopped the appropriation for such a 
worthy and necessary object as the payment of the trayeling 


|} expenses of the President of the United States. 
In order to marshal some show of decency about their de- | 
mands, in a vain effort to cover their everlasting disgrace and | 


Then, how easy to render absortive a proper inspection and 
regulation of an interest so vital to us all, if we leave the cost 
of inspection to the insufficient appropriation, from which we 
are now suffering and have been suffering in the past. 

There is still another most important phase to this proposi- 
tion. Under whip of public opinion, the larger packers would 
probably he held up to a fairly high standard; but what are 
we going to do with the thousand and one small operators that 
multiply with the increase of our population, and for which no 
sum that Congress would be willing to appropriate could or 
would provide inspectors. 

No one will doubt that hereafter a slaughter or a packin 
house that can not furnish with its products a government: 
clean bill of health will have to go out of business. I, 


| 
for one, 
will not vote for a measure that would so strengthen the hold 
of the beef trust. 


If the trusts alone are inspected and vigorously held to 
proper standards, then the diseased and noxious cattle and 
hogs will quickly find their way alive to the uninspected abat- 
teirs. It would seem necessary, therefore, that all slaughter 
and packing houses be rigidly inspected. 

If the cost of inspection be charged pro rata, then the cost 
of inspection in the large plants would not actually cost as 
much as the charge pro rated, while in the smaller plants the 
actual cost would be mueh larger than the pro rated cost. 


I see 


} 1 


by the representatives of the packers to have given his tacit 
consent to proposed changes in the Beveridge bill, relieving the 
packers of the cost of inspection. This I have found to be w- 
We are agreed that a great wrong has been 
perpetrated upon humanity ;,that a great hardship has, rightly or 
wrongly, been placed on large and varied industrial and agricul- 
tural interests; we are agreed that all meats should be properly 
inspected, and that the wrong done and damage caused can be 
remedied none too quickly. Then cease trying to emasculate 
the Beveridge bill, and in the justice of right and equity and 
power, in the interest of the struggling, toiling human 
men overweak from incessant labor, of the women and ch 
of to-day, and in the memory of the countless throws 
passed away of a yesterday, in the clutch of the great 
plague, insist upon a complete and rigidly enforced inspec 
by making the packers pay the cost thereof. 

Mr. FULKERSON rose. om 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 
do now rise. Does the gentleman from Missouri wis! 

Mr. FULKERSON. scale aa 
to the closing paragraph of the statement of the genticmen er 
Massachusetts, to the effect that the present en . 


at 


. ale excel jon 
Mr. Chairman, I want to ta cceptiol 


deny that statement in toto in so far as the packing houses 


° a wards Coyvernment 
| St. Joseph, Mo., are concerned. At our stock yards Goyer! 


Sa : : ; ; . . telwe ses Goverii- 
halls of Congress, as evidenced by the present inspection law, | ante-mortem inspection and in all our packing houses 
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st-mortem inspection is strict, adequate, complete, and and joint resolution of the 
ective. Inspection has thus been carried on there for Signed the same: 
' nd no complaint has ever been made against our meat Hl. R. 1160, An act granting an increase of Pension to Eliza 
enti s of any kind, J] Was reared on the farm, and TI haye | Swords: 
' ciated at many hog Killings myselt. I have many H. R. 17989. An 
es gone through and carefully examined our Packing plants 
sely inspected their Methods of Slaughter and manner 


or 


of 1 ling meats and neat Products, and I want to Say that construct ans 


following titles; when the Speaker 


act to grant to ¢ harles H. Cornell, his as signs 
and Successors, the right to abut a dam “CTOSS the Nj Orara 
River on the Fort Niobrara Military Reservation, Nebr., and to 
1 operat, « trolley or el), tri¢ raily 


“Way line and tele- 
: as the Cleanliness. healthfulness, and Wholesomeness of fraph and telephom lines across Said reseryat;, n: 
th ducts—the food Products—of the St. Joseph packing H. R. 4478, An act to amend “ecuion 64 of the bankruptey act: 
' IS concerned, they are par excellent, and can not be and ; 
! either on the farm or in any other packing Plants in H. J. Res. 172. Joint resolution to Supply a defies, ne n an 
d. Our Dacking houses are some of them brand new, appropriation for the postal sear ice. 
f them comparatively new, They are Inodern in every The SPEAKER announced his “isnature to enr, lled bills of 
and no pains or expense hag been Spared in their the following titles: 


on equipment, and maintenance. No complaint should 
fainst our Plants, the elployees, the methods, or the 
on the ground that they ara insanitary or unwhole- | 
for such is not the cise, Government inspectors are on 
round all the time to inspect the animals as they arrive 


S. 5143. An act granting an increase of Pension to Eugene ¥ 
McKnight - 
S. 5085. An act 


sranting an increase of 
Donovan: 


: a oe : S. 5065. An act granting an increase ’ pensic 0 Charles 
the yards. Animals diseased or unfit for human food are Jackson - ro ed a Mee nari 
{ » weeded and not al Owed to even entar - packing | “@CKS ace : : 
ere ea out ML J ] : is n enter the packing | S. 5056. An act granting & pension to Als Xander Plotts - 
house Later each Carcass must undergo the Strictest post- gers ; ; ; ; : 
| ; 4 ; ~. 8.5731. An act granting an increase of Pension to James 
t uspection, and such Carcasses as are condemned by the MeTwiggan - ; 
overhinent inspectors are sent to tanks to be Converted into | + « mney “ , . 7 : 
et . 003 act grant Zs increase o TISIOT ) Isy ) 
And this is done under the eye and orders of com- Stuyveca nc se 2¢t granting an ~ #8@ Of pension to Dp y ©. 
= ¢ = = ic OY 4 Stuyvesant : 
ispectors sent there by this Government. S. 5022. 4 . , : ; 

. > : ) act or: ne <s INCresca eNnSio ( nrvy & 
ihe fact that the packing houses of one city have been ae. iad - 9022, AN act sranting an Increa of pension to He iry §, 
‘lof careless or unclean methods in the handling of meat ‘mois 4 . , ‘ : 

“ey . “las : : S. 49387, , act granting a; Increase o nsi o Ji 
lucts, or the fact that some of the buildings of that city are Reece: act granting an “rease of pension { Jvonn 
ed to be unsanitary, Should not be allowed to bring all the “Stele 4 t : . ; ; 

_ . < ae rypre wre "An ca ) ens ‘ ij n 
ng houses of the ‘“ountry—and there are hundreds of nes a's n act granting an in rease of | on to William 
: : . ° "lo . 
r the condemnation that is being heaped upon the righ a ; 
| cuilty | ©: 4887. An act éranting an increase Of pension to ¢ ilvin ¢ 
suust that theory that I here and how protest. Merit Hussey ; ; 
i . <. S 42 ve me Os incresrca ° nNetar ~ . 
erit 18 due. I do not defend the Suilty, if any there ke Am act Sranting an increas, Of pension to Mary FB, 
to protect the innocent. ] tm a great meat eater mabe : , ; 
| hence I am interested in knowing that the meat that S soil. An act éranting a Pension to Mae Spaulding ; 
;_ lly table is clean and Wholesome. ‘To Satisfy myself 4790. An act Sranting an increase Of pension to’ kd) ard 
on this point I have time and again visited these backing plants WwW. Smith ; f a. ; 
USt. Joseph and examined them critically, and ] know as well ; ©. 4784. An act éranting an increase of pension to Lemuel 
Slow anything that their food products, in the can or out | ¢ ‘sos : ’ 7 E . 
the can, the beef, pork, mutton, and every food Product man- _ - 4770. An act sranting an Increase of Pension to Edy rd 
ictired there jg clean, healthful, and Wholesome in all re. eres . : ; : 
oe S. 4719. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
: . x . : ines: 
\ { sreat outcry against Packing houses In general jg | Jo ; 
5 : 7 S. 4585, / ac ¥ ing ¢ increase of ension to ary 
uiwarranted by the facts. [ Applause. } - oe An act gr inting an j crease of pension 1 Mat ¥ 
‘He CHAIRMAN. The Sentleman from Minnesota moves —— ae ; . 7 ; 
j a Filth Re nang S. 4497. An act ésranting an Increase of Pension to \ugustus 
@ ¢ ‘iuinittee do now rise, . : 
1 Bis ede ae McDowell : 
! » OD Was agreed to, S. 4492. "4 . e ; : 
ecgiiee . . . Deo. J act gr: lg Increase o Sle to Ge re V\ 
\ ‘ugly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- Flet her: *°t Sranting an iner, wee » “0 George W 
he chair, Mr. Watson, Chairman of the Committee of S.4 158 A ct g ti j 4 
1 ’ ° Tos vs. J ac . Ing ar increase of Cnsion ft \ 
iN louse on the state of the Union. reported that that P. Quist." 2¢t granting an ~<rease of pension to 
mittee had had under -onsideration the bill H.R. 19844 — ‘haan , eo ae e: A a ee 
Civil “PPropriation pil] ~and had come to ho resolu- a eee Granting an in rease of pension oe - 
“ Knight; 
; S. 4872. An act sranting an increase of Pension to 7 lv P. 
IC HEALTH AND MARINE-HOSpTrar, SERVICE, Hubbard : 
NGER,. Mr. Speaker, ] desire to file the conference | S. 4846. An act franting an increase of pensi O William ] 
senate bill (gs. 4250) to further enlarge the powers Holloway : 
(Y of the Publie Health and Marine-Hospita] Sery- S. 4205. An act granting 4n increase of pension » ¢ 
pose further duties thereon. With the ae Olnpany- Warner: S 
(, that the matter may be printed in the ReEcorp S. 4173. An act granting an jy, rease of a) ( 
E. Smith: 
\KER. The Sentleman from Pennsylyania reports S. 4171. An act granting an increase of pens Oo 
. I 
C and Statement for printing under the rule. Bovee; 
' dnnounces the following appointment : S. 4133. An act éranting an increase of | 1 tO George 
‘ read as follows : Brewster : 
‘ . , P . 5, 4999 Qf cm iting an inere.- - of pens yt) te J . h; 
Smithsonian Institution - Mr, DALZELL, to take the S. 4092. An act srantit 5 an increase of PeDSk 1 to Jobn §; ns 
deceased S. 8818. An act éranting an increase oj Pension to J): d B. 
ol . 
PERSONAL REQUEST, J “son 5 ; 
eo : : S. 5904, An act granting an increase of PCRSION to (4, rge J 
; /4S consent, Mr. WEEKS wags sranted leave to y ith- Thomas : 
files of the House, Without leaving copies, the S. 5814. An act granting an increase Of pension to John Gin : 
Of Harriet g, Ripley, Fifty eighth Congress, | S. 3750. An act sranting an increase °F Pension to Wilber I 
rt having been made thereon, } Flint: 
t. Mr. Speaker, | ask unanimous consent that S. 3728. An act granting an increase of Pension to wi 
© adjourn to-day it adjourn to meet at 11 O'clock H Winans : 
' ~ a ; S. 3697. An act granting an increase of pe 1 to Sarah A 
C AER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Petherbridge - 
. S. 8684, An act granting an increase of pension to ¢ \W 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNEp. Hyde; 
Mr. WACHTER ¢. ' : ,; sae 
pesca ER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- | §. 5583. An act granting an ‘ncrease of pens on to Foster 4, 
Fn they had ©Xamined and found truly enrolled bills | Banister ; 
X] 524 
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granting an increase of pension to Blanche 


granting an increase of pension to Stacy B. 


granting an increase of pension to James A. | 


S. 5708. act granting an increase of pension to Nathalia | 
LBoeple; 
S. 5728, 
VW vinan; 
S. GOGS. 
Sulli 


ivan; 


An act granting an increase of pension to Emery | 


An act granting an increase of pension to Frances A. 


8.6039. An act granting an increase of pension to George | 
Gardener ; 
S. 6034. An 
Yiopper, alias 
Ss. 57TDS. AnD 
Clark ; 
S. 6024. An 


‘ Ben n° 


act granting an increase of pension to William A. | 
Cuff Watson; 


granting an increase of pension to Franklin 
granting an increase of pension to Franklin 
granting an increase of pension to Christo- 
‘anting an increase of pension to George F. 
granting an increase of pension to Samuel B. 
granting an increase of pension to Elijah R. 
granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
granting an increase of pension to George W. 
granting an increase of pension to Henry 
granting an increase of pension to Washing- 


or 


gra an increase of pension to Andrew 


nting 
eranting an increase of pension to William H. 


eranting an increase of pension to Margaret 
granting a pension to Francis E. Taylor; 
granting an increase of pension to Jehial P. 


ting an increase of pension to Mary J. 
granting an increase of pension to Joseph W. 


of pension to Mahala F. 


anting an increase 
act granting an increase of pension to John John- 
act granting an increase of pension to James A. 


act granting an increase of pension to James 
ing a pension to Florence H. Godfrey ; 
an increase of pension to Laura 


granting 


gi of pension to Harvey M. 


‘anting an increase 


granting an increase of pension to Thomas H. 


granting an increase 


granting an increase of pension to Charles F. 


an increase of pension to Jacob L. 


ing 

iGO. J i granting an ine 
migomery ,; 
ps2z6. An act 
s. OS44. An 
An 


act 
S 5] 

Fosdick ; 
S. 5S09. 

Church ; 


An act granting an increase of pension to Hannah C. 
act granting an increase of pension to Holaway 


act granting an increase of pension to Ann H. 


act granting an increase of pension to Joshua J. | 


of pension to Thomas D. | 


rease of pension to Theodore | 
granting an increase of pension to Annie A. | 


granting an increase of pension to John Keys; | 
act granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. | 


JUNE 12 


’ 


8. 6240. An 
Fonda; 
S. 3629. 
Hibbs ; 
S. 3487. 
Fuller ; 
S. 3486. 


act granting an increase of pension to Jo! 


in G, 
An act granting an increase of pension to William 
An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 


An act granting an increase of pension to Edward p, 


| Wescott; 


8.3270. An act granting an increase of pension to William 4, 
Richardson ; 

S. 3261. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles B. 
Towne; 

8S. 3649. An act granting a pension to Sarah Agnes Sullivan; 


| and 


on 


8. 3553. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Oliver. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED, 

Under clause 2, of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following 
titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to their 
appropriate committees, as indicated: 

S. 6167. An act to improve the channels along the New Jersey 


| seacoast—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


S$. 6109. An act authorizing the reappointment of mi 
men recently dismissed from the Naval Academy for hk: 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

S. 6375. An act granting lands in the former Uintah Indian 
teservation to the corporation of the Episcopal Church in 
Utah—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

LANDING, DELIVERY, ETC., OF SPONGES. 


Mr. HINSHAW. Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the 
conference report on the bill (S. 4806) to regulate the landing, 
delivery, cure, and sale of sponges. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the conference re- 
port. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


dship- 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendment of the House to the bill S. 4806, 
“An act to regulate the landing, delivery, cure, and sale of 
sponges,” having met, after full and free conference have agreed 
to recommend, and do recommend, to their respective H 
as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the a 


uses 


follows: 

In the second line of the language proposed to 
strike out the word “sponge” and insert “sponges tak: 
said waters,” so that the amendment will read: 

“And provided further, That no sponges taken fro 
waters shall be landed, delivered, cured, or offered for 
any port or place in the United States of a smaller 
four inches in diameter.” 

And the House agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the House on page 1, line 3, striking out the words ° 
passage of this act,” and inserting “ May first, anno Domini 
nineteen hundred and seven; ” and agree to the same. 

BE. H. HInsHaw, 

TuHos. SPIGHT, 

WILLIAM W. WILSON, 
Managers on the part of the L 

S. M. CuLLom, 

H. C. Longe, 

A. O. Bacon, 
Managers on the part of the § 


‘the 


ate. 


The question was taken; and the conference report wa 
to. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 0 
41 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned to meet at 1! 
a. in. to-morrow. 


do now 


lock and 
o'clock 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following ex: 
munication was taken from the Speaker's table and rc’! 
follows: 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treas 
mitting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of War > 
an estimate of appropriation for payment of damages | 
property by gun firing—to the Committee on Clail, 
dered to be printed. 


trans- 
bmitting 
private 
and or- 











1h H. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

tinder clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 

, titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 

t+) the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein 


| 1, as follows: 
Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Interstate 


I and For- 
referred the | 


eign Commerce, to which was vill of the Senate | 
(s.280) to provide a life-saving station at or near Greenhill, on | 
{ st of South Kingston, in the State of Rhode Island, re- ; 
; the same without amendment, accompanied by a report | 
( \ 16); which said bill and report were referred to the 
C ee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. i 

RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on 
Int te and Fereign Commerce, to which was referred the | 
pill the House (H. R. 20070) to authorize the Chattanooga | 
Northern Railway Company to construct a bridge across the | 
T see River at Chattanooga, Tenn., reported the same | 
wit! amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4917) ; | 


wl suid bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 
Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to | 
as referred the bill of the House (TH. R. 16548) to pro- 





VW 
vide for 2 judicial review of orders excluding persons from the | 
use of United States mail facilities, reported the same without 
ane ent, accompanied by a report (No. 4919); which said | 
pill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 
PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
rials of the following titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred as follows: 

By Mr. McLACHLAN: A bill (H. R. 20151) authorizing and 


directing the Secretary of the Interior to sell to the city of Los | 


Angeles, Cal., certain public lands in California; and granting 
rights in, over, and through the Sierra Forest Reserve, the 
Santa Barbara Forest Reserve, and the San Gabriel Timber 
Land Reserve, California, to the city of Los Angeles, Cal.—to the 
Committee on the Publie Lands. 

By Mr. BROOKS of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 20152) to vali- 
date certain applications for soldiers’ additional homestead 
rights—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 20153) providing for the 
issuunce of mileage tickets by railroads engaged in interstate 
commerce—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce 

By Mr. GRIGGS: A resolution (H. Res. 578) amending Rule | 
X of the standing rules of the House—to the Committee on 
Rul 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 174) 


limiting the gratuitous distribution of the “ Rules and Specifica- 
* Grading Lumber Adopted by the Various Lumber Man- 
Associations of the United States” to the Senate, to 
the louse of Representatives, and the Department of Agricul- 
to the Committee on Patents. 

OLMSTED: A concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 
ding for the printing of 5,000 copies of Senate Docu 
. 280 of the Fifty-seventh Congress—to the Committee 


By Mr. JENKINS: 
rt certain 


A resolution (H. Res. 576) to pay J. 
sum of money—to the Committee on 


C. 
Ac-* 


by Mr. BATES: A resolution (H. Res. 579) to continue the em- 
t of the janitor to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Mi ires, ete.—to the Committee on Accounts. 


uc, 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS, 


1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
Wing titles were introduced and severally referred 


use 


ns a 
By ) A] 


LEN of Maine: A bill (H. R. 20154) granting an 
nsion to George H. Dyer—to the Committee on In- 


By Mr. BAT (H. R. 20155) 
Weiss—to the 


granting an increase 


ES: A bill 
Pr Committee on Invalid 


ank L. 


m B SENNETT of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 20156) grant 
; 1 to James H. Carter—to the Committee on Invalid 

Alsi bill (TI. R. 20157) granting a pension to H. Clay 

Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

(H. R. 20158) granting an increase of pension to 

‘on—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill 
Henry Drake— 


(H. R. 20159) anting an increase of pen ion to 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensi 


£1 


LS. 





Also, a bill (H. R. 20160) granti an increase of pens to 
George W. Nethercutt—to the Committee on Invalid Pens 

By Mr. BONYNGE: A bill (H. R. 20161) granting en in 
crease of pension to Mathew L. R mond—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia: A bill (H.R. 20162 the 
relief of the heirs of David W. Swisher, deceased—to the C 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 20163) granting an increase 
of pension to Benjamin LB. Ream—to the Committe 1 In | 
Pensions. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 20164) nt 
ing a pension to John Devine—to the Committee on Pt 

By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 20165) for the relief of 
Marcus Stevens—to the Committee on War Claims. 

$v Mr. PATTERSON of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 20166) 


granting an inerease of pension to Sarah Salmon—to the Com- 


mittee on Pensions. 


By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: A bill (H. R. 20167) granti 
pension to James H. Hoback—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 20168) for the relic yf F. 
Krant, of Leon Springs, Tex.—to the Committee on Claim 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20169) for the relief of Margaret Neut 
of Leon Springs, Tex.—to the Committee on Claims 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 20170) gr 
crease of pension to Matthias Mannes—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 20171) gran ry an 
increase of pension to Charles H. Miller—to the Committee on 


Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows 
By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of Monongahela Valley Central 
Trades Council, Charleroi, Pa., for bills H. R. 18752 and H. R. 
11651—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


and 


Also, petition of Chamber of Commerce, Pittsburg, Pa., for ap- 
propriation for the testing of fuels—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

By Mr. BENNETT of Kentucky: Papers to accompany bills 


for relief of Henry Drake, James H. Carter, Martha Iuston, 


George W. Nethercutt, and H. Clay Stone—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURNETT: Petition of Alabama Steel and Wire Com- 
pany, against the eight-hour bill—to the Committee on Rules 

By Mr..FLETCHER: Petition of Prof. Cyrus Northrup, Uni- 
versity of Minnesota, and many others, for the Foster bill, rela 
tive to admission of certain classes of Chinese—to the C mittee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Minnesota State Organization of Pr 
Exchanges, against the eight-hour bill—to the Com e on 
Rules. 

By Mr. FORDNEY: Petition of citizens of Tuscola 
Mich., against religious legislation in the District of Coluw 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Letters and telegrams protest 
against passage of eight-hour bill from the following ¢ 
York, Pa.; Cleveland, Ohio; St. Paul, Minn. ; Philadelph Pa 
Fostoria, Ohio, Worcester, Mass.: and Rome, N. \ o 1 
Committee on Rules. 

Also, petition of New York business men and manufacturers 
from New York, Boston, Detroit, Charlotte, N. ¢ 1 Cle 
land, Ohio, against the eight-hour law—to the Committee on 
Rules. 

By Mr. HAYES: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Mary 
E. Austin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Luman Vanhoosen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. LAFEAN: Petition of Manufacturers’ Association of 


York, Pa., against passage of eight-hour law—to the Comn 
on Rules. 

By Mr. LEVER: 
lumbia, S. C., for passage of anti-injunct 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of National Woman's ¢ 


Petition of City Federation of Trades. Co 
ion bill to the Co 


Temperance Union, for prohibition of aleoholic liquors 
tion Soldiers’ Homes—to the Committee on Alcoholic 1 
Traffic. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: Petition of women of Cuml nd 
County, Pa., for investigation of conditions in Kongo Free 


State—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
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RICHARDSON of 
relief of Louis Holt 


Alabama: Paper to accompany 
to the Committee on Military 


\lso, petition of Thomas E. Goodwin et al., against the anti- 
imendment rate bill—to the Committee on Interstate 
| Foreign Commerce. 
By Mr. REYNOLDS: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
vy Moon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, paper to accompany Dill 


Invalid Pensions. 


to 


the Comn 


ttee on 
Mr. PA 
cus Stevens—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: Petition of Alfred Noon, Eugene T. 
dicott, A. C. Douse, and H. B. Hastings, against tariff on linotype 
machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SULZER: Petition of international committee of 
Young Men’s Christian Association, New York, that they may be 
the 
made in rate bill 

erce 


\lso, petition of [li 


to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 


nois State Medical Society, for passage of 
sing effi 
ZENOR: Papers to accompany bill (H. R. 20041) 
“ase of pension to James Allen—to the Commit- 


sions. 


Affai 
Mr. 

iting an in 

n Invalid P 


SENATE 
Wepnespay, June 13, 1906. 

Prayer by Rey. CHartes CUTHBERT HAL, D. D., of the city of 
New York. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s 
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. Scorr, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal stands approved. 

OF NOTES OF SMALL DENOMINATIONS. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I submit a memorial from the 
bankers’ associations of Georgia and Florida, in joint session 
at Atlanta. 
I ask that it be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
will read the memorial. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


ISSUE 


Without objection, the Secretary 


/ ATLANTA, GA., June 11, 1906. 
he UNITED STATES SENATE, 
Washington, D. O.: 


on authorizing 
than is now 

Resolred 
associations, 
ing it 


a much larger issue of one, two, and five dollar bills 
in circulation: Therefore, be it 

by the joint session of the Georgia 
rhat the 
sent session House 


and Florida bankers’ 


No. 


13566. 
L. P. HILLYER, 
Secretary Georgia Bankers’ Association. 
GEO. R. DESSONSSURE, 
Secretary Florida Bankers’ Association. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the Senator 
from Georgia submitting remarks on the memorial? The Chair 
hears 3 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I will occupy a very few min- 
utes. 

I desire to state that the memorial grows out of an applica- 
tion which I recently made to the Treasury Department for the 
furnishing of small bank bills to banks in Southern States. 
in response to my application to the Treasury Department, I 
s informed that under the present law it is impossible for the 
Department to furnish to the country the needed amount of 


dut Ss pre bill 


one. 


Wa 


Before I move its reference I desire to say a word. | 


| been insuflicient; that in the growing and developing busiix 
for relief of Peter Gibbin—to | 
| this time there will be very great embarrassment durin 
DGETT: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Mar- | 


En- | 


| desire to ask their special attention to the letter. 
beneficiaries of any exceptional considerations that may be | 


iency of the Army—to the Committee on Mil- 


JUNE 13, 


a 
ome 


tion and issue one and two dollar silver certificates in thoejp 
place. 

The important fact, Mr. President, which justifies me in « iI. 
ing the attention of the Senate especially to the matter at ; 
time is the statement that even heretofore the need of the county 
for bills of this denomination during the harvest season jy. 


as 
of the country it is found to be quite insufficient at this season 
of the year, and that unless this relief is given by Congress a 
Lhe 
coming fall when the crops are being moyed. - 

In response to my request, the Assistant Secretary of 
Treasury, Mr. Keep, with whom I had the conversation, pyt 
what he then had to say in writing, and I ask that the letter 
which he has written to me en this subject may now be read 
I see some members of the Finance Committee present, 
I hope 
it may be found consistent with their view of the interests of the 
country to give early consideration to this matter and bring it 
to the attention of the Senate. The passage of the bill by the 
House is referred to in the letter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secr 


the 


id I 


t) 


ary 


| will read the letter. 


The Secretary read as follows: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETA 
Washington, June 
My Dear Srr: I return you herewith the letter of Mr. L. P. 
secretary of the Georgia Bankers’ Association, and the letter 
Parsons, assistant cashier of the Chemical National Bank of New 
both relating to a searcity of small bills. 
The inability of the Treasury Department to supply the num! 
small bills needed for the business of the country is most em rassing 
at the present time. This is a season of the year when ordinarily we 


| are able to meet all demands for small notes, and in view of on: 


bility to do so now we have reason to anticipate greater difficulties 


| in the fall, when the movement of the crops always increases th 





mand for small notes. 
For six years past the Treasury has been operating under the pro- 


| visions of the act of March 14, 1900, and during this ek d the volume 


of notes of the denomination of $10 and under has been in 

nearly $190,000,000, through a process of redeeming and < 
notes of larger denominations and issuing in their stead smalle: 
In making changes of this character under existing laws, the 
was practically reached at the close of the last fiscal year, and 
attention of Congress was invited to this condition in the annual re- 
ports of the Secretary of the Treasury and of the Treasurer of the 
United States. On the Ist of the present month the outstanding notes 
of the denomination of $20 and over which, when presented for re- 
demption, could be reissued in small denominations was as follows: 

CREO TE TOO ectinasc ine een eee $62, 000, 000 
Treasury notes of 1890 2, 000, 000 
Silver certificates 14, VOU, VOU 


sed by 
neeling 
ones, 
limit 


78, 000, 000 


e held 


in 


; | bank reserves and in packages of ¢ yhi ave remained in bank 
Whereas there is great necessity for prompt and immediate legisla- | pa ges of currency which have remained in : 


vaults for a number of years without disturbance. 
Under existing law gold certificates can not be issued under 


| nomination of $20, and, except for the very small amount o! 


Senate is hereby earnestly memorialized to pass | 


ver dollars in the Treasury, which are being used gradually 
issue of silver certificates of the denominations of one, two, 


| dollars, to meet the daily demands of the subtreasury offices a: 


some relief to the needs of business, the Treasury is limit 
daily issue of small notes, to the unfit currency of small den 
which comes in for exchange into new bills. Any bank, sendi! 


| to the Department at Washington notes of small denominatio: 


obtain new notes of the same kind and denominations as thos 
This can not always be done at the subtreasuries, as those o! 


| quite unable to meet the demands made upon them for sn 
;} and can only pay out new silver certificates to the extent t! 


ment at Washington is able to supply them. 

A bill has passed the House of Representatives, and is now | 
in the Senate, to permit the issue of gold certificates of 1 
nations of five and ten dollars, and to remove the present 
which limits each national bank in the issue of five-dollar nat 
notes to one-third of its outstanding circulation. The pass 


| bill would enable a considerable quantity of the outstandin 


ls in small denominations, the reason being that under the | 


sold certificates can only be issued in denominations of not 

than S20, and national banks are restricted in their issue 

the denomination of $5 to one-third of the amount 
‘ir issue. 

The 
was then pending in the House which removed both the restric- 
tions, which would allow gold certificates to be issued in de- 
1:ominations of ten and five dollars and removing the restriction 
upon banks in regard to the proportion of five-dollar bills which 
they were allowed to issue. 

The statement was made to me in the Treasury Department 
that this bill should be passed by Congress—it has since passed 
the House—and that if it should become a law, by its passage 
in the Senate and its approval by the President, the supply of 
notes of ten and five dollars denomination in gold certificates 
and in nationaJ-bank notes would be such that the Department 
could then cancel the silver certificates of five-dollar denomina- 


is 
Is O1 


silver certificates to be converted into ones and twos, and tl 
to be supplied with gold certificates and national-bank note 
Should this bill not become a law at the present ses 
venience will result, but the national banks themselves ean 
situation to some extent by issuing as large a proportion 
culation in five-dollar denomination as the existing stat 
This would so greatly increase the number of five-dollar nat 
notes as to permit the conversion of not less than $50,000,' 


dollar silver certificates into ones and twos. 


Department called my attention to the fact that a bill | gree 


The free shipment of standard silver dollars from the 'T 
banks applying for the same would not remedy the situatio 
A particular bank which is able to circulate silve 


| this loeality might thss have its needs supplied, but eve 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


lar shipped from the Treasury reduces the number of silver 
which the Treasury can issue. 
Respectfully, yours . H. 1 
Assistant * 
Hon. A. O. Bacon, 
United States Senate. oe 
Mr. BACON. I move that the memorial and accompaby!s 
papers be referred to the Committee on Finance. 
The motion was agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. oe 
A message from the House of Representatives, by ier. ol 
Brownine, its Chief Clerk, announced that the /ivuse i 
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' , the reports of the committees of conference on ant 8.4719. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
ae ie votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the | Joines; 
7 the following bills: S.4770. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
" , An act to further enlarge the powers and authority | Hart; 
- lic Health and Marine-Hospital Service, and to impose 8.4784. An act granting an increase of pension to Lemuel 
¥ uties thereon; and Cross 
re An act to regulate the landing, delivery, cure, and 8. 4790. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward W. 
ant onges. Smith; 
- ssage also announced that the House had disagreed S. 4811. An act granting a pension to Mae Spaulding: 
“i endments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10715) to S. 4879. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
est an additional collection district in the State of Texas, | Baker; , 
. her purposes, asks a conference with the Senate on S. 4887. An act granting an increase of pension to Cal ( 
ing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- | Hussey; ; 
ir. Curtis, Mr. Bouretrt, and Mr. CLarK of Missouri 8.4910. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
; at the conference on the part of the House. Wright: 
rh ce further announced that the House had disagreed S. 4937. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
to th iments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 18536) pro- | Reece: 
; ling the subdivision of lands entered under the reclama- 8. 5022. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry S. 
nd for other purposes, asks a conference with the | Olney; 
. ' disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and S. 5032. An act granting an increase of pension to Daisy C. 
had : ted Mr. MonpELL, Mr. Reever, and Mr. SmiruH of | Stuyvesant: ; 
fexas igers at the conference on the part of the House. 8. 5056. An act granting a pension to Alexander Plotts: 
sage also announced that the House had disagreed 8.5065. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
iments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 19264) mak- | Jackson: 
, aU iations for the diplomatic and consular service for 8.5085. An act granting an increase of pension to Ellen 
f ar ending June 30, 1907, asks a conference with 


Donovan; 


1 the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 8.5143. An act granting an increase of pension to Eugene Y. 
and had appointed Mr. Cousins, Mr. CHaries B. LANnpis, and | McKnight: 
Mr. FLo anagers at the conference on the part of the House. S. 5152. An act granting an increase of pension to Holaway 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. W. Kinney : 
he message further announced that the Speaker of the S. 5158. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. 
se had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resoln- | Fosdick ; 
y were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: S. 5169. An act granting an increase of pension to James A. 
rie . 
s,3261. An aet granting an increase of pension to Charles B. | Price; _ 
8.5256. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
S.3270. An act granting an increase of pension to William H. Johnson ; 
iieciiacsin §. 5290. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
S. 3486. An act granting an increase of pension to Edwin D. Ramsey ; 7 
Wescott: S. 5326. An act granting an increase of pension to Annie A. 
8.3487. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph West; , 
; 8.5340. An act granting an increase of pension to Laura 
8.3553. An act granting an increase of pension to William Hentig 
Oliver: | S. 5442. An act granting a pe —. to 1 rances FE. Taylor: 
S.3629. An act granting an increase of pension to William 8.5501, An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob L, 
ribs: | Kline 
$3049. An act granting a pension to Sarah Agnes Sullivan; | 8.5507. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry C! 
an : : : . 4 ry | Sins . 
8.3684. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. | Slean;_ ' 
' $. 5559. An act granting an increase of pension to Ann H 
697 act granting an increase of pension to Sarah A, | Crofton ; . 
I ridge: | $. 5583. An act granting an increase of pension to Foster L. 
S. 3728 ct granting an increase of pension to William H. | Banister ; / 
S 8.5700. An act granting an increase of pension to St I 
S. 8TH t granting an increase of pension to Wilbur F, | Warford ; : 
rl S$. 5708. An act granting an increase of yx to N 
S. oS14 ct granting an increase of pension to John Boepple ; 
G : S$. 5728. An act granting an increase of pension 1 i 
i . 
S. S818 act granting an increase of pension to David B. | Wyman; 
Jol S.5731. An act granting an increase of nto j 
_» S004. An act granting an increase of pension to George J. | McTwiggan; 
I’ + S. 5742. An act granting an increase of pension to James A. 
i ‘ ct granting an increase of pension to John | Bryant; 
‘ 8.5758. An act granting an increase of pension to Joshua J. 
act granting an increase of pension to George | Clark; 
S. 5765. An act granting an increase of pension to Theodo1 
_4lil, An act granting an inerease of pension to Joseph | F. Montgomery ; 
sre! S. 5767. An act granting an increase of pension to Th < 
hid. A t granting an increase of pension to Catharine | Welch; 
~ Smith ; S. 5772. An act granting an increase of pension to TI 
Ps ‘-), An act granting an increase of pension to George | Harris; 
Varner ; Ss. 5115. An act granting an increase of pension to Har MI. 
— . An act granting an increase of pension to William EB. | Traver 
. eae Ss. 5783. An act granting a pension to Florence H. Godfrey: 
S , 4 : a _ - ¢=-- . . 7 
Hubhara t granting an increase of pension to Emily P. S. 5784. An act granting an increase of pension to Mahala FP. 
cot Campbell ; 
k re ( granting an increase of pension to Roy BE. S. 5785. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph W. 
are Doughty ; 
jt C granting an increase of pension to Andrew P. S. 5786. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary J 
"@ sop Ivey; 
Flotchon ( granting an increase of pension to George W. §S.5790. An act granting an increase of pension to Jeh P. 
8.4407 A Hammond ; 
ated ‘act granting an increase of pension to Augustus 8.5791. An act granting an increase of pe n to Marg 
S.4nen 4 Simpson ; 
Cas” ' granting an increase of pension to Mary A. S$. 5801. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew 


Jackson Paris; 
> 





S30: 


s. 5805. An act granting an increase of pension to William H. 


lows: 
DSOS, 


An 


Brockiman;: 


act granting an increase of pension to Washington 


act granting an increase of pension to Hannah C. 


act granting an increase of pension to Charles F. 
An 
An 


act 
act 


granting an increase of pension to John Keys; 
granting an increase of pension to Blanche 


5. 5902. 
Webster; 
S. 5928. 
Gaffney ; 
S. 5932. 


An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 


An act granting an inerease of pension to Patrick 
Ss. 2. An 
Merriman ; 
S. 5948. An 
Rice; 
S. 5949. 
White; 


act granting an increase of pension to Elijah R. 


act granting 


an increase of pension to Samuel B. 


An act granting an increase of pension to George F. 


act granting an increase of pension to Christopher 


wy. J ac 
ick : 

S. 6024. 
Beach: 
S. 6034. An 
Hopper, alias 

S. GO3B9. An 
Gardner ; 

S. 6063. An 
Sullivan; 
240, 
Fonda; 

H.R. 1160. 
Swords: 


granting an increase of pension to Franklin 


An act granting an increase of pension to Franklin B. 
act granting an increase of pension to William A. 
Cuff Watson; 

act granting an increase of pension to George 


act granting an increase of pension to Frances A. 


S. 6 An act granting an increase of pension to John G. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza 


An act to amend section 64 of the bankruptey act; 
An act to grant to Charles H. Cornell, his assigns 
‘ the right to abut a dam across the Niobrara 
River on the Fort Niobrara Military Reservation, Nebr., and to 
construct and operate a trolley or electric railway line and tele- 
graph and telephone lines across said reservation: and 

Ii, J. Res. 172. Joint resolution to supply a deficiency in an ap- 
propriation for the postal service. 


1ICvessors, 


MEMORIAL. 

Mr. PLATT presented a memorial of Telegram Lodge, No. 144, 
Switchmen’s Union of North America, of Elmira, N. Y., remon- 
strating against the adoption of a certain amendment to the 
so-called “ railroad rate bill” to prohibit the issuance of passes 
to railroad employees and their families; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

THOMAS P. MATTHEWS. 
Mr . presented sundry papers to accompany the Dill 

G42 for the relief of the heirs of Thomas P. Matthews; 

rred to the Committee on Claims. 

:0LI THE CIVIL WAR. 

*. I ask unanimous consent to have certain pa- 
connection with Senate bill 2162. It is a bill 
roll of the ex-soldiers of the civil war, and I 

‘the papers printed as a document. 
‘E-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
Senator from Colorado that the papers submitted 

ll be printed as a document? 

LLINGER. Did I understand the Senator to say that 
roll of the soldiers of the civil war recently made up? 
TELLER. No; it contains several different papers, but 
tion with the bill to establish that roll. 
GALLINGER. Oh! Exactly. 

-LLER. There is nothing objectionable in it. It was 
by a very distinguished officer of the United States 


OF EX-SOLDIERS OF 


Vik 


the 


i 
ed to me 
\ir. GALLINGER. TI assume that there is nothing objection- 
able in it. I simply wanted to know what it was. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the papers will 
be printed as a document. 
PUBLIC HEALTH AND 


MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. 


Mr. SPOONER submitted the following report: 
The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 
#250) to further enlarge the powers and authority of the Publie 
Health and Marine-Hospital Service and to impose further 
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| lished by said act, the amount expended for preliminar) 


JUNE 1”, 


duties thereon, having met, after full and free conferen 
agreed to recommend, and do recommend, to their res; 
Iiouses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the ameng. 
ments of the House, and agree to the same with the foliowijne 
amendments : ; 

In line 6, section 1, page 1, strike out the word “ seacogg;» 
and insert in lieu thereof the words “coast line;” ang the 
Hiouse agree to the same. 

In line 13, section 1, page 1, strike out the word “ seacoast» 
and insert in lieu thereof the words “coast line; ” 
House agree to the same. 

In lines 1 and 2, section 1, page 2, strike out the words “ hay 
ing on board any person with yellow fever and;” and the 
House agree to the same. 

In line 4, section 5, page 6, after the word “ purposes,” inser: 
the words “ and the quarantine stations established by authority 
of this act shall, when so established, be used to prevent the 
introduction of all quarantinable diseases;” and the 
agree to the same. 

In lines 10 and 11, section 6, page 6, strike out the words “ op 
any permanent structures or improvements be made or maip. 
tained thereon;” and the House agree to the same. 

Strike out all of section 7; and the House agree to the same. 

In line 10, section 8, page 7, after the word “ fever,” jnsert 
the words “and other quarantinable diseases ;” and the House 
agree to the same. 

In line 12, section 8, page 7, after the word “ eradicating.” 
strike out the word “it” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“them;” and the House agree to the same. 

In line 12, section 8, page 7, after the word “ should,” strike 
out the word “it” and insert in lieu thereof the word “ they;” 
and the House agree to the same. 

In line 13, section 8, page 7, after the word “ preventing,” 
strike out the word “its” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“their;” and the House agree to the same. 

In line 14, section 8, page 7, after the word “ destroying,” 
strike out the words “its cause” and insert in lieu thereof the 
words “ their causes;” and the House agree to the same. 

JOHN C. SPOONER, 

FRANK B. BRANDEGEE, 

_S. R. MALLory, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

W. P. HEPBURN, 

IRVING P. WANGER, 

C. L. BARTLETT, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was agreed to. 


have 
tive 


and the 


House 


” 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of 
the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 19264) making appropriations for 
the diplomatic and consular service for the fiscal year endils 
June 30, 1907, and requesting a conference with the Senate ou 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate insist upon its amen 
ments and agree to the conference asked by the House, and that 
the conferees on the part of the Senate be appointed by tle 
Chair. — 

The motion was agreed to; and the Vice-President appouited 
Mr. Hare, Mr. Cuttom, and Mr. TEeLLer as the conferees on t! 
part of the Senate. 

CITY OF LOS ANGELES, CAL. 


Mr. FLINT. I am directed by the Committee on 
Lands, to whom was referred the bill (S. 6448) authorizing and 
directing the Secretary of the Interior to sell to the city " 
Los Angeles, Cal., certain public lands in California: and gran . 
ing rights in, over, and through the Sierra Forest leserve, ©" 
Santa Barbara Forest Reserve, and the San Gabriel Ti 7 
Land Reserve, Cal., to the city of Los Angeles, Cal., to report 
favorably with an amendment, and I submit a report Wier 
I ask unanimous consent for the immediate consideration 0! 
bill. Y 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no ob) 3 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to !ts cols'™ 
eration. 

The amendment of the Committee on Public 1: 
add at the end of the bill the following additional pro’ 

And provided further, That in the event that the Secretary 
Interior shall abandon the project known as the “ Owens I 
for the irrigation of lands in Inyo County, Cal., under t 


17, 1902, the city of Los Angeles, in said State, is to pa 
tary of the Interior, for the account of the reclamation 


on Public 


the 


tion, the 


nds was, to 


Iso: 
of t 
iver proje 


» act of June 


1p re 
to the 


fund est 


surveys, && 











river 
tion of said payment the said city of Los Angeles is to have | 
7 it of the use of the maps and ftield notes resulting from said 


and measurements, not exceeding $14,000, and 


examinations, and river measurements and the preference 
icquire at any time within three years from the approval of 
1 lat 
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| 


in | 


ds now reserved by the United States under the terms | 


t for reservoir or dam sites in connection with said project, | 


with the register and receiver of the land office in the land 
-e said reservoir or dam sites are situated a map showing 


) ~~ 
S375 

A bill (H. R. 2789) granting an increase of pension to M ll 
Johnson; and 

A bill (H. R. 2772) granting an increase of pension to Eli 
Cero. 

Mr. McCUMBER (for Mr. Parrerson), from the Com ee 
on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (1H. R. 15856) grant- 
ing a pension to Gordon A. Thurber, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. FULTON, from the Committee on Clain to whom was 

| referred the bill (H. R. 850) making appropriation to pay to 
the legal representatives of the estate of Samuel Lee, deceased, 
| to wit, Samuel Lee, Anna Lee Andrews, Clarence Lee, R rt 
| Lee, Harry A. Lee, and Phillip Lee, heirs at law, in full for any 
claim for pay and allowances made by reason of the election 
of said Lee to the Forty-seventh Congress and his services 


therein, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 


He also, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 18668) ratifying and confirming sol- 
diers’ additional homestead entries heretofore made and al- 


lowed upon lands embraced in what was formerly the Columbia 
Indian Reservation, in the State of Washington, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am directed by the Committee on Ter- 
ritories, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11787) ratifyir 
and approving an act to appropriate money for the purpose o 
building additional buildings for the Northwestern Normal 
School at Alva, in Oklahoma Territory, passed by the legislative 


e 

~ 
f 
L 


| assembly of Oklahoma Territory, and approved the 15th day of 


| 
| 


. ‘desired to be acquired and upon the payment of $1.25 per 
: receiver of said land office title to said land so reserved 
= on shall vest in said city of Los Angeles, and such title shall 
; iin in said city only for the purposes aforesaid and shall 
: he United States in the event of the abandonment thereof 
f rposes aforesaid, 

endment was agreed to. 

| was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 

it was concurred in. 

ill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the i time, and passed. 

ANN THOMPSON, 

Mr. McCUMBER. I am directed by the Committee on Pen- 
sions whom was referred the bill (S. 4899) granting an in- 
crease pension to Ann Thompson, to report it favorably with 
§ ! riment. 

‘Mr. GALLINGER. That is a bill which was misplaced, and 
T as it be now considered. It was introduced long ago. 

eing no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the | 
W weeded to consider the bill. 

.iment of the Committee on Pensions was, to strike | 
ter the enacting clause and insert: 

Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
f » place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and | 
1 f the pension laws, the name of Ann Thompson, widow of | 
‘ mpson, late of Captains Evans and Aiken’s companies, New 
tia, war of 1812, and pay her a pension at the rate of 

§) th in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


pdment was agreed to. 
was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
t was concurred in. 
il] was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
th | time, and passed. 
WILLIAM ¢. 


CUMBER. From the Committee on Pensions I re- 
I thout amendment the bill (S. 6801) granting an in- 
CreASé ion to William C. Long. 

Oy I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 


» bill. 


LONG. 
Mr. } 


no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
\ hole. 
the Williar 


n C. Long, late of Company I, Seventeenth 


rate of $80 per month in lieu of that he is now 


s reported to the Senate without amendment, or- | 


crossed for a third reading, read the third time, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


\IRER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 


the following bills, reported them severally with | 


d submitted reports thereon : 


S. 4880) granting a pension to Emma K. Tourgee; | 


iw) granting an inerease of pension to F. D. 


IBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
the following bills, reported them each with an 
d submitted reports thereon: 


> 


>) granting an increase of pension to Josephine 


) granting a pension to Ellen Bernard Lee; 
\ 6007) granting an inerease of pension to—Joseph 
m O81) granting an increase of pension to John 
from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 


,ER 
bill (S. 4866) granting an increase of pension 


1] 


rt thereon. 
Mr. 
e bill (H. R. 1143) granting an increase of pen- 


D. Achey, reported it without amendment, and 
ort thereon. 


Mr. BuRNHAM), 
red the following bills, reported them severally 
- nt, and submitted reports thereon: 
i. 19670) granting a pension to Maria Rogers; 


It proposes to place on the pension roll | 


tegit Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay him a | 


| 





Villhelmy, reported it without amendment, and | 


Scorr), from the same committee, to whom | 


from the same committee, to | 


March, 1905, to report it favorably without amendment, 
submit a report thereon. 

‘Mr. LONG. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. I object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection 
will be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. GEARIN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 3459) for the relief of John W. Wil- 
liams, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 


and I 


is made, and the bill 


WATER RESERVOIRS AT DURANGO, COLO. 
Mr. HANSBROUGH. I am authorized by the Committee 
on Public Lands, to whom were referred the amendments of 


the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2188) granting to 


the city of Durango in the State of Colorado certain lands 
| therein described for water reservoirs, to report back the bill 
and amendments and to move that the Senate disagree to the 
| amendments of the House, and request a conference, and t 
the Chair appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate 
The motion was agreed to; and the Vice-President appointed 
Mr. CarTerR, Mr. FLint, and Mr. PATreRson as the 
on the part of the Senate. 
REFERENCE OF CLAIMS TO COURT OF CLAIMS. 
Mr. FULTON, from the Committee on Claims, 1 ted 


following resolution; which was considered by unanimous 























sent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the claims of the trustees of the Met I 

i Chureh of Webster, W. Va. (S. 105); Methodist Epis ( 
South, of St. Albans, W. Va. (S. 106); Presbyterian ¢ f 

Creek, W. Va. (S. 107); Baptist Church of Fayette Cour a 

(S. 108); Presbyterian Cl of Somerset, Ky S 

Presbyterian Church of Harr rg, Ky. (S. 388) I ( f 
Princeton, Ky. (8S. 390); Down Me dist Episcoy ( S ; 
of Oak Hall, Va. (S. 718); First Baptist Church, of } ! i. 
(S. 858); Methodist Epi yal Chur Sout! 

(S. 1005); trustees of Mas ax Baptist M 

Va. (S. 1190); Grace Epis Church f I \ : 

Board of Commissioner Tour Alt ‘ 

(S. 1219); trustees « dist Epis« ( Ss I 
boursville, W. Va. (8S 311 trustees of Methodi Epis ‘ i 
South, Charleston, W. Va. (S. 1312); trustees M odist | l 
Cc} h South, of Boothsvill W Va S 1313 l 
Protestant Episcopal Church, of Cl st Ww m3 

tees of the Method scopal ¢ h, of I H Ww 

(S. 1315); trustees of the Presbyt n Cl *h sj 1, W 

(S. 1316); trustees of e Meth t Hy ( 

I rs W. Va. (S. 1317); t tees 0 N 

Chureh South, of Flatwoods, W. Va (S. 1 - 

Chureh, of Pelham, Tenn. (S. 1383); trustees of | 

Methodist Episcopal Church South, Dunlap, Tenn. (5S 

tees of Pleasant Grove Baptist Cl ‘ rR ad. ¢ . 
trustees of the African Methodist L ¢ 

County, Md. (S. 2118); trustees of the ¢ ian Reformed ¢ 
Boonsboro, Md. (S. 2126); vestry of St. Paul’s P I 

Chureh, situated near Point of Rocks, Md. (S. 2 me 4 

Methodist Episcopal Church, of Keyser, formerly N Cc 

(S. 2231); trustees of the Presbyterian Cl! 

(S. 2298): Methodist Protestant Chur \ S 
trustees of Barea Christian Church, of Spottsyly un, Va 

trustees of the Methodist Epi pal Chur f WV 

(S. 2490): trustees of the Christian Chur of St MM 
2491); trustees of the Christian Church 


trustees of Trinity Episcopal Church, of 
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the Methodist 


! ] d Church South, Centerville, Va 
trustees of 


Methodist Episcopal Church, of 
(S. 2589); trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
p Creek, Va. (S. 2590); trustees of Andrew Chapel, Metho- 
al Church South, Fairfax County, Va. (S. 2591); trustees 
pel, Methodist Episcopal Church South, Fairfax County, 
trustees of the Sons of Temperance, Portsmouth, Va. 
trust of the Macedonia Methodist Episcopal Church, 
Va. 2594); Society of the United Brethren in 
(Ss. trustees of the Christian Church, of 
b Orchard, Ky. (S. 283 Church of Christ, of La Vergne, Tenn. 
2067); wardens and vestry of Grace Church, Charleston, 8. C. 
Church of the Cross, St. Luke’s Parish, Bluffton, S. C. 
Trinity Church, on Edisto Island, South Carolina (S. 3009) ; 
ch the Hioly Trinity, Grahamyille, 8S. C. (S. 3010); trustees 
iinhan Baptist Church, of Grahamyille, 8S. C. (S. 3011); Protestant 
»p Chureh of the parish of Charleston, S. C. (S. 3012); Stony 
Presbyterian Church, McPhersonville, S. C. (S. 30138); trustees 
lack Swamp Baptist Church, Robertville, S. C. (S. 3014); French 
‘stant Church,* at Charleston, 8S. C. (S. 3015); Winyah Lodge, 
Ancient Free and Accepted Masons, South Carolina (S. 3016) ; 
and vestry of St. Helena Episcopal Church, of Beaufort, 5. C. 
}017); trustees of Baptist Church of Beaufort, 8S. C. (S. 3018) ; 
Episcopal Church, of Prince William Parish, South Caro- 
3021); Methodist Episcopal Church of Bellefonte, Jack- 
(S. 3066); trustees of Baptist Church, of Harrison- 
; trustees of the Christian Church, of Harrison- 
Mo. (S. 3305); Vresbyterian Church, of Huntsville, Ala.; trus- 
of the Methodist Church South, of Decatur, Ala.; trustees of 
Cumberland Presbyterian Church, of Athens, Limestone County, Ala. ; 
trustees of the Cumberland Presbyterian Church, of Larkinsville, Ala. ; 
trustees of Lebanon Methodist Episcopal Church South, near Whites- 
Madison County, Ala.; trustees of the Cumberland Presbyterian 
Church, at New Garden Camp Ground, Limestone County, Ala.; trus- 
tees of the Cumberland Presbyterian Church, of Pleasant Springs, Ala. ; 
trustees of Missionary Baptist Church, of Gravelly Springs, Ala. ; 
trustees of First Baptist Church, of Decatur, Ala.; trustees of Har- 
mony Methodist Church, of Limestone, Ala.; trustees of the Presby- 
terian Church of Decatur, Ala.; trustees of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church South, of Bellefonte, Ala.; trustees of the Cumberland Presby 
ian irch, of Bellefonte, Ala.; trustees of the Walnut Grove 
‘ d Presbyterian Church, of Madison County, Ala.; trustees 
estnut Grove Church, of Morgan County, Ala.; trustees 
College, of Colbert County, Ala.; trustees of North Ala- 
Iiuntsville, Ala.; Masonic Lodge of Tuscumbia, Colbert 
Florence Masonic Lodge, of Florence, Ala.; Bollivar 
and Accepted Masons, of Stevenson, Ala.: Decatur 
Independent Order of Odd Fellows, of Decatur, Ala. 
's) (S. 6393); trustees of the Cumberland Presbyterian 
Iville, Ky. (S. 3440); congregation of the Christian 
, Ga. (S. 3560); trustees of the Missionary Baptist 
‘owder Springs, Ga. (S. 38561); trustees of the Methodist 
hureh South, of Powder Springs, Ga. (S. 3562); Corpora- 
1 Catholic Clergymen, of Maryland (S. 3661); Cumber- 
terian Church, of Granyille, Tenn. (S. 3826); trustees 
dist Episcopal Church South, of Franklin, Tenn. (S. 3828) 
d Vresbyteriz Church, of Waverly, Tenn. (S. 3962); vestry 
rch of Messiah Protestant Episcopal Church, of St. Marys, 
76); trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church South, of 
ford, Va. (S. 4022); trust of the Downing Methodist 
ch South, of Oak Hall, Accomac County, Va. (S. 4023); 
suurt Street Baptist Church, of Portsmouth, Va. (S. 
of the Union Church, Toms Brook, Va. (8S. 4025); 
‘hureh, of Newbern, N. C. (S. 4117); trustees 
ypal Church of Falls Church, Va. (S. 4217); trustees 
thodist Episcopal Church, of Langley, Fairfax County, 
Mount Zion Church, of Williamson County, Tenn. (S. 
inn Church of Linnville, Giles County, Tenn. (5S. 
: Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Glenn- 
soiling Fork Baptist Church, Cowan, Tenn. 
ist Episcopal Church South, of Beaufort, Carteret 
St. Luke’s Protestant Episcopal Church, 
of the Church of Christ, Bledsoe 
erusalem Evangelical Lutheran Church, 
Christian Church of Atlanta, Ga. (S. 
Church of Jacksonville, Fla. (S. 4980); trus- 
Church of Christ, Barnwell County, S. C. 
St. Pet Church, of New Kent County, Va. 
of Fredericksburg Lodge, No. 4, Ancient Free 
(Virginia) (S. 5407); trustees of the Town 
Accomac County, Va. (S. 5408); trustees 
scopal Church, of Front Royal, Va. (S. 
irch, in Falls Church, Va. (S. 5518); trus- 
yyterian Church, of Somerset, Ky. (S. 5568); 
tist Chureh, of Hamilton County, Tenn. (S. 5678); 
h, of Gibson County, Tenn. (S. 5712); trustees 
rch of Savannah, Mo. (S. 5714); Hood Swamp 
e Union Baptist Association (North Carolina) (S. 
ti Har} ; Ferry district, Je son County, 
1d Mas« Lodge. No. Cleveland, 
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Street Presbyterian Church, of 
of Leavenworth Female College, 
rf the College of Beaufort, of 
of Woodstock, Va. 
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scopal Church South, of 
of the Baptist Church of 
Female Institute, Richmond, 
h of Bunker Hill, for- 
of Loudon Street Pres- 
ustees of Mount C 
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of Willi Va. (S. 6180); 
! Chureh of Brighton, S. CC. (S. 
ff Cumbe l resbyterian Church, of Mulberry, 
Ark. (S. ~); Shiloh VPresbyte Chureh, Cal- 
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wassee Masonic Lodge, No. 188, Calhoun, Tenn. (S. 6400), now po, 
ing in the Senate, together with all accompanying papers, be, and 


| Same are hereby, referred to the Court of Claims, in pursuance 5 
| provisions of an act entitled “An act to provide for the bring 


suits against the Government of the United States,” approved Marcy 
3, 1887, and generally known as the “Tucker Act.” And the gaiq 
court shall proceed with the same in accordance with the provisions of 
such act, and report to the Senate in accordance therewith, 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. STONE introduced the following bills; which were sey. 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims: 

A bill (S. 6449) for the relief of the trustees of the Preshy. 
terian Church of Macon, Mo.; and f 

A bill (S. 6450) for the relief of the trustees of the Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church of Macon, Mo. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 6451) to provide for 4 
commission to examine and report concerning the use by the 
United States of the waters of the Mississippi River flowing 
over the dams between St. Paul and Minneapolis, Minn. ; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, 

Mr. CLAPP introduced a bill (S. 6452) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act for the relief 
and civilization of the Chippewa Indians in the State of Minne- 
sota,’ approved January 14, 1889,” by defining the boundaries of 
the forest reserve, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 


| Affa irs. 


| terest 


of | 


the | 


| 


Mr. GEARIN introduced a bill (S. 6453) to relinquish the in- 
of the United States to the west half of- section 36, 
township 9 south, range 5 east, Willamette meridian, situate in 
the State of Oregon; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 6454) to correct the mil- 
itary record of Isaac Addis; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

AMENDMENTS TO SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. MALLORY submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $3,679.19 to pay the heirs of Joseph Sierra, deceased, late 
collector of customs at Pensacola, Fla., and proposing to appro- 
priate $900 to pay the heirs of Fernando J. Moreno, dece 
late United States marshal for the southern district of Florida, 
intended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropria- 
tion bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. NELSON submitted an amendment relative to cadets and 
officers of the Revenue-Cutter Service, intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 


vi] 
ised, 


PANAMA RAILROAD COMPANY, ETC. 


Mr. MORGAN submitted the following resolution, which was 
read: 

Resolved by the Senate, That the Committee on Interoceanic 
is directed to inquire, with all reasonable diligence, and to 
bill or otherwise 5 

First. Whether it is necessary and is consistent with pul 
and proper economy that the business and property of 
Railroad should continue to be held or conducted under and 
ance with the charter of the Panama Railroad Company 
the legislature of the State of New York, and should re! 
the legislative or other control of that State; or whether 
of said railroad and of all property held or controlled in 
in connection with it, should be placed under the jur 
control and in the possession of the Isthmian Canal (© 
other lawful authority in the Panama Canal Zone subject 
thority of Congress. 

Second. Whether the Government of the United States sho 
the outstanding debts and obligations of the Panama la 
pany, and what provision should be made for their 
payment, on : 

Third. Whether the Government of the United States 
what right to stock in the New Panama Canal Compan) 
sued to the Government of Colombia to the amount of 0,00U,' 
or to any dividends or payments due on such stock from : 
the treasury of said canal company. Sa 

Fourth. Whether the persons claiming to be members of t 
directors of the Panama Railroad Company hold such pla 
ors by any lawful tenure or authority; and _ if they a! 
titled, whether their appointment as such directors 
tioned by the approval of Congress. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I ask for the pr 
eration of the resolution. It is a mere resolution 
instructing the committee to make certain inquiries 
ters that are very important to be inquired into and 
as speedily, I think, as possible. . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from A 
unanimous consent for the present consideration 0! 
tion just read. Is there objection? P 

Mr. HOPKINS. I did not hear the resolution reac. 
like to hear it read before consenting to its conside 











VICE-PRESIDENT. 
ition at the request of the Senator from Illinois. 


The Secretary will again read 


the oo Secretary again read the resolution. 

" VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
ae the Senator from Alabama for the present considera- 
tion e resolution? 

“Mr. JIOPKINS. In the absence of the chairman of the com- 
mitt | feel like asking to have the resolution go over until 
to-mo! Ww morning. a : 3 ; . P 

The VI ‘5-PRESIDENT. Under objection, the resolution will 
lie I 

HARRIET P. SANDERS. 

Mr. McCUMBER submitted the following report: 

The nmittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
9813) nting a pension to Harriet P. Sanders, having met, 


after 1 and free conference have agreed to recommend and 


A r mend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the Senate 
amend it and accept the same, and that the bill be amended 
as follows: In line 6 strike out the word “ Hariet” and insert 
in lieu thereof the word “ Harriet.” 


{mend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to 


Harriet P. Sanders. 
P. J. McCuMBER, 
N. B. Scort, 
JAS. P. TALIAFERRO, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
SAMUEL W. SMITH, 
CHARLES FE. FULLER, 
JNO. A. KELIHER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The report was agreed to. 
REGULATION AND SALE OF SPONGES. 
Mr. CULLOM submitted the following report: 





The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendment of the House to the bill S. 4806, 
“AI t to regulate the landing, delivery, cure, and sale of 
sponge having met, after full and free conference have agreed 
to end and do recommend to their respective Houses 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement t6 the amend- 
ment of the House, and agree to the same with an amendment as 
TOON 

In econd line of the language proposed to be inserted 
strike out the word “sponge” and insert “sponges taken from 
said so that the amendment will read: 

ded further, That no sponges taken from said 
wate! | be landed, delivered, cured, or offered for sale at 
hy | place in the United States of a smaller size than 
s in diameter.” 
And ¢ llouse agree to the same. 
{ » Senate recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
» House on page 1, line 3, striking out the words “ the 
this act,” and inserting “ May first, anno Domini, 
idred and seven;” and agree to the same. 
S. M. CULLoM, 
H. C. LODGE, 
A. O. BACON, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
E. H. HINsHaw, 
THOS. SPIGHT, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
was agreed to. 
tY OF LANDS UNDER RECLAMATION ACT. 
the | PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of 
the i Kepresentatives disagreeing to the amendments of 
» the bill (H. R. 18536) providing for the subdivi- 
ntered under the reclamation act, and for other 
Dp requesting a‘conference with the Senate on the 
7 tes of the two Houses thereon. 
; Y. I move that the Senate insist on its amend 
to the conference asked by the House of Repre- 
hat the conferees on the part of the Senate be 
he Chair. 
as agreed to; and the Vice-President appointed 
tl ‘eee and Mr, Dupots as the tonferees on 
» Senate, 
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ADDITIONAL COLLECTION DISTRICT IN TEXAS. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of 


the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10715) to establish an additional 
collection district in the State of Texas, and for other purposes, 
and requesting a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I move that the Senate insist 
upon its amendments disagreed to by the House of Representa- 
tives, agree to the conference asked for by the House, and that 
the Chair appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Vice-President appointed 
Mr. Evkins, Mr. Hopkins, and Mr. Ciay as the conferees on the 
part of the Senate. 

LAKE 

Mr. KNOX. 
of House bill 14396. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under the wunanimous-consent 
agreement the bill is in order, and the Chair lays it before the 
Senate, 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 14396) to incorporate the Lake 
Erie and Ohio River Ship Canal, to define the powers thereof, 
and to facilitate interstate commerce. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The first amendment reported by 
the Committee on Commerce will be stated. 

The first amendment reported by the Committee on Com- 
merce was, on page 2, section 1, line 2, after the word uu” 
to strike out “receive and acquire, by purchase or otherw 
real and personal property and rights of property, and may hold, 


ERIE AND OHIO RIVER SHIP CANAL. 


I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration 


Se 


use, lease, sell, mortgage, encumber, charge, pledge, grant, 
assign, and convey the same, and generally have and exercise 


all the powers usually granted to and vested in corporations of 
the United States of America, and especially full 
carry out the purposes of this act” and to insert: 


powers to 


























And the said corporation shall have and possess full power and 
authority fo construct, equip, maintain, and operate the canals with 
appurtenances hereinafter described, and with power to take, receive, 
acquire, purchase, hold, use, lease, sell, mortgage, encumber, charge, 
pledge, grant, assign, and convey all such real and personal | 
and rights of pr« as may be requisite and needed in and 
the construction, e maintenance, and operation of said 
or anything appertai g thereto. Said corporation is |! ‘ I 
with full and coaplete power to pledge, en nber, and m 
or all of its property and franchises for the pur} » of 1 g, 
taining, and securing such funds or moneys as may » needed r 
the construction, equipment, maintenance, and « n of 1 nals 
or anything appertaining thereto. Said corporation | ested with 
all such further and additional powers as n b ssary ft 


out the purposes of this act. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT, 
amendment. 
Mr. BACON. Is that the first amendment, Mr. President? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is the first amendment. 
Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, just for a moment; by 1 


The question is on agreeing to the 


courtesy of the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon], I sugs 
to the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Knox] that tl ] 
three lines of this amendment seem to me to be entirely 0 
broad. 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, I hope we may have orde1 
We can not hear what the Senator from Texas is saying on this 
side of the Chamber. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas will su 
pend until the Senate is in order. [A pause.] The & 
from Texas. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I was suggesting to the &S« r from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. KNox], who has this bill in char that the 
last three lines of the committee amendment « ! 2 3 
23, 24. and 25, it seems to me, ought to be stricke 
the objects of the corporation and the purposes f | 
corporation is to be created are fully stated in the bill. 
to declare generally that, in addition to the spec pu 
for which it is created, it “is also vested with all such f 
and additional powers aS may be necessary to car out t 
purposes of this act” is entirely too broad «and liberal 

| vision to be inserted in an act for the creation of a 
of this character. I simply call the attention of the S¢ 
charge of the bill to it, to see if he does not agre 
| suggestion, and to see if it can not be remedied to tl ‘ 
| without debate. 

Mr. KNOX. Mr. President, in response to the su 
the Senator from Texas | Mr. CuLrerson]. I w t 
portunity of saying that, while I called this b I 
in charge of the bill in the sense that I have ( 

I am not a member of the nittee 1 h re r 
The bill was reported by the senior S« r frem Min 
[Mr. NELSON], who, on account of engag nts, asked 


8378 


call it up and present it to the Senate. 
position authoritatively to commit the committee, but I —— no 
objection whatever to answering the question, so far as am 
persona lly concerned. 

While the provision to which the Senator from Texas refers 
is not unusual and must be construed in the light of specific 
provisions contained in the bill, personally I see no objection to 
striking it out, because I do not think it either expands or } 
limits—certainly it does not limit or expand the power that is 
being specifically conferred. 

ir. NELSON. Mr. President, I was interrupted by the con- 
versation around me and did not catch the suggestion or criti- 
cism . ade by the Senator from Texas, and I should be glad to 
have him state it again. 

Mr. CULBERSON,. The suggestion, Mr. President, was sim- 
ply that the specific purposes for which the corporation is to 
be created are fully ot in the bill, and that I see no reason 
to complicate the matter by adding a general declaration that 


the corporation shall have all other powers necessary to carry | 


out the purposes of the corporation, because, in my judgment, 
differing from the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Knox], 
the effect would be to enlarge rather than limit the 
woses of the corporation to those expressly given. 
NELSON. What are the particular words in the bill to 
— enator objects? 
‘ULBERSON. The last sentence at the bottom of page 2. 
ELSON. Mr. P1 ‘esident, I 
material. They do not enlarge the scope of the bill; and as the 
Senator objects to them, I shall make no objection to striking 
those words out, for I do not think that would militate against 
the main object of the bill. 
rhe VICE-PRESIDENT. 
nator from Texas [Mr. 
committee will be stated. 
The Secrerary. It is proposed to 
amendmet it page 2, section 1, 
‘ thereto,” by striking out: 


belic ve 

pur} 
Mr 

which 
Mr. 
Mr} N 


Se 


The amendment suggested by the 
Se CULBERSON] to the amendment of the 
the committee 
after the word 


amend 
line 23, 


on 


is 


ition 
be 


also vested with all such further and additional 
necessary to carry out the purposes of this act. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 

as amended will be considered as agreed to. 

Mr. BACON. I hope that will not be done 

rhe VICE-PRESIDENT. Then the question will be on agree- 
ing to the committee amendment as amended. 

TELLER. Mr. President, yesterday I hastily made some 
ctions to this bill. I had not then read it; -but since then 
ve rea and I find that the committee which has had the 


Said corpors 
ers as may 


d it, 
in charge has endeavored to remove some of the objections 
that certainly existed against it as it came from the other 
House. 

I object 
do not believe 


nt of 


1 hh 


the bill, Mr. 
that there is any 


to President, on general principles. I 
necessity in this case why the 
the United States should attempt to give a char- 
company. I am not going to deny that there 
case suggested in which the General Government might 
such a charter. It is possible for the Government to do 

rtain purposes, but there is no necessity for it in this 


qovernm 
to this canal 


9 
ror ce 


suppose this bill will become a law, and I do not know but 
bill is as well guarded as it is possible to guard a bill of this 
acter. I understand that is to be amended, or 
amended, perhaps, yesterday before my attention was 
to it and I raised an objection to it. 
NEL I will say to the Senator from Colorado, 
to interrupt him—— 
i. Certainly. 
N. That at the 
the objection 


*, CULBERSON 


section 9 


SON, 


if he 


proper time I shall move an 
which was raised by the Sen- 
| to section 9. 
would perhaps be a good deal easier to de- 
jection to bill if I knew what the 
be proposed by the Senator from Min- 
» Senator offer his amendment now? 
as soon aS we reach that point. 
order now. I will state, however, 
be, when we reach that section, after 
in line 13, on page 6, to insert the words 
foreign commerce;” so that it wil) read: 


this is 


as = interstate and 
ged by said con:- 


ht to regulate, 
and rates to be 


the rig 
, the tolls, fares, 
said canals. 


cS ha 


limits it distinctly to interstate and foreign commerce. 


| 


Therefore I am in no I propose to amend, also, after the word “all,” in line 


do not think those words are | 





| islation, there is nothing to prevent either the State 
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inserting the words “ interstate and foreign; ” so as to reac: , 


And the said company and the said cana]s and all interstate »),) a 
eign transportation thereon shall be subject to all the provisions 0: an 
act entitled “An act to regulate commerce,”’ etc. 

That limits that paragraph strictly to interstate and { 
commerce, and leaves the § 
to local traffic. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, that removes one oli 
which I had to the bill. When I came into the Senate Chamber 
yesterday afternoon the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. k NOX] 
was just closing his remarks on the bill, and the Senatv) from 
Texas [Mr. CULBERSON] was asking him some questiois, I 
repeat, the amendment suggested by the Senator from Minnesota 
removes that objection. 

I should like to ask the Senator who has the Dill more particy- 
larly in his charge, and who is informed as to the character of 
changes from the House bill, whether under this bill the Siate of 
Ohio and the State of Pennsylv: ania will be authorized to tax 
this property as property, or whether it will be held to | 
erty that is not to be taxed? 

Mr. NELSON. I think there is nothing in the bill that 
prevent that. That is my understanding. 

I will say to the Senator from Colorado that he probally has 
observed that the committee carefully considered the bill and 
reported amendments to keep the bill within proper bounds, so 
as to safeguard the rights of the States in every particular ag 
far aS was necessary; and I think the Senator will discover ag 
we proceed with the consideration of the committee amen 
that we have amply protected the States in that respe: 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, that is a matter whic! 
pose, the Representatives of the States of Pennsylya: 
Ohio ought to have more concern about than I, except that 
not wish to have the precedent established that the Government 
ean charter a canal, a railroad, or any other means of trans 
portation, and relieve it from State taxation and State control so 
far as interstate commerce is concerned. 

Mr. KNOX. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from ( 
yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. KNOX. I merely wish to ask the Senator from (Co! 
if he has observed the provision in the’ twenty-second 
on the last page of the bill? 

Mr. TELLER. Yes; I have observed that. I will simply say 
however, that if I had drawn that provision I should have 
drawn it a little more positively, and provided that the States 
reserve the right to tax even against the Government of the 
United States. 


eign 
States with full power to regul:ite ay 


ction 


prop- 


wou ld 


iments 


I sup- 
and 


I do 


orado 


Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, I will state, for the informa- 
tion of the Senator from Colorado, that, in the opinion of the 
committee and of the gentlemen making application for this leg- 
of On1oO 
the State of Pennsylvania from taxing the franchises a 
property of this corporation and exercising all the soverels 
prerogatives of sovereign States in connection therewit 
Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not myself bell 
Congress can charter a corporation of this kind ooo x 
property from taxation. There is—I can hardly call it 
an expression by the Supreme Court which would se 
tain that view as to what it could do in a certain case 
admit that the General Government can exempt cer! 
from taxation—the property of the United Stat 
- unce—and I do not know but Congress could, in cet 
rganize a company to perform some services for t 
aan direct, where it might possibly exempt it fron 
but I deny that it can properly do it in a case of this 
I want to deny the right of the General Gove rn 
time to create a mere commercial agency for the 
tion of property under the interstate-commerce pro' 
other provision of the Constitution and exempt it 
ion. 
2 Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator think the States 
the franchise of a corporation created by the Gener Ge 
ment to operate a canal as contradistinguished from its ph) 
property ? 
Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, that is not a qui 
eare to enter upon just now. 
Mr. BACON. I will state to the Senator that t 
Court of the United States have decided explic er t 
not tax it. 
Mr. TELLER. That is not the question I w is 
There is a very ~at difference between taxing t! 
and taxing fhe property. 


} 
l 


er 











17s SPOONER. I had reference to the statement of the 
Senator from Pennsylvania as to what his opinion was. 
reELLER. Mr. President, if this were an original ques- 
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For instance, I 
notice a provision that has been put in the bill since it came to 
the Senate that no water can be taken from the Niagara River. 
We have had before us a bill to prevent citizens of the State of 
New York from taking water out the Niagara River 
Niagara Falls. Just so far as the taking of the water out of 
the Niagara River may interfere with navigation. the Govern 
ment of the United States has a voice in the matter, but abso- 
lutely none otherwise. The Niagara River is not, except in one 
part of it, a navigable river, and water may be taken out of it 
without interfering with navigation. This proposed canal com- 
pany ought to have the right, if they can do it without inter- 
fering with navigation, to take water out of that river: and 


ot at 


| the Government of the United States has neither the right nor 


| the power, in my judgment, to interdict such action unless it 


. 1 would say to the Senator from Wisconsin, if I had been 
re , ed to determine that question, that I should not hesi- 
ne , say when the Government of the United States created 
Ps org nization they could tax that organization in any way 
the » saw fit if they were not prohibited from doing so by the 
right of the States. If it were a pure corporation in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, I think they might and ought to tax its fran- 
chist { think a State ought to be allowed to impose a fran- 
chise tax if it sees fit. ; oe 

But | am not raising that question. I believe when this bill 
is properly construed the property of the canal corporation will 
ho subject to taxation by the State of Pennsylvania as to such 
parts s are within Pennsylvania, and by the State of Ohio as 
to su h parts as are within that State. If the Government has 
anv right to charter this corporation at all, it is because it is | 
in the interest of the promotion of interstate commerce. That | 
Iam not going to deny. But I think in this case they have 


eone further. ‘Fhis proposed canal will go from one State into 
another 
a" NELSON. Mr. President, will the Senator allow me to 
him a moment? 

fhe VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the 
vield to the Senator from Minnesota? 
"Mr. TELLER. Yes; I do. 
NELSON. The proposed canal is to connect the waters 
Ohio with Lake Erie. When that connection is made, 
from Duluth, Minn., through Lake Superior, 
own into the Ohio River. It perfects and completes an 
water course extending from the headwaters of Lake 
‘clear to the Gulf of Mexico. If it were only to con- 
waters of the State of Ohio with the waters of the 
Pennsylvania, it would be a small matter, but it affects 


interriut 
ili i ‘ 


Senator from Colorado 


Mr 
of the 
boats pass 


ir 


would interfere with the navigable character of that stream. 
Mr. MONEY. Mr. President 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the 
yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 
Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 
Mr. MONEY. I simply want to remind the Senator from Colo- 
rado that the Niagara River is a boundary stream, and the 


Senator from Colorado 


| question of water flow must be settled by treaty arrangement 


than twenty-five different States and the commerce of | 


e than twenty-five States. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I fully understand that; but 
is the same whether it connects the waters of one 
th another State or with the waters of several other 
I am not questioning the right of the Government of the 
tates to charter an agency of interstate commerce, but 
question whether this bill does not go beyond that when it 
provides for lateral branches in the State of Ohio. 


the pl ‘ple 


with Great Britain. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not eare to go into that discussion, ex- 
cept to say that by international law we are allowed to exercise 
all the powers over our part of the stream we would have if 
the whole stream were in the United States. We can take water 


out of it or we can sail on it if we choose. That matter, Mr. 
President, has been settled by a great many controversies, and 
there is ample authority for that statement. If the Senator 


will look at the opinion rendered some years ago by Mr. Har- 
mon, the Attorney-General, he will find a very exhaustive expo- 
sition as to the rights of border countries on the rivers which 
separate them. 


Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, if the Senator will permit me 
to interrupt him again—I have no desire to interfere with 
him—this matter is now before the Senate in a report from the 
Committee on Foreign Relations and a proposed treaty with 
| Great Britain which undertakes to settle the question. That 


treaty is now on the Executive Calendar of the Senate and will 
settle that whole question. The report refers to all the authori- 
ties which the Senator has cited and with which he 
familiar. 

Mr. TELLER. 


is 


very 


Mr. President, I am quite aware of that I 
1 


am quite aware that there is a treaty here pending. I have 
not had time to give it close examination, but I am free to say, 
from what I know of it, that it is a treaty that never ought to 
have been negotiated and never ought to be ratified by the 
United States Government. I will say that if it is in the open 
Senate. We are called upon in that treaty to make conce 

sions that the law of nations does not require us to make 


However, that has nothing to do with this question. 

Mr. President, I do not wish to be considered as 
of this or any other canal. lwould like to see the Government ¢ 
the United States build a ship canal from the Lakes to the Gulf « 
Mexico; and some day I have no doubt that will be dene. 


an opponet! t 


lwo ld 
like to see the Government do many things in that line in the 
interest of commerce, which it is not likely to do, but hieh it 

i has the power to do. If the proposition were to have the Go 
ernment itself build this canal in the interest of commerce, 
I should not particularly object, and I do not now obj ex 
cept that I do not think the bill is as properly guarded as it 
might be. While it probably is my duty, if I do not like a bill, 


| directly interested in the bill, who can spare the time to attempt 


| possible objection 


| guarded. 


to try to have it amended, just now in the condition the Senate 


is in, in the last hours of the session, as it were, with every 
thing pressing upon us, there is no one, unless it is somebody 


to make it such a bill as it ought to be. 

Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President, as a member 
tee on Commerce, I am somewhat familiar 
of this bill. I think the matter 
weighed, and the rights 
well as those of private cit 
I think, Mr. President, it is a fortunate 
that we have found capital enough in the | 


of the 
with 
fully « 


Commit- 
the pre 


onsidere 
Interests 


was every 


and 





the States 


as 






ZeNUS 
. circumsta 


nited States 


| build this canal without asking the United States to build 


It has long been in the public mind. Tor fifty years the ques 


VISIONS 


of 


prop ‘rly 
we 


| tion of the building of a canal to connect Lake Erie with the 
Ohio River has been agitated. The question has always be 
Would the Government father such a scheme or enterprise 


The proposed canal, I think, is an important canal, and I am 
not g ‘to contend that it is not. It is one that I will be glad 
to see built, if it is built in a proper manner and under proper 
re ons. I do not think, however, that that is the place to 
conn the Great Lakes with the canal. I think the canal 

uuld commence in the neighborhood of the city of Chicago 
nid d down to the Illinois River, thence flowing iuto the 
Miss River, and so to the Guif. Some day I hope that 
may me, though it will require, undoubtedly, the assistance 
of the G ral Government. 

All I it is to have it established, if I can, that this bill is 
not to te a precedent that will enable some one to turn up 
here some day and say, “ You did this in the case of the Lake 
Erie and Ohio River ship canal, and thereby have established 
a precedent by which the Government will practically take 
control of the commerce of the States by corporations of its 

SO S my political feelings and my ideas about these mat- 
ters lways gone, I am a nationalist in the broadest sense 
of th I believe in the National Government. I believe 
that ¢ function that can be discharged by the National 
Govel t should be discharged in the fullest possible manner, 
wl is not any limitation or restriction upon it; but 
Wi es to questions of this kind, then I believe the States 
are, the first instance, supreme, and that the great business 
of th try must be done under the control and direction of 
the $ nd not under the nation. 

( ninent of the United States was given power to reg- 
Wu ‘not simply between the people of two neighbor- 
Ing § but between all the States, and between all the 
States oreign countries. I believe that the people of the 
st Washington, Oregon, Nevada, and the west coast are, 
as | ‘ the people of New England are, better acquainted 
With U needs and wants and better prepared to discharge 
their ( i respect to those needs and wants than are the 
= ‘of the United States. I want simply to maintain 
? that has always existed heretofore between the 
a the General Government. That is all. I want to 


st, so far as anything in this bill will mean more 





© some things in the bill which, if I had an oppor- 


owing to its national importance? 


Mr. President, the greatest freight-producing river in the 
United States and perhaps in the world is the Ohio River. 


There is a billion dollars’ worth of commerce on the Ohio River, 
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is canal is constructed, as I think and hope it will be, | functions of the States are to be guarded, and especially } 
Duluth and from all the Lake points can find an | as the representatives of States. : 
through the Ohio River, down the Mississippi River, with | The dual capacity of this Government is its most distin 
1° products ef the States on the Lakes—— | and its most valuable feature, and the larger the country 
Mr. PENROSE. And from New England. and the more numerous the States, the more important be 
Mr. ELKINS. And from New England, as well as twenty- | the preservation of that feature, because where the (: 
ve States of the Union, not to speak of products that may be | Government legislates, it legislates for the entire country 
stined to the Orient, and find all water transportation, instead | legislation which may suit one part of the country du 
part rail and part water. always suit another, and for that reason, and out of it, 
Mr. President, this enterprise affects most beneficially and im- | the great demand and necessity and importance of local ¢. 
mediately the States of West Virginia and Pennsylvania. Take | ment for local affairs and the great importance that the 1. 
the State of West Virginia. The Government has improved the | Government shall confine itself to the functions, the ne 
Monongahela River, the Ohio River, the Litthe Kanawha, the | for which called it into being. 
Big Kanawha, and the Big Sandy. There are four rivers in the| It is manifest that there is an increasing tendency and prac- 
State of West Virginia, improved by the Government, which | tice to devolve in great degree upon the Federal Government 
‘ 


} 


ae 
t 
I 


upty into the Ohio River. All those important waterways | functions which have heretofore been exercised by the § tes, 
carry coal. Coal can be loaded in vessels carrying 600 to 1,500 | There is scarcely a public need but that to satisfy it in s 
tons and reach all the Lake ports, both in this country and | shape recourse is had to Congressional or Executive tion, 
Canada, and thus afford an outlet at a rate for transportation | Conceding that much of this encroachment is due to the increas- 
possibly one-half of what the railroads charge. Besides vhat, | ing business of the country and the increasing intimacy of the 
he products of West Virginia and Pennsylvania will be able | business relations between the people of the different si 
ily to reach Duluth, but all intermediate points and Chi- | and can not be avoided, the fact of such tendency in cases 
cago by water all the way, and by using the Erie Canal can get | which can not well be resisted makes it all the more important 
to New York City and to New England ports, to which trans- | that the legitimate functions of the States should not be in- 
portation now by rail is very high. vaded or infringed upon in cases where no public inter 

{ know of no enterprise that would have such an important | quires that Congress should do so. 
beneficial effect on the development of the interior commerce of Mr. President, it is a well-recognized rule, one we apparently 
Ohio, Pennsylvania, and West Virginia as the building of this | forget, but none the less fully established by the decisions of 
canal, and all without a dollar’s expense to the United States. the courts, that the Federal Government has no right or author. 

As I said before, every interest is guarded and protected by | ity to grant a charter of incorporation except for the perform. 
this bill. Not only did the House pass upon it first, but amend- | ance of some governmental function. Of course I can not to-day 
ments that were suggested in the Senate Committee on Commerce | enter into an elaborate argument on this question, and I do 
and made by the committee were submitted to the War Depart- | not propose to attempt to do so. I am very sorry, indeed, that 
nent and have the approval of the Department. I think every- | this bill comes up at the stage of the session spoken of by the 
hing has been done that possibly could be done in the way of | Senator from Colorado [Mr. TEeL1EeR], when the Senate would 
safeguarding private and public interests. As I said, I know of | be impatient at anything like an extended argument upon these 
no enterprise which would have the far-reaching effect that the | special questions, great and fundamental as they are, and I do 
building of this canal will have, and I hope to see the bill pass | no more than to allude to them. 
substantially as it came from the committee, where it had the | I recognize the fact, Mr. President, that perhaps this par- 
most careful consideration. In my opinion, the business on | ticular bill might be held by the courts to be constitutionsl, but 
these waterways in the long future, I will not say immediately, | that is not the sole question which should control us. When we 
will be increased 50 per cent, and it will be done at a cost | as lawmakers come to make a law, we are to be controlled by 
which railroads can not haul the products. The effect upon | the larger consideration than what the courts will hold. We 
Ohio River and Mississippi River States will be magical. There | are to be controlled by what we deem to be the intent and pur- 

thing in the history of the development of the country to | pose of the Constitution in conferring upon us all power of leg- 
compare with the building of this canai, and I hope to see the | islation. 
Lill pass substantially as it has been reported to the Senate. On this particular question, to omit anything which 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, it is not very pleasant to antag- | more general, and coming down to the specific question he: 
onize a measure in the passage of which Senators have a deep | course I recognize that there are agencies of interstate commerce 
nterest, and nothing would induce me to do so in this instance | which it is proper that Congress should inaugurate and should 
but the conviction, and the very firm conviction, that this is an | charter, if you please. I recognize further that there is « gen- 
improper piece of legislation. If I were sure that the bill would_| eral principle upon which the courts might hold an incorpora- 

{ would still feel it my duty to state some of the reasons | tion to be a constitutional act, which at the same time w | not 
why I can not give it my support. | be a legitimate and proper and constitutional exercise of our 

Everything which is said with reference to the magnitude | functions on our part; and I illustrate by this particular 
of this work and its importance I will freely grant, and for | There is no doubt that where the object of an incorpora! ion is 
the purpose of the objection I may have, it may be fully con- | primarily and truthfully to subserve a great governmental! func- 

led. My objection is to the work being authorized by an | tion, that the act is not only one which the courts will held to 
rporation of the United States, a charter granted by the | be constitutional, but a law in the passage of which we wil! have 
‘nment of the United States. It is not in my opinion a | discharged our duty and will have in no manner contravened the 
enterprise for the Government of the United States con- | spirit and design of the Constitution. I recognize, further that 
by itself, and considered as to the precedent which will | an act of incorporation may be passed and words included in If 
blished, and as to the wide departure upon which we will | as in this act, relative to the carriage of troops and the riage 
enter, I think it is very much more objectionable than | of the mails, etc., which courts could not dispute or call in question 
iy when considered as an isolated piece of legislation. | as to the sincerity of Congress in the use thereof, and on ac 
| know, Mr. President, that it is now the vogue to look askance | count of which words the courts would hold it was a i mate 
y suggestion that there is any function which the Federal | and constitutional act; but in such case, if the words are rted 
ut should not perform, and to look with still more dis- | for the purpose of giving jurisdiction for such legisla and 
: the si ‘stion that there is any remaining function | such expressed purpose is not the purpose, and where t!\ s no 
z to a State and to be exercised solely by | Federal public function to be performed calling for such rpo- 
- exercise of which the Federal Government | ration, we have transcended our duty when we take advantage 
And yet we are here as representatives of | of such phraseology for the purpose of placing an impro| 
ites, and we of all officials in the Government of the United | actment beyond the condemnation of the courts. 
tates ought to be jealous that the functions which do properly Mr. President, the line is drawn somewhere in the el 
belong to a State should be exercised by a State and not be | of charters between those which are legitimately f01 
usurped or exercised by the General Government. | pose of enabling the Government to perform some £0\ 

Of course, Mr. President, there are certain claims which | function and the other class which are not for the pur! 
have been made in times past as to where that line of de- | performance of any governmental function, where tli 
mareation between the Federal function and the State function, | so indistinct that courts can not assume to draw the 
or Federal power and State power begins or ends—questions | but must depend on the recitations in the act, and whe! 
raised in the past which are new settled definitely and finally, | be left to our conscience as to whether we will place 
und the questions thus formerly involved are forever outside of | posed legislation on the one side or the other. That p! 
the domain of dispute or discussion. But there are still im- | was recognized by Mr. Webster in the argument \ 
portant matters in which that line of distinction should be re- | made before the Supreme Court in the great case of G 
garded by all of the Government, some matters in which the! Ogden. Senators are all familiar doubtless with that 


some 


tes, 


re- 


‘i 


w 
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¢ 
( know the fact that it grew out of the attempt of the | the rivers referred to by the Senator from West Virginia he 

oie New York to license all steamboats which did business | Ohio and the Mississippi—to secure inland water transporta 
= ers of New York. It was given as a monopoly to | tion, and the incorporation of this company, that this vast ex 
; and Fulton and their assigns. Ogden was their as- | penditure may be added to by private enterprise, certainls 
- ibbons, owning a steamboat in New Jersey, attempted | be considered to be in the line of that governmental polic) l 
a ess between the town of Elizabeth, in New Jersey, | that governmental function. It is certainly a laudable govern 
” ; v of New York, and an injunction, under the laws of | mental function which permits the private individual to 
= “was applied for to restrain the owner of that boat | tribute and does not make application to the T1 ury « 
rt , business between those two points in the absence of | United States for the canal. 
: m the assignee under the law of New York. I simply submit to the Senator whether this is not a ] 

inction was granted in New York and sustained by | a governmental function which is established ! [ 1 
, court there, and came to the Supreme Court of the | States, once opposed as unconstitutional dad | 
i States on an appeal from the judgment of the highest | stitutional limits of the Government, but now est 

w York. The State of New York or those repre- | improvement of the internal waterways of the u 

law of New York in that particular case, the appel- | Mr. BACON. In reply to the Senat le of 

ted to maintain the authority of the State of New | low his suggestion might involve a much more ext 
Tor e this license upon the proposition that there was a | ment than I would n like to impose upon the 
‘ authority between the States and the United States | simply say this: It is a vei i d l 
; ation of interstate commerce. When that proposi- | of what may be considered a goverm u 
, troverted by Mr. Webster, the conclusion to be | such an application of as the Senator proposes. it 
ay { that position of Mr. Webster was suggested by | he says is correct, then let me say that the harbor of New Yo 
he appellees, that if there was not a concurrent} has had a good deal of money spent upon it to make it tl 
' ‘tate and in the United States Government, neces- | great harbor it is, and if the application now suggested by 
warily ly as to that important matter of interstate com- | Senator is a correct one, it might equally be 


to all the agencies of interstate commerce (which 

would ‘every common carrier engaged in interstate com- 

e), 1 » was an exclusive power in the General Govern- 

1 in the State, and the wide-reaching consequences 

ision were urged against it. 

made t ly, and it was for the purpose of reading it that 
[ have! this somewhat extended statement. 

took the position that it was necessarily a 

determined by Congress as to what were matters 

ty and so essential concerning the governmental 

would authorize the power to be exercised by Con- 

fr] and what were matters not of such an essentially gov- 


Webster used this ‘language: 
was the inevitable consequence of this mode of reason- 


the suggestion I have just repeated— 
Does iimit the power of Congress at once, upon all these minor 
( f ition? If all these be regulations of commerce, within 
t I the Constitution, then, certainly, Congress having a 
ec! | er to regulate commerce, may establish ferries, turnpikes, 
I S, ¢ nd provide for all this detail of interior legislation. To 
sus { terference of the State, in a high concern of maritime 

iment adopts a principle which acknowledges 
g ver a -yast scope of internal legislation, which no one 
has he f pposed to be within its powers. 





Rnt } ne al 


] 
§ ‘ r to 


for it is admitted that when Congress and the 
legislate over the same subject, the power of 
exercised, controls or extinguishes the State power, 

e consequence would seem to follow from the argu- 
State legislation over such subjects as have been men- 
tioned t times liable to the superior power of Congress, a con- 
8 no one would admit for a moment. 

he thought 


giving Mr. Webster’s argument in the 


he thought that all these things were, in their gen- 
er regulations of police than of commerce, in the 
erstanding of that term. A road, indeed, might be 
commercial concern. In many cases it is so, and 
hought there was no doubt of the power of Congress 


I ¢ peaking, roads and bridges and ferries, though, 
commerce and intercourse, do not obtain that 
on as to be deemed commercial revyvuiations. 
e which follows is the particular point I have in 
‘ this extract: 


of 
im- 


‘ 4 ‘ 
t i | 


truction must be given to the Constitution, and such | 


necessary to the just power of the States as to the 
without elaborating that, the proposition upon 
opposition to this bill, so far as this part of it 
ern that this enterprise is not for the purpose of 
creat governmental function, unless Senators 
take the position that in every case where the 
to be incorporated can be used in interstate 
ss can be legitimately called upon to in- 
¢ purpose of carrying on commerce. 
Mr. President 
“y) SSIDENT. Does the Senator 
Ur or from Pennsylvania? 


VI , 
Mr. BACO [ do 





from Georgia 


; The Senator says this is not carrying out a 
ete tion. I would remind the Senator that many 
= lars have been spent in the improvement of 


To that Mr. Webster | 


applied tO eve 
nix 


St LOt 


“amboat that ss to the city of New York, plying 
the city of New York and any other port in the United State 





It might be said that any line of boats that comes into any port 
ef the United States upon which the Government has made 
improvements has thereby become so identified with the p 
formance of a governmental function that the comp OV 
it should receive a charter at the hands of Cong 

Now, what I was saying at the time I had the interruption 


from the learned Senator is this: If this is be recognized as 
a proper thing to do, if every agency engaged in interstate com- 


merce is in the performance of a nental h 


to 


govern! function su 


| as is suggested, then the time is to come when every enterprise 
iture as would leave them without that particular | 


of any kind engaged in interstate commerce will apply 


to Con- 


| gress for a charter. 


| 


the | 


I should like to be told, Mr. President, what argument can be 
advanced with respect to a canal which goes from 

into another, which thereby asserts that such canal becomes 
agency of interstate commerce, and that the company construct 


one State 


| ing it should for that reason be the recipient of a charter at the 
hands of Congress, which will not apply with equal force to a 
railroad running from one State into another. 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. BACON. With pleasure. 

Mr. PENROSE. I will answer the Senator. It is a part of 
an enormous system of slack-water navigation which the Gov 
ernment is now developing at the expense of the Governm 
This is an important connecting link, to be built by private 


third | 





terprise, and the opinion of almost every one who has studied 
the question is that the work should be done 


le under the co! 
trol of the United States, that it should be subject to its in- 
spection and regulation, and ultimately will come within tl 
control and possession of the Government. 

Mr. BACON. I do not understand that that is any reply to 
what I was saying. The Senator says the opinion is it sh | 
be so. I am trying to show that such an opinion is not 
‘rect opinion. 

Mr. President, if the link between the two waterw sS 
which the Senator speaks was a railroad link, would it n 
have an equal right to claim that it should be chartered by the 
Government? 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from Georgia allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. BACON. With pleasure. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is the Senator denying the power of Con- 
gress to incorporate a railway company to construct a railroad 
from one State to another, or across the continent, if you 
please? 

Mr. BACON. No; I am not denying that. I am not deny 
the general proposition that Congress has a right 


Mr. SPOONER. How would the Senator justify that? 1 
der what part or clause of the Constitution would he justif 


Mr. BACON. The Senator did not give me his entire att 
tion in the remarks which I submitted in the beginning, but | 


will take pleasure in repeating my st: 


itement. 


Mr. SPOONER. I always listen to the Senator when I am 
permitted to. 

Mr. BACON. I recognize the fact that it is some very 
difficult in this Chamber. 

I had said, Mr. President, that I recognize that there are a 
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it many charters which might be granted by Congress which 

id be upheld by the constitutional, but which 

ould not be charters which we in the performance of our con- 
stitutional duty could properly grant. I illustrated it by the 
statement that wherever there was the performance of a goy- 
ernmental function, it made the action of Congress constitu- 
tional in granting the charter, not only as to railroads, but as 
to any other corporation; that the courts could not look behind 
the language used to see whether or not the use of such lan- 
cuage was in fact the desire on the part of Congress to secure 

performance of a governmental function which induced 
passage of such a law, or whether the use of such language 
as merely a makeweight, as it were, a device by which free- 
dom from condemnation by tbe courts on account of uncon- 
stitutionality was to be secured; but that the high duty was 
upon us when we came to legislate to see to it not only that 
under the language used in a law it weuld be held to be constitu- 
tional by the « 
of the Constituti: 
such a corporation as is designed by the Constitution to be 
inude by the Congress; whether in deed and in truth the ob- 
ject is to se the performance of a great governmental 
function, or whether the object is otherwise, and that the com- 
plexion of governmental function given to it is in truth simply 
to insure its freedom from condemnation by the courts. 

I had gone on to speak of the fact that while there was the 
general recognition of the power of Congress to charter corpo- 
rations for great governmental interests, corporations, if you 
please, where that principal interest might have as one of its 
features interstate commerce, it was the duty of Congress to 
draw the line between those things which were legitimately of 
that class and other things which had a primary object of 


courts as 


another character, where there was no governmental function | 


the performance of which made the creation of that corporation 
essential. 

The illustration of the Pacific railroads is a common one. I 
will read in the hearing of the Senator what I intended to read 
a little later, the statement of the Supreme Court of the United 


States, in 91 United States, as to the character of the corporation | 


and the conditions and the purposes which justified the Congress 


in doing that which it is not usual for Congress to do, to wit, | 


charter a railroad company. I am reading from 88, 91 
United States, the decision of the court: 

The act 

Speaking there of the Union Pacific Railroad act, in the 
of the United States v. The Union Pacific Railroad Company— 


page 


been stated, 

itional defense were deemed inadequate and the public 
the necessity of uniting by iron bands the destiny 
Atlantic States. 


* * = * * 


as the work, limited as were the private resources to | 
3, aS well as the existing and future military | 


rowing want 


country, demanded that it be completed. Under the 
onsiderations Congress acted, not for the benefit of 
or in their interest, but for an object deemed essen- 
ity as well as to the prosperity of the nation. (U. 8S. 
> R. R. Co., 91 U. S. Reports, p. 88.) 
from the argument of Mr. Webster in 
Ogden. Mr. Webster, of course, was not de- 
ring an opinion, but he was “the great expounder,”’ and 
entitled to great weight. There Mr. Web- 
‘ognized the necessity of drawing the distinction between 
functions which should be recognized as national fune- 
ns and which should not be recognized as national 


ssities of the 


read further 


of Gibbons v. 


utterances are 


those 


tions, even though they were within the same subject-mat- | 


In that case, 
the 


when counsel representing the appellee, those 
senting 


mal 
biictine 


application of the argument to show that if 
Webster contended for was true then the 
on would extend to and relate to and include every 
Mr. Webster drew the distinc- 
thing was not to be thought of: 
with reference to the proper 
nd also with reference to the needs 
vernment, and should not include mat- 
interest was not the main design, but 
interest was, in facet, the motive which 
the part of the Government. 
*T have in this reply made myself clear 


. ite 
SUL 


that 


commerce, 
such a 
t be co 


nstrued 


; the States a 
of the Go 


publie 


’ ction on 
l do nh 
to the 
Now. Mr. ‘esident, where are we to stop if such a bill as 
this can be passed and become a law? Who contends that the 
construction of this canal is necessary for the transportation 
of tre 
mails of the U1 


eat governmental 


iited States, or 


function ? 


for the exercise of any 
The contention is that it will be 
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urts, but that according to the spirit and intent | 
n it is under the facts and the real purpose, | 


| kind. 





was passed in the midst of war, when | 


the | that all matters which arise under a charter granted by Congress 
i 


validity of the act of the State of New York, | 


govern- | 


| these States and also in New York, no citizen can 


ops of the United States, or for the transportation of the ! 
other | 
| taxation in corporations is the taxation of t 


JUNE ie] 


an avenue of commerce, that it will be an agency for j; erst 
commerce, and that therefore the charter should be eranted 
I care not whether it is an agency between two States op }, 
tween twenty-five States, if that is to be the rule, upon wha 
ground can Congress hereafter ever deny a charter to on. 
proposed agency which shall be or claim to be a ; 
conducting commerce between the States?) When any railroad 
company, or proposed railroad company, comes to Conerecs 
and asks for a charter between the State of Pennsylyanig and 
the State of Ohio or between any other two States, upon wh { 
ground can Congress deny it? Upon what ground can Congres 
deny any charter for any steamboat company that proposes to 
run a line from the city of Pittsburg to the city of Cin inn 
or from New York to any port along the coast of the Upjt, { 
States? 

Can we say that Congress will grant such charter in one in- 
stance and that it will not grant such charter in another? { 
it to be a question whether or not the particular persons who 
may desire it are those who have influence in the Governy 
Shall they be favored and shall others with equal right 
denied? 

Mr. President, if it is not denied, if in all cases we are to act 
upon such a supposition, what is to become of the legislation of 
Congress? What will we be doing but sitting here engaged 
from session’s beginning to session’s ending in the granting of 
charters? Because every company will, of course, rather have q 
charter granted by the United States Government than to have 
one granted by a State. 

But, Mr. President, there are serious considerations of anot 


a 


aay 


HCAs of 


SY 


5 


nt? 


ve 


her 
One of them is this, and I hope I may have the attention of 
Senators through whose States it is proposed the canal shall 
run. I would be glad to have the attention of the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. Foraker] for a moment. I say there are serious 
considerations for States in which enterprises of this kind are 
to be located. 

It may be said that the Senators and Representatives from 
these particular States do not object, and therefore why should 
anyone else object? My reply to that is, if this charter is a 
proper thing it is one which Congress can grant in a State which 
objects as well as in a State where there is consent. 

Now, what is the effect of a charter granted by the United 
States Government? It becomes the law, not as it does in the 
czse of a Territory or the District of Columbia, by virtue of the 
law of force in those particular areas, the power which is con- 


ase | ferred being thereafter exercised in States only by comity, but 


a general charter such as this becomes a law governing and 
controlling in every foot of territory of the United States, in- 
cluding all the States. 

Now, what is the effect of that law? In the first place, it 
takes away from the State of Pennsylvania and the State of 
Ohio, the two particular States which are most interested in 
this matter, every right of control of every kind whatsoever in 
the States, so far as those rights can be asserted in courts. 
Thereafter no matter of dispute which arises in either of these 
States can be settled in the courts of those States. It is settled 
in the removal cases, giving them by their general name, one in 
111 United States, I think, and the other in 115 United Stctes, 


are matters arising under the laws of the United States, au 


| that they are, in consequence, under the Constitution, matters 


within the jurisdiction of the courts of the United States, and 
not matters which the States can assume and undertake to ad 
judicate in their own courts. 

Here is this wonderful enterprise, vast in its power, tremel- 
dous in the capital, with powers in this charter such as I have 
never seen granted in any charter, and about which I will 
hereafter speak more in detail if time permits, affecting the 
entire population not only along the lines of that canal, becuse 
there are several of them, but throughout the country beth 
Ohio and Pennsylvania reached by any of the Allegheny and 
three or four other rivers tributary. In that vast territory 


} 


, heard in 


the courts 0 


any court of those States, but they must go to the 
the United States to have their rights adjudicate’. — 

Not only that, Mr. President, but the power of taxation and 
I ask the attention of the senior Senator from l’ennsylvanit 
[Mr. Penrose] to this statement as it is somewh:t ae 
with what I understand to be his statement—the pow’ © 
taxation is largely taken away from the State of i" nnsylvan’® 
and the State of Ohio in regard to this property. /t§ tru 
that so far as this bill is concerned it stipulates: 

That the corporation hereby created shall be subj: 
tive States in which it does business, to all the law 
regulating the taxation of foreign corporations. 


Mr. President, of late one very important a : 
le francHuises: 


in conflict 


t. in the r 
of said States 


t-matter of 
It 














be a great issue in the United States, an issue 
been settled largely in the United States—that not 
ngible property of a corporation shall be taxed, but 


to 


‘hises shall be taxed. Yet the Supreme Court of 
‘ States has determined, in the case of California v. 
Tho id Company—I have forgotten the number of the 
it the franchise of a corporation chartered by the 
1 of the United States can not be taxed by a State. 
aa se property, where the franchise is going to consti- 
ibly the most valuable part of the property, running 
ennsylvania and Ohio, will, so far as that particular 

neerned, be free from liability to State, county, or 
| taxation. 

king now of the hardship upon the communities 
hich these canals run. I repeat, this is a matter 
which re particularly concerns the Senators from those 
as the establishment of a precedent it concerns us 

‘s such as are granted in this charter can be here- 
1d in any charter which promoters of any enterprise 
ret from Congress, then whose State will be next is 
to anyone. When they come for a charter what is 
i this ease is to be cited as a precedent. 

‘ir. President, another thing. I have never known a 
( r Federal or State, where there is such immense 

nent domain granted as there is in this proposed 

use not only does it concern the domain to be oc- 
1, but it concerns the entire domain covered 
ms which may be classed among the head- 
. Ohio, Allegheny, and several other rivers, and all 
vutary thereto. 


wT) 
» ¢ vA 


PANAMA CANAL. 
PRESIDENT. 


lex 


The hour of 2 o’clock having ar- 
s before the Senate the unfinished business, 
ted by the Secretary. 
A bill (S. 6191) to provide for the construc- 
vel canal connecting the waters of the Atlantic 
. and the method of construction. 
fh} and Mr. PENROSE addressed 
HSIDENT. The Chair recognizes 
Dakota. Does the Senator from 
tor from Pennsylvania? 
GE. Certainly. 
I would appreciate it very much if the Sena- 
ota would permit the consideration of the 
io Ship Canal bill to proceed. I do not un- 
ill take much more time. It would be a very 
e to half a dozen Senators representing States 
1 by the measure. 


LEDGE. 


1-le 
RDM the Chair. 

the Senator 
South Dakota 


r 


Te 


isideration ? 
I shall insist on the Senator from Nebraska 
oing on if he is ready to proceed and desires 


} On 


| ROSE. I understand objection is made. I ask 
with the permission of the Senator from 
at the conclusion of the remarks of the 
ska the bill which has been under considera- 
1 up ane proceeded with. 
Mr. President, it seems that two canals have 
1, ohne proposing to be built between Pennsyl- 
rie and one that we have been hammering on 
straightened out here for several years. 
\ebraska is ready to go on; 


ent, 
hat 


yr 


\ 


he is chairman of 


ind I insist that nothing shall interrupt the | 


ent on this bill. 
ESIDENT. The Senator from Pennsylvania 
onsent that at the conclusion of the remarks 
from Nebraska the bill which has just been 
ion may be further considered. 
I have no objection to that. 
\ PRT 


KSIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 


EDGE. That, I assume, is upon the unanimous- 
it that it shall in no wise prejudice the pending 


oT, Pin) Sk. Oh, of course. 


| ir 1 GE. The pending bill being the unfinished 
ae, tu LSIDENT. It is so understood. 
. in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 





connecting the waters of the Atlantic and 
l the method of construction. 








I inquire about the length of time that | 
consumed in the completion of the bill which | 


The | 


ill (S. 6191) te provide for the construction 
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Mr. MILLARD. 


Mr. President, as a member of the Commit- 








tee on Interoceanic Canals and one of the signers of the minority 
report, I desire the time of the Senate while I present briefly my 
objections to the pending bill. 

The idea of a ship canal across the Isthmus of Panama has 
been in the minds of men for generations. Long before the 
French people embarked upon the enterprise, expending Ta 
sums of money, explorers had conceived a tentative plan of 
eanal and reported upon its possibilities to one or more of the 
European powers. The scheme of a waterway across the 
Isthmus between the Caribbean Sea and the Pacific Ocean that 
would meet the requirements of the commerce of the world has 
engaged the attention of thoughtful men practically ever since 
the geography of that region became generally known. Within 
the last twenty-five years the dream of these pioneers has sought 


| 











realization in various types of canal and in different localities 
within the limits of the strip of territory between the two conti- 
nents. As a result of the accumulated knowledge on the subject 
we have before us to-day plans of two types of eanal, the one 


commonly spoken of as the sea-level type and the other a plan 
of canal with locks. The question now before the Senate is, 
Which of the two types submitted would be the better to meet 








the ends of commerce and to subserve the military interests of 
this nation? 

Obviously the question of the selection of a type of e¢ ! 
according to one or the other of the plans submitted is 
hinging largely upon the engineering problems involved. Ot! 
considerations have received careful attention, yet upon ey 
page of the reports of the consulting engineers, of Dp 
of the Commission, of the deductions of the Secretary of V 
based thereon, and, finally, upon the printed eviden add | 
before the Senate committee, there is disclosed the fa li 
chief considerations, in the minds of all men who have g l 
the subject painstaking study, were those involving the m 
fold engineering problems in the nstruction of the canal, its 
cost, and the period of time required for its building. The 
timony taken before the committee on the subject of 1 
canal has been embodied into a volume of nearly 1,000 pag 
devoted for the most part to the many engineering que 
encountered, while the long list of names of both F l 
and Americans who have investigated the subject } 3 a 
large majority to have been professional engineers ost of 
whom favored the lock type of canal. 

This being the case, I have based my conclusions mainly up 
the preponderance of evidence and opinion given by the 
engineers of both America and France, not unmindful, hows 
of other important considerations. I reach the ded mn tl 
the plan for a lock-level canal adopted by the Isthmian ( 
Commission, indorsed by the Secretary of War and 1 
by the President, as the result of much painstaking ra: 
tion, is far preferable to the plan of a 1 canal submi l 
to the Senate and as described in the n rity report of 
Board of Consulting Engineers. 

I believe, further, that the enormous cost of a sea-level canal 
as submitted would not be sustained by the people, since tl 
| is every reason to believe that a canal of pi al utility and 
equally good can be built, as the President says, at a cost not 
more than half that of the proposed sea-level canal, and } 
can be built in about half the time required for building ’ 
low-level canal. Time is a most important element in 
ing this subject as viewed by the American peopl 

My conception of the subject is that the American pe 
sire a navigable waterway across the Isthmus at the 
possible cost, and that they will defeat any plan which 
plates the building of a canal that would cost untold . 
I believe that the 85-foot lock type, as propos in t 3 
submitted, would prove after construction to be tl | 
canal. In other words, that it would be the type of « l that 
would better serve the needs of the nation at present and in 
the future than would any sea-level type that could be con- 
structed within the limits of time and money that can be con- 
templated. While it is undoubtedly true that if an actual s 
level canal could be constructed of sufficient depth and width 


———__—— 


the latter to be not less than, say, 500 feet at the bottom, with 
out any dams or locks, there is no question that it would be 
the ideal waterway, but this is a type which is purely imaginary 


Vs 


and no thinking man, engineer or otherwise, could serious 
sanction the starting in to accomplish any such finality. 

The length of time and the immense amount of money which 
under the most favorable circumstances such a project would 
cost would most effectually bar its completion during g 
eration, probably many more. 

The ease with which the lock-level canal could be made 


larger, should necessity ever arise 
proach sea-level channels or by the construction of ne\ 


by simply deepening 
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ple and favorable location existing to almost any extent 

ii the simple raising of the spillway of the Gatun dam would 
enable the depth of water in the lock canal to be increased to 
onable limit, say to GO feet of water, if necessary. 
Therefore it would appear, taking into consideration all of the 
which enter into the proposition, that it is a safe as- 
ion that the proposed 85-foot lock type of canal is the ideal 
il, which is not true of the sea-level type as submitted to 


aby rea 


elements 


he Senate. 

In his testimony before the Senate committee, William Bar- 
clay Parsons, eminent in his profession and one of the strongest 
advocates of the sea-level plan, made this qualifying statement, 
to which I call special attention. He said: 

’ plan that minority has submitted is, in my judgment, a 
> scheme, | an be constructed; it can be constructed probably 
the limit and time that the minority has set forth. If 
to be regarded as simply a commercial ente ise by a private 

ave to go into the open market and risk its 

capital 5 or 6 or possibly 4 per cer when 

re taken into consideration, and then expect 

a profi rand above that 5 or 6 per cent, I should say that 

as prepared he minority would be a perfectly satisfactory 

probably represents the least cost at which a canal can be 

ru the Isthmus of Panama. But that is not the case 

was presented to you. This is not a canal to be built by a private 

oration; it is to be built by the United States Government. 

The United States Government, in the first place, instead of having 

pay 6 or more per cent for its money, can borrow it at, say, 2 
cent. The r there reduced to one-third. 

It is hardly probable that the American taxpayer would take 
the view of the case as stated by Mr. Parsons. It goes without 
saying that the Government has no more right to expend money 
in excess of actual requirements than has a corporation or 
individual. In my view of the subject, we are expected by the 
people to provide for a practicable canal at the lowest possible 
cost, to be constructed in the shortest possible time. To take 
any course involving unlimited expenditure would only delay 
the day of completion of this colossal project and deprive it of 
the popular favor it now enjoys. If the ultimate a-gregate 
cost of the canal is a matter to be regarded with indifference, 

the Senator from South Dakota seems to view it, then, by all 
let us open the Treasury vaults for an annual expendi- 
ture of twenty to thirty millions and proceed to build a canal 
that would realize, when completed, the dreams of those who 
would merge the waters of the Pacific and the Caribbean Sea 
constructing literally the Strait of Panama. 

Even in these days of boundless national prosperity the sum 
of one or perhaps two husdred millions of dollars, in the eyes 
of the people, is so great that it is staggering. Many Senators 
here will recall days not so very far back when the appropria- 
n of any such sum would have been impossible in the case 
proposed canal. Who of us is wise enough to say that the 
may never again experience a season of financial depres- 
| ‘an say that the time may not come when the 
would regard an excess appropriation of that vast sum, 
canal of practical utility can be built without it, as a 
of public money, and criticise any Congress that would 
rate enough to appropriate it? A nation like ours can 
afford to pause in the gigantic task by reason of stress of 
ices, and we should husband our resources and do nothing 
ipair popular confidence in the ultimate success of the 
i The safe course is to build a canal that would be 
least possible money. Any other course would 
ste of public treasure which the taxpayers of this 
ould be to condemn. 

is connection it may be remarked that, if the Panama 

when first opened for traffic, should have a tonnage 
igh it of 5,000,000 tons per annum, which is an exceedingly 
and if after the increase of tonnage 
should be as great as that which has taken place in 
irty-five years through the Suez Canal, the tonnage 
the Panama Canal in the year 2000 A. D. 

about 82,000,000 tons. This is not one-half the 
anal. Witnesses before the committee ex- 

that the toll receipts would average a rate 

n. Mr. Wallace submitted a rate of $1.36 

pounds. Should the average rate not fall 

ton, the gross receipts would be about $32,000,000 a 
ria net annual income of nearly $30,000,000, which might 
lied toward defraying the cost of building the Strait of 

Panama, should posterity ever attempt so gigantic an enterprise. 

Among the very able men who testified before the Senate 
committee was Mr. Frederic P. Stearns, chief engineer of the 
metropolitan water and sewerage board of Boston, recognized 
not only as one of the great engineers of America, but of the 
world. His testimony before the committee was remarkably 
clear and convincing, and I hope every Senator may read it 
carefully before voting on the bill. 

In computing the relative cost of the two proposed plans he 


ed ac OSS 
a canal 


» or 


fixed charges, fore, are 


enns 


l 


for the 


sure 


that 


estimate, 


‘ouch 


ton 


ry S1 


year, 


( 
} "] 
be app 


took account of the interest charge upon the capital emp! 
building the great enterprise, and on that point furnis! c 
committee the following estimate, which I will send to the desk 
and ask that it be read by the Secretary. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Scorr in the chair). In 
the absence of objection, the Secretary will read as reqy sted 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Relative amount of interest during construction on lock and eca-leye 
canals. ; 

In both cases assume that the interest is at 2 per cent, compoundeg 
annually. 

Assume in both cases an expenditure of $50,000,000 in 1904. 

In the case of the lock canal assume a total expenditure for +, 
ten years from 1905 to 1915, inclusive, of $14,000,000 per year, mal 
a total of $140,000,000 for construction. 

For the sea-level canal assume an expenditure of 
1904 and of $15,500,000 in each of the next fifteen 
total of $247,000,000 for construction. 

Interest on sea-level canal if completed in 15 years____ 
Interest on lock canal if completed in nine yearz 


$14,500.00 
years, maki 


Difference in favor of lock canal 


If the time for constructing the sea-level canal should ex- 
tend to eighteen years, the interest eccount would 
ROG. TAR” vncccheticinee ectsh eres oiciniermaerce 

Deduct, as before, interest on lock canal 


Difference in favor of lock canal 


The cost of the lock canal, including interest and pay 
ments to the Panama Canal Company and the Republic 
of Panama, would be_- . 

The cost of the sea-level! canal, including interest and the 
above payments, based upon the cost as estimated by 
the Board of Consulting Engineers and fifteen years 
for completion, would be a 363, 

The cost of the sea-level canal, including 
above payments, based upon tne cost as estimated by 
the Isthmian Canal Commission and eighteen years for 
completion, would be . 410, 000, 000 


Mr. MILLARD. Mr. President, when Mr. 
fore the committee I asked him this question: 


If you were going to own both canals, which one would you think the 
best, for the same money and the same time in construction? 


And he replied as follows: 


I have given that matter very careful consideration. It seems to me 
that a canal is a means of getting ships across the Isthmus: that 
is a question of getting them across, in the first place and most 
portant, safely, and, next in importance, to get them across qui 
In both of these respects I believe the lock canal is the best. It 
within its depths and widths ample channels which will permit 
and safety, for while groundings occur in wide channels 
much more frequently in narrow channels. 

| believe that the lock canal has the greater capacity for t 
When one imagines the traffic approaching 60,000,000 tons per y 
will be realized that it would not be practicable to get them | 
one ship had to be tied up for every other one that passed, there 
be so many in the canal at one time. There would be a 4d 
widening the sea-level canal before any demand would come 
enlargement of the lock canal, except as individual ships mi g 
so saree as to require another set of locks, which would not 
costly. 

Taking all those things into account, I believe that for the sme 
a and money the lock canal is the better canal. I would give more 
or it. 


Gen. Peter C. Hains testified: 

I think I would prefer the lock canal even though the re! 
were about the same. 

Chief Engineer John F. Stevens, in his report to the Com 
sion, concluded as follows: 


O16 ( 
219, 000, 000 


Stearns was be- 


they 


Finally, even at the same cost for time and money for each 
would favor the adoption of the high-level lock canal plan in pre 
to that of the proposed sea-level canal. I therefore recomme 
adoption of the plan for an 85-foot summit level lock cana 
forth in the minority report of the Consulting Board of Engin 

Mr. Alfred Noble, another high authority, the chief engit 
of the Pennsylvania Railroad Company, testified in com 
as follows: 

Mr. Nogue. Certainly; I think that the lock-level canal as pia’ 
is a better canal than the sea-level canal as planned er fol 
use of commerce, without regard to cost. 

Senator TALIAFERRO. If they cost the same? ; — 

Mr. Nosiy. If they cost the same. I think that if we had two tal” 
on the route, if it were possible, one built as proposed by the lock 
8 9p and the other built as proposed by the sea-level peop! 
ock canal when finished would be the better one. 

The minority report estimates that eight and one halt coe 

; ¢ ; : : ale ‘ve ** ul, 
would be required within which to build the lo k-level — 3 
while the majority of the Board estimates that twelve nea * 
teen years’ time would be consumed in the construc “and Chief 
proposed sea-level canal. The Canal Commission ane | time 
Engineer Stevens estimate that eighteen or twenty shinee a 
would be required for building th¢s sea-level canal as pia . ae 

Since it must be apparent that an earthquake visitati¢ ime 

. s > "rp t s th 
completed canal would be as injurious to the one type abject: 
other, I will not devote much time to that phase o! h-- mor gp 
Happily the very latest information as to the ae which is 
earthquake upon the structure of a large dam 1s tha 


this 








1906. 
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swnended to the minority report of the Senate Committee on 
ad inie Canals. Neither type of canal can be constructed 
: + a dam, as is shown by the evidence. The opponents of 
the - type point to the results of the recent earthquake in 
Cal ia as evidence that great hazard would be taken in the 
oth tion of locks in the Panama Canal. There is some 
vicapprenension on this point. In the testimony reference was 
made to the arch in the old church at Panama, which has stood 
«rmly in place for two centuries, giving indisputable evidence 
that thquakes are not common to the Isthmus and need not 


her ied as an element of danger there. 
In answer to my query, Mr. Frederic P. 
recent letter: 
1+ } never seemed to me that at Panama, where as fragile a 
‘ s a church tower has remained intact for centuries, the 
iat in earthquake were to be considered in determining the type 
, and the recent experience in San Francisco. certainly 
; this view. 


Discussing the effects of the 


Stearns said in a 


“arthquake in California, Mr. 
inong other things, says: 


St $ 

I f t line south of the San Andreas dam continued through the 
middle the long and narrow Crystal Springs reservoir, in which the 
0 retained by a concrete dam 115 feet high above the natural 


e reservoir at the time of the earthquake was full. Pro- 

iy , after stating that this dam “ was subject to a series of 

{ ts and pulls in vertic al planes along its length, since it is parall el 
f ne,” adds: “So far as the writer could see, and he ex 

there is not the slightest crack.” 


17 lam carefully, . 
know of no mass of masonry in the country that is more like 


{ : y of the proposed locks at Panama than the Crystal Springs 
a It is aan only one-fourth mile from the fault line and has 
stood the test of the earthquake without being affected. 

Mr. President, I have a statement made by Chief Engineer 


Stevens before a subcommittee of the House of Representatives 
a few days since. I shall not trouble the Secretary to read it, 
but I will ask permission that it may be inserted in the REcorpD 
without reading. 
rhe PRESIDING OFFICER. In the absence of objection, 
matter referred to by the Senator from Nebraska will be 
serted in the Recorp without reading. 
Mr. HOI 





‘KINS. Mr. Preside 
fhe PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ne- 
braska yield to the Senator from Illinois? 


Mr. MILLARD. Yes. 

Mr. HOPKINS. desire to ask the Senator if the extract to 
which he refers is in reference to the effects of an earthquake 
on such work? 

Mr. MILLARD. 

Mr. HOPKINS. 


Yes; would the Senator like to have it read? 
I will suggest to the Senator from Nebraska 
hat that is a proposition in which all are interested. 

Mr. MILLARD. Then I will ask to have it read. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as 


e Secretary read as follows 


Mr. § VAN. That is the point that is not clear in my own mind, 

Mr. Stevens, and I would like to have it cleared up. I am not an 

t leans. Rather I am almost a total stranger to the 

t, and to the terms regarding it. But I understood the 

he sea-level canal based their opinion of its expediency 

fact that an earthquake would do great havoc to a 

would not to a sea-level canal. Now, if you can en- 

as to the relative degree to which an earthquake would affect 

vould be glad. 

I do not know what is running in other minds. I am 

I sea advocate, as it is pretty well known. But here is a 

ple; it might be in San Francisco, or may be in Wash- 

‘ in-a certain location. Who can say, when there comes 

ce, Whether that house, built of a certain size, will be dam- 

na house twice the size would be? We can not say any- 

Taking the canal as a whole, there are vulnerable 

by an enemy by cannonading or by an earthquake; but, 

, there is no difference between the two types as to 
the most damaged. 

s i. big dam at Gatun. I think that the possibility of its 

a i might be entirely eliminated. I do not see how an earth- 

rb that any more than it could disturb a range of 

So far as the locks adjacent to it are concerned, they 

e ed on natural ground, in rock foundations. I do not 


ow it ssible for an earthquake to disturb it; and yet again 







adjacent to the canal is the big Gamboa dam, 
ty-odd feet, holding 170 feet of water, running 
Ils and hundreds of millions of cubic feet of 
: Imagine a sea-level canal down at the bottom of that 
oe» Lina this a dam 170 feet high, running back 20 miles. If 
ae iid disturb a dam in the case of a lock level at Gatun, 

, nt would show that it would disturb a dam here at 
i n im 1e what would result if that lake, running 


a 


a 1 


Wn glans id bre ‘ak into the canal. 
a N. 7 at Coe would not exist as to a lock canal? 
Me ‘N. There is no dam at that place on that lock canal? - 


Qny eart ; “sir. I do not think there is any possibility of 
ru f turbing the Gatun dam. It is a mountain range, 


0 f ‘c yards, a mile and a half on the base, 135 feet high, 

¢ ,water against it, and over 300 feet thick at the water 

t ate ‘d earth put in there with pumps, which is the most 

are dine itting in earth that is known. In other words, you 

oo t across the valley there a spur of the mountain 
XI 5on 


CL 


range, and I think if you give it a good shake twenty vears from n 
you would solidify it instead of destroying it. [Laughter. ] 1 think 
you would make it more solid than it was before. 

Mr. LirTavEeR. Now «x mpare with that the construction of this dam 
that would hold back the Chagres River. 

Mr. STeveNS. They say either a masonry dam—in the majority re 
port I understand they prefer a masonry dam. That would be a 
curtain of concrete or built-up masonry, according as they might 


elect to build it. 





It would be founded upon ro { n ind 
80 feet high; a curtain put up like t [indicating]. inytl i 
earth could be disturbed by an earthquake, I think nding out 
there practically alone, would be. I should think juake Ww d 
jar that up a little. [ Laug rhter |]. 


The CHAIRMAN. What is the hist meg in that se 
of Panama with respect to ——_ ikes ? 

Mr. STEVENS. I can not get a reliable report, for a couple of hundred 
years at least, that there have been any earthquakes ther 
done any particular dam age. 

The masonry there that the Mexicans and 
ploying is a class of masonry that you 
up over night. They do not take any particular pains to shape up 
their rocks, and they use a poor quality of cement and use lin ter. 
They build these w: ills up four or five stories high and put their finish 


tion of the Isthmus 


e t it hay 


Panamans are still em 
would not think would stand 


on. There are old churches there, built two hundred years, with their 
walls standing there now, which, if they were in Washington or New 
York or anywhere else, you would have the fire department there bef 


night pulling them down. They have stood 

years. I cross over and go on the other 

walk by them. 
Mr. SULLIVAN. 


there for two 
side of the street 


hundred 
when I 


You think there would be greater danger, then, of k 


loss 
or damage by earthquake to a sea-level canal than to a lock canal 

Mr. STEVENS. No; I would not want to go on record as saying that. 
but I think they are about equally vulner: able. I do not think the is 


any difference particularly. 


Mr. MILLARD. Mr. President, upon the subject of the prol 
able interference with navigation by reason of admission to 
canal, under the sea-level project, of the waters of 
of small streams, I will send to the desk and a 
extract from the written statement of Maj. I 
the Interoceanic Canals Committee, wherein ref 

1 


) 

the 

a numb 

ask to be read an 
> 


M. Harrod to 





ence is Iso 
made to the unknown character of the foundations for d s 
proposed to be built to divert still other streams from the 


prism of the sea-level canal. 


Major Harrod is a member of 
the Commission. 


I ask that the statement be read by the Sec- 


retary. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 


The Secretary read as follows: 


Of the tributaries to be received into the prism of the canal tl 





are twenty-two of considerable size. Two are known to have a flood 
discharge ot over 3,000 cubic feet per second; eight more have dis 
charges of over 1,000 cubic feet per second. Their flood discharges 
between Gamboa and Bohio may aggregate 30,000 second-feet. They de 
scend into the canal from heig! 





Ss varying from 13 to 160) feet a ve 
sea level. The sea-level plan proposes to overcome this difference of 
level by masonry-stepped aprons, metallic pipes, or by sloping and 
lowering the beds of the influent stre¢ igt “e 

















ams, although no de e pl 

sented. Professor Burr, in his testimony, dé es ty at the 
mouths of these streams, to strain out the nedtiona nt and débris, allow 
ing only the water to enter the canal, but that is a personal ! 
tion, and does not appear in the plan. This would certainly add 
terially to the estimate, and it is doubtful whether it w 
more costly to clean out the several basins, } WwW l y 
up, than to dredge the deposit from the canal 

I believe that the discharge of 3,000 cubic *r second into t 
canal prism of 8,000 feet cross-section w« se 3 ¢ 
which would prove an absolute obstruction t 1 { 3 
they prevailed. No ship uld hold a direct course u s 1 < 
tions. She would be against the opposite ban D ! 
discharges would pr portions y obstructive to naviga 

I believe that the iexinction of 3,000 ecubie feet per second into a l 
pris sm of only 8.000 or 20,000 ‘square feet of secti al area Vv j 
deposit on one side and would abrade the opposite bank unk it v 
in rock and that these effects, in combination with a current v 


from 1 to 24 miles an hour. would g 
sea-level canal through earthen banks the characteristics of an allu | 
stream, which would ultimate! 
would seriously impair the n: 


rive to tl rt 1 I 


establish meanders or sinuo . t 


bility of the canal for all 








unless these banks were artificially protected and tl S t y 
dredged. 

It is proposed in the sea-level plan to divert the Cano, ¢ nte nd 
Gigantito from the canal ite by four dan and a spillw I 
are all in a region of which little is known I 
these dams holds a head of water about 70 et above s 
a few feet less than the Gatun dam, and is a it 3,000 fe ) 


intimation is given of the method of ec 


masonry, or a combination of the two. 


The estimate for completing 21 miles of ter 





mi rary 4 1 of 
several miles of permanent diversion aggregating Many m n is 
of excavation, for centrolling the d scen of twenty or! 
by masonry structures, into the canal, and for the ilding of 
dams and a spillway, for which no plan is yposed, in a re Ww 
no investigation of foundations has been made, is three and 
millions plus 20 per cent, which I believe will prove entirely l 
. . . *, 
Mr, TALIAFERRO. Mr. President- 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nel L 


yield to the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. MILLARD. Certainly. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. I ask the Senator from what has the 
Secretary just been reading? 

Mr. MILLARD. The statement 
will be found in the report 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. 


of Major Har 
of the testimony of en 
May I ask if the stat 


dd, which 


ment was pre- 





S386 


sent 
in the hearings? 

Mr. MILLARD. It 
written report, and will be 
» engineers. 


was presented to the committee in a 


a) 
Lit 


Mr. President, it is not my purpose to discuss the engineering 


questions in dispute between the advocates of the respective | 


That was done to some extent in the report of the 
‘ity members of the committee, presented to the Senate a 


ypes. 


co, and it is to be presumed that Senators have read | 


» testimony on these points as printed in the record 
of the committee. 
izree upon some of the issues raised; but to my mind, 


salient points of either side were developed, the convic- | 
that the lock type as planned presented | 


ly enme 
disadvantages and 
the Engineering 


sses a similar view, to wit: 


stronger 
higher possibilities than 


News, in a recent 


the other. 
edition, ex- 


editor of 


» followed carefully the testimony of 

‘ed before the Senate committee during the 
unable to find that in any important 

in, recommended by the minority members of the 

ind adopted by the Canal Commission, has been proved to 


past four months, 


Consulting 


be 


‘eport of the majority members of the Senate commit- 
also in the remarks of the Senator from South Dakota 
nate, emphasis is laid upon the elements of so-called 
in the plan of 
submitted by the members of the minority board of 
consulting engineers. I have not regarded it as of the utmost 
importance to meet the arguments advanced, in view of the 
fact, which must be known to all Senators, that either type of 
canal presented for our consideration embraces various dams of 
‘eater less dimensions, but I can not refrain from citing ¢ 
extrac from a letter just received from Mr. Frederic P. 
irns, of Boston, who has made a specialty of the scientific 
struction of dams. I ask to have it read by the Secretary. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as 
quested. 
The Secret 


nts 


freat or 


fev 
Ste 


‘ts 


COl 


iry read as follows: 


: ann 

xamine next the character of the dams proposed in 
There are four of them 

a lock canal. 


for 


he sea-level plan. 
1 in the plan fi 
im is that 


the 
r é 
at Gan a 
Chagres River. Tt 

h 


: : 
iDO 


the purpose of holding back 
soard recommended at that 
earth dam with a heavy masonry core carried down 
all-masonry structure founded at the same 
n tl material ’’ (Report, p. 47), in this way giving their 
to an earth dam with a masonry core wall at this place. 
flow line of this reservoir is 130 feet above the river bed 
the bed rock, which at this piace is at sea level. 
by the dam would have an area of 294 square miles. 
¢ an earth dam of this height with a core wall the Board 
ctly contrary to their unqualified opinion that “no vast 
pinion should be indulged in,’’ and that the work should 
e features which experience has demonstrated to be 
efficient,’’ because no earth dam of any kind has been 
retain water to a greater height than 115 feet, 
by the dam 
( wall has 
has exceeded 
170 feet 
in tl 


rs of 
“either an 
ck or 


ighest 
et above 


thos 
and 


» } + 
about 


ever been in in which the height of the 


use 


board, consideration of the subject of dams (Report, p. 


dams, which have already been built for the retention of 
of water, some of them exceeding 100 feet in height, show 
f structure may gi 
ted, but 

are built 


1 or 


the chara 


to recommend three dams, respectively, 
Gigantito, and Cano Quebrado, without giving any 
? gineer having looked at the sites of these 
hether they favorable or not, and without 
tes to show the character of the material or 
t those dams can be built at those places is 
ect) based upon the rough topographical 
of territory made by the French before the 
ion of the United States. 
dams proposed in connection with the 
inal it can be confidentiy asserted 
| have been designed by engineers of the 
anch of engineering after a careful exami- 
fter extended borings to show the character 
, and that they do not go beyond the limits 
being made more massive and stronger 
retain the same depth of 
nfidently asserted that three 
al have not yet been de- 
d, and that the character 
entirely unknown. 
i ( il practice 
AARD. I sl | of one criticism of the lock 
iS ] ned, touching t inadequate length and depth of 
. The judgment of well-informed men is that the locks 
should be 1,000 feet long in the clear, providing for a depth of 
water of not less than 45 feet over the sills, and 100 feet wide. 
I concur in this opinion, because of the constant increase in the 


across the 


re 
ire, 


a-level ¢ 


> sites is 


of any actus 
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d at the hearings be.ore the committee, and if it appears | 
| of shipbuilding the last twenty-five years. 


found in the book of testimony of | 


It may be that these experts | 


particular the lock- | 


| templated by the sed-level plan. 


the Gatun dam, according to meas- | 


re- | 


same | 


depth | 


already referred to, and no earth dam with a | 


125 feet, while in this dam it would require a | 
| 5 to 6 feet of good water, according to his soundi! 


atisfactory results when properly | 
cter of the foundation material | 
and the means for preventing dangerous | 
through such foundations must always be care- | 





JUNE 1! 


dimensions of seagoing ships which has marked the e, 
Those of 
have crossed the ocean occasionally during the last qu 
a century have noted the remarkable advance in the s 
shipbuilding. It was something like twenty-seven y; 
that I first crossed the Atlantic and took passage in w!] 
then regarded as the largest ocean liner afloat. My 
tion is that the length was a little less than 500 feet 
earrying capacity of a little over 5,000 tons. When 
sider what progress has been made in the construction 
vessels since that time, in increased length, depth, wi 
earrying capacity, may we not look for still further 


| as the years go on? 


There are now ships in commission or in course of c 
tion practically 800 feet in length, with proportionate «, 
width. The idea will suggest itself to Senators that it \ 
the part of wisdom to anticipate the future and build 


| accordingly, which may be done at an expense not b 
the various experts who | 


resources. Not so with the sea-level canal as pro 
would not be long until such a canal would have to be 
and practically built over in order to accommodate ¢! 
| ships. In fact, it is reasonable to say that no prudent 

tain would take a big ship into a shallow canal such : 
Should one or the ot) 
the new Cunard liners now under construction enter 9 ces 
level canal as proposed there would be trouble. Can Sena: 
imagine any ship company taking a ship worth thr 
millions of dollars, to say nothing about its cargo, thr 
waterway with rocky sides and foundations containi) 

2 feet of water in excess of the draft of the vessel]? 

The senior Senator from California [Mr. Perkins] 

great deal about ships and shipping. I would like to 
i this question: Assuming that you owned one of ¢! 

ships which have been referred to—S80-foot beam, 8 
| and drawing 35 to 38 feet of water (a diagram of whi 
on the wall)—would you be willing to risk the ship or 

of that character in a channel! only 150 feet wide, whos 
walls are high on either side, containing a depth of but 


| of water, leaving but 2 to 5 feet below the keel of the ship? 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the 
yield to the Senator from California? 

Mr. MILLARD. Certainly. 

Mr. PERKINS. I will state in reply to the qu 
pounded that the wash or undulation of the water caus 


Senator from 


| vessel’s movement through it has a tendency to shal 


water under the vessel, and no prudent navigator or com: 


| of a vessel would think of taking his vessel over any | 


in a caselof great emergency, unless there were 
feet of water under the vessel clear, and then it wou 
be a still, quiet stream. This wash and undulation « 


| by the vessel has the tendency to shallow it several fi 


| 


I remember an instance that occurred some time 
of our western ports, where an eminent nautical n 
mand of one of our battle ships, said it was true 


would not think of taking his vessel over that bar or sho 
time. 

Then, again, in answer to the other question as 
the vessel, in order to have command of a vesse! 
have steerage way upon her or she would not answer |! 
unless she was going 5 or 6 knots an hour, without 
a very great distance. Therefore you must hive 
grees of curvature in order to have the vessel au 
helm, to escape from grounding or going into the si 
canal, whether it is a sea-level canal or a lock can 

Mr. FORAKER. With the permission of the * 
Nebraska 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator f! 
yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. MILLARD. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. This is a matter about whic! 
have very little information. The Senator ft 
has just now given us some facts. I should lik 
question, if it is not interrupting too much the + 
speaking. 

Mr. MILLARD. Not at all. 

Mr. FORAKER. Would there be any difficul' 

.a ship with a beam of 88 feet through a canal 

in width and has a current of less than 3 miles coger 
think the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Hopkins] stated 
current in the canal would probably be 2.64 ! ys erg 
Would there be any trouble in steering a ship © . roe 
have indicated, 88 feet—I believe that is the st sil] 
through a canal 150 feet in width? 
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ve of the canal. If there were abrupt angles, it would Mr. SPOONER. I simply wanted to ask the Senator whether 
; .y difficult, indeed, with a long ship. A ship of this great | he would prefer to go on with his speech or have some of the 
' and beam is far more difficult to steer than a short ves- 
| suppose the Senator has run a yacht for a time. Those 


J 


rest of us speak. 

Mr. MILLARD. I would rather proceed, Senator, at the 
4 essels will sometimes, to use a nautical term, turn upon 
th wh heels. , 

fPORAKER. I deny that impeachment. I never ran a 

yacht. There are many things for which I might apologize, 
but I never did that. 7 : 

vty. PERKINS. My friend is fond of the good things and 


present time. 
Just at this particular time I should like to have read the 
testimony on the point which we are talking about given by Mr. 
Stevens before the House Committee 
page 102. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection the 


on Appropriations, on 


‘ PERKINS. It would depend in great measure upon = Mr. MILLARD. Certainly. 
} 
| 
| 
















secretary 
the pleasures of life, and I know of nothing more exhilarating | will read as requested. 
. vigorating and delightful than to sail a yacht on the The Secretary read as follows: 
_ ake a short vessel 50 or 60 or 75 feet long. She some-/| Mr. Srevens. I think there is a good deal of mistiness in the a\ 
to use a nautical term, will “turn upon her own heel.” — on this ee perhaps not on the part of y 
; cans : ; le al 5 . the newspapers and elsewhere they picture in theit minds ing 
come around within two or three degrees of the com entirely different from what a sea-lev: i ceeaei dno ie would — 
Se Rut take a long ship — | is something very attractive it that word; there was 
. FORAKER. I am not asking the question in any con- | ; went down there _ saw _ ce ane . that existed tl ti 
7 ate ; : tks sal 7 ile . was a sea-level canal man a right, but think differently now \ 
troversial sense at all. I want information. Is the curvature | p.an sees in his mind a picture of that nice blue 1 ppling wat : 
; anal indicated on the map? . a large strait and sees ships moving through it. 
‘we PERKINS. It would be impossible for a ship of that ae u can put this picture on the plates of your mind You 
- . woul ve practical inder this present majority report of 
length and beam to have steerage way unless she was | fevel canal, a little, narrow, tortuous strip, the sewer af the 
coin 8 or 10 miles an hour. That would be necessary in order | down at the bottom of everything. with torrential mounta 
+) ave command of the vessel. Such a vessel has a dis- | pouring down there into it with a fall of from 15 to 130 f Y 
tO } “ay . - = 9 : have got a current there which, from the best s t 
7" ent of fifteen or eighteen or twenty thousand tons, and 





ll 

t 
: F can get, figures out 3 miles an hour. This is a 
-to have control of her, in order that she will answer her | nearly the entire way, only 150 feet w bottom, th s 
she must have a steerageway upon which to do so. ee One ee ee are = hyn By nye E,. 
’ epee 4 oa al o Navigate }t with from < ) ree I } 

GALLINGER. Mr. President—— ezainst a current of nearly 3 mil 


rhe VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nebraska | then to run at least 







7 miles an 








, the Senator from New Hampshire? ee = Bot think there ts 1 ) 
Mr. MILLARD. Certainly. | would not. I do not belisve a 1 nited States battle 1 go 
\Iy GALLINGER. The Senator from California made an! through that canal safely. It would be aground all tl} 
( ration that interested me, and I should like to have him; Myr, PERKINS. Mr. President 
explain a little further. He said it is not safe for a great ves-| The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nebraska 
navigate a waterway unless there is 5 feet of water to | yjeld to the Senator from California? 
the good. My investigations have led me to believe that in our| Mr. MILLARD. Certainly. 


harbors of the United States the commercial craft that Mr. PERKINS. The Senator asked me a question. and whil 


ie 
from abroad—we have very little of our own, I am sorry | [ was endeavoring to answer it, my friend the Senator from 
to sayv—run into our ports with very much less than 5 feet of | Ohio asked mea question. Since then I have looked at the d 
to the good. I should like the Senator to explain the | gram of the vessel, and I wish to ask, with the permission of 
e between the conditions in our harbors and in the 


my friend the Senator from Nebraska, a question of my friend 


proposed canal, if I state the matter correctly, as I think I do. | the Senator from Ohio. Those ships are 88 feet beam. Two 
Mr. PERKINS. The Senator states the matter correctly, | of them would be 176 feet. The canal is to be 150 feet wide. 

and as a result ships frequently run upon a sand bank or a | [ wish to ask my friend the Senator from Ohio how these two 

shoal in entering the harbor. The Panama Canal will have 4| ships would pass each other in the canal? 

I hottom, and it would ruin the steel plates on the bottom| Mr. FORAKER. I do not pretend to be an expert on thi 


Lis 


of the vessel should she graze the sharp crags of the rocks. | business. I-interrupted the Senator from Nebraska to 


ask a 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think the Senator will hardly insist | question of the Senator from California in order to get some 

upon that except where accidents occur. Of course if they run | information. But I will say to the Senator, in answer, that 

oyer a bar they may get grounded, but as a rule they have no| this occurs to me: I am told that those are the two largest 
trouble. 


| Ships ever constructed. They are only now being constructed. 


PERKINS. As a rule a ship of a displacement of from 


I do not know where they are being constructed, but somewhere 
sixteen to twenty thousand tons should not cross turbulent | in Great Britain, I believe. I do not know what trade they 
Wi ind it is not safe for it to do so, unless there is at least | are to ply in. I will ask the Senator, in answer, if there are 
from 4 to 5 feet under her to the good—clear water. only two such ships in the world, what he thinks is the degre 

Mr. GALLINGER. Do you call the canal turbulent? of probability that those two ships will ever meet in the 
Mr. PERKINS. No. I think the canal will be still water. Mr. PERKINS. There are a great many vessels that ’ 


At the same time it is too small a margin for the vessel. It | 60 to 75 feet breadth of beam, and they will frequently | 


would be strained and would suffer injury thereby, and the | through the eanal, if it is to be a financial success, and, as the 
underwriters would insist, I think, that there should be at piece of poetry runs, they will not “pass in the night.” They 
least that amount of water under her. will speak each other in passing. It is physically impossible 

Mr. KEAN. I wish to ask the Senator from California how | for two ships 60 to 75 feet beam each, either in the daytime ot 
uch water the men-of-war of the United States draw? 


the nighttime to pass each other in the canal. 


Mr. PERKINS. They draw from 25 to 30 feet. 


, Mr. FORAKER. If it does not interrupt the Senator from 
° Mr. KEAN. Take the harbor of New York; what is the | Nebraska too much, I will say further in answer to the Sena- 
depth there? tor that I understand it is only for a limited part of the way 
Mr. PERKINS. In the harbor of New York the depth is that the canal is as narrow as 150 feet. 
i to 88 feet at high water. | Mr. HOPKINS. Nineteen or 20 miles. 
Mr. KEAN. TI think you will find little of that depth. | Mr. FORAKER. Nineteen or 20 miles out of 49? 
| Mr. PERKINS. A few months since I went on a ship up | Mr. HOPKINS. Out of 49. 
th Harbor, It was thick, and the sailor was in the fore- Mr. FORAKER. For something like 30 miles the canal is 
= ‘ throwing the lead, and he called out “6 fathoms,” “ haw- | much wider. I suppose there will be telephonic communication, 


irk, “6 fathoms;” nothing less than 5 fathoms, I think. 
He so reported to the officer on the bridge. 

EAN. ‘That was very well for that place. 

‘ir. PERKINS. It was New York Harbor. 
I 


and when the two greatest ships in the world are to go through 
the canal at the same time there will be the precaution taken 
of having them pass at a wider place, and not at the nar- 


ie Bana as : rowest that can be found. 
-. r. KY \N But that is not true of the whole channel; and Mr. HOPKINS. I will say to the Senator from Ohio that 
Trae llarbor is the greatest harbor in the country. 


r Prep : at other points the canal is 200 feet wide, but for a distance of 
wt. PERKINS. No; San Francisco is. 
wT, Kl \ 


: : between 19 and 20 miles it is only a hundred and fifty feet. 
Me a ae rancisco may have been great. | Mr. FORAKER. Then it might be, if we were going to have 
Mr SPoonne Lhe harbor is all right now. a sea-level canal, that I would conclude to make it wider 
The Vinee, Mir. President—— Mr. HOPKINS. That is right. That is what we contend. 
yield to PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nebraska | If you are going to have a sea-level canal, have cue wide 


Senator from Wisconsin? 


enough to meet the commercial exigencies of the day. 
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President—— neers say that six vessels of that character can be acc 
CE-PRESLDENT. Does the Senator from Nebraska } dated in those locks at the same time. 
t he Senator from Pennsylvania? Mr. TALIAFERRO. Will the Senator from Nebra 
MILLARD. Certainly. dulge me for just a moment? 
KNOX. I desire to make a suggestion in reply to what Mr. MILLARD. For a moment. 
r from Ohio said in respect of those being the two | Mr. TALIAFERRO. I do not understand how one ye 
ships that are now in process of construction and are | 787 feet, much less six, can be gotten into a lock with a 
re, of course, exceptional in their character. I wish to | length of 770 to 780 feet. 
attention to the fact that the statute which we are now| Mr. HOPKINS. If the Senator from Nebraska wit! 
to execute by the construction of the canal spe-| me to say just a word, the conditions upon the Isthmus a; 
yrovides that— that they can fix the locks at almost any length, and the 
nal shall be of sufficient depth as shall afford convenient | Sition is to make them so that they will comply with tl, 
vesst the larg tonnage and greatest draft now in| as just read by the Senator from Pennsylvania. I think 
ich as May be reasonably anticipated. ., ,, | the Senator from Florida comes to study this subject a 
n if these ships ure exceptional in their character, it ‘S | further, even his objections will be dissipated. 
nt upon us, in executing this law, to provide for them | wr MORGAN. Now, if the Senator will allow me fo: 
h as we may rea sonably anticipate in the future in the | pont, 1 will ask the Senator from Illinois- : 
Le } Tn 7 np > ‘ JEN" nN 2S > on: = = — 
AKER. I hope the Senator from Pennsylvania will wiahd 40.4un Inemaied oan dee Senator from N 
that I was not making the suggestions I did make Mr. MILLARD. Gertainly. 
of controversy or in the way of saying anything in | Mr. MORGAN. Whose proposition is that? You 
any plan which has been proposed. I was simply | proposition is thus and so. Whose proposition is that? 
juestions which had been propounded to me by the Mr. HOPKINS. The proposition of the engineers. , 
I have seen no such proposition. 
It is an engineering proposition. 
I have seen maps drawn up here in con 
tion with the reports of engineers that show locks of cer 
lengths, three in flight, like the steps up in the reporters’ ¢ 
lery, one above the other. There is not presented to this Cop- 
gress any plan whatever upon which it will have expressed any 
fr. MILLARD. Certainly opinion when it votes down the sea-level canal. The field is 
Mr. KNOX I merely want to state that I had not the left open for the President or for the engineers who may accord 
ie Lion thet the surcestion from the Senator Seaen hin with him to go anywhere they please, provided they build a 
satieeahtil tay tel aie om aaeenenilk ta to the type of ian lock eanal. The misfortune of the situation has been al! the 
a- selihatens + Mid Guile eneen t hed fer reed@ine id flee ‘the time that the President has not made any certain recommenda- 
ton of the Gtatete aren oh ane Sn ee eee ee tions in regard to the canal, and no gentleman representing him 
n of the statute was to add to his stock of information 
that subject. 
TALIAFERRO. Mr. President—— 


has ever dared to present a bill to embody it. Here is some 
bill here reported by the committee. Why is there not some 

VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nebraska 
yield to the Senator from Florida? 


bill here reported by the committee, either a majority bill or a 
Mr. MILL. . Certainly. 


substitute for this 
Mr. HOPKINS. Will the Senator allow me? 
Mr. TALIAFERRO. I wish to ask if the plan of canal, as | 
commended by the President, should be adopted by Congress, 


Mr. MILLARD. For a moment. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The bill presented here for a sea-level! cana 
ther the Senator from Pennsylvania contends that the 
| would be built under the act from which he has just 


does not provide for four dams, it does not provide f 
As I understand, the President of the United States has 


character of the lock on the Pacific side, and it is ot 
ded a plan of canal proposed by the minority of the Mr. MORGAN. That is no answer to my question. [| 


] "TOY! or) 
irgemen 


* from California, who is well informed upon all nautical Mr. MORGAN. No 
nd of who I had asked some information. It was Mr. HOPKINS Te 


iat J wanted to be inforn ed, and not that I wanted to Mr. MORGAN. 
t in any spirit of opposition to anything that anybody is 

ing for. 

Mr. KNOX. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nebraska 
ld to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 


Pe. 
n 


nf 1) 
tendi 


so imperfect that a canal could not be constructed under 


Consulting Engineers, and if that recommendation yee has reported a bill Mg the accuracy of whi 
Senate can not rely, that is their fault. But the Senator 


adopted by Congress, I take it that specific canal | © : : : 
find he is greatly mistaken, because the bill does spe 


» built, and not a different canal, to which the Senator 
ferred in reading from the act of Congress—the Spooner | Y€TY Teport that has been made by the majority of the B 
of a few sears ane. : : Consulting Engineers. 

KNOX. If I may be permitted in the time of the Sena- Mr. MILLARD. I am informed by ship owners and | 
Nebraska to answer the question—— that it is reasonable to expect that within the next fifty 
LARD. Certainly. the largest vessels may have a length of 1,000 feet, a 
I will answer it as categorically as I can with- | CXPerience of the last thirty years would tend to confi! 
any argument. It is my opinion that the law | View. A canal with locks of the increased dimensi 
hatever canal is built shall be of sufficient ca- | ested would admit the largest ships afloat for years to 
vessels of the largest tonnage now in use, or and it must be evident that a sea-level canal, as now pr 
sonably anticipated. would be wholly inadequate for the passage of such shi 
IRRO. Then, as I understand, Congress would The lock plan has an advantage over the sea-lev L 
ed to authorize the construction of the canal which | that the vessels may turn around in either lake and 
bas recommended? their course. In time of peace and for commercia! v: 
I do not think there is any such inference to | iS not a matter of much consequence. It would seldon 
n anything I have said. I will add further that, that a commercial vessel would have occasion to turn 
nt, the canal proposed here by the minority can | in the canal, but for the vessels of war of the Unite 
the President under the authority of the Spooner during the existence of hostilities, the ability to turn 
might be a matter of great importance. Suppose, for 
IAFERRO. The locks proposed by the minority, as | 4 fleet of warships, possibly accompanied by transports 
e i—and it may be appropriate to speak of the fact | start through the canal from either direction. While t! 
ve a usable length of 770 to 780 feet, and yet for the | on the way news comes that a superior hostile fleet is : 
of showing that a sea-level canal would be inadequate | ing the opposite end of the canal, and that it Is a 
i as proposed by the Board of Consulting Engineers, | our fleet not to engage that of the enemy, but to re 
preset re with two ships, the length of each | course. How would the fleet turn around? Every § 
uld ask the Senator to explain how | the number great or small, would have to be bat 
ugh such a lock or such a series of | foremost out of the canal into the sea in order to turn 
| whereas in the lock type of canal each one could rui } 
MILLARD. Mr. President, I simply gave way for a/| lake and do so. 
uestio! I think I had better proceed. The sea-level canal as projected can not be regs 
Mr. HOPKINS. Will the Senator allow me right here? | completed project. The alleged facility with which 
e VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nebraska | enlarged is made one of the arguments urged in [\\ 
to the Senator from Illinois? | But if the canal is to be widened and enlarged saved 

Mr. MILLARD. Certainly. | completion, is it fair to consider it a completed structur 

Mr. HOPKINS. I desire to say, in answer to the Senator In speaking of the heavy rainfall on the Isthmus ” . 
from Florida, that these locks are duplicate locks, and the engi- | and the amount of water which would find its way %\ + 
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| 
al. in answer to a question (page 93 of the volume of | running into Panama Bay. It is surrounded on three sides by; 
testimony), Chief Engineer Stevens said: water, and the only direction in which the city of Panama can 
with numberless large and small mountain torrents—some grow in the future is over and across the piece of land which 
flood times, veritable rivers—which must be taken care of, | was acquired by the Commission for governmental pur] 
n coming directly into the canal, carrying in, as they must | mic }y i eal this Ra Dee Ny RE ag ea - . 
silt, perhaps trees, mountain débris of all sorts, rocks, This land Is at the base of the thum _ os I . and i 
- so that I hardly think a comparison between the canal diately adjoining it on the northwest is the high mountain 
















































i one of the same dimensions at Panama is a fair one. known as Ancon Hill. 
1 point that I wanted to make. The low-lying swamps are covered by the sea at high tide. 
send to the desk, and ask that it be read by the Clerk, | To compare in value the trackless jungle, swamps, and | 3 of 
a giving the names of the more important streams | such character along the interior of the Zone with that of tl 
, er the site of the canal, the distance of the point of | tract of land which was acquired by the Commission at | a 
m the Caribbean end of the canal, the height above | would be about as fair as it would be to compare the 1 e 
of their junction with the Chagres, Obispo, or Rio | yalue of the swamps lying along the seacoast in New J 
( vers, and the volume of discharge at high stage as | 25 to 50 miles distant from the water front in w Yor! ith 
far rved or estimated. | values of the high lands along the Hudson River at Weehaw- 
- “—s ; 7 ae ken, or opposite the city of New York; or to ipare the best 
il Grentest aoe ok | residence property which adjoins the thickly built up portion of 
Name. eee, ne | mouth | Washington City with the swamps and sg which Ly 
| charge. eee | exist 20 to oO miles from the site of Washington City down the 
C Bonen | “**<~ | Potomae River, and any attempt to compare favorably the 
: ; pe localities cited would be based either upon ignorance or due to 
Sec. feet.| Feet. Po . £ « ic Poi 
; Pie 2? 324 eee 1,000 | 15 | absence of a wish to be fair. 
Vint TNE wide ed ie etiecnvadvuconeas 2, 306 | 25 The minority members of the committee have refrained fr 
DADE - ~~ --- ---20nnaen none naan anncee 1,000 | “) | importuning Senators in behalf of the lock plan submitted, 
$ D 35 for it was assumed that every Senator had read the reports of 
300 3) | the Commission, the engineers, the Secretary of War, and the 
= S views of the minority of the Senate committee. If I am correct 
Pp 1, 200 3; | in the assumption that Senators have given careful considera- 
J 1,200 33 | tion to these reports, and to all the facts bearing upon th S- 
= = tion, there can be little doubt of the defeat of the pending | 
( 8,700 | 160 There is nothing in the reports of the engineers, nor in the 
} 1, 500 | 45 | testimony, raising a doubt of the practicability of the lock type 
. = = as planned. On the other hand, there is much affirmative evi- 
660 | 139 | dence that its utility is unquestioned. 
eee 3B The cost of a lock canal, counting interest at 2 per cent, 
|---+--2200 » would be less than that of a sea-level canal by $150,000,000 to 
eee £200,000,000. 
Riis Binal ddahinabais The time required for construction would be much less, thus 
shales am ‘a : ; securing to the nation the benefits of an isthmian canal at the 
dispute over the estimated values of the lands | earliest practicable day. 
‘ ' e submerged by the lakes incident to the plan of The lock canal as planned would afford more rapid passage to 
the 7 1 lock canal; or, in other words, the overflow big ships than would the other type, and it would afford also a 
of L nd Lake Sosa. The subiecct is treated of in the | greater degree of safety to ships, while the wider and deeper 
la the report of the minority of the Senate com- | channels would minimize the liability of interruption to 
I estimates made by the advocates of the sea-level It would afford a canal of greater capacity and therefore be 
1 . value of submerged lands are excessive: and | of greater utility to the commercial world, as the sea-level plan 
‘ t thereof is cited by them as an item of expense contemplates a narrow canal of limited capacity. 
T ided to the total estimated cost of the proposed Counting interest at the rate of 2 pe nt upon fl 
] I believe there is no ground for placing ment for either type, to operate and maintain a loc! el ¢ l 
si timate upon the lands that would be submerged. | Would cost less by some $2,000,000 annually as iw 
m to me to be altogether too high. It is to the sea-level plan submitted. 
a larger number of Senators have not been It could be defended against an invasio1 read 
land referred to. I believe the Senator from | 20y other type of canal. 
s ho presented the majority report of the com- In summing up the matter the President said 
if are the only Senators who have made a re-} , Each type has certain disadva es and « 
( of the locality. My impression is that if any | (7D Jucsment, = Seeeranenees, ste Sawer ane 
» floor contemplated purchasing the lands that | of 80 feet or thereabouts would not cost n 
I he would hesitate a great deal to pay $7.70 | build, and could be built in ab t ft tl . — 
Dm e fixed by the Commission, and which I regard prow Rd: Re ng ona SS 
: ; . |} amount saved in building, tal st i 
KK] DGE. Mr. President—— less. 
\ PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nebraska In concluding these brief observati I 
Senator from South Dakota? | after listening to the testimony with close at 
\RD. Certainly. session, after analyzing the written 1 | 
DGE. I ask the Senator what was the value of | them in the light of the evidence add: a 
<1 last year from the land proposed to be sub- | Survey of the line of the canal, [ can 1 
‘ that a lock-level canal, practically as pl p1 
‘D>. I do not know. | to the sea-level type as proposed, even if th { 1d 
DGE. It exceeded $1,000,000. construction of both types were tl ! I do! 
RD. Nor do I believe that the Senator from | country would be warranted in 5} z such 
S uld be willing to exchange twenty sections of | of money for a sea-level canal when many the best « 
lands in the county in which he resides for all | of the world have given it as the result of their deliberate jud - 
Canal Zone between Mindi and Pedro Miguel. | ment that a lock canal on the Ist! s of Pa 
rational to compare the fertile lands of the | greater practical utility and can be constructed in 
‘\ebraska, worth $50 to $100 an acre, with the | time and for many millions ss money. I n hope 
northwestern part of the State, which are of | Senators who have gone fully into the merits of the ty 
F irison. | will sustain the views of the minority of the C 
( Ancon Hill purchased by the Commission are, | Interoceanic Canals. 
‘ ich more money than the submerged lands. Mr. KITTREDGE. Mr. President, I make l i 
Piss map of the city of Panama will very easily | whether any Senator desires to address the Senat 
4 ‘ason why this tract of land is far more valu- | pending bill. In the absence of any request, or an) 
as land in the Zone proper, particularly any | of that character, I present the following order. 
" t to Panama, | The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from § h I 
: hama is situated on a peninsula, or “ thumb,” | proposes an agreement, which will be read by the S« y 
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Secretary read as follows: 


‘ed by unanimous consent that on Friday, June 15, 1906, im- 
upon the conciusion of the routine morning business, the 


} 


d to the consideration of the bill (S. 6191) to pro- 


onstruction of a sea-level canal, connecting the waters of | 
and Vacifie oceans, and the method of construction, and | 


consideration thereof until 4 o'clock p. m., when debate 
and a vote be taken upon all amendments then pending or 
and that a yote be taken on the bill before adjournment 


Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President, I would want to consult a 
little longer before I could agree to that order. It is a matter 
the Senator from South Dakota has had under consideration 
with different members of the committee. I am not prepared to 

ee to it at the present time, but, as I said to him, there will 
be no delay in getting a vote. However, I am not prepared to 
say that we can take it on Friday. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made. 

Mr. KITTREDGE. I hope the Senator from Illinois will not 
insist upon his objection. It has been understood, by myself at 

t, that the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. DryDEN] will ad- 


ss the Senate upon the pending bill on Thursday, and that on | 


iy the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Knox] will address 


HOPKINS. I will take the matter up with the Senator 
morrow. I wish to consult a little further before agreeing 
a time. 


Mr. KITTREDGE. I hope the Senator will not object to the | 


granting of this order. The reason why I suggest that the date 
hould now be fixed for Friday, is that Senators who are absent 
and desire to return to vote upon the pending bill may have 
an opportunity to do so, and if they are unable to return for 
any reason that they may have an opportunity to arrange pairs. 
Mr. HOPKINS. I will say to the Senator that I am not pre- 


<i to-day to agree to it. I will see the Senator in the morn- 
ng. If I find others are agreeable to the limit of debate as 
expressed there, I shall not interpose any objection, but I am | 
not prepared to say now that I could agree to it, or that we | 


could take the vote on Friday. 

Mr. KITTREDGE. Of course in the face of an objection I 
am powerless, but I do hope that the Senator will not insist on 
his objection. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I will say to the Senator I am not going to 
try to delay the vote, but I am not prepared to-day to agree to 
the specific time named. 


Mr. KITTREDGE. In view of the fact that no Senator is | 
desirous of speaking upon the unfinished business, I ask unani- | 


mous consent that it be temporarily laid aside. 


ie VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. | 


STATEHOOD BILL. 


VERIDGE. Mr. President—— 
INROSE. Under the unanimous-consent agreement the 
ike Erie and Ohio River Ship Canal bill is to be laid before the 
ile 
‘he VICE-PRESIDENT. Under the unanimous-consent agree- 
mt the Chair lays before the Senate the bill (H. R. 14896) 
incorporate the Lake Erie and Ohio River Ship Canal, to de- 
the powers thereof, and to facilitate interstate commerce. 


IVERIDGE. I desire, with the consent of the Senator | 
Pennsylvania, to call up for consideration the report of 


ferees upon the statehood bill. 


ENROSE. I yield to the Senator from Indiana for the | 


se of an the conference report. 


he V 1c PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana asks for | 
clits ‘ration of the conference report on the “statehood | 
so called—House bill 12707. Is there objection? The | 


‘hears none. The question is on agreeing to the conference 
ryt 

Mr. BAILEY. The motion to agree to the conference report 

debatable? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is. The conference report is 

ire the Senate, and the question is on agreeing to the 
report. 
Mr. BAILEY. I desire to ask the chairman of the Committee 
Territories if the conference report has made any change in 
to the location of the capital of the new State of 
‘elahoma? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It has in the following particulars: It 
has located the capital temporarily at Guthrie, until 1913, pro- 
vided that no money shall be appropriated or expended in the 
meantime for the erection there of any permanent capital build- 
ings. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I shall not resist an agree- 
ment to this conference report, because I believe that the people 
of Oklahoma and the Indian Territory have already been 
denied admission to the Union altogether too long. For four 


| years there has been no difference of opinion in the Sennte o. 
to their right of self-government as a State, and thei; just 
claims in that regard have been postponed to await s + Bat. 
tlement of the vexed question with reference to New ' 
and Arizona. 

I have never been able to see any political, geogr: Whical, or 
natural connection between the right of the people of Okjs. 
homa and the Indian country to statehood and the same pjey 
of the people of New Mexico and Arizona; and I deeply pespo; 
that the conferees representing the House could not <s: " 
way clear to give to the people of Oklahoma and the Indian 
ritory their admission promptly and leave this questi 
be settled between Arizona and New Mexico hereafter. 

I do, however, congratulate the Senate, and I congratulate 
the people of New Mexico and Arizona, that by our persistence 
we have at least secured to those people the right to determina 
for themselves whether they shall be admitted jointly and as 
one State or as separate States into the Union. If it be trae 
that the Territory of Arizona is as much opposed to her foreijlo 
annexation to New Mexico as has been represented here, I jaye 
no doubt that her people will so express themselves at the ballot 
box, and thus end once and forever this attempt to unite hor 
against her will to the neighboring Territory. 

I shall look forward, too, to the time when even New Moeyijc 
in her own right and as a separate political entity, together with 
Arizona in her own right and as a separate political entity 
shall be admitted as States into the Union, and I since; ‘ely and 
that will terminate the struggle of Territories to become &t: ites, 

If I could have my way, no State would ever be admitted into 

this Union after those two Territories become Commonwealths, 
| I would settle for all time the problem of the mixed and alien 
races who now live under our flag and inhabit territory which 
belongs to us, but which is not treated as a part of us, I 
would say to them frankly that they can never be admitied into 
the sisterhood of States; and then I would supplement that de- 
nial of all hope on their part of ever becoming States of the 
Union by allowing them to erect their own governments and 
pursue the destiny of their own people in their own way. 

I would make this Republic a homogeneous one. I would 
| make this Republic a government in which every part by p! 
ical contact touched some other part. If I made a single 
exception to this rule, that single exception should be the 
Territory of Alaska 

Mr. President, whatever the future may hold for these de- 
pendencies and whatever uncertainty may attend their course, 
the American Congress makes no mistake when it admits to 
full feHowship in the Union the new State of Oklahoma. Her 
| people are of our kind. They have gathered there from ever 

quarter of our common country, and they have brought with 
them the highest sentiments of patriotism and integrity from the 
communities in which they were born. 

As no State in the history of the Republic was ever made to 
wait so long for membership in the Union, so it will happen 
that no State has ever so rapidly risen to a position of im- 
portance and influence in the councils of the nation. 

It will be a novel spectacle to see a new State recently 
mitted equal here, as the great and the small have always ) 
and must always be equal in this Chamber; but in the other 
branch of Congress this new State will have a representation 
equal in intelligence and superior in number to some of the 
ancient Commonwealths. 

With her population, with her wealth, with her resources, 
Mr. President, it does look like she might have been permitted 
to select her own capital in her own way, and order her dlo- 
mestie affairs according to her own will. 

Not only, sir, is she the greatest ever admitted, but you com 
pel her to come into the Union with badges of dishonor and !- 
nein ‘y never before put upon a Commonwealth. Yo 
written it in the enabling act that her people are not to be per 
ted to deal in their own way with the most vital of all police ques 
| tions, the regulation of the sale of liquor. If there be one que~ 
| tion above all others essentially pertaining to local government, 

it is the right to determine whether or not intoxicating 

shall be sold and, if permitted at all, the circumstances an 1 con- 
ditions under which the sale may be conducted. 
But you have denied that sovereign right to this ' 

State, and you command her to write into her orgenic law, ah 
| the provision which accords with the will and judgment os ir 

people, but the provision which accords with the. wil ane j00s 

ment of people in other States. And that yoke 0! wey“ ce 
been put upon her by many Senators who come from Stat 
where no such law exists with reference to their <onators 

I said on another occasion that I am one of the few > ople 
in this body who, when the question was submitted to his Dit 
at home, have supported a constitutional amendment to pre 
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{ of intoxicating liquors, and I am by that action pre- 
friend of mine was about leaving North Carolina—if 


» over I would do the same thing. But, sir, 
) ready to decide that question fer the people of 
it is submitted to them, I protest that the people 
tes have no right to say how we shali decide it 
shall decide it, or whether we shall decide it at 








ef Oklahoma to settle in her own way. 
believe she would say what you have said she must? 


x vou believed it, you would not have required it in 


act. The very fact that you demand of her to 
in her constitution this provision is a testimony 
+ wour Col and he ld adopt such ; 
ut your command, she would not adopt such an 


3o—I will not say “ pretense,” because it is offen- 
about Senators pretending; Senators do not pre- 
is enough of false accusation against the Senate 
tors from those who know no better, without my join- 

unjust clamor. Withdrawing that offensive word, 

1 tute it is argued that the justification for this course 
ct that the Government owes some obligation to 
So it does; and it owes them a much higher obli- 


‘ i 
it ever has discharged. But I remind Senators 
l ns in that country now are American citizens; 
if 1 want to live up to the spirit as well as the letter 
titution, you must make no distinction between 
citizens on account of their race or their color or 
i r pl is condition. The Indians are American citizens, 


treat them as children; either it was a wrong to 

t] tizens when you did it, or else it is wrong to treat 
idren now. One or the other must be true. But 

Indian, panoplied with all the rights of an American 

ll to be treated as a child, I appeal against the 

' ‘ to deny a million and a half of intelligent American 
t right to exercise their own judgment in a matter 


! ! local, simply because there happen to live among 
t hing like 50,000 Indians. 
But. Mr. President, I waste my breath and I waste the Sen- 


I know, of course, that nothing I could say would 
Senate to take that obnoxious provision out of the 


| I] that nothing I could say would induce the Senate 
t he eapital provision. Therefore I forbear to say 
more t that, with all the objections I have to this Federal 


with local affairs, I rejoice in an opportunity to 
port that at last makes a tardy recognition of the 

t million and a half of American citizens. 
MONEY. Mr. President, if I have never offered any 
uggestions on this question of these united Terri- 
i y in under single statehood it has not been because 
‘ thought of the subject, for it is an old one. The 
rerritoy f New Mexico has been ready to be admitted into 
now nearly fifty years. For my part, I am 
why the two Territories of Arizona and New 
| be permitted to vote as to whether they shall 
the Union with one another reluctantly or not, 
» greater Territories, Oklahoma and Indian 
four times their population, should be united 
it to them. I have yet to see a single soul 
‘le letter or telegram out of the many hundreds 
that has ever expressed a desire on the part 
he Indian Territory to be united with Oklahoma, 
parate statehood failed. They have asked for 
* the Territories to be united in one State only 
ive been so persistently told that they could not 

the Union separately. 

is ‘ from Texas [Mr.-Batrrey] has told you that 
aere mand a half of people. He might have added 


VU I am informed there is that number in the 
_— ng more area than New England; and the pro- 
v ti | have as many votes as the State of Mississippi 
, : f Representatives when it is admitted; and yet 


ae s are compelled to come in here as one State, 
ill it or not. You are not voting to please the 


T a . a mr : o : 

ny dian Territory when you bring them in with 
a oe 1 co not admit the right of Congress to do this. 
wide as the power of Congress to do it; but I deny the 


mia ne two great Territories, with a great population, 
o t of at least fifteen States of this Union, and 
Stotas -~  ~ “ be compelled to come into the Union as one 
. in Sorry to say, by Democratic votes, as well as 

te of the Republican side of the Chamber. 
Will the Senator from Mississippi permit me? 


‘ESIDENT. Does the Senator from Mississippi 
tor from Texas? 
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Mr. MONEY. Certainly; of course. 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator from Missi pi forgets that 
these Democratic votes were first east for two St ) 
years ago the Senator from North Dakota {Mr. McCcarrer] 
offered an amendment to the bill then pending proy I 
two States to be formed out of the Territories of Okla] nd 
Indian Territory and I, I believe in common with ll 
of the Democrats, voted for that: and only when th led 
did the Demorcats all agree that those Terr ries had | l 
come in as one State than not to come in at all. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, I had not forgotten w] t] 
Senator from Texas has called to mind; I had not 1 Ly 
part of this struggle of great communiti to take 7 right 
ful place in the galaxy of States. If we voted ag st joint 
statehood then, we should vote against it now for identically 
the same reasons. The plea or the reason or the arg t 
that compelled us to do it then, and which will compel ‘ 
Senators now to vote for this report, has no force now, and is 
an invalid one. These Territories have waited, and they can 
wait. They will take such action independently if they are not 


compelled to come in now 


9 
a 


S$ one State. This measure 
yond the reach of Congress, in one sense of the word 

I recall the fact that when the people of California « 
ized as a Territory and held a Territorial convention they 
sent their constitution here, and they were rejected by Col 
gress as a Territory. California responded to that cha 
by holding a State convention; and she was admitted as a 
State, without ever having been recognized by Congre 
Territory. 

There is another thing about this. In the int fair 
play, in the interest of that equilibrium of wer ¥ h the 
New England States especially struggled fer in the Constitu- 
tional Convention, in the interest of that equipoise which Con- 
necticut contended for, and which she secured, of two Senators 
from each State, and with no power to deprive a State o 


t ; . 
i its 


equal representation in the Senate, except with its consent. 
That was the very last act of the Constitutional Convention. It 
was to preserve the power of the States as such. When the 


Louisiana purchase was made, Josiah Quincy announced upon 
the floor of the House, after it was consummated by an act of 
Congress, that it would be a sufficient cause for the secession 
of the New England States; that by that act, by the accession 
of new States, they would be denied their equal power in the 
Confederacy. Now, I want to say to plainly and 
unequivoeally, without any intention of l offense, that 
if these two Territories had been in the North not a 
on that side of the Chamber would have voted to unite 
as one State. 

When Dakota applied fer admission, having about 200,000 
people, she was divided into two States so as to get four Sen: 
tors at Washington. There are now a dozen Western 
that have not the population to-day of the Indian Terr 
and there is not a single Senator on the other side who w 
admit now that he would vote to unite two Territori ] 


rie 
L - = 


Senators 
man 


them 


Si 


ates 


itorv 


north of Mason and Dixon’s line with a united population of 
1,800,000 souls—not one of you gentlemen would do so. 

I want to say that this whole movement in relation to the 
admission of these two Territories is to prevent the accession 


of Senators upon this floor. There is a feeling that there is 
now a sufficient number of Senators, and probably too many 
A small section of the United States, by the dominating in- 


fluence of its character and its intelligence « 
elsewhere, has succeeded in binding the States 


re] 


n this fl ‘ 
of the West and 


East to its chariot wheels of power, and they have marched 
together under the protective tariff and other devices of legi 

lative skill to a great summit of prosperity. Mere vassals have 
been brought in, and not coequal States. Bec: e these Terri- 
tories happen to lie to the South, this measure is forced upon the 
country and forced upon these two Territories by the Repub- 
lican majority, assisted by the Democrats on this side of the 
Chamber. I do not know that there is a single man here who 
will vote against this report except myself. I never will sane 
tion an outrage of this sort. However inevitable it may be, 


it shall not have my indorsement. I say that it is a subject of 
just indignation among the people of these two Territories that 
they have been compelled to say that they want joint stat d 
because they have been continually threatened with exclusion 
from the Union in their relation as States. 

Now, Senators, this measure will pass, as I know. I am not 
saying anything to prevent it; but I simply want to speak my 
opinion freely about it. I say that every man in this Chamber 
who votes for it, whether he be a Democrat or a Republican, 
is guilty of exactly the same offense against the people « 
two Territories, 

Why Arizona and New Mexico should be compelleG to yote 


sho 


f those 
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1 the question of whether or not they are to be united is 
measure that ought to be held to their lips. Each one of 
them is enfitled upon its own merits, from every point of view-- 
from the standpoint of territorial area, of population, of wealth, 
and especially in the prospective strength of population—to ad- 
au free and independent State. 


upol 


I 


not a 


LMISSION as 
TI 
Senate 
ute 
vers 


pass 


ie conference committee and the Republican part of the 
ive placed conditions in the constitution of the proposed 


} 
l 

itt 

¢ 

i 


si a) 
moment 
for nothing. 


upon a Territory as 


that Okk 
This Congress can not impose conditions 
king for admission that are worth one cent 
when she has been admitted. When she has entered the Union, 
sh that moment the peer of every other State in the 
Union, and no condition can be imposed upon her that does not 
rest equally upon every one in the whole sisterhood of States. 
To make it difficult for those people to take a view of social and 
domestic matters different from your own, you have embedded 
ain conditions in the constitution of the proposed State of 
Oklahoma, because you know it will be more difficult to take 
them out of the constitution than to put them in. It is an ex- 
hibition of that oflicious, intermeddling character that intrudes 
itself into everybody else’s affairs, of that cant and hypocrisy 

it undertakes to examine the sins of other people and provide 

inst them, while perfectly unconscious of any guilt in itself. 


ie 1S at 


ceri 


; miserable and detestable feature is the worst thing in this | 


measure, as the people of Oklahoma and Indian Territory are 
compelled to-day by a people who literally care nothing for them, 


as a matter of fact, and by a prurient desire to constantly in- | 


terfere officiously with people and to regulate their affairs, 
whether they be social, domestic, or political. 

The people of these Territories can guide themselves. 
are sufficient to-day for their own control. 


They 


thousand men in the West for five hundred thousand men in 
the East. In all of the elements of manhood, in enterprise, in 
courage, in adventure, in self-respect, they are the equals of one 
to tive, and they can take better care of their morals than can 
the effete East. 

I tell you to-day the criminal statistics of that western coun- 
try will compare most favorably with those of the great centers 


of population in the East. You take the history of the East 


everywhere and see the absolute lack of self-control in that sec- | 
tion that has engendered here in the Senate a desire to hedge | 


about a eapable and self-respecting people with that control 
which those who seek to exercise it feel to be absolutely neces- 
at their own homes. Gentlemen forget that communities 


sary 


in some places may require blue laws and sumptuary laws and | 


restrictions, but that there are other communities that still 
maintain their individuality and their manhood and that re- 
quire nothing of the sort. They are quite sufficient for them- 
selves: and I resent this thing for them, as I would resent it 
for the State of Mississippi. 

These Territories have the right, and every organized society 
has the right to regulate their police power, to look after the 
health and morals of the community. There is no power any- 
where to deny that, and if it is denied it is an unconstitutional 
denial; it is the denial of a right that is not only constitu- 
tional, but it is natural, it is inherent, and it is inalienable. 

Senators may vote as they please here, but it will not affect 
the case at all. In my opinion, the people of the proposed State 
can assert their rights whenever they choose. I do not speak 
here to-day as an advocate or the opponent of temperance or 
prohibition. I have done my part in this life by always having 
been a temperate man. I voted for a “dry ” ticket in my State, 
but I would not vote, as the Senator from Texas [Mr. BaILey] 
says he would, for an amendment to the constitution of the 
whole State for prohibition or for anything else, because that 
would be a denial to the counties, which are the integers of the 
State, of their right of regulating the police power and to say 
best for them. I say that every single community in 
ld, every organized society, nay, every unorganized 
every settlement and neighborhood of farmers have a 
right to control their police matters, so far as health goes and 
so far as organized society goes, as to morals. 

Mr. President, I did not intend to say anything on this mat- 
ter at all, as I have been silent throughout the discussion; but 
I did not want this measure to pass, as I have to stand alone 
in my position, without giving the country the reasons which 
actuate me. I have no desire to debar the citizens of the Terri- 
tories from their relation as States in this great galaxy. On 
the contrary, I have always—and I have been here a long time, 
in one or the other of the Houses—advocated and voted for the 
admission of every Territory that knocked at the door of the 
Union for admission. I have always said that the guardian- 


what is 
the wo! 


society 


¢ 


Oklahoma which every single Senator here knows the | 
thoma becomes a State of this Union will 
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| equals of any people in the United States. 
| character of the people 
| tucky, and a great many 


I, for my part, hav- | 
ing visited every part of this Union, would not give a hundred | 


| the power, to pass this act. 


19 
4 Uy 


JUNE 
ship of a great community by the other great communities wag 
not a normal feature of our institutions. They are all jy. ed 
upon local self-government, upon the sovereignty of the Stato 
upon the knowledge and the capacity and the right of each 
community to govern itself exactly as it pleases. Take that 
away, and the whole proud fabric and superstructure of our 
liberties tumbles to the ground. So in every case I haye always 
voted for the admission of a Territory, and I cared not y hat its 
population might be. I knew that in the near future its pony. 
lation would be enough to meet the requirements of the Fiat, 
tution as to the representation allotted to the Members of 4 
House according to the last census. 

So I have continued to desire, and I desire now, that they 
should be admitted, but I will not consent to the doctrine that 
this Congress has a right, or that there is a reason that js valid 
and sound and a fair one, to unite such Territories as Olah ma 
and the Indian Territory, embracing a pepulation of a) ut 
eighteen hundred thousand souls, into one State without asking 
their consent. The consent that has been given has bee a 
enforced consent. It was not the wish of the people of ihe 
Indian Territory. Perhaps it was the wish of Oklahoma, with 
a desire to reach out and aggrandize itself as much as possible— 
a natural desire I will admit,-but at the same time an op. 


the 


| croachment upon the rights of their neighbors in the Indian 


Territory. 

The people in the Indian Territory, I venture to say, are the 
I believe more 1eo- 
ple have gone there from Mississippi than from any other State 
in the Union, and that alone is a sufficient guaranty of the 
of that Territory. People have gone 
Arkansas, from Tennessee, from Ken- 
have gone there from the North. They 
are hardy pioneers, willing to blaze the way and establish ciyili- 
zation. Towns have grown up like magic there, and everything 
has demonstrated the absolute capacity of those great people 
to govern themselves, 

The foreigners are hardly to be noticed in that country. 
There are Indians there, but there is hardly an uncongenial 
foreign ingredient compared to the black population of Missis- 
sippi of 300,000 majority over the whites. If we could deal 
with this body of incompetents, with their incapacity to govern, 
how easy it would be to take care of 100,000 Indians of pure 
blood still in that Territory, who have those high characteristics 
of manhood and of self-respect that would entitle them afiera 
while to assert all the dignity of citizenship, into which they 
have been received by acts of Congress and which they them- 
selves have accepted by dissolving their tribal relations. 

Mr. President, this Congress has no right, although it has 
These people should be permitted 
to say, not with the threat hanging over them that they shall 
not come in at all unless they come in as one State, but to say 
freely whether or not they desire to unite. If that opportunity 


there from Texas, from 


| were allowed to the people of the Indian Territory, you would 


find an expression in the negative that would astonish those 
who have been accustomed simply to hear it iterated with 
damnable iteration on this floor that these people want to come 
into the Union as one united State. 

The people of the Indian Territory desire nothing of the sort, 
though I believe the people of Oklahoma would like to come i1 
with the Indian Territory under the name of the State of Okla- 
homa. I think Oklahoma has been reaching out for spoil, natu- 
rally, as I say, thereby exhibiting a characteristic that belongs 
to all nations of the world. They all desire to extend their 
borders; but there is no such land-hunting, land-robbing, land- 
grabbing, and land-stealing people on the face of the earth as 
the Anglo-Saxon. They have taken every rock big enough 
plant a cabbage on; they have taken territory on every cout: 
nent, and every island of the sea, and they have held it with 
the grip of death. They want land; and as it is with the great 
English-speaking people so it is with Oklahoma. They have 
reached out to grasp the Indian Territory and have drawn !t ” 
their bosom. That greed for power has found its echo here 10 
this Chamber, and these men are to be confirmed in their right 
to take in the Indian Territory. th the 

I say again, Senators, that in all my communication with “ 
Indian Territory—and it has been very great—I have not — 
a solitary man who in the first instance desired a union they 
Oklahoma. Those people desired separate stateho: d. But ved 
were informed over and over again by the Republicans ‘d by 
cially by the officers of the Territorial government, marge ro 
the Republican Administration, and afterwards had it pow 
to them by Democratic Senators, that they could om “ill do 
admission in any other way. So they said, “ We'), ye ths ap 
anything to get in.” Why? To relieve themselves = a: 
pointees of the Administration who have gone there. They * 
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“Anything to relieve us from the body of this death; any- 
th to put in our hands the right to control ourselves.” I 


for ne would prefer that they should wait longer and get their 
due, their certain just right to come into this Union exactly 
r with the other Territories that have been admitted as 


It Dakota had been in the South it would have been admitted 
ac one State, with two Senators. Washington and Utah would 


have heen called upon to enter the Union as one State, with 
two Senators; and if Oklahoma and the Indian Territory had 
heen North, it would have been admitted as four States, and 
\ elt Senators out of that great population and that fine 
rorritory. Yet it is fair play. It is a game of politics, and the 
. * must lose. We lose, Senators. We submit to this 
decré Our heads are bloody, but they are not bowed. We 
still feel the injustice of this movement; we still feel that it is 


mination against our section, and that this act, which 


a aistt 


is to-day to be approved, is an act that is extremely sectional, 
extremely political, and is a blow at the equality of the southern 
part of this Union to equal representation in this Chamber. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, this is the first time for a 
long while—I believe it is the first time since I have been a 
member of this body—that I have heard a speech pitched on a 
sectional key. I do not want to say very much in answer to it. 


put 1d ) want to say to the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Money] 
that there is, in my opinion, no occasion for the turbulent condi- 
tion into which his mind seems to have passed. I say this with 


ihe more freedom because I have been in accord with the 
Senator from Mississippi all the while as to separate, rather | 
than joint, statehood for the two Territories of Oklahoma and 
Indian Territory. I spoke in favor of that proposition in one 
of the preceding Congresses, when we had a bill of that kind 
under consideration, and I tried very hard at that time to get 
an opportunity to vote for it. I have supported this bill in this 
respect, and I intend to vote to accept this conference report, 


notwithstanding these two Territories are jointed together, not 


that politics has anything to do with it, but because the best | 


interests within our power to subserve require it. 
Havil 
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| SO 


ig the attitude with respect to this matter that I have | 


maintained, I think I have heard as much as any other Senator | 
in this body of the reasons why Senators on this side of the 


Chamber have voted to join those two Territories together as 
one State, and I do not think I have heard any Senator on this 
side of the Chamber give politics or political advantage as 
reason 
Mr. Pr 
tories are 


members 


a 
esident, the Senator talks as though these two Terri- 


of the Senate are seeking to obtain some kind of an 
advantage by consolidating them and making: only 
of them, so that it can have only two Senators. Per- 
haps the Senator has not been reading the election returns from 


Oklahoma. There have not been any returns from the Indian 
Territot 


improper 


one State 


» Democratic in their politics, and that the Republican | 


But in Oklahoma, from the very beginning of the | 


organization of that Territory, from the very beginning of the | 


tine when they commenced to vote, the Republican party has 


been constantly gaining strength. It was found to be a Repub- 
lican Territory by the vote of 1902, again in 1904, and I have 
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But however that may be, what I wanted to eall the S 
tor’s attention to is the fact that I have not heard the reason as- 
signed by him urged by any member of the Senate on th ide 
of the Chamber. 


The Senator will remember that when Okla 
homa Territory was created it was provided in the organic act 
that Congress reserved the power to reunite, for purposes of 
statehood, the two Territories, or to deal with them as Concress 
might see fit. While there has been some objection man | 


to a union of the two Territories, there has b 
very little. 


een ¢ LPucive 
The petitions that I have been receiving have | 
as a rule, in favor of 


joint statehood ; certainly in favor of it 

statehood if they could not get separate statehood wit! 

contest and without further delay. 

But, Mr. President, it was not my purpose to speak perticu 
larly of that. Now, I want to say, in answer to the Nenator 
| from Texas, that I think he has given more force and eff to 
this provision prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors than 
he was warranted by the text in giving to that provision. One 
hearing the Senator speak would have concluded, I think, that 
there is a requirement in the enabling act that the State of 


Oklahoma shall put in her constitution a prohibition against t! 
sale or barter or giving away of intoxicating liquors to anybody) 


within the new State of Oklahoma, to be composed of the two 
Territories. The Senator will find, if he will take the troublk 


to look at the text, that the provision is not so broad; that $ 
narrow and has such a manifestly proper purpose that I 
think the Senator upon refiection would not find so much fault 
with it, at any rate, as he has expressed. The 


provision is: 
First. 





That perfect toleration of 1 











‘igious sentiment shall be secured, 
end that no inhabitant of said State shall ever be molested in | n 
or property on account of his or her mode of religious worshi, nd 
that polygamous or plural marriages and the sale, urter, or x 
of intoxicating liquors to Indians are forever prohibited: Pr ! 
That the sale, barier, or giving away, except for mechanical, me 8 
ientific purposes, of intoxicating liquors within that part of said 
ate heretofore known as the Indian Territory or other Indian reserve 
tions within said State be prohibited for a period of ten years from 
the dete of admission of said State, and thereafter until after the legis 
lature of said State shall otherwise provide. 
Mr. President, I am not a member of the Committee on Ter- 


ritories. I have not had this bill especially under consideration. 


I have given very little attention to its provisions with res} 


ot 
to Oklahoma and the Indian Territory. I have been giving 
some attention to its provisions with respect to Arizona and 
New Mexico. But what little I know in general way of the 
character of these Indians, notwithstanding the fact that we 


have been dissolving the tribal relations and allotting to them 
real estate, leads me to think it an eminently wise provision 
that we should in creating this State require that there shall be 


a positive prohibition against intoxicating liquors being 





fur- 
nished to them either by sale, by barter, gift, or otherwise. I 
do not think, Mr. President, that the Committee on Territ 
| who have brought this measure before us, need any defense 
as to this matter that they themselves can not make. I do 
not think anybody needs any defense for the making of a pro 
vision of that character. It is true these Indians, I suppose 
are not in a wild state, but they are Indians still, althou ‘ 
tribal relations may be dissolved, and although we are proposing 
to make citizens of them. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield 
to the Senator from New Hamphsire? 
Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I will say they are always wild when 


before me, having sent to the Library for it after the Senator | 
made his remarks, the report of the election of last year, when 
they elected a legislature. The result of that election was 
eight members of the council, or senate, Republican, and only 
five Democratic; fifteen Republicans in the house as against 
eleven Democrats, making a Republican majority of three in 
the senate and four in the house, or a Republican majority on 
a bal of seven. So it is that Republicanism is gaining 
al \ t ie 


Politics had nothing to do with this provision, 


lor according to the latest indications we would have gained by 


having i come in as two States. 
Mr. MONEY. Will the Senator from Ohio permit me? 
lhe VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield 


to the Senator from Mississippi? 
Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 


Mr. MONEY. The Senator thinks I have not been reading 


the election returns. I am quite familiar with the election 
rturhs, and T want to say to him that I do not know of any 
7 NO tat do not take the complexion generally of the 
ieimind — which appoints the officers who conduct those | 
I full ca quite common. If the Senator will pardon me, | 
Senains every one of these lerritories to send Republican 
aes a Republican Representatives when they are ad- 
peat it iis Union, and I do not expect them ever to re- 
wee , URAK ER. I have observed when a Territory or a State 
tains it Republican political complexion it generally re- | 


they are drunk. . 
Mr. BAILEY. That is not a peculiarity of the is. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Yes; it is more than of a white m 
Mr. BAILEY. White folk get as wild as Indi: when y 

are drunk. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Not quite. 

Mr. FORAKER. Some white folk are liable to. 

Mr. BAILEY. And some Indians, too. 

Mr. FORAKER. But whether white folk do or not, we know 
the Indian is a pretty unsafe character when under the influ- 
ence of intoxicating liquor. I think instead of the conferees 
being criticised they ought to be commended for that provision. 
I think it is wise. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yie 
to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. BAILEY. That is not precisely a criticism against the 
Senate conferees, because that provision was in the House bill 
when it came to this body, and I intended to complain against 
the bill rather than against the Senate conferees. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator permit me? 


Indi 


ius 





ld 
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-PRESIDENT. 
to the Sen: from Indiana? 
Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 
EVERIDGE. I so understood the Senator from Texas, 
knew that the Senator knew what he has just said 
ilso that the widening of the provision was made in the 
( »and not in conference. 
Mr. FORAKER. I did not know about that. I was only 
ying to employ language that would be broad enough to cover 
» Committee on Territories and the conferees and everybody 
entitled to take credit for it, for I think it is 
rovision to put in the bill. 
ay another word. I was opposed tothe former con- 
‘port when it was brought in bene some days ago be- 
its provisions with respect to New Mexico and Arizona. 
ine when that conference report was brought in it was 
all over the country in the newspapers, and par- 
= my own State, that the conference report was based 
; known as the “ Foraker amendment” of last year; 
a been adepted in precisely the same language, etc. 
followed, a day or two later, some very harsh criti- 
e, particularly in my own State, because I was not 
vith that conference report and insisted upon some- 
thing else. I was not satisfied with that, and I am not entirely 
with this, but I am so well satisfied with it that I 
end to support it. 
But the difference between the amendment of last year and 
amendment of this year, which is the basis of this confer- 
‘ report, is a very wide difference. I can best make it plain 
ealling attention to what the bill was that we had before 
year ih this particular. It provided, with respect to 
iz and New Mexico, that they should be joined together 
and admitted into the Union as one State. Then it provided 
that the governors of those two Territories should, within thirty 
after the approval by the President of that enabling act, 
proclamation ordering an election of 
constitutional convention, 
the approval of the act, and until that date was given by the 
provisi ions of the act for ithe registration of voters and the mak- 
the needful 
upon delegates to 
ided that the 
) * the term of sixty days in the work of framing the con- 
‘ they should not be required to meet until the 
fifth Monday after they had been elected, 
be a reasonable and proper time given for a vote 
upon the adoption of the constitution. 
That was amended by the 
I Oo fered, 
constitution that there should be a majority in favor 
constitution in each of said Territories. 
offered without as careful consideration 
ceded it. When the matter 
more time for consideration, 
ment, I offered the 
that there should be, 
t] » should be 


fied elector in 


The VICI Does the Senator from Ohio yield 


itor 


Wihio 


it ible +s 


was 


tishe 


1 jen] 
Sa tisved 


last 


na 


days 


issue a 


r ol 


the constitutional convention. 


ta 
it prov 
ys 


tution; that 


so as to insert in the provision as to the vote on the 
of the 
That amendment was 
as should have pre- 
came up this year there had been 
and instead of offering that amend- 
amendment of this year, which provided 
as a first step in determining whether or 
joint statehood, an election at which every 
the Territories should have a right to vote 
tly on the question of joint statehood—for it or against it. 
provisions in other respects were very similar to those of 
eding year. 
V1 conference report of a few days ago was brought in 
ovided that within twenty days, instead of within thirty 
after the act should be approved by the President the 
iors of those two Terr aa should issue their proc lama- 
lling upon the proper officials to make registration lists 
f all the qualified voters in the iced Territories. This registra- 
ion was to be completed within thirty days. 
rates to the constitutional convention was to he held almost 
liately afterwards, on the fifth Tuesday after the act was 
ved by the President. The delegates so elected were im- 
tely to meet in Santa Fe, and they were within thirty days 

to frame and submit a constitution. 
d to me, in without specifying further, 
» was an undue hastening of the procedure all along 
1 then was more objectionable still, was the 
it provided that there should not be any vote directly 
» question of joint statehood, but only a vote on the ques- 
tion of ad pting the constitution, and if there should be a failure 
of a majority in either Territory upon the question of adopting 
the constitution statehood should be defeated, but not otherwise. 
That amendment, for the reasons I have indicated, was not 
satisfactory, but there was another reason still. I have con- 
tended all the while, as other Senators have; that if there was 
to be joint statehood of those two Territories, with the pro- 


? 


en the 


other words, 


what 
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| or any trouble, except only that which the people wot 


delegates to a | 
tc be held on the tenth Tuesday after | 





and proper preparations for the vote to be 
Then | 
conve ntion might remain in session under | 


and that there should | 
to be taken | 


adoption of an amendment which | 





| But to the main propositions contained in the measur 
The election of | 
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tests against it coming up to us which we have been receiving 
from Arizona, the people of those two Territories should pot 
only be allowed to vote on the question, but if they were {to | 
allowed to vote they should be allowed to vote before their roy. 
resentatives were required to meet together in joint conventioy 
and frame a constitution. They should not be required to fray 
a constitution until they knew whether or not they were gojne 
to need it. It seemed to me to be an illogical sort of an ar. 
rangement, with the feeling existing, with the opposition on the 


a 


| part of the people of Arizona, not to say on the part of a goog 
| many people living in New Mexico, according to my advices. 
| require them to meet and frame a constitution before they }yqq 

determined that they needed one. : 


i 


Therefore I was not satisfied with that report. I accep} 


| report, Mr. President, because it gives thirty days after 
| passage of this act and the approval of it by the President 


the issuance of the proclamations of the governors ¢:]! 


| the election of delegates to the constitutional convention 


that election is to be held in November next, and then w! 
delegates assemble in convention, if they ever do, they : 
allowed sixty days—twice as much time as was given w 
other report—in which to do the very important work of 
ing an organic law. The time will prove none too 
imagine, judging by the experience we have had in our Si 
making constitutions. We have tried it two or three ti: 
ve have never been able to finish in anything like that | 

Now, in addition to everything else, we save the expense of ; 
special election, for the provision of this conference report js 
that the vote is to be taken on the question of joint statehood 
at the regular general election to be held in the Territory for 
the election of Territorial officers on the 6th day of next No- 

vember. Everybody can be in attendance without any ex] nse 
1d go to 
anyhow to attend the regular election. At that elec en a ballot 
is to be furnished to each voter which will enable him to vote 
upon the direct question whether or not he wants joint state- 
hood. Thus we get an expression upon this direct question. 
At the same election, under the provisions of the conference 
report, they can elect delegates to the constitutional cony 
tion, to take office, if there be in each Territory a majority vote 
in favor of joint statehood, and frame a constitution. Other- 
wise the election to go for naught. 

It seems to me that, under all the circumstances, this 
fair and just adjustment of the controversy, and I ! 
conference report will be adopted. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, being a member 
Committee on Territories and a minority member of 
mittee of conference, in view of what seems very 
eriti¢ism upon the result of the labors of the conferenc 
mittee, I think I should not permit this matter to close \ 
saying a few words. 

To be sure, a minority member of a committee of ference 
such as this is not a very enviable position. A minority mem- 
ber is soon given to realize that he is a sort of vermiform ap- 
pendix. He has no particular function to perform, except to 
irritate the body of which he is a part. I sometimes think 1 
a surgical operation might as well be performed to climinate 
minority members of committees of this kind. 

In what may be termed the unimportant features 
although every feature is necessarily important to 
tories concerned, the minority members had their : 
when the real statehood question was reached—tlic details of 
the submission of the question of joint statehood for New Mex- 
ico and Arizona—we were called in only after the work was 
done and the fiat of the majority was ready to be proc! Limed. 
To a certain extent we have given enforced acquiescence to Ht. 
we gave 
most cheerful and hearty acquiescence. To that part of the 
report which will make certain the statehood of | lahoma 
within a reasonable time the minority members of ' confer: 
ence are in most hearty accord. To that part wh! prohibits 
joint statehood for Arizona and New Mexico unti! ee 
be an election held under reasonably favorable circum ‘ances W" 
also give our hearty aecord. So as to these fea! 5 ot ~e] 
conference report I am inclined to think the minor aaa 
bers give more hearty support to the report than do t ajor! 
members. ; — 

But, Mr. President, with reference to joint ee 
Oklahoma and the Indian Territory, I do not regare © 
hardship at all. It is simply the reuniting of pal: 
originally, that I believe were intended to be ee ade sane 
hood. Oklahoma was carved out of the Indian : mod ay 
in the bill creating that Territory it was provided that i 
idly as the tribes left in the Indian Territory ended their Ulm 
relations the land they occupied might be added f1 


sit 


re shall 


hat as a 
united 


ij in state- 


m time to 
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time to the Territory of Oklahoma. So I am inclined to think, 

ewe can gather information from legislation of years ago, that 

sa vas the anticipation of Congress when Oklahoma became a | 
ay the Indian Territory would be united with it—that is, if 

i the time Oklahoma became a State the tribal relations of the 

Five Civilized Tribes had ceased and the Indians had become 

citizens of the United States. 


Then again, Mr. President, the joint Territories of Oklahoma 
and the Indian Territory make a State much less in size than 
ny State which has been admitted into the Union for thirty- 
fye years—hardly half the size of Colorado, not a fifth the 


<ive of what would be the State of Arizona if New Mexico and 
Arizona should be admitted as one State. In addition to the 
emallness of the area, the information I received from both Ter- 


ritories is that their white population were quite willing, and 

the eyeat bulk of it were extremely anxious, that their anoma- 
ious condition should be ended and that both Territories should 
pe united in one State. 

Therefore, Mr. President, I acquiesce with great cheerful- 
ness in the part of the report that makes one State out of 
Oklahoma and the Indian Territory, and I am inclined to think 
that I speak for the great majority of the Senators upon this 


side of the Chamber when I say that they also acquiesce in 
that part of the report. We have all stood for either the ad- 
»n of Oklahoma and the Indian Territory as two States 
he admission of both Territories as a single State. 


11SS 


on #08 Our | 
labors and desires and influence have been from the very first | 
in behalf of the admission of both either as separate States or 


State. Accepting the logic of the situation, I think | 
I can safely say we are on this side of the Chamber now an 


harmonious whole for the reception of the new State of Okla- 
homa is provided in the conference report and in the bill 
shat passed the Territorial Committee of the Senate. 

\Ir. President, as to Arizona and New Mexico there is no | 





bt that every member on this side of the Chamber, with 

ble exception, has been from the first in favor of the | 

each as a State in the Union. We have believed | 
e time this discussion commenced that each had the area, 

. population, the wealth, and the civilization that are neces- 
make each of them a State of which the entire country | 
ell be proud; and therefore almost as a united body 


admission of 


we have stood contending here and before the country for the 
ad n of each of them as separate States. 
I have been particularly impelled to this by reason of the 


n creating Arizona a Territory, for therein it was most 
provided that the government of Arizona should con- 


| the people of that Territory applied to Congress for 
ssion as a State. I regarded the joint-statehood proposi- 
these Territories as an open and almost inexcusable 
‘an obligation that was imposed upon all succeeding 
Congr s | 


yy the Congress that created Arizona Territory, and 
uld not be ignored. For that reason we fought to 
th) ] } 


ch, it may be said, in opposition to everything that 


i to forcibly unite them. 
To the first conference report, I think, this side of the Cham- 
s opposed as a body, because it did not submit to the | 


ch Territory, fairly and squarely and without duress, 
tion of joint or single statehood. In any event, Mr. 
Pres ithout going into details, as did the Senator from 

I itor could read the provisions of that report with- 
ing that there was no fair time given for registra- 
he formation of a constitution or for a proper un- | 
f a constitution before everything would have to | 


V n next November. 
in m to that, by reason of the peculiar language of 
we | roviding for registration, it was clear to me that 

7 nal vote upon both the constitution and for officers | 
h at f the legally qualified voters of Arizona would | 
wet { ’ seq, 

But, Mr. President, so far as the provisions of the present 
ae ae report go, they, I believe, secure to the people of 
: exico and Arizona as fair an opportunity as could 
an xpected for the voters of each to express their de- | 
HS Upon the question of joint statehood. There is nothing 
of : be! erfere with a full and free expression of the views 


; i of those Territories except the fear, which must always 


be ] that unless they do accept joint statehood they may 
ep out of the Union for a great many years to come. 

we “. President, I do not believe that such will be the case. | 
the ty Mak e the submission of this question to the voters of 
oiticiecs. ne orles Shall be such, as both sides of this question 
men e we may judge of their anticipation by their state- | 
only a statehood will be overwhelmingly defeated not 
submis , ia, but in New Mexico. One good result of the | 


this question to the voters of Arizona, if such 
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| of the general provision, and when I came to read it, having b 


| upon the question of statehood, the Senate « 








shall be the result of the election, will be that neither 
Senate nor House will have the hardihood to again attem] 
to coerce the people of these two Territories into a joint rela- 
tion that neither desire and that both at heart : 


whor, 

I have no question, Mr. President, but that when the next 
Congress meets, if the result of the vote shall be such as is 
predicted, bills for the admission of these two Territories. each 
to be a separate State, will be introduced and will be passed 


with little or no controversy. 

Mr. President, like the Senator from Texas, I stand here now 
in behalf of the people of the country to welcome the new State 
of Oklahoma into the Union of States, and I believe that before 
another Congress has expired we will be able to welco the 
people of New Mexico and Arizona into the Union as inhabitants 
of two separate, distinct, great, and independent Common- 
wealths. 

Mr. FORAKER obtained the floor. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President 

Mr. FORAKER. Will the Senator from Missouri yield to me 
just a moment to correct a mistake I made when I was on my 
feet a moment ago? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
tor from Ohio. 

Mr. STONE. 
how. 

Mr. FORAKER. When on the floor a moment ago, replying 
to the Senator from Texas about the provision as to prohibition 
in Indian Territory, I made the mistake of picking up the 
wrong bill. When I came to read the provision I read from the 
bill of last year. The provision this year is in legal effect, 
generally speaking, practically the same, but it is much lon 
and goes much more into details. I ask simply that it 
incorporated in the Recorp without stopping to read it. 

Mr. MORGAN. I ask that it be read. 

Mr. BAILEY. I suggest that the Senator will have the right 
to print it where he read the other provision. 

Mr. FORAKER. No; I think it would be better to go in 
just as it is, because the remarks I made with respect to the 
other might not exactly fit this provision. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 


ne 


The Chair has recognized the Sena- 


I would yield to the Senator from Ohio any- 


ser 


may be 


| the Senator from Ohio to insert in the Recorp the provision he 


has sent to the desk? 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I rise to a question of order. 
I ask that the matter which has been pointed out by the Se1 
tor from Ohio, and which he asks to be inserted in the Recorp, 
may be read. 


I wish to make a remark in this connection, Mr. President. 
Not having been on the conference committee, I shall have to 
give the excuse to my constituents that I do not know what 
it is, and I find that the Senator from Ohio did not know what 


it was. 
Mr. FORAKER. I hope the Senator will allow me to say 
to him that I think that is hardly called for. I was speal 


bills on my table, I by mistake picked up the wrong copy 


Mr. MORGAN. That was very natural, because our tables 
have been covered with different editions of this measure from 
day to day. We do not know what is in this bill, and there is 
not a Senator on this floor to-day, unless he is a member of the 


conference committee, who can get up and tell 
are the provisions of the bill. 
I wanted to suggest that, inasmuch as this is a 


the Senate what 


great matter 
and inasmuch as under the prediction of the Senat from 
| Texas it is to be the last vote we shall ever take, probably, 


if the United States 
can be indulged in time enough to have this bill printed it 
comes from the conference committee. 

Mr. KEAN. It has been printed. 

Mr. MORGAN. I do not mean merely the report, but the 


as 


bill 


with the amendments properly printed in the text, as the rate 
bill was printed as it came from the conference committee, so 
| that we can be allowed to take it up with some composure and 


with some idea of what it contains, and pass upon it as becomes 
gentlemen who are dealing with the highest function of Sena- 
torial power in the United States. 

Mr. STONE rose. 


Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator from Missouri excuse me 
just a minute? 

Mr. STONE. With pleasure. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, if we were here m ng a 


declaration of war concurrently with the House, I suppose great 
solemnity and great eare would characterize every word that 
was said and every vote that was given, the reason of that being 
that we could not share the responsibility of a declaration of 
war with the President of the United States. The two Houses 
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have the exclusive control of the question of a declaration of 
war. 
Yqually so, Mr. President, is it in regard to the 
a into the Union. The President of the United States, if 
you-pass this bill, has no right to veto it. The President of the 
United States, except for 
unnecessary, would have no right to consider it. 
United States and the House before midnight of this day 
ld yote a concurrent resolution that the Territories of New 
Mexico, Arizona, Oklahoma, and the Indian Territory 
admitted into the American Union, with their respective bound- 
aries, to be delayed only until Congress 
question whether the constitution that they would 
republican in form, those States would be in the Union, 


State 


of the 


honid 


adopt was 
and no 


macy of their situation in the Union. 
by concurrent action can provide for every condition that is 
requisite to the admission of a State into the Union 
referring the subject to the President of the United States at all. 
It is a separate function. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. I note with much interest the remark made 
by the Senator, as I understand him, that it is not necessary for 
the President to approve an enabling act which we are proceed- 
ing to pass. I suppose the Senator bases that upon the language 
of the Constitution which says that the Congress may admit new 
States to the Union; but I will ask the Senator if it be not true 
that every enabling act under which a Territory has been ad- 
mitted to the Union has been approved by the President? 

Mr. MORGAN. No; not every one; but the great majority 
of them have. I concede that. 

Mr. FORAKER. 

he President. 

Mr. MORGAN. I concede that; but I am not here for the 
purpose of following an unconstitutional precedent, if I so re- 
gard it. I am sworn to support that instrument as I understand 
it; and therefore it is not my duty to follow precedents at ali. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the 
yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. The proposition of the Senator, who is a very 
profound and learned lawyer, is to some of us novel. Is there 
any instance where an enabling act passed by Congress provid- 
ing for the admission of a new State has not been approved by 
the President? 

Mr. MORGAN. 
to ( 
tion appropriate to or connected with the admission of a new 
State. But California is a State in this Union. 
act did she have? 

Mr. HALE. How 
ae acts and bills of this kind in any different way from 
vhat it does when Congress passes any bill without making any 
ference to the President and the President receives it and 
her approves it or vetoes it? I am not aware, 


Alabama 


Senator from 


The Congress have invited the President 


has Congress invited the President in 


differé 
has, without any 
resident and received his sanction. 
right, 
ition to some of us. 
Mr. M¢ gees AN. Mr. President, 
not pay enough attention or 


d from other bills passed by Congress; 
invitation by Congress, been taken up 
The Senator may 


re 

ec 

e 

has in any way 
but it 

by the 
be entirely 
propos 
it is novel to gentlemen who 
‘are enough for ‘the opinion of 


eaaaa s on this floor to read what they have said. In | 


scussion of this measure a year ago or a little more—I do 
just when it was—I put myself to the trouble of mak- 
argument upon this very proposition, and 
authorites and all that. 


Show 
an elaborate 


t in the 


ining of it. That is something I have 
and almost every gentleman on this side of the 


iot compl: 

to expect, 

er has a right to expect the same thing 

hing he may propose in this body. I do not complain of it. 

do not, hoy rest .under the 

prung a new idea on the Senate. 

Mr. SPOONER. I listened to it. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from Wisconsin is 

very 
who is on the floor. 

I brought that up, 


ever, 


Mr. President, with a view to illustrate 
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admission of | 


some provisions that are unwise and | 
If the Senate | 
should be | 
should examine the | 
| any 
power in this Union could turn them out or question the legiti- | 
‘ ¥ , ! 
The Senate and the House 


without | 


| but because certain appropriations are made 


I supposed they all had been approved by | 
| political entity or unit that they propose to form a Stat 


Alabama | 


ome into their counsels and participate with them in legisla- | 


What enabling | 


in what knowl- | 
dge I have of legislation on this subject, that an enabling act | 


but, as I began by saying, it is a very novel | 


Of course that all went | 
It did not even draw the attention of Senators. | 
the | 
in regard to any- | 
impeachment of having | 


generally | 
attentive to all that takes place in this Chamber, no matter | 
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—— 


what we are doing here. I am merely speaking of the Power of 
the Senate and the House, not as legislative bodies, not py { 
enactment of a law, but by the passage of a concurrent yes,)y. 
tion, just as we declare war, to admit a State into the Am 
Union. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Alg! 


i) 


| yield to the Senator from Montana? 


Mr. MORGAN. 

Mr. CARTER. I think in the remarks made by the S 
to which be has referred he very clearly demonstrated 
Congress could admit a State without consulting the Exe 
If a State had been formed, as in the ease of California, wit) 
enabling act and Senators and Representatives ele, 
Congress could recognize such Senators and Represent 
and they would become a part of the legislative bodies 
State a part of the Union. But in the bill here pres 
submit to the Senator, the concurrence of the Executiy: 
essary, not because it is necessary to the admission of 9 & 
and certain grants 
included in this bill require Exeeutive approval. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Grants of land. 

Mr. CARTER. Grants of land in great quantity. 

Mr. MORGAN. The appropriation that may be made for 


Certainly. 


| earrying into effect the joint action of the two Houses . 
| well be made upen the predicate of a concurrent resoluti 


upon the predicate of a bill that contains the appropri 
itself. So that question answers itself. As to the pr 

that a State may be admitted even if it has been formed. 
answers itself, because a State ean not be formed u 
admitted. It may be formulated, but it can not be formed. It 
ean be stated as a proposition and submitted to the two Houses 
of Congress for their acceptance, and they may accept it, as they 
did in the ease of California and in the case of Texas: but it is 
not a State that is formed. It is a proposition from a 


our consent. When we give our consent upon the ter 


ns tha 
have been stated, the State is formed; 


and when it is f 


| in that way there is no power in the Union that can put 
er disregard its rights. 


I do not expect, Mr. President, to advance that pro) 
in opposition to this measure. Congress, in obeying the 
dents that sometimes have obtained, has invited the P: 
of the United States to participate in this “ act of legis! 
as we term it, which is for the admission of a Stats 
for certain appropriations and certain regulations in rega 
beundaries and the public lands, ete., that it is ve ry pr 
President should participate in. 

But, Mr. President, if Arizona and New Mexico should 
in favor of statehood, an election is to determine that f 
returns are to be made from that election. That is an 
the future which determines the right of these two Sia 
joint statehood. So far as separate statehood is conc 
is not provided for in the case of Arizona and New Mexi 
Arizona and New Mexieo or either of them refuse to b e consoli- 
dated with the other that State passes back into me i Perritorial 
condition, and that is the end of it. That isas much as if the! 

yas repealed. It has the same effect as if the on 
gated or repealed. So that vote has either the effect of repeal 
ing, abrogating, and annulling this act, so far as those two ‘Terr! 
tories are concerned, or it has the effect of bringing them 
the Union as one State. 

How is Congress going to determine about th et 
Who is to have the final act of determination upon that su’ 
The President of the United States? You might 
say the Chief Justice of the Supreme Court, becaus 
both equally outsiders from the question of fact as 
the State has been admitted into the Union b) 
Whether it comes into the Union by that vote or 
upon how you count it, how it is reported. There 7 
tion of it on the part of any person in this bill at : 
President of the United States. The reports are to 
him, if I read the bill correctly, or remember it corr 
is to detemine whether or not these two States, 
them, have voted that they will not consolidate or )°' 
have voted that they will consolidate. Here are 
dents of a popular election to be settled and deter 
by the returning board, and, secondly, by the Pre 
United States. 

Suppose the returning board returns that the two 
agreed to unite. The President of the United © 
“Well, I am not satisfied with that. Here are 
about bribery in elections and the like of that. 1 
fied that you had a fair election; I will not appro: 


f the 


teg have 
es says, 
ysations 
n not satis- 


. it, and I 
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ssue my proclamation.” Then nothing fs done, and the 
sitv of the returns of the returning board annuls all 
s is doing here to-day. 
it the admission of a State into the American Union 
Constitution. That is the mere pivotal fact that is 
this case upon which turns the question of the ad- 
me sovereign State composed of two Territories; and 
, ; not to be determined by the Senate or by Congress. 
We . the power to determine that fact to a third party; 
ot care whether it is the President of the United 
». Chief Justice of the Supreme Court, the delegation 
es is equally void. 
must be the act of these two Houses, 
ct of somebody else, who shall decide whether the 
irrent resolution enacted here has been complied 
= of admission must be the act of the two Houses. 
the act of admission will not be the act of the 
It will be the act of a returning board, approved 
ed by the President. 





admission 


. 1 intend to bargain this subject away by a contract 
naa yw five Senators on this fioor; why have you not 


that election shall be brought back here and tested 
some ire that the two Houses inaugurate for 
ascertaining its fairness, its honesty, and its 


might 


tr ] t, I have no more expectation of seeing an honest 
out of New Mexico and Arizona under the bribe 


, to unite into statehood than I would to have 
sweet of me out of the butchering houses in Chicago. You 
, $5,000,000, paid out of the Treasury to their school 


\ ys that money? My constituents have to be taxed 
2ir part of it. The Treasury of the United States must 

nd $5,000,000 voted out there. “If you vote for 

you will get this money. If you do not vote 

xd, you will not get it.” Under the pressure 

of 7 ribe, for it is nothing else, upon the mind of the 
vote ferritories, we know what the result is going to 


t now. When the returns come in they will be 

\ it the money and vote for joint statehood.” That 

{ turn. I do not want the Senate of the United 

States, by sort of contrivance, and particularly by an ar- 


gel le by a few Senators, to tax my people to make 
t on to that pile of gold. It was intended for 


ng 1 the world but to induce men to vote for joint 


W » people who are going to vote? They are the 
far as I remember the bill, according to the 


co and the laws of Arizona: and when we 
ialifications there is a great mix up in regard 
to | » taxed and Indians who are not taxed. Many 


‘ormed by the testimony that has heretofore 
s committee, have declined to vote, although 


een permitted, because by declining to vote 


Us 
ixation. 
fication between Indians. We exan 
we hold an election there also; 
S 1 re American citizens 


and who 
permitted to vote, and all 


ine into 
and all the 
males of 21 
negroes who 


are 


the 


( re 


\ ens and who are males of 21 years of age 
vote; and they vote for the constitution, for 
as to which we ourselves frequently find we 
engulfed in doubt and difficulty in trying to 
ire the men to whom we commit the destiny 

ig of the provisions of the constitution. 
ers have got in there—the reformers on the 
bition of the sale of liquor. They have in- 
; ry. Then the reformers on the religion of 
) invaded that Territory. Those reformers 
and they have made their work tell upon 
1 the conference report, which was printed 
e was in the hands of Senators this morn- 
sy, hard-worked, overworked day, that the 
d to the Territories of Arizona and Mexico 
toleration of religious sentiment shall be se- 
; ting about Mormonism; of course that is not 
nt of said State shall ever be molested in person 
{ of his or her mode of religious worship nd 
rat marriages and the sale, barter, or giving 

to Indians are forever prohibited. 

eae Indians. These men who have been voting 
and he 1; these men who are American citizens, 
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happen to be men of Indian blood—and a | 


man is an Indian if he is 
dian blood—you must never sell any liquor to them 
In Oklahoma and in the Indian Territory the negro 
were formerly the slaves of these very Ind ; 
to buy ail the liquor they want, but the refo1 
Lave gone blind on one side of 
reform and to make 
tutional law, he neglects the 
respect of his desire for drink and his un 
1¢ is drunk, and that is the negro. 
That beautiful imen of st | Lf t! S te f 
lay before the world and all the con 4 ( 
are so eager to get the advan 


a quadroon or nm ¢ oroon 


iis vision, and wl 
ing to 


that country t 


very worst in tl 
? 

I 
} 
I 


is a spe 
men 
of this situation that they pass upon 
giving them the slightest 

You must not sell any lig I 
be found in a medicine, the sale of it or the git f it t I 
dian is absolutely prohibited. Under 
can not administer it to ] I 
fundamental and organic law. If his body s it 
he used to own—happens, under the law, to be ne 
ill he wants. 
] President, that shows the folly, as well as the hy} Sy, 
of these half-handed measures of reformation that we 
the organic laws of the States we admit into the 

What State, I will of the Ameri Union was ¢ - de- 
graded before by the Congress of the United States by 

class of your citizens to whom you shall n 

whisky nor give it to them?” Have we not got the right, if we 
can pass this law, to say that no man who is a Republican shall 
be allowed to drink or handle or sell liquor or be indu 
the sale of it to anybody? Of course 
crat, we would do it without 
talking about sainted 


the 
much of hbenefaction and beauty and glory in instilling tl 
fundament 


al convictions. but not their 
stitutions of es, I am appe 


Stat I 

stand above temptation. It is not to be expeced th v- 
body would ever think about 
to prohibit the 
their manifest 
consideration when we come to applying it to a De Mr. 
President, I want the opportunity to read this bill before I vote 
upon it. 

The Senator from Mississippi [Mr 
with having given a 


give him 


Vir 
ur. 


‘ 1- 
asa, 


“ There is a 


the slightest hes 


party of Republicans, \ » tind so 


iling to them, because th 


enacting a law to make a 


pass a law sale of | 


owing to infirmities, it might be subject of 


Money? has been cl ee 


political complexion to this bill. If the 


Senator from Mississippi did a thing of that sort, it was because 
he could not fail to recognize the complexion that has been 
given to the bill, and his recognition of it certainly does not 


He had the right to see 


him, 


make him in any sense reprehensible. 
a thing when 


alluded to it. 


it was spread 
That is all. 


out before 


and he, s¢ 4 





The object of this bill, Mr. President, and t o] t this 
legislation from the time it first took its origin in tl S 
the Republican party in the House of Represent: S 
brought in there, and no amendment to was ‘] é l 
but a limited time was allowed for spe ° 
limited, a couple of hours or something like t f 
that this measure which we are considering had its o1 n 
the House of Representatives it \ 1 Re 
handled, shaped, and treated exclusively a Repub 
cus. It has never lost that tone. T1 he 
all the time, and it is as much political to~ 

I will tell you what I believe to be 
pose of this bill. It affects the represent n of the p f 
the United States in this body. ‘Ther ( Ss ; : 
from each State in this Union. The splendid little State of 
Rhode Island and its more majestic and imperial neig r Ne 
York, are each represented here by two Senat ~ Ro e 
Rhode Island Senators are here, I believe, but I do not ik 
either of the New York Senators is here to-day to hear what I 


have to say about this n 
Mr. President, so it 


reasure. 


runs throughout the Union. Every State 


in this Union has an equal suffrage in this body Wh l 
admit a State, you add a suffrage to this body that is « 
to that of any of the States that have already en ad 
We go down into the Territories that are open to us 


there are more southern people who shed their blood in win ; 


New Mexico than there ever was of northern blood. \ 
these large populous areas which we are irrigating, an 

we are making the desert bloom as the rose, out of tay n 
upon the people of the United States, you are und ft ) 
yourselves: “These vast and hitherto unproductive ; are 
showing a degree of power in agricultural | luction l 


making a vast exhibit of mining power which the brightest- 
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man in the 
to aniicipate 
‘ t wealth and, of are attracting population ”’—not 
population merely, Mr. President, but the cream of the popula- 
tion of the United States in respect to genius, industry, and 
manhood, for the frontier populations that have settled up 
those wes 
they | 


years’ 


minded 


not dare 


United States, even fifteen years 
; they are coming forward with 
course, 


ago, did 
all their 


hind them after they have had the trials of a few 
experience; they are amongst the wisest and best 
and noblest of the men over whom the American flag floats. 
They have proved it in peace and in war. They have proved 
it everywhere. We know that these Territories are coming 
forward with a vast population. We have seen Oklahoma and 
Indian Territory filled up with population until it is a very 
marvel of the multiplication of population. Great populations are 
filling up these great areas and they are entitled to have, 
ing to population and area, considered together 
to-day, but as it necessarily 
led to have their representation on the fleor 
ited by this proposition, I was amongst 
men on this side of the Chamber to 
admission of Territories as States, 
of Washington, and helped to vote in six 
ites north of Mason 
twelve months. I rejoiced 
Ilow splendidly they have 
prophecies of that period of 
population and their wealth, agriculture, and all that, 
the splendid men they have sent here to occupy these 
the Senate of the United States. 
Why should there be a desire to cut down the re 
of the same kind of 
flocking in the South? 
ungenerous or improper 
the day coming 


consummated, and I 


ird 


will exist prospectively—they 
of the Senate. 

the first of the 
commence voting 


Terri 
as St: 


tory 


to do it, because they 
filled up all the expectations 
time in the development of their 
and 
cha 
inl 


it? I will 
gentlemen, 


do 


you, 


Why do you 
motives to 
hope I will not—I see the 


day 


discipline of the same sort out of which 
in the House of 
nan who has been educated to liberty of speech and independ- 
ence of thought gets up on this floor 
ithout beguiling it with falsehood or apology, if it is dis- 
reenble to gentlemen on the other side—if such a man should 
up on this floor and denounce the adoption of the fourteenth 
ind fifteenth amendments to the Constitution as an act in 
derogation of and an outrage upon decent people, you might say 
that man’s utterances were treasonable—treasonable 
connected with church affair, perhaps, but far more 
treasonable in connected with the Constitution of the 
United States and our history. You will have two-thirds ma- 
jority, and all you will have to do will be to say to such a man 
as that: “ You have avowed yourself as being in favor of a 
treasonable conspiracy under the fourteenth and fifteenth 
amendments. Take your walking papers and leave this Cham- 
ber.” Do you want the power to inflict that upon us? Do you 
and proper equilibrium of 


want to see the just and fair 
Government of the United States, this grand and magnificent 
publi tates, disturbed that one 


of forty-five sovereign S 
party has the — control of a two-thirds ma- 
ps assing upon the credent 
gentlemen who occupy this si 
want if, you may not 


riginated 


\ 

port by party 
bill 

J 


some 


being 


so 


ide of the Chamber? 
anticipate it; but I dare 
’ of you will vote for such a thing. 
it to the body of gentlemen on the other 
hamber as the prevailing sentiment; but 
the power to do it, I confess to you I 
do those things that we see are being done every day 
Senators get up and avow their adhesion to 
princi government on the most solemn occasion, 
our approbation and get us to stand by 
but when it suits their personal or political views or con- 
venience, or when they get tired of their patriotic duties, they 
off and make an agreement about it, put it in here in 
the morning in the form of a report that I can not read 
not understand, 
y look it over and point out our objections to it. 
ught 


You 


some 


side of 


will 
here, 
certain 


dread you. You 


when 


nles of 


Wiillix 


* was the same for the Indian 
; for Arizona and New Mexico, 
Ohio [Mr. Foraker] having 

cted himself and they 
know, Mr. President, why it is 
made in two sections 
States to the American Union, one applying to Oklahoma 


Territory and Oklahoma as 
but I find that the Senator 
fallen into the same error, 
are quite different. I do 
chat different provisions 


it W 
from 
1 


nas corre 


are 


sion of 


and the Indian Territory and the other applying to Arizona and | 
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tern countries are superior man by man to the people | 
ft be 


accord- | 
—not as it exists | 
are | 





beginning with the | 
Territories | 
and Dixon’s line from within nine to | 
deserved it. 
and | 


in 
irs 


presentation | 
area to which the same kind of people are | 
impute no | 
but I see | 
and while I do not expect to live to see it | 
coming | 
yvhen you will Have a two-thirds majority trained to party sup- | 
this | 
Representatives ; and when some 


and speaks the truth, | 


as being | 


| predict that everything will turn ‘out well and that 


the | 


als and the rights to the seats | 

| 
Say | 
I will not | 


the | 
when you have got | 


and win | 
them and go with them; | 


and | 
and even refuse to have it printed, that 


that the provision in regard to the prohibition of | 


not | 


f the same bill providing for the admis- | 


inure 
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ee a; 
I can not account for it. | ga 
it should be so. Even if the humbleg 
Senator on this floor, the least influential er the least respecteg 
of all this body, should say he desires some explanation of thjs 
difference in regard to the conditions upon which these 
tories are to be admitted, the effect of their admission, and 
provisions they are to put into their constitutional law, goo 
wiser, abler, or more powerful man of this body, who had 
charge of this business, who had been working it throug! hh all it 
great ramifications backward and forward here, should get y) 
and explain the reason of this inconsistency in the bill. 3 

Does the other side of the Senate want to be accused by | 
terity of having put into the same law inconsistent proyisj 
that are to go into the constitution of the State of ee 
and the constitution of the State of Arizona, if Arizona and No 
Mexico should vote to come in as one State? Do you want th Q 
schoolmasters and the school children, when reading and try- 
ing to interpret the constitution and laws of the Unit .d Sta 
and the history ef the States in which they may be broue}; 
to be asking each other what was the reason for this differe 
There was some reson for it; it could not have been sin oe he 
neglect of proper attention to the subject because of the pres. 
sure of time. The people of the United States give us al] tip 
time and all the money we need for staying here and attending 
to our business in a correct way; and yet we spring a bil] he. 
fore them, one relating to the southern part, the Territory of 

)klahoma and Indian Territory, and the other relating to 4 
northern and western part, New Mexico and Arizona, a 
we come to the provisions that are to be put into the « 
of each we find them varying. 

That is not creditable legislation; that is not legislation thet 
the Senate of the United States ought to place its imprim 
upon; that is not the sort of legislation that would have heen 
enacted by this body thirty years ago, when I first took my 
seat init. There were men here then who would not have toler. 
ated any such culpable neglect in the formation of a bill, But 
haste, bargaining, arrangement, contract—these things take the 
Senate and House by storm and run us into confirmation of laws 
here which, on their face, are censurable. 

We hasten off to invite the President of the United States to 
proclaim the final acts upon which this statehood is to tak 
place; and he bases his proclamation upon the statements m 
by returning officers, whom, he may think, are corrupt or ineor- 
ruptible, just as he pleases, and adopt them or turn them asid 
All this work that we are doing here to-day still hinges upon tly 
remote and distant possibility or probability of how that elect 
may turn. How it may go and how it may be counted, we do 
not know. 

Senators have ventured to predict in their optimism ab 
the effects of this bill as a healing act; they have ven 
th ] 
of the United States will have occasion to be proud of 1 
transaction when they get through with it. Mr. President, | 
do not indulge in that happy anticipation. That election will 
go for joint statehood in these two Territories. If the pile ol 
money, the $5,000,000 that we put up there, does not affect 1 
and influence it, there will be men in both of these Territoré 
bargaining for seats in Congress and for Federal judgeshi 
and for seats in the Senate who will see to it that the poor, 
illiterate creatures, the Indians themselves, who are permitte 
to vote there, will be hauled up to the polls and voted, or, if no! 
voted, they will be counted. We will have a repetition here , 
a small way, but scarcely less tragic way, of those events U 
attended the condition of the Government at the very mou 
I first had the honor of being admitted to a seat in this b IY, 
when a great commission sat in the Supreme Court room WU 
termine upon the fraudulency of a Presidential 
election returns. We will have the same thing re 
that we have made no provision for calling that e! 
ourselves. 7a 

If the President issues his proclamation, that ends it; ¢ 
Territories are States; and no man would have the hare! 
then to rise here and attempt to exclude one of thes 
admitted into the Union by the President’s proclam 
grounds that that proclamation was not justifi “d } 

No man would have the hardihood to do that. \ye ate 
the whole destiny of these people and their repre 

this floor upon the die as to how it will turn up 
board, whether they shall be in favor of jolt 
against it. 

I have said more than I expected to say, and | 
to ever again address myself to this Senate up 
So far as the Indians are concerned in one W:) 
have worked them on this continent—I will » 
unmercifully or uncharitably—but in our con) 


-_ 


New Mexico. It disturbs me. 
not know any reason why 


Terri. 
What 


s 


tes 


nd wl 


Viel 
L 


stitution 


e lection ait 
neated, ex 


ction before 


do not expect 
1 this questio?. 
or another, oy, we 
say unj justly ot 
‘ts with thet 
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lasted for more than two centuries, we have now 
last educated tribes in this country. Not only are 
ated tribes, but they are self-educated tribes and tribes 
organized self-government within their own borders. 
had their legislatures, their supreme courts, their 
nd chancery and probate courts, have printed their 
he English tongue, and have printed them also in 
rful language of Sequoyah, whom I happened to 
n I was a little bit of a boy. 
known these peceple. I know them yet. I know In- 
Creeks and Cherokees, lawyers of great capacity and 
‘ are utterly ignored as Indians; yet they are proud 
‘ nosition as such, and would be very glad indeed to 
ne the remnant that is left of their tribes into the civili- 
ich has made them so conspicuous. I will mention 
ie of them whom I happen to know. 
ident, this is the last sod that is to be put on the 
fin of these people. They are not to have any more 
n in the government of the State in which they live 
egroes they used to own. They lament it; they de- 
refer us back to treaty after treaty which 
not to serve them in this way; to act after act of 
hich pledges us never to incorporate them with any 
or any other Territory; that if they are to have 
yvernment it shall be an Indian government. 
( ver we have made these pledges. Many eloquent 
arks have been made in this Chamber by men who 
away to honor and to glory in defense of the 
contained in the treaty. And here we are, Demo- 
Repub licans, shoveling them into a coffin and 
out of sight forever. 
feel justified in taking such action, not for the 








In t for ourselves, under the promises that were made 
ns by the men who preceded us. But this ends 
{ ; the close of their career. They were taken and 


i into citizenship and into the dissolution of their 
ent by the laws of the United States, and had 


A) tizenship thus forced upon them, and then because 
, Al nerican citizens we take and treat them just as 
\ would the negroes who were made American citi- 


fourteenth amendment, and in that way, entirely 


by nal pressure, protested against at every move we | 


nen have come to their last stand, and I, as an 

Amel Senator, simply bid them good-by. That is all I 

PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Alabama 

still d to have read the portion of the bill sent to the 
s I lesk by the Senator from Ohio? 


MORGAN. I desire to have it read, so that the Senate | : 
; | thousand Indi 
But the Senator 


unless the Senate will consent to print the bill as 

t 1 ‘under the conference report. 
AKER. I do not object to its being read. I asked 
be inserted in the Recorp without reading only 


AN. I knew what the purpose was. 
1R. The general purport 
B] RIDGE. It has been printed. 
MORGAN. I want to see it before I vote on it, if I 
ypportunity. 
PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as re 





! -IDGE. I wish to say to the Senator that this bill 
n printed. 
Mr. President—— 
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so, how many, 
| of citizenship on that reservation? 
LIDGE. The Sena 


and 


te 


when the bill was before the 
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Does 
thers 


whether 


Tr from Ver 


he question of the Osa 


| all the statistics about which the 
| quires. My own recollection, 


\N. I will withdraw the demand in deference to | 


my friend the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 








. know why, but still I do it. 
ESIDENT. Without objection, the portion of 
| to be inserted in the Recorp by the Senator 
published without reading. 
rred to is as follows: 
manufacture, sale, barter, giving away, or other- | 
‘ pt as hereinafter provided, of intoxicating liquors 
of said State now known as the Indian Territory 
lian Reservation and within any other parts of 
existed as Indian reservations on the Ist day of 
prohibited for a period of twenty-one years from 
ssion of said State into the Union, and there afte 
id State shall otherwise provide by amendment of 
i proper State legislation. Any person, individual 
: ; nufacture, sell, barter, give av or other 
ntoxicating liquor of any kind, including beer, ale, 
t to the provisions of this section, or who shall, 
. ribed portions of said State, advertise for sale 
. hase of any such liquors, or who shall ship or in 
t such liquors from other parts of said State into 
t efore described, shall be punished, on conviction 
t t less than $50 and by imprisonment not less 
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Mr. LONG. I think under the provisions of the last confer- 
ence report, which we are now considering, they are given not 
only one delegate, but they are given two. 

‘ir. STONE. I think one, under the 
sidering. é 

Mr. LONG. Under the first conference report they were 
given one; under this one I am sure they are given two. 

Mr. STONE. As the bill came from the House it gave two, 
and it was amended in the Senate and reduced to one. 

Mr. LONG. But we have receded from that amendment in 
this conference report. 

Mr. STONE. If the Senator states that to be true, I accept it. 

Mr. LONG. If I am incorrect, I will ask to be corrected by 
the Senator from Vermont. I am assured 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is correct. 

Mr. LONG. I am assured by the Senator from Indiana that 
that is correct. ° 

Mr. STONE. Then I am still more puzzled, if possible, to 
understand why the Osage Indians shouid be given two dele- 
The Indian Territory is awarded fifty-five delegates and 
Oklahoma fifty-five delegates. The Osage Reservation is al- 
lowed two delegates, the Senator from Kansas, under the last 
report, thereby giving to the representatives of the people in 
that reservation the balance of power in the constitutional con- 
vention which is to frame the organic law of the State. 

Mr. President, the Osage Indians are not citizens of the 
United States. They were not of the Five Civilized Tribes. 
Their land has not been allotted. They are not clothed with 
citizenship. Moreover, the Osage Indians approach more nearly 
to the real blanket Indians, or certainly as near to the real 
blanket Indians as any other tribe in this country. It is pro- 
posed in this bill to give to these Indians, who are not citizens, 
the right to a representation which will exercise the balance of 
power in the convention or else give that representation to 
people who are temporarily on the reservation, by right of 
course, but temporarily, for the purpose of carrying on an 
industry that will cease in the not distant future. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does 
yield to the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. STONE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CARTER. I do not state it with authority or on per- 
sonal knowledge, but I have heard the fact stated that there 
were about 5,000 white people residing by authority on the 
Osage Reservation; that by virtue of lawful right town sites 
have been laid out within the Osage Reservation, and town lots 
have been sold within those town sites; that the town lots 
were purchased in legal form; that the titles are good; that 
business is being conducted within the towns by white men as 
well as by Indians. 

I assume that the representation allowed in the constitutional 
convention contemplated the representation due these 5,000 
white people. The Senator from Kansas is probably thoroughly 
well informed concerning the conditions there existing, and I 
have no doubt he can give the Senator from Missouri accurate 
information upon the points to which his questions are directed. 

Mr. STONE. What I have said has been predicated on the 
belief and understanding that the white population there was 
small and, as I say, only temporarily residents of the reserva- 
tion. 

Mr. LONG. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the 
yield to the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. STONE. Certainly. 

Mr. LONG. I think the Senator hardly describes the condi- 
tion when he says the white population there is temporary. 
They reside in the towns. They own the lots under laws that 
have enacted. I am informed there are 5,000 white per- 
sons living in this reservation now in the towns alone. There 
are also white people living in the country, under leases ap- 
proved by the Secretary of the Interior, in addition to the 5,000 
living in the towns. There are about 1,800 Indians upon the 


servation. 





report we are con- 


grates, 


the Senator from Missouri 


Senator from Missouri 


been 


for members of the constitutional convention and on the 
n of the ratification of the constitution. 

So these two delegates that are provided for the Osage Reser- 
vation will represent not only the Indians, but also the white 
people who live in the towns and who live in the country in 
that reservation. 

Mr. STONE. 


+ 
to Vote 


questio 


If it be true that there are 5,000 people resi- 
dent on that reservation, with the right to be there, with 
homes, my information is not correct. It is a matter 
of information, a matter of fact. The Senator from Kansas 
possibly is better informed about it than I am. 


their 
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Mr. LONG. I will state the source of my information wit) 
regard to the population. 

Mr. STONE. It is not worth the controversy. 

Mr. LONG. It is the Delegate from Oklahoma. 

Mr. STONE. I do not care to discuss the matter. [I simply 
wanted the information. I accept that which has been giyey, ° 

Before I sit down, Mr. President, I will say that I am yepy 
glad that this long controversy is about ended. I can but feo 
that a gross wrong is being done the people of the Indian Ter. 
ritory and of Oklahoma in compelling the union of the two 
Territories as one State. I will not attribute unworthy mp. 
tives to those who have brought the pending legislation to this 
end. That it does inure to the sectional advantage of ti 
smaller States of the East and unfairly lessens the just repre. 
sentation of the great Southwest, to my mind is beyond faip 
dispute. But the thing is done, and I am glad that the nearly 
2,000,000 people of these Territories are at last to have the 
benefit of fhe blessings of a government of their own, are at 
last to be freed from the constant supervision and tutelage of 
departmental officers in Washington, a thousand miles or more 
away from them. 

I do not share in the apprehension of the Senator from Ala- 
bama [Mr. Morgan] that the great sum to be given out of the 
Treasury to the school fund of the proposed State of Arizona 
and the enormous grant of land to that State will operate to 
bribe the voters of Arizona to accept this repugnant union 
sought to be forced upon them. There is no reason why the 
voters of Arizona should accept it; why they should wear this 
yoke unwillingly. If this proposition is voted down by either 
of the Territories, it will not come here again in that form, 
Arizona can be admitted as a separate State, as can New Mexico, 
and the same generosity is offered in this bill to the support 
of their schools. The Senator from Alabama [Mr. Perrvs] ad- 
vises me that the two Territories are to vote jointly. I under. 
stand they are to vote separately, and that if either votes 
against the union, then the whole proposition is lost. 

Mr. PETTUS. That used to be so. 

Mr. STONE. ‘That is in the conference report. I did not rise 
to discuss the subject, but to make an inquiry. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, unlike the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. STone], I am not taking on an extra load of 
happiness or gratification because of the final settlement of this 
very vexed question and this long dispute, for the reason that 
I can not get a great deal of comfort out of the settlement of 
a controversy until that settlement is a right and not a wrong 
settlement. 

Mr. President, I wish this evening very briefly to suggest to 
the Senate that I at least, as one who has opposed and, I be- 
lieve, consistently opposed the uniting of the Territories of 
Arizona and New Mexico, can not agree to surrender the prin- 
ciple which I feel has been surrendered in this compromise 
movement. When I voted for the Foraker amendment some 
two or three years ago in this controversy, I voted for it not 
because I thought it was sound in principle that we should sub- 
mit to any given Territory the question whether it should be 
joined to another and admitted, but because at that time, in 
order to prevent a greater wrong, the proposition of the Sena- 
tor from Ohio was placed there as a kind of check against les- 
islation which would, without it, probably have united the two 
Territories. I voted for it because of that and that only. 

Now, the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker] and the Senator 
from Montana [Mr. Carter], who seems to father this compro- 
mise measure, appear to me to have surrendered the principle 
that was really at stake in that proposition. What was that? 
That no two Territories of themselves should dictate to Congress 
either whether they should come in jointly or come in together, 
nor should that question with them in the slightest degree 
affect us. ; 

Mr. President, the question whether Arizona and New Mexico 
should come into the Union as a single State is not a questioll 
for those two Territories to decide. You might as well say 
that those two Territories should decide whether they should 
come in as four States instead of two States. It is for Coll 
gress to determine what Territories should be taken into the 
Union, and no people now living in any one section of the 
United States have a right by their vote to disfranchise any 
portion of the territory at present within the boundaries of - 
United States in their voice in the Senate of the United States 
fifty or one hundred years from to-day. 

With the sparse settlements in those two 
the great influence that will be brought to be: Avera 
tories by politicians who are spurred on with the hope of il 
ing some political preference, I am not so certain that they “pr 
not be able to secure a yote in both of the Territories in favor 


Territories, with 


ar in those Terri- 











I hope that they will not. 


tehood. 
influenced one way or the other they certainly would 


I know that if they 


n favor of any joint statehood. But what I insist upon 
Congress should not be bound by the vote of those two 
r ies if they desire to come in as one State any more than 

jould be bound by their preference in coming in as four 


not entirely agree, Mr. President, with the sentiments 
that have been expressed by the Senator from Mississippi [ Mr. 
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I do not think that Arizona or New Mexico, singly or jointly, 
should be made a State at this time. I am very much opposed 


to that part of the conference agreement. I offered an amend- 
ment to the Arizona bill when it was pending, which I will ask 


the Secretary to read. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
will read as requested. 
The Secretary read as follows? 


Without objection, the Secretary 

























igang Se R VI. No person shall be permitted to vote, serve as a juror, or hold 
Mi The Senator from Mississippi seemed to think that | any civil office who is under guardianship, idiotic, or insan who 
this been made a political question. As between the two ey De og ay wg Bane oe neg Bienen ge“ te ore ut ae 
older parties it certainly has not been made a political question. | yote, or purchasing or offering to purchase the vote of another, or 
I within the power of the Republican majority in this body | other infamous crime, and who has not been restored to the rights of 
1. create two States, one of which would be certainly Repub- | ‘'tizenship, or who, at the time of such election, is confined in | I 
‘any, the other of which would have been certainly Democratic, | $y See te at i oe eel "Shakak’ ao. aainaaeee canes 
at tl e would offset the other, so far as political influence | riage, or in violation of any law of ‘this State or the United St 3 
+, the Senate was concerned. They have laid aside that view of | arenes aa such crime, or who in any manner teacl ad ss 
it, and have by a majority voted for a State that will be abso- | amy, or’ such’ patriarchal. plural, br eelestial marrince, Ge to’ live ia 
In Democratic as it comes in as a new State, and, in my opin- | violation of any such law, or to commit any su 1 1 who a 
i _the Senators who will come from that State will be Demo- | ees as f or ee the support, aid, or « gement of any 
e Senators, because I believe that that is the sentiment of | gay ‘comnante, Glabarnene. on © eee ciutta oe mele loie’ Dineen 
the « » Territory now united in one. | poly y, or such patriarchal or plural 1 lage, or who teach yr 
W nfluence, then, has been at work which has compelled the | 84yises that the laws of ee ne eee ey Sey CoMeNCt 
§ adopt a measure which is to take two Territories, VII. The ‘legialature may "prescribe qualifications, limitatio and 
either « of which would make a splendid State, and either | conditions for the right of suffrage additional to those pr ed in 
, of which would be equal in area to the average State east of this oe but shall never annul any of the provisions ticle 
\fississippi, and say that those must come in simply as one | °°2**'2°e- 
State? It is not the influence of the politics of parties so much | Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President, that amendment was 


as the influence of the politics of sections. It may be that there 
is no po ; other than sectionalism in this matter. 
sident, there has never been a Territory yet admitted 
as a State that the admission was not influenced more or less 
by s ilism, and probably there never will be one. How do 
this? It is the theory of a number of the older 
that are now settled, that their proportionate 
l » Senate of the United States shall not be lessened. 
that is the guiding influence which has affected very 
us in the question that has been before us. 
Phere has been another matter, too, strange as it may seem. 
A great many Senators have argued this case upon the ground 


Stots ; ea 





that we did not want to admit a new State with a boundary line 
l we will find in the Indian Territory, and thus the ir- 
regularity of boundary lines is made an influence more or less 
gr 1. determining whether we shall have one State or two 
St lian Territory and Oklahoma. In other words, we 
| been making a map for the United States, rather than mak- 
ing St It seems to be against our esthetic taste that we 
should have any more States as irregular in outline as Florida 
or as West Virginia, and we want our map hereafter to look 
( » a checkerboard, as it will be more pleasing to the 
( V t reference to these great sections. 

M , ut, I for one wish to vote against this measure 
f n. I believed several years ago, I continue in the 
} the four Territories remaining west of the Missis- 
juld be made four great States; first, because they 
| area, and, second, so far as the Territory of Oklahoma 
|, it has now the population, and in future will have 
ar 1 more than the population for proper representa- 
inches of Congress, and that should be the gov- 

( e in the admission of any new Territories. 
1 to uniting these two Territories into one State 
eason. ‘That vast section lying west of the Mis 
more than two-thirds of the territory of the 
Stat nd in less than one hundred years, in my 
ng two-thirds of the population of the United 
have at that time a representation equal to the 
ise they will have both the territory and the 
equal to the other third of the United States. In 
bject of this kind we are not legislating for 
legislating for fifty, a hundred, and a thou- 
day, and we ought to look to the future 
rd the interests of every section of the coun 
entation should be as nearly equal as we 
» it. In this legislation we have not done so. 
, as proposed by this amendment, we have 
rinciple that Congress and not a section of 
ermine whether it is fitted to come into the 
i it boundary it should be taken as a State into 

DI MT 


Indian Territory another State; but inasmuch 
; hose Territories have expressed their willing- 


rN , I accept readily that part of the conference 


r. President, I believe that Oklahoma should 


by the unanimous vote of the Senate, without 
voice or vote, and I think it should retained in the 
bill. If this proposed new State comes into the Union, the 
hierarchy of the Mormon Church is already there. It has its 
nucleus, and this provision in the constitution would be 
straint upon its power, 


oppositi n | 
i 


have been 


which is most powerful. 





It is said that there are few Mormons in Arizona and New 
Mexico. Last year there were seventeen convictions of Mor- 














mons for unlawful cohabitation in Arizona and fifteen in New 
Mexico. That means that at least ninety-three persons were 
living in the polygamous relation in those Territories. I have 
myself seen in the office of the Attorney-General of the United 
States a long list of polygamists in those Territories. There 
are at least ten living in this relation in Idaho and Wyoming 
and Utah where there is one in Arizona or New Mexico. Yet 
you can not convict one of them in any of those States, be- 
cause of the tremendous political power of this organization, 
and when you clothe these Territ with statehood, when 
the power of the United States is taken away, then comes the 
political power of this hierarchy, and no convictions will be had 
there for these crimes. 

I have been engaged in this conflict w the Mormon |! 
archy for twenty-five years—ev since 8 with the exe 
tion of a few years after the issuance of th nif Ww i 
the Mormon Church proclaimed that they would e 
political dictation; that they would cease their | g is 
living; and when, through pleas for ar sty, the eit l 
these pledges to the Government. During that era I was k ) 
believe that they were sincere. I accepted the s en 
and hoped and said that the church had given up polyg I 
polygamous living and had ceased to dominate j { $s in 
political affairs. But soon after statehood came to 1 h 
resumed these practices, until now cond V I 
more dangerous to our civilization th the « d 

I know what this means to » full well. ] > end 
of my political career. I stated it plainly t ld ) 
when I started this conflict again. When I 
determination to put laws on the boo! l yg ; 
living and to separate the church from the s > in | tics, | 
knew and said in public speech that the power of this 
would stop my political career. 

I have never asked quarter from t 111 
any. I will say to the credit of th of this or 
that they never made the charg y f I 
their political aid. ‘Twice I was elected to tl 
Congress and twice to this During all of é : 
popular or otherwise, I received but one Mormon vote. | y 
last election to the Senate a Mormon from my < l 
for me, but he would not have done so if his vot 
beaten me. 

I enjoy the life here; I enjoy the duties | + id I w l 
have had a continued service had it not been for tl 
If it were not for this treasonable and poly: 
tion in Idaho, if there were no Mormons tl @ 

| elected Senator again, almost without opposi . ' 
rupted my career in 1896. I carried twenty-nine members of the 
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ho were pledged to me, out of thirty-six necessary Mr. President, I have no desire to engage with the ¢ 
should have carried all of those in my own section | from Mississippi or any other Senator in an argument y) 
‘y where the Mormons lived. That was in the era | prohibition question. I have never believed that this 
too. It took them a month to defeat me in the | forum for that argument. If te-morrow a law of th 
they could not have done it then and would | should be preposed here, I would resist it, because it bx 
had it not been for this hierarchy, who con- | the States and not to the Federal Government. Bu 
ions, and some who were not Mormons, to | earnestly believe in the rights of the States, I have vet 
| this new doctrine of the rights of the county. When t! 
ha are playing with fire | tor from Mississippi insists that in supporting an an 
il] proper ways this menace to | to the constitution of my State I was destroying the 
© elected a Senator from Utah | local self-government he carries that theory further ¢! 
will oppose openly the practices of | safe to carry it. I understand that, as a matter of po 
ranization. Unless you are watchful | better to leave as many things to the local communitie: 
are not Republicans or Demo-| ble, but I have not understood that the counties poss, 
‘or no principle except for the benefit | against the State the same as the State possesses right 
for the perpetuation of polygamy | the General Government: ; 
their hierarchy, you will soon find Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, referring to the 
> of power in this great body. | made by the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Dusois], I se: 
‘erees did not put that amendment in| Secretary’s desk and ask to have inserted in the Re 
f the American citizens there who soon, | out taking the time of the Senate to read it, s 
ill have to fight this fig! spondence with the Department of Justice as to pros 
nference report. New Mexico and Arizona. I will only state that t! 
just one moment. I think it | thirty-one convictions, fifteen of which were in Ne, 
t in the Senate, in view of | and not one of them was a Mormon. There were six; 
from Mississippi [Mr. Money], | eutions in Arizona, and only ten of them were Mor 
s side feels that in voting for this | all of them were convicted of cohabitation on acc 
g to unite Oklahoma and Indian | riages which occurred prior to 1887. 
Il. The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of obj 
his controversy I was as earnestly in| communication referred to by the Senator from O 
uission of those States as the Senator | incorporated in the Recorp without reading. 
could ever have been. insisted upon The correspondence referred to is as follows: 


there was a possible hope of its accom- 


} 
| 
} 


+ 
t 

1 
; 


| 


iis 


‘ rr Correspondence between Senator Smoot and the Depar 
maratée | } oT) "4 ‘hh as ¢ . S : Ae 
to separate m and to ad H as a relating to the number of polygamists in the Tei 
because I know, and I know it as a neigh- and New Mezico. 
h possesses the wealth, the population, and WASHINGTON, D. C., Ma 
fy it to discharge all its duties as a Com- | Hon. WitrtaM H. Moopy, 
es nv ces . > , Attorney-General, Washington, D. C. 
erica hion. er ‘ 
iliaa See ae a ee en Dear Str: On page 3640, CONGRESSIONAL Reconrp,. M 
rwHeimins majority the Senate ant the } Senator Di Bors, of Idaho, made the following statement 
te occasions, had voted against the “T saw a list in the office of the Attorney-Genera 
‘ two Territories as separate States, I States f polygamists in Arizona, which list ¢ $ 
s = tee tae — he one hundred men and about three times as many w ; 
rh I did n t change my opinion. I be-| 4 large list also of polygamists in New Mexico. This 
<1 throughout the controversy, I be- | t ned by special agents of the Government, and « 
they ought to be admitted as two | include all, by any manner of means, who are li 
© l Lnose Territories 
there is such a list in your office, I would be 
as well as I know that I am ad-| yo would let me know the number of men and 
1 the Territory of New Mexico and in the 17 
= l “l with being polygamists. 
that n page 5651 of the CONGRESSIONAL Recorp of t! 
_ and | at sURROWS, of Mik in, read extracts from a | 


State im from you, dated December 29, 1905, in which the 
Late “14 


their separate admission 


will therefore be observed that the investi 
he Department in the Territories of Arizona and 
“| with tter was first calied to the attention of the [D: 
‘sulted in thirty-one convictions in these two Ter 
ar a , of the cases upon the charge of unlawful coh 
iin my auty To them Piease let me know how many of these thirty- 
e, if I persisted in ad- | in Ariz and how many in New Mexico, how m 
I aoe 7 
a. a: ba 1x, | cohabitation, and how many of those convicted 
esisting 1 on! es a Pe ~ ma 
mt the olty | members of the Mormon’ Church. If you will 
those convicted, I will find out if they are mem 
The Senator from Mississippi | Church; but I do not wish to ask for any infor: 
ion part of this enabling act is be in any way improper for the Department to ; 
; ~ ate neste ae An early reply will be appreciated, and I will 
iS without any force or effect. | formation you may be able to convey. 
bill provided that no liquor should Yours, very y 
ny time, and that no liquor should } 
throughout what is now the In- | DEPARTMPE? 
: ; . Washin 


lificulties 


bill 1 ere | n. REED SMOoT, 
‘ i that it ed States Senate, Washington, D. C. 
iquor shall be SOK it that be- :: I have the honor to acknowledge the rex 
into the T 1 it shall itself | the 27th instant, making certain inquiries reg: 
-onducited under the supervision of this Depart 
. ra . ions of the laws of the United States against p 
be attacked it > courts of ries of Arizona and New Mexico. 
it would not allege that Con- The report of the special agent shows that 
i tan. aa 1s | two cases against women and thirty-two cases a 
law, for, if tney ‘ id, the offi- ritory of Arizona, and seventeen cases against WV 
‘r that they prosecuted, not under gainst men in the Territory of New Mexico. 
- the constitution of Oklahoma and Of the thirty-one convictions to which you ré 
2 | Arizona and fifteen in New Mexico. The report d 
if any, of this number were members of the ‘ M: 
State, her | are the names of the persons of record here. Hi 
of Con- | their names and will so inform me, I shall be g] 
t that pro- States attorneys for the Territories in question a 
= oe Respectfully, 
because, in | 


* Con ‘ss to impose a con- 
a State. But when, in obe- 


ss, the new State has made 
tion. it will 1 ae a ; en Vhe ATTORNEY-GENERAL, 5 
aCn, it will be easier to live Department of Justice, Washington, D. C. 
would be to repeal it; and the Sin: I have the honor of acknowledging the r 
that for ten years this new State of | of March 29, 1906 (C. H. R. < i ccedier it 
° under a law i ‘ + be formation contained therein. w consider 
ub ra iaw ose i l y j - Ton? . P Ter 
= lig rene a imposed upon it by Con write to the United States attorneys for the ser 
pted by its free will. and New Mexico and secure the names of the part 


nt ft tno liquor shall be sold 


1, 


Acti 


WASHINGTON, D. | 








1906. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 8403 


—— 











+} ne convictions, as stated in your letter; sixteen in Arizona, List showing polygamists in Arizona and New Mevico 
and en in New Mexico. I would also consider it a favor if you [Compiled from affidavits in possession of Senator SMOOT.] 
would ask the attorneys to indicate whether or not the persons con- ARIZONA 
vict were members of the “ Mormon” Church, their ages, and the ene ee 
da heir marriages. l 
‘| king you in advance for this information, I remain, Name. Residence. | Legal wife. Plural wife 
Yours, respectfully, 


REED SMOOT. —_ 
* David K. Udall ......-.. | St. Johns 

















Ciciachaail Eliza L. 8S 
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, * John W. Brown......-- ee aa) ee 
Washington, April 2, 1906. Williard Farr .........../..... Pal Ee Mary E. B in, 
Hon. Reep SMoor, Andrew V. Gibbons --.-|-_-- Pe caicasa aclanis Elizabeth 
~"“rnited States Senate, Washington, D. C. “John P. pane ------- aoe ~----++--+-- — Ann 
: ohn othlisberger_| 5 ohns fmma a 
Sip: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of > ; - pea 
the 2d instant, asking that I furnish certain additional information Hyrum 8. Phelps... -- | =e Stake, | Clarinda 
concerning convictions in the Territories of Arizona and New Mexico Elijah Pomeroy oe Ett: ; 
Sno vit iwful cohabitation, etc. Tin 10othy Metz........... ia des peer ne So oo - 
' | have directed the United States attorneys for these Territories to | James K. Rodgers _... Pima.._..........| Josephine... vn 
er Ress trully, an ee errs D.P. Barney Teatcher ........ Laura Sophia. 
7 ; M. D. Purpy, Acting Attorney-General. Hyrum Brinke srhoff |... 2. ee ae ene = 
— O. M. Allen i ee oe OR oo oe fr Sorona 
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, William Ballard-_....... a ee Mary... Kilen. 
Washington, April 17, 1906. James oe Se bahedcioeielin Franklin.-.......| Sarah -.- Elizabeth, 
. ' — <— oe Seat ted hark St. David ..-.....| Rebbeca --.-.-..- Ester 
yn. REED SMOOT, — . ; onathan ae Piknc cass pe Kncmmack Mary Ann .....| Susa 
I ed States Senate, Washington, D. C. H. N. Chlarson. oS Pa Hannah __.. Christeen. 
Srp: Adverting to your letter of recent date requesting certain in- | John Nuitall __.._...__-- aaa Laura - y 
formation regarding convictions for unlawful cohabitation in the Ter- | Francis Kirby-_-....-...|.....do-...........| Rachel -. 
ritories of Arizona and New Mexico, I beg to inclose you a copy of that | Peter A. McBride -_----- 2 eg ES a reciept sides Ruth see 
portion of the letter from the United States attorney for Arizona | James Freestone _.__.-.. | Leeeom .......-. 7 
furnishing the data for his Territory. The dates of the convictions of | J.J. Brady -..........--. Show Low..-...-- 
these persons, subsequently requested, have not yet been furnished this | *Jesse N. Smith---.--. ..-| Snow Flake-.-.-.- 1, Jane 
yer vty nt. | ista M 
Del Respectfully, M. D. Purpy, Seis cscs OE Stietnienain na 
Acting Attorney-General. ont [ji Al Ul oe ia cteecamaind Dells 
sevi M. Savage.........-. Woodruff Hannah A. 
i - . ‘ oo . | David Brinkerhoff __.... a ae Vina 
> names e persons onvi abo mes are as + 
mes of the persons convicted of the above crimes are a8 | 47 och Fish .......... a Julia, ab Weel: 
| inlawful cohabitation: J. K. Rogers, Levi Savage, Joseph Fish, . i ruil 
J. W. Brown, John P. Rothlisberger, Jacob Butler, David K. Udall, *Henry M. Tanner-.... St. Joseph.......- Eliza .......--.- Emma 





N. Smith, Henry M. Tanner, and Joseph W. Smith. 




















tery: Mariano Serrano, Mariano Gonzales, John W. Hardy, - 5 NEW MEXICO es i 
BR. W. Birch, and Mrs. Kate Nelson. The latter two were jointly in- | ——————————_____ wana 
. ication: Francisco Flores. F.G. Neilson...........- Bluewater .......; Emmac¢....... i 
ygamy: Sam A. Nations. | E. A. Tietjen -..........-|- : do .... mma O....... 
r, from information received by me both from their counsel, the | Emer Ashcroft DORR cn scsacn | MRED, onan mnannn 
iepnty marshal who arrested them, and the judge of the court who | Benjamin D. Black--...- Fruitland -... 
sentel i them, I can state that said ten persons were members of the a ae ea Sane eS aaa nea 
M Church, and that their ages in no case was under 43 years. © Residence, St. Jobns. > Residence, Eas 
And from information gathered from the same sources I feel safe in | ¢ Residence, Bluewater 4 Residence, Ramah 
saying that the spective marriages dated back ater peri g “ee ; St a fae 
ny their respectiv & 1 back to no later period In Arizona: Males, 31; females, polygamists’ wives, 33 
Relative to the convictions above reported for adultery, fornication, | in New aes : Males, 4; females, polygamists’ wives, 4. 
nap 1y, I beg to say that said convictions were had while my Star lncicates those convicted for unlawful cohabitat 
I Mr. Nave, was still in office, and I have never seen any of | cesta - the Mormon Church in New Mevi 
t ndants in said cases except Flores, Gonzales, and Hardy, and I | Ramah -_--~- nines cepted elec . 135 
know that they are not members of the Mormon Church. As to the | Mammond —-~-~~~-~-~-_~----1--__--__- ‘i 142 
ot! defendants in said last-mentioned cases, my information is and | Burnham ~—~~-~~- sichcigliaeaetcase ech tee : 557 
I f tain in saying that they were not members of the Mormon | Luma ~~--~~~~~~~-~~.--_-----__~-~- cies 104 
( Che records in my office do not show the ages of any of the | ; 
d lants or their dates of marriage. | Total alee seis 38 
iieecasia Population of the Mormon Church in Arizona. 
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, S BienGSNR CONG ocean snneee __ 1, 222 
Washington, May 14, 1906. Be. SORT MORRO tne an { 1, 300 
Ton. REED SMooT e | St. Joseph stake__ ~~ , 678 
. ’ Sy rianke stake ~e 
i ed States Senate, Washington, BD: ay | Snowflake stake___-__- - -—— 1, 570 
Ss have the hondr to transmit herewith a copy of the report re- CE 5 2 7 es 
m the United States attorney for the district of New Mexico | =o myg atoen inclndac Territori ; —* 
: details of prosecutions for polygamy, etc., in that Terri- The asc 8 snetates al souls in these Territories. 
? The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The question is on agreeing to th 
t tfully M. D. Purpy | econference repor 
7 ei ae ’ iference report. 
Acting Attorney-General. | i I y 
cabin ; rhe report was agreed to. 
The A Las Cruces, N. MEx., May 9, 1906. | MEMORIAL ADDRESSES ON THE LATE SENATOR BATE 
INEY-GENERAL } — > . 
W sehtnatae D. 0 | Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, a few days ago I gave no- 
Sin: In reply to your message of the Gth in re the polygamy report, Lice that — Saturday, the 16th instant, I would a ox the Renate 
I have t : to report the following: iss e to consider resolutions of respect to my late colleagu Hion. 
FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT | WILLIAM B. Bate; but on account of the necessary sence of 
No. 1726. Hict G 1 1 Maria N jl Adult | a number of Senators who wish to make remarks, and at their 
oye a bal ‘gins wv. Gonzales and Maria Naranjl. Adultery. | ne mt ae wa aa s > Pannac . mw 1Y ae 
No. 17 Anacito Martinez and Lucia Gonzales. Adultery. request as well as at the r juest of my colleagues from Tenne 
SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT : | see in the other House, I wish to withdraw that notice, and 3 
No. 2131. Vidal Tapia and Bernarda M. de Mora. Adultery. Ber- | Shall renew it at some future time. 
harda M. de Mora, pl ‘a of guilty. Vidal Tapia not arrested. LAKE ERIE AND OHIO RIVER SHIP CANAL. 
cae ae | Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I desire to offer an amendment 
: tobert Le Brown and ———— —. Bigamy. Defend- | to House bill 14596, being the Lake Erie and Ohio River 
Sage re. Cause a pe docket with ae 3 cool a Ship Canal bill, which has been pending in the Senate. 1 
f vesus Gonzales and Alejandra rujillo. Adultery. ye- | ive Ave > city - ‘row, am i a h { 
; nzales arraigned and plea of guilty. Defendant Trujillo | obliged to leave Lge city to-mort pv and I will ask that 1 
= ed. amendment which I send to the desk may be printed. It is 
wet FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT. | to the proviso on page 10, beginning in line 11. It is intended - 
oe ace Bartoldo Gordovia and ————- ———._ Adultery. | merely to make the bill conform to the Niagara bill, which bh 
ots “rancisco Gallegos and ————- ————._ Fornication. passed both branches and is now in conference. 
x Ae FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT. The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Srooner] has kindly coi 
4 tt, \ tonzales TE a 7 awe : : - +. . 
Gonzales and — - Adultery. sented to take charge of and move the amendment in my absence 
- SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT. I have spoken to the Senator from Pennsylvania and the Senator 
0. <3. Juan Montoyo and ——-— ————,_ Incest. from Minnesota, and they see no objection to the amendment 
part : eC] irties belong to the Mormon Church, and none of the The VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposed amendment will be 
Respectfeye 2 their age, it is impossible to ascertain. printed and lie upon the table. 
oe W. H. H. Leewnttyrx Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, having yielded all the aft 


United States Attorney. noon to other business, and therefore being disappointed in the 
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of disposing of the Lake Erie and Ohio River Canal bill DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR BILL, 
! 


evening, I ask unanimous consent that it may be taken riniceiaariiite . : 
es brie 2 ee oa “inees «hal! | Mr. COUSINS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the bil! 
iorrow morning after the routine morning business shall } ,,,,. ; : ; ; 
heen completed 19264, the diplomatic and consular bill, and ask unanimo) 
5 - eee eee i : «| 82 ‘ > se D wr i » Nene ‘ » ay 
VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request? | * nt that the Hous¢ nonconcur in the Senate amendme: 
BACON. What is the request, Mr. President? | ask for a conference, 
\ . iui 1s 1 quest, : . ssiae : mn ‘ . -r . . 
ph ig a et ; . : a ; oe rhe SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. ( 
PENROSE. To take up the Lake Erie and Ohio River | : : ; : ates 
sg : asks unanimous consent that the bill H. R. 19264 shall | 
from the Speaker’s table and that the House nonconew 


orrow morning. 
PRESIDENT. The request is that the Lake Erie} . s : 

aes oe : : Senate amendments and ask for a conference. The Ch 
: read the title of the bill. 


* Canal bill, which has been under consideration, | 
oe The Clerk read as follows: 
The | 


ken up for consideration immediately after the rou- 
siness to-morrow. Is there objection? 7 : aa 
nd that order is made | H.R. 19264. An act making appropriation for the diplom 
— — —— consular service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1907, 
eats Se aia oe The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
NELSON submitted the following report: There was no objection 
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The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the! The SPEAKER announced the following conferees: M 
} Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. | INS, Mr. Cartes B. LAnpis, and Mr. FLoop. 
2) to authorize additional aids to navigation in the Light-| Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, the question of t! 
‘stablishment, having met. after full and free confer- | portation and distribution of manufactured and 
mmmend and do recommend to their re- | products is the most important subject that at present 
after can engage the attention of the lawmaker or the ; 
its amendments numbered 7, 9, | economist. Upon the correct solution of this problem 
| very largely the future greatness and prosperity of this 
its disagreement to the amenad- | Every article manufactured or produced must be trang; 
3, 4, 5, 6, 11, 12, 13, 15, ar market by some means. The question may be well divi 
e same. three classes and treated under as many different ly 
sent 3 umbered 1: That the House recede from its dis- | Transportation by rail; (2) transportation by 
nent to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1, and | transportation over the common highways or dirt road 
» the same with an amendment as follows: In the first I need not discuss the first proposition, as mam 
. of the language proposed strike out the word “ light-ship ” | Weeks have been consumed in the debate on the bill now 
insert in lieu thereof the words “light vessel;” and the | hands of the conferees, and which will doubtless beco 
ite agree to the same. in its most essential features, and which is intended to } 
endment numbered 8: That the House recede from its dis- | interstate commerce by rail and to fix and enforce just 
nt to the amendment of the Senate numbered 8. and! Sonable rates. Every phase of the subject has been 
with an amendment as follows: In next to | 22d discussed by able and experienced lawmakers, 
anguage proposed strike out the words “to | Mind the question of transportation by rail is settled 
rt in lieu thereof the words “toward con- | Congress can do it. Further discussion is therefore u 
nate agree to the same. until different conditions demand it. 
d 14: That the House recede from its| The question of transportation and distribution by 
amendment of the Senate numbered 14, | 80 different from that of rail transportation that 
» with an amendment as follows: In lieu | different remedy must be applied. No country on tl! 
posed insert the following: “ Range lights, | the earth is so blessed with navigable rivers and lakes : 
Superior, Wisconsin, at a cost not to | They are nature’s highways of commerce, which we 
nd dollars; ” and the Senate agree to the | im making our country great. But if we are to get tl 
fit of these noble streams they must be improved, ¢! 
“1 19: That the House recede from its | deepened, and canals constructed wherever necessary 
amendment of the Senate numbered 19, anq | Plete a system of continuous and uninterrupted 
th an amendment as follows: In lieu of | They all flow to the sea, and across the sea are our for 
he lanruave prop i insert the following: “A light and fog- | kets, which we must reach at the lowest possible co 
nal station, Hinchinbrook entrance, Prince William Sound, | ©XPect to meet and undersell our competitors. We 
at a cost not to exceed one hundred and twenty-five | Structing, at a very great cost, the Panama Canal, 
” and the Senate agree to the same. : | the two oceans. If our rivers are not improved and \ 
Knure NELSON. | bors deepened, over and through which our commer 
J. H. GALLrNcer. | necessity reach the canal, we will have lost to a great « 
Tromas S. MARTIN benefits to be derived from the expenditure of the $200,000, 
Conferees on the part of the Senate. | Yequired to construct the Panama Canal. We car not 
| this canal by rail. We must go by water if at all. 
Mr. Speaker, in my own State of Alabama there : 
| 2.000 miles of surveyed and approved rivers, some of 
| being improved, but the progress is very slow on ac‘ 
inadequate appropriations made by Congress. Some 
Mr. HALE. rise to a privileged motion. important of these rivers are being neglected and 
Mr. NELSON. ask int the conference report may bej| to the sea. All of them reach the Gulf of Mexico ft! 
rinted and lie on the ., » taken up to-morrow. harbor at Mobile, the Tennessee alone excepted. ‘1 
‘E-PRES rder to print will be made, in | is the nearest port of importance to the eastern termi 
Panama Canal. The rivers of Alabama traverse 
nate adjourn. State and flow through the great iron and coal de 
ind (at 6 o’clock and 25 minutes | forests of timber, rich agricultural lands, and i 
until to-morrow, Thursday, June | beds of cement rock. We demand that all th 
arteries of commerce be improved so that every ¢ 
to the Gulf will be secured, and that the channel! a! 
REPRESENTATIVES deepened to at least 27 feet and over the outer poet 
mae srISLIN Sd tie When this work is completed and the Panama Ca 
June 18. 1906. | to commercial use the largest coaling station in t 
be located in Alabama, near Fort Morgan, and 
mn. anchorage inside the bar is sufficiently deep and |! 
ENRY N. CoubeEN, D. D. | all the ships that pass through the canal, where 
proceedings was read and ap-| their bunkers with Alabama coal, at a cost not to « 
| per ton. 

TEE ON THE PUBLIC LANDS, In order to show the benefits of an increas 
1¥Y. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the | import trade which have followed the improvem nt 
¢ on Public Lands have permission to sit during the | bor at Mobile, I desire to submit certain figures that 

House | forever the question of returns for the money © 


JAMES R. MANN, 
I’. C. STEVENS, 
W. C. ADAMSON, 
> on the part of the House. 


WEDNESDAY, 


f the H 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? improving the harbor at that place and the rivers 
. . . e ® ® 4 whine ima « ON Salil 
There was no objection. into it. During the year 1885 4 steamships and 2% 
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. red that port. During the first eleven months in 1905 improved, the saving would have been enoug 1 two years to 
mships and 488 sailing vessels entered the harbor. As | have paid for the construction of the canal and the improv nt 
1 394 the exports for the year were $2,823,690; the im- | of the rivers. These improvements must come. Our ¢ g 
. $652.113. In the first eleven months of 1905 the | commerce demands it. The world’s markets can not be reached 
‘e $18,407,214; the imports were $4,250,915. This is | without it. 
rade alone. In 1884 43,830 bales of cotton were ex- | The cost of transperting a ton of coal by water f: Pitts- 
in the first eleven months of 1905 180,708 bales of | burg to New Orleans, a distance of 2,000 miles ri) 3 per 
the port of Mobile for foreign markets. These fig- | ton, and when the contemplated imp ments are « leted 
an increase of over 30,000 per cent since the active | it is estimated that the cost will be 1 to 50 ec 
roving that harbor and the rivers began. I am |The cost of transporting a ton of coal from the Bit 2 
Hon. R. H. Clarke, of Mobile, for these figures. Mr. | district to New Orleans by rail, a distance { ) 
( a Member of this House for ten years, and served | per ton. The rate from the Birmingham district to 
rs and Harbors Committee. rail, a distance of 247 miles, is $1.25 per ton. Ther 
1, God has placed at our disposal and for our use | Birmingham district by water, by y of the W l 
urest means for regulating railroad traffic and | Bigbee rivers, is estimated at 30 cents per ton. The « of 
z iust and unreasonable rates. The rivers belong transportation over the Coosa and Alabama rivers will | less 
; 1d can not be combined or organized into a trust | than over the Warrior and the Bigbee, because the f 
f unjust discrimination. They are free to every | rivers are wider and will enable a larger number of bar; to 
, desires to use them. As a competitor the railroads | be towed at one time and consequently 2 greater number 
the much smaller cost of water transportation. The/| It is known that the greater number of tons a tow carries the 
of the rivers in Alabama and other States in the | cheaper the rate per ton, and it is estimated that coal could be de 
reduce railroad rates at every point to a minimum | livered for domestic and export purposes over the Coosa and 1 
ortation. For illustration, about three years ago, | Alabama rivers at not exceeding 25 cents per ton. When tl 
ver and harbor bill was being considered by the | provement on the Tennessee River at Colbert Shoals is <« 
Mr. Jones, of Pittsburg, of the firm of Jones & | pleted and the minor obstructions between that point and ¢ 
| * that city, was before us. His firm is one of the | tanooga are removed it will open a waterway to the Miss 
' nufacturing industries of the United States. He | sippi at Cairo and give continual water con! 
hen navigation was good on the Monongahela | the markets on the great Mississippi River and its ti 
P freight charges on coal to his factory were at the | including St. Louis, Cincinnati, Lou ] ind Pittsburg 
w rate of 34 to 4 cents per ton by barge, but | the Chicago Ship Canal is completed, which the ente 
nt happened to any of the locks on the river, people of that wonderful city are now » Vig usly ]} 
reeze came and navigation was stopped, the rail- | before Congress, all of the ports on the Great Lak 
iately advanced the charges to 44 cents per ton, or | Duluth, Detroit, Cleveland, Buffalo, and through the Erie ¢ l 
times as much as the river rates were. This would | the great city of New York, will be connected by ( 
\labama, with our rivers opened to navigation, the | waterway to Chattanooga, Tenn. 
Pennsylvania. The Monongahela River is not so The human mind can not conceive the wonderful | 5 
larg . Coosa and no larger than the Warrior River in | these waterways when completed will bring to the peopl , 
A d neither of these streams ever freeze over. | the Southern States. Our natural resources are almos ex 
\ lion dollars expended under the continuing-contract | haustible, and when we consider tbat the value of the tt 
d add many millions to the wealth of the State | crop in the Southern States for the last five years ex Line 
iny more millions to producers and consumers. | entire production of gold and silver in the world by more than 
] ? portation is the safety valve for unjust and extor- | $400,000,000 we are foreed to the conclusion that the 
{ | charges. We are to spend $200,000,000 on the | rapidly approaching when the South will be the most prosp u 
J nal, all of which will be virtually -wasted, so far as | section of the country. 
A nd the Southern States are concerned, unless we | It is only through a system of improved waterways 1 
ri and harbors and construct necessary eanals, | great, cheap, and heavy products of the mine, forests, 3 
supply the great demands which will be made | are profitably brought to tidewater and thence to the wor 
u he products of our coal, iron, and ore mines, our | markets. With this 10owledge ‘ee us an np 
ts and valuable timber forests, our cotton and | mand is upon Congress to go forward actively and e - 
otly products, which will thus be brought so cheaply with a system of river and harbor improvemen 
of the markets of the world. Pittsburg is now| Mr. Speaker, while we are considering the qu L 
1,000,000 in order that she may have improved water | transportation of the products of the various industries of 
tr 1 to the Gulf of Mexico by New Orleans. Chicago is | country and the cost thereof, we should treat th 
( $60,000,000 so as to connect the Great Lakes with | the broadest point of view. “To my mind, the con 
t | ry section of the country is looking to the com- wazcon roads, over whic h 90 per cent of : | the comm<e 
] canal and seeking the cheapest means of trans- country is transported, presents a problem for legis! 
I » j The producer who reaches the consumer by | Congress far more serious and important in its results ‘ 
1 nethods of transportation will always find a profit- | Of railroad-rate regulation. The tax imposed on a ural 
rhe cost of transportation and the facilities given | Products between the starting point and the railroad 
{ test factors in our future greatness both as a river landing by the miserable condition of these dirt 1 Is is 
( ‘\gricultural people. | very much greater than the railroad or steamboat charges for 
ress appropriated 64 per cent of our revenues | Carrying them to their ultimate destination. There is no neces 
for and reparation of war, and 4 per cent to im- | Sity for making an argument to prove the value of ¢ 
rs and harbors of the country to facilitate the | They save worry, waste, and energy. Th 
of our vast and rapidly increasing commerce. | labor, and money, and enhance the value of | 
\labama, which I, in part, represent, is one of | The authority and constitutional warrant for governmental 
{ s in the Union in natural resources. Her vast | aid to road construction is as old as the Government itself 
deposits are being rapidly developed, her cotton | Jefferson, Clay, Calhoun, and Webster were all in tl 
iitivated to their utmost capacity, her timber | @@vocates of Governmeut aid for good roads. Jefferson 
| at profitable prices, and nothing stands in the Give us peace until our rey es are liberated from debt, i 
. becoming the rival of any State unless it be ee er i cadet tall inthe aeiiiiioman amie 
ap transportation. If our rivers were improved, Fle further said - Oe ee oe — 
( : e further said: 
uld go south ef us to the markets of the world : ee ae ' 
and 1 eve the home market of the sharp competition | a Sere ae causenubention te eee a ‘petts. pen 
rhe day is fast approaching when we must rely | canals, and roads. How much more rational is this di D 
rkets in which to dispose of our surplus prod- lic money than that of waging war. 
etition at home will make business unprofitable. Madison, in his messages to Congress, urged this policy of road 
tor n district alone produced last year 37,000,000 building by the Government. Clay, Webster, and Calhoun, t 


more than the great ports of London and Liver- | great triumvirate and champions of the people's ris 
All this vast commerce is moved by rail, at an | favored appropriations from the Federal Treasury for r 
three-fourths of a cent per ton per mile. The | construction. Geod roads are the initial fountains of « 


' rate the country over is one-fifth of a cent per | The cost of hauling agricultural products alone over our 4d 
Way i the projected canal from Birmingham to the | roads in their present condition is estimated by the A 
geet which has been surveyed and pronounced feasi- | tural Department to be $600,000,000 a year more than [% w 


completed, and the Warrior. and Bigbee rivers | be over a system of good roads. It is estimated every time 
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American farmers have lost $1,500,000 because 
or condition of the roads. The following table of cost 
portation by the three means enumeré ited will perhaps 
and instruct our farmer friends: 


25 


m, horsepower, over dirt roads 5 miles__-__ $ 
yn, steam power, 250 miles 
n, by river, 500 miles____ 
, by steamship on Lakes, 


from the 
oney it takes to haul a ton 
the freight for 250 miles on 


awd 


Zz 
1. 
1. 25 
1 


1,000 miles_ 
figures that the amount of 
our dirt roads will pay 
river 


above 
5 miles on 
a railroad or 500 miles on a 
1,000 miles on the Lakes. These figures prove conclusively 
rinous tax levied by the bad roads on the farmers, and 
h of their legitimate profit is consumed in hauling from 
railroad station, river landing, and to the 
and cities. Not only have the farmers suffered great loss on 
count of poor roads, but the people in the towns and cities 
ho depend upon them for their supplies have suffered also. 


ne en 
how mu 


the farms to the 


The residents of towns and cities are willing to stand their | 


of the expense for a system of good foads. They are 
iners because in the end they must stand a great portion 

cost of hauling farm products; they are the gainers be- 

with good roads there will never be an oversupply of 
xlucts in good weather and a scarcity 

hey are the gainers because the mail-order business has been 
improved since the introduction of rural free delivery and be- 
is but the 
the rule instead of the exception ; 
gainers because every act which promotes 
of the country districts increases the buying power of 
farmers and stimulates the commerce which makes the exist- 
ence of towns and cities a possibility. With good roads the 
farmer does not wait for a good dry day to market his products, 
} 
i 


tuse this increase 


od roads are they are tie 


but goes to town in bad weather when he can not work on the 
‘arm, and when good weather comes he works to make more to 
‘ry to market. Millions of dollars are saved to the 
being able to go to market when his products are ready 
nand the highest price. What the farmer needs and must 
before he prospers as his labor and industry 
good roads, so that he can go to market any day in the 
when he has something to sell that somebody else needs. 
1d roads will make farm life more cheerful and will con- 
ibute largely to the happiness and contentment of the farmer 
{ his family, who will become better satisfied with life in 

» country. 
‘ question of governmental road construction 
cessfully tried for many years in other countries. 
ilation are entitled to share in the benefits bestowed by 
tional Government. 


ilding r 


has 


ads should not be an item of worry. are 
and improved by contract, and the farmer can always get 
1 pri for his labor and team when not nceded on the 
The work is usually 
farmer is not engaged in his crop. 

lay for himself and team. 
he expense of building 


toads 


and his services and that of his team 
employed every day he could spare from the 
her enough in Alabama too far from 
ably hauled to market over the roads in 

nt lition which if placed on the market would 
the improvement of every mile of road in that State. 
rhways were improved every stick 

iber manufactured from it could go to a 

but the mud tax at present imposed makes this im- 


revenue, 


» pront ably 
‘he . 


another side to this 
an intellectual side to it. 
the free-delivery service depends upon good 
appropriat ing this year $28,000,000 for the 
1 an increase of $7,000,000 over the 
ame class of service. There is no sery- 
‘nment that the people in the rural 
highly than the delivery of their 


Gay 


re is 


question of good 
The maintenance 


it ten years ago. Its growth has been 
When the Post-Office Department began the ex- 

nding the n to the doors of more than 20,000,- 

it was predicted that the expense would be so 

hat the task would never be accomplished. By the 

of rural free dé farm life is made more at- 
and the farmer comes into daily contact with the 
and world. Every day he may receive mar- 
rts, Which tell him of the price of every product he 


ail 


liv ery 


business 


towns | 





beginning of what it will be when | 


the general welfare | 
the | 


| and wears out his wagon. 
| with his service—not as much as the city 
farmer | 
and 


entitle him | 





been 
The rural | 


The expense to them of improving | 


done during the summer months | 
He can get from | 
The cost of hauling is | 
roads in agricultural } 
‘fore instead of being a burden it will become | 


any | 
| rially 
of this timber or | 


profitable | 


| efforts 


last | 


This service was inaugurated | 
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may have to sell. 
also be received. 

The extension and perfection of this service depends largely 
upon the condition of the country roads. Last year 456 joy). 
tions were filed for the establishment of rural free-deliyepy 
routes in Alabama, 225 of which were reported adversely 
inspector and 224 were established. Half of the rout 
tioned for were rejected mainly on account of the unsatisfa«; 
condition of the roads over which the carrier would haye 
travel. Frequently routes are established upon condition {> 
those interested in the route will improve the roads over wh 
it goes. The Constitution gives Congress power to estalJish 
post-offices and post-roads, and every road over which there ; 
a rural free-delivery route has been declared by an act of « 
gress to be a post-road. 


The daily newspapers and magazines 


Therefore it is as much the @ 
Congress to provide good roads over which the mails are t) 
carried as it is to establish post-offices. We are appropriati 
nillions of dollars to build post-offices and to establis} 
delivery. 

Now let us begin to improve the post-roads so as to ineresso 
and extend rural delivery until all the people are supplied 
daily mail at their doors. If Congress will appropriate 


| much money each year toward the improvement of the p 
in bad weather ; 


roads over which the mail must pass as it appropriates to 
maintenance of the rural delivery system, in a few years ¢] 
roads will be improved and all the people supplied with dai 
mail. The good of the service demands it. The rural fy 
delivery carrier, an employee of the Government, in my opinion 
is entitled to better treatment. For six days in the week and 
fifty-two weeks in the year he is required to drive his wagon 
and team over a miserably rough road, which kilis his lo; 
He is not paid a sum commensurate 
carrier, who is not 
required to furnish a team or wagon and who has splendid 
streets and pavements to travel while delivering the mail. It 
is important that the Government should assist in providing 
him with good roads over which it requires him to travel, sO 
that he may save his horse and wagon from wear and tear ap ud 
enable him to serve the Government and patrons along his ror 
more efficiently. He should also be given at least fifteen days’ 
vacation each year. All other Government employees receive 
this consideration. 

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. LEE] addressed 
the House on April 5, in which he discussed Federal aid to road 
construction. He displayed such an intimate knowledge of the 
subject and stated so many homely truths that I beg to quote 
his language. He said: 

If the Army needs a road, it gets it. Even our unprofitabl 
pensive possessions, the Philippine Islands in the Far Ea 
the objects of our solicitous care to the extent of expending 
in building roads for them. Porto Rico, though not much larger in ar 
than some of our counties, has had over $3,000,000 expended u| 
roads since it came into our possession. During our brief occupan 
the island of Cuba our Government expended two and a half! 
upon its public roads. Even those little dots out in the Paci 
Hawaiian Islands, acquired by diplomatic legerdemain, have com 
for a share and have a contemplated expenditure of two and a half! 
lior 1s upon the ir roads. 

hese various sums aggregate $15,000,000 that have been exp 
during the past few years in building roads, not a foot of w! 
within the United States. What have we against our own | 
we should deny to them blessings that are freely extended to t! 
islanders of the seas? 

But other interests and forces are coming to the aid of the 
the isolated, the unorganized, and almost unorganizable faru 
manufacturer, learning from experience that bad roads intert 
with his obtaining steady and continuous supplies of ré 
rial, wants the roads improved. The millions of operatives in! 
mills, and shops are learning that bad roads increase the 
disturb the regular supply of food products from the farms 
must have, and they want better roads. The merchant | 
that bad roads retard and depress trade, and he wants them 
Our Post-Office Department is greatly hindered and hampe 
to supply to the country regular, prompt, and 
service for lack of better roads. In fact, it would be 
an interest, an industry, or an individual who would 
by better roads. 

Mr. Speaker, there are several bills pending before 
looking to the improvement of the highways and | 
the country, one of which I introduced myself. ‘The 
vide that nothing therein contained shall prevent thy 
Territories or civil divisions thereof from receivins 
labor, material, and machinery used in the constr 
provement of said highways or sections thereof. ‘Ili 
tions provided shall be distributed in the following ': 

No State or Territery shall receive in any one year 2 
tion of the sum hereby appropriated than ‘its populati 
total population of the United States. Terri 

It will be seen that this provision prevents one St\ a just 
tory from receiving more of the appropriation | ia a 
proportion. Why should the farmers of the country © ing the 

. itaining 
to bear the whole burden of constructing and maintall 


5 O00 OOF 


s 


required 








Tere A 


LAN £ LL 








a 


3; and post hey are not for their exclusive use. 
free to everyone who desires to travel over them or to 
lities of any kind. Indeed, those who at pres- 
pelled to construct and maintain these roads derive 
t in actual returns than those who do not contribute 
» construction and maintenance. It is the duty of the 
nt to give these patient, toiling people a “ square deal.” 
hasten the day when the public highways and the 


the 1 


roads? 


my 


| potent factors in producing that wealth and pros- 


Inited States shall become great arteries of com- | 


ch will indeed make us the greatest and happiest peo- | 


earth. 
MARINE 
Mr. 8S] 
(Ss. 


fIOSPITAL SERVICE. 

peaker, I desire to call 
4250) to further enlarge the powers 
of the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Servic 


further duties thereon, and ask that the statement 


up the conference 


ana 
ana 


“ATP 
\Gyiuik 
he bill 


hi 





i in lieu of the report. 
\AKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
ls up the following conference report and asks 





etoat Ne 
statement 


that the may be read in lieu of 
there objection as to the latter part of the re- 


consent 


no b 


iectic yn. 
4. 7 





I report and statement are as follows: 
CONFERENCE REPORT. 
f conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
i ti amendments of the House to the bill (S. 
er large the powers and authority of the Public 
M: e-Hospital Service and to impose further 
having met, after full and free conference have 
d and do recommend to th I ‘ ve 
recede from disagreement to the amend- 
I e, and agree to the ne with the f wing 
1 1, page 1, strike « the word “ { 
th eo! the words LE alme; dt 
on 
l, page 1, strike the rd “ se L 
thereof : ] ast line;” and t 
2 tion 1 ge 2, strike out the rds - 
' ~ ] . 
I I \ th 2 ] ’ ey A & ‘ l i 
), page 6, after the word “ pu insert 
irantine stations « blish ! 
» established used to prevent t 
? + TT * 
i i Cc ( i Lue hiVu 
1. & tion 6. page 6 + the wor ‘ 
ictures or mprovem ; be 1 ie or |] ] 
the Ho ree to the 
tion 7; and the Hou rr » the 
8, page 7, after the word “ er,’ ert 
r quarantinable diseases;” and the H ‘ 
1 §, page i after th W 8 1d 1 > 
Tyg and insert in lieu ereof tl vord 
House agree to the me, 
8, | 7, after the word “ should,” ce 
nd insert in lieu thereof the word “ they;:” 
» to the same. 
n 8, page 7, after the word “ preventing,” 


in 


nd insert 


agree to the si: 


lieu 1 


me 
LLL1©, 


1ereof the word 


nm 8, page 7, after the word “ destroying,” 
; “its cause” and insert in lieu thereof the 
;” and the House agree to the same. 


W. P. HEPBURN, 
IrnvInG P. WANGER, 
C. L. BARTLETT, 

‘s on the part of the House. 
JOHN C. SPOONER 
FRANK B. Bra 
S. R. MAbtory, 

Managers « nm the p rt 


the statemse 


( f the 
nt, as follows: 
STATEMENT. 
on the part of the House on the disagreeing 
louses on Senate bill No. 4250, make the follow- 
» accompany the conference report thereon: 
edes from the House amendments and agrees 


Why) TM 








LLCORD—HO u piu. ba’ {}7 
| Seba ime with the eleven an dments t » fo 
agreed to by the House. 
Amendm«e nts N - 1 and 2 e pl ! 
lieu of the word “ seacoast ” the wor 
question respecting the application of the bil 
Gulf of Mexico is avoided : 
Amendment No. 3 relieves the bill of ! 
avoids possible controversy ; 
Amendment No. 4 makes clear tl 
stations after establishment l proper 
Amendment No. 5 permits imp l 
| of jurisdiction by the State; 
| Amendment No. 6 removes from th IP j 8 
| reference to interstate commer e; 
Amendment No. 7 enlarges the purpose for I 
priation is made; 
Amendments Nos. 8, 9, 10, 111 are} : f ind 
monize the language of the section with ent } i 
W. P. PBUI 
| Invine P. Want 
C. L. BARTLE! 
Mana s on tl rt H 
Mr. WANGER. Mr. Speaker, I i 
ference report. > 
The question was taken; and 1o0f was 
On motion of Mr. WANGER, a moti ‘ 
vote was laid on the table. 
COLLECTION DISTRICTS IN 
The SPEAKER laid before the H 1 ] 
to establish additional collection 
and for other purposes, y 1S 
The Senate amendments we 
Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Speake to é 
an dments and fe l 
rhe « ‘STIOI 3f el l ] 
The SPEAKI v Fi l i ‘ { 
Mr. I rl i ( \I 
The SPRA , : 
, y I bw] \ 
l rr ¢ ( 
\ MONDELI Mr. S I 
» Ss ; d 
ry ques $ ind 
The SPEAKER | p 
I Mr. I d M S 
NI SULLOWAY h . 
I U 
SI AKER. i g 
rt ‘ as 
‘ 
‘I SPEAKER I 
tion 
Li 
Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. $ H 
itself into C mittee » \ H 
Union for lL (u 
making appro] ni 
ment f the r em i 7 
purpose 
The 1 was agreed 
A d Ly the i ? ly t ( 
Whole House on the state of the 1 r tl 
| eration of the bill H. R. 19844 \ 
bill ith Mr. Watson in the chair. 
The CHAIRMAN. The House is in V 
House on the state of the Union for 
| of the sundry civil appropriation bil 
Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I w to r 
66, beginning at line 3, the first } h 1 
ae Expenses of collection of revenue 1 s 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentieman f M 
that portion of the sundry civil bill f 
page 66, “ Expenses of the collection of 
| publie lands,” which was passed over w ut } 
previous day. The Clerk will read the par: ph. 
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The 


Clerk read as follows: 


OF THE COLLECTION OF REVENUE 


LANDS. 


FROM SALES OF PUBLIC 


Salaries For salaries 
receivers of 
$3,000 per 


receivers : 
and 
exceeding 


registers and 
district land offices 
offices, at not 


commissions of 
i commissions of registers of 

moneys at district land 
inum each, $500,060, 


LACEY. Mr. 


and 


Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 


ment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


At end of line 9, page 66, insert the following: 
“That no receivers of public moneys for land districts shall here- 
after be appointed, and in all cases where the term of office of such 
iver for any land district has expired or shall hereafter expire, 
nd in all cases where the office of such receiver for any land district 
or shall become vacant by reason of death, resignation, or re 
all the ] 
upon such receivers and upon the registers of the land office 
h district shall be imposed upon and exercised by such registers ; 
h registers shall, in addition to the duties thus imposed, 
f and attend to the public sale of Indian lands within their 
districts, as provided by law and official regulation, and 
untable under their official bonds for the proceeds of 
for all commissions, and other moneys received 
n under any provision of law or official regulation; and all 
and commissions now allowable under law to both I 
eivers shall, in all land offices for which there 
lic moneys, be paid to and accounted for 
manner and in like amounts in which they are now 
paid to and accounted for by such receivers ; 
f such registers shall in no case exceed $3,000 per annum. 
hat the ‘y of the Interior may appoint or designate a dep- 
y register, it regard to the requirements of the classified service, 
‘any land oftice in which there is not a receiver of public moneys, 
hief clerk shall receive such salary, payable from the appropria- 
r contingent expenses of land offices, as the Commissioner o 
al Land Office may authorize, and such chief clerk shall per 


fees, 


Secret 


he is appointed, or by official regulation, and he shall, dur- 
‘nce of such register, or in case of a vacancy in the office 
exercise all the powers, perform all the duties, and 
the obligations and penalties imposed upon such 
official regulation; but such chief clerk shall, be- 
the duties of his office. execute to the United States 
I as the said Secretary may prescribe, with 
ved security, for the faithful performance of his official duties; 
ch chief clerk shail be accountable under his official bond for 
h proceeds arising from the sale of public or Indian lands within 
district, and for such fees, commissions, and other moneys as may 
ne into his hands under any law or official regulation or direction. 
Mr. MONDELL. 
this is new legislation. 
Mr. LACEY. I will ask the gentleman from Wyoming to re- 
point of order. 
CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman make the point of 
order or reserve it? 
Mr. MONDELL. I mate the point of order. 
The CHAIRMAN. Thi 
gentleman from Iowa desire to be heard? 
r. GAINES of Tennessee. I hope the gentleman will reserve 
int of order until we can discuss the question. 
LACEY. I would like to be heard on the proposition. 
GAINES of 


vister, 
ct to all 
by law or 
itering upon 


nd in such enal sum 


serve the 


The 
eS the 


Tennessee. 
mxious to consider it in the House on its merits. 
Mr. MONDELL. I insist on my point of order. 
Phe CHAIRMAN. 
t of order 
the point of order? 
. LACEY. I would iil 
is disp cer] of. 
Chairman, this is a proposition to save the United States 


Does the gentleman from 


) 


rica SB5O0.000 a year 
the 
l 

1] suggested against it. 


understand the gentleman 


r uuld not he 
Ir. MONDELL. IT 
s the point of order? 
Ir. GAINES of Tennessee. The gentleman will certainly 
y the gentleman from Iowa to state his premises and state 
» that he can discuss the point of order as to whether 

lal proposition. 

1. It is an unusual proposition, unquestionably. 
is amount of money a year; and it being so un- 


‘ 


rises to 


id to be new, at least in this respect. 


rman, every once in a while I feel the wisdom of | 
tule, that any amendment on an appropriation 


the 


s the expenditures and money to 
competent, ought to be proper. I sup- 
of parliamentary law this amendment is 
ition; but yet I would like to have the Chair fully 
it before ruling upon it. 

In 1796 the land law was first enacted, providing for the open- 
he Northwest Territory. It provided that the governor 
rerritory and the Secretary of the Treasury should sell 


l saves 
t to be 
atter 

new propo 


—e _— 
Or? bit 


of that 
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vowers, duties, obligations, and penalties lawfully im- | 


have | 


but the compensation 


| leo -~o wvaare ac T > ac AT1 910 . 
ch duties as may be Girected tw iis ceabeeet ¢ the land ofice | last five years up to last June has been $1,471.216. If 


Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order | 


| Chair that he desired to discuss the point of order. 





: | Saints of the Lord!” 
gentleman makes the point of order. 


The matter was voted down in | 
ttee, and not considered in the committee, and we are | 


The gentleman from Wyoming makes the | 
Iowa desire to dis- | 


ke to be heard before the point of | 


a) land offices to do the work that ought to be done 
dis- | 


JUNE 13, 


the public land. Later on the act of May 10, 1800, was pa 
which provided for the registers of the land oflice to mate the 
sales and for receivers of the public moneys. The condit 

that time was peculiar. The public moneys received con 

of bank bills of various values and denominations, of Spanish 
milled dollars, of French money—in fact, of almost all king of 
money except money of the United States—and the proposition 
of taking care of that money and getting it into the Treasypy 
involved a good deal of difficulty, so that a special officer wag 
selected for that purpose. That officer being thus desicy ted 
and not being fully employed, ultimately was given authority 
to sit in connection with the register in land cases. Hayine 
been given that jurisdiction, the oflice of receiver has been 1» in. 
tained from 1800 down to the present time, long after al] ype. 
cessity for its existence has disappeared. 

The Commissioner of the General Land Office and the Scere. 
tary of the Interior in their official report this year have askeq 
that this office be abolished, and that the Register of the Lang 
Oflice be directed to perform the functions, which he ean qo 
without difficulty. There is no necessity for a receiver pow 
There is always a national bank near into which the money y 
be turned as a deposit by all land officers of the United sta; 
or nearly all, and by registered mail and postal order 
money can be readily covered into the Treasury 
or delay. The receiver is no longer necessary. 

Now, this proposition in the form in which I offer it does no 
do away at once with the receivers, but permits them to ¢ 
of office as their terms expire, and when one of them goes oy} 
there shall be no reappointment. The actual expense, as shown 
by the Commissioner of the Land Office, of this office for the 


s the 
See 

Without loss 

o 

a 


te 


office is abolished, it will be necessary to have one of the clerics 


| in the office designated to perform the duties of register in the 


absence of the register, and to perform the duties heretofore 
performed by the receiver in the absence of the register «| 
It will require the appointment of about twenty-five chief clerks 
in offices that now have no clerk and the designation of a chief 
clerk in each of the others from among the clerical force of the 


| Office. 


Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, my understanding is that 
the gentleman rose to discuss the point of order. 

Mr. LACEY. I am stating the proposition first. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa stated to the 
The Chair 
indulges the presumption that the gentleman from Iowa is lay- 


| ing the foundation for his discussion of the point of order. 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. “How firm a foundation, ye 
| Laughter. ] 
Mr. LACEY. I think if the gentleman from Wyoming under 
stands the proposition, he should withdraw the point of er 
in order to save the expenses of five or six receivers in his St 
It would increase the irrigation fund by that much. 
Mr. RUCKER. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Mr. LACEY. Yes. 


Mr. RUCKER. I do not want to ask a question that 


| in anywise induce the gentleman to discuss the merits of the 


proposition, but he said something a moment ago about 1 

number of clerks that would have to be appointed. 
Mr. LACEY. Yes; there would be about twenty-five. 
Mr. RUCKER. At increased salaries, and at every 

of Congress following we would be asked to increase then. 
Mr. LACEY. Oh, no; not at all. A clerk in 


eyery Ob 


“ates | that has a clerk now can be designated to act. 
, and I thought perhaps a proposition ! 
Government $250,000 is so unusual that the point | 


twenty 
to tl 


Mr. RUCKER. Would it not mean that about 
dudes from the District of Columbia would be sent out 


living in the district? 
Mr. LACEY. No; 
be selected outside the civil service, 


the amendment provides that tt 
so that we wou! 


| lieved from that difficulty as to these particular ap} 


The CHAIRMAN. It seems to the Chair that w 


| dering somewhat from the point of order. 


Mr. LACEY. I am being led away from the p 
by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Rucker]. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I desire to 
a question in regard to a statement of fact which 1 


acl th 
asK tile 


| I believe he has stated the figures which would 


saving in expense to the Government if receivers 
away with. ; 

Mr. LACHEY. Yes; there would be that saving. — 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I should like to ask 
tleman if the fees of registers and receivers are Not '« 
the moneys which they receive, and is it not a fact thet 
instances those fees are paid by entrymen? 

Mr. LACEY. Substantially all paid by entrymen. 








1906. 












_ > t 
ary BURKE of South Dakota. Is it not true that there is no The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is well taken, and the 
1 r registers and receivers above $500 a year, except | Chair is ready to rule. The Chair sustains the point of order 
; ns: that is, that if the commissions exceed $500 a Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, in line 7, page 66, I move to 
vi salary is paid? | strike out the following words “And receivers of publi 
: \CEY. We appropriated last year out of the commis- | Moneys. 
ved by these officers for their public services $285,835. The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment 
I s proposition that would all have been saved, every The Clerk read as follows: 
it, except about $25,000 to pay for additional clerks, | a " : 
net saving of about $260,000, based on last year’s one é, page 66, strike out the word d re 3 of public 
Now, I wish to incorporate in my remarks a state- 7 
bv the Commissioner of the General Land Office. Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of « er 
of each receiver is $500, with fees of his office in | that that is a change of existing law and new legislation 
to $3,000. Mr. LACEY. I am ready for the Chair to rule on the point 
\ \FFORD. I wish to inquire whether, in the opinion | of order. 
- the gentleman is speaking on the point of order? | The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order, 
CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opinion that up to| A motion to strike out is not subject to a point of order. 
, he gentleman has not seriously discussed the point of Mr. LACEY. Now, Mr. Chairman, I think I have already 
obtained leave to insert in my remarks the report of the Com 
LACEY. Mr. Chairman, I have almost completed my | missioner of the General Land Office upon this subject; and if 
; to the facts. I want to incorporate the state- | not, I ask leave to do it now. 
the Commissioner, which I will not take the time to| The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
' gentleman from Iowa to print as a part of his remar the 
‘| CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent | extract from the report of the Commissioner of the General 
| his remarks in the Recorp. Is there objection? Land Office? 
VILLIAMS. I understood the gentleman from Illinois There was no objection. 
wee MA yesterday to say that he was going to object to all The following is the portion of the report referred to: 
debate. I do not see him in his seat at this moment, | | i aatalaaitin 2 
shat dlannael on % rreanal frier * hte RECOMMENDATION THAT THE OFFICE OF RECEIVER | PUBLIC M ; 
what disposed, as a pe rsonal friend of his, to do FOR UNITED STATES LAND OFFICES SHOULD BE ABOLISHED AND A 
he gave notice he would do if he were here. I do QUARTER OF A MILLION DOLLARS ANNUALLY SAVED TO TH N- 
his can possibly bear upon the point of order. MENT. 
CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair thinks not The office of receiver of public moneys was created by t t of 
‘ . : Af. « » ite wie , ae , 1 ¥ : 
‘AINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, it does bear upon -. 1 00 (2 Stat. L., 73 a0 ereb fe r lar ffi w tab- 
: ae ished, each to e upder the direction o to be ed ¢ 
t raer, he aust it states the law. register of the land office. Certain lands we y the terms of the 
CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa has the floor, | act, to be sold, and all the payments therefor we be made r 
vthing to say on the point of order. [Cries of | to the Treasurer of the United States or to such person ¢ 1S 
oe ty ; should be appointed by the President of the United States, wit the 
An ~s : 3 f oa advice and consent of the Senate, receiver of | money 
\ OSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will By that act the duties of receivers were, generally speaking, to 
1 should like to ask what improvement on present er a and re op for moneys paid for the } of lat i 
, pie a “ie : : : tin auiy pay over and account for the same Subsequer as other d 
=e imed that this amendment will make? offices were created, the several acts establishing the same made the 
Mr. LACEY. It will provide that one man shall do the work | same provisions for the appointment of a register and receive 
duplicated by two. It is just the opposite of the old | each, and this is a requirement of the law as it now stands (Se 
7 ‘ | R. S., sec. § 
f making Ww . rg Tass ‘Tre y > grew f'n” J -) : : * . : 
of making two bfades of grass wher only one grew The apparent object in appointing receivers was, perhaps, ma 
We would have one employee of the Government where | for the convenience of purch: wublic lands. who were thé 
before. The work would be done as well by one. ae -y necessity « ents direct » the Tre r 
ert SAR ° 5 scalars a: Sheen ‘ of the nited States, and given r to whom, and a place e, 
tOSVENOR. And it would change the law to that | p.yments in purchase of lands n ight be made with a mini oo 
inconvenience. In those days the transn n of mey f 
fhY.« It would change the law to that extent. become th the Treasury was attended with much le, 
7 mr : . : } Ganger oO oss. 
OSVENOR. Then is there any necessity to argue this | The duty of the register, as his name implies, was largely t f 
irther on the point of order made by the gentleman? | recording officer. 
Mr. LA 1 It is not a mere question of academic study. I seen tt . act referr d 2 neither the register nor recei 
i ‘ c .: ail . clothed with any judicial function, nor were they required 
> the ¢ aes oo Rules ue ve us an opportunity | jointly in any particular. The judicial, or q 1-j dic 
unt of money, and that is the reason I want to | appears to have been first conferred by the act of March S 
| ire the House | which provided that the register and receiver w d hear t 
\ : ass “e ed : |} relative to mistakes and report the same with their opinion 
NDELL, — Mr. Chairman, I desire to discuss the point | Treasurer of the United States. : 
! k it is not necessary to discuss it at any great By the act of May 24, 1824 (4 Stat. 1 s1), tl ‘egiste I 
ceiver, or either of them, might administer an <« I 
- ais aie ‘ a aoe aaa By the act of May 29, 1830 (4 Stat. L., 420 I f of s 
CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule on the proposi- and improvements should be made to the satisfaction of tl 
and receiver. 
MONDELL. I desire to discuss it briefly for the enlight- By oo act of —e a 1840 aoe wt t. L., x a econ > 
; a . . auirec o make satisfactory roo his <« r residence be 
e Chair and the House. The gentleman from Lowa, | Fesister and receiver. i's . 
e point of order, made the claim that it was in the By t act of September 4, 1841 (5 Stat. L., 456 st 
lomy. If, as a matter of fact, it was permissible | the ris of preempt arising between different sett 
Sal . 3 : . a > a be settled by the reg and receiver, subje f I 
» point of order to go into that question of econ- | }. ‘tne Secretary of e Tr urvy. whose ‘ ‘ sdi ¥ 
be clearly demonstrated to the satisfaction of | transferred to the General Land Office by 10 of ‘ 
of the House that the Government would not save -_ 12, 1858 Ledlereg L., Bab ; : 
» sholitin AR ine lina teseees alt tte, Clawnane rhe substance of the two last-mentioned s ssed 
ition of the office of receiver of the General 2973. Revised Statutes. Indeed in « ‘ Aistal 
judicial, function has been conferred ri y ! e ré 
If that is correct, why not reserve the point of | receiver, except where andenment , by the f s 2 
us discuss it? I would like a little light on it oe a) at teal coors eames 
‘. ( es of aband it, as i ll ther ‘fore 
LL. My understanding is that the committee | office, both 1 oon - te te 
( . } +} +: . . S 4 irmlv es is ha . le . 
with the bill and did not desire to have a long A : ae eit wn ae re iets 7 
» subject. As a matter of fact. this would lead performance of the duties ov fice ; 
of officers appointed by the President for the From a consideration of | regoing it app that t 
4 oa ha race ae hava } mm oradnalla¢ ‘ ; a ‘ ¢ . 
tant duties w re hey are ac the receiver have been gradually extended from s f f 
or duties with which the ire 2 ing and accounting for public moneys to those of an offi os : 
ervice clerks, and in the main the change idicial functions, joint and coordinate with that of the reg 
; il charge upon the Treasury. The gentle it is believed that existing condit ul i to ¥% 
ive forgotten that f thi anaes Pint} of suggest the abolition of the office of the receiver, and t 
; () . a - at of this appropriation ; the register of the functions now performed by the r¢ 
1 ; (000 is a charge upon the Treasury of the} following reasons: 
» S balance being funds received as fees and 1. The volume of work n w_ transact 1 and Dp 
—s | if we save this amount it will flow not into | ™20Y, !f not all, of the local offices Is not such as to 
P the United States, but into the reclamation The following table, covering all the land of ‘ t 
oe ber of clerks, the number of entries, the al it t 
M SJ RD Mr ho} : ; expense of each office: and also show t ‘ i] i ! 
D. Mr. Chairms ake tl ‘der J on ee es : 
that the I hairman, I make the point of order colves’ (the resteter oud yecsiver each receive the sa compens 





in is not discussing the point of order. \ 
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for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1905: 


LATA DDAATART A 
CON GRESS 


ey \ \ 
a EVWIN LA 





Number of— | le 
| c nee of 
ne Total wxpense of ( 


| i maintain- 
lclerks,| .Ea- | receipts. naintain 
| 


nse of Com pensa- 
tionof | Land office. 


ing office receivers. 
' 


; ing office 
tries. ing office. 





Waterville, Wash 2 | 2,069 | $°9,761. 
Ashland, Wis-_-..... | --| 444 14, 534. 
Eau Claire, Wis 560 8, 444. 
Wausau, Wis-_--.. 535 10, 306. 
3uffalo, Wyo -..-. Bz 58,360. 
Cheyenne, Wyo-....... 933 43, 601. 
Douglas, Wyo ..... * | 538 26, 760.15 
Evanston, Wyo 508 
Lander, Wyo 543 . 

| Sundance, Wyo 1,018 26, 889. 08 


MIT offices --.2-------| 154 {140,284 $, 136,376.76 | 815,496. 1 


Of the foregoing ces, the following have recently been 
luntsville, Ala.; Prescott, Ariz.; Marysville, Cal.: Ak 
Wakeeney, Kans.; Booneville and Ironton, Mo.; McCook, 
Ashland and Eau Claire, Wis. 

II. The existence of the dual responsibility is the oc 
quent and chronic disagreement between the register and 
the consequent prejud of the local office, its conduct, 
are affected thereby. Each charges the other with res; 
any neglect or misfeasance which may be found to exist th 

This friction develops at times into a recrimination 
which precludes that prompt and cordial cooperation ne 
effective administration of the joint duties of the dual of 
been the cause of much complaint from the public aff 
expenditure of much time and labor by this office gnd 
in the effort to compose such differences and harmonize 
issue, so as to restore them as a working unit to the cond 
mal efficiency. It is obvious that a sole responsibility f 
of the local office would necessarily tend to a stimulati 
charge of duty, consequent upon the certain knowledge o 
the officer responsible that there could be no successful 
his part to evade the consequences of neglect or n 
attributing it, as is now frequently done, to his joint 
entire clerical force of the office would be under one « 
influence. Exactness of method, certitude of informat 
uniformity of conduct, harmony of decision, and indis; 
sibility for error or misfeasance would take the place of 
conditions which are too often prevalent in the local off 

IlI. The convenience of frequent access to and in 
local offices is now such as to enable this office to k 
times reasonably informed of the methed and eflicienc 
duct, as it could not do in former times, owing to the |! 
and telegraphic communication between this office ar 
subordinate officials and the absence of the thorough 
tem of frequent inspection now in forge. 

The absence of the present system and facilities for 
and inspection may have been one reason whicl 
creation of the land offices, the desirability of havin 
would operate as a check each upon the other. That 
reasons just stated, no longer exists. 

IV. We are now brought to the consideration of the 
tion as a joint officer. 

As hereinbefore pointed out, he is required to act % 
in the performance of every judicial or quasi-judi 
the death, removal, or disqualification of either the 
disqualifies the other, and results in practically cl 
condition which often occurs. 

Such a condition results in great inconvenience ar 

lic and to all those who have or desire to tran 
; and creates a congestion of business oft 
All such results as now ensue from the death, 
or disqualification of the receiver would | 
ster clothed solely with the authority now joint 
ers and suitable provision made for the appoi 
lerk to act in the absence of the register. 

’. It is believed that the relief from the 
hereinbefore pointed out by the abolition of tl 

3 the problematical benefit ensuing from x 
function with the register. It is not clear why he wa 
Be the reason what it may, now, when the principles 
due inception of claims made under the public-land | 
li i, and the local offices are under constant inst i 
inspection, and the right of appeal freely given with | 
its expeditious exercise and its prompt disposition, wit 
coming under the notice of this office closely scanned 
and correction of error therein, it is believed that t 
the continuance of the concurrent action by tw 
one, is far less than the necessity for that inc1 
economy which may be accomplished by the aboli 
receiver. 

VI. It is estimated that the abolition of the « 
public moneys will result in a saving to the Go 
$250,000 per annum. 

The following table will show the compensation \ 
to the several receivers of public moneys for eat 
five years: 


Fiscal year ended June 30— 


ind 


‘ 
t 
YT 





> GB Haake 


1-20 OD) 


140} +3- 





Total for the past five years 


At the present time the following duplicate rr 
local land offices, viz: Register of mineral receipt 
stead receipts; register of final homestead recei 
receipts, desert lands; register of cash receipts, an 
account of coal-land receipts; homestead contest a 

The apparent reason for keeping these duplica 
for the purpose of having one officer a check up 
under the present method of bandling business 1 
there is little danger of defaleation or misappropria 











4 neral Land Office keeps a record of all disposals of public land 
oo es the local offices to properly and promptly account for the 
hey should receive therefor. Therefore, if the office of receiver 

shed the practice of keeping duplicate sets of books would 

inued and a great saving made in clerical labor in the local 

which, it is believed, would offset the loss of the services 

receivers. There would also be a consequent saving of 

















she ¢ furnishing all such duplicate books or records. 
; reful consideration of the matter, it is my opinion that 
office of receiver be abolished, with the consequent keeping 
. rementioned records and general simplifying of the work, 
' id be no necessity for an increase in the clerical force in the 
* ices where clerks are now employed. It would undoubtedly 
aa ry to place a clerk in each of the twenty-five offices where 
now employed, and this would require an increase of $25,000 | 
opriation for contingent expenses of land offices. 

1 in the foregoing, and for the reasons therein stated, I am 

, that there is no necessity for the ¢ ntinuance of the office 
; ' ‘ public moneys for United States .and offices, and that 

he in the interest of both economy anu good administration 
‘ the office and vest the duties of receiver in the register, the 
to effect July 1, 1906. 

Mr. LACHY. Mr. Chairman, I want to say very briefly that 
there psolutely no necessity for the continuation of the 
ofice of receiver of the land office. The work is duplicated 

rezister and the receiver. All of their work is sub- 

lv duplicated. When they sit together as judges in | 

1 land ease, if they disagree, there is no decision, and 

3 3 oo . ¢ ew | 

be certified by the Land Office, and if they agree, it 

( strengthen the proposition. So that in any event 

thes es now are supernumerary. The reasons that existed 

+) 7800. when the law was passed, have long since passed away. 

if it is a desirable office, it carries a salary of $3,000 a year, 

with very little, if anything, to do, and there is nothing so 

sacred an abuse; there is nothing so persistent as a sine- | 

a ‘ these offices have persisted all these years, until now 

the I irtment itself has come to Congress and asked to be 

1 i from the appointment of any more of them, and that 

n should be permitted to perform the duties which prac- | 

iy he has to do anyhow, and the Government should be | 
relieved from the additional expense. 

Mr. HOGG. Will the gentleman from Iowa permit a ques- 


rhe CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa yield to 
the gentleman from Colorado? 
Mr. LACEY. Certainly. 


Mr. HOGG. If your amendment prevails, what will be the 
effect on the local land office—what oflicer is authorized to 
receive the 1 oney? | 

Mr. LACEY. If this amendment prevails, some different ar- | 
rangement will have to be made. That is one way of getting 

remedy when an abuse occurs. When an abuse occurs and 
we can 


not get it in any other way, we should strike out the 
ation. Congress will then be compelled to act, and 
one of the remedies that Congress always has in its 
Let me illustrate. Suppose this involved the preroga 
of the Senate, the appointment of all these receivers, 103, 
with the advice and consent of the Senate, and they did | 
to relinquish that prerogative; the House can cut 
and compel action in this way. That is the object 

ot th endment. 





Mr. WILLIAMS. Does the gentleman really suppose the 
Hou ld ever have the courage to do it? | 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Under the law as it now 
Ss, « rather, is not this the law, that the Secretary of 

r has the power to make the necessary rules and 
to carry out the laws which Congress ordains, and 
.e proper regulations if we strike out this appro- | 
i 
\ TA t" 2° | 
t Y. I do not think so. 
Mr. | ES of Tennessee. I think he can. 
Mr. LACEY. I think if we strike out this appropriation we | 
ised the high function of the House of Repre- | 
) away with offices by refusing the salaries, and | 
¢ some further legislation in order that public 
eed. 

Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gen- | 
lowa if it is not true that the mere effect of strik- | 
ropriation will in no way relieve the liability | 
ent to pay the receivers? Their duties are pre- | 
They are appointive officers. They will per- | 
es, and their salaries continue and the Govern- | 
ble | 
Mi \MS. Where is there any authority to pay them 

os Inakes an appropriation? 
oe iS. They will go to the Court of Claims and 
reas This method is an heroic remedy, and one that | 


seldom applied. It is 


o a remedy that was used 
i in the old country 
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and used with effect. It| I should be delighted to aid any legislation that w 


is a remedy that can be 
used for many years, 


used here, and, 


re is a good place 


while it has not Nn 
he 


i 


to put it in oper i 





in this House to-day by cutting off the supplies of th 
numerary and unnecessary officer 
Mr. MARTIN. I do not understand that the gent! l 
Iowa answered the question. My question Would 1 
liability of the Government to these receivers contin 
after we failed to make this appropriation as | 
Mr. LACEY. That goes without saying. 1 the | 
go into the Court of Claims. But they would have to 
appropriation later on, however. They we end b 
compelled to submit to the action of Coner 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gent in f 1 | 
expired. 
Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman proposes by 
this indirect method to do away with an office estab] 
one hundred and ten years ago. The receivers of 1 
land oftices have been a part of the public land ad 
since the foundation of { Government, and for the last 
five years they have been important judicial officers of t] 
ernment. In my opinion no officers of the Government 
rendered more helpful or important service than the rece 
the land offices of the country. It is not true that they 
| supernumeraries. It is not true that the existence of tl 
system of register and receiver creates an unnecessary du 
tion of work to any considerable extent, and so far as it does 


it is due to departmental regulations which can be amends 
These two officials sit as judge, jury, and State’s attorney in 
land cases. They have to pass upon the rights 





appearing before them in cases involving d and 1 
values oftentimes running into the millions. They, as 
agents of the Government, must settle important and dive 

| fied questions of law, fact, and equity as between the Govern 
ment and settlers and entrymen in the case of practically every 
| tract of public land disposed of in these United States. The 
| system has in the main worked well. There has been little com 
plaint of it in a hundred years until within the past year. 


Those who have had to do with lcecal land offices, who under- 
stand the working of the dual system, believe that to abol 
the office of receiver would not only not be the interest of 
the Government, but would work great hardship and i: 
to the settler and entryman. These 


officers 


receive compensa- 
tion ranging from $750 to $3,000. They receive salaries of 
$500, the balance of their emoluments being commissions on 
the sales of land and fees. I do not intend to take up the time 
of the committee in the discussion of the many and i rtant 
duties performed by these officers, of the check and safeguard 
to the interest of the settler and the Government alike h 
the office insures, but I want to discuss briefly the tion 
from the standpoint of economy. 

The gentleman from Iowa has stated that the 


this office would result i 


na saving to the Tre 





States of something like $250,000. Mr. Chairman, I 
ean be proven without any difficulty whatever that t] 
be no saying to the Treasury in the abolition of the « 
ceiver, but that on the contrary, the! ll be a 
charge laid on the Treasury by the abolition of 
I stated a moment ago, the salaries of reg ! 
are $500 per annum. There are in the United States | 
land offices with a register and re ver, \ 
amount to a thousand dollars. 

The CHAIRMAN. The ti of the gentle 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Cha in, IT ask u 
continue for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from \ ) 
mous consent to proceed for five n i 

There was ho ¢ bje 1on. 

Mr. MONDELEL. So that the charge w 
this item is $117,000. That sum comes « y 
Treasury of the United States. The further 
registers and receivers come fr ‘ 1 
the terms of the national reclamation act ll 1 l f 
commissions over and above thos aid reg i 
flow into the national reclamation fund, so that if 4 
by this proposed legislation you would not save to t 
of the United States, but to the national reel 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, who owns the national r« m 

Mr. MONDELL. I think that the United Stat ( 
the arid-land States get the benefit of it. 

Mr. PAYNE. The money that comes out of that 
of the United States, does it not? 

Mr. MONDELL. Well, not exactly; it « s fi 
of lands and fees and commissions. I col 


the country that is benefited by the natio1 
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that fund if it could be aided without harm both to the Gov- | dispensed with, and admitting for the sake of argument 
ernment «and to intending settlers, but it can not be done in this | these additional clerks received only $1,000 apiece, this 
way without working great hardship on settlers and causing | entail an expense for salary of $117,000, where we n 
a great loss to the Government. | Salaries amounting to $58,500. So that instead of the 
Mr. BONYNGE. Will the gentleman yield for a question? ury saving $58,500, there would be an additional charee 
Mr. MONDELL. Certainly. | the Treasury of $58,500 by the change proposed. 
BONYNGE. Has there been a bill pending before the| It is true that the reclamation fund would gain al] ¢) 
ittee on Public Lands for the abolition of the office of | Treasury lost and more, as all fees and commissions noy 
‘rs during this session? | to receivers which would not by operation of law go 
MONDELL. Oh, yes; this question has been thrashed | register were the former office abolished would go 
| reclamation fund. Now, those of us who come from 
Has the committee made a report? regions, where the reclamation law operates, would be ye; 
(continuing). By the committee having | indeed, to secure this additional sum for the reclamai 
ubject at great length, with the result that | and have the cost of the maintenance of the land offices 
t unanimously refused to abolish these | upon the Treasury, which this proposition would ¢ 
shing over old straw. have too keen an appreciation of the value both to tly 
rennessee. What committee refused; did the | ment and the settler of the services of receivers to 
mittee refuse unanimously? to dispense with them, even to the pecuniary advanta 
I said almost. reclamation fund. 
rennessee. The gentleman is mistaken about But the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payn; 
trying to reconsider it now, and I hope will | me, rather chidingly, that the reclamation fund 
the people of the United States, though we are now 
Yes; trying to reconsider it, but we have | the West, and so I will discuss the matter from the sj 
The decision was almost unanimous, and | of economy, as though whatever saving there michi 
House would be equally unanimous if the | in the end amount to the same thing whether saved to the 
derstood and diseussed. In the first place, | or the Treasury direct. 
ing to the Treasury. If there was any, The Commissioner of the General Land Office, in his peyoy 
» national reclamation fund, but, Mr. ; for 1905, recommends that the office of receiver of pyhiic 
ian, ere woulk » no saving either to the Treasury or moneys for United States land offices be abolished. and he 
reclamation fund. The gentlemen are unfortunate in | states that a quarter of a million of dollars would annuaily oo 
mathematics. They assume that to abolish the office of | saved to the Government thereby. The Commissioner pases his 
er means saving of all the fees and commissions now | estimate of alleged saving on the fact that the total coy 
to the receivers, when, as a matter of fact, under the | tion of the 117 receivers last year was $285,000, and 
tion of the law, the moment you abolish the office of re- | offices could be abolished without incurring any additio 
‘in an office below the maximum the fees and commissions | penditures the saving would, of course, be the amo f 
the maximum go to the remaining officer, and that on the | salary now paid. The Commissioner gives it as his opinion 


i 


f last year’s business reduces this alleged saving some- | the only additional assistance that would be required 


reas. 


upon 


\ar 
esa. 


like $125,000. In addition to that, Mr. Chairman, there | abolishment of the office of receiver would be one clerk ai 
be an additional charge upon the Treasury directly, ac- | $1,000 a year in each of the twenty-five land offices, where nw 
ing to the statement of the Commissioner of the General | clerks are now employed. This would entail an expense 
id Office, by the appointment of twenty-five civil-service clerks | $25,000, and, subtracting that from $275,000, the estima‘ 
a thousand dollars a year, he says—probably at fifteen hun- | amount which would be paid to receivers the coming year und 
dollars—and in addition to that those who are acquainted | the law as it now stands, the Commissioner arrives at his est 
th the operations of the land laws and the work in local land | mate of $250,000 as the amount that would be save 
fully appreciate the fact that within a year of the aboli- | abolition of this office. 
of the oflice of receiver there would probably be an addi- It is my opinion that the question of cost of maintaini 
ice clerk in every land office in the United States, | office of receiver of public moneys is by no means the 
» clerks in the aggregate would cost more than the re- | portant matter for consideration in this connection 
7 CO ceivers do perform very important and valuable services 
ie United States at this time 117 land offices. | Government and entrymen; but looking at the m 
ceivers receive $500 each in salary, the total | the standpoint of economy alone I am unable to ag 
‘opriation which is a charge upon the Treas- | Commissioner’s estimate of the saving that would 
of the salaries of these officers, or $1,000 for | the office were abolished. 
r $117,600 of the $500,000 appropriated. The The fact is that the saving could by no possibility 
the appropriation, as I have stated, is simply a | the full sum of the compensation of the receiver 
he total amount which registers and receivers | additional clerks were required. The amount saved i 
to retain of the fees and commissions collected | in all cases where the compensation of each officer is | 
the fiscal year, to which they are entitled by | $1,750 is only $500, if no additional-clerk is required. 
his portion of the appropriation if saved, would | son for this is plain. The register and receiver re 
e Treasury, but go to the reclamation fund, | salary of $500 each, and above this commissions s 
iid become part of those surplus fees and com- | until the maximum compensation of $3,000 each is r 
s of allowances to registers and receivers which | proposed amendment abolishing the office of rec 
lamation fund. that the register shall receive fees in like amounts | 
condition of affairs, let us discuss for a | now paid to both register and receiver up to the ! 
1 as to the actual saving to the Treasury pensation, so that the register would, if the offi 
States by the abolition of this office. As I have | were abolished, receive the fees now going to | 
he actual outlay by the Treasury for the payment | maximum allowance of $2,500 in fees and 
receivers is approximately $117,000. If the | case wherever the total compensation of recei\ 
were abolished, however, half of this amount | $2,500 they would all go to the register, and tl 
be saved to the Treasury, provided there were no case wherever the total compensation of receiv« 
ade upon the Treasury by reason of the abolition | $1,750, or $500 salary and $1,250 fees. 
it the Commissioner of the General Land Office, The report of the Commissioner shows tl 
rel: » the abolition of the office, says that | twenty-one offices where the compensation of t! 
‘cessary to appoint a thousand-dollar | less than $1,750 last year. The saving in these o! 
the twenty-five offices, where no | away with the receivers would be twenty-one 
perform the duties now performed by | $10,500 if no additional clerks were employed 
i reduce the saving of $58,500 to | missioner, however, contemplates the appointn 
hat was the only added expense, but I am of | clerk at each of these offices, there would be, a 
rractically everyone who has had experience | an added expenditure of $10,500 in these tv 
methods and who is informed in regard to | instead of a gain of that amount. The Comm! 
rk in local land offices will agree, first, that | evidently estimates a saving in these offices of 1 
nt clerks for $1,000 apiece to take the | cf present compensation of the receivers, 
if the receivers, such clerks would ultimately receive at | twenty-one offices above referred to amounic 
$1,500, and that in addition t#ereto every land office wouhl | $26,367.71. If from this estimated saving we su 
an additional clerk if the services of the receiver were | the actual saving in this item (doubly offset, ho 


I 
} 
ke 


.T) 
at 


d $10,500, 


yer, by the 
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<tra clerks), we have here the sum of $15,867.71 to be tions, and to substitute for them « ( clerks, ] 
from the Commissioner’s estimate of saving. at a somewhat lessened cost, who, by reason 
his all by any means, for the saving in the offices | of their preparation and training, can not possil t 
ceiver receives between $1,750 and $3,000 would be | knowledge or experience necessary to qualify tl 
ns the full amount of the compensation of the re- | justly and equitably on questions arising between cl r 
to mention the sums necessary for additional clerks. | between a claimant and the Government. 
f this class the saving, if no additional clerks were It is not only a movement in the dirs m of further cen 
ould be the difference between the amount of total | tralization, but in the direction of still furt! mir y 
( tion of both registers and receivers and the | opportunity of the settler to secure a fair statement 
000. the maximum salary; for wherever the register | basis of his claims in the first instance, thereby in yg 
are receiving less than the maximum the aboli- | necessity for expensive appeal. 
officer would give the other officer the maximum The assumption that the work pert ed by every 1 
; | ceiver receiving above $1,750 a year can be ‘formed by tl 
thirty-nine offices where the compensation of each | register and the clerks without mal help is not 
ove $1,750 and below the maximum last year. | opinion, justified by the facts. If,as a matter of fact, tl 
nensation of receivers in these thirty-nine offices | receivers who are not performing valuable services y ld 
‘$90,637.61, and this is evidently the amount the | their places as the sinecure which the Commissioner s s to 
y : estimates is to be saved. As a matter of fact, | consider them, it is, it occurs to me, the duty of the } ‘rior 
» additional clerk were required after the receiver | Department to demand of such officers that they resign I 
the saving would only be the sum of the amounts | make way for those who will perform faithfully and dilig 
ibined compensation in each office exceeded | the duties incumbent upon them, rather than make the possil 
d the combined compensation of registers and re- | shortcomings of a few the basis of a virtual indictment < 
se thirty-nine offices last year was $181,347.22. If | of these officers. 
ended by the Commissioner abolishing the office That receivers of the land office generally are rendering 
the registers in all of these offices would re- | efficient, valuable, and faithful service, both to the G 
1um compensation of $3,000 each, or $117,000 | ment and the settler, which can not possibly be eq 
ng, if no additional clerks were required, would | performed either in the interests of the Gov 
$181,347.22 less $117,000, or $64,347.22, and not | settler, and particularly the latter, by the ‘ re ( 
compensation of receivers. clerk, no matter what salary he received, I am in 
bove it will be seen that we must again revise | testify from personal knowledge. 
sioner’s figtres by further reducing the estimated I am of the opinion that it might be in 
ving by the difference between the amount of | service to provide that wherever the com ‘ 
imates in the class of cases above cited (the | ceiver falls below $1,500 per annum for two secu  y 
pensation of receivers), $90,637.61, and the ac- | the office shall be abolished, and the duties performed | l 
under the terms of his proposed bill, $64,347.22, | register. This would n be a measure of « iomy, but ild 
being $26,290.39. Add this excess to the excess | insure offices where the business is light having one offic vi 
s of cases and we have the sum of $42,159.10 to | received enough to pay a good man to give all his time and 


the Commissioner’s estimate of saving, leaving it | attention to it. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I want to call the 
not all by any means. The Commissioner esti- | attention of the committee to 2 few facts about this matter 
ks will be required in all offices where there | came, in part at least, to the attention of the members of the C 
| 


id I have pointed out to you that to furnish | mittee on Public Lands. The gentleman from Wyomin Mr 








even $1,000 a year will entail an extra expense | Monpett ]—who, by the way, has receivers in his State d ng 
. 0 above the present cost of running these offices. | $14,479 as salaries, according to the official figures fw al 
re needed, in the opinion of the Commissioner, in | by the Land Office, which I have in my hand—is opposed t 
¢ the compensation is now small and therefore | this. Now, gentlemen, the Land Office has repeatedly 
ht, how much more will they be needed if the | mended the abolition of these offices: and one of the r 
receiver now gets from $1,750 to $3,000 per | gentlemen, why they are ecomli ding t | 
t a rather violent assumption that fifty-four | cause the duties of the receiy e duties of 
receive $3,000 each, that pass daily on many | are practically identical, and this report in s tal 
ns and handle vast sums of money, can be} The report of the Land Office complains that, the dut 


nd no provision whatever made for anyone | two men being the same, they are constantly clashing 
ces and perform their duties? My opiuion is | each other’s orders and opinions, to the pul 


iid have to be and would be within a year a| office is an old one—established in 1800—and the reasons f 





every one of these land offices, and that in all | have disappeared, and the Department says that is u 
this clerk would receive $1,500 per year. | Sary now, besides being a great expense to the ] 
se clerks would, under the terms of the pend- | amount of $285,835.32 per year. 
led officers of the Government, clothed with} Mr. RUCKER. Mr. Chairman 
in eases which often involve property worth | ‘The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman f 1 Tennes 
ds of dollars and in the aggregate many mil- | Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I do 
ises practically all of the property of a citi-| Mr. RUCKER. I understood the gentleman to say 
in land offices now receive $1,200 a year, | ago the Commissioner was perpetually re: nd 
ks would be the chief clerks and clothed with | lition of these offices. 
they would undoubtedly receive at least Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I so understand. 
Mr. RUCKER. Are you advised about 
land offices. The Commissioner has estimated Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I think I . 
allest and least important of these offi | Mr. RUCKER. I understand to the cont 
000 clerks. Surely the remaining 92 will re-| Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I will ask g 
f clerks, if we dispense with receivers now | lowa [Mr. Lacey] if the Department has 1 
1.750 to $3,000. This would involve a further | peatedly the abolition of these off 37 
0 per annum, still further reducing the Com Mr. LACEY. I would say the word “ repeatedly 


ly 


e by this amount and leaving the net saving 
possibly $69,840.90, probably less. 


S apply. 
| 


Mr. GAINES of Ten ee. Well, all right it | 








as to the possible saving by the abolishment | recommended in his last report, from which | l re 
r is comparatively unimportant when con Mr. TAWNEY. If the gentleman from Tennesss 
with the importance of the policy in- |! to page 416 of the hearings before the Co ittec \ 
sition is simply one of dispensing with the | priations, he will there find the testimony « Cc 
Is, appointed by the President from among | of the Land Office in favor of the abolition of ese off 
ple, of men who are conversant with condi Mr. GAINES of Tennesse Of course, and here 
F land States, and who have had in the | report I have in my hand. Here, gentlemen, e the v 
oo considerable experience with the workings of | and many reasons of the Department for { 
; Ws, and are qualified to weigh intelligently | I read one 
: ests the evidence presented from the stand- 


; > . P That the necessity, for the reasons just 
well as of equity and good faith, which . : 


control in the settlement of public-land ques- The reasons for having the receiver no | er exi 


IVULIRCL 
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nm to this: 


now firmly established that the office is one, while its body is 

A vacancy in either office disqualifies the remaining incumbent 
e performance of the duties of his own office. 

! existing conditions are such as to warrant and 

ition of the office of the receiver, and the vesting in 


bel AZ ‘ that 
the al 
inctions now performed by the receiver, for the 


‘vister of the f 
following reasons: 

he yolume of 

if not all, of 

P both officers. 

The existence of the dual 


work 
the 


now transacted and receipts of money at 
local offices is not such as to require the servy- 


responsibility is the occasion of fre- 
quent and chronic disagreement between the register and receiver, to 
the « on sequent prejudice of the local office, its conduct, and all who 
are affected thereby. Each charges the other with responsibility for 
any m winet or misfeasance which may be found to exist therein. 

{11. The convenience of frequent aecess to and inspection of the 
local oflices is now such as to enable this office to keep itself at all 
times reasonably informed of the method and efficiency of their con- 
duct, as it could not do in former times, cwing to the lack of railroads 
and telegraphic communication between this office and many of its 
su BB vec officials and the absence of the thorough and efficient 
system of frequent inspection now in force. 

And so on. 

Now, then, 
the Department states what the law is, Mr. Chairman, 
charges a duplication of work by the receiver and register, their 
duties being practically the same. 

By the act of May 24, 1824, the register and the receiver, or either 
of them, might administer an oath. 

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman yield to me for a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Just a moment, for a question. 

Mr. MONDELL. Does the gentleman consider having a jury 
of twelve men to pass upon important questions a duplication of 
work? 

Mr. 
of twelve 
twelve. 


in these cases. 


Mr. Chairman, 
ean get it, 


GAINES of Tennessee. 
men every time I 


I am for a jury 
but two men are not 
If not, they should have the right. There is no 
jury before a register or a receiver. 

Mr. MONDELL. They are the jury and the judge. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The report says: 

by the act of May 29, 1830, 
hould be made to the satisfaction of the register and receiver. 

It must be to the satisfaction of both of the officers. Now, 
here that that is not necessary ; 
are constantly clashing, and the Commissioner 
one man responsible for the work and to pay one 
what two men are certainly doing. 

Mr. MONDELL rose. 

Che CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Tennessee 
to the gentleman from Wyoming? 

Mr. GAINES Tennessee. I decline to yield. 
further 

By the 
factory 

They 
Department 
authority. 

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, 
had ten minutes. 
House further than to explain the law and answer the gentle- 
man’s speech. This report says: 

At the time the following duplicate records are kept in all 

| land viz: Register of mineral receipts; register of home- 
d receipts; register of final homestead receipts; register of final 
ipts, desert lands; register of cash receipts, in which is also kept 
nt of coal-land receipts; homestead contest docket. 
apparent reason for keeping these duplicate sets of records is 
purpose of having one officer a check upon the other. But dis- 
; the other, and results in practically closing the office, a con- 
which often occurs. 
m showing you, gentlemen of the House, 
tual duplic 
rs, where there is an actual duplication, in fact, which causes 
clash of authority. 

Mr. MONDELL. 

Mr. aaa of 
I want 
to be discourteous. 


By the 
emption 


officials say 


officers 


yield 


says: 

act of June 1, 
proof of his or her residence before the register and receiver. 
have to make their proof before both of these officers. The 
says that is not necessary and causes a clash of 


present 


= 
ficeas 
omces, 


where there is 


Now will the gentleman yield? 

Tennessee. I decline to yield, Mr. Chairman; 
to hurry through. The gentleman knows I do not want 
The report further says: 

act of September 4, 1841, questions as to the right of pre- 
arising between different settlers were to be settled by the 
- and receiver, subject to appeal and revision of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, which appellate jurisdiction was transferred to the Land 
Office by section 10 of the act of June 12, 1858. 

This report says the office is one, but dual. 

Now, then, gentlemen, the Department, as I have tried to say, 
though interruptedly and disconnectedly, wants to do away with 
having two men performing the same work, passing on the same 
clashing in authority, reversing each other, and doing 
duplicate work, all of which the register can do. They both re- 


regist 


Case, 


in another part of this report you will find that | 
and | 





| sary clash of the authority of public officers, 
| money to the Treasury of the Government, and for the bette 


The parties can finally appeal to a jury of the country | 
| essary. 


proof of settlement and improvement 


the | 
that these two | 
wants 


salary for | Yield to him after 
7 


The report | ae 
receiving. 


; | be done as effectively, if not more efliciently, 
1840, a preemptor was required to make satis- | 


a rp > ‘ as | — os 
the gentleman has | ¢o6m Towa accomplishes nothing, if adopted, even if the Se 
I do not want to take up the time of the 

| should agree to it. 
| duties as they are now performing them, because if is 4 


| tory office, and not created by a regulation of the Secre 


ation in the law of the work of these two offi- | 


| out. 





ceive large salaries. As I have stated, there were $14,009 paid 
in the State of Wyoming alone for the receiver, and yet the 
receiver gets his compensation for doing practically the Same 
work, work which the Department says the register can qo, 
Now, let us get to the amount of money that has been paiq tg 
these receivers, as set out in this recent report. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expire d. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I ask for two min- 
utes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee asks yng 
imous consent to proceed for two minutes more. 
jection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Now, the following table wi 
show. It is admitted that the abolition of the office of registo; 
and receiver of public money will result in the saving to thp 
Government of over $250,000 per annum. The following tajjo 
will show the compensation which has been paid to the seyerg| 
registers of public money in the years named: 


Fiscal year ended June 30— 
1901 


Is there = 


<oeal Zor Che OAs BVO FOG. ..nsscienwdewwniwnsn 1, 471. ; 


Now, gentlemen, we have been unable to get this matter bef 


the House on its merits. I voted in committee to bring this 


| measure before the House, and I am ready now to strike dowy 


this unnecessary duplication of officers, this cause for unneres 
and 


Save this 


ment of other people in other matters more important than are 
two officers to do the same work, one of whom is entirely unnec- 


Mr. RUCKER. 
Mr. TAWNEY. 


Mr. Chairman 


Mr. Chairman, I just want to say a word, 


| and then move to close debate. 


Mr. 
minute. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
nized. 

Mr. TAWNEY. 


RUCKER. I have been recognized. I only want 


The gentleman from Minnesota is recog 
If the gentleman only wants a minute I will 


a while. 
This matter was considered by the committee very thorou ghiy 


| The Commissioner of the General Land Office appeared ) 
| the committee and went into the history of the creation of | t 
| office, 


defined the duties, and gave us a detailed statement 0: 
the number of officers, clerks, and compensation that they were 
The committee is of the opinion that this work can 
than it is nov 
done under these two officials, and to abolish the office of oe 


| receiver will save to the Government $250,000 a year. 


of order would have been made if this had been car! 
bill, and for that reason the committee did not report 
vision abolishing these offices. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the amendment offered by the gent! 


The receivers will continue to perforn 


the Interior. The two offices are interdependent, their ji 
tion is coequal, so that they must necessarily under the-! 


| tinue to serve as they are now serving. 


In case the appropriation is not provided now for their 


| ries in the next session of Congress we will be 


port on the deficiency bill the amount necessary to ‘ 
salaries, or the receivers could go to the Court of Claims aie 
obtain judgment for their salaries. If the gentleman fro 

has an idea that this legislation can be inserted in the 

it could be done just as easily with this provision i) 
Therefore I do not think anything can be ¢ 

adoption of the amendment. I now move to ¢ 

two minutes, and ask that those two minutes 


| gentleman from Missouri. 


Mr. FORDNEY. I should like to have a few ! 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will make it five minutes 
equally between the gentleman from Michigan 
man from Missouri. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mi 
that all debate on this paragraph and amendme 
closed in five minutes, the time being equally alvi 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Rucker] and the 
from Michigan [Mr. ForpNey]. 

The motion was agreed to. 


» HDOUL two 
Mr. RUCKER. Mr. Chairman, I will only use about ™ 
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| during that time I want to say I appreciate the fact imoeus consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. 
an important question, one that ought not to be dealt | objection? 
under the five-minute rule. It is a subject upon There was no objection. 
it deal may be said on the one side and the other, but The Clerk read as follows: 

‘s as they are, I am surprised that gentle- For general expenses of the Geological Sur I ee ‘ 
rmit themselves to be lashed into a fury and that | survey and the classification of the | ic ] of 





t these thil 





* . : he vgeolovical ructure 4 
rs, able men, the most studious Members of this | : ceien Mares ag a ; 
. a . Aa ona inain, 0 "Onn p | 
| reach entirely wrong conclusions as to the merits | the United States, gauging streams, 


involved. I want to say to the gentleman from Ten- — for surveying forest reserve 
GAINES], as I understand him, that he is entirely | “le"lc@l and scientific force and ot! 


F : 3 : office at Washington, D. C., and al 
to the facts which are involved in this controversy. | including telegrams. furniture. ‘st te 
nlication of work so far as receivers and registers | necessary articles required in the field ‘ 


~ : - se ; . io of 1e Secretary of the ] 
_ Mr. Chairman, I think it is unnecessary for this | “0? of the } iry of the I y: 
heroically, as suggested by the gentleman from Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to 1 » A 


eY], in order to protect the Government agaiust point of order against a portion of pars ‘ ! 
te use of money at the other end of the Capitol. I | portion beginning on line 7, page 75, af 1 : 


great deal charged against the other branch of the | including all of lines 8 and 9, on tl 
nartment of government, but this is the first time | existing law and that there is no autl 
1 Member of this House has taken the position | Vision. 
ssary for us to pursue this unusual course and| The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana 
appropriation for these officers in order to pro- | Point of order. 








ry against reckless profligacy. I think this mat-| Mr. CRUMPACKER. I should like to ask the g¢ 
brought before the House in the usual way and | from Minnesota, in charge of this bill, if he has a « 
d for discussion. I yield the balance of my time | ©riginal law providing for the ¢ cal § 
n from Michigan. 3 Mr. UNDERWOOD. I sh 1 like to ¢ 
EY Mr. Chairman, a bill has been introduced | from Indiana to state his point of order 
b the committee the entire session which | . Mr. CRUMPACKER. T point ¢ 1d 
ibolition of all the receivers of all the land | line 7, after the word “ domain,” and lines 8 and 9, t 
ed States. The claim has been set up that if | against which I make the point of order 
ver were abolished it would effect a saving to the | ~ To continue the preparat fas 
‘ ff $250,000 a year; but there has not been one | &#using streams, and det gt 
ce presented to the committee showing that it| The point is that it changes existing 
ent to the Government. There is another pro-| thority of law for appropriat s for 
} providing that clerks may be appointed by the those mentioned in the sentence to which 











, . . ; “> ; 
ie offices now occupied by the receivers, such | Girected. 
ad ° ae . ° Mr oT "II wW , 9 (4Y ‘ . , 
d from the civil-service list. There is noth ir. TAWNEY. What did the ¢ , 
vy many clerks must be appointed to do the work | Me: 
; rm} : : : } Afr 'PTTLIPACKRTP 
receivers. There is nothing to show that there Mr. CRUMPACKER. I \ 1 £ 
ele cent saved by the change. The registers | the original law providing for the ‘ murve 
de all cases where there are contests in land Mr. TAWNEY. There is a summ re \ 
has been considered for many years a valuable | Utes—I5.9, | think, is the year 
é getting the decision of two men instead Mr. ( RI MPACKER. Y SS S77 
check upon the other. The receiver handles | therized the Geological Survey, u I 
into the land office; the register does other | to have the direction of the geo 
cation of tl pu land a 
) C} man, to the abo! mn of the receive structure, m I res s 
' hy ] | 
pi e ¢ lerks ) Luse here 1S not a n i that Ul irect 
d States to-day that is up to date in the | terest etc.; |! the autho 
1d offices in the United Sta s that are two eur ¥Y originally was 
their work at the present time, due to the | Gotan 
} 1 . . | 4 7 t] { 
under homestead e ies, timber cuiture 7 UE S 
: : f Aonartn tal ear 
d every other kind of entry—they are two | ° a > 
eir rk oh account of the iat i §u ent r : ' , Ss 
eo ees 1 NS fen 1 ( 
the committee could show that one pent Mr. KEIFER | 
Lb hing of tl re e i W 1 give ‘ h 
+1 
e! to the mat ; nothing g 
( I kn r of T f er | pre] I 
\ b ma wi held in his h nas mo \ iT { { i i IN ful ‘ 
1 i two ears before s¢ iw it to tl \ ! ( I 
¢ } . 43 : 
j ing one singcre receivers re t dul : a ‘ = . - 
! it found out tl i@ had th W S s 
{ er) ] 1 rat ‘ t or h ‘ } ( 1 j s 
1 cl f Ala 1 i ul ‘ I l by , ? 
> | land « Alas < M I Neé ¥ 
{ the c ry? rhe 1 ( f { 
( the d i in wl i e l ' sustall i 
pose to the } sition, lg ue : f 
iI I 1 Geolog Su | 
ne ol l gen n has ex ed. »« . Lit 
Iment is exhat l rhe que on urvey t ! { c 
off l by tl gentieman from lowa t 
n the s of this 
l the motion of Mr. I } Wi I |‘ true ) 11 ) i 
ment « ns \ v l 
VW a T 1 +} — : Vir Y Ferry e, } 
al in now call up the provision . DALZELL. Does the g 
su er the general head of the Geological |* th: the words “ national do i 
s e thing? 
. The gentleman from Minnesota, chairman Mr. CRUMPACKER. For th 
1] mY . $4 » far Ini . ‘ | 
up the items for the United States Geo-j| they do. 
page io Mr. DALZELL. I think for the ] 


Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 


not. National domain means that t 
in the Recorp, on the subject of registers 


tion possesses sovereignty. 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. I und 
interpreted that the Geological Survey | es its *y all 


j TANT 


\. The gentleman from Wyoming asks unan- 











‘ country; it makes topographical surveys of counties 
es where the General Government has not a single dol- 


lar’ orth of property or a foot of land; where there isn’t a 
square rod of navigable water; that it prosecutes its work, 
gauging streams all over the country where there can be no 


possible Iederal interests, without any regard to the question 
of navigation, but with a view of ascertaining power for private 
use. There is no law authorizing the Geological Survey to 
gauge streams or to make maps of the United States. 

Mr. SMITH of California. I am not certain that I under- 
stand the full scope of the gentleman’s proposed amendment. 
Would that cut out the matter of the gauging of streams en- 
tirely in the United States? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. No. 

Mr. SMITH of California. It is now carried on in connection 
with the Reclamation Service. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Stream gauging in connection with the 
Reclamation Service is a separate and distinct service. 

Mr. SMITH of California. But suppose they are carrying on 
the gauging of streams where the reclamation project has not 
yet been put forward? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. This would not affect it if the stream 
uging was within the public domain of the United States. 

Mr. SMITH of California. Suppose they wanted to gauge 
the streams at a point where it crossed private property, but 
affected the result—that is, the result might affect the reclama- 
tion project. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. If the gauging happened to be on pri- 
vate property, but showed the flow over the public domain, it 
would be permissible even it was outside the Reclamation 
Service. 

Mr. SMITH of California. If it crossed public lands, you 
couldn’t make any distinction between the stream that flows 
across the public land or the private land. It might be partly 
on private land and at last the stream flow onto the public 
land and still be available for reclamation purposes. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The point is not involved here on this 
point of order. The question is whether there is authority of 
law for the Geological Survey to gauge streams anywhere. 


on 


There is no authority for it to gauge streams on public domain, 
because that is not enumerated among the powers and duties 
of the Bureau in any law bearing upon its powers and duties. 


‘tr. DAVIDSON. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Indiana a question. 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. I will yield to the gentleman. 
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Mr. DAVIDSON. Does the gentleman contend that the Geo- 


logicnl Survey Bureau would have no authority to make a geo- | 
logical map of any portion of the United States except of land 


owned by the Government; and if so, would that map grow 
less annually as the public land was taken off and occupied by 
homesteaders? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I think it would have no authority to 


make a general map of the United States like the one displayed | 


now before the committee. Congress has authority to confer 
that power on the Geological Survey, but Congress has never 


Mr. DAVIDSON. I understand your point is that the only 
I Congress has ever given is to make a map of the public 
d 1 owned by the Government. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Congress has not done that, and it was 
held by former Chairman of the Committee of the Whole 





House that as incident to the work—the work described in the 
original law, the law creating this Bureau—that perhaps it | 
might make maps and charts of the work it has done on the 
public de 


nain. Now I want to cite to the Chair a case directly 
point on the map question. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Before the gentleman goes on to that I 
nt to say that I notice that in the act of 1879, to which the 


| 
{ 





in has referred, it is provided that this officer—the 
Dit ‘ of the Geological Survey—shall have direction of the 
( al Survey and classification of “ public lands;” also 
i ination of the geological structure, mineral resources, | 
tion of the “national domain.” Now does not “ pub- | 
mean one thing and “national domain” mean some- | 
5 ore XTensive ¢ 
RUMPACKER. I think not; I think the authors of the 
| sone regard to the rules of rhetoric, and in using the 

‘ publie 1” in one place and “national domain” in 

he did to id tautology. 

OLMSTED. Well, but he has used them both again, I 
will call to the attention of the gentleman, in a further para- 
rraph providing for the expense of the Geological Survey in 
the cl} ification of “ publie Jands,” and then further on for the | 


nation of the geological structural mineral resources | 


ff the national domain,” seeming to my mind to 








JUNE 13, 


ee 


make the term “ national domain” mean something broader than 


the term “ publie lands.” 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. Even if that is all true, there 
authority for the gauging of streams, and there is no aut}! 


is ho 
lority 


for the making of United States maps, and that is the particular 


point to which the question of order is directed. 


Mr. OLMSTED. If the United States is part of the national 


domain, then it would seem to me that there is authority ¢ 


making a map of it. 


or 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. I want to read some law upon that 


question. 


Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle 


allow me to offer him a suggestion? 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. I yield for a suggestion. 


han 


Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Is it not a fact that owing to the lay 
providing for the sale of the public lands, some at $10 an acre, 
some at $5 an acre, some at $2.50 an acre, some at $1.25 an acre 
according to whether the land is mineral, stone, coal, or acri- 


cultural land, this provision is with reference to the classifi 


1Cid- 


tion of public lands, and that was better English than it woulg 
have been to use the expression “ the classification of the publie 


” 


domain? 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. Yes. 


Mr. SMITH of Iowa. And that it was because of the use of 
the word “classification” that the term “ publie lands” was 
used in connection therewith, rather than “ national domain?” 
Mr. DALZELL. The gentleman claims that the meaning of 
words is to be determined by the sense of rhetoric of the people 
who use them and not by their plain and evident meaning. 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. We always construe language in the 


connection in which it is used. 
Mr. SHERLEY rose. 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. I yield for a question. 


Mr. SHERLEY. I want to ask the gentleman if he noticed 
that in the act creating the Geological Survey the act which 
had authorized the geographical and geological survey of the 
Rocky Mountain region was done away with and embraced 
within this, as was the act for the survey of the Territories? If 
the gentleman’s construction is true, you make this act narrower 
than the acts which created particular bureaus that are en- 
braced within this act, because the Rocky Mountain region that 
was to be surveyed under the former act included not only 
land of the public domain in the sense of belonging to the Goy- 


ernment, but also land within the States. 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; but 
what statute does the gentleman say included private lands? 

Mr. SHERLEY. If the gentleman will look at the statute 
which creates the Geological Survey, he will find the words 
“and the geological and geographical survey of the Territories 
and the geographical and geological survey of the Rocky Moun- 
tain region.” Now, the Rocky Mountain region, which has been 
provided for in the previous act, embraced not only the lands 
belonging to the Government, but embraces parts of the States. 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. Yes. 





Mr. SHERLEY. And that is included within the act creat- 


ing the Geological Survey. 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. The probabilities are if it were neces 
sary to interpret that statute in connection with the present 


point of order it would be so limited as to include 
national domain in the Rocky Mountain region. It is n 
or I mean to say it would not be proper, to presume 
Geological Survey was authorized, a Federal adminis 
agency, to do things that were in no sense Federal 

that in no sense belonged to the Federal Government; and 
the law provides a survey of national domain, a class 
publie lands, we, of course, must infer from that th 
public lands and national domain under the contr 1 of 
eral Government, because it is a Federal agency and 


T 


+ 


or State agency; and the very purpose of the creati 


Geological Survey was for the furnishing of informat: 
ing publie lands, with a view of their classification a 


believe that is the object of it. 


Mr. SHERLEY. I would like to ask the gent! 


T 


When the authorization of the survey of the Ro 


region was made, which was prior to this act, is it 
that at that time the work was done irrespective 0! 


not: 


was public lands owned by the United States or 

embrace the entire Rocky Mountain region? 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. I am not able to answer | 

but it does not have any significance in the 


of this question. The question is, What author 


statute conferred upon the Geological Survey: 


] 


sole and only question; not what it has done, not | 


feat 


only the 
t likely, 


that the 











| 

. . t 

Ans fore, but what it has authority to do, and when we settle 

t] estion we have determined then whether this provision is 
in | 
I re to submit this decision which I have been talking 
al for some minutes. In the Forty-seventh Congress, in 
Tu “” when the sundry civil bill was under consideration, 


sik con, of Iowa, was in the chair, and this identical provi- 
part of it, was in the bill and was read. It was in the 
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out of order in the Forty-seventh Congress, “to continue 
preparation of geological maps of the United States:” but 
another sufficient argument to that is decisions hold that 
the work must be a tangible object—something in tie nature of 
a structure—that that sort of work which is in a sejse abstruse 
| or like seientifie research or investigation and the preparation 


of results is not a public work or object coming within the 
sense of the rules of the House. 





hill hese words: Mr. DALZELL. What has the gentleman to say to the 

\ , continue the preparation of a geological map of the United decision made at this am, acquiésced in by the House th if 
a the continuation of a list of claims was a continuation of a 

N ompare that with the language in this bill: | public work already in progress? There is nothing very tangi 

| ie the preparation of a geological map of the United States. | ble ~ oe structural about that? 

‘ lentical language was contained in that bill that is in| _ MT CRU oo tes i is aS conse eveceurel, but that 
th nt bill, and is involved or included in the portion of the | acta anaes all th ss nee sm ee applies to 
pe in to which the point of order is made. Mr. Hiscock | “"\r- paLZELL. This applies to a th ee Gea 
* » point of erder that there was no authority for the Mr CRUMPACKER_ "a2 = a Genre pi ae cole 
Geol | Survey to make a geological map of the United | ys) i cipi River | eee - Beer gauging of the 
States, and it was discussed by him and Mr. Adkins, of Tennessee, | “'SS!SS!PP!_ Miver, to smstance, and we had progressed to a 
others. and the Chairman in ruling upon the question said: | “T“™® extent upon that work, and the proposition was to 

M : ; pee a1, | Continue the particular work that we had already entered upon, 

oa a pon pe Pod of order. dhe, case to whlch | there would be some force in the argument of the gentleman. 

di with reference to the Geodetic Survey and its authority | We authorized by resolution the Commission to prepare pub- 
to D to the execution of that work for several miles from the | lication covering the particular subject of a list of claims, and 

: | that publication was in process of preparation. The Commis- 

Phat s another decision cited to the Chair, and which he | sion had it partly completed and it was held in order to make 
dis shed— an appropriation to complete it. I do not remember whether 

nown to every gentleman here that the work of the Coast | the question of order was raised respecting that appropriation 
St ices necessarily a considerable distance from the coast for | or not, but it was simply to complete that particular specific 


and therefore the Chair ruled that to be in order, 
n the jurisdiction and im accordance with precedents. 
ver, the question presented is an entirely different one. 
of the bill provides for the geological survey and the clas- 
the public lands, an examination of the geological struc- 
resources, and products of the national domain, and is 
Under that language the survey can only be prosecuted 
mal domain. $ut the proposition of the gentleman from 
re is to continue the preparation of a geological map of the 
Now, if the words “ public domain” were added, the | 
gard it as following the precedents and within the line 
which they have been doing by maps and diagrams. But 
of opinien that to continue the preparation of a geo- 
of the United States would largely increase the functions | 
and extend it beyond what is contemplated within the 
if the State and not warranted by law. The Chair there- 
ns the point of order. 


s not claimed, Mr. Chairman, that there is any author- 
anywhere for the Geological Survey to gauge streams, 


Now, 


ity of law 


to determine a water supply, outside, perhaps, of the Reclamation | 
Service, and this provision authorizes the Geological Survey to 


a geological map of the United States, gauge streams, and | 
determine the water supply throughout the entire United States. 
That is the interpretation and that is the practice, because the 
hearings show that the Geological Survey is engaged in the busi- 


Né 


in the England States, the Southern States, the Middle | 

States, and Western States. It does gauge streams everywhere, | 

except, I believe, upon the national domain, the only place it 
] ] 


e any possible show of authority to do that work. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I will. 

Ir. DAVIDSON. What would the gentleman say to the 
proposition that under the head of mineral resources and prod- 
ucts of the national domain the Geological Survey would have 
iuthority to determine whether there were underground cur- 
‘r flowing in different sections, and of the products 








f the n ul domain as to whether the water power of the | 
win ims on the domain were—— 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. Ob, I would readily say that is all 


re is no basis for any such authority as that; to 


hether there may be minerals in the bed of aj 
Siream it iot necessary to gauge the stream or measure the 
Water §1 and the water supply does not apply to the 
ae i ‘stigations or researches that the original law | 
= Ol TED. Will the gentleman yield again? 
Mr. CRUMPACKER, I yield. 
Mr d (ED. I notice that the words against which the 
- ot is made are “to continue the preparation,” ete. | 
Vt) CRUMPACKER. Yes. 
ae ISTT LD. It is a fact, I believe, that appropriations 
Ve ve le from year to year and the work is in progress. 
a DAC KER. Yes. 
one (kD. I desire to know what the gentleman from 
expre ati as to that branch of the rule invoked which | 
Mr Ont epts Government works in progress? 
UN ACKER. Well, now, this is identically the same | 


languacy . . , a ; 
guag was contained in the provision which was held 


-oOr 


ba 


| items are not authorized by law. 


uging streams all over the country in the old States, | 


work that had been already authorized—we had authorized it 
by resolution. I do not think, when I come to reflect, that 
instance is in point at all, because that werk was authorized. 


It was not simply authorized by an appropriation: it was au- 
thorized by a resolution, and therefore, of course, was all in 
order. I think, Mr. Chairman, there can be no doubt that these 


They are not public works 
or objects in progress within the meaning of the rule, and they 
should go out. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I think we ought to under- 
stand exactly what the question made by the gentleman from 
Indiana |Mr. CRUMPACKER] As I understand—and he will 
correct me if I am wrong—his point of order is made against 
these words, commencing on page 75 of the bill, “To continue 
the preparation of a geological map of the United States, gaug 
ing streams, and determining the water supply.” I understand 
that is the extent of the point of order. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I think for the purpose of determining 
the point of order you are conclusively bound to assume that 
the Committee on Appropriations used this language with a full 
knowledge of the subject, and when they said, “To continue 


is. 


the preparation of a geological map of the United States,’ and 
so forth, they were stating exactly the condition of things. We 
have in view, before us, of the Members here a geological map 


of the United States, largely prepared by the Geological Sur 
vey. The law in the past authorized the Geological Survey to 


| prepare a map, and it is one of those things that can not be 


finished in a short time. There will be no completion of such a 
map so long as the Geological Survey is engaged in its work, 
and so long as it is necessary to be so engaged it is probable 
that it will be engaged in the preparation of a geological map. 
It will hardly ever be completed. 

Now, the law of 1879 has been read, and we seem to be stick- 
ing on the question as to whether the words used in this act, 
| namely, “national domain,” include all of the United Stat 


es 
| territory. We seem to be troubled about that, but I am not 
now called on, I think, to undertake to state why in a part of 
the same clause of the act of 1879 there were used the words 
| “public land” and then “national domain.” But let us move 
|} up a little closer to the real question made here by the point 
of order and come to the act of August 7, 1882, which contains 
{a clause on the subject of the Geological Survey, and let me 


here at the same time dispose of the gentleman’s point of order 
that he claims was made in the Forty-seventh Congress, when 
he says a decision was made favorable to his point of order 
made now. That decision was made when we were considering 
| the sundry civil bill, in the month of July, 1882. lL said 
that the point of order was sustained by ruling out the language 


is 


“to continue the preparation of a geological map of the United 
| States.” The point of order was sustained against that lan 


guage in the then sundry civil bill. Whatever may have been 


the ruling in July, 1882, the bill became a law on August 7, 


1882, a month later, and it contained exactly that language and 
provided for a geological map of the United States. So we are 


| not now dealing with the question of the meaning of the words 
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” 


domain” or “national domain,” because we entered 
work of making maps by law under the act of August 
and yearly since. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, let me read the clause of that act. I 
read from page 329 of the Statutes, volume 22, as follows: 


public 
upon the 


7, 1882, 


ation of 
mineral re- 
continue the 


For the United States Geological Survey and the classific 
public lands and examination of the geological structure, 
sources, and products of the national domain, and to 
preparation of a geological map of the United States. 

any doubt about whether that covers the whole of 
the domain of the United States? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Will the gentleman allow 

Mr, KEIFER. Certainly. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Has the gentleman made sufficient in- 
vestigation of the history of that provision to know whether 
after it was ruled out on a point of order in the House, 
it was inserted in the Senate and became a part of the bill? 

Mr. KEIFER. That is a matter that I can not now answer, 
but I know it is a part of the law of 1882, and it has been a 
part of the law enacted each year ever since. It has been 
reenacted over and over every year, and the geological 
that we see before us is a product of that sort of legislation, 
and th was right in saying that the Committee on Ap- 
propriations fully 
used the language here used, which is sought to be struck out, 
namely, “to continue the preparation of a geological 
the United States.” 

Mr. TAWNEY. I want to correct one statement made by the 
gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. KEIFER. Well? 

Mr. TAWNEY. That is a map of the United States, 
geological map. 

Mr. KEIFER. 
and so ¢alled. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. 

Mr. TAWNEY. It is partly topographical, 
some zeological surveys have been made. 

Mr. KEIFER. It may not be complete, but there are 
logical markings, and it is so designated on the margin 
lower right-hand corner. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. 
and not a geological map. 

Mr. KEIFER. The gentleman is in error. 
about topography, but about a geological map. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. It is a map of the United States on 
which is indicated where 
have been made, 
logical map. 

Mr. KEIFER. 
state, but it 
in a gener 
map; 

Mr. 

Mr. 
for the 
the w 
sundry 


Is there 


a question? 


or not, 


‘refore I 


rely 


not a 


Partly a geological map, and is so marked 
Not at all. 


and shows where 


and 
This map is not a topographical map 


I am not talking 


but it is neither a topographical nor a geo- 
Nobody supposed that it was in a completed 
shows that the geology of the country is marked 
al way and in parts greatly in detail. Examine the 
it shows for itself. 

SMITH of Iowa. 
STAFFORD. ¢ 
Bureau of 


Not at all. 

‘an the gentleman state any authority 
the Geological Survey for the beginning of 
ork of a geological map other than what is found in the 
civil appropriation bill, to which he referred? 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I am not familiar enough with 
the earlier acts to that there was an express provision 
in those acts requiring the Geological Survey to enter upon the 
making of a map, but I am prepared to say that the work of 
the Geological Survey would have been very worthless and use- 
less if it had not done its work with a view to making a map. 
It w the necessary incidents of the work of the Survey 
that the Survey should enter upon the making of geological 
map of the United States. 

Mr. Chairman, in the act of 1882 and the acts since we 

have been providing for a continuation of the preparation of a 

reological map of the United States. That was the exact word- 

of the act of 1882 and of later acts, and it is quite immate- 

what rule was made earlier than that, whatever the ruling 

rlier than the passage of this act of August 7, 1882. I 

elf am of the opinion that in the use of the words “ national 

” they meant the general domain of the United States. 

impossible to have a geological survey of every piece 

n the side of land owned by individuals. Of course 

original idea was to survey the public lands in the West 

to some extent, but it was meant to have a geological survey 

of all the country: and the language has been continued, 

it has been recogni hat a map, a Geological Survey 

was to be made, and we have been from year to year 

appropriation to continue the making of a geological 
the United States, and the motion now is to 

part of the language that is simply the language 

year to year commencing with the year 1882. 


state 


as one of 


map, 
making 


out that 
used from 


2+ 903 be 
strike 
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| hold that “ public lands ” 


map | : 
D | pression that he and many Members seem to have in regard to 


understood what they were doing when they | 
| of the ¢ 


map of | 


geo- | 


topographical and geological surveys | 





; ucts of the 


| nation,” 


| of the 
and | 


map of | 


JUNI 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, to sustain the gentle 
point of order it will be necessary for the Chair to } 
“public lands” and “national domain” are absolutely 
changeable terms. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
to ask a question. 

Mr. DALZELL. Certainly. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does not the gentleman believe that fo; 
est reserves are part of the public domain and not part of the 
publie land? 

Mr. DALZELL. That is in the line of my argument 

The CHAIRMAN. As the Chair understood the gentleman 
there was no distinction of public lands. i 

Mr. DALZELL. I say that the Chair, to sustain the 
of order made by the gentleman from Indiana, wil] 
and the “national domain,” as yseq 
in the organization of the Geological Survey, are lentical 
terms. I say that it is perfectly evident that they are not idey. 
tical. 

Mr. TAWNEY. If the gentleman will permit me—I do not 
care to discuss the point of order, but I want to correct an jy. 


an’s 
I L that 
inter- 
Will the gentleman 


permit the Chair 


point 
have to 


the organization and jurisdiction of the Geological Survey y. If 
he will permit me to make a statement | in regard to the history 
reological Survey : 
DALZELL. I know the history. 
TAWNEY. I want to make a statement. 


Mr. 


Mr. The Ac: ader hy 


| of Sciences reported, in obedience to a resolution passed | by Con- 


gress, in favor of the organization, in which report they used 
the word “ public domain. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. When was that? 

Mr. TAWNEY. That was in 1878. The resolution was 
passed by Congress. When the Academy of Sciences was incor- 
porated Congress reserved the right to call upon it for a report 
on any special scientific subject. In 1878 Congress passed a 
resolution calling upon the Academy of Sciences for a report as 
to the best organization for the geological survey of the public 
domain. The Academy of Sciences accepted this service and 
made their report. In that report they spoke only of the “ pub- 
lic domain” and defined it so that there can be no mistake as 
to what they intended the field of the activities of the Geological 
Survey to be. They clearly stated that the Survey should be 
limited to the public domain, and what they meant by the 
‘public domain” was the Territories and the unsold public 
lands of the United States. It was upon this report that Con- 
gress authorized the organization of the Geological Survey and 
limited the field of its activities to the public domain. These 
scientific men did not contemplate or propose an ongantantion 
that should inelude in its work a topographic and geological 
survey of the United States. As a matter of history I felt this 
statement should be made. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Min- 
nesota has said what I intended to say, though I probably could 
not have said it in as clear a manner as he has; but I think it 
throws considerable light upon this question. 

Prior to 1879 there was an inquiry made by 


the National 
Academy of Sciences as to the proper method to be pursued 


to bring about certain national results. The consequenc 
that inquiry was the passage of the act incorporating the (eo- 
logical Survey, the act of March 3, 1879, and it is in these worus: 
For the salary of the Director of the Geological Survey, which offi 
is hereby established under the Interior Department, oO § 
appointed by the President, by and with the advice and co 
Senate, 56,000: Provided, That this officer shall have t! 
the Geological Survey, the classification of the public 
examination of the geological structure, mineral resou! 
national domain, 
The act goes on to say: 
And the geological and geographical survey of the Territ 
geceraphical and geological survey of the Rocky M 
under the Department of the wae and the geo 
west of the ore hundredth under the War D vil 
hereby discontinued, to take effect on the 30th day of Ju 
In other words, in addition to the specific auth 
in the sentence “classification of the public lan 
ete., there was an intention expressed 
vary subjects of national concern. The s! 
particular pieces of territory here and there w 
to the Geological Survey, which was intrusted \ 
national domain. Now, what is the @ 
the national domain, according to all the dict 
been able to consult, consists of the ter! 
jurisdiction of the sovereign. The national ¢ 
United States consists of the forty-five States 
tories of Alaska, Porto Rico, Hawaii, and the J . | 
It is absolutely impossible to define the nationa! 
other way. 


ine 
Ing 


Why, 
have the 
Terri 
1e Tslands. 
iain in any 


1 the 
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But that is not all. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. | mo continue the preparation of a geological map of the United 
Cy \CKER] contends that what the men who framed this | States, gauging streams, and determining the water supply 
a nt was this: | It must be a conceded fact that this work has been going on for 
a | 


issification of the public lands and the examination of their | twenty-five years under annual appropriations from the Gov 
oe | structure, mineral resources, and products. } ernment, and that brings us to a consideration of the rule that 


‘| is what the gentleman says the parties who framed | is invoked against this paragraph, to the effect that there shall 





th e of legislation meant to say, but that is not what they | be no expenditure provided for in an appropriation bill not au- 
did . They said that the Geological Survey should have | thorized by law, “unless in continuation of appropriations for 
chat of the classification of the public lands, but when it | such public works and objects as are already in progress.” It 
ea to an examination of mineral resources and products, they | can not be disputed that this is a work already in progress. 
said they should be the mineral resources and products, | The gentleman from Indiana says it is not a tangible work. I 
cad he public lands, but of the national domain, the mineral | never heard that such a work was intangible, and I am not 
- and products of the entire country. Why, suppose | going to stop to discuss it except to call the attention of the 
th { Geological Survey was engaged in the investigation of | Chair to two decisions that bear on the point. The first is on 
the ! ‘al resources and products of a little piece of the Terri- | page 348 of the Manual, at the bottom of the page: 

tol Arizona, immediately joining the State of Texas. The | An appropriation to continue the marking of a boundary line of the 
m0! t they struck the State line, according to my friend from | nation is in continuation of a public work. , 

Indi 1. the Geological Survey would cease to have any func- That was decided in the last Congress—the second session of 
tion to perform. The functions of the Geological Survey, if my | the Fifty-eighth Congress. The present distinguished chairman 
friend from Indiana is correct, have already been performed; | of the Committee on Appropriations was in the chair. 

the public lands have been classified; the mineral resources Now, on the top of the next page it is recorded as having been 
and lucts of the public lands are not so varied that many | held that “an appropriation to complete a list of claims was 
of them yet remain to be examined. Now, it seems to me that it | held to be in continuation of a public work or object.’ An ap- 
to a] | to say that the gentlemen who framed this legislation | propriation had been made to make a list of private claims 
had in view not so much the expression of what they intended, | against the Government, and the list was being made. The 
but had in view the matter of rhetorical beauty. My friend | further appropriation was asked for the completion or continu 
from | na says they did not want to repeat the term “ publie | ation of that list, and it was held to be in continuation of a pub- 
lands.” that it would have been redundant, and therefore they | lic work or object in progress. Now, it seems to me that unless 


LIS : the second part of the sentence the words “national | the Chair finds that these two rulings ought to be reversed, it 
dom * but they meant only to say that the classification of will be compelled to overrule this point of order on the same 
the public lands and the examination of their geological struc- | grounds. 

ture, thein mineral resources, and their products should be the | Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, the point made by the gen- 
fun f this survey. On the contrary, as it seems to me, they | tleman from Indiana, if it has any validity, results in this 
desig y used the right speech in determining by the use of | proposition: That the words “ public domain” mean the same 
two erent terms the two different meanings that they in- | as “ public lands.” 

tended to insert in the legislation. The public lands are to be | Mr. DALZELL. If the gentleman from Kentucky will pardon 
elas |, but the mineral resources and the products of the | me, the words in the statute are not “ public domain;” they are 
national domain are to be examined by the Geological Survey. | “ national domain.” 

Now, I end just exactly as I began. The Chair, in order to | Mr. SHERLEY. The gentleman is right. I should have 
sust the point of order, must hold that in this legislation | said “ national demain.” 

“public lands” and “national domain” are absolutely inter- The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to call the attention of 


changeable terms. I do not think he ought to so hold. the gentleman from Kentucky to the latter portion of the same 
Mr. OLMSTED. I wish to add just a word to what my col- | act creating the Geological Survey, in which it speaks of the 





league s so well said. In construing a statute we must con- | codification of the present laws relating to the public domain. 
sider all of its parts. Now, we note, first, on page 394, volume ; There the words used are “ public domain.” 
°0 of the Statutes at Large, that in the act of 1879, conferring Mr. SHERLEY. If the Chair will observe, there are three 
certain powers upon the Director of the Geological Survey, Con- | phrases used to express different things—* publie land,” “ pub- 
gress lished certain other surveys which plainly did have | lic domain,” and “national domain.” Now, the absolute in- 
refere to land not owned by the United States. But they | accuracy of the contention of the gentleman from Indiana is 
differentiate between public lands in the sense of lands owned | shown by one little side light. 
by the United States and the national domain, meaning the | There is a provision that the Director of the Geological Sur- 
entire territory within the jurisdiction of the United States. | vey shall not be interested in any of the lands surveyed. Now, 
N , as my friend from Indiana says, they intended merely | if the lands were public lands only of the United States and the 
a rhe il flourish in using these terms, see how they might | survey was limited to public lands of the United States. it 
with bor have got better results: would follow, as a matter of course, that he could not be inter 
ao e Geological Survey and classification of public lands | ested in any of the lands that were surveyed, and it would be 
and e tion of geological structure and mineral resources | absurd and useless to put in the act the words that are put in. 
nd | ts thereof” they would have said, if they referred | that the Director and members of the Geological Surve hall 
to | nds only; but instead of that they say “national | have no personal or private interests in the lands or eral 
dom: early referring to something larger and more exten- | wealth of the region under survey. If it were public land they 
Sive 1 public lands. ‘They would not have abolished the | could not have. 
other rtmments of surveys had they not intended that this Mr. TAWNEY. Why couldn’t they have? They could make 
Ge Survey should have charge of these matters in the | an entry. 
Te ‘*, in the region of the Rocky Mountains, and west of Mr. SHERLEY: Oh, unquestionably they could make an en- 
the « redth meridian. | try, but the moment they made the entry the land would cease 
\IRMAN. The Chair would like to ask the gentle in the true sense of the term to be the public domain of the 


thinks that under that authorization the United | country, and would belong to the taan who had made the entry 





al Survey would have the right to make a geo- | therein under the law of the United States. The Chair ‘will 
A vy of the State of Pennsylvania as a part of the | notice another thing. The purpose of this act was to combine 
n in? eertain work that was being done by different dep ents 
y STED. It has been doing it; that has been the | under one head. There is nothing in the act to show that it 
Cons was the intention of the framers of it to narrow the work to 
i ( IRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is not | a smaller compass than existed under the particular heads 
l juestion. The mere fact that it has been done is | that were already doing the work. Take the acts that are 
it is authorized by law. The question is, Does | abolished by this. Take the act for the geo! i survey of 
from Pennsylvania believe that under the author- | the Rocky Mountain region. Is there anything in that languag 
I by the statute the Geological Survey would have | has anything been pointed out by the gentleman from In na 
u Mie oT ke a survey of the State of Pennsylvania? [Mr. CrRuMPACKER] that would show that under the act J 
a STED. It is a well-estabiished principle of con-| viding for the survey of the Rocky Mountain region they re 
rte contemporaneous exposition is most powerful in| limited to surveying simply public lands within ft R V 
a tC very Same year in which they framed this law | Mountain region? Is there anything within the act authorizing 
= ted for just that purpose, and have been doing it | the survey of lands beyond the one hundredth meridian that 
3 r twenty-five years since. That leads me, Mr. | would indicate that it is confined to public lands only? Now, if 
‘i the other branch of the subject which I desire os it be true that the acts that this act supersedes are broad 
mISCUS ‘ words to which the point of order is made are, | enough to include lands not belonging to the Govern it as 
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public lands, it follows that this act which intends to embrace | to make a geological map of that region, because the work of 
them must also include things beyond. Then the Chair will | the Geological Survey would be of little or no value unless jt 
bear in mind in construing this section that no construction | were placed in the form of a map, where it could be of pubic 
which is against the common sense and purpose of ‘nn act is| utility. Now, what is the Rocky Mountain region and what 
to be indulged in unless the plain language of the act requires | would be the making of a geological map of the Rocky Mountain 
i The whole act and its purpose must be considered. It is| region? Certainly it would not be confined to the public janqs 
manifest to any man who knows anything in regard to geo-| of the Rocky Mountains. The Rocky Mountain region ig s:jj0. 
logical work, to tepographical mapping, that it is practically | thing greater than the Rocky Mountains themselves. [i js jy 
impossible to do efficient work if you are to be confined within | this instance all of that region lying west of the Missouri [iver 
ited territory. As stated by the gentleman from Pennsyl-'| and between that and the Pacific Ocean, and now, upon 
nia | Mr. Dauzety], if a survey had been started in the Terri- | admission of States, the Rocky Mountain region embraces })): 
f Arizona, and the work came to the boundary line of | of the United States, notably Idaho, Montana, Wyoming, the 
he State of California, under the narrow construction claimed | Dakotas, Colorado, and others that might be mentioned. Now 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CruMPACKER] that work | the point that I make is that under the direct authorizatioy—’ 
uld have to be stopped, even although by stopping it you; The CHAIRMAN. May the Chair ask the gentleman 
uld not be able to follow a single lead of any ore vein of | tion? 
pper, of silver, or of gold, or to make a real geological| Mr. MARTIN. Yes, sir. 
Survey. The CHAIRMAN. Did the Rocky Mountain region e; 
rAWNEY. Does the gentleman from Kentucky know | those States at the time or were they Territories? 
t is exactly what happens to-day under the construction Mr. MARTIN. Some were Territories and some were States 
rical Survey ? | at that time. Colorado was a State and Nevada was a State at 
ERLEY. I do not know or admit it. | the time the bill was passed, and there were other States jp 
‘AWNEY. Does the gentleman not know that unless | that region at that time. Some Territories have been admitted 
iu will cooperate with the Geological Survey in making | since, but this in no way impairs or affects the argument I see; 
» Geological Survey will not continue its work into that | to make upon this subject. There are now in the Rocky Moun. 
| tain region additional States of the Union and have been sinco 
SHERLEY. But the distinction is this: In the first | this language has been used repeatedly in these appropriation 
the gentleman’s facts are not correct. The cooperation | acts. 
he States is given precedence because it enables the com-| Now, then, the objection or point of order of the gentleman 
‘the whole country at a quicker period than otherwise | from Indiana is to an entire clause which provides a fund for 
ha n, but the work contemplates the final doing of | the Director of the Geological Survey for continuing the making 
all along over the whole country, and the gentleman will | of a geological map of the United States. Undoubtedly, under 
the reports of the Survey that they have never yet | the specific language to which I have referred, the Director of 
pped right at the boundary of some particular section of a| the Geological Survey has been amply authorized to make a 
ate line when it was necessary to go beyond. In my own ; geological survey at least within the Rocky Mountain region, 
‘tate, in my own district, they are making a topographical sur- | and if to make a geological survey in the Rocky Mountain re. 
now of the county ef Jefferson, in the State of Kentucky, | gion to make a geological map of it. It will be presumed that 
because of the topography there, they are earrying that | in using any appropriation that will be made here it will not 
‘section over into the State of Indiana in order to com-| be applied to an unlawful purpose when a lawful purpose is 
te it, not confining it to State lines. carried in the legislation. The point I make, then, is simply 
TAWNEY. But the State of Indiana is cooperating the | this, that the point of order against this entire clause is not 
» as the gentleman’s State is. | good, providing under this clause the Director can use this 
SHERLEY. No; it is not cooperating the same as my | fund in any lawful way, and I insist that so far as that por- 
is. It may be cooperating in particular work, but the} tion of the United States within the Rocky Mountain region is 
this: That the Geological Survey expects to map the! concerned this appropriation can be lawfully used to carry on 
ountry, and while they may do some particular work at | the continuatiom of a work which is properly authorized within 
ie time and another particular work at another time, the | the act creating the Geological Survey. 
‘contemplates the doing of the whole of it. The construction| Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I think this proposition 
d by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CruMPACKER] | has, to some extent, been decided heretofore. It is a well-known 
limit them to a narrow strip of public domain, and the | proposition of parliamentary law that where an appropriation 
would be that in any number of instances their work | for a specific purpose has been carried on in an appropriation 
not be completed, because their-jurisdiction would end | bill from year to year it is held not to be a change of exist- 
at the point where it might be most necessary to con-| ing law. In the Forty-ninth Congress a point of order was made 
tinue it against what is known as the “fast mail service” going South, 
jut, Mr. Chairman, without taking further time, I simply want | and there the Chairman held the provision was in order in the 
iy this in conclusion, that the use of the term “ national do- | appropriation bill because it had been carried on from year to 
ain’ is not accidental, because it occurs too often, and it | year for some fifteen years. Now, there is an exception to that 
curs in juxtaposition to the use of the terms “ public lands” | rule. It has also been held that the reenactment from year to 
“public domain.” ‘There might be some plausibility lent | year of a law intended to apply during the year of its enact 
the argument, if, in the first section only did you find the | ment only does not relieve the provision in reference to the 
term “national domain.” It weuld be curious that men know- | point of order. Now, the Chair will note with that exception 
ing how to use the English language should use that phrase to | it has been held that provisions of law reenacted from year to 
‘press the same thing as “public lands,” when it does not | year are to apply to that year only. Manifestly the proposition 
press it to the popular mind or to any other mind, save that here is not to apply to the year only in which the appropriation 
of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CruMpACKER]. But when | is made. The survey of the public lands of the United States 
you go further down, you find them again using the expression | and the gauging of the rivers of the United States can rot 
‘national domain,” having used just above it the expression | be done in one year. It must apply as a continuing proposition 
* public lands,” and this second repetition of these two phrases | or the work would have have no value whatever. Tl. refore ? 
must carry conviction to any mind that they had in mind some- | say that that exception can not apply to the provisions ef [is 
thing other than publie lands. bill, but that it is a proposition on its face that contemp!tes 
Mr. MARTIN. Will the Chair indulge me upon one point | the idea that it shall be considered from one year to another. 
that has not been made? But, Mr. Chairman, on January 29, 1904, there was 4 ee 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman. sion carried on the appropriation bill then before tue House 
Mr. MARTIN. Just for a moment. Now, in addition to| that read as follows: 
what has been said as to the language of this act creating the To enable the Seeretary of State to mark the boundary, and make tie 
Geological Survey, which refers to the classification of public | survey incidental thereto, between the Territory of Alaska and th kan 
lands, an examination of the geological structure, mineral re- | minion of Canada in conformity, with the award 0! = 
sources, and products of the national domain, I want to call the | Boundary Commission. 
attention of the Chair to what seems to me to be an additional Now, Mr. Chairman, that proposition was held t 
authority in the act. The Director of the Geological Survey is| Why? As the Chair will note in the Digest, on pec 
also given authority to make a geological and geographical sur- | held to be in order on an appropriation bill to continu 
vey of the Territories and a geological and geographical survey | ing of a boundary line of the nation as the con! 
of the Rocky Mountain region. I apprehend, of course, that the | public work. The appropriations had been maa 
statute giving authority to the Director to make a geological | before for this service. They had expired. ahere 
survey of any region certainly gives him authority incidentally | intervening time, as I understand the proposition, 


the 
ny 


a ques- 


ibrace 


‘eolo 


1 


| 
i 
? 
I 


} 


Q. it was 

» ATK 
tio of a 
ne years 
«as some 


and after- 












wie there was enacted into an appropriation bill provision 

jent money to carry on the work, and the Chairman, 
Nit eMENWAY, Of Indiana, then occupying the chair, held it 
rder on the appropriation bill, because it was a continu- 
a public work. Now, the question that the gentleman 
diana [Mr. CRUMPACKER] makes in reference to this 





il Survey— 





” vf OLMSTED. Will the gentleman allow me to make a 
. “a rrection? 
I NDERWOOD. Certainly. 
MSTED. Mr. HemMENwAy was chairman of the Appro- | 
Committee, and Mr. TawNey was in the chair and 
{ ruling. 
' '(DERWOOD. It was Mr. Hemenway that was in 
proposition. The present chairman of the commit- | 
' ,WNEY] was in the chair.- 
\ ‘rr. Chairman, I take it for granted there can be- nr 
between a matter being a public work, to ascertain | 
line of the United States and fer a map to gauge 
urvey the mineral domain of the United States, 
nitional domain of the United States. This is a 
work to-day, and I contend there is no distinction 
e two cases, and I think on that precedent the Chair 
i bold this proposition in order, 
rHOMAS of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, this point 
s been very fully discussed, and I do not desire to | 
h upon it. I simply want to call the Chair’s atten 
yoint with reference to the question which the Chair 
rhe Chair asked the question as to the distinction be- | 
tional domain and public lands. There is no doubt 
domain includes forest reserves. But it should be 
by the Chair that at the time the law establishing 
Survey was passed, which was read by the gen- 
) Pennsylvania [Mr. DaLzeLL], there were no na- 
{ reserves Or parks. 


( wint of order, in addition, I want to say to the Chair 
tly clear to my own mind, standing upon the broad 

ted by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNper- 

i from Pennsylvania [Mr. DaLzeLy], 
s item. Leving been carried in an appropriation bill for 
der all the decisions and rulings of the Committee 
and of the House, is the continuation of a public 
not see how any other view can be taken of it than 





the gentleim: 


Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, there is | 
which the attention of the Chait has not been 

ed s cally, and that is the distinction between the pro- | 
vis ging streams and determining the water supply 
provision to which the point of order has been 

id | ‘ovision for gauging streams and determining the | 

r si loes not rest upon the same basis as the other pro- 
the item for gauging streams and determining 


vy was not first carried in an independent stat- | 


ute, bu appropriation bill in 1894, and therefore the argu- | 
iis provision has been sanctioned by the action of 
Congress uit there is a settled construction by Congress, 


dn ily to that item. The mere fact that an item is 
carried in an apprepriation bill is not to be regarded 


ic in determining the question of the validity of 
| riation, 
No nk that even if the Chair should rule that the 


nds” and “national domain” are not converti- 

hat the latter is a very much broader term, in- 

vhole territory of the United States, and that there- 

e ther uthority for investigating the products and min- 
eral res the whole country and for preparing a geolog- | 
ld not follow from that decision by any means 

il be any authority for gauging the streams of 
sand determining the water supply. I wanted 
n of the Chair to that point, because I believe 

f the Chair these items may be made separable. 
se, sO far as I can discover, of gauging there 

' ed in the answer of the Director of the Ccolog- 

4b SU . to a question put by a member of the coimiuittee 





-_ i answer to the question by the chairman, “ What 
S urpose does that subserve?” said: 
‘ t © purpose of obtaining data in regard to flow through 
. ‘ars on rivers running through many States, as sev 
thus coilecting information in regard to the water 
or other useful purposes. 
from his answer that this work has no rela- 
Lift ) u 4 . . . . - 
ms a 0 the investigation of the mineral resources of 
" n es or products of the United States. 
e (Ty ' . rT . . ° . 
en \N. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
14 





n the gentleman from Indiana, who made the 
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point of order, and after that the Chair will decide, as the poi 
of order has been generously discussed. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I want to eal! the at 
of the Chair to the fact 
recognition by Congress in vari 
what is called 

There are a 
I will call attention to the act 
amended by the act of 1888, authorizi 
build telegraph lines over certain territory of the 
and they always spoke of it as 
that Congress intended simply to grant power 
| the telegraph companies to build their lines 
to which was in the United States as 
“the national domain,” the title to which w 
and in the United States. 

Now, in the act of 1862, 
August 8, 1888, which is 
subject, it uses this language, 





*publie domain ” 
nuimber of 
Congress 


if telegr iph con 


* public domain,” showi 


with reference 


‘graph through and over I 
‘nited States, over and along any of the 


I read that for the purpose of 
i879, providing for the Geologi 
tional domain,” that Congress 
’ they meant public 
lands over 
and jurisdiction and over which the 
| Therefore, 

as it does in the act of ! 
ical survey upon any part of the United Stat 


Congress 





| comes under the bread provision of * 
One word further, 
and this year, provides 
lug streams 


Congress 


Chairman. 


recognized 
it has continued the work, 1 
appropriation 
tion to the act of 1896, where 
money for this work, i 
Geological 
streams and determine the water supply 
Not water supply upon the ic ] I 
not water supply of the navigable rivers of the U 
over the waterways of the United States. 
ymous, if they had stated over waterways of 
main; and therefore this 
of the work. 


ous acts of Congress 


The work TOZTeSS ey 


appropriation acts, the 2 
recognized it as a continuing w 
of the people of the 
criticism made by the gentleman from Indiana, 
point of order, that 
convertible 
I do not ¢2 
ence to the other acts, but 
compiled, for the benefit of the Chair, 
point I am insisting on is that 
word intending to show 
States, and 
invariably used the wort 
where they 


the words 
7 publie domain.’ 


» detain the Chair : 


authority 
s “ public domain 


‘national domain ;” 
my mind the distinction 
CRU MPACKER. 


opposed this point of order have, 


Chairman, 
the main 
overlooked the vital questior 
the term 
uld have the signific 1 contended 
stntute that auth 
United States « 
certaining the water supply. 
even giving it the interpr 
opposition to the point of order contend. 

Now, I think I can very briefly demonstrate that 
“national domain,” in the 
such signification 
Pennsylvania [Mr. DatzeLi] and Ohio [Mr. Keri 
gentlemen who have spoken in opposition to the 
The term “national domain” i 
torical meaning, a political meanir 


; the making of ¢ 


nothing of 


the statute, ‘tation that gentk 


eter 








ye are dealing with it now as a partof a publicstatute. Weare | after the proposition went out on a point of order, 
iti I have | 


ition, not its literary meaning. 
ter’s International Dictionary, defining the 

» word “domain.” It is defined to be “ dominion, 
ity.’ Nobody would pretend that the authority, 
the United States is capable of being surveyed 

1d its mineral resources determined. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Developed, you mean. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Developed. Another meaning is “ the 

territory over which dominion or authority is exerted; the pos- 

sessions of a sovereign or commonwealth, or the like.” 


ts legal signific 


Another is “landed property; estate; especially, the land | 


about the mansion house of a lord, and in his immediate occu- 
pancy ; demesne,” 
The 
“ownership of land; an estate or patrimony,” ete. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. If the gentleman will permit me 
to interrupt him there, I should like to ask if it was the inten- 
the Government to pursue its inquiry in the United 
along the line of the legislation which we have been 


considering 


tion ol 


States 


i 


now ? 

Mr. TAWNEY. 
point of order to is the language that is broader than that which 
is used in the act creating the Geological Survey. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I have already suggested that to the 
Chair—that the provisions I object to now are not included, 
giving the term the broad meaning that the gentleman 
contends for it. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. 
tion bill goes further than the law. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. That the appropriation bill goes fur- 
ther than the law, under any interpretation that may be given 
the law in the first piace. 

Mr. DALZELL. 
examination made of the geological structure of the country 
without mapping it? 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. Not a necessary but a reasonable inci- 
dent; but the geological survey of a county does not authorize, 
as an incident, a map of the whole United States. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Will the gentleman allow me further 
to suggest there that in the hearings before the Committee on Ap- 
propriations it appeared that the State of Pennsylvania made a 


even 


There might, of course. 


complete 
excuse furnished for the United States spending money there is 
that that geological survey was not accompanied by maps? 

Mr. KEIFER. I should like to interrupt. 
mistake. 

Mr. DALZELL. That has been partly done. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. 
vey is incomplete and the map is necessary to make it complete? 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Not at all. It was contended by the 
Director of the Geological Survey that it was hard to identify 
the geological survey with the location that was described with- 
out the 
logical survey complete without the maps. 
Mr. SHERLEY. 
Indiana if he is aware that the act creating the Geological Sur- 
vey pr 
they shall be printed? It provides that memoirs and reports 
of this Survey shall be issued in uniform quarto 
deemed necessary by the Director, or otherwise in 
octavo, and it speaks of the number of copies, providing for the 
maps, in the very act creating the Survey. 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. Now, suppose the Geological Survey 
ould write an exhaustive history of the United States, along 
! and literary lines, along with the geological report of 
for your section, would it have authority in law 


issuing of 


tt1Ons 


I would suggest to the gentle- 


VM. ALDEN 
he Sur- 


under tli 


» a history 


SMITH. 
present directorate of the Geological 


es, CRUMPACKER. 
In Ta 
to the 
right of 
to the 
esced in by the House. 


That may be. 
cular question, the decision I submitted 
the discussion, that the right, if 
all, to make a map is confined 


n to this parti 
Chair earlier in 
that kind is given at 


Those in charge of the bill at that time, 
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legal meaning of the term is given by the dictionary as | 





| out? 
what expression could be more effective than the | 
term that was used in that act; and if it was used for the pur- | 
pose of giving it effect and force, why should we not stand by it | 


The language that the gentleman makes the | 


Your contention is that the appropria- | 


| main” and “national domain,” if there be any. 


| Now, “national domain” is substantially the same. 
Is not the matter a necessary incident? | 


geological survey without any map, and that the sole | 
I think that is a | 


And that shows that the State of Penn- | 
sylvania did make a complete geological survey without a map. 
Was it not on the ground that the sur- | 


maps, but the State of Pennsylvania made their geo- | 
I simply want to ask the gentleman from | 
vides for maps and for the size of the volume in which | 


series if | 
ordinary | 


and I don’t believe it can be done. 


| signification, not in its political signification, In or aint 
| upon the real domain of the United States in its legal Sense, 


of the United States, and a very valuable | 
| gentleman a question. 
I will not discuss that. | 


any | 


map of the public domain, and the decision was acqui- | 


NY 5 
JUNE 13, 
4 offered an 
amendment providing for the continuation and making th map 
of the geological survey of the national domain, putting jy th, 
limitation suggested by the Chair, and it was held in o 

Mr. KEIFER. Oh, the gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I have the record of the who! 
ceedings before me. The amendment was corrected jin seenpa 
ance with the suggestion of the Chair, and it was held jn oyjow 
Then when the bill went to the Senate—and I have the original 
Senate bill—it was reported back and the words “ naj onal a 
main” were stricken out, and that is the way the provision » 
in the law. It was stricken out in the Senate, and the Chair 
man of the Committee of the Whole House held that it was hot 
in order, because it was not confined to the national domain, 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. What did the Senate put in? © 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Just what is in it now. ; 

Mr. KEIFER. Is it not a fact that since that became law. 
since August, 1882—we have been using the words that 
used in the bill now that the gentleman seeks to haye stricl 


Ken 


reer 


© pro- 


got 
sot 


are 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. 
to admit - 

Mr. KEIFER. It provides for a geological map of the United 
States, and are we not continuing that object under Rule XX" 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I am willing to admit that every appro 
priation bill since this ruling has contained the same language 
in relation to the geological map that I have made the point of 
order to in this bill, but it was confined to an appropriation 
and only created law for the fiscal year that the money was 
appropriated for, and did not, under the decisions of the House. 
become authority for subsequent appropriations. 

Now, if the Chair please, I want to submit a definition from 
Black’s Law Dictionary of the distinction between “ public do 
“ Publie do- 
is defined to be: “ This term embraces all lands the tit! 


I take it for granted and I am wi! 


3 
llilng 


, 


main’ 


| to which is in the United States, including land occupied for tly 
Does the gentleman think there could be an | 


purpose of Federal buildings, arsenals, docks, ete., and land of 


; an agricultural or of a mineral character not yet granted to 


private owners.” That is the definition of “ public domain.” 
This au- 
thority gives the definition of “ national domain” to be: “A 
term sometimes used and applied to the aggregate of property 


owned directly by the nation.” That is the only and the entir 


| definition of the author in giving the legal definition of the terms 


and phrases that occur in the legislative and legal literature of 


| the country. 


Mr. DALZELL. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Certainly. 

Mr. DALZELL. Is not the point of order the gentleman has 
made equally applicable to almost every paragraph of the appro- 
priation for the Geological Survey? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I have not examined them carefully. 

Mr. DALZELL. I will call the gentleman’s attention to 
them and ask him. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I presume the questions witi be raised 
as we proceed with the bill. 

Mr. DALZELL. It seems to me it is a mighty important mat- 
ter to know whether we are going to destroy the Geol gical 
Survey on points of order. The topographical survey is subject 
to a point of order, if the gentleman’s position is correct. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It is if there is no authority in law 
for it; as many of these provisions as are not authorized by 
existing law are subject to a point of order. 

Mr. DALZELL. There is no authorization unless “ nation®l 
domain’ means what we contend it means, and the consequence 
is that every item almost belonging to the Geological Surve 
with one or two exceptions, is absolutely stricken out by _ 
point of order, and this Department, which has existed 1 
twenty-six years, is proposed to be destroyed by a point of orce’, 
{ Applause. | 
Mr. Chairman, I think the ar 
has no bearing on the question of law. Congress in using We 
term “national domain,” in the statute referred to, must, © 
course, have used it in its legal signification, not in Its historical 


ut as bearing 


argument 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. 


and that means the public domain, the public lands. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I would 1i! 
What is the land upon wh! 
instance, to what domain does that belong? ‘ 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. The chances are that it 1s 
man’s domain. It is in the domain of the gentle 
Mr. GROSVENOR. That is the domination that 
owner. 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. 


» to ask the 
h I live, for 


tlhe gentie- 
. ! 
from UOnlo 


I have ’s 


Yes, 
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GROSVENOR. 


But under what domain, in a broad term, 


\Tr 
belong to? 


CRUMPACKER. 


4 s it 
That is the point I want to make, and 


I the gentleman for making the suggestion. There are 
t ; mains. There is the State dominion and the national 
Bi and when the Congress came to employ the term in 
‘his tute it said “national domain;” and the gentleman's 
, under the State domain, under the sovereignty or do- 
11 , or government of the State of Ohio. 

‘ir. GROSVENOR. But when I put up a flag on my house 
it is always the Stars and Stripes, 

Vr CRUMPACKER. There is no doubt about that; and the | 
or an is using the term in a political sense, in the sense of 
e ‘ sovereignty. 


1 undertake to say this: That Congress never used the term | 
“n nul domain” in the sense that it gave permission to 
RY al officers to go into the States upon private property, to 
on Y e Congress had absolutely no power to send public ofli- 
perform a duty. That was not and is not and can not 
‘ederal duty. We must presume that in using the term 
; used it for the carrying out of some duty or function 
Congress had the power to carry out. There is not a gen- 
u the floor of the House who will not admit that the 
* Massachusetts, the State of Pennsylvania, or the State 
ituecky could exclude every single Federal official who 
‘e for the purpose of making a geological survey; who 
re for the purpose of making topographical maps; who 
re for the purpose of gauging streams. 
service. It is not a national function, and I appeal 
rument of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Suen- 
le a few weeks ago in the House, to refute the argu- 
t he has advanced to-day. Congress, when it used that 
1 it in its legal signification, to apply to the property 
yned by the Federal Government, property that it was 
y for the market, that it was seeking information about 
in order that investors might be attracted; and if this survey 
has 1 extended by acquiescence from State to State and from 
county to county and from township to township and municipal- 
unicipality, it is purely a voluntary service, a service 
s not belong to the Federal Government, and there is 
rity of law for it. It seems to me that there can be 
no doubt that the point of order is well taken. I am ready to 
submit the question. : 
Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. But what 
Agi ‘al Department for inquiring into the character of 
s in the State of Michigan? It has unquestioned authority 
conceded by the State of Michigan, for it is intended 
to help the State and not to harm it; the people welcome it: 
and the national domain certainly would include all our sov- 
territory, which might be properly investigated 
examined 





‘ 1 y 
yOu 7 


itv to 
that « 


no aw 


authority has the 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks this question has been | 


discussed with great freedom, and is ready to submit his ruling 


on t question involved. It is difficult for the Chair a 


Mer 
} 


as 
the House, to divorce his ideas as to what the law is, 
the e looded law, from the sentiment involved in the con- 
trovel The Chair is of opinion that the point of order is 
well taken. The only authority for the enactment of the sec- 


ions to whiel oi . " lies ic ‘ Ty ara Son | wee . . . : ss ; 
tion which the point of order lies is that they are public | United States. Under the foregoing provision the Nat il 
yorks roecress Ty Yhair j -o ‘ ; ava YOO] es o.e . ce : 
i ae ne rhe Chair thinks that it would have been | Academy of Sciences recommended, almost in the exact language 
wr d the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Crumpacker] | of the statute immediately thereafter adopted by Congress : 
nade » poi : Y ‘ "OY "NKcoac ji toe f > 
~ ) porns a order on the different phrases instead of the That Congress establish under the Department of the Int 
a LO continue the preparation of a geological map of | independent organization, to be known as the United States G I 
the U1 i States is one proposition. “ Gauging streams and Survey, to be ‘ged with the study of the geolo l struct l 
letermining the water supply of the United States” is a sepa-| Sider a Director, to be appointed by the President, ete ™aced 
rate distinct proposition, and in the opinion of the Chair} — Se teas a eat aoe aa oe sites a! 
4 cael = 7 . aving reference hat? Manifestly a a OCT 
Ul of order to these different propositions rests upon Having cate — co a bs Ma ; os o what had | - 
a fie rounds. As the Chair stated in the beginning. the | 2"¢2!ways before in the history of the Geological Survey ; 
br tion that they a seainSh works in we " ‘r om manifestly to what had been called for by the resolution of Con- 
: SIU ‘ ‘Vy are * works rogress rests . nd oi : : . 
upon ounds: fir ates D oc ga P ee = ’ gress made to the Academy of Sciences, the Territories of the 
Inds; first, that there is authority of law for the United States or the public domat New the Chair desires 
: plated by the section, or secondly, that even though ae cee oe, Cee a ee) ee ee ee oe 
the ceil. /aelaneS : : : eall attention to the specific item referred to, the gauging of 
! hever authorized by express statute, they are yet 8 . > a ae 
, re begun under auth rity of CX d 3. and al streams and the determining of the water supply of the United 
wee sun under autnority neress, and are) aroigs Then the ats » erenting the Office of Geol Sur- 
u ‘ks in progress within the meaning, which is a Sen acabaee ee aie ies a ahaa ae mt See y 
\ 1 . ° ay as ai sse ‘ is anguage, am ic 
; d meaning, of the rule of this House. In order| °°?" I 'f the Geological Survey of ti ‘tbat ied ' 
{o whether or not there is authority of law for the | SUmes that if the Geologica weve = a align 
. . any “er + AS eonferres ) the Mlogieal Sny the 
{ on, “to continue the preparation of a geological any power, it was conferré i upon the Ge logic 1S r 
ma] United States’ express language of this statute, and aside from this statute 
il states -_— . “a 
Ale a “aan . 4 - ; V¢ ower re : he provision: 
IPACKER. Mr. Chairman, with the Chair’s per a iain fect Peete - ie ans re 
ce ld like to state that I shall withdraw the point seers aoe ae eee og wal : Sora " 
{ ( . e . » Sut 7 an I ciassincatio yi I i 1 ind ane 
) { provision— the continuation of the maps—and | of the geolozical structure, mineral resources, and 
1 ie gauging of streams. national domain. 
tl e ' \IRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that it is wise in Now, wi ie gentleman contend, or has it been contended, 
~ MAN rhe Cha f that it il N ill tl ntl I tend ! t | l 
' from Indiana [Mr. CrumpacKker] to withdraw | that the gauging of a stream comes within any of e | 
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It is a purely | 


| we had a geological and geographical survey of the Té 


and 


‘of the House, as it doubtless is for every other Mem- | 





















































































the point, because it rests upon an entirely different | s fr 
the other proposition involyved—gauging streams and el 
ing the water supply. In order to determine whether or not 
there is authority of law for these works, either of them, re 
course may be had to the statute creating the Geological Surve 
defining the duties of the oflicer in charge, and limiting 1 
scope of his authority. And in order that the statute may be 





intelligently discussed and understood it might perhaps be 1] 
to call attention to the conditions which existed with r 
to the Geological Survey before the enactment of that 


++] . 
iLl¢ i¢ 


This question has been somewhat discussed by g¢ 
the Chair will not go fully into details ; 


but previous to that time, 


without any authority of law for makin; 


, 


ig these surveys, appro 
priation bills had repeatedly contained provisions for geological 
surveys. For instance, in 1872 (this law having been enacted 


in 1879), the appropriation bill 
clause: 


for that year contained this 





For the continuation of a geological and geographi ‘vey of the 
Territories of the United States, under the direction Secreta of 
the Interior. 

In 1873 there was a like provision, and again in 1875 and 


1877. In other words, before the enactment of the statute of 
i879, creating the office of a Geological Survey and defining the 
powers of the officer in charge, the appropriations for geological 
surveys were always confined to the Territories of the United 
States. Now, in 1878 the cause of the confusion which theret 
fore existed—and that confusion the Chair will briefly call at 
tention to—grew out of the fact that the different Depart- 
ments of the Government undertook to assume jurisdiction of 
various phases of geological surveys, paleontolog 


ethnological surveys, and all that sort of thing; so that in 1879 


)- 


“) ] 
al 


rritor 
a geographical and geological survey of the Rocky Mountain 
region under the Department of the Interior, geographical sur- 
veys west of the one hundredth meridian under the War Depar 

ment, and confusion resulted because of these s« 


veral jurisdic- 
tions. Thereupon the National Academy of Sciences, in 1878, 
owing to this confusion and a desire that there should be order 
and harmony, passed a resolution in this language, which will 


throw some light upon the statute that was thereafter enacted in 
response to the demand of the National Academy of Scie 
and will throw light upon a correct interpretation 
construction of that statute. 

Mr. TAWNEY. If the Chair will pardon me— 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. A resolution was adopted by Congress ¢all- 
ing upon the Academy and Congress requested 

The CHAIRMAN. Did the Chair state it the other way? 

Mr. TAWNEY. The Chair stated the resolution was adopted 
by the Academy of Sciences. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thanks the gentleman; it was 
a resolution adopted by Congress, as follows: 


1S 


neces, 
and 


some 












Provided, That the National Academy of Sciences is hereby requested 
at their next meeting to take into conside m the i d and ex 
pense of conducting all surveys of a sci ic char under 
War or Interior Department and the surve I 1 Office, and 
to report to Congress as soon thereafter ical a plan 
for surveying and mapping the Territ d States ’ 
such general system as will, in their ju the best res 3 


at the least pessible cost. 
This resolution had reference solely to the Territories of the 
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Manifestly not, and the Chair believes that even it | 
tage in the appropriation bill was entirely different | 
it is and confined to gauging of streams of the public 

i not be in order. Can the gauging of 
»a part of the geological survey, a classifi- 

lane the examination of the geological 

ination of the mineral resources, or an ex- 

products of the national domain? The Chair 

‘hair thinks that the only power that the 

yor has has been conferred upon-him by the 

ec of statute. Aside from that he has no | 


is, 


this 


ui the gauging of streams is not within the provision | 


Chair 


ers conferred upon him by this statute. 
thinks clearly the term “gauging of 


tnining the water supply ” does not fall within | 


the staiute creating the Office of the 
defining and limiting the power of its 
( in order to determine whether or not 
ty of law for the work contemplated, we hav 
tatute passed in 1879, as the Chair has already 
Chair repeats that, in the opinion of the Chair, 
language of the appropriation bill under considera- 
gauging of a stream and the determining of 
‘1’ supply of the United States to the national domain, 
d yet not be in order. Why not? The Chair thinks it is 

us and the point of order should be sustained. 
| the authority conferred by the law upon 


ions of 


id 


more, 


Vis 


} the 


vpecause 
‘ of the Geological Survey has reference only to the 
in. And the Chair thinks there has been 
terms between the “ national domain” and “ public 
The Chair believes that the District of Columbia is 
it] domain, but yet it is certainly not the public do- 
the public domain has reference only to the 
Is, and public domain” and “public lands” are 
changeably used, in the opinion of the Chair, and 
» und the same thing, and they have reference to land 
be distributed for settlement. The forest reserves 
of the national domain, and yet are not a part of the 
ds, because they have been disposed of. The Chair 
hat the Territory of New Mexico a part of the 
in, and yet vast portions of it which have already 
buted and are already settled are not a part of the 
in. The Chair thinks that that is a 
n lately made and that it is the wise distinction to 
instance. 
hat is the other question involved? 
for the enactment of this section 


some 


Hise 


“ 


is 


The only other 
is that it is a 


‘xk already in pregress within the meaning of our rule. | 


mn given therefor is that previous statutes hereto- 
d have contained this express provision. The 
s House this limitation on the power of 
as to legislation on appropriation bills, that no appro- 
be made for any expenditure not previously 
law, unless such proposed expenditure is in con- 
ion of a public work or object already in progress—that 
public work or object previously appropriated for and yet 
ipleted. But what is a public work in progress? In 
iscertain that, it will be necessary to have recourse to 
liscussions on these specific propositions. It has been re- 
“liv held, and held in one instance by the gentleman from 
svivania [Mr. OLMSTED], that the term “ public work ” 
plated by the rule of the House clearly has reference to 
rible matter, as to a building, or a road, and such other 
‘a like character as will readily suggest themselves. 
the first session of the Fifty-first Congress this sub- 
taken up, and Mr. Payson, of Illinois, Chairman of the 
» of the Whole House on the state of the Union, in a 
hich the Chair regards, after careful examination, 
is well considered, if not better, than any other one made 
his subject, held that the term “ public work” had refer- 
tangible matter. The case is so clear in point 
‘tainly decisive of the question involved that the 
‘e the liberty of calling the attention of the com- 
quoting a part of it: 


imp ses 


tion shall 


rize by 


as 


io a 


und it is not necessary to state what provision, be- 
lanzuage is readily applicable to this provision— 
ill at all, the point of order being raised against it, 
udgment of the Chair, because it is connected with 
n ogress ’’ under the statutes of the United States. 
*ks in the judgment of the Chair, clearly con- 
. 28 buildings, roads, and such other matters 
rest themselves 
yn only remains, Does the expression “ objects already 
‘lude the duties to be performed by this board during 


be remembered that these duties are only to hear and deter- 


| board as 


| JAMES A. 


distinction | 


rule | 
the | 
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mine appeals from the Commissioner of Pensions to the Secretary, anq 
to be settled by that officer, but, as it is practically impossible fo | 
Secretary to do this, the performance of that duty is devolved upon 
part of the force in the Secretary's office. 

The duties are only part of the ordinary duties of an important 
executive office—routine duties, to be performed as the papers . 
the Secretary's office day by day. 

These duties so to be performed are not, in the judgment of 
Chair, the *“ object in progress’ contemplated by the rule. 

Then the Chair well says: 

The clause in the rule contemplates specific legislation for a cer: 
purpo for which provision has been made by law, but which 
legi ion has not been consummated by an attainment of the ect 
un the appropriation made for it and for which the appropriation 
made had proved insuaffictent. ' : 

In such case the rule allows an appropriation on a general 
complete the “object.” But the clause does not include the o 
performance of regular routine duty by the clerical force in { 
partment. 

A decision more clearly in point and on all fours with the 
present case was rendered by Hon. SerRENO E. PAYNE in 

. se - a 
ond session of the Fifty-fourth Congress. At that time 
TAWNEY, of Minnesota, offered this amendment. 

The Chair calls attention to the similarity betwe tha 
amendment offered by the gentleman, in effect, to the one under 
consideration at this time: 

liber investigations: To enable the Secretary of Agriculture 
tinue the investigations relating to textile fibers indigenous 
adapted to the United States, including their economic growth, : 
ing, and decorticating. 

The Chair again calls attention to the exact language: 

Tiber investigations: To enable the Secretary of Agricultur: 
tinue investigations 

Investigations having theretofore been authorized by pre 
appropriation bills. Thereupon, Mr. WApswormi, of New York, 
made the point of order, and the Chairman, Mr. Payné, held 
that the amendment was not in order, as the investigation was 
not such a tangible thing as would bring it within the exception 
whereby public works may be continued. 

Mr. OLMSTED, of Pennsylvania, held later, under a s 


is 
to 


the 


in 


sear. 


Mr, 


to con. 


ious 


} point of erder, public works and objects to mean “ tangil 


ters, like buildings,” ete., and “ that the mere appropriation of a 
salary does not thereby create an office so as to justify 
priations in the succeeding year.” 

Now, the gist of these decisions is: Was it a public obje 
in progress at the time the appropriation was asked for’ 
it must be a tangible work, something that would be co: 

An object that could be completed at some time, something 
a definite, fixed object, and not a continuing somethin 
it must have a definite end in sight in order to be an obj 
progress within the meaning of this rule. Provision f 
ing streams is not a tangible object. 

thing that can be concluded, nor is a determination of t} 
supply of the United States such a definite object in p 
and because of these statements, and because of these reasol 
the Chair believes that the point of order should be 

as to these two items, the gentleman from Indiana hay 
drawn the point of order on the other item, and the C! 
tains the point of order. 

Mr. WILEY of New Jersey. 
out the last word. 

If I had that voice of thunder and that throat of br: 
Homer wrote of, or if I had some of the eloquence wit 
this Chamber resounds, I would feel that I could not us 
to better purpose than in the discussion of this bil! 
now before us; but the curriculum of the scientific sc! 
not include the art of oratory. Engineers are men 
rather than of words, and their motto is: “Res non 
lt is possible this accounts for the few engineers sent t 
Moreover, I find myself somewhat hampered by thle | 
of this debate under the five-minute rule, and I hope | 
will be very generous with me if I have to exceed tlia 
I fear I must. I feel like exclaiming with that Lat 
“When I labor to be brief, I find that I am made 
Hence I am forced to write what I should like to dell) 
out writing. 

The work of the Geological Survey is one of the mos 
enterprises undertaken by the Government, and « 
judged by rules which might be applied to other governmental 
functions. 

A scientific investigation, to be of value, 
thorough, but complete. No reliable deductions ¢a! 
from a half truth; indeed, this half truth may 1e 
dangerous form of error. It is the acting on half trutis whica 
makes men nibilists, anarchists, and criminals. 

I am willing to concede to the committee in ba! 
bill that they were actuated by a sincere desir 
public money, and economy is always to be com 
it degenerates into parsimony, when it is not only u! 


appro- 


Mr. Chairman, I move | 


ure.” 


- with- 


onal 


he 


must be not only 
e drawn 
most 


. of this 
save the 
led unless 


wise, but 








re expensive than lavishness would be. I want to point 

( rtain illustrations of this parsimonious economy falsely 
‘ ed, which have come under my own observation. 

freeholders of a certain county desired to erect a stone 

idge and applied to an engineer to superintend it. He 

d his salary at $2,500 and declined the $1,500 they offered, 

y, in their desire te save the difference, employed a 

ical man” at $1,500. He erected the bridge, and before 

; open for traffic it fell in and had to be razed to its 

ions, costing the county $30,000. 

an engineer who reported a bridge as unsafe. He 

1 several oceasions, and he asked’ for $20,000 with which 

that bridge secure, but his directors refused the money 

him to get along without it. One night in the dead of | 

train went through that bridge and 50 people were 

| up and 200 more were injured. The engineer brooded 

misfortune, which was in no way his fault, until he 

sane and committed suicide. It cost that road over 

nillion dollars for damages. While I was sorry for | 

nt, I was also sorry that the damages were not a 

lars instead of half a million. I could give other 

constantly occurring in the lives of engineers, show- 

lly of parsimonious economy, which masquerades as 








mates submitted to the Committee on Appropriations | 
, fouse were carefully prepared by the various chiefs of | 
i charge of the work contemplated. They were exact 
s, asking only for what was needed, neither more nor 
d there is submitted to this House an estimate made 
mittee, a body that could not possibly understand 
f the Survey, cutting down some estimates one-half, 
¢ an average reduction of one-fifth. 

rd here as to the character and attainments of the 
of the Geological Survey. In common with the engi- 
ternity, I have been in close touch with them for | 
s or more. Engineers look upon them as scientists | 
est standing, and accept their conclusions as reliable | 
createst value to the profession. They are enthusi- 
lines of discovery, and there is hardly one of them 
d not better his position financially by leaving it. | 
much higher salaries have been offered several, but 
for these investigations is so great, and the oppor- 
the Government service for scientific research are 
e to them that they can not be tempted by mere 

ir interest is in science and in science alone. 
yw cutting down an appropriation not only cripples 
zition, but practically neutralizes its results, take the 
glug streams when one-half the appropriation has been | 
rhis work must be continuous to enable any definite | 
» be reached. It will not answer to gauge a stream 
hen. The conduct of the stream must be studied year 
it, so as to predicate on the flow of water as to its 
ity, and other actions, under all possible circum- 
In order to make this work of value, it must be con- 
upletion. Partial results have been obtained on 
| . of streams, and as far as they go they are all 
rig itil they are complete they are of no practical value 
( It may be asked, indeed I have been asked, why 
ent should undertake these matters instead of leay- 
private enterprises? There are two reasons: First, 
enterprises could conduct them on the scale on 
ernment has done, and will do if this House will 
eans to go forward, as they have the plant already 
to undertake the investigations. 





\ NEY. I should like to ask the gentleman from New 
he obtained consent to proceed indefinitely in de- 
eech? 


\IRMAN (Mr. Bovurett). The present occupant of 
state that he just took the chair, to relieve the 
int, and does not know what arrangement was 


LY. I do not understand that the gentleman re- 
us gonsent to proceed indefinitely. 

‘MAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

us consent, at the request of Mr. McCieary of 
Mr. Bennet of New York, the time of Mr. 
Jersey was extended ten minutes. | 

of New Jersey. I said that few private enter- 
ry out this work as the Government can do it. 


NY I desire to ask the gentleman if he is reading | 


ent that was printed in the Recorp a few days 
leman from Ohio? 

of New Jersey. I really do not know. This is 
yself. [Laughter.] I was not aware that the 
Ohio had obtained access to my manuscript. 










Mr. TAWNEY. I was 
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informed that 
pared by the Geological Survey. 


Mr. WILEY of New Jersey. 


self. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. 








This is a brief 


it 


The gentleman from 











tion of our nayal vessels. 
Take another instance, the 
from them that by making certain combinations of 





> cement 


was 


Min 


test: 


It 


ernment official this knowledge will save $1,0¢ 
on Government buildings under construction. 
> of 


| The tests for reenforced 
| only for the construction of public buildings, but 


concrete are 


xT 


the bri 


OT 
I 


hie 
ake 


slate and burning them in a peculiar manner ro 
posed to be unavailable can now be made into 
| the Portland brand, and I 


have been told person 


re 


ts 


is 


hit} 





1 
in 


tT 


for 


ferred to that two or three times. I made no pretense th 
was my own production. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I did not say you did. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But I think it was a credit to 
that I was able to get it, and I think it would have 
credit to the gentleman from Minnesota if he had. \ 

Mr. WILEY of New Jersey. Second, while the G 
results are disinterested and will favor no one undu 
vate investigation is always open to the suspicion }) 
ship. The result announced by the Governmen I 
weight with the engineers and the public which the pi 
vestigation will never attain. Moreover, the subjects 
gated are of inestimable value to the Government its 
instance, take the fuel test. I saw the plant at St 
erected during my term as State commissioner. I 
the Government contributed $50,000 toward its ers 
from other sources $100,000 was added. The rail 
panies were so impressed with the value of these ex; 
that they have hauled cars of fuel without charge. 
especially true of the southern and western raiiro 
this connection, I want to read a report made to the Pi 
| of the United States on the 6th day of June, 1906. 

TO THE PRESIDENT: The executive committee of t 
on fueis and structural materials, recently ted 
fully ask your attention to the following { 
tion with the inquiry made at the requ of this lx l 

I omit all not bearing on the tests of fuel and structu 
rials. 

* * « * . 

When it is remembered that the yearly los from f in ft 
States aggregate $2.50 per capita, : ( ired with 33 
capita in European countries ; t the fil s in the Uni 
during the past ten years have aggregated n ss tl $1.° 
that the people expend ann n ilding and constru 
$1,000,000,000, and that this Government itself expend 
such purposes more than $20,000,000, it is apparent t! 
subject deserves the most serious consideration by the G 

This committee furthermore begs to express the « 
thorough investigation of the properties of the materia 
tion and fireproofing, and the resulting increased econe 
tems of construction, may be expected to save anr 
than 10 per cent of these total expenditures, y 
annual saving to the Government alone on S pre it 
from one to two million dollars and to the peop f 
saving of many millions each year. 

+s > * . 7 
Very respectfully, 
O. H. Ernst, Corps of Engines U. 8S. At / 
Iathmiaon ¢ pal Com i 
JAMES K. Taytor, Supervising Architect, 
Ropnert W. Hunt, Chicago, IU., 
President American Institute Mining En 
CHARLES A. HEXAMER, [/ lelphia, 
Chairman Board of } t 
National Fire Underwriters iv 
Henry G. Srorr, N« York, 
Interboro Rapid Transit Com 
Executive Committee National Ad B 
Fuels and truct 

After a full investigation it was at once disco, 
fair grade of fuel gas could be obtained fro 
which had no great value previously. The in iM 
to the Government is at once seen when we consic 
the more convenient location of many fuels to th 
their use by the United States is required, but a g 
arises from the results of the use of the fuel gas its 

experts were at the same time testing coal, and, 

that was picked coal from the mines, while the Gov 
was of coal where the man was sent to the 

ears of coal as they ran from the mine, and 

under supervision until they arrived at the poin 

coal was tested; and therefore it is a disinterested 

fair test of the coal from that mine. Now, the 

were at the same time testing coal, and obtained 2.2 | 

coal per hour per horsepower. The fuel gas obtained 
result from 0.87 pound. Not only is this saving extre 
| able, but the saving in space required for fuel on a 

of even much greater value in the present overcrowde: 
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en toun 
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Government dams desi 
the Par 


resources, 


1ed for the Recla- 


many of 
service ima Canal. 


» hit 7 
i@ ihe O11 


l 
ineral 


ue mM 


mineral resources 
the total value of 
United States was a little 
last five years there has 
ent in nearly all brancl 
according to the returns of 


iation for 
at $50,000, 


‘1, when the 
the first 
‘oduction the 
1.000. During the 
developn 
and 


appropr 
time the 
over 
been 
of the 
the 


Ol 


aie 
PRAD 


try, 


1 
ic 


1es 
al Survey 
of 1901 by over 50 per cent. 

The history of the coal production alone is one of great inter- 

wt i mney to keep in touch with developments in the 
‘rest by correspo! and so all these matters are 

for the benetit of the country at large. 
the rules it is impossible to more than indicate these 
and let the thoughtful mind carry them forward to a 
te conclusion, but in general I want to beg of this House 
the question of appropriations for the Survey from the 
int of the American citizen—nonpartisan, nonpolitical— 
ist firmly any attempt to stifle the acquiring and dis- 
on of knowledge, for this I consider to be not only the 
legitim: function of the Government, but one of its highest 

and most valuable functions. 

In that connection I want to say that reading from the reports 
the Panama Canal the other day I found that in determining 
sage through the dam at Gatun the engineer, Mr. Stearns, 
Sunday, his testimony before the Canal Com- 
ythers, made the statement that what they relied 
‘ipally to determine the seepage in compressed earth 
experiments made by the Geological Survey, he 
hem to be thoroughly reliable. Give, then, our patient 
‘if-sacrificing scientists an opportunity to complete their 
arduous tasks by restoring their appropriation to its full amount, 
and not only will they rise up and call you blessed, but the 
try large will join with them, and the knowledge that a 
er of Congress voted to continue these investigations will 

» a first-class campaign document this fall, and the result will 
be that the complexion of the next Congress will be v 
to the one that I now see around me. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Chairman, I would like to 
£ the gentleman if this gauging of streams is carried on in 
connection with the question of water-storage problem? 

Mr. WILEY of New Jersey. I should judge it had its bearing 
on it if they were storing water from that particular stream. 
In New York State at present they are going to build a large 
dam in the Catskills to get water. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. The city of New York? 

Mr. WILEY of New Jersey. The city of New York 

Mr. Chairman, in this connection I desire to call attention to 
several letters that I have, which, with the permission of the 
House, I will insert in the Recorp. When this matter was 
brought up I wrote to prominent men around the United States 
and asked them for an expression of their opinion, and I append 
herewith the letters which I have received in reply to the let- 
ters which I sent out. They are as follows: 

York, PA., 


1 
uence, 


of 
the 


See] 


} 


in 


and 


as 


at 


Ol 


1] 
Sik 


June 9, 1906. 
Hl. WILEY, 
ber House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
; to your inquiry of the 26th ultimo, which 
ly did not reach me until now, as I am located temporarily 
at York, I’a., I will say that I trust the investigation which 
ment of the United States Geological Survey has made re- 
and which has been conducted at St. Louis during the 
. May be continued still further. I consider it one of the 
subjects and one of the greatest possible value to all 
this country. 
far as it has progressed, is well and 
f an inestimable value; but I am assured that it could 
urther pursued and still greater advantages obtained. No 
lividual and no association of engineers could have the facili- 
or afford the expense of arriving at a thoroughly 
this subject. I have studied with immense benefit the work 
been accomplished, and I trust, as stated above, that this 
be continued. 
very respectfully, 


‘sponse 


conscientiously 


data on 


am, yours, CHARLES EKSTRAND, 
Mechanical and Electrical Engineer. 

RICKETTS & BANKS, 
AND MINING ENGINEERS, 
New York, May 29, 


CHEMISTS, ASSAYERS, 
1906. 
WILEY, 
of Repre 


sentatives, Washington, D. C. 


In response to your inquiry I would say that I 
work of the United States Geological Survey 
. Louis with much interest. 
been ted and the precautions taken to insure 
in all comparative tests have been very gratifying. 
tests of coal. have been made in the past by various operators 
e of the published records are of considerable interest and 
ut the data available are scattered and incomplete. Many of 
‘sts have been made under unfavorable conditions and many others 


have fol- 
coal-testing 


sele 


uniform 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


greater part inconclusive 


I would like to read a few sta- | 


WAS | 


a | 


Geo- | 
for 1905 the production for that year will exceed | 
| be carried to completion. 


| Survey 


|; plants at 


| lines 
| industrial 
| obtained are of instant application to everyone—wo 
| alike 


| it 


gineers’ 
| learned many lessons as to the very 
very similar | 
ee I would ask you to make this subject one of seri 
|} ane 


| this 


| ical Survey 


scien- | 


The care with which the eqtip- | 


set Sarth, 
and not co 
Faulty samples, the use of 
apparatus, and in many cases 
combined to introduce 
ported results often un 
close comparisons. 


under so that the results 
iparable. Often they 
in: ide quate or not prope hy 
lack of experience of the inve 
factors of uncertainty, which 
satis 


conditions not fully are 
ble. 


render 


I doubt if there is to-day a thoroughly equipped fuel-testir 


in this country outside of the Government's plant at St. Li 

cost of providing and maintaining suca a plant is too great to be 
taken by private capital. The need of it has been sorely felt 
neers and all interested in the vast field of fuel utilization. 
the plant at St. Louis has already done some excellent work, 
remains to be accomplished. It would be an inestimable 
neers and the people at large if a work so favorably be 


Ss loss 


gun si 


tors and an equipment 
reguired to continue 
with the value of 


earefully standardized. The amount 
and complete the work is a trifle in co: 
the data to be obtained. 


JUNE 


for 


eal 


stigai 


are ur 


Ul 


factory and unsuitable for use as a bas 


Dy 


Altl 
mucl 


» ¢ 


The Survey now has a corps of trained 


realize all that the opportunity presented affords, and that (Co 


may 
pletion. 
Yours, very truly, JOHN H. } 


SYRACUSE, N. Y., March 2 
Hon. M. E. DRISCOLL, 

Congressman Twenty-ninth district, State of New York, 
Washington, 
I am in receipt of Senate Docume: 
and structural materials,” being a letter 
Interior to the President of the United 
“transmitting a copy of a letter from the Director of the G 
embodying a summary of the results obtained in the 
tions under the survey 
St. Louis, ete., pursuant to Senate resolution No. 
garding which I wish to ask your kindest attention to the reco 
tions of Director Charles D. Walcott. 
one to overestimate the 
recommended would 
as well as 


My Dear CONGRESSMAN: 
subject, “ Fuels 
Secretary of the 


this nation. 
scientific 


mean to 


The work 
thoroughly r 


in character. Th 
connected or interested in mines and manufactures. 

I can not take either your time or mine to go into deta 
than to say that even industries as large as 
with, with their able corps of chemists and other 
impossible to do all they would like to do in these sug 


of investigation. The United States Government can best 


|} and by freely publishing the results lend assistance to all 


while in Washington during the ny! 
I visited the Government laboratories, 


A year ago, at this time, 


convention, 
tions being carried on. 


ss of 


Therefore, with all the earnestne 
if convinced of the truth 


: and force of my statements, do 
possibly 


can toward obtaining the appropriation which will 
important work. 
I would be grateful to you, if you think it proper, 
ward to our Senators copies of this ranean 
concerned. 
With best wishes, and a hearty “ thank you Y 
Yours, sincerely, 


or to a 
in advance, I 


J. WM. 


aA 


is 


ls 
those I am co! 
investigator 


21, 
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it Nx 
fre 


of fuels and structural materials at the 


It would be impossible f 
value which continued investigation upon thy 
whol] 


make a liberal provision to carry on the work to a successfy| 
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Let us hope that we py 
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rkmen and owners 
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continue 


Assistant General Manager the Solvay Process Con 


Heartily approved. 
W. B. 
Vice-President and Manaying 


rear COMPAN 
Y., June 


GENERAL 
. Schenectady, N. 
Hon. W. H. Wi ry, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
DEAR Sir: In regard to your inquiry in relation to thé 
value of the investigation of fuels begun at the St. 
writer 
tion carried on to the extent possible by the Government. 1! 
great deal of valuable fuel burned without proper econon 
knowledge we have on this subject the better. 

Yours, very truly, 


Syracusg, N. Y., June 
Hon. W. H. WILry, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
Dear Sir: In reply to your letter of May 26 relative 
tinuing of the investigation of fuels, as conducted under 
at the St. Louis Exposition during the past 
would say that I think it is most important that this work 
on. I would also like to add that the information obtai! 
investigations should be gotten into the hands of the p 
thereafter as is possible in order to make such investigat 
and practical as possible. 
Yours, very truly, 
ABRAM & BALpwW 
Assistant Manager Soda Ash Depa 
The Solvay Proce 


New YorKE, 
Hon. W. H. WILEY, : 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

My Dear WILeEy: I feel impelled to write to you 
great value I attach to the investigations of fuels w! 
going on under the Geological Survey at St. Louis, oP 
they ought to profit the industries of this country. 


| so familiar with the general merits of the case that it 


me to enter into an argument, but so far as I have n 


| general feeling that this work is of very great public use! 


Yours, very truly, Henry M. 


Z, 
) 


Louis Ex 
feels that there is a great deal to be learned by an iny 


through ignorance in regard to the best way to burn it. 1! 


r 


SMITH, 


p 
i 


COGSWELL, 


Direc 


1A 


emi 


to have you for 
nyone else 


1iD 


any. 


mol 


Hows. 


tor. 
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FRANK KLEPETKO, CONSULTING ENGINEER, 
New York, May 28, 1906. 





W. Ii. WILEY, 
of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 











::eWe wish to express our approval and our appreciation of | 
rtance of continuing the investigation of fuels which has } 
nducted under the Geological Surv vy at St. Louis during the | 
years. We have looked over the copies of reports which have 
‘us with a great deal of interest, and as soon as we have time } 
i them very much more in detail. ' 
ting that yoa will be able to continue this excellent work, we are, 
Yours, very truly, 
FRANK KLEPETKO, 
By C. V. DREw. 
KAATERSKILL PAVING Brick COMPANY, 
Catskill, N. Y., May 28, 1906. 
Hi \V. Hi. WILEY, 


of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
2: J e to your inquiry in regard to the importance 
ing the investigation of fuels, which has been conducted under 
wical Survey at St. Louis during the past two years, I wish to 
{ think this work will prove of very great practical value to 
rs and others, as these tests can be relied upon, and any 
certain ‘| for a given purpose can at once select 
now just what it will do without having to go through 
borious experiments. 
roughly convinced that if this is conducted in the proper 
1 that it will prove of vast importance to consumers. 
Ve ‘y respectfully, yours, 

























S. H. BrockuMeEr, Mining Engineer. 


PHILADELPHIA, Pa., May 28, 1906. 

U Wa. H. WILEY, ¥ ’ | 
of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. ing your inquiry as to the importance 

the investigation of fuels which has been conducted under 

al Survey of St. Louis during the past two years: I look 

tigation as one of the most i I 


WILEY: Answeri 












ve important, part ‘ly to 
g industries of the United St $ i ier- | 
any years in our country. The facts out | 
. t way to use the coal produced in dif our | 
be invaluable in helping each section is | 
; | i! . 


ts particular type of coal, and will also enable 1 
definitely decide that they can profitably build fact 
ts of the country where in the past the question of 
looked upon as an almost insurmountable obstacle. 

very strongly urge you and y« friends in Congress to 

‘ral appropriation for this purpose 

Yours, sincerely, | 
FreD W. TAYLOR, | 
President American Society Mechanical Engineers. 








SIBLEY COLLEGE, CORNELL UNIVERSITY, 
Ithaca, N. Y., May 28, 1906. 
H W. H. WILEY, 
of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
This letter is in response to your inquiry asking for my 
the work under the Geological Survey at the coal-testing 


] st. Louis. 
‘ . 

elved the reports of this work, and have examined them 
W care, and they surely are a distinct contribution to the data 





nical engineefs of this country. The value of 
f \ ms to me so great that I sincerely hope appro 

pt may be made which warrant their continuance. 

Yours, respectfully, 





the mecl 


gations se 





ALBERT W. SMITH. 
° 


PENNSYLVANIA COAL AND COKE COMPANY, 
OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT, 
Philadelphia, Pa., May 29, 1006. 
lH W. H. WItLey, 
I of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
In response to your inquiry, I beg to say that, in my opin- 


i nuance of the fuel investigation which has been conducted 
ul gical Survey at St. Louis during the past two years is 
VE , hot only from the standpoint of the producer, but from 


msumer also, in that it gives absolutely reliable data as 
y of the various coals of the country and their adapta 
i purposes. This information is not at present gvyail- 
b reason of its great cost is not obtainable by the average 
mpany. 
the appropriation for carrying on this important work 
na liberal basis, I beg to remain, 
iy, yours, 





W. A. LAtTHrop, President. 


G. E. ALKINS, COAL AND COKE, 
Chicago, May 28, 1906. 
Hor 1. WILFY. ; . 
f Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
In response to your inquiry, I desire to say that the 
nished manufacturers and other large consumers of coal 
ium of the experiments conducted under the Geological 
Louis, Mo., is of very great value. Owing to the vast 
preduced in this country and the variations in their 
have been at a loss frequently for proper units of 
to calculate the relative efliciency of fuels offered for 
‘ets of the several States. 
of coal are transported to central points of distribu 














itly they represent the preducts of several Stites. Tor 
Ill., receives shipments from Pennsylvania, Mary 

is, Ohio, Indiana, Kentucky, and Tennessee, 1 les 
1¢@ mines of Illinois. Each of these States contains 








lary numerous varieties of co: of which var 
ne, and many of which carry itions in frei 
e fuel-testing plant at St. Louis has covered 

remains to be accomplished. In fact, the field for work 
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Hon. W. H. WILEY, 
HT F Representatit 
response 





hown in this ec 





that can be don 








production of 
vith the future pro 








direction, 
re valuablegresults ought 











ion. W. H. WILEY, 


Representatives, Washington 


Tiouse of 













in the ordi: 

















can obtain. 
is of great importance to 








products 


hich are so 





facturers in 


industries in the use of 


which these by-products will con 
I am heartily in favor of an extension of 
respectfully, 


Wanager and Chief 


President Consulting Engineer 


HI, WILEY, 


Representatives, Washington, 





Commerce 




















the Pittsbur 
adjoining 


arrying such appropriati 
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vcation of these laboratories be left open until the claims of 
, district can be brought before the Director of the Geolog- 


EDWARD V. D’INVILLIERS, 
GEOLOGIST AND MINING ENGINEER, 
Philadelphia, Pa., May 28, 1906. 

Il. WILEY, 

of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

: Masor Witey: With reference to the fuel tests which 

onducted ever since the Louisiana Purchase Exposition at 
by the Geological Survey, it gives me great pleasure to say 
continuance of this work is of the highest importance, 
who are engaged solely in professional work, like 
but principally to the country at large, and the coal industry 


ik the 
to those 


illv. 
of us may differ from time to time as to methods for compiling 
d deducing conclusions, but, nevertheless, there is a proper and 
nded belief that the methods pursued by the United States Geolog- 
Surve at least free from any criticism as to favoritism or 
ind form the only possible standard for safe comparison, which 
i kind demands. 
fore urge an enlargement of their appropriation and 
rving forward these investigations to a more finite 
than has heretofore been possible, and I believe 
vhich shall be derived therefrom will be regarded, 
it the United States, with more respect and confi- 
be secured by any other similar investigation 
1 may be in a position to still further aid this 
m sure you will feel has already given evidence of 
results of value, I am, 
ctfully, yours, 


Vy are 


of this 


igation 


BE. V. D'INVILLIERS. 


GEORGE W. HARRIS, MINING ENGINEER, 
Beckley, W. Va., May 28, 1906. 
Hf. WiILry, 
ouse of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
bear Str: I have your kind inquiry as to my opinion relative to the 
importance of continuing the investigation of fuels, which has been con- 
od under the United States Geological Survey at their testing plant 
at St ouis. I gladly avail myself of the privilege of expressing my 
you on a matter which I trust is only the initial step of such 
rations. I particularly appreciate the splendid work commenced 
connected with the St. Louis experiment station, and would 
regret its discontinuance. 
al fields are being opened to-day, and reliable ioforma- 
ls of this country is in greater and greater demand, 
egart heir steaming, coking, and briquetting qualities. 
Much has been written about the advantage of experiment stations, 
in which matters of the utmost importance to the mining interests 
( uld re eive 
and State 


ing cor 


agricultural institutions. Great Britain and the important min- 
itinental countries have maintained for years experiment stations, 
which have made most important contributions to mining knowledge, 
while the United States, the world’s largest producer of fuel, has, with 
the exception of the St. Louis plant, no establishment for experimental 
work. 

I sincerely trust that the investigation of fuels may not only be 
nued, but that the scope of the St. Louis plant may be enlarged. 
y mining problems await solution, and as a most timely illustra- 
n, I would respectfully call your attention to the numerous coal- 
ne explosions that have occurred in the United States within the last 
and most recently the loss of life from that cause in West 
Virginia Foreign countries have conducted experiments along the 
line of coal-dust explosions, among others, but further research seems 
to be necessary. 

Chanking you for giving me this opportunity of communicating with 
you on this matter, I beg to remain, 

Respectfully, yours, 


iew years, 


Geo. W. HARRIS. 


GEOLOGIC AND TOPOGRAPHIC SURVEY, 
COMMISSION OF PENNSYLVANIA, 
Harrisburg, Pa., May 28, 1906. 
The Hon. W. H. WILEY, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Dear Sir: Replying to your request for an expression of opinion 
me as to the importance of continuing the investigation of fuels, 
has been conducted under the Geological Survey at St. Louis 
the past two years, I can only say that I regard this work as 
¢ the most important conducted by the Government. The results 

‘ady obtained have been extremely interesting and of great economic 

lue to the fuel industry and manufacturing interest of the entire 
country; and the benefits to be derived are not confined to those States 
which are producers of coal. While it is true that we have large coal 
resources in this country, it is equally true that, at the present rate of 
consumption, these must soon become exhausted; and therefore the 
proper use of the fuel, so as to obtain its full power efficiency, should 
be ascertained as speedily as possible, and in no way can this be done 
except under the auspices of the United States Government. Our Goy- 
ernment itself should have much interest in the matter, and especially 
in eonnection with the Navy Department. I sincerely hope that the 
recommendations of the Director of the United States Geological Sur- 
vey will meet with that hearty response from the Members of Congress 
which the importance of the work so well justifies. 

I have understood that should the testing plant now located at St. 
Louis, be moved to Pennsylvania—and Pittsburg seems to be the log- 
ical place for its location—Mr. Carnegie stands ready to contribute a 
large sum of money for its proper installation there. I can well com- 
mend the recommendations of the Director of the Survey to your fa- 
vorable consideration. 


Very truly, yours, ANDREW 8S. McCREATH, Commissioner. 


WILKES-BARRE, May 28, 1906. 
Hon. W. H. WILEy, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

My Drar Mr. Wier: In response to your request of the 26th in- 
stant, asking my opinion of the importance of continuing the investi- 
ration of fuels which has been conducted under the Geological Survey 
at St. Louis during the past two years, permit me to express my thor- 


attention similar to the work carried on by the national ; 





JUNE 18, 


ough appreciation of the excellent work thus far done and to hone 
that the investigations will not only be continued, but extended to in- 
clude more thoroughly both the eastern bituminous and anthracite 
regions. . 
There is great need for authoritative data in regard*to coal w} h 
this investigation is admirably supplying, and I sincerely hope that 
there can be no question of Congress appropriating the necess: 
funds for its continuance, 
Yours, very truly, 


essary 
R. V. Norris, Consulting Engineer. 


AMERICAN LOCOMOTIVE COMPANY, 
Richmond, Va., May 28, 1 
Hon. W. H. WItzy, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Str: In reply to your inquiry in regard to the value of the invest; 
gation of the relative heat values of coal of the United States, to : 
with the investigation of structural material, I wish to say that 
of this _ is of inestimable value to the users of coal and stry 
material. 

Owing to the lack of data as to the relative heating value 
ferent coals, users are entirely dependent on statements of the 
without individual investigations, which in nearly all cases 
practicable, and consequently a great deal of money is lost by 
fuel not adapted for the individual requirements. f 

The reports gotten out by the United States Geological Sury; 
their Professional Paper No. 48, supplies a great deal of valu: 
formation of this character, and it will be of material assists; 
only in engineering circles, but to all engaged in manufacturing 
tries, if this work is extended and completed. 

I trust that the Government will be able to see the importance of the 
work undertaken, and provide sufficient funds to carry it out 
way that it should be finished, as it would be an appropriati 
which the country would derive a direct benefit. 

Yours, truly, 


i the 


mn from 


V. Z. CRAVAREISTI, Shop Engineer. 
PHILADELPHIA, May 2s 
Hon. W. H. WILEy, 
House of Kepresentatives, Washington, D. C. 


Dear Sir: I trespass upon your time most briefly and only 
press the sincere hope that the investigation of fuels under the | 
States Geological Survey at St. Louis may be continued. 

To the country at large the results of this research work s)) 
of immense value. 

Yours, very truly, 


to exX- 
nited 


1 be 


Wa. G. NEILSON. 


BEECH CREEK COAL AND COKE COMPANY 
Patton, Cambria County, Pa., May 
Hon. W. H. WiLey, Washington, D. C. 


Dear Sir: In reference to the question of the investigations 
which have been conducted under the Geological Survey at 58! 
during the past two years, we learn that the matter of continui 
investigations is in question. 

We certainly believe that these investigations should be « 
by all means. The use of fuel is receiving more attention 
before, and scientific research and investigation has done mu 
line as well as other lines that concern practical economic resu 

Yours, very truly, 
E. C. Brown, Superinte) 


New Yors, May 
Hon. W. H. WItey, e 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

DEAR Sir: In response to your inquiry of the 26th instant, 
pleasure in saying that I have recently examined the fina 
(Professional Paper No. 48) ‘on fuel investigations duri: 
a result of a survey of fuels and structural materials, at | 
plant at St. Louis,” sufficiently to be impressed by the accom) 
ef this testing plant, and am consequentiy prompicd to « 
hope, as an interested engineer—a member of the American 
Mechanical Engineers—that the Senate may act in a way 
the continuance of these valuable investigations indefinitel) 

In my judgment, any appropriation which the Senate m 
posed to make to this end will be spent to an inestimable ady 

Very respectfully, 
W. W. N 


COLONIAL IRON COMPANY, 
Riddlesburg, Pa., Ma! 
Hon. W. H. WILmy, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Six: In reply to your inquiry, I beg to state that f! 
gation of fuels conducted under the direction of the U1 
Geological Survey at St. Louis during the last two year 
be of very great value not only to the producer, but also 
sumer of coal and coke. The work already performed has 
siderable value, and it will be a great pity if it should ce 

Only such test can be carried on authoritatively by the ‘ 
There is no private laboratory in existence where such t 
made, nor would it pay for private parties to establish 
kind; it is too expensive to erect, and requires men ot lon 
to operate it. 

It is a work that the Government can only conduct, a1 
mation and discoveries it will make leading to economy in 
tions will add to the material wealth of the country. 

Yours, respectfully, 2 
Wma. Lauper, Genera 


1906. 


JOHNSTOWN, Pa., 
Hon. W. H. WILey, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Str: As you request an unbiased and independ 
to the value and importance of continuing the investica 
which have been conducted under the Geological Surv’ 
during the past two years: : 

{ am deeply interested in this work from the fact of 
sive usefulness. It is designed to embrace the scientific | 
study of the several varieties of coals in the United Stat 


jon as 
fuels, 


Louis 


“exhibiting 








1906. 














relative values for generating steam and for the manufacture of 





It alone can assemble 
coal in an impartial way that 


this work. 
of 


United States can do 
to do this testing 


the 
| scientists 


sure general acceptance from the producers and users of coal 
1) oducts. 
isolated determinations have been made by companies and indi- 

. s. but these do net command the absolute confidence that the | 


of the St. Louis coal-testing plant will assure. 
the great expansion of the use of coal—in 1905 364,332,640 net 
t becomes a matter of the utmost industrial importance to diffuse | 
‘ e of the adaptability of the several qualities of coal for 
g and for the manufacture of coke and its by-products 
iphate and tar. 

dy of coals for the manufacture of coke is of vital importance 
f fact of its rapid expansion and the exhaustion of the fields 
the best coals for coking without preparation by crushing 








now in a period in this great manufacture when the several 
the preparation of the secondary qualities of coal for the | 


' for 
, of metallurgical coke is earnestly needed. | 

: 1904 22,035,292 net tons of coke were produced, requiring 
- net tons of coal. The years 1905 and 1906 will shew a 


<pansion of this industry. 

etting of coal screenings and of the large fields of lignites 

ist helpful study for this testing plant at St. Louis, and 
looked for by the coal producers in the East, and espe- 
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: e West. 
sured that this testing work is most valuable, as it covers 
esis of our manufactures in the proper uses of the several 
coals, with determinations of the special coals that are 
i the manufacture of coke. 
experience already secured at the St. Louis testing plant 
two years of its valuable work, with its well-developed sys- 
ing. it would be a great national loss to have it interrupted 
it industrial mission has been accomplished. 
truly, yours, 





Jno. FuLTON, Mining Geologist. 


R. CHAPMAN & Co., BANKERS AND BROKERS, 
New York, May 28, 1906. 


E. 


Ii. WILEY, 

‘ Representatives, Washington, D, C. 
As a producer, it seems to me important that the 
n fuels, now being conducted by the Geological Survey 
‘ ; should be continued, and I trust you will favor legisla- 
end It seems to me that it is a matter of importance to all 
nsuming eeal, that chemical properties of the different coals 
the United States should be absolutely settled and deter- 
ticularly as the different coals vary so much in their 


coal 


of 


lad at all times to do what I can to aid in securing the 


R. 


ion, 
,» yours, 


E. CHAPMAN. 


ruiy 


EDITORIAL ROOMS, THE ENGINEERING MAGAZINE, 
New York, May 28, 1906. 
Hon H. Witz, M C.. 
Washington, D. C. 
I Witry: I am writing to you, not only in my own behalf, but 
of the opportunity which I have had as editor of the 
Eng ng Magazine of sounding the opinion of the engineering pro- 
neral regarding the great importance to the industries of 
of the continuance of the work of the fuel-testing 
Geologieal Survey so auspiciously commenced at the St. 
Lo | tion 
doubt that it would be a national misfortune if any- 
thir i occur to prevent the continuance of this important work, 
doubt that its completion will add greatly to the 
e country by demonstrating the commercial value of fuel 
to neglected. Already I have had inquiries from abroad 
‘ractical developments of the use of lignites and brown 


tes 





veneration of fuel gas, and there is every reason to be 
ther developments in these and other valuable results 
i by the continuance of the work of the board. 

. great mistake to cut short in this partially com 
this investigation already hailed by the engineers 
ith so much satisfaction, and I trust that you will 
in your power to have the board continued and the 


priations liberally made. 
under another cover, a marked copy of the April 
‘ing Magazine, in which reference is made to this 


Ine 


ry truly, 


HeNRY HARRISON SvuPLes, Editor. 


THE UNITED COKE AND GAS COMPANY, 
New York City, May 28, 1906. 











i . 
ri ILEY, 
‘cpresentatives, Washington, D. C. 
response to your inquiry, would say we sincerely hope 
a way clear to continue the investigations of fuels 
vear at the St. Louis laboratory. It is scareely nec 
7 the advantage of a complete knowledge of our own 
as far as completed is of great value to us as well as 
ers of coal and its products. 
y truly, 
THE UNITED COKE AND GAS COMPANY, 
D. F. ScHNEIWIND, Vice-President. 
MECKLENBURG IRON WORKS, 
Hon. 1 Charlotte, N. C., May 28, 1906. 
; esentatives, Washington, D. C. 
ne ving to your inquiry about the importance of contin- 
of tl Sations of fuel, begun at St. Louis under the direction 





Survey, there can be, in my opinion, no doubt about 








8429 





its importance. The results there obtained are already of service to 
those using coal in manufacturing As they become known and are 
carried to an end, will be of more service and be more valued Hoping 
that the appropriation for this work will be continued and increased, 
I am, 

Yours, sincerely and respectfully, Jno. WILKES. 

WASHINGTON, D. C Fi ( 
Hon. W. H. WILEY, 
House of Representatives. 

My Dear Mr. WItey: In reply to your inquiry, I beg to savy that the 
continuance of the fuel investigations by the United States Geological 
Survey should be of great importance to our peopk No one will deny 
the value of such investigations when preperly carried out. while the 
record of what has already been accomplished by t Survey in thi 
direction shows how well it has been dons Granting a this. is t 


Government justified in continuing such work? 
As you know, I am strongly opposed to the Go 





any work which can be done by private enterpr | : 
plants already exist, and any coal operator can hav: product te 
A testing plant supported by public money should not be ted 
compete with such private work, but what it should and can do is 
something very different 

“Good wine needs no bush;” prime coal needs no public assistance 


to demonstrate its qualities. Now, while many sections of our co 











are blessed with abundant supplies of excellent fuel, the i a aa 
have no other local resources but inferior coals, lignites, or even pe at 
It is perfectly well known that by proper treatment these inf f 
can, in the vast majority of cases, be rendered highly effici 

knowledge is of little value to the public unless it can 

the investigations in any given case give promise of commercial success 
To do this requires that the work be done on a scale that no priva 
enterprise would be justified in undertaking. For example, th nite 
of a western district, now of little value, might by suitable treatmen 
be made a valuable smelting material, but nobody is sufficiently inte 
ested in it to expend the money required to prove this Peat ; can 
be made far more valuable than most people think, but again é 

not enough prospect of private profit. 

Of course it must be understeod that the work be con 1 to 
the investigation of the fuel resources of large a! t it is or oO 
blaze the way and to indicate the direction for e ind | 
effort, and that then the Government should ceas« action. ¢ ‘3 
must determine the advisability of expending public money in t ‘ 
tion, but I feel sure that if the work is properly administered 
fined to its legitimate limits the returns will amply justify the « li 
ture. , 

Very truly, yours, THOMAS M. CHATARD 
HENRY S. FLEMING, CONSULTING ENGIN 
New York, May 28, 1906. 


Hon. W. H. WItey, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Drak Str: With reference to the importance of continuing the in 
vestigation of fuels and carrying out the proposed investigation of 
all structural materials, I beg to inclose herewith a copy of a lett 


which I sent Mr. Walcott, acknowledging the published tests of fuel 


thus far made and which expresses my opinion of the value of ’ 
tests. If there is any way in which I could emphasize what | | ‘ 
said I would like to do so. I have been fortunate enough to recé 


from the Government very many of its publications and find them 





















most valuable in my. work, and of all of them these fuel tests 
a more practical and direct value than any. I heartily hope it may be 
possible to continue them. 
telieve me, sincerely, yours, H. 8S. FLEMING, 
NEw YORK, April ¢ 
CHARLES D. WALCOTT, 
Director United States Geological Survey. Washington, D. ¢ 

DEA Sir: I beg to acknowledge the receipt of Professional Paper 
No. 48, parts 1, 2, and 3, for which I thank you heartily The work 
which has been done and is recorded in these papers is of the utmost 
value to every engineer, and, I think, of equal value to all wl e 
engaged in any industry in which coal is used You have l 
out a work which no private indivi: ! could have done satisfactoril) 
because both of its extent and that if such work was undertaken i 
individual it could not have equal reference ilue, because whethe 
or not there had been a preference shown for J ul ¢ I f 
eoal the inclination would be to believe there had, and t throw 
a shadow over the results given. 

I so heartily appreciate the exceeding value of the d sented 
in these reports that I am at a loss to know how to ex t 
knowledgments and my earnest hope is that nothing may be allowed to 
interfere with the plans of your dé rtme! for carryit ‘ tests 
of structural materials. It is impossible for a layman to derstand 
how essential it is for an engineer to hav f data covering every 
class of material and made by unbiased investigato1 Wit we 
are compelled to rely largely on tests p shed i the ti sactions 
of the various societies, which have not the seope of rs 

I do not know of anything which is a more important aid to the 
industrial development of this country an the work your depart 
ment is doing, and it is my earnest hope nothing may be lowed to 
interfere with your progress in these directions. ; 

Believe me, sincerely, yours, 
Syracusp, N. Y., May 28, 1906, 
Hon. W. H. WILry, 
House of Representatives, Washington D. OC. 

Dear Srr: At your request for the writer's opinion regarding tl 
importance of continuing the investigation of fuels, whi 
conducted under the Geological Survey at St. Louis durir 
two years, I gladly respond, and would | a 

| stating my views—a copy of my letter to our Congressman, | M 
DriscoLtL. I would like to add that since writing that leit to ¢ 
| gressman DriscoLi and one also to Congressman | I 
as well as bringing the same to the attention of S l 
Derew, I have conversed with a nu er of 
interested in mines and manufactures nd g 
' gations that all were unanimous in their opinion as to its be ie 













































































































































ie best investments the United States Government could make at 
{ 

i t the inclosure will serve the purpose intended, I beg to 

rema 
Yours, respectfully, J. WM. SMITH, 
issistant General Manager the Solvay Process Company. 

Heartily approved, | 

W. B. COGSWELL, 
Vice-President and Managing Director. 
Patra from letters of prominent engineers and others. 

No tigations have untetainn in recent years by the Govy- 
ernn that have such liate and striking importance and bearing 
on tbe |] er utilization raw materials as the fuel tests now being 
cecnducted at St. Louis. 

R. N. DICKMAN, 
Dickman &€ Mack Mining Engineers, Assayers, 
Chemists, and Metallurgists, Chicago, Ill. 

Wwe re most emphatically in favor of the appropriation. There is 
very I *r information avs ble concerning the values of the various 
{ ( it what can d from the prodacers, and the great 

! n the tests, which are of made with incomplete facilities, 
have i lered same uncertain and unreliable. We hope the work will 

‘ 1 to progress, as the increasing knowledge of the valu and 
uses of our fuels is adding greatly to the wealth of the cor intry, 
JAMES W. ELLSwortH & Co., 
Cleveland, Ohio. 

The investigation of fuels and structural materials by the Govern- 
me? have called forth a widespread interest among members of the 
American Society of Mechanical Engineers, and I am sure that they 
ue of very great importance to the country. 

F. W. TAY Lor, 
President American Society of Mechanical Engineers, 
Philadelphia, Pa. 
I consider this a very valuable work which should be continued. It 
will be of the utmost importance to the country ge 
IKARL Eicess, 
American Smelters Securities Company, 
° Salt Lake City, Utah. 

I trust you wil! at all times bear in mind our desire to render you 
any tance in our power in connection with this most important 
work 

JAS. J. HILt, 
President Great Northern Railway Company, St. Paul, Minn. 

I can not too strongly emphasize the importance of the work. It 
should be of the greatest value not only to the metallurgical, but to 
all the other manvfacturing and the transportation industries of the 
country who have these data as to fuels. 

Henry M. Howe, 
Professor, School of Mines, Columbian Univeristy, New York, 

(The most eminent steel metallurgist in the United States.) 

I am heartily in favor of the continuance of the investigations, and 
consider the work already done on the subject of fuels to be of the 
£Z t value to engineers and manufacturers and to all interested 
in fuel economy. 


Wma. H. KAVANAUGH, 
istant Professor Mechanical Engineering, 
University of Minnesota, Minneapolis, Minn, 


A&8s 





I 1 greatly interested in the work that the United States Geo- 
l6zi rvey has been doing at St. Louis during the past three years. 
I sin ely hope that the Congress now in session will see fit to not 

nly enlarge the scope of the work, but will support the undertaking 
ly in a financial way. The work already done is of great value. 
S. W. BreYEnr, 
Department of Geology and Mining Engineering, 
lowa State College, Ames, Jowd. 

This work of investigation of fuels and structural materials is val- 
uable d should by all means be continued. 

W. A. LATHROP, 
President Pennsylvania Coal and Coke Company, 
Philade iphia, Pa. 
We ve it to be a ry important matter that Congress should 
I wessary appropriation to carry on the investigation of fuel 
nd t { materiais 
PICKANDS, MATHER & Co., 
Cleveland, Ohio. 

A ‘ 3a » to express my view as to the great impor- 
ta » 1 value of a thors h and systematic Government investiga- 
tion of e strengths and other properties of building materials, and 
{ ihat Cor s will not fail to make the modest appr )priation 

that pur é 
, Wma. G. Oscoopn, 


Boston, Mass, 








I ae ite the importance of this work being continued, and 
it w ‘ i le for anyone to overestimate the value which con- 
tinued investigation would mean to this nation. 

J. WM, SMITH, 
SEMET SOLVAY COMPANY, 
Syracuse, N. Y. 
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I can not find terms “3 enough to express my approval of 
project. The wonder is that this work has not been done 
and that it is not being done im a larger scale. 

A. O. ELzNer, 
Secretary Cinc a C i meees F 
American Institute of - irchitects, Cincinnati, Ohio 


his 
long ago 





The continuance of these investigatic 




















is ought to be provided for py 
Congress, and the appropriations estimated for the next fisca] vent 
ought certainly to pass. a 
AMERICAN METAL Company (Liu; 
J. LANGELOTH, President. 
I thoroughly believe that this work should be continued. It is of 
inestimable value to the coal- using industries of the country. ; ; 
G. W. Bisseuu, 
Professor Mechanical Engineering, Iowa State College 
Ames, lowa., 
I consider the work of vast importance to the commercial world and 
feel sure that it should, if possible, be continued. 5 
New York Epison COMPANY, 
Jas. D. ANDREWS, Chief Engineer 
59 Duane Street, New York. 
I believe these investigations will be of great benefit to the engi- 
neering fraternity of the country. = 
Jos. H. AMEs, 
Chief Engineer American Car and Foundry Company 
Lincoln Trust Building, St. Tou Vo. 
The importance of this work from an economic standpoint can 
scarcely be estimated. It reackes into all departments of industry 
where the question of fuel and power enters. ‘The investigation is in 


the right direction, and we trust it will be continued. 
E. C. Brown, 
Superintendent Beach Creeck Coal and Coke Company, 
Patton, Cambria County, Pa. 


I regard the work done at the fuel-testing station as of the 
possible value to all fuel users. 


greatest 


ALBERT A. Cary, 
Member, A. 8S. M. E., etc., Mechanical Engineer, New York. 
The work is of the greatest importance to the architectural profes- 
sion, and I sincerely hope it may be continued. 
IF’. W. CHANDLER, 
Professor of Architecture, 
Massachusetts Institute of Technology, Boston, Mass. 
This is an extremely valuable work, which can not fail to be of 


benefit to the entire country 
. : , F. K. CopeLanp, 
President Sullivan Machinery Company, Chicago, Ill. 


The tests are carefully made, and the results are invaluable and are 
accepted as standard. 
S. E. FAIRCHILD, Jr., 


Fairchild & Gilchrist, Civil and Mining Engincers, 





Philadelphia, Pa. 
Am greatly impressed with the value of this testing work, in its 
bearing on coals and cokes. This testing can be conducted only by the 
Government, with its qualified agents and ample resources. 
JOHN F N, 
Mining Geologist, Johnstown, Pa. 





I hope the work will be continued and extended in its range. I 
can think of no more valuable and immediately useful service that 
the Survey could render the people of the United States than the con- 
tinuance of this very successful work on fuels, etc. 

> EG | 
Professor of Geology, University of Colorado, Bow , Colo. 
8 . oho : _—_ hich 

I have not seen anything before in the nature of investiva 1 whien 
1as been as thorough and compiete as these investigations 

Wek HaNnc 
Superintendent Generating Department, Edison | - 
Jlluminating Company of Boston, Be fass. 

I hope the investigations will be continued. The United > s is 
the only prominent coal-producing country that has no ‘ 
edge of the properties of its fuels. The classification : 
European data do not fit the great variety of our coals : aia 
have done sporadic work to meet a few local indust! eal GOV- 
but the question as a whole can be solved only by the G , 
ernmen : 

H. O. Horm 

Professor of Metallurgy, Massachusetts Institute of Tec’ 

‘ } . Sur f e 

The work of this department of the Geological Sury waroil- 
greatest value to the engineers of the country, and 3 ses 
mend that the laboratories be continued with the tulle: 

ABpraM T. |5 Baty 


N 










It is hoped that Congress may make the needed ap! 
continue these investigations, Bet 
Ricketts & B 
| Per Joun H. Ban 


Ricketts & Banks, Chemists, Assayers and Mining I 


104 John street — 
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’ 
am very much interested in this work and hope that liberal ap- | The influence of the published reports on fuel testing 
I intions may be made for its continuance. The results will be of | Even in the clay industries, in which I am particularly inte 
interest to the country. |} which the waste of fuel is proportionately greater than in any ot 
S. H. BrRocKMEIR, industry, and which is slowest to take up advanced ideas, the report 
ting Engineer for United States Brick Company, Catskiil, N. Y. has had its effect. 
| Gas producers were eagerly discussed at the recent conventions of 
. Piece ‘ore ie $ re , ay . T¢ ‘ > Lr Al } 4 
y investigation along lines that will teach economy in the value of the American Ceramic Society and the National Brick Makers’ Asso 


’ 








; ; : ; ; ; | ciation, and a number of plants are putting them in I sincerely | 
struc ri aterials, ¢ specially ¢ , restigi I 7 : : eal - 7 ; 
i 1 structur il m terials, ind ¢ pecially iny investigation of | the work will be continued and extended as proposed 
il character, will undoubtedly prove of much benefit. Its eco- ELLIS I EJOY 
Smt “te . ve ardaly e reresti ate | - : “ ae 
I importance can hardly be overestimated. ; ; Wember American Ceramic Society, and 
A. G. BROWNLES, 


; y ' | American wtitute of Mining Engineers, Columbus, O} 
President and General Manager Stanley Mines Company, pe Instie dis ’ “ , —— 
Idaho Springs, Colo, 


I trust that Congress will make liberal appropriations for t) 
. . 4 tinuance of the investigations of fuels and structural mat ls, ¢ this 
question of comparative fuel values and the best methods of | work is of the greatest importance to the 





country at large 
nt » the different kinds of fuels is a matter of vital importance W. S. Lys! BE. M 
to eryone engaged in mining and the production and use of power, ] heste vy. ¥ 





st of such investigation s altogether too great to be borne 


e concern. Nor would the results receive the credence that I trust that the Survey may receive from Cong that tion 
i i , : may i or meress lit re ) IL1OT 


‘ be given to results obtained under an independent national ad- which the importance of the work well deserves 
V urd. : oy 
S. W. BRUNTON, ANI w S. McCreEA i, 
Taylor & Brunton Ore Sampling Co., Salt Lake City, Utah; i Eat ieee ” mi : 
The Taylor & Brunton Sampling Co., Victor, Colo., etc. | ANDREW 5S. - REATH & 


Harrisburg, Pa. 


I cerely hope Congress will see fit to extend the appropriations to I believe that the investigations should be pushe 
en the work to be carried to completion. The results obtained W. T. MaGr t 
will be of material advantage. Professor Mechanical Engineerin 


f V. Z. CARARRISTI, ; Ohio State University, Columbus. O} 
Shop Engineer, American Locomotive Works, Richmond, Va. 





I shall endeavor to impress upon our Representatives the importance 
: > : ¢ r he "ork an > ac he 1e1 Ol ce s wer interest 
The work will be of very great value, particularly to all interests * — work and the fact that they should evince a larger ir t 
producing or consuming fuel. It seems to me there ought to be no | “#erein. A ees 
‘ yf the propriety of the extension of this work for the next ; , W. F. R. Mt 
‘ . General Manager, Mining Reporter, Den ( 
: S. R. CHAPMAN, , ; : , 
President Chapman Iron, Coal, and Coke Co. I wish to express the hope as an interested engineer and a member of 
80 Broadway, New York. the American Society of Mechanical Engineers, that the Senate may be 


sufficiently impressed by the accomplishments of this testing plant and 

















the importance of its investigations to be willing to defray t ‘Ss 
T) ig of fuels and structural materials is of great importance | of such investigations by appropriations. to be repeated indefinitely. 
t 1ufacturer and builder. The enormous waste through ig- | In my estimation it will be money spent to inestimable advantage 
I material used can be largely overcome by a scientific knowl W. W. Nicnor 
edge of these matters. I add my word of enthusiastic support of this Allis-Chalmers Company, New York City. 
Work ee 
Regis Ch ‘ene Wy. M. ( HAC VENEE, 7 I hope there can be no question of stopping appropriations for the 
tegis Chauvenet & Bro., Mining Engincers, very valuable work of the Geological Survey in testing fuels and build 
Analytical Chemists, ete., St. Louis, Mo. ing materials which has given us not only the best, in many cases, 
—- the only authoritative data on these subjects and greatly added in the 
Such investigations are of the highest utility to engineers having | CConomical use of building materials. <s 
charge of industrial operations, and I hope that Congress may supply ; R. V. Norrts, 
‘ nt funds for the prosecution of these tests. May I suggest Consulting Engineer, Wilkes-Barre, Pa. 
that the extension of the fuel tests to the classification of crude oils 
for use in gas engines would yield very important results? I have been informed of some move to discontinue the investigations 
Pi " COURTENAY De KALB, of fuels and structural materials in the Survey Piease advise if I 
Consulting Engineer, Exposed Treasure Mining Co.. have not been misinformed. Surely no one would curtail the work of 
fojave, Cal. New York Office, 26 Liberty Street, New York. the Survey of such great importance as this if they appreciate the im- 
7 - 9 7 mense value of it to the mining public. 
Ss. W. Os D, 
la strongly in favor of a continuance of the investigations, and Chicago, Ill. 
hope ( ess may provide for an enlargement of their scope. 
HENRY S. FLEMING ' sas : 
. ‘ ee Se a rhe importance of providing for the continuance of this desirable 
Consulting Engineer, New York. work is of such moment that I sincerely hope that the appropriation 
necessary for this purpose may be made by Congress 
: desire to commend in the highest possible terms the work that is CHARLES SCHUCHER 


n the investigation of fuels and structural materials at this Curator Yale University Museum, New Haven, Conn 

at St. Louis, and hope its great importance may be fully 

I i the i ay 2 ¢ i . > : > Ww . ; 

— id that it may be continued for the good of the whol Our company is very much interested in an appropri: 

: GRANBY MINING AND SMELTING COMPANY continuance of the investigations of structural materia 

abe > - . avts Aa. . ahs - az . - : , SS I 
St. Louis, Ao. ° _ 7 7 : 

Per Exras 8. Gatcnr. President St. Louis, Mo., President The Iola Portland Cement Company, lola, } 7? 

A 4hsl ie ». ae , € . 


















































I 1 these investigations will be continued under competent We are greatly interested in this work, and trust that the Govern- 
a“ ae oe “es ; ie Roeeia .| ment will see the advantage of providing funds f its cont 
se who are in position to give an unbiased opinion. Ou The ment -indust 6 aanktoieas ae , : : r 
1 have better facilities for obtaining a knowledge of the | ) 1° Cement (ndusiry i? particufar has’ grown so e0rn ae a 
1 in engineering work. The expense of conducting a | Deleve th noe neces RIORS* C6: CORN ' : ol 
ory by manufactu ¢ establishments is a 1t one, | Misinformation that has grown up respec — 
i iced at the commar of the German manufacturers by : . : : ; at. . 
' may be obtained at a cost is adding much to the General Superintendent Atias Portland Cement ¢ f 
ith which American engineers have to contend. vorsnampt I 
ALBERT F.. HALL, 
Member A. S. M. E., Associate Member Institute Civil We desire to express our hope that the ir S of t I 
Engineers, England; Member Society Engineers in and structural materials may continued by the United States Geo 
Germany. logical irvey. There is a gt I i f i g ion « } 
’ a ing the efficiency of various fuels and the : of various ma Ss 
, , entering into construction, and h information ll be of great value 
; the investigations ae your Bureau = carrying on of {| to the manufacturers and engineers of this country 
— ' le to eng rs and the en ing industries. rerank E. Suep 
J. H. HorrMan, The Denver Engineering Works Company, Denver, ¢ 
Hoffman Engineering and Construction Company, 
Philadelphia, Pa. 
Rese ( tion of ¢ nent | 3s, in 
cony ion } 1 tl v f 
of the American Society of Me« nical Engineers, I | cement, m¢ D “d 
Ss my interest in the work that is being done in the in by the Uni t i e 
els. I hope the appropriation for the continuance of | to the peop wsk the ? 
obtained. the United the « 3 
MAURICE HOOPES, _ important work on a more extensive . 
Glens Fails, N. Y. ‘The foregoing resolution was passed by the National As 1 of 
ere Cement Users on January 10, 19068. 
f the coal-testing plant is of vital interest to the Engi- > : innal Ric! ae L . : 
is the desire of our organization to furtl the opera- | President National Association of Cer 
nt and the extension of their scope, and it was in order ‘ oa 
do so intelligently and in a manner to be of the great 
f the public and to the plant that we appointed a com This work that is being done is of great ass ! ) 
Bneines e regard as representative of the highest ideals of the | gaged in work along these lines. It is to be hoped that t : t ] 


pass a resolution allowing this work to go o1 
7 W. A. LAYMAN, R. A. W D 
President Engineers’ Club of St. Louis, St. Louis, Mo. Kroeschell Bros. Boiler and Steel Fitting Works, Chi - 


























































intimate knowledge of the thoroughness and care with 
fuel test re conducted at St. Louis, I sincerely hope that 
will be continued through a new Congressional appropriation. 
7 

‘ misfortune if this work can not be continued. 
H. A. WHEELER, St, Louis, Mo. 


his work is of great public benefit, and I hope Congress will not 
crip} nor curtail the work of the Geological Survey, but will favor 
ntinuance or expansion of the same. 
Epwin L. WILES, _ 
Stony Point, N. Y. 
rust that Congress will make appropriations for the continuance 
investigation of fuels and structural materials. 
JOHN WILKES, 
Manager Mecklenburg Iron Works, Charlotte, N. C. 


investigation should be continued. 


Henry J, WILLIAMS, 
Boston, Mass. 


1 would urge to do all in your power to get sufficient funds ap- 
ed to continue this work, as it is of great importance and much 


will be derived from a continuancce of these tests and investi- 


you 


B. N. WILSON, 
Professor of Mechanical Engineering, 
University of Arkansas, Fayette, Ark. 
this repert of extreme value and should regret to learn 
be discontinued. 


ider 


to 


is 
R. S. Perry, 
dent and General Manager Harrison Brothers & Co. (Ine.), 
Philadelphia, Pa. 


i desire to say it is my opinion that these investigations are very 
il and should be continued. I believe the money is well spent 
which costs to make them, and I hope Congress will make the neces- 
sury appropriation for the next fiscal year. 
ERSKINE RAMSAY, 
Vice-President Pratt Consolidated Coal Company, 
Birmingham, Ala. 


hope that Congress will permit the continued work of the 
fuel investigations. The information that has been ob- 
the tests at St. Louis have been of great commercial value. 
GEORGE 8S. RICE, 
Mining Engineer, Chicago, Iil. 


it is my 
Ss ey on 


ed by 


I trust that the value of the work of the plant at St. Louis will be 


made apparent to Congress and that ample appropriations for the pur- 
pose will insure the continuation of the work for some time to come. 
F. SCHNEIWIND, 
The United Coke and Gas Company, 
New York City. 

I am very much Interested in the work which has been conducted at 
St. I during the past year and believe that Congress should appro- 
pri sufficient funds to continue the work on a larger scale. 

M. S. SHERMAN, 
Superintendent Sement-Solvay Co., 
Ensley, Ala. 
n j ressed very favorably with the idea that the investigation 
S rd tural materials by the United States Geological Sur- 
be ex itin ied. 
A. M. SHOOK, 
Nashville, Tenn. 
\Ye believe that many and great benefits will accrue to the American 
( general understanding of the scientific principles upon 
f 1iomical use of fuel is based. 
J. D. SKINNER, 
President The Northern Coal and Coke Company, 
Denver, Colo. 

[ sincerely hope that the Government may make appropriations so 

t s exceedingly valuable work may continue. 
ALBERT W. SMITH, 
Director Sibley College, Cornell University, Ithaca, N. Y. 
I nsider the continuance of the investigation of fuels and struc- 
terials by the Geological Survey to be of vital importance to 
United States tn -general. 
J. A. SNEDAKER, 
Mining Engineer, Denver, Colo. 

I n favor of the continuance of the work of testing fuels and 

t terials. 
H. H. SuPLes, 
Editor The Engincering Magazine, New York City. 
' ed that t work of testing fuels and structural materials 
1 N | Governn can be made of great value to the people, 

1] n fi of having the organization made permanent, with 

flicient appropriations granted to obtain the service of the right kind | 
Oo 

R. M. TARLETON, 
New York City. 

Among the engineers who are familiar with what is being done at 
the testing plant at St. Louis this is regarded as the most important 


t the Government has undertaken, and one which not only 


work tha 





hus far obtained are of inestimable value, and it would | 
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| gives valuable scientific information, but will bring the greatesi pl 
tical good to the country. 


auras I can judge, the results obtained are of great value and the | 





JUNE 13, 


I wish to add my commendation of \« 
work. 
ARTHUR THACHER, FE. M., 

St. Louis, Mo. 





We are very much interested in these investigations and think 








will be useful not only to us, but to the community at large. “y 
E. N. Trump, 
General Manager The Solvay Process Co., Syracuse \. } 
I warmly indorse the work of your Department and trust (., esg 
may provide for a continuance of the investigations. , 
‘ _ EDWARD V. b’INVILLUIERs, 
Geologist and Mining Engineer, Philadelphia, Pa. 
The work is proving of much value to the industries of the ev try 
JOHN P. JACKSON, ia 
Professor of Electrical Engineering. 
Pennsylvania State College, State College, Pa. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
The committee informally rose; and Mr. Grosvenor haying 


| taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message froj) the 


Senate, by Mr. ParkInson, its reading clerk, announced that 
the Senate had passed with amendments bills of the following 
° ° ° . S 
titles ; in which the concurrence of the House of Representatives 


| was requested : 


H. R. 18330. An act transferring the county of Clinton, in the 
State of Iowa, from the northern judicial district of Iowa { 
the southern judicial district of Iowa; 

H. R. 17983. An act providing for the erection of a monument 
on Kings Mountain battle ground, commemorative of the creat 
victory gained there during the war of the American Revolution, 
on October 7, 1780, by the American forces ; 

Hi. R. 18543. An act for the protection and regulation of the 
fisheries of Alaska; and 

H. R. 13372. An act to authorize the sale of timber on certain 
of the lands reserved for the use of the Menominee tribe of 
Indians, in the State of Wisconsin. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed wit 
out amendment bill of the following title: 

H. R. 19642. An act to regulate the keeping of employment 
agencies in the District of Columbia where fees are charged for 
procuring employment or situations. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills 
of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House of 
Representatives was requested : 


O 


h- 


8.1816. An act for the relief of the Citizens’ Bank of 
Louisiana ; 

S. 1812. An act for the relief of Lieut. James M. Pickerell, 
United States Navy, retired; 

S$. 6256. An act to authorize the Lake Schutte Ce ery 


Corporation to convey lands heretofore granted to it; 

8.5901. An act to extend the time for the completion of the 
Alaska Central Railway, and for other purposes ; 

S. 5418. An act relinquishing the title of the United States 
to certain land in the city of Pensacola, Fla., to James Wil- 
kins ; 

8. 3469. An act to extend the provisions of the act of June 
27, 1902, entitled “An act to extend the provisions, li! 
and benefits of an act entitled ‘An act granting pensions to 
survivors of the Indian wars of 1832 to 1842, inclusive, known 
| as the Black Hawk war, Cherokee disturbances, and the 

Seminole war,’” approved July 27, 1902; and 

S. 3413. An aet to prevent cruelty to animals while in t 
by railroad or other means of transportation from one 
or Territory or the District of Columbia into or through an- 
other State or Territory or the District of Columbia, and repeal: 
ing sections 4886, 4387, 4888, 4389, and 4390 of ile United 

| States Revised Statutes. 
SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee resumed its session. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
For topographical surveys in various portieus of the Uni 
$300,000, to be immediately available. ; 
Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the poilt 0! 
| to that paragraph. 
Mr. SMALL. Mr. Chairman, I offer the follow 
ment, whieh I send to the desk and ask to have read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 75, line 20, amend by adding, 
| words “ and fifty.” 
Mr. TAWNEY. 
the amendment. ; 
The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amene! 
considered as pending and read for the information 
mittee in the time of the gentleman from North Ci 
Mr. SMALL. Mr. Chairman, this amendment 8110))! 


nitations 


tl 
ile 


’ 
ansit 


sfiute 


amend- 


' the 
ad, Lue 


after the word 

j int f order on 
Mr. Chairman, I make the point | ler 0 
it will be 


he coll- 


restores 







































{ ropriation to the amount in the current law, $350,000. 
I th it is not necessary to impress upon the members of the 
Hol ie relative importance of topographic surveys among 
; » work of the Geological Survey. It is such work as is 
iry to much of the other work of that Survey. All 
tions of mineral resources, of forest resources, of soil 
made by the Department of Agriculture and various 
rks are dependent upon the preliminary topographic 
de by the Geological Survey. It is naturally important, 

that the topographic survey should precede and be 

advance of the other work of the service. There is 

, advance as will justify Congress in curtailing this 

n, and therefore curtailing the work. There is no 

r feature of the work of the Geological Survey than 

ived in this paragraph. Demands have come from 

. and Territory in the Union, and as the director in 

ays, a much larger sum than that contained in the 
opriation and that which is intended by this amend- 
be utilized and then the wishes of the country, as 
their Representatives here, not be met. I take it, 
t is unnecessary to take up the time of the House in 
ion of the merits of this amendment, the only pur- 
h is to make the appropriation equal to the appro- 
the current law, $350,000, instead of $300,000, as 
the committee and contained in the bill. 
KINLAY of California rose. 
RMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
ty ‘ nin. 
1Y. Mr. Chairman, do I understand that a point 
of nding? 
rhe CHAIRMAN. A point of order is reserved against the 
1 fhe gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. SMALL] 
; ndment, which was read in his time, but which 
rse not be considered as pending until the point 
rved by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Srar- 
‘rmined. 
ERLEY. Is it in order to demand that the point of 
order de or withdrawn? 
rhe MAN. The Chair thinks that it is. 
M -LEY. Then I shall insist that the point be made 
n. This may go out on a point of order, and we 
have the Chair’s ruling upon it. 

e CHAIRMAN. The Chair would state, however, to the 
ge] from Kentucky that before his point was made and 
\ it of order was pending the Chair had recognized 
from California [Mr. McKIniay]. 

EY. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 
RMAN. 
y 


} 
Til 


Mr, SHERDI 


TATT? 


The gentleman will state it. 

. In the event that the gentleman from Wis- 
rAFFORD] withdraws his point of order to the 
s the point of order still lie to the amendment 
reserved, which amendment was offered by the 
North Carolina? 

RMAN. 


I 
( I Mir » 


- l 


situation the amendment of the gentleman from | 


a was simply read in his time and is not now 
EY. 
{ ( thd 


tu 


u 


iwal of the point of order to the paragraph 
m my point of order as against the amend- 
- the appropriation. 
RMAN. Yes; the gentleman from Minnesota can 
f order. 
Y. Will the point of order lie? 
( (MAN. The Chair thinks not. 
amount, 
Then, Mr. Chairman, the only way in which 
uld be to have a ruling on the point of order 
man from Wisconsin. 
Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the Chair 
Cha aright 


le or withdrawn whenever the regular order 


A 
] 
p 


, 


The amendment 


ir 


[AN. Yes; but the Chair understood the gentle 

<y to rise to a parliamentary inquiry or to 
and before he made the point or rose to 
nquiry the Chair had recognized the gentle 
rnia for five minutes. 


\ y 


i have no desire to take the gentleman off 


\Y of California. Mr. Chairman, all that por- 
civil bill dealing with the appropriations for 
of the Geological Bureau is of vital importance 
te of California, but particularly so to that re- 
528 
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| of work of the Geological Bureau are already set. 


Now, 


8433 


gion of the State occupied by the valleys of the San Joaquin 
and Sacramento rivers. 

This section of the bill is peculiarly important to northern 
California, because of the fact that the items of this portion of 


the bill have been cut down far below the estimates of the 
sureau of Geological Survey, the item of appropriation for topo- 
graphical work alone having been scaled by the committee 
$100,000. This item, at least, we contend should be raised in 


the bill, so that it shall read $400,000 instead of $300,000. 
I firmly believe that if the Members of this House wil! give 


some consideration to the magnitude and importance of the work 


now being carried on in all sections of the United States by this 
very efficient and useful department of the Government, they 
will come to the same conclusion I have—that the increase of 


this item, which is now $300,000, to $400,000 is not too much to 
ask for and expect to receive. 

Gentlemen, the work of this Department of the Government is 
not confined to any one State nor any one section. Every State 
and Territory of the Union is being surveyed and studied, and 
in a measure developed by the engineers and scientists of the 


Geological Bureau. Therefore every Member of the House is 
interested in having sufficient funds placed at the disposal of 
the Director of this Bureau for the aggressive continuance of 
the work now being prosecuted under his direction. 

The restoration of all the amounts cut from the estimates of 
Mr. Walcott is not too much to ask for, for the restoration of 


those amounts means the continuance in an efficient way of 
geological survey, topographical survey, stream measurement, 
and chemical and physical research relative to geology, in all 
parts of the Republic. 

The engineers and scientific men of this Bureau 


are now 


seattered over the entire area of the country. They are doing 
good, valuable work, work that must be done before the lands 
in the various States and Territories still in the ownership of 


the Federal Government shall be ready for settlement, occupa- 
tion, or sale, as the case may be, under the various laws by the 


provisions of which the public lands may be acquired by private 


persons. 


It is not as though the Geological Bureau were asking in- 
| creased funds to experiment with along new lines. The lines 


rrr 1° lear . 
rheit pians 


have been in operation for years and are still under way, 


| all the Bureau asks is that that work shall be continued along 


the lines projected. 

as this a necessary work, useful and profitable to 
every State of the Union, it sbould be indorsed, supported, and 
encouraged by every Member of this House. And the only way 
this can be done is by the restoration to the sundry civil bill 


is 





The Chair will again state that under the | 


What I want to ascertain is whether in the | 


in stating that the point of | 


the amounts scaled down from the estimate of the Bureau 
Last year the approved estimates of the Bureau amounted to 
$350,000, and that was almost an insufficient amount to meet the 





demands upon the Bureau; and the demands are daily il S- 
| ing rather than diminishing, so that to keep pace wit! St 
| increasing demands, to continue the work falling tnd the 
supervision of the Geological Bureau and maintain it in its old 
ratio in proportion to the calls upon the Bureau from ma new 
quarters, it is necessary that the amount the Bureau should 


have placed at its disposal this year should be $400,000. 








Now, the reduction of the fund for topograp! l survey works 
a peculiar hardship at this time upon northern California, 
| throughout all the region drained by the San Joaquin and ™ 
mento rivers, for in those regions topographic, hydrog lie, 
}and geological work have been carried on for some jy S. 
Reconnoissance surveys have been made over almost tl re 
extent of the two river basins, and working survey ly 
| extend over a great portio1 * the Sa basin nd the 
continued prosecution and quick completion 10se rveys 
means everything to the district I have the honor to represent. 
Ne Ww, £e ntlemen, do not ssume fl t if th un of $100,000 is 
| restored to this item of the civil bill it all goes to 
northern California, or even to all Californi The portion of 
the entire amount which will go to California will be about 
twenty or twenty-five thousand dollars, the remainder of the 
umount being divided up among other States rexas, Georgia, 
Illinois, New York, Ohio, Montana, Washington, Oregon. and, 
in fact, every State in which logical work is being prose- 
cuted will share with California. 
Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. May I ask the gentleman a 
question? 
Mr. McKINLAY of California. Certainly. 
Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I would like to ask the 


gentleman how he knows $20,000 of that will go to California? 
Mr. McKINLAY of California. Because last year about 
| $20,000 of the fund was expended and this year, I think, $15,000, 
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basing my estima 


the amount which has been expended in the past. 


te of $206,000 for the future year’s | 
| requirement of the work of the Geological Bureau, so 1: 


the peculiar hardship to California arising out of the | 


of the Bureau comes from the 
in the valleys of California are nearly 
work will finish them. 


down of the estimates 

the surveys 

lL. One 

or twenty 

to our 

alifornia herself, would be sufficient to bring to a successful 

ui n an all-important work— 
suns everything to that portion of our State. 

wk of the Geological Bureau throughout our valleys 

varied, extensive, and very necessary. 

hydrographic work now in progress in those yalleys con- 

sists of stream gauging, the study of underground waters, the 

iv of the quality of 

blem and its relation to hydraulic mining. And let me say 

sing that the débris problem was, and is, one of the most 

bing questions that 

mn that is still far 


more i’s 
five 
State, 


yei 


from settlement or solution. 

topographic work in the nature of the location 
irrigation reservoir sites, drainage and 

location of storage basins for 


cessary work must 


and 
irrigation 


is 


urses, 


as 


be done in the preparation 


a work the completion of | 
| gotten, and all the work fall into desuetude for the 


Government, and I am sure she will continue to mee: every 


eSSary 


to her development. 
So much has been done already of usefulness and 


| the cooperation of State and nation—so much toward 
The | 
thousand dollars which would be appor- | 
when supplemented by a like sum furnished | 


tion of the drainage problem, the irrigation problem, the qq 

problem—that it would be a shame and disgrace to both g¢a;, 
and nation if all this important work should be suspended. tip 
engineers recalled, the scientific men withdrawn, the 7. 


ea : records, 
plans and specifications shelved away to molder and be re 
Want of a 
few paltry thousand dollars, which here and now should poe ro. 


stored to the sundry civil bill. And if this should be «a 


| ought to be done—be assured of this, Mr. Chairman, that ¢ 


the water, and the study of the débris | 


has ever agitated California, and a | 
| eral 


waste waters, and | 


. ° y | 
comparatively little understood tracts of land, when | 


1 

them for successful cultivation under a proposed ir- 

inuance of this work is most necessary. Why, its 
ld be a eala 


fornia on her part will pay back to the General Govern 
the saving of future expense and in the profits of enlarg 
portunities $10 for every one she shall receive. 

The maintenance of the navigability of the Sacrame: 
has been for many years a large item of expense which ¢ 
Government has been compelled to consider. 
after Congress has been importuned by California Me 
grant moneys for the purpose of dredging bars, remoyi; 
and other obstructions, building weirs and wing da; 

a reasonable state of navigability might be maint 
the course of this the great artery of northern Cali! 
land commerce, and on the whole Congress has reas 


| sponded to the solicitations of California along this ]i 


mity to the State of California; not | 


it would be against the interests of the people | 


» country to have this werk terminated. 
this may like an exiravagant statement, 
nsider the facts. Although the work I 
‘carried on within 


seem 


But notwithstanding the large sums expended, despit 
fact that great improvements have been made in ver 
course as a result of these expenditures, the problem of { 


| contro! and reclamation of the Sacramento River is still a 


but | 
have indicated is be- | 
the State lines of California, neverthe- ; 


I’ederal Government still owns over 10 per cent of all | 


ls lying in the counties of Tehama, 
the west the Sacramento 
the Federal Government still 


River. 
owns or controls 


lo, on side of 


maker, 


n half of the lands within the entire area of the | 


ifornia. 
‘nificent empire of the Pacific slope, containing 99,- 
es of land, twe hundred miles of seaboard—if 
ions of the coast are followed—the greatest harbor 
world, unbounded resources, and endless possibilities 
merece, manufacture, and productive enterprise 


> 
‘lve 


ol Industry, con 
of every 


under the of the General Government of the 


control 

tates. 

lose interest and advantage is it, then, that the work of 

*, studying, planning for, and understanding California 
uti To California alone? No. It to the 

antage of all the people—the 


a? is 


a portion of the public 
been thoughtlessly, ignorantly, and wantonly 
Lands containing va deposits of minerals 
lands covered with tracts of timber of almost 
lands possessed of water, springs, and streams 
value; lands upon which reservoir sites 
for the generation of power are located by 
been recklessly given to persons and corporations 
ction of their value, because the Government it- 
know the value of the rich agencies of wealth and 
scattering with a far too lavish hand. 
ral Government has at last turned over a new 
this respect, and it wants to know all about its posses- 
It wal the value of the land, the water, the 
1d even the sands, rocks, and climate it 
of. And so that it may understand 
a fund of all such information shall be 
logical Bureau has been intrusted with 
formation of every nature, information 
he Government and the private citizen. 
k that the Geological Bureau is carrying 
ia, but all over the country, and the work 
f against ven a 
of sufficient funds to bring it 


domain—the people’s 


st 


wae 


rCli¢ 


i ts to know 
* the minerals, 


ereafter dispose 


bringing to e 


vard 


Sunnis to e spe 


on her part. She has 
nt in equal amount 
ral Government within her boundaries, 
‘ederal, being expended by the United 

forwar ’ Geological Bureau 
ntributed twenty 
with the Fed 


sist year she cs 


in cooperation ral 


uike, Glenn, Colusa, 
Why, | 


description, one-half of all this is still in the owner- | 


| water courses impregnated with it. 
whole people of 


and | 


vital question, affecting all the valley territory extendi ri 
Suisun Bay to the mountain slopes at the head of navyigati 
north of the town of Red Bluff, a distance of over 250 miles. 

To understand the intricacies of the Sacramento River | 
lem of the present it is necessary to be acquainted with the f 
that in Argonaut days navigation was comparatively eas) 
unimpeded along the entire river course from its moi 
the mountain rapids. In those days the Sacramento 


| highway of northern California commerce and the chief 


for the distribution of people, products, and merecha 
parts of that section of the State. Old settlers still r 
when ocean-going vessels were tied to Sacramento cit 
and cargoes loaded or unloaded that found a passage “! 
Horn.” 

But the use of the hydraulic monitor in mining eperati 
the foothills of California soon began to fill the u 
streams with refuse and débris of the mines, and this, 
carried by currents and floods, found its way to the m 
stream, and in time began to change the whole character 
Great depo 
began to fill the beds of the streams and find lodg: 
obstructions, forming bars, shoals, and islands, 
places completely changing the topography of the « 

The Federal Government finally found it necessary to pro 
hydraulic mining, but the prohibition in a great measur 
too late. The Sacramento River was almost ruined 
gable river, and all the tributaries entirely so. The 
Feather, and the American rivers, emptying into the 


ent 


] 
I 
ante 
UnLry. 
T 


| mento, became almost worthless from a navigable stand 


The filling up of the beds of the streams caused, of ‘ 
increased danger of overflow in time of high water. 


} 


| danger to life and property each year arose from this 


| to inundation the landowners along the banks of 


condition of river and streams. To offset the gr 


e 


were compelled to build levees to confine the wat 


| levee building has never ceased to this hour. ‘Thi 


gone on year after year, the rivers filling, the I 


| higher and higher, and each year the danger of | 


increasing. As a result of this filling and buildi 


| the beds of streams are 12 and 15 feet higher than 
fields. 


This condition might not be so very alarming 
settled country, but the rich lands of the 5a 


bottom are attracting a large and ever-incre 


i 


and consequently year by year the menace to li! 
along the Sacramento increases. 

The Federal Government has taken cogniza! 
ditions, and, I believe, at times has even stret 
the way of making liberal appropriations for 
navigability of the river, in order that inciden 
might be done in the expenditure of the appropri 
i to mitigate the evils arising out of the rive! 
‘the mining débris. 
In 1904 a serious break of the levee, just be! 
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e 
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to, permitted the inundation of nearly 60 miles of 


ully $10,000,000 worth of property was destroyed. 


the State of California and the Federal Government 


1 


‘inted a few years ago, and in all probability, if the | 


L 


t plan would require an expenditure of $24,000,000. 
the present time neither the State of California nor | 
holders of the valley are in a position to expend the 

vhich would fall to their respective lots to pay, even | 


strange to say, the passage of the reclamation act of 








1 working for years upon various plans to eradicate | 
crowing out of the tendency of the Sacramento River | 
w its banks. Commissions of engineers have been | 
by both Federal and State governments to study | 
m and, if possible, formulate a plan whereby the 
it be overcome. 
comprehensive plan has been outlined by a commis- 





that plan could be successfully worked out, the Sacra- 
er could be confined within its banks, and incidentaily 
ts of overflowed lands drained and brought into a 
fit for cultivation, but the completion of the work 


Ly 
ral Govern nt would co rate with the State of 


i i 
and the landholders in carrying out the plans of the | 


ile the people of that great valley are in constant 
ion that each recurring winter's floods will sweep 


levees and carry death and destruction to thousands | 


1902, came as a star of promise to the people of the 
» Valley. Under the provisions of that act a fund 
ereated out of the proceeds of the sale of public 
fund to be expended in the building of storage dams, 
nals, and ditches, by means of which the waters 
might be impounded and stored till the season of 
i then distributed to the thirsty lands within the 
gation districts. 
the provisions of this act were intended to apply | 
to arid lands in Government ownership, still the scope 
y was not absolutely confined to Government lands. 
provisions private owners of lands, under the direc- | 
e Reclamation Service Bureau, may dedicate their 
creages not to exceed 160 acres by each owner to an 
district corporation, and if an aggregate expanse 
large is so dedicated to the corporation, the Secre- 
Interior may cause to be built suitable storage reser- 
canals and furnish water to the members of the | 
rporation, the money advanced by the Government to 
n upon the land of the district until paid, which | 
\y be made in ten yearly installments, the works | 
hecome the property of the district corporation. In 
ler the provisions of the reclamation act, it is de- | 
the reclamation fund shall become a revolving fund, 
after decade perform its beneficent purpose. 
‘people of the Sacramento Valley were quick to per- | 
ssibilities of this wise law; perhaps their perception | 
1 by the fact that long since much of their land | 
e partially exhausted from successive years of wheat 
nl 





ir by year the yield has been decreasing, until i 
ns the annual return of the land when planted to 
t sufficient to maintain the landowner. 
every part of that great valley a desire was ex- 
t irrigation be inaugurated under the provisions of 
tion law. 

if the river problem saw in the possibility of irri- 
ler the reclamation law a practical solution of the 
1. With the construction of storage dams on the | 


the various streams emptying into the Sacramento | 
neers saw the possibility of holding back a great 


he flood waters in time of excess and gradually | 
i escape as the river flow subsided; then, as the 
drought approached, permitting the reservoirs to fill | 
rpose of storing the water for use in irrigation. 
the development of the irrigation systems, the 
flood waters, and the drainage and reclamation of 


y 


of the Sacramento River. After the passage of the 
w the engineers of the Reclamation Service, in 


loissance surveys over California, discovered the | 
sibilities of the Sacramento from the irr 
d every succeeding day’s study of that remark- 
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The great Sacramento Valley is 400 1 


an average width of about 40 miles. It 


than two and a haif million acres, all of 


} 


of some degree of irrigation, and this y 


land as yet contains a population of mu 
lion people. 


The records of the census of 1900 show that 


complete the necessary work, so that very soon 
‘reat portion of which were under cultivation, and as | shall be prepared for the formation of irri 
the prosecution of work under the reclam 


of California produces more than 80 per cent 


of the State, more than 60 per cent of the bar! 


of the onions, and 55 per cent of the 
raises citrus fruits, deciduous fruits, an 
products of the temperate and semitro] 
grown. 

This wonderful valley, even under pat 


twenty years should furnish homes and 


0,000,000 souls. Already the prog: ive 


ity of the thriving town of Orland, in Glem 


caught the spirit of progress and have 


into an irrigation district, known as the 
Association.” They have dedicated sufli 


requirements of the reclamation law, ar 


of a former Member of this House, who vy 


ure the comparatively easy preservation of the | 


gation | 


re strongly confirmed the opinion that the Sacra- | 


is the most promising field for successful irriga- 
in the whole United States. 


-ucramento Valley that they are very anxious to 





tic are the Government officers engaged in sur- | 


| 


of the Irrigation Committee, the Orla 
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the entire vall 
ion distr Ss a 
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i t il 1 
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tl 1a half n 
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iS ! ie Vi 
in County, h 
ed th , 
and Water Us 
land to meet 1 
1der the direct 
S well, a mem 
»¢ ition Is 
1 in that 


deavoring to proceed according to the plan out 


They are endeavoring, by the timely use 


- <x 
OL Wa 


iands and their homes to themselves and tl 


in doing so they are furnishing a val 


uable 


people of other semiarid districts, that will, 


most profitable for them to follow. 

But the necessary surveys are as yet i 
the specifications, and the estimates are 
the Geological Bureau asks funds to com 


out sufiicient funds—yes, even without the 
we are now importuning the House to a 


the committee for topographical survey 


the plans must cease, at least till a mor 
furnish the means to meet the requireme! 


But surely the plea of the Geolo; 


people of California will be granted and 
This Congress, which gave most generot 


sudden paroxysm of false economy, and, 


ncomplete. 


| disaster devastated California, will not clo 


erality in other places, bring to a standstill 


’ 


the work now being carried om under 


Geological Bureau in the Sacramento Valley. 


Let me say again, in conclusion, tl 
States project—this mapping out, sur 
for irrigation the California lands. It i 
concerns all the people of the Union, for 





for the welcome of millions who will so1 


California. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SI 


The committee informally rose; and 


its reading clerk, announced that the Senate had ins 


its amendments to the bill (TI. R. 19 
for the diplomatic and consular service f 
June 30, 1907, disagreed to by the House 
agreed to the conference asked by 

votes of the two Houses thereon, and h 


Mr. CuLtom, and Mr. TELLer as the confe 


Senate. 

The message also announced that tl 
the report of the committee of conf 
votes of the two Houses on the amen 
bill (S. 4250) to further enlarge the } 
the Publie Health and Marine-Hospital 
further duties thereon. 


The message also announced that the Sen: 


upon its amendments to the bill (H. I 
the subdivision of lands entered under t 


& so 


he re¢ 


for other purposes, disagreed to by the Hou 


tives, had agreed to the conference aske 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses th 


Mr. ANKENY, Mr. CARTER, and Mr. Dus 


the part of the Senate. 
The message also announced that the 
the amendments of the House of Repre 


2188) granting to the city of Durango, in 
certain lands therein described for water 
a conference with the House on the disag 


d by 


sree 


iii, 


r, to 8 


a 


1e 


without doul 


) pr Vv 
mation 
f R 
ie Hou 
lL had 


childr a 


votes ol! 


3 yet unfi! ied nd 
plete tl Work With- 
additional $160,000 
idd to the est te of 
the work of con t 
e generous House will 
nts of the uation 
al Bureau and of the 
their ho} td ed. 
isly when unpa led 
se its hand in a 
in order to re ip lib 
even a pol n of 
the direction of the 
lis is a whole TI “l 
yeying, and prepa g 
S a work y h vitally 
it is the m ng read 
me day find homes in 
NATI 
the Speaker having re- 
e. by I PA N 
1 u 1 
r the ly I ig 
of Re t had 
d l S 2 
erees 0 1@ part of > 
» Senate had ag to 
e on the dis ‘ g 
ts of the Hou to the 
owers and tuthorit f 
Service and to in Cc 
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Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Carter, Mr. FLint, and 

Mr. PATTERSON as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 
The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to 
of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
ie two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the 

13) granting a pension to Hariet P. Sanders. 

announced that the Senate had insisted 
amendments to the bill (H. R. 10715) to establish an 
l district ‘in the State of Texas, and for 


ag aiso 
llection 
rposes, disagreed to by the House of Representatives, 
“lL to the conference asked by the House on the dis- 
votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. Hopkins, and Mr. Cray as the conferees on 
the Senate. 
‘ message also announced that the Senate had passed bill 
following title; in which the concurrence of the House 
was requested: 


providing for pay of expenses of district 


LKINS 


++ a 
LO 


vuoi 
SUNDRY 


CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
imed its 


For what purpose does the gentleman 


session. 


IERLEY. I simply rise to ask 
understand the point of order 
section. I insist that the point be made or withdrawn. 
e CHAIRMAN. What was the remark of the gentleman? 
SHERLEY. 


the parliamentary 


remarks of the gentleman from California 
Now, I understand the regular order is either the making of the 
wint or order or the withdrawal of it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks not. The Chair thinks 
cussion. 


SHERLEY. 


th »nre 


aka 
Mr. The former 
ry decessor of the gentleman. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will 


, 
maMVs 


Mr. SHERLEY. I 
orade I’. 
Mr. STAFFORD. 
> CHAIRMAN, 
STAFFORD. 


say if anybody 


do demand it. I demand the regular 
A parliamentary inquiry. 
T! The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. 
the gentle: 
so desires, the point of order having been reserved 
gentleman? 
CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin has re- 
he point of order, as the Chair understands. 
. STAFFORD. That is true. 
CHAIRMAN. He does 
e objects to that and demands that the point of order 
l he gentleman must either make it or withdraw it, 
man withd it, the gentleman from 
w it, if he sees fit to do so. 
LY. Mr. Chairman, I demand the regular 
y Do Ss tl e 
t on his 
STAFFORD. A 


HAIRMAN. TI 


RD. j 


of order if he 


another 


illctil al 
_— ai Pres 
iraws ,en- 


order. 


point of order? 

parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Chairman. 
ec leman will state it. 

the alternative now as 
lraw the point of order or 
‘1 to speak to the merits of 


gent 


understand 


ision is demanded. 


when a de 
eryed the point of order for the pur 


ITATRD 
ri a 
"r* A TOF mT 
PAPRORD. 


i ning 


informatis 

done in 
. So I withdraw the 

rILLETT of Massachuse 


ome 
that can be the regular way, by moving to 
int of order. 
Mr. Chairman, I renew the 
L order, 
‘MITH of Kentucky. Regular order, Mr. Chairman. 
OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, may we know what 
ff order is? Some of us were unable to hear it. 
CHAIRMAN. The point of order is on the paragraph, 
the Chair will state to the gentleman. 
Mr. OLMSTED. What is the point of order? 
Mr. KEIFER. There is some confusion as to what this is. 
The CHAIRMAN. Lines 19, 20, and 21, page 75. 
of order is on the paragraph. 
the point of order made to the amendment. 
KEIFER. On what ground? 
The CHAIRMAN. 
here at the time. 


the 


Mr. 
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has been reserved on | 


The gent a f Visconsi Mr. Srar- | aaa’ : 
Bape '. The gentleman from Wisconsin [i oh = oll | which the Chair ruled there was no authority of law dither 
], as I understood, reserved the point of order pending the | ;, the public domain or anywhere else. 
(Mr. McKrIn1iay]. | ; . 


ntleman has the right to reserve the point of order pend- | 
i ad A | different States of the Union. 
Chairman ruled just the con- | 


de- 


| of the United States. 


that only by unanimous consent. | ; , 
| there are thousands of men at work in the field now on that 


gentleman from Wisconsin [ Mr. | 
the point of erder covered by the gentleman from Penn 


| ographical work is covered by the original law. 
' construed the same provision of the act in passing upon te 


|} mit a geological survey ; 
m concerning this paragraph. | 


| to a geological survey, but entirely separate and disti! 


| yey in the hearings before the committee. 
| graphical survey is entirely apart and distinct from a ¢e 


| knows, and as this committee knows, so far as that is 


The point | 
An amendment was offered and | * 
vey, “and the classification of the public lands. 


The present occupant of the chair was a 


JUNE 13, 


Mr. OLMSTED. What we would like to know is, if the gop. 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GrLtetrr] will state what this 
point of order is. We understand from the Chair against what 
paragraph it is made, but do not know what the point of order js, 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. It is on page 75, lines 19 
20, and 21. a 

Mr. OLMSTED. What is the point? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. The point is that it js new 
legislation and not authorized by law. I suppose it is practi. 
cally covered by the Chair’s previous ruling. ; 

Mr. OLMSTED. We do not think so. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is quite willing to hear the gop. 
tleman from Massachusetts on that proposition, also any 
gentleman who desires to argue it. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I understand that the 
ographical survey is authorized only by the same statute which 
was appealed to to uphold a provision for gauging streams 
That is my understanding of the law, namely, that that js the 
only basis for this topographical survey. And if that is so, of 
course the ruling of the Chair upon gauging streams would aps 
ply also to this paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylyanig 


Other 


t p- 


| desire to be heard on the point of order? 


Mr. OLMSTED. Very briefly. The survey part, as I under. 
stand, the important part against which the point of order wag 


originally made by the gentleman from Indiana, was with lrawn, 


| and the point of order upon which the Chair passed had rela. 


tion only to gauging streams and determining water supply, for 


But this paragraph 
covers topographical surveying throughout the United States, | 


| think it to be a fact that will not be disputed that this is a 
| Government work in progress. 


It has been appropriated for 
year after year, and there are at this moment men at work, 
actually on the ground, doing tangible, actual work in a dozen 
It is clearly as much a Govern- 
ment work as continuing the location of boundary lines or tho 
completion of a .list of claims—private claims—against the 
United States, both of which have been held to be Government 
works in progress. 

The rule of this House requiring previous authority of law as 


| the basis of an appropriation expressly excepts appropriations 


in continuation of “ such public works and objects as are already 


Can another gentleman, as, for instance, | ! Prostess 


7 > - * | 
1an from Kentucky [Mr. SuHerLtey], make the point 


Now, here is an actual, tangible thing. It is a tangible work, 
and a work in actual progress, making a topographical survey 
There is a map spread out before us that 
shows the extent to which it has been already accomplished 
from one coast to the other. Surveying has within the past 


| three years, as the hearings before the committee show, been 


in progress in forty-five States. It will not be disputed that 


very work. Therefore I say that this is for the continuation of 


| a Government work in progress, and therefore within the excep- 
| tion to the rule. 


ynsin de- 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Wis 
sire to be heard? 

Mr. STAFFORD. 
lvania, 
is top- 
Chair 


I do not desire to discuss that phase of 


but I would like to present a suggestion as to whether th 
The 


There is nothing in the su)- 
pograph- 


i] ner. 


peint of order just passed upon. 
stantive law creating this Bureau that authorizes a t 
ical survey. There is in the section phraseology that w! 
and I wish to call the Chair's atten 
tion to the distinction between a topographical survey and ‘t 
geological survey. A topographical survey is in no wise ! cident 


¢ as 18 


borne out by the testimony of the Chief of the Geological Sur 
The work of a 


survey and in no wise dependent upon it. As the © 


logical 


topographical surveys are surveys of the surface. A © a 
e, ait 


survey is 2 survey of the substratum, beneath the sur: 
has nothing whatever to do with the topographical su 

I wish to eall the Chair’s attention to the lim! Lp hall 
elogy in the original act, which says that this o! siial a 


have direction of the geological survey,” not topograp! he mere 
Pne 

1s does not 
because the 


topo- 


phlrase- 


fact that he has authority to classify public lan¢ 
give him authority to make a topographical survey, rie 
classification of the public lands has no relation t0 * 
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graphical survey. A topographical survey is entirely separate 
and apart. I read the language that immediately follows: 


4n examination of the geological structure, mineral resources, and 
products of the national domain. 


re is nothing involved in that phraseology, “ examination 


of tue geological structure, mineral resources, and products of 
the national domain,” that would authorize him to have a sur- 


de of the surface. I contend there is nothing dependent 

nditional upon a geological survey that can imply an 

ty to have a topographical survey made.. Therefore, i 
the point of order should be sustained. 

CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio desire to 

be rd on the point of order? 

_ KEIFER. I do. If I understood the gentleman from 
isin, he concedes that if this is a part of the geological 
then his point of order is not good. Is that right? 

\ir, STAFFORD. The point I make is that in no way is a 

al survey connected with a topographical survey. 

KEIFER. I 
f the geological survey, then your point of order is not 

STAFFORD. 


1 not convey it to the distinguished gentleman, that 
aphical survey was separate and distinct from a geo- 


sorr £ (il 


my hical survey. 
KEIFER. I do not care to have the gentleman repeat 
ent. If a topographical survey 


cnurvey. ¢ ay, > TY ic ‘ rity ake 4 | . 2 . > . rrr " . : 
irvey, and therefore there is no authority to make 4 | which is the foundation and initial work of the geological 
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understood you to concede that if it was | 


My whole argument was, and I am very ; 


is an essential part | 


of ceological survey, as we will soon see, or if it is any part | 


graphical survey, then the 
is not ell taken. 

. t us see whether we are in any trouble about that. 
Ty very important question, and covers other important 
I and should be carefully considered. This clause pro- 
‘the appropriation of $300,000, to be immediately avail- 

‘ topographical surveys in various portions of the United 
Stat Now, Mr. Chairman, let us see whether a topographical 
a geographical survey within the meaning of the law. 
ss the Appropriations Committee, which drew this bill, 


} 


as entirely 


gentleman’s point of order 


Congress making appropriations hitherto of like 

‘utterly mistaken. Let us see. I desire the attention 
hair to this point, for it is the basis of my objection to 
t of order. 


» CHAIRMAN, 


\ tner 
kind we 


ol the 


The Chair is hearing the gentleman from 
KEIFER. I eall attention to page 75 of the bill. 
( we find the words “For general 
Geological Survey,” in line 4; then a 
furt 


In 
expenses of the 
colon. Now, I read 


Bor + c 


ological Survey and the classification of the public lands 
tion of the geological structure, mineral resources, and the 
products of the national domain— 


forth. Going down toward the close of that par- 


. telegrams, furniture, stationery, telephones, and all other 
ticles required in the field, to be expended under the di- 
rectior the Secretary of the Interior, namely- 
Th , the Geological Survey, namely : 
skilled laborers and various temporary employees, $20,000. 
aphical surveys in various portions of the United States, 
be immediately available. 
All these things are connected with the Geological Survey, 
id are so designated in the bill. 


ont t e 


confined to the science purely of geology, but it 


cal Survey, and so are many other things so indi- 
cated bill. 

e ay appropriate for a Geological Survey, then we 
te for this branch of the Geological Survey, as 


loing hitherto. I do not agree that it is necessary 


| things that are appropriately placed here under that | 
: topographical survey is put here under the head of | 


are making an appropriation for the continuance | 
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which necessarily includes a topographical survey, and it is so 
designated and described in the bill and as in former law. It 
is an object within the meaning of the rules, and it is nothing 
else, and therefore I insist that the point of order is not well 
taken. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, in my opinion the point of 
order is not well taken, as has been suggested by the gentleman 
* survey 
is a necessary preliminary to a geological survey under the prac 
tice of the Geological Survey of this country, and there can be 
no such thing as a geological survey, as specifically referred to 
in lines 22, 23, and 24, unless there shall have been a topograph- 
ical survey of the territory to be mapped and surveyed geolog 
ically. This appropriation might properly read: 

For the preliminary surveys as a foundation for geological surveys 

And I call the attention of the House to the map befor: 


us, 
which clearly indicates that these topographical survey , 

made as the foundation of geological surveys. The examination 
of geological structure, examination of the mineral resources 
and products of the national domain, provided for in the law, 
and against which no point of order has been made; the prepa 

ration of the geological map of the United States herein provided 
for, none of these things could be completely accomplished with 


out a topographic suryey, which this paragraph provides f 


hy 


SiT- 


| vey. I am inclined to think, Mr. Chairman, that the same 
work could be done if this particular provision were not in the 
bill, that topographic surveys could possibly be carried out under 
lines 22, 23, and 24 of the bill, because they are the necessary 


mistaken, and unless every other committee and | 


preliminary of the geological survey. 

They fix the boundaries of the territory to be surveyed geo- 
logically, they run the contour lines indicating elevations, tl 
structure, and character of the country, and with the inferma- 
tion that is thus obtained the Department proceeds to the ex- 
amination and mapping of the geological structure provided for 
in the law. Without this necessary preliminary work the geo- 
logical survey, of which it is a part, and a most important part, 
can not be carried out and completed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is made to that section 
of the pending bill included in lines 19, 20, and 21 on page 75, 
and reads as follows: 

For topographical surveys in various portions of the United States, 
$300,000, to be immediately available. 

The Chair thinks it is not subject to a point of order, and will 
give his reasons very briefly. The Chair-desires to distinguish 
between this item arid the one last ruled out by the Chair. In 
the opinion of the Chair there is no law in existence now author- 
izing the gauging of streams, nor is there any law in existence 
now authorizing the topographical survey of any portion of the 
United States. The Chair desires, however, to say that in the 
act creating the Geological Survey there is no positive inhibi- 
tion or prohibition as against the language contemplated in the 
section now under consideration. 

Mr. STAFFORD. May I interrupt the Chair? 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Is there anything in the organic act pro- 
hibiting the gauging of streams? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘There is nothing in the organic act which 
prohibits the gauging of streams, and the Chair ts about to dis- 
tinguish between the two cases. There is nothing in the or- 


ic 


| ganie act which prohibits either, and either having once been 


The phrase “ Geological Sur- | 
a mere name which indicates and defines that it is | 


begun by a provision on an appropriation bill would be a work 
in progress, provided it came within the meaning of “a public 
work in progress” as set forth by our rule. 

Now, any act or any building or any public work can be begun 
whether there is authorization in law for it or not, provided 
no point of order is made on the appropriation. And when 
once begun it may be a public work in progress and may be 
continued by subsequent appropriations. For instance, the 
House can put in an appropriation bill a provision to spend 
$100,000 to erect a public building without any previous au- 
thorization of law, provided no point of order be raised against 
it: but once having been begun under that act of appropriating, 
all other appropriations necessary to complete the object would 


| be in order. 


a | like this, that it is to be determined by the test as | 
=e is a continuation of a public work, or by the test 
- cr it must be something tangible or material. It is 


' t may be a mere physical survey or a mere scientific 
oe ‘ind at all events it comes within the meaning of 
we 1a of Rule XXI so often read: 


‘ an amendment thereto, for any expenditure not pre- 
teh, ee rized by law, unless in continuation of appropriations for 
Th works and objects as are already in progress. 

pe yee las been in progress here for twenty-five years, or a 
mure OF Years, at least, this work of the Geological Survey, 


te ition shall be reported in any general appropriation bill, 


Now, the Chair thinks the only difference between this pend- 
ing proposition and the one last ruled on by the Chair rests in 
the fact that this is a definite, specific something that can be 
concluded and completed, while the other was not. The gaug- 
ing of streams is something that might continue forever; you 
might gauge the same stream over and over again, and as the 
water supply decreased or increased the gauging could be car- 
ried on. What is meant by topography? The Chair will read: 

A detailed description of particular places, especially the art of rep- 
resenting on a map the physical features of any locality. 
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| 


having once taken the topography of a county or of a | 
it remains the same; so that this is a continuing work in 
progress the opinion of the Chair, which distinguishes it 
‘leark f mm the gauging of streams and the determining of the 
ply of the United States, and therefore the Chair 
‘rrules the point of order. 

Mr. SMALL. Mr. Chairman, I 
nt, which was held not to be 
er had been lined. 


The Clerk re: 


Now, 
St ite, 
in? 
water suj 
OY! 
amend- 
point of 


now offer 
in order 


again my 
until the 

cetern 
id 


follows: 


amend by 


as 


adding after the word “ hundred” 

rTAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I 

what this amendment 

a great deal said to Members of 

ntlemen in the Bureau of the Geo 

action of the Committee on Appropriations in respec 
appr 


the Geol: 
is been w 


want the co 
and what it 


nmitt to un- 
means. There 
tl Ifouse by 
logical Survey 


ee 
is 


his 


vical 

scientific gentlemen all over 

at whose instance I shall endeavor to show, concerni 

reducing certain appropri carried f 

's have been prepared by the men in the & 
men rs to the Members for use i 


priations for Survey. 


ritten by 


these i 


ion in ations 


nt on behalf of the 
isons for our action. I 


mittee while I state our 


that a statenx 
iving the 
attention of the co 


Chairman, 


uld be m le 


at tilda 
< the 

- Case. 
something more than 
1 of whether the 


res 


a business proposition. It is a 

Geological Survey shall fix the standard 

its bureau by determining the amount of its 

priations or whether Congress shall | verform that function 

ieled by the influence the of nei of the Survey can 

mmand by reason of the private, State e, and municipal inter- | 
ts they serve. 

I want to assure every Member of the House that no personal | 
consideration entered into or influenced the action of the com- 
mittee, ei individually or collectively. I say this because 
Members of the House have said to me that the Director of the 
Survey said to the mm that thought we were influenced by some 
prejudice against n personally. The committee, in reducing | 
these few appropriations, were actuated by no other motive 
than that of serving the best interests of the Government. 
Take, for exi np Ne, this appropriation of $300,000 for topograph- 
eal surveys. The Director of the Survey has had no more than 

it amount for the service during the past four 

current year. 
time, namely, in 
1900, $240,000: 


This is 
estio2 
of expenditure il 


rain 


he 


appropriated 
except the cur } 
that 


S?40.000: 


‘ALS 
PP 
1901, 
n. The committee, in 
1 this identic 
influence which the Ge 
the private interests th 
out the United States 

this fi that now 
proj 


loor 
riati 


1902, they had $250,000; in 
in 1899, $180,000, and so on 
the last session of the last Congress, 
at $300,000. But as the result of the 
‘al Survey can and does exert through 
it are benefited by its work through- 
the same combination was formed here 
exists, and the House increased the ap- 
m to $350,000. We reported it at $300,000, because we 
know that during the next fiscal year the revenues and the 
of the Government will run almost equal, with the 
chances in favor of a deficit. In the desire of the committee | 
to keep down the appropriations as much as possible, and in 
the hope of preventing a deficit, we felt justified in reporting | 
the appropriations for topographical surveys at $300,000. It 
1as never been more, except for the current year. In doing this 
service would not be impaired in the least. It | 
tent the making of a few topographical | 
States, but there would be no harm | 
service, and for that reason, 
ought to be made in the 


ior to 
in 
OW 
reporte ‘al item 


. > 
Hor 


LENS 


expel 


, 
4 
we ieved the 


night 


ard to some ex 
the 


in some of 
done and no injury to the public 
Mr. Chairman, we felt this reduction 
interes economy. 

The appropriation complained of 
the mineral resources, 


he United States. 


Surveys 


7 


sts of 


report on 


is the appropriation 
collecting statistics of 
In the brief which | 
the Geological Survey and presented to 
House for the purpose of influencing | 

e in respect to these appropriations it is 
propriation in two; that we have 
$100,000, which they say they 

Mr. Chairman, that that 

ho wrote it knows it false. 

just what they had in the past and 
asked for for this purpose. They ob- 
last Congress for’ the purpose in- 
new investigation, and 
came to us and said 


al resources of 
‘ed by 
by 


y 
‘s of tl 


is 


is 


of 
which 


ngress they 


was a 
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1; at 


| they have had for a number of years prior to this year, 
| they are to have $50,000 during the next fiscal year. 


| with his pli in of economy 


| mineral fields are being opened all the time, 
| range of inqui 


| gest, in reply to the question, 


9 
od, 


JUNE | 
there was a deficit and that it would require $25,000 mo) 
complete that investigation. They had previously repr 
that if this work could be done at Portland, Oreg., at th Kpo- 
sition, it could be done very much cheaper, and that th had 
so many tons of samples to analyze and investigate, and 
$25,000 would complete the work. That was entirely out 
and independent of the collection of statistics of miners) 
duction heretofore carried on by the Department; and in View 
of the fact that that work will be completed this summer ye 
reported in favor of an appropriation of $50,000—t) sane 
amount they have had the last four years for this seryj e, 

Mr. BONYNGE. Will the gentleman allow a questio 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes. 

Mr. BONYNGE. Mr. Chairman, last year was not $75,000 
appropriated for the preparation of the mineral resou;: , 
$25 in the urgent deficiency bill of this year, 


, to 
nted 


that 
Side 


Dro- 
vt 


),009 
in all $100,000? 

Mr. 'TTAWNEY. No, sir; $50,000 was appropriated last year 
for collection of statistics relating to mineral production, and 
$25,000 was appropriated for the black sand investig and 
this of Congress we appropriated $25,000 more 
complete the investigation of black sands, so that we haye re. 
ported in this bill all they have ever had heretofore for this 
purpose, and there has been no reduction. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Min; 
has expired. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
I may be permitted to continue my remarks for ten minut 

Nhe CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota asks 
mous consent to proceed for ten minutes. Is there objection? 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the gentleman may be permitted to conclude his | remarks, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia asks unani- 
mous consent that the ge ree nan from Minnesota may a“ per: 
mitted to conclude his remarks. Is there objection? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, I object unless there is 
some limitation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana objects. The 
gentleman from Minnesota asks unanimous consent that he may 
be permitted to proceed for ten minutes. Is there objection? — 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BONYNGE. Mir. Chairman, I want to ask the gentleman 
from Minnesota whether it is not a fact that in the ap; 
tion bill of last year there was one item for the preparation of 
the mineral resources, which included the examination of 
$75,000—and that there was no apporti rent of 
that $75,000 as between the preparation of the mineral resources 
and the examination of the black sands. 

Mr. TAWNEY. It was carried in the same item with 
tinct understanding that $25,000 was to be devoted to t! 
tigation of black sands, and that amount was apportioned for 
that purpose and was exhausted in that investigation, and at the 
beginning of this Congress we gave them $25,000 | for 
the purpose of completing that work, so that in fact they 
received $50,000 last year for this work. This is the amouit 
and 


Lich 


Si LlOn 


session to 


1esota 


Ss 


unani- 


‘onT1la 
pila 


the 
Lhe 


a dis- 


» jnves- 


addit 


Mr. ADAMSON. 
question? 

Mr. TAWNEY. 
Mr. ADAMSON. 


Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for 


Yes. 


The committee was so kind as to allow me 


| to speak the other day on this measure, and I do not want to 


speak again, and therefore I simply want to ask the gentleman 
this question and desire that his time be extended: As he has 
succeeded in knocking out on a point of order the expense 
gauging streams, does the gentleman think it would interiere 
1s presented in the bill to let us hav 
now this increase for t pogt aphical survey? 

Mr. TAWNEY. These items should be considered 


nse ol 


m their 


| merits. 


tand i 
for a nu 


Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, as I unders 
propriation for the preparation of this work 
years past has been $50,000 a year. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes. 

Mr. MONDELL. The committee, I have no doubt, 
consideration the fact that the country is growing, 
and that 
ry is necessary year after year. And t 
consideration that growth and development of the ¢ 
not the gentleman believe that a slightly increased 
is necessary to take care of the ordinary growth and develop 
ment of the mineral industries of the country? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Will the Chairman allow me 
that the country is not growing 


to sug- 


pd | 
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larger than it was and as this work is being done the 
it to be surveyed is growing smaller every year instead 
if Ver. 
ae MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, my statement, I think, was 
not that the country was growing larger, although it has ex- | 
somewhat in the past few years, but the discovery of 
' is has vastly expanded. If the gentleman will recall- 
_TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I did not yield for a speech. 
ONDELL. Excuse me. 
rAWNEY. The gentleman evidently does not know the 
d s of this service. If he would study the hearings he 
' . that this matter was carefully considered by the | 
©, The committee insisted upon a full, detailed state- 
to what was to be done with this $50,000; we find 
{] there are certain gentlemen who are sent out through the | 
to gather these statistics. This is the first source from | 
iey obtain information regarding mineral statistics. 
rh have a system of communication. They have mail- | 








ing or persons to whom they send bianks to fill out, and | 
n 1 way they collect the information regarding the mineral | 
} of the country. It does not involve the investigation 
it » mineral resources, it simply involves the collection of 
tion regarding the mineral products for the fiscal year. | 

in extent this work has been duplicated. The Bureau | 

t,in the Treasury Department, is engaged in doing the 

k with respect to precious metals, and we discovered 

b ri the statistics furnished by the Mint and the 
; collected by the Geological Survey in respect to the 
t of gold and silver, that there was a difference of | 


illion or a million and a half, as I now recall it, in 
nine States between the statistics furnished by these two bu- | 
We also discovered that this work was being dupli- 
Ve got Professor, or Doctor Day, as he is called, and 
-of the Mint together—— 
VILEY of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman—— 
CIIAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 
NEY. No; I must decline to yieki just now. We 
ether. They have agreed on a plan for collecting 
that will cost the Government less than has 
heretofore been expended, so the Geological Survey will, with 
priation, have even more money to expend this year 
tl t | had during the current year with the same amount. 
irman, there is only one other appropriation of any 
that we reduce, and that is the appropriation for 
the vy of forest reserves. The reduction is $30,000. That 
ion has also inereased very rapidly. This service, 
ian, it will be conceded is not so very important. 
en if this reduction of $30,000 does cause a little delay nobody 
in consequence of it. It is a service that will con- 
nany years, but a service that does not directly affect 
16 | . and if retarded a little will do no harm. 
Mi rinan, if it were not for the active, energetic work of 
the ¢ ‘ical Survey in creating sentiment throughout the 
coul favor of its appropriation, there is hardly a man on 


\fr \ \\ 


tics 


const ~~ 


tl this House who would not accept the recommenda- 
tions the committee. This sentiment could not be created 
but for the manner in which most of these appropriations are 
dist | 





no man employed by the Federal Government who 
has ny favors to distribute throughout this House as the 

t f the Geological Survey. These favors are not given 
to 1 | Members, but to their States and their home cities, 


and is the secret of his power. What is he doing with 
the ral appropriations? He goes to your State, he goes 


01 tate, and so “Unless these appropriations can 
1 on the floor of the House or in the Senate of the 

| es, then we can not do this work for you next year.” 
Tl hod of lobbying has been carried in this instance 
far beyond .anything ever before attempted. I 

attention to it briefly. It shows a system whereby 

s can be increased that has no equal in our Gov- 

[ hold in my hand a letter that I re¢eived through 


Says: 


the hich was written by Mr. Holmes, who is an officer, 
0 entific gentlemen employed by the Geological Sur- 
vey. Written in respect to structural material. He 
sent r out—a cireular letter, as he stated to the com 
an large number of engineers throughout the United 
‘ ve 
you herewith a copy of his report 
I the structural material— 








n, in which he recommends the continuance 

iving reasons therefor, and asks ¢ ‘SS 

ion of $350,000 for thi work during the next 

e port on the fuel investigations during 1904 

r distribution (Professional per No. 48), and yeu 

once { of charge a copy of this report by applying for it at 





Member of Congress or to the Director of the Geological 
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| in connection with his testimony. 
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Survey. If in writing for this report you feel sufficient interest in 
this work to express an opinion as to its continuance, I am sure that 
any such expression of opinion on your part will be considered ay 


propriate. 
This is only a part of the letter. 
my remarks. 


I will print it in full with 


When this gentleman was before the committee he was in- 
terrogated concerning his right to thus attempt to influence 
the action of the committee and create a back fire on Congress 1 
the purpose of securing appropriations in the expenditure of 
which he is directly interested. In one question that I asked him 


I quoted this language, and said that IL would pri 
Subsequently tl 


from Iowa [Mr. Smi7rH], a member of the C 


ommittee on Lp 


| propriations, asked him a question in which he also quoted that 


paragraph. On last Sunday I was looking over thi stimony 

| to refresh my recollection, and I found this letter as it wa 
printed on page 614 of the hearings. Any gentleman can turn 
to that page and he will find the letter, but he will not find 
that paragraph. Knowing that it was there in the original 5 
shown from my question, I read from page 613: 

You say if in writing for this report you are sufficiently inte ed 
in the work to express an opinion as to its continuan 
such an expression on your part will be considered appropi 

And so forth. 

And that also because on the next page, where Mr. Smith 
asked him the same question, I concluded that some one had 
tampered with the letter. On the following morning I sent 
for the original testimony of this gentleman, and found 1 
stenograyfier sent the letter, with the transcript of th Yy 
tleman’s testimony, to him personally. When it was s¢ 
him it was not changed in any way. When it came back 
paragraph was underscored—that is, the lines I have 1 l 
were underscored—and on the margin was written, “ Leaves 
out these lines” as a direction to the printer. This was do 
by the man who corrected Mr. Holmes’s testimony, and that 
man was presumably Mr. Holmes, who wrote the lett orig 
inally, who was criticised by the committee. He evidently was 
cunscious of having gone a little too far in his attempt to in- 


crease the appropriation, and no doubt thought that some criti 
cism might be urged against him on the floor 
saw the letter. He therefore deliberately 
letter, which was not his. It was a publie document, cone 


if some Member 


em 


which he was interrogated, and after that interr tion he 
deliberately went to work and emasculated the letter by strik- 
ing out that portion of it which the committee criticised him for 


writing. 

Mr. REEDER. Who wrote the letter? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Holmes. 

The time of the gentleman from Minnesota 
having expired, by unanimous consent he was 
continue his remarks. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The name of the gentleman is J. A. Hoh 
and when he was before the committee I handed him th 
and asked him if the signature was his. He said it was: and 
he also testified, as you will see, that t out a number 
of them to engineers—to the members of a 
of which I wayt to speak later. 

Mr. DALZELL. Will the gentleman 
To whom was this letter addressed? 


[Mr. TAWNEY] 


granted leave to 


) 1 
Lie had sen 


board of engineers 


allow me a moment? 


Mr. 'TAWNEY. It is not addressed to anyone. It is a 
cular letter, and you will find that Mr. Holmes admits it was 
a circular letter and addressed generally to i 


Mr. DALZELL. Did 


he 











not say it was se ou r 
to several hundred letters that he had rece 1 fro \ is 
parts of the country, from engineers and architects, d so on, 
who were seeking information on this subject d who had 
addressed him concerning it? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes; I think he made that statement, and 
in order to show the insincerity, if not the untruthfulness of 
that statement, I will read the first paragraph of this lette 

The United States Senate recently passed a resolution ask the 
Secretary of the Interior for an expr on of o} 1 concert . 

} conti nee of the investigation I fuels and struct I Lis y 
the United States Geological Survey. 

He does not say in this letter that it was in ver to an 
inquiry. That was an afterthought. It \ lil ul letter 
ihat I have here. 

Mr. NORRIS. Will the gentleman ] iit qu 

Mr. TAWNEY. Just a moment Th this | I Ss 
presented to him he was also confronted with a r letter 
which the gentle m Pen vania ix. D ) 
referred to me ‘ irl an Oo 
priations. This W ritten . Mr 
DALZELL’s district, in which Mr. § n says 

Supplementing my letter to you of I lary 14, 1906, relati to 
| an item of $100,000 in the sundry civil bill for the work of t ig 
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structural materials at the laboratory, World’s Fair grounds, St. Louis, 
under the direction of the United States Geological Survey, I am ad- 


vised this morning by the gentleman in charge of the loboratory as 
folloy 


the gentleman in charge of the laboratory, Mr. 


it there is some doubt in the minds of the subcommittee of | 


bill « 


s to whether or not the Government should carry 
and reenforced concrete.” 


_ civil 
concrete 
doubt 

him, and immediately he draws on the 
iom he is acquainted, or the engineers throughout the 

Stat for the purpose of getting their assistance in 

‘ appropriations for the Geological Survey regardless of 

ent of the committee. Then this gentleman goes on 
sonal 


iy imper interest 


-ountry like wildfire, put on proper scientific basis, he— 
in charge of the laboratory, Mr. Holmes— 

k sist in the matter, 
ng its importance to the country at large. 
‘evious important engagements prevent me 

e by going to Washington in person, 
l ling on our energetic Repre- 
again bothering you— 


back 


lortis. 

iirman, the Geological Survey is the most ambitious 
* the public we have. The present Director 
gical Survey had only about $400,000 appropriated 
when he was appointed Director in 1894. To- 
has over a million. Therefore his appropriations have in- 
in that time more than 300 per cent. This is the first 
lis administration it has ever been proposed to reduce 
gate of his appropriation. There has been a steady 
Livery reduction now proposed is recommended in 
belief that the public interest demanded it, and that there 

suld be no injury or harm in consequence of such reduction. 
hair I spoke a moment ago about the way in which 


service 


Service 


man, 


ns 
LOLS, 


‘ssary to show that the appropriation for the gauging 


of streams would in some way affect the Reclamation Service, al- 
though in the brief presented to Members of the House by the 


gical Sur 

tT In any 

‘ined necessary, 

rnrilroad that traverses the reclamation section of our 

to convey the idea to some one that this Reclamation 

» was suffering in consequence of this reduction. I have 

ram from the general solicitor of that road, 

It is a carbon copy, I suppose, of many received by 
hers of Congress. 


ey it is expressly stated that this appropriation 
way involve the Reclamation Service. But it 


CricaGco, ILL., June 2, 1906. 
s A. TAWNEY, 
f Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 
| that it is proposed to cut down the*appropriation for 
and investigating water supply under the 
} to $100,000. 
ent of the West in this direction and cut 
roceeding rapidly and advantageously. Hope you 
tent with the public interest to use your influence 
iation is maintained at $200,000. 
CHESTER M. DAWEs, 
Gencral Solicitor Chicago, Burlington and Quincy Railway. 
h message I replied as follows: 


JUNE 2, 1906. 
DAWES, 
tl Solicitor C., B. and Q. R, R., Chicago, Iil.: 
ived Piease advise me 
be hampered by the failure to gauge streams in New 
ith, and other States east of the Mississippi River. 
hat this work is being done in the interest of pros- 
in water power 
‘ongress justify the appropriation of public money 
vective or actual investors in private enterpr 
»t consider it sistent with the public 
the people to continue appropriations for 
where the Government does not own a 
ams are admitted to be nonnavigable. 
lye d. 


for 


Jas. A. TAWNEY. 
which I received the following reply: 
CuicaGco, ILL., June 4, 1906. 


ntatives, Washington, D, C.: 


I was under misapprehension of the situation when I sent my dis 
patch to you. I thank you 
matter, 


. J. A. TAWNEY, 
liouse of Represe 


CHESTER M. DAWES, 


in getting at the truth of this im- | 
ect, and my desire to see this matter, which is now spread- | 


even to going before the | 


and | 


Survey in relation to the increasing of certain Survey appropri 


| persons outside of Washington letters, circulars, or otherwise, or 
» of the Survey has been exerted to increase these | 
I have here a telegram which I received from | 
neral solicitor of the Burlington Railway Company. In | 
io secure the infiuence of that railway company it was | 


in order to secure the influence of that | 


Mr. | 
| or telegrams have been sent, copies thereof be furnished to the cem- 
| Inittee as soon as practicable. 


| attached hereto. 
reclama- | 
Such a reduction would greatly | 
off | 


| appropriation for these subjects. 


in what respect will the develop- | 


Under what provision of the Con- | 


| you to-day a preliminary photolithographie copy of Lake 
| map. 


| County, and I have advised him that we had hoped to do so, 
very much for your explanation of the | 


JUNE 13, 


Later I received the following letter : 


CHICAGO, BURLINGTON AND QUINCY RAILWAY COMPANY, 
Chicago, June 8, 1906. 
Hon. JAMES A. TAWNEY, 
Washington, D. C. 

My Dear Mr. Tawney: I am in receipt of yours of 6th instant, 
plaining the situation with reference to the reduction of the a 
tion for gauging streams, etc. 

I regret very much to have put you to all this trouble throw. 
norance of the facts. The matter was brought to me, as I stated 


eXx- 


ppropria- 


1 ig- 


; . ; our traffic people, but who set them onto it I do not know. oe 
made that discovery from the questions that | hel ra 


men | 


urally took their information as accurate and wired you as I did 

I desire to say that I am in full accord with the position y; 
assumed in the matter. I do not see what else you could do cons 
with your public duty. 

I am, with great respect, yours, very truly, 
CHESTER A. DAWES, General Solicitor. 

But, Mr. Chairman, this is not all; knowing that Mempheys 
were receiving numerous telegrams and letters on the su)ject 
of these particular appropriations, I sent to the Secretary of the 
Interior a dispatch, asking him to send me copies of all letiers 
telegrams, or other communications sent out by the Geolovi: 
Survey concerning this appropriation, and I received in reply 
this letter, which I will not stop to read, with a letter incloseq 
from the Director of the Geological Survey, both of which I wil] 
here insert: 


I ave 
ently 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, June 
Hon, JAMES A. TAWNEY, 
Chairman Committee on Appropriations, 
House of Representatives. 


Sir: Your telegram has been received, requesting to be advised 
“whether any ofiicers or employees of your Department, particularly 
of the Geological Survey, have written or sent to any person or per- 
sons, outside of Washington, letters, circulars, or otherwise, or tele- 
grams on the subject of appropriations estimated for under the Geo- 
logical Survey, and if such letters have been sent, please cause copies 
thereof to be furnished to the committee as soon as practicab|: 

in response thereto, I have the honor to transmit herewith copy of 
a letter from the Director of the Geological Survey, to whose stten- 
tion your wishes in the matter were called, submitting a report in the 
premises, with copies of two letters written by an employee of the 
tions, 

Due inquiry fails to show that any officers or employees of this De- 
partment, outside of the Geological Survey, have sent any person or 
tele- 
grams on the subject of appropriations for the work of the Geological 
Survey. 


Very respectfully, E. A. HitcHcock, Secretary. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
UNITED STATES GroLoGicaL Survey 
Washington, D. C., June 6, 1906. 
The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, D. C. 

Str: I am in receipt of a copy of a telegram sent to you on June 5, 
by the Hon. JAMES A. Tawney, chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations of the House of Representatives, asking that he be advised 
whether any of the officers or employees of the Department of the 
Interior, and particularly of the Geological Survey, had wrilien or 
sent to any person or persons outside of Washington letters, circulars, 
or otherwise, or telegrams on the subject of the appropriati: 
mated for under the Geological Survey and asking that if such 


1 estl 


letters 


I beg to report in this connection that the Director of the Geolo 


Survey has neither written nor sent, nor caused to be written oi 


any such letters, circulars, or telegrams; nor has he been able to leat 


| any such letters, circulars, or telegrams having been sent by the officers 


or employees of the Survey, except the two letters copies of whic) 

I may add that a typewritten statement concerning 
the investigation of fuels and structural materials was sent out on 
request to the members of the National Advisory Board on Fuels and 
Structural Materials, about May 20; but it neither contained nor was 
accompanied by any suggestion of action on their part relative to the 
rector. 


Yours, truly, CuHas,. D. WatcortT, Di 


June 4, 1906. 
Dr. C. W. HALL, 
University of Minnesota, Minneapolis, Minn. 
Dear Str: In reply to yours of May 28: ; 
We had hoped to be able to continue our topographic 


|; Minnesota this year, but the Committee on Appropriation: 


Mr. Tawney, of Minnesota, is chairman, has reported our : 
bill with great reductions from previous bills. On the ite! 
raphy he cut $50,000. The necessary result is that unless ' 
restored on the floor of the House or in the Senate we mus! 
amount of work which we are to do, and this will dou 
the extension of work into new areas. 
If you are especially interested in this work, I suggest t 
mediately bring it to the attention of your Senators. 


Very truly, yours, . ts 
H. M. WILSON, Geographer. 


1906. 


June 4, 


Hon. JOHN LIND, 


Minneapolis, Minn. ph etal 
Dear Sin: At the request of Hon. LoREN FLETCHER, there |s ma! 


Minnetonka 


of the Unive rsity 
, ’ Hennepin 
put that 


the chairman of which is from your 


Ki) ( in the 
cut of §$ 90,000 in 
with a item is re 


We have just received a request from C. W. Hall, of the. 
of Minnesota, to extend these surveys into the remainder 0! 


the Committee on Appropriations, 
State, has reported our appropriation bill hi 
item for topographic surveying. Necessarily unless this 
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stored on the floor when the -bill comes up, about the 7th or 8th, or | written statement had been sent out, I sent another telegram to 


s it is restored in the Senate we will not be able to extend our Noam . tt al . St lee eae dl 
raphie work into new areas, and the survey of this region would the Secretary of the Interior for a copy of this typewritten 










































































a store doubtless have to be deferred until some future date. statement sent to the board of engineers, and also a request to 
Very truly, yours, know who had appointed this board of engineers, by what au- 


: Hl. M. WiLson, Geographer. thority of law they were appointed, and what salary or compen- 

Is it not strange, Mr. Chairman, that the only two letters | sation they were receiving, although the testimony of Mr 
seut out by the Survey concerning these appropriations were sent | Holmes says that they are to receive $5 per day when they 
to inesota? This may be a coincidence; if it is, certainly it is | actually serve. The Secretary, in answering the communica- 
remarkable one. These letters were written to people in my | tion, sends me another letter from the Director of the Geoloe- 
own State, and, the Director says, were the only people addressed | jeg} Survey, all of which I will not take the time to read: - 










( ‘is subject. It may be true, but in view of all the letters and theplying te the same 
fi uns received by Members it ig difficult for anyone to be- Shetianieaet-tarenie tations 
. r T eerie — 
t. The first is to Prof. C. W.*Hall, of the University of = ~ =, 
: ee I beg to repert that this board was appointed by the President: and 
M sota— I respectfully suggest that this request for information « ing it 
ply to yours of the 28th— should be addressed to the President. 








_] want to say that they started to make a ‘topographical .- oe Piao Fe ron re dine on ne been sent to the 
. ‘ . . . . - _ , rit » wa repared and ser ou t 
su of Hennepin County. That is Minneapolis. If any man | them by the acting secretary of. the board. I have neither pers nal not 
; ell me or show me wherein we are justified in appropriating | aie “% ation con erning it, omens that when Mr. 'TawNey’s pre 
coat iii cil ated p og ia vay | Vious request was received my general inquiry brought out the fact 
Af ney for the purpose ol making a topographical survey that such a circular statement had beer ns nt out fr ym t Survey build 
for the benefit of street-railway companies and water-power com- | ing to the members of this board. And notwithstanding the fact that 
" . . ~ a sas : | his actior pa aftiicial an lai . pen on eat . 
yall and for the benefit of the municipalities, then I admit | ioteae Ee ee ane was explained =” ving no reali o1 
| | itendec relatior 0 3 omm es estimate re id Ht it S, 
th is appropriation ought to be increased twofold, because meme te pene eg EB, 


mention it in my former reply to Mr. TAWNEY’s inquir 








the Geological Survey could do nothing else but make topo-| I have been unable to secure an exact copy of the statement sent o 
. il surveys for the cities of the Union and for the benefit bat will endeavor to do so and forward it to you later in the d f 
e private interests during the next fiscal year. Pao ‘ ee kx i le De bi 
( ui Al IR MAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. | aoe Sia — a 4 ere — on me ara es “ " 
A . ‘ ‘ é sory ar ngineers hic as been cre: a 
Mr. TAWNEY. I desire to read these two letters. lan liad ha Pit tao} ee mee ee 
Mr. CRU MP, AC KE R. I ask unanimous consent that the | ae adjunct to the Geological Survey, to assist in carrying on 
i may continue his remarks for ten minutes. Saat ice dee ar cet tana” oe oe a as came Pre 
5 7 + . : j “ < 5 CO% OCS LS. N Od Vas ¢ polni i without 
CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the ; : — 1pp 


authority of law. They number thirty-nine in all. I have the 


n from Minnesota may continue his remarks for ten 































. are names of all of them here and the positions they I 
s there objection? : : : Se. gee ee ae — 
Is there object | the States in which they reside. The list is as follow 
here was no objection. | rast ee ais 1 eee : : 
Mr. TAWNEY. This letter I will read first is addressed to iiinapeaieen "eyes ies 
Dr. C. W. Hall, of the University of Minnesota, and is in| From the American Institute of Minin z 
a letter addressed to the Bureau. It is signed by H. M. | president, Chicago, 11. ; John Hays H 
Wilson, geographer of the Geological Survey : eee » New York’ ; ; B. ¥. Buse, _ 
‘om ne ean nstitute of >. 
hoped to be able to continue our topographic surveys in | Crocker, Colum th niversity, New Y 
Minnesota this year, but the Committee on Appropriations, of which From the American Society of Civil . ex- 
Mr. 7 ‘EY, of Minnesota, is chairman, has reported our appropriation | president, chairman committee on concre and reenforced concrete, 
1 \ £ t reductions from previous bills. On the item for topog- | Philadelphia, Pa.: George S. Webster, chairman committee on cement 
phy he cut $50,000— | specifications, Philadelphia, Ta. : 
Which is the amount the Committee on Appropriations re- | ,, From the American Society of Mechanical Engineers : W. co ee 
. : . . ? ‘rsity, Latayette, nd.; Uueorge i. arrus, »OStON, ass. ; 
ported to the last Congress, and which his department esti-| p. w. Gates, Chicago, Lil. 
mated 1 had estimated for three years prior— ~—— che Saserscan So lety for Testing Materials: 
‘ resident, Altoona, Pa.; Rober 7. Lesley, vice 
The necessary result is that unless this item is restored on the floor | hia, Pa. a Fes. ee Wy Ae 
f the House | From the American Institute of Architects: George B. Post t 
; j ' ~ , 
How suggestive! president, New York; William 8S. Eames, past president, St. L , Mo. 
; ‘ 7 . ae From the American Railway Engineering Maintenance of Way 
or in the Senate, we must reduce the amount of work which we are | Association: H. C. Kelley, president, Minneapolis, Minn.: Julius 





a io, and this will doubtless prevent the extension of work into 
hew areas 
If 1 are especially interested in this work, I suggest that you im- 


; 4 . 
| Kruttschnitt, Chicago, Ill.; Hunter McDonald, past president, Nashville, 
| Tenn. 

| From the American Railway Master Mechanics’ Association: J. F. 


bring it to the attention of your Senators. Deems, New York: A. W. Gibbs, Altoona. Pa. 
That letter is signed by Mr. Wilson. From the American Foundrymen’s Association: Richard Moldenke, 


secretary, Watchung, N. J. 

From the Association of American Portland Cement Manufacturers: 
John B. Lober, president, Philadelphia, Pa. 

From the Geological Society of America: Samuel Calvin, professor 
of geslogy, University of Iowa, Iowa City, Iowa; I. C. White, State 
geologist, Morgantown, W. Va. 

From the Iron and Steel Institute: Julian Kennedy, Pittsburg, Pa 
C. S. Robinson, Denver, Colo. 

From the National Association of Cement Users: Richard L Hum- 
phrey, president, St. Louis, Mo. 

From the National Board of Fire Und rwriters : Chas. A. Hexamer 
chairman board of consulting experts, Philadelphi Pa. 

From the National Brick Manufacturers’ Asso oF iol John W. Sib 
ley, Birmingham, Ala.; William D. Gates, Chicago, Il 


Mr. WILEY of New Jersey. Was not that letter written in 
answer to one from Doctor Hall? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes; I so stated. 

Mr. WILEY ef New Jersey. You omitted the first line. 

TAWNEY (reading) ;: 

In reply to yours of May 28— 

I stated that it was a reply. 

Mr. WILEY of New Jersey. That line was not read by the 
gent n before, 

Mr. TAWNEY. Now, another letter, which is not “in reply, 


” 








written to Hon. John Lind, of Minneapolis, who is the man who From the National Fire Zvsteeth n Asso “iation: E. U. Crosby, chair- 
*niti« 1 . s - s s ‘ axecutive commi 2, niadeipnia, a. 
initiated the movement here in the last Congress to increase this | 4h.0°Sh. National Lumber Manufacturers’ Association: Nelson W 
“ppropriation $50,000 : | McLeod, president, St. Louis, Mo.; John L. Kaul, vice-president, Bir- 
H J LIND, | mingham, Ala. ast 

capolis, Minn. oe bod ioe) ? se Ee I: sult ol United States Army: Lieut. Col. Wil- 
; D At the request of Hon. Loren Fletcher, there is mailed | "From “the Isthmian Canal C ymmissi n: Lieut. Col. O. H. Ernst, 
yo a preliminary photolithographic copy of Lake Minnetonka | Washington, D. C. 
Be | From the Bureau of Ys rds and Docks, United States Navy: Civil 

es not say that Mr. Fletcher requested him to write in | Engineer Frank T. Chambers, W ashingt mn. D.C. se 
reg ) his appropriations | From the Supervising Architect's Office, United Stat lreasur 
, en . Department : James K. Tay! 







"Supervis ing Architect, Washington, D. C. 









v st peestuell.a request from C. W. Hall. of the University From the Reclat ati d Stat Interior 
( to extend these surveys into the remainder of Hennepin | F. H. Newell, chief en D.C 
t] [ have advised him that we had hoped to do so, but that | From Bureau of Steam Engineer = Unies States i 
th on Appropriations, the chairman of which is from your | Admiral Charles W. Rae, chief, Washington, D. C. 
ite a our appropriation bill with a cut of $50,000 in the | Mr. Chairman, here is a Bureau which has increased its . 
: 1ie surveys. Necessarily, unless this item is restored a att a ” ee heal . , > 
on when the bill comes up, about the 7th or 8th, or unless it | Propriations more than 300 per cent in twelve years, a Bureau 
is 1 n the Senate— that is constantly reaching out for new fields of investigation, 
He very particular to put in the exact date when this bill | 2 Bureau that is constantly branching out, and has added to it 
Was to ] nsidered— | an organization consisting of thirty-nine distinguished and 
we W be able to extend our topographic work into new areas, and | eminent engineers throughout this country, who are to receive 
the survey of this region would therefore doubtless have to be deferred | 2 compensation when they are actually engaged in service of 
Intil some future date. | $5 a day 
When I received 4 i wen :; 
received the letter from Mr. Walcott saying a type-| A bureau or board appointed without authority of law. 


8442 


When are 


this man, 


we going to call a halt in the ambition of this Bureau, 
the Director of the Survey, 
respect? The Director of the Geological Survey is un- 
questionably the ablest man that has occupied the position, one 
’ the best administra 
ks to the it 
tration of his department for the purpose of increasing 
ppropriation I say it is time for this House to call a halt. 
lInuse.| While he is an eminent scientist, a good admin- 
ive officer, these are not his only accomplishments. 
tlhe sino 
nnected with the Government. 
THOMAS of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, 
ntleman from Minnesota one question. The gentle- 
istinguished Member of this House, has been | 


here a 
‘s, and I have great respect and regard f 


high 


use 


* him. 


lim if all the various researches conducted by 


r—the gentleman for 
igh regard—I want to ask 
vestigation of the mineral resources of the country, and the 
t il surveys do not all tend to the development of the 
United States, do they not all tend to develop the resources of 
the country? 
Mr. TAWNEY. I will answer 
n What right have we 


appropriate the people’s money 


. rraynhi 
Lo I iil 


the gentleman in his own 


for the purpose of 


ce.] There is no governmental function involved in the 
of that work. 
the duty of the people to develop the country, but not at 
the expense of the Government. The topographic 
should be made by the States not by the General Government, 
and the streams should be gauged by the corporations that de- 
the water powers at their expense. It is not the business 
of the Government to gauge them to enable these private cor- 
porations to determine whether it will or will not pay to invest 
their capital in them. 
Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. I am 
powers in the interest of investors. 
development of the resources of the country by the work of 
| logical Survey as a whole, which I believe has benefited 
the whole country. 
The CHAIRMAN. 
sota has expired. 
Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, it has been my for- 
tune to serve on this committee under three different chairmen. 
Naturally we study our chairman and his methods, and it is no 
disparagement to either of the other eminent gentlemen who have 


re 
mil ¢ 


not talking about 


ihe Ge 


The time of the gentleman from Minne- 


the 
more non] 
the Goy 


committee to say 
artisan, 
ernment than the present chairman. [Applause.] 
'Two_years ago I served on the subcommittee having the sundry 
civil bill in charge, and we met precisely the same thing we 
are meeting to-day. Somebody had been plowing with our 
heifer. [Laughter.] Somebody had been using influence 
We knew it, but could not trace it every time. Some- 
undermining the foundation upon which the com- 

stood in making this report. 
‘ly working to undo what the committee had done. 
e work has been done now, but it has been traced. 

idquarters in this city. It is going out to the various 

ff the country and coming back here as though the in- 
“where. 


been on several subcommittees of the Appropriations 
and in no other instance, 
run across 
» to dominate the e 
Here is a subordi 
and through it the 
vou lose 


secretly. 


ody was 


The 


was elst 


eP we 


any bureau chief who seeks 
nate undertaking to run the 
Congress. I tell you, 
your confidence in the fidelity, the wisdom, and 


com- 


triotism of the Appropriations Committee you had better | 


and until do it is not safe to 
ambitions of a man the appropriations for whose 
from $400,000 to more than $1,000,000 in a 
still he is asking for more. If he can not 
the front door, then he tries some other 
House to stand by the committee because 
ke this betrayal of trust to gain an end 
may think it to be, ought not to 
mmploys. [Applause. ] 
airman, I decline to determine 
wisdom of increa an appropriation from $300,000 to $350,- 
000, either upon the excellence of the chairman of the Com- 


the committee, you 


som 


the 


ine 
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ve officers in the Government, but when 
fluence he acquires by virtue of the ad- | 


He | 
ythest and most scientific and accomplished lob- | 

| principle. 
I want to 


the } 
ey under the leadership of Charles O. Walcott, | 
whom he says he entertains such | 
him if the gauging of streams, the | 


| nan wants to put all the cities of America out of the naj 
as the representatives of the peo- | 


de- | 
water powers in the interest of prospective investors? | 


surveys | 


| tleman 
| ability to get from the Administration things for my district 


I am talking about | 


| ter. ] 


| the 
Somebody was clandes- | 
| progress at 
It has | 
| committee 


| are simply fighting on the ground of economy. 
so far as my experience | 
as does | 


mmittee and therefore dominate the | 


y 7 : i 
gentiemen, | 


| diture of money because it helps some particular 11 


JUNE 13, 


| mittee on Appropriations, the general fidelity of the committea 
for whom I entertain the | 


itself, or the wrongdoing of some employee of the Geolozica) 
Survey. The question before this committee is whether S29. 
600 will do the work that ought to be done in making top,. 
graphic maps for the country. If it is wrong to expend $3250.99 
in making topographic maps because it helps the street yajj. 
ways, and because it helps some particular individual or set 
of individuals, it is equally wrong to spend $300,000 for that 
purpose. If you are going to determine the constity onal 
validity of your appropriation, determine it not by the size of 
the appropriation, by the amount of money you spend, but on 
It does not become right because you spend one sy , 
and wrong because you spend another sum; neither does jt jo. 
come right because the money is expended in making a topo- 
graphical map of the country, and become wrong because jt js 
expended in making a topographical map of a city. Th 
of the cities are as much entitled to have a geographica| my, 
made as the people in the country. The act creating this pjj 
provided for a geographical map of the entire country. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I beg to differ with the gentleman. The act 
does not give authority for that at all. 

Mr. SHLERLEY. The act does provide for the making of 
geographical map of the national domain. Now, if the : 


» 7} 


centle- 
itional 
domain, that is his privilege. 

Mr. TAWNEY. This is not for a geological survey. will 
ask the gentleman this: On what theory does he justify the ex- 
penditure of public money for the making of topographical 
maps of the city of Louisville? 

Mr. SHERLEY. On this theory 

Mr. TAWNEY. On the theory that he can get it? 

Mr. SHERLEY. No. I do not necessarily justify it that 
way, for if I did I would have less justification than the gen- 
from Minnesota [Mr. TAwNey], because I have less 


than the gentleman has. I justify it for this reason—— 

Mr. TAWNEY. In the comparison I think the gentleman 
from Kentucky would be ahead. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I hope so. The gentleman is doing me 
honor overmuch. When I get to be chairman of the Commit- 


| tee on Appropriations I hope to be able to do just as much with 


my Administration as the gentleman does with his. 
Mr. TAWNEY. I hope the gentleman may do more. [Laug!i- 


Mr. SHERLEY. Well, perhaps that is a wish that I can sec- 
ond also. [Renewed laughter.] I certainly do not hope to do 
But that is neither here nor there. I justify these ap- 


less. 


| propriations upon the same ground that I justify the National 
| Government 
filled this responsible position since I have been a member of | 
that neither one has been more thorough, | 
more patriotic in conserving the interests of | 


doing many things. The National Government 
undertakes to do certain things that do not fall within the do- 
main of the States, and whatever may have been said of the 


original proposition as to whether the National Government 


| had a right to go into internal improvements, a proposition that 


was fought up and down in the halls of Congress by the ablest 
men that ever came here, the question has been settled once 
and for all. We are doing it. The National Government i 
going into internal improvement, and whatever theory I 
might have had as an original proposition must fall in face of 
actual, concrete facts. The question that confronts tlie 
and the committee is whether you want this work to 
a certain rate of speed or whether you want it to 
another rate of speed. The very gentlemen of the 
would not, if they could, prevent the geological 
work being done or the topographical maps being mace. Tiiey 
If that be so, 1 
make 


House 


progress at 


that be the truth, then why not come on this floor and 
your fight on that ground? 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has ex] 
Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani 
that I may be permitted to proceed for five minutes 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky 
mous consent to proceed for five minutes. Is there o 
There was no objection. 
Mr. SHERLEY. And not undertake to divert the 
making an attack on the head of a Bureau and a De} 
It may be that there has been lobbying for this ite! 
difference between the lobbying of this Bureau and t! 
of a great many other bureaus of the Government h 
it has been a lobbying back to the people themselves to set 
opinion, whereas most of the lobbying from the bure: 
for the benefit of individual and special interests for t! a ‘ _ 
this House going to determine what it will do sim). ser 
somebody has been guilty of wrongdoing? If the President ° 


| : C : a . “ary aw 
the United States has done something wrong, contrary to law, 








1906. 


he gentleman says, by making 

1 of engineers, let the House take such action as it seems 

; -as against the President of the United States, but do not 
pass upon the validity of an appropriation or its size for 
ely reason as that. That is neither logical nor is it com- 
e. What I would like is for some member of the com- 

' . to rise and tell us on what theory its reductions have 
of appropriations asked, whether they have simply 
horizontally without regard to things or whether they 


appointments of men to this 


] ctually looked into it. If they did that, we perhaps 
' have more opinion of their ability than we have from 
4 , estimates of it. 






I Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman has exam- 

irings he will find that our investigation of the ap- 

n asked for by the Geological Survey takes up almost 

the entire testimony in that investigation. 

[ERLEY. I not speaking of volume so much as 

I f quality. Now, let the gentleman tell us why he cuts 

nriation $50,000. 

rAWNEY. If the 
} 


an 
am 


has 


gentleman 
not puss judgmen 


not read it, then I 


I en it as to its quality. 
SHERLEY. I ask the gentleman why he has made the 
redu of $50,000 7 
Vr. TAWNEY. I told the gentleman, if he was listening to 
my statement, the reduction of $50,000 was made because that 
le: ( amount at $800,000, just the amount they have 
alw d, except this year—not always, for they have only 
had that amount for the last three years—and we felt that 


under the testimony, inasmuch as a la.ge amount of this 
; to be expended in making topographical surveys of 





, the benefit of street railway companies and water 
pov nd for the benefit of municipalities in determining 
e of streets, that they could get along this next fiscal 
\ 1 £300,000, especially in view of the fact that the ex- 
I | the revenues of the Government would be very close. 
} HERI If L understand the gentleman, his proposi- 
tio based on three things—general economy, the fact that 
the year before the committee recommended $300,000, and the 
fact certain moneys are being expended for topographical 
ps cities. I want to ask the gentleman if he knows what 

| ) n of the money in regard to topographical surveys was 


ng led in cities and what proportion outside of cities? 
‘ir. TAWNEY. When the Director was before the committee 
ed that very question with respect to the distribution 


of this—he has said he had no intimation that there-was going 
to | reduction in his appropriation—but he was asked to 
state how much the amount could be reduced if we eliminated 
the topographie survey of cities, and he could not give us a 
det swer, but gave us in a general way what it would 


»a topographical map of Boston, what it would cost 
topographical map of Louisville and several other 
they are making now in Cincinnati—but we could 
gi definite answer from him as to how much of this would 
be expended for topographical surveys in cities. 

M HDRLEY. Where did the gentleman get his definite 
to determine how much reduction to make because 


of phical maps in the cities? 

M \WNEY. We inferred that if he carried out the plan 
for ‘aphical survey of cities, it would cost at least $50,000 
to « the next fiscal year, and on that theory we lopped 

Mr. SHERLEY. Does the gentleman know it would cost 
S50), to make topographical maps in cities, and is he willing 
to s to the House as the ground for ‘this reduction the doing 


ol t k in cities? 





M (Hl of Iowa. If the chairman will permit me, does 
tl n mean to say if the Director of the Geological 
s so ignorant of his own office before this committee 
t | not state what it would cost to make topographical 
I cities that his estimates ought absolutely to be 
t ( gress, and the committee is in error in not being |} 
pot s judgment? 

‘LEY. It does not prove anything of the kind, but 
I rings the matter up for this House to consider and 
I lL by a member of the committee if we dare to differ 
: mittee’s estimate on an appropriation it is high 
On sh the committee. Now, with all deference—and 
I h respect for the committee as - 

a IRMAN. The time of the gentleman has again ex 
RLEY. I ask for five minutes more. 

RMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky asks unani- 

: to proceed for five minutes more. Is there ob- 

os \iter a pause.] The Chair hears none. 


h 
WM. GARDNER of Michigan. interrupt the gentleman? 


May I 
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| Mr. SHERLEY. I yield to the gentleman from Texas, 


vl 
| then I will yield to the gentleman from Michigan. 






Mr. SLAYDEN. I want to say to the gentleman from Ken 
tucky my information is that the Geological Survey does not 
mske topographical maps of cities, but simply a it to the 
eral work of the Survey maps of the citie ade in tl 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I want to ¢o1 t th 
ment, because the Director of the Geologi sul 
tleman will read his testimony, gave us list of cit \ \ 


they have tepographieally surveyed. 
Mr. SHERLEY. I want to be absolutely frank 


| There is now being made a topograp!l | ) f 
Louisville. It is being made there,-and all t ( 4 





from making it vary in the slightest from ’ 

graphical map is being borne by the city of ! [ 
| Want to say furth th it ¢ 3 i 

| Square, mile for mile, to make a top ay 

than it does to make a topographical map of the u 

it is a new creed, a new do ine, that a man who ‘ au 
city should not have the benefit of Government wo! but th 
man who lives in the country may have it. I now yield to the 
gentleman from Michigan for a question—not all of my time 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. The gentleman reaches a criti- 
cism of the committee just at that particular point i will say 
it will lie against every other appropriation recommended by a 
committee with equal force. You must rely upon the judgment 
of the committee or your appropriations will increase three and 
four and maybe five fold. Who is to be the judge with { 
information presented? 

Ir. SHERLEY. If the gentleman’s argument is valid, the 
logic of it is we had better take a bill as reported by the « 
mittee and pass it without any discussion at al The propo- 
sition defeats itself. If the committee is infall what is 
the good of wasting the time of Conger in diseu - Any 
item in the bill? An amendment may relate to a reduction as 
well as a raise. The trouble is the gentleman is supersensitive 
because men happen to differ with the committee’s wis« 1. Be- 
cause they want to raise an appropriation fs no reflection upon 
the committee. We accord you proper industry, proper intel- 
ligence, but we deny you absolute infinite wisdom. [Laugh- 
ter and applause. } 

Mr. TAWNEY. I want to ask the gentleman this question: 
You are criticising or endeavoring to ascertain on what basis 


the committee made this 
addition to the reasons I gave a moment ago that the | 
the Department, the Secretary of the Interior, and 
of the Geological Survey, in presenting their estimates for the 
present fiscal year at the last of Congress, est 
only $300,000 for this service, but as a result of 
going over the head of his superior and comit 
and making the combination that we have been up against to 


recommendation. I w 


session 





- \ ‘ 

day he was able to secure an increase of $50,000. Now, I 
want to ask the gentleman this: Do you consider, not having 
read the hearings at all 

Mr. SHERLEY. I never said that, and I now say to t 
gentleman that I have read them. I simply said that I was 
not judging the hearings by their size, as the gentleman w 

Mr. TAWNEY. I understood the gentleman to say a moment 
ago that he had not read them 


Mr. 
Mr. 


facts 


SHERLE 
rAWNI 


WE 
Pend 
} 


he bases hi 


rstood me. 





The gentleman misu 


was going to ask t gentleman on wha 


s judgment that $350,000 is the amount that 
should be appropriated rather than $300,000 

Mr. SHERLEY. I based my opinion on the fact that the man 
having this work in charge, who is no better e i t ' 
the one given him by the gent an f Mi ] 
TAWNEY], said that he needed that 1 h, and \ Ss 
cripple the progress of that work if were reduc th ; 
liouse last year determined that was a fait Ol to ‘ 
and I have a little more respect for the House than tl! ‘ 
man. If I had been a member of the Appropriati Co 
and the House had formally take ction as it did last I 
would respect the action of the House and co! er its 
mulated wisdom at least equal to my own. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, I yield to no 1 r t 
for the it try, ability, intelligence 1 coura h i 
the present ehairi n of the ¢ 1 An ! 
forms the arduous and impor it Ss in to 
tion, assisted by the very ] on « rs 
Chamber who compose the balance of that co i p 

| is a case in which I find myself cempelled to differ with 

ito amount to be appropriated. One r 1 | or 
asking for a larger amount in t! propr n 

every dollar we appropriate to this service we get $2 w of 


| work, 
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Mr. TAWNEY. One moment now. Will the gentleman per- 
mit a question there? 

Mr. OLMSTED. Certainly. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Is the gentleman aware of the fact that this 
is in violation of the express law? 

Mr. OLMSTED. No; I aim not. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Then I will cite the law to you, and you | 


will see it. 
Mr. OLMSTED. The States appropriate a certain sum of 


money to help bear the expense of this work, and I am not | 


aware of any law or any constitutional provision which pre- 


vents them from so doing any more than there is a provision | 
to keep the State of Pennsylvania from appropriating, as it did | 
in the last session of its legislature, $250,000 to assist the Gov- | 


ernment in dredging the channel at Philadelphia. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Yet, under the policy of State cooperation in- | 
izgurated by the Geological Survey, the money which we appro- | 


priate for topographical service is available and is expended 


only in States that will contribute a like amount, thereby giving | 


it to States that would not otherwise get any part of this appro- 
priation and withholding from States a part of the appropria- 


tion that they are entitled to and would otherwise receive, but | 
( 


because of their inability to put up the money and cooperate with 


the Federal Government they can not do it. Now, this money | 


is paid by the States for the benefit of the Federal Government 


in the making of a topographical survey of the United States, | 


and the statute says: 


Nor shall any Department or any officer of the Government accept 
voluntary services, or the Government employ personal services in ex- 
cess of that authorized by law. + 


States. If it is the duty of the Government of the United States 


any State to aid in making that survey. 


the time of the gentleman may be extended five minutes. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, I am not entirely familiar 
with the statute to which the gentleman refers, and, without 
reading the whole of it, am unwilling to accept his construc- 


ticn. If it can be so construed as to prohibit State aid, it is | 


certainly not enforced, and it ought to be repealed. If there 
is no other reason why the Government should not avail itself 
ot what assistance it can get in doing this work and keep this 


work going on than that it may operate to help some water | 
company or street railroad, that argument does not appeal | 


strongly to me. Why, Mr. Chairman, we appropriate millions 


for improvement of navigable streams and harbors. The very | 
object of the work done by the Government in that direction is 


to assist the steamboat companies and steamship companies 


which operate upon them, the railroads that connect with them, | 
| will cost $11,000,000. How much is the entire appropriation, 


and the commerce of the country generally. 

Now, oue word as to the work cf this Survey in cities. It 
seems to me that it is hardly understood. I will read from the 
testimony of Mr. Walcott, the Director, himself. 

Mr. TAWNEY. On what page? 

Mr. OLMSTED. Page 481. I want to read what the Director 


of the Geological Survey said in his statement before the com- | 


inittee. I have not spoken to the Director nor had any cor- 
respondence with him, nor has any employee of the depart- 
ment asked for my influence or my vote upon this or any other 
provision. The chairman asked him this question: 


The CHAIRMAN. Do you make topographic maps of the cities? 


the progress of making a general topographic map. In only a 
ew instances we made a special attempt to make a city map very 


curate; one was Pittsburg and vicinity, in which the city contrib- | 


» additional cost of doing it Another case was the city of 


to the great exposition there, when it was thought | 


e to have not only the city, but the surrounding country 


the topographic maps of which St. Louis formed a por- | 
city of Louisville recently sent a delegation asking if we | 
ugh three or four of our men this spring to make a_topo- | 

se “ge ; ‘ x- | eatch up with the topographic or preliminary work. 

eir salaries, in order to get a detailed topographic | a] pogral i 
ise their sewerage system upon. They did not feel | 7 a ; 
| these topographic surveys. It appears that they have ! 
| kinds of maps; one, a single sheet covering a square | 
| about 4,000 miles; another size covering about a tho! 


f tl surroundings of Louisville, they to pay all ex- 
»men, or that they could well get the men, that would 
as well for the city. Of course that is no expense to the 


AIRMAN. Were the men furloughed? 


WaLcotr. The men were furloughed, and are now doing the 
| area upon the same size paper used for the smaller, | 


Now, I do not concede that there is anything in the statute 
which the worthy chairman alluded to which would prevent 
the fturloughing of men employed by the Government and al- 


jis accomplished. 





| the map hanging here in front of the House. Thos: 


. . "oO ~overed 
| of detail, and so as they reduce the area covered 
lowing them to work a little while for and at the expense of | 
a State or city, and it is the way I understand that State aid | 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired 

Mr. OLMSTED. I ask for five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks that his time m,, be 
extended for five minutes. Is there objection? [After a pause. ] 
The Chair hears none. " 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, in my judgment there j. one 
single item in which the utility of these topographical gy) 
exceed their entire cost. You never can locate a nil \{,}y 
camp in the United States without making such a survye and 
to have it made specially would cost three times as muc}) 
make it in the way they do now. You ean not moye a) army 
through the United States or conduct any military ope; 
without such a survey. You can not find the roads or loc: 
best ground in a State for such purposes. You ean ; 
where to find the best streams to get an adequate supply 
water for the army unless such work as this has been ¢ 
advance. The basis of military operations is a survey 
kind, and such surveys can be made much more ches)), in 
this way, where they get the State to pay half the cost. Chat 
is merely one item of the value of these topographical syry, 
Their importance in other directions is still greater. 

Within the past three years, as I find on page 477 of t! 
ings, there has been topographical work done in fo 
States of the Union; and so great is the interest of th 
in it that the Director says 1,007,280 copies of the atlis - 
have been purchased, and the regular price paid for the 
been turned into the Treasury of the United States, 

Mr. Chairman, I approve this amendment, giving the appro- 
priation for a topographical survey precisely the same anjunt 


eys 


us to 


VS 


| that the House appropriated for it last year. 
There is-a clear violation against this cooperative plan of | 
making a geological and a topographical map of the United | 


Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, the debate upon this 
amendment, to my mind, tends to show that the Chair was in 


error in his ruling on the point of order made against this para- 
to do it, as gentlemen claim, then it is unlawful for the Govern- | 
ment of the United States to accept a dollar of this money from | 


graph. The Chair held that the paragraph was in order pbe- 
cause it was for the continuance of existing work which would 


| ultimately be completed, and distinguished it from the para- 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I ask unanimous consent that | 


graph for the gauging of streams, because to that there would 


| be no end. The distinction made does not seem to be founded 


in fact, as the record shows that so far from this work of the 
topographical survey being completed it requires annually 
larger and larger appropriations. As the work progresses and 
large portions of the country are supposed to be thus sur- 
veyed, and the amount unsurveyed becomes less and less, one 
would naturally expect to find the apprepriations for this pur- 
pose falling off, but quite the contrary is true. They are con- 
stantly growing, and the less of the country that remains to 
be surveyed the larger is the appropriation demanded for the 
purpose. 

Mr. PADGETT. Will the gentleman submit to a question? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Certainiy. 

Mr. PADGETT. In the last naval appropriation bil! we au- 
thorized the construction of a battle ship that it is estimated 


from its inception until now, for the Geological Survey ‘ 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I am-not able to state what the entire 


| appropriation has been. 


Mr. PADGETT. I will ask the gentleman—— 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Nor do I care to be turned aside into a 
discussion of the merits of the naval programme. 

Mr. PADGETT. I will ask the gentleman if 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I dislike to decline to 
yield. I know the gentleman will admit I always yield, but 
I can not discuss the naval programme. 

It has been asserted here this afternoon that the toporr 


Mr. Watcorr. Only incidentally to the survey of the larger area | Survey is the basis for the geological survey. That, | 


ure, is true, and in view of that fact I want to call attention to 
“tions 
colored in pink have been topographically surveyed ; t! 
purple have been geologically surveyed. Now, if the 
survey is to be defended as a preliminary to the ge 
yey, manifestly we have gone so far with the topogr: 
that we could wait for years before the geological su 


I want to call the attention of the House to the dis 


and another about 250 miles. Now, those that cove! 


can not go into great detail. They show the result « 
reconnoissance. The map covering a smaller area siows © 
. can eins nore urate 
it means more work, more accurate surveys, I i 

records. 


: try the pli¢c 
If you will examine this map you will find that in the pubic 





1906. 


The CHAIRMAN. 


Mr. MONDELL. 
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in of the United States practically nothing has been done 
yt to make this cursory reconnoissance in certain regions 
-del on maps covering 4,000 square miles on a sheet of no 
, except for the most general purposes. But under this 
, of contribution, which was instituted by this Geological 
_ without any act of Congress to sustain it, they provide 
jling these appropriations to whoever will pay the highest 
for them. If a State says, “ We will give $50,000,” then 
Pureau chief, without authority of Congress, diverts the 
that would otherwise go to some place else in the United 
io that place, in order that he may spend $100,000 
ce of the $50,000 given him by Congress. What has 
n the practical operation of this administration? There is 
acre of Massachusetts, of Rhode Island, or of Con- 
that is not surveyed upon the most detailed scale, the 
overing the smallest territory; the money diverted from 
neople of the interior, diverted from the lands of the 
ed States, in order that it may be concentrated in those 
that will pay the most to get it. 
rhe time of Mr. SmirH of Iowa having expired, by unani- 
: eonsent it was extended five minutes.] 
{r. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I move that the debate on 
s; paragraph and amendments close in ten minutes, five 
es for the gentleman from Iowa, and five for the gentie- 
in North Carolina who offered the amendment. 
CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
yield to the gentleman from Minnesota to make the 


(rv. SMITH of Iowa. Yes. 

The gentleman from Minnesota moves that 
ite on the pending paragraph be closed in ten minutes. 

I move to amend by making that twenty. 
uestion being taken on the motion of Mr. MONDELL, it 


s rejected. 
The motion of Mr. TAWNEY was agreed to. 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I will yield to the gen- 
1 from Kansas, and then I can yield no further, in view of 
ted time. 


to ) 


‘Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. 


I would like to ask the gentie- 


‘om Iowa who directs the bureau or its operatives where 
e these surveys? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. No one directs them, but the Director, 
place of determining where it should go by his unbiased 
g t in the interest of the public service, in place of 

termining whether he will put an equal amount of money in 


rer States not able to contribute as much money as some 
thers, diverts the money from the center of the country to 
rk, Massachusetts, Connecticut, and Rhode Island until 
e complete, and the public domain is unsurveyed. 
CAMPBELL of Kansas. That accounts for the 
e been refused the money for certain surveys 
lied for in geological parts of the country. 
MITH of Iowa. That is the reason, 
diverted; and I for one believe that the 
1 for a year ago for this purpose, in view of the fact 
ographical survey far ahead of the geological 
ificient until we shall have an opportunity to pass 
ition as will require this Geological Survey to make 
| equitable distribution of the money appropriated. 
[ALL. Will the gentleman yield? 
H CIRMAN, Does the gentleman 
n from South Carolina? 
MITH of Iowa. I have stated I could not 
I simply want to give one illustration of 
operation of this Survey. I was out at Laurel, Md. 
and I met a gentleman at the hotel there, until! 
agent of the Census Office collecting statistics on 
, Who asked if the party 
Geological Survey. We told him it was not. He 
ey have been having corps of men out here so fre- 
t I thought you might be a corps from that body; 
been out here surveying the river and surveying 
t the best route for a prospective new railroad 
country.” 
the topographical map. It is pandering everywhere 
terests to provide means for some local business. 
g for the measuring of streams to find out what it 
) give for water power; to find where it is best to 
road, so that the company will not have to survey 


reason 
that I 


is 





from Iowa yield to 


the 


is 


and the time is coming when some legislation ought 
| by Congress to distribute this money fairly among 
tes. [Applause.] 

[LLIAMS. Will the gentleman permit a question? 


SMI CH of Iowa. Yes; I am pretty near through. - 


Mr, 
Mr. 


because these funds | 
amount | 


yield | 


It is doing every conceivable kind of work of that | 





I was with was a party | ; 


That is what the Geological Survey is | 


Mr. WILLIAMS. The 


gentleman from Iowa has made a 
right important statement, and if the Geological Survey has 
been surveying the routes of railroads, and the gentleman 
has any evidence of that the House ought to have it. 


Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I have given 


you 
have, except what is in the hearings 


all the evidence I 


Mr. WILLIAMS. This was a chance remark by an indi- 
vidual you never saw before? 

Mr. SMITH of Towa. I never met him before. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Have you any evidence from any other 


source of the fact? 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I have stated all the evidence I ha 
Mr. WILLIAMS. If they have been doing that, the country 
ought to have the evidence, and the House ought to have the 


evidence. 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I have stated all the evidence I have 





Mr. TAWNEY. I will say to the gentleman from Mississippi 
that if he will examine the hearings he w ill fin d that it is con 
ceded by the Director of the Geological Survey that the 1 
graphical maps of some of the places heretofore made y ere 
made for the purpose of locating and grading street rail 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Topographical maps? , 

Mr. TAWNEY. That is what I understood the gentlema 
from Iowa to say, that they were making a topographical! 1 

Mr. WILLIAMS. If that has been done, it ought to be 


rected right away, and somebody in the dominant party ought 
to do it. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Iowa 
has expired. 
Mr. SMALL. Mr. Chairman, in the brief time I have I shall 
not refer to the merits of this topographical survey. That has 
been stated so concisely and admirably by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. OrMsTED] and others, that it is unnecessary 
to do so. But I do wish to refer to one or two in ie 
which have developed in this debate. The gent n ho 
made the point of order against this entire paragraph d who 
would strike it out, is the gentleman from Massachu s, Mr 
GILLETT, and I would remind the House that he has had his 
entire State surveyed by the cooperation of the United States 
Geological Survey. After his State has enjoyed the benef f 
this appropriation for this service, he would, it s 
draw it from the remainder of the States and Ter f 
the Union. The chairman of the committee [Mr. Ta has 
put the action of the committee on the plea of e His 
entire appropriation for the present year for 1 : g l 
Survey is $1,484,000. The report of this committee | ‘ 
that down $307,000, or about one-third of the enti | : 
tion for the current vear. 
Listen and see in what respect they have cut tl urrent 
appropriations. They have taken $50,000 from 1 
surveys, $30,000 from the survey of forest resources, $* 
from the report on mineral resources, $100,000 f y 
streams, which I presume will go out upon the ru y 
Chairman, and $102,000 in the investigation of fuel : 
so that it makes a total of $307,000 which the co! 
deducted from the appropriations for the current 
| Geological Survey. I take it, then, that it is I t 

quire in what respect the committee has f ed l 
of economy, and whether or not it has bee con ’ It 
appears from the report of the co 

tions carried in this bill, not id ! 

Panama Canal, are $1,728,006 ! ! 
the appropriations for the curr yi l s 
civil appropfiation bill. 

Mr. TAWNEY. And will the ge1 n also s ( t th 
same time that we ¢ ‘Vy sevel { i > l th I ! . Ss 
and harbors authorized by th st l 
is six millions more than was carried ] i 
1. matter of fact the al amo I aT t lis 
five million less than the curre! opr n? 

Mr. SMALL. Oh, Mr. Chair ne gent has had 
plenty of opportunity to make |! speech. I] t iz to 
point ut to the House that this plea of economy, which is 
made by the chairman as a reason for cutting down tl t 
$50,000, does not apply to all of the items 

The true reason, I think, is stated by the chairman, w] he 
said that $300,000 had been previously ap I 
by reason of the fact that $50,000 was given at 

| sion of Congress he desired it placed back to t] ‘ f 
$300,000. Who made the increase? It was the meml 

this House. The committee came in with thx 

mendation of $300,000, and yet by voluntary action of this 
House, and by a large majority, that appr ypriation 1 in- 
creased to $350,000, the same increase which is asked for by 


this amendment, so that the reason which the chairman give 3 
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is position is not tenable. There was no lobby, as is al-| METHODS OF COOPERATION. 
| 


ch came into the House last time any more than | In the establishment and conduct of cooperative surveys cert 
t the present time in favor of these appropriations for | methods —_— hi awe been developed through an experience of ei, 
y lonhbt if ; incle mber of See ca as , | years are followec 
ey. I doubt if a single Membet of this Hou e can be The Director is requested by citizens of a State which may 
iy that he has obtained any information from | terested in procuring topographic surveys to inform them as 
y of the officers of the Survey, except by his ability to ee hate ayer <a ge ne = State may 
"nm an P ‘ inats 20 Ava hay at. | pared to make elng uncerstooc iat eforts to secure coon 
oe oe that in no instance have they at- | iust ori: ginate with the residents of the State. This Survey fur: 
proaching any Member of the House to do any | such information concerning the details of previous cooperative grr. 
or which could have been constructed as im- — -. a = mente — = yr wa — Nee ne of 
boa . a a z : ve . 2 7 . to. an egisiators to attain the objec desirec y lem The State 
DYyIDE ai f ivor of any o1 the items of the appropria lature usually enacts legislation providing for a_ cooperative sypy 
logical Survey. So, gentlemen, I have pointed | to be conducted under the supervision of a State official or com: 
can in the limited time at my hand. These are | who (1) a nave pomnres of te Se aitca ani mone ’ 
‘neconsistencies = <r 0 waa againg sq | priated; (2) shall make eements W Me ec ates (x i 
: = tencies that have been urged against this Survey as to the methods of conducting the work, and (3) shall recom. 
this appropriation. I hope that the House, in| mend the order in point of priority in which various portions of the 
emand coming not alone from the South, com- “i shall be wervenee. chien: sasaee “eae Medd ae ieee 
seni’ Silesia aig st am is invariably stipulatec 1a ; eld operations shall he yy 
from NC vy Eng and, but from the entire COERAE Ts the supervision of the Director of the Geological Survey. This § 
this $350,000, will respond and that the amend-j furnishes expert assistants, who take charge of the work, ar 
2 i the results for publication or draft the manuscript 1 
’ —— : : ails of the work are performed by them under rules and by pn 
AIR he ve ‘ as expir 10: i id by 
I ERMAN. Che time of the gentleman has expired, hich experience has shown to be the most economical and’ ju 
te on the paragraph is exhausted. aI vhich tend at all times to maintain a uniformity of treatin: 
LZANLL. I desire to direct the attention of the com- 1@ W oo I s Geological 'S Sa a 
bse neo ae as ea : a e ates Geological Survey accepts the recommendations 
few moments fre ml the outside matte rs that have the State cfticials for the employment of such temporary ass 
<1 to the real question before the committee. may prove qualified for the work, thus insuring z the employmen 
¢ paragraph reads: dents of the State so far as practicable. The law usually 
ar rartane ions of the United States that a sum equal to that appropriated by the State shall be ex; 
be S aol portions of the United states, : the same time by the United States Geological Survey 
ately available. 


made the Chair has ruled that the pro- BENEFITS FROM COOPERATION, 


ination is in order as the continuation of a public The Federal Survey ee by the great increase in funds 
- eas - sents = a ee lh onsite } for the extension of its legitimate operations. This Surve ch 
: - — An am¢ ndment has been ers red to | with the duty of making a to spographic and geologic map of the « 
he amount by $50,000. It is claimed by the officers cf | area of the United States, as well as of studying its water 
gical Survey that the efficient continuation of this | and reporting = its other economic pretense, The exper 
le ull $c ‘ . hs | work to > Federal Treasury is reduced by the amount ap 
ori will be hampered unless the amendment shall be | or 2M aioe States re! My ae | “To date this an 
$768,497. 
I want to call attention to the character of the work, | All arn for ss —. = . basis of equal 
: On ACO ishe ¢ rhs “amaing to he ac- venditure, they necessarily reduce by one-ha the cost the F 
has been accomplished, and to what remains to be ac- | ease See conmntaat te aun aie an eeditiemns beret 
u | cooper ation is the hastening of the completion of the topographic 
nm why so many Representatives are especially inter- | w hich thus renders it available at an earlier date as a base 
this item is because it directly affects their respective r - eee od ecomentic resources, geology, hydrography, 
. i a no ands. 
m the experience gained certain conditions essential to the suc- 
pographical survey is a cooperative work carried on | cess of cooperation have been established. All work which is in 
the United States and the several States contributing | Paid for by the Federal Survey and which may be published 
As the Director of the winninat St vy said before | 02,it8 authority must be controlled by the Director. He 
AS Une irector of the Geological Survey said before | sistants to perform such work, or approves their select 
inittee, “If the Government puts up a dollar, the State | exe on the work is subject to the supervision and ap) 
The work in its character, its results, and its pros- | 2PPTol riate chief of div sion of the Federal Survey. Ail 
: . ; _ | for cooperation are drawn in such manner as not to con! ! 
nm not better be described than in the paper filed by organic law of the Survey in regard to collections, furnishing informa- 
tt with the committee. It is as follows: tion, or giving expert testimony. ; 
2 ion in public surveys between the Federal and One important point to be considered in all such work is that the 
ated in connection with the plan to make a | &eneral plans ‘and methods of the Federal Survey can not be set aside 
acl t The cooperative survey of Massa- | 0M 2ccount of State cooperation. 


een 


"1885 and completed in 1888 At the present time the funds available for cooperation are so 
he cooperative survey of Massachusetts | limited that its further extension is dependent on increase of appro- 


‘ ozraphie 1ap 2 priations by Congress. 
} ae i coaparation 2 | It is against the policy of _ Survey to stop work or 
en were made whereby the Federal sur- | 2reaS or subjects in order that coo; eration with indiyidua 
< and rried it to completion in 1SS7. Since that | May be extended. The Director ss willing to enter into a cooper 
have been made by a number of States. ag — _ only when the interests of the country as a whole will | 
ho. he States in } ‘conerative surveys | benefitec ; 
ees _ a ie a pate ie wg a | The appropriations made by the States for cooperative surveys are 
ia, is 1: 62,500, and | accepted chiefly for actual field work in which are included the serv- 
in California some areas | ices of temporary employees, who are usually residents o » State 
:125,000 with 100-foot contours, | 22d for the living and traveling expenses of the fie!d for 
> on the large scale of inches | be us ‘d in paying office salaries only in so far as it is ne 
5 feet. In the column “Area | eQualize the expenses of both parties to the cooperation. .. 
since the inception of cooperation a — o he amount appropriated by the State is returne 
1¢ eople Ne? »f. 
The a on of the Federal Government is devoted chiefly 
of the per manent employees, a small portion of it 
i cxpende general administration and a considera 
Total cost DPD TO- ield and e work. , 
to Jaine ited by All the assistant surveycrs, as levelmen, transitmen, etc., 
\prilé 1906.” Ste ate ti » | helpers as rodmen, teamster, and cook, are employed under. 
1906. June, 1906. | of the Department of the Interior, in the locality in which 
— as Te being done and under the terms of a signed application 
ment, which they must file when seeking such employment 


» 


4 
to 
»perative topographic surveys in various States 


Se miles. 
: It will be observed from the figures given in this 
|of Mr. Walcott that there remain a number of States 
the work has not yet been entered upon; and it will furt 
observed that in none of the States has it been 
| Progress has been made in different degrees in differs nt 
| It is apparent, therefore, that this public work 1 
demands liberal treatment if its progress is to be 
and any hope of its completion indulged in. ; 
Complaint has been made that the Director of the 
and his associates have been too active in “ lobbying 
termed, in the interest of large appropriations, ana td 
have inspired parties to send letters to their Represen! 
urging their assistance. At the same time the I 
received merited praise, both for his work and for ! 
a faithful and eflicient public officer, in —_— pra 
cheerfully join. For my part, I rather admire te 7 oleate 
publie official who is in love with the work of his depart . of 
__| and is desirous of imparting that zeal to others. No par 











1906. 








the appropriation goes into his pocket. His zeal is impersonal | 
honest, as he believes in the public interest. 
hatever may be the case with others, so far as I am con- 
| the people of my State needed no inspiration to induce 
{ , to nddress me on the subject, as they had a perfect right 
+ do. In proof of this I desire to submit as part of my remarks 
the following letters: 


| IN DALZELL, | 
e of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: I just learn that the sundry civil bill as_ reported 
very seriou it in the amount asked for topographic survey | 
the United States Geological Survey. This is a matter that 

iy affects the interests of Pennsylvania. 
ypriation is very largely used for cooperative work with the | 
1 ates, the amount allotted to Pennsylvania being $20,000, 































+ ppropriating an equal amount. Pennsylvania is not an | 
4 uw topographic mapping, yet the results of the work can not 
} ing to the people of the State. 
ld States Geological Survey has not been able to make a 
to Pennsylvania, as the entire appropriation for topo 
< has been but $400,000, and this would not allow of a 
to this State even if the legislature would make a larger 
m for the work on behalf of the State. The proposed reduc 
4),.000 means a very serious reduction in the int of work 
done in Pennsylvania, for there is some under way 
tion of the United States Survey ably can not 
the cut for work in Pennsylvania bly be much 
in the 20 per cent cut made in the bill 1 
f 





vy, and on behalf of the commission the topo- 
k in Pennsylvania, I would esteem it a great vor to have 
: your power to have the appropriations for the work of 
t | States Geological Survey restored to amounts asked for 
The reduction of these amounts means the very scrious 
efficiency of the work, the breaking up of the organization, 
1. direct loss, and a postponement of the cor ‘tion of the 
mapping, which is daily becoming more ble as the 
n toward completion. 

these appropriations for the United States Geological Survey 

i to the amounts asked by the Secretary of the Interior? 

Very truly, yours, 









RicHArRD R. HIce. 
WASHINGTON, D. C., June 4, 1906. 
1] ] , DALZELL, 


shi igton, D. C. 


Mr. DaLzeLL: I desire to call your attention to the impor- 

up the appropriation to the United States Geol al 

S t st to what it was last year, and increasing the same, if 
I do not now have either the time or ability to tell you of 
economic importance to our country of the work of this 
along the various lines of topog hy, geology, hydrogra- 
of fuels and building materials, as other lines 
nvestigation; but, as chairman of the lvania topo- 

I sion, I beg to say that s since I 
to introduce a bill in our legislature, whict fterwards 
authorizing our State to cooperate in this work with the 





















iozgic comml 





































T ical Survey. At that time I confess that in our 
interest in the subject, but as the work has pro- 
fg ple are learning its real economic and scientific 
v or it from every section is increasing so rapidly 
t po for us with our present appropriation to meet it. 
( mn assured that the Pennsylvania legislature will in 
propriation for this work at the coming ssion, provided 
tates Geological Survey will be in position to similarly 
pportionment to o1 State. This it can not do if the 
by your Appropriation Committee is not replaced in the 
partments of lth, forestry, highways, and military of 
» especially interested in the rapid prosecution of this work. 
very civil engineer, as well as every citizen or corporation 
who d in the development of our great materia sources. 
I no direction in which the expenditure of ar ug yunt of 
I ‘n productive of such permanent be tate. 
of this department are some of the ablest men tl 
re devoting their great abilities unselfishly 
W uld have the hearty financial support of Congress. 


work so far completed in Pennsylvania, not having 
i do not have the data at hand, but have asked Hi. M. Wil- 
hand it to you. I feel that it is exceedingly important at 
tl e that you, if possible, give this matter personal attention. 
to remain, very respectfully, yours, 
G. W. McNBEs, 
Chairman Pennsylvania Topographic and 
Geologic Survey Commission. 


access 




















SCHOOL OF ENGINEERING, 
THE PENNSYLVANIA STATE COLLEGE, 

; State College, Pa., June 2, 1906. 
Hon. Joun DALZELL, 

Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
conversation with you in Washington on the 
niizrmed what before had been rumored, that the 
ndry civil bill appropriating $250,000 for the investiga 
and $100,000 for testing structural materials were in 
















ui ng eliminated from the bill, or at least greatly reduced. 
= 1s would be most unfortunate to the people of Vennsyl 

. el testing, which has been done under the general di 

= al Survey commission, is re ized by all who 
nay matter any attention as being exceller Ss} { no 
: lation be made and the work ne p, the 1 “y 
, dy been e ted would be largely wasted. Although 


ive been reached, the value of the work up to this time 
ly in showing what may be accomplished by further in 


tim s remembered that the fuel of the United States by the 


} 


Hars 






fire box costs the nation a billion and a half of 4 
on ppropriation of $250,000 toward experiments looi 
s certainly a small item. The investigation carr! 
lent wo ld produce results which would be accepted and 
by all fuel users. Experiments of this character could 
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their special use 


nee to 


iching 


the 
the benefits to 


item for 


ble of being done 


of structures 


not so 


the users, an 


States. 


n these 


It sec 


and 





corporations, and 
the knowle 


be derived from 
that it is s ‘ 
in this d 
best ¢ ted 
The us wi 


much 


d 


the usei 


ns, ther 


» investigatio 





reaching in beneficial 


in 


sup 


this 
port 


meas 
in se 


Yours, 


ure, I do 


uring the 


respectfully 


These letters show 


ap: 


irt 


from 


any il 


Ail 


1 


fore, 


ttitude on qu 


resi 


sti 

Its, and t 
10t hesitat 
passig tt 


the gen 


flu 


1ences 


They are evidence of the rea 


of those who are fa 
interest 
I hope that the amend 


past 
future. 


and 


are 


I 





Mr. MONDELL rose. 


The 


of 
St: 


the 


ites 


CHAIRMAN. 
from Wyoming rise? 
Mr. 


MON 


House to the fact 


has 


DELL. 


ar Wit 





interested in the 


n { 


legiti 

ns ft 
int 

to W 


For what purpo 


the investi 


1 > « 
ear W 
t 
tion o 
’ 
1 
1 
t t 
’ 
kind w 
vi 
La S 
Nel l 


Mr. Chairman, I rise 


been heard en this 


supposed that this survey w 


States. 


con 


ion? 


There was no objection. 


MONDELL. 


Mr. 


I also rise to ask un 
mitted to address the 
he CHAIRMAN. 
Ime ent to 
there object 


consent to address the comm 
fact t 


been 


hat during the entir 
ght of that ori 


lost si l 
that these topographical surve 


geological surveys, 


largeiy in the mineral region 











t 


of the House to the fact that the map bef: 


by far t} 
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States that 


public 


either 


lands have 


le greater po 


contributed nothing, or long 


Tr 


dredth 


"ONS 


meridian 
surveys have been execut 
man from Kentucky [| Mr. 
more to topographically survey 


has 


been 


“dl 


ury of the United States 
that but a small portion of 


the country 


in the sale of 


survey ed 


like area out in the country, 
great 
angulated for miles, where 


where the surveys made, a 


ve 


vs 


feet, 


Veet 
desu 





distances, 


in Ut 
while 
1e@, are 


ah and 
the contour 


» 


) 


of Louisville. 


ce 


Mr. 


mn 





1ittee 


to the 


MONDELL. 
fact 


where 


froin 


wi 
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in 


mtery 
t or two. 


a fo 
Mr. SHERLEY. 


the pre 
SHERLEY]| h 


p 
the ca 


elsewhere, were on contour 


als in t 


’ 





Lit 


And the additional « 


And I 


that, 


want to ¢ 


evils which has grown up under this 





ruraied, 





im that 


a surve 


Vy wi 


a survey 


whic 


these sury 


Louisville, that they should not be 

I do wish, however, to emphasize t 
for years heard discussions of this an 
they were for the especial | it of 1 
velopment of the western r« 1, the 1 
lands, as a matter of fact, the ¢ ba 
managed to secure the lion’s share. By 
of the expenditure has been m e inSta 
because they were the best able t 
evidenced by the fact that they have 
portion of the cost of the w i 
do not complain because of ft! I 

of the couniry, but I do believe that t 
mittee has reported is quite t 
all parts and portions of the country 

I do trust that in future the West, 


| pected to be the main beneficiary of this cla 


Oo eall 


Dp 
west 
rraph 

nts 





the 


CILY 


} 





that no Member from the 
proposition. It was 
is primarily for the bene 
a nous ¢ nsent th i 
ie committee for five 1 it 
The gentleman from Wyor g 
address the committee for five 
Mr. Chairman, I have asked 
ittee on this sul t in vy 
discussion tl fac e¢ 
lly it inte l an 
‘vs, Which are the foun 
should be made of the pub! 
ns, and I want to eall tl 
re us ind 
rtion of these surveys have be 
never had any publ lands or 
long since been disposed of 
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‘t a fair proportion of the expenditure. In that region 

» the public lands which need developing; there are the public 
which should be geologically surveyed and re- 
inake no complaint in regard to my own State. 
een reasonably well treated, but I do think the 
main, a whole, has not had as large a share in this 
it should. I hope the work will go steadily on, not 
$2 ts, but continuously, and I think it is most likely 
so if we do not further increase the appropriation at this 


ands 


» CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
North Carolina. 
ISVENOR. Mr. Chairman, 
vl read again. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, 
report the amendment. 

There was no objection, and the Clerk again reported the 
iment. 
The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on the amendment of the 
ntleman from North Carolina. 
question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
TAwNry) there were—ayes 101, noes 54. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Tellers, Mr. Chairman. 
ordered. 
pointed Mr. TAWNEY and Mr. SMALL as tellers. 
rain divided; and there were—ayes 101, noes 55. 
endment was agreed to. 
read as follows: 
preparation of the report of the mineral resources of the 


United States, which report shall hereafter be published in one octavo 
volume sa dis tinct publication, the number of copies, printing of 


n from 
I would like to have the 
will again 


the Clerk 


“mene 


A ile 


were 
[os ran 
Iilouse a 


‘ } — 
po the al 


Phe 


The Clerk 


For the 


ers, and mode of distribution of which shall be the same | 


$50,000. 
Mr. Chairman, I have listened with interest 
‘onomy to which the House has been treated 
aftern I sympathize with all real economy, and I am 
under the impression that genuine economy demands that we 
liberally support the Geological Survey. This is one depart- 
ment of the Government which aids in the production of 
wealth, while others that gentlemen do not hesitate to support 
with lavish appropriations are mere consumers. If we were to 
nd fewer millions on an excessive naval development, which 
the country does not need, we would have more to spend in 
promoting industrial growth, which we do need. 
I shall address myself to that item in the bill which has to do 
with a continuance of the fuel-testing plant at St. Louis. I 
more or less familiar with the work of the plant since 
inaugurated, and I believe that the economies in the 
nption of coal which they have suggested is worth much 
» to the country than the total cost of the Geological Survey 
it was established. 


LAY ‘DEN. 
ctures on et 


Oli. 


SI) 


have le en 


IN REGARD TO THE HISTORY OF COAL PRODUCTION IN THE 


I I TO THE CLOSE OF 
is been estimated by one of the geologists of the Geolog- 
Survey that the total original amount of coal contained in 
ous beds of the United States was 2,200,000,000,000 tons 

) pounds, which is equivalent to about 422 cubic miles of 

d over the entire coal area of the country it would 
veraging 64 feet thick. I have been informed by 
Survey that the history of coal 

in the United States shows that during the last half 
entire production of coal has been practically 

irs, and at my request the following table, 
sources, has been prepared. 
ement given me. This shows 
the total production in the 
5,980,000,000 tons. This does not 
in the mines to support the roof o 
asted. The fact is, the amount wasted is 
third of the total oe under our present 
mining. This production, by decennial periods, is 


bed a 


If sprea 
' 
L 


a 


mber of the Geological 


ten yei 


: 


m official 


about 
us of 
; follows: 
to the close of 1905. 
rt tons. 


947 


lecennial periods, 


, 865, 


9) 425, 104 | 


291, 051 | 


, 760, 319 


3, O51, 
o6, O98, 641 


tal producti l 
tion for decade 1886-1895 
59, 150, 011 

, 000, 000 


tion to close of 
ide 1896-1905__ 


Total produc 
Production for de« 


Total production to close of 1905___-~- 50, oll 
From the foregoing statement I have had prepared an heaia 


1905, AND SOME ESTIMATES AS TO | 
| in 1904 (350,000,000 tons) the coal supply would last 


; for us, 


| human race. 
It bears out 


also that up to | 
United States | 
include | 
r other- 
| tons of coal in our locomotives to get the power wh 


370 | 


| Those we know of may not be as extensive as we a 
| whatever the amount is we can not increase it excep' 
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which shows how this production of coal would continue if the 
proportionate rate of increase were kept up. It will be obseryeg 
that there is a decreasing ratio in the decennial increase. |p 
the following statement this ratio has been maintained, so that 
while, as in the preceding statement, it has been shown that tho 
production for the decade 1876-1885 was something more {han 
the total production to the close of 1875, the production esti:;qteg 
for the final ten-year period in the following table is about 55 
per cent of the total production to the beginning of that decode 
This statement also shows that if this rate of increase ¢ tip. 
ues the entire supply will be practically exhausted in on 
dred and ten years, not including the wasted production 
tefore mentioned : 


Estimated production by decennial periods for the future. 
Short t 

5, 980, 00 

5, 380, 0 
11, 360, 

9, 640, 0 


hun- 


here. 


Total production to close of 1905 


» 000 
Production for decade 1906-1915 (90 per 


cent) thine 10, 000 
» OOO 
0), OOO 


Total production to close of 1915 


Production for decade 1916-1925 (85 per cent)_-_ 


10. OOD 
000, 000 


Total production to close of 1925 
Production for decade 1926-1935 (81 per 


Total production to close of 1935 
Production for decade 1936-1945 (77 per 


21, 000, ¢ 


cent) ___ 17, 000, 


10, 000 
10. OOO 


38, 000, | 
28, 700 
66, 700, 000, 000 
48, 700, 000, 000 
115, 400, 
80, 000 


cent) —... 


Total production to close of 1945___..____ 
Production for decade 1946-1955 (73 per cent) __~- 


00, 000 
OOO 


Total production to close of 1955 


Production for decade 1956-1965 (70 per cent) _ 


OOO 


196, 200, G00, 000 
131, 500, 000, 000 


Total production to close of 1965 
Production for decade 1966-1975 (67 per 


HO0, OOO 
700, 000, 000 


Total production to close of 1975 
Production for decade 1976-1985 (64 per 209, 


1 OOO 
, 000 


537, 400, | 
cent) ___ $27, 800, On 


Total production to close of 1985 
Production for decade 1986-1995 (61 per 


1, OOO 


O00, 000 


Total production to close of 1995 


Production for decade 1996-2005 (58 per cent) ___ 496, 2 


‘3 351, 400 
743, 300, 


Total production to close of 2015 2, 094, 700, 000, 000 


It is, of course, not to be supposed that even this decreasing 
ratio of increase will be maintained. I have quoted the above 
figures simply to show the possibilities, not probabilities. In 
fact, the member of the Survey to whom I am indebted for an 
estimate of the quantity of coal originally contained within the 
coal fields of the United States, states that the production 
may continue to increase to a maximum of about 150,000,000,000 
tons per decade (an average of 15,000,000,600 tons annually), 
and then gradually decrease for possibly another idred 
years. Both estimates, however, are startling in the reme, 
particularly when it is realized that at the rate of pr ‘tion 


200, 


000, 000 
000, 000 


Total production to close of 2005 
Production for decade 2006-2015 


* about 
5,000 years. If, on the other hand, the present ratio of in- 
crease in consumption is continued the supply will be extausted 
in one hundred and ten years. 

All this suggests the extreme importace of the fuel 
which for two years we have been making at St. Lo 
must find an economic way of using the fuel supply, or 
day, sooner or later, we will be face to face with exliaustion 
of a commodity which, whatever the future may have in store 
is now essential to the comfort and happiness the 


Tests 
We 


some 


The fuel tests conducted by scientific experts offer tle only 
ray of hope in the way of an increased supply. 

The best efficiency now obtained in the ordinary 
locomotive practice represents only about 5 per cent 
energy stored in coal. That is to say, we have ae 
rovi- 
dence put into 1 ton. 

In the stationary boiler practice we get better resuits, 
have managed to make available for economic purposes a 
20 per cent of the energy of the coal—that is to say S sta- 
tionary boilers we only have to use 5 tons of coal to get the 
energy that is in one. 

It has 
that only one-seyenth of 1 per cent of the energy of ¢ 
made useful in our incandescent electric lighting. ’ sae Si 

Of course these estimates of the total supply of coal 1! te 
country may be inaccurate. Other fields of coal, the existenct 


he ure. 
of which is not now suspected, may be found in th en 


vy finding 


for we 
about 


; been stated by some of our best engineering = F rane 
S tt] 


more economical methods of consumption. 


It is plain that if we could learn how to use all the energy 
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1 in locomotives we would, so far as that particular in- 





a This is a document of very great value to those interested in 
dust is concerned, multiply the coal supply of the country 


the mining industry of this country, and we are merely asking 
hy twenty, and so on in the proper ratio with other industries. | for a paltry increase of $25,000, in order that this work may be 
The fuel testing done at St. Louis is intended to do just-exactly | properly carried on. I hope that the committee will adopt the 
that thing. To an important degree it has already been suc- | amendment. 





cosst Take what has been accomplished in the way of an Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I want to correct a statement 
a 1 method of using lignite, or brown coal, for instance. | Which the gentleman made in closing, that this invelved an in 
lt | shown to the mechanical and industrial world that a | crease of only $25,000. Such is not the fact. There was 
a ‘uel which has heretofore been held in contempt is of | 400,000 appropriated for the report on mineral resources for 
ortanee. The State of Texas, except in the one ar- | the fiscal year 1905. When preparing this appropriation fo 
i—received the favor of the Lord in a prodigal way. the fiscal year 1906-it was represented that at the Oregon E: 
We no really high-grade coal, such as is found in Pennsyl- | position they could conduct this inquiry into the location of 
val d West Virgina, for instance. But we do have a great | black sands, and investigate their value. with the 1 ! 
req of lignite deposits, and enough value has been added to | that would be loaned to them by exhibitors at that expositio 
thes sits by the fuel testers at St. Louis to justify every These facts prompted the committee to recommend an appro- 
1] expense for the maintenance of the Geological Survey | Priation of $25,000, which amount was included in the appro- 
ae establishment. priation for report on mineral rescurces. Novy they came to 
"| lerk read as follows: | us at the beginning of this session and said that that $25,000 
I preparation of the report of the mineral resources of the | W4S appropriated for that specific pu e, in con ti with 
init tes. which report shall hereafter be gee gee Rang are the $50,000 appropriated for the Report on Mineral Resources, 
as a distinc MUDILICE mn, B e , ss, pr £ An ‘ vark a j _ . } ‘ 
f ay a aed tao of distribution of which shall he the same and that the work could not be c my . es with that — rie 
‘ nual report, $50,000. tion, that to complete it would require 520,000 more. We gave 
BONYNGE. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- | them $25,000 more, and that $50,000 for the investigation of 
| black sands the Geological Survey now proposes to attach here 
The Clerk read as follows: as a permanent appropriation. For what? Nothing that re 
76, line 12, strike out the word “ fifty’’ and insert “ seventy- lates to the development of mineral cee. The devel - 
t it will read “ seventy-five thousand dollars.” 7 ment of mineral resources is not involved in this appropri 


Mr. BONYNGE. Mr. Chairman, in the appropriation pbill| tion. It means merely the collection of statistics with ref 














of last r there was appropriated for this purpose, covered by ence to the mineral products of the various mines throug 1 
3 ite the sum of $75.000. “ | the United States. Why is it so valuable? Who wan this 
\ir. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, now right there I want to information? Why, Mr. Chairman, this information is col- 
e is not a statement of fact. | lected by the agencies—— 
Mr. BONYNGE. I submit, Mr. Chairman, it is a statement | Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. I should like to ask the 
of t d the gentleman, answering a question I propounded | gentleman if he has any idea of the great number of tons 
t hort time ago, himself said that it was a fact that | paper that are printed on this subject that are never 0] 
$75,000 was appropriated for this purpose, which included, as I | °F looked at at all. 
as about to say, an investigation of the black sands, which is Mr. TAWNEY. I do not know, but I presume that the 
il ed in this item, although it is not specifically mentioned. Committee on Printing could give the gentleman some informa 
M AWNEY. It is not included, and it was included and} tion on that subject. Or if any Member of this House woul 
ted for to the extent of $25,000 this present year. | go to the folding recom, I presume he would find hu ire 
Mr. BONYNGE. ‘The item for the preparation of the report | and hundreds of bool entitled “ Mineral Resources” lying 
| resources, including the investigation of black sands, | there undistributed, containing information as to the product 
opriation bill of last year was $75,000. Later this | of the mines of the country. This appropriation is to pay for 
vear, in the urgent deficiency appropriation bill, it was neces- | collecting information concerning production. In 
for the Appropriations Committee to appropriate xnotier | it there is an appropriation of some $68,000 for prin 
$25,004 order to make up the deficiency. | report after the statistics are collected. 
In the hearing before the Appropriations Committee at this Mr. UNDERWOOD. If the gentleman from M 
Ressiol tion to this item, at pages 498-499 of the hearing, | allow me, my district may be different from others, 
Director of the Geological Survey gave a memorandum as | to say that I always have requests for all the repot 
to the ¢ of preparing the report on mineral resources, and by | Mineral resources of the United States that I get. 
that um it was shown that the expenses for prepar-| Mr. TAWNEY. I haven't any doubt but that tf 
s document would be in the aggregate $73.200. He gives | great value to the colleges and institutions of lear 
1 page 499. On page 505 of the hearing this year | those especially interested in the growth and devel 
Appropriations Committee it was also shown that | the mineral resources of the country, but what I 
of preparing this document for 1905 aggregated | clear to the House is the fact that thi pprop 
74.5 relate in any way to the development of tl ] 
N Mr. Chairman, for more than five years past, as I reeall, | of the country. This appre pri tion is for the ] 
\ im of $50,000 has been annually appropriated for this | lecting statistics. An appropriation of 00,00% 
During that time, Mr. Chairman, the aggregate of | have ever had for that purpose, and that 
our 1 | wealth has increased nearly double what it was | on Appropriations has recomme! 
When $50,000 was first appropriated for this purpose. It has| The appropriation has been $50,000 since 1900. Pr 
m one billion dollars to nearly one billion and | time it was $30,000, $20,000, $15,600, d $10,000. I 
and with that growth in the aggregate of the | was only $10,000. Since that time this B 
mineral lth of the United States the cost of preparing the | ambitious gentlemen of the Geological Survey, S 
s necessarily increased, and the additional amount | number of other scientifie gentlemen engag 
S20, asked for is a paltry sum in comparison with the | if there is any additional any l 
unt contributed by the mineral industry to the | employment. ing the 
nation. The evidence before the committee, on | had for this purpo v; ) 
of the Director of the Geological Survey, shows | tion to this durin; s { : 
t tistics can not now be gathered together and | priated for tl tior 
t for less than $73,000, and that it has cost in the | subject, and Pad 
$50,000, | vided that tl pprop 
Mr. Chairman, that :n asking for this increase | vestigatio S ly no ( 
asking for an amount which the testimony be- | of $50,000, wl ke t tl 
tiee developed was necessary to be appropriated | appropriated i ‘ , 
his document might be prepared. It is one of | Mr. BONYNGE. The gentleman does not mean tl 
We are appropriating large amounts of money | asking to double the appropriation’ 
pment of the agricultural resources of the coun | Mr. TAWNEY. I do say that you are proposing to d 
a thering together information relative to the de-! Mr. BONYNGE. NO; W e are | nly adding $25,000. 
our agricultural resources, publishing farmers’ | Mr. TAWNEY. I now yield to the g& eman from VW 


¥ *s i other documents of great value to the farmer. | [Mr. MoNnpErr]. 


Ss fault with the appropriations made for those pur-} Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I wish t sk 
= : . It Iso important that the statistics relative to the man a question along the line of my int 
eatin . ol the mineral wealth of the country should be ago—whether or not the committee went thoroughly i 
vcled and published for the information of the people. tails in regard to the expenditure under this head, 
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satisfied that the sum provided is sufficient to meet the increased 
and 21 ing demands of the country? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will say that the committee did go into 

matter very thoroughly, so thoroughly that we had a con- 
» with the Director of the Mint and Doctor Day, who has 
articular branch of the service of the Geological Survey 
charge. 

MIONDELL. This is a very important report, but I do 
not think we ought to appropriate more than is necessary. 
TAWNEY. You are appropriating as mueh when you 

them $50,000 as they have ever had for collecting the sta- 
in the report. 

CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

WILEY of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I wish to cor- 
rect the statement made by the chairman of the Appropriations 
Committee as to the investigation of black sand. I have the 
report of the last investigation, and it is “An investigation of 
the properties of black sand: A combination of other methods 
of 
they occur and the proper methods of treatment of each sep- 
arate section of black sand.” 

TAWNEY. Let me ask the gentleman 

Mr. WILEY of New Jersey. The gentleman refused to yield 
to me, and now I will refuse to yield to him. I am entitled to 
five minutes and I insist on the full use of my time. To stop 
the appropriation for the Mineral Resources means the loss of 
much time and the sacrifice of samples awaiting the tests 
which have been hauled by the railroads free of charge from 
various points in the far West. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, the report provided for by 
this appropriation is an exceedingly important one. The gen- 
tleman suggests that it has no relation to the development of 
the mineral resources of the country. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I say it is not the basis of the mineral de- 
velopment. 

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman says it is not the basis of 
the mineral development, and I admit that. This report does, 
however, aid, in my opinion, to a considerable extent in develop- 
ing the mineral resources of the country. The publication of 
this report of the mineral products of the various States and 
Territories, of the localities in which minerals are found, the 
extent of the deposits, and other detailed information given in 
the report is of great value, and does aid, in my opinion, very 
iderably in the development of the mineral resources of 
untry. I erstand that the gentlemen of the Geological 
survey, in the hearings before the committee, insisted that their 
letailed 
arat l 


ork could be 





Be 
LIS 


Mir. 


} 
t 


‘Tr 


he eC 
statement of 
of this work 
properly prepared under the conditions 
‘isting, and that was, I am told, a trifle less than $75,000. 
Mr. TAWNEY. 
investigation at Portland. 

VILLIAMS. If the gentleman from Wyoming will 

me, 
ion. I want to from somewhat 
viedge, 
is doing is the black-sand investigation. 

MONDELL. That is true; that work is important, and 
no doubt this report will contain information on the investiga- 
tion of the black sands that has been made, and in my opinion, 
taki 
of the country, the discovery of new minerals, the opening of 
new mineral regions and of many new producing mines in 
widely scattered areas, this appropriation must 
increase gradually. 

The fact that there has been no increase in the appropriation 


say my inadequate 


for five or six years is the best argument for the increase at this | 
in the mineral produc- | 


time, in view of the very great increase 
tion of the country in the last few years. 
The CHAIRMAN. 
’ the gentleman 
The question taken; .nd on a division 
Mr. BoNYNGE) there were—ayes 29, noes 47. 
So the amendment was rejected. 
follows: 


from Colorado. 


was 


Clerk read as 
the pur of necessary books for the library, including di- 
ssional and scientific periodicals needed for statis- 


, OOO. 


Mr. TAWNEY. 


rise, 


. an 
ana 


Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 
now 
ihe motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly, the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Watson, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
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treatment; to which is appended a list of the localities where | 


| unanimous consent. 





the estimated expenditure for the prep- | 
stated the very least sum with which the | 
now | 
That detailed expenditure included the black- | 
| were in the midst of a little debaie on a question, and 
the gentleman says that included the black-sand in- | 1 ' L ) 
| the spirit of that idea will be carried out. 
that one of the most important things the Govern- | 


} action. 
ng into consideration the growth of the mineral preducts | 


| will rise by 5 o’clock. 
necessarily | 


The question is on the amendment offered | 


(demanded by | 


| in the Light-House Establishment, together with « 


JUNE 


committee had had under consideration the sundry civil }j\ 
had come to no resolution thereon. 
KINGS MOUNTAIN BATTLE GROUND. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 1 
providing for the erection of a monument on Kings \\ 
battle ground commemorative of the great victory gained 
during the war of the American Revolution on October 7, | 
by the American forces, with a Senate amendment therei., 

Mr. WEBB. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House concir ; 
the Senate amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

CLINTON COUNTY, IOWA. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 19339) 
transferring the county of Clinton, in the State of Iowa, from 
the northern judicial district of Iowa to the southern judicig] 
district of lowa, with a Senate amendment thereto. 

Mr. DAWSON. I move that the House concur in the Senate 
amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

BUSINESS BY UNANIMOUS CONSENT. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state that he has 
quests from a number of Members about matters that or 
are passed by unanimous consent—bridge bills. Is it th 
of the House that they be disposed of now? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, it is now minn ifter 
5 o'clock, and we met this morning at 11. I think that af 
5 o’clock is a very bad time for the House to consider 


Te- 
i 
i 
) 


linarily 


o- 


titers of 
Paradoxical as it may seem, the Speaker, 
I think, will agree with me that it is easier to pass a bill p 
unanimous consent than it is by vote of the House, 
mous consents ought not to come after 5 o’clock. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
when the House adjourn to-day it adjourn to meet to-: 
11 o'clock. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Minnesota? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Wait a moment, Mr. Speaker. I have no 
objection to its being done, with the understanding that the 
gentieman from Minnesota will attempt to rise by | 
to-morrow. 

Mr. TAWNEY.« 


and Wani 


TTOW at 


» O ClOCK 


Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Missis- 


| sippi knows very well that in the handling of a bill! like th 


sundry civil bill one can not always fix definitely the time. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. It was for that reason that i put it that 
he would try to rise. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I shall try. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Of course if the gentleman tries 
enough he can do it. I understand now this evening 


hard 
that we 

it was 
very difficult for the gentleman to cut it short, but I hope that 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state that there are 
many conference reports, as the Chair is informed, ready for 
Of course it is only a friendly underst: ng. Tir 
Chair does not understand that there is a hard-and-fast agree 


| ment that the House will adjourn at 5 o’clock. 


Mr. OLMSTED. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. 


Only that the committee will rise. 
I understand that in spirit the 
After that, matters will co! 
the House in the regular way. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection to the re 
quest of the gentleman from Minnesota, and it is so rdered. 


rentieman 


up before 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

ATKEN to 
ng copies, 
175, Fifty- 


thereon. 


By unanimous consent, leave was granted to Mr. 
withdraw from the files of the House, without leu 
the papers in the case of John F. Lathem (H. R 
ninth Congress), no adverse report having been ma! 


LIGHT-HOUSE ESTABLISHMENT. 


report on 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I present a conferen 
the bill (H. R. 19432) to authorize additional aids 


ivigation 
tement 0! 
the conferees for printing under the rules. 

The SPEAKER. The conference report and stat 
printed under the rule. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of | 
titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and rei” 
appropriate committees as indicated below: . 


nt will be 


he following 


red to their 
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« 1812. An act for the relief of Lieut. James M. Pickrell,| REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
States Navy, retired—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. RESOLUTIONS. 
56. An act to authorize the Lake Schutte Cemetery cor- 
1 to convey lands heretofore granted to it—to the Com- 
n the Public Lands. 
8. An act relinquishing the title of the United States to = ree en 
land in the city of Pensacola, Fla., to James Wilkins— Ww — ae = aatlows : . as ay cas ™ 
t mmittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. hi ; ‘OUNG, Thom the Committee on Miltary Allaire, to 
: ). An act to extend the provisions of the act of June | WC? was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16659) to re 
» entitled “An act to extend the provisions, limitations, | MV the charge of desertion against Tobe Holt, re 
3 pfits of an act entitled ‘An act granting pensions to the | S@™@¢ with amendment, ac ompanied by a report (No. 492 ? 
car s of the Indian wars of 1832 to 1842, inclusive, known — a ae ee were renwered to tie Erivate Cal- 
a Black Hawk war, Cherekee disturbances, and the endar. 
Se e war,” approved July 27, 1892—to the Committee on 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were severally reported from conmmitt: 
delivered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee ef 


1 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 
SOLUTION PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOR HIS APPROVAL. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following bills were introduced and severally referred 
as follows: 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 

; t this day they had presented to the President of the 

U1 States for his approval the following joint resolution: 85 : REST Re : a , 

iI. J. t. 172. An act to supply a deficiency in an appropriation} BY Mr. LITTAUER: A bill (H. R. 20172) to amend the 
for the postal service. patent laws for designs—to the Committee on Patents. 

. STATEHOOD BILI By Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 20173) to authorize Henry 

STATE ale T. Henderson and his associates to divert the waters of Littl 


Mr. HAMILTON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present confer- River from the lands of the United States for use of ¢ 


+ on the bill (H. R. 12707) entitled “An act to enable | light and power plant—to the Committee on the Public Land 


th le of Oklahoma and Indian Territory to form a consti _ by Mr. MALI IN: A bill (H. R. 201% t) to amend . 
tut nd State government and be admitted into the Union| © the Revised statutes of the United Stat _ approved 
ual footing with the original States; and to enable | March 3, 1891—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

+ e of Arizona and New Mexico to form a constitution | , BY Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 20175) to auth 

overnment and be admitted into the Union on an ize the Missouri Central R ilroad Company to construct a ul 
ng with the original States,” together with a state- | maintain a bridge across the Missouri River near the city 
ment the conference for printing under the rule. St. Charles, in the State of Missouri—to the ‘ L e on 
[AKER. The report and statement will be printed | interstate and Foreign Commerce. 4 , 
, nile. By Mr. WELBORN (by request): A bill (H. R. 20176) to 
motion of Mr. TAWNEY (at 5 o’clock and 28 minutes | 2Uthorize the Missouri Central Railroad Company to construct 
os the House adjourned until 11 a. m. to-morrow. | and maintain a bridge across the Missouri River near the city 





of Glasgow, in the State’ cf Missouri—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WOOD of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 20177) granting 
condemned cannon for war monument at Trenton, N. J.—to the 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Und iuse 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- | Committee on Military Affairs. 
were taken from the Speaker's table and referred By Mr. LAWRENCE: A bill (H.R. 20178) in rel: n th 
: | Washington Market Company—to the Committee on tl I 
from the Secretary of the Treagury, transmitting, | trict of Columbia. 
of a letter from the Secretary of War, an estimate | Bv Mr. RODENBERG: A bill (H. R. 20179) to m 
tion for pay of Philippine scouts—to the Committee | to animals while in transit by railroad or other means 
intions, and ordered to be printed. pertation from one State or Territory or the Dis 
from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, | bia into or through another Stat or Territory or t Dis 
¢ a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case | of Columbia, and repealing sections 4386, 4387, 4388, 4289 
\tchison and Clifton E. Atchison, heirs of estate ef | 4390 of the United States Revised Statut to the ¢ 


Rodes, against The United States—to the Com- | on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. By Mr. BEALL of Texas: A bill (H. R. 20189) to pr 
for the investigation of controversies affecting interstate 
merce, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Interst 
and Foreign Commerce. 
By Mr. PATTERSON of South Carolina: A bill (H. R 
90181) to establish an agricultural experiment station in the 


REPO! OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


| ise 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 


were severally reported from committees, delivered | Second Congressional district of the State of South Carolin 
and referred to the several Calendars therein | to the Committee on Agriculture. 
lows: By Mr. GRIGGS: A bill (H. R. 20182) to place linoty 


composing machines, and their parts on the free 


iR, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to which 
Committee on Ways and Means. 


the bill of the House (H. R. 12869) to revise and 





ited States Statutes relating to the commitment By Mr. SHERMAN: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 175) 
tes prisoners to reformatories of States or Terri- | granting permission for the erection of a bronze stitue in 
d the same with amendment, accompanied by a re- | Washington, D. C., in honor of Gen. Francis E. 5 *, late 
21) ; which said bill and report were referred to the | Treasurer of the United States—to the Committee on the I 
ir. brary. 
‘eR of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Insular By Mr. LAFEAN: A resolution (H. Res. 580) authorizing 
A h was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6243) | the Committee on Naval Affairs to investigate the act of 
t t approved March 2, 1903, entitled “An act to | the Navy Department in certain matters—to the Committee on 
lard of value and to provide for a coinage sys- | Rules. 
' Philippine Islands,” reported the same without By Mr. FITZGERALD: A resolution (H. Res. 582) incre 
companied by a report (No. 4923); which said | ing compensation of the special messengers—to the Committee 
i . re referred to the Committee of the Whole | on Accounts. 
— tate of the Union. ty Mr. CASSEL: A resolution (H. Res. 583) for the appoin 
ir. ] rom the Committee on the Public Lands, to which | ment of a clerk to compile the laws, decisions, and practice r 
oa bill of the House (H. R. 10702) to enable the | lating to the contingent fund of the House—to the Committ 
> to secure the exclusive use and possession of all | on Accounts. 
tas he present boundaries of the Fort Wingate Mili- Also, a resolution (H. Res. 584) relating to the contingent 
pe 1 in the Territory of New Mexico, and for other | fund of the House—to the Committee on Accounts. 
pei poses orted the same with amendment, accompanied by Also, a resolution (H. Res. 585) authorizing payment of : 
iad ‘J°4) ; which said bill and report were referred | proved accounts for reporting committee hearings out of the 


» of the Whole House on the state of the Union. | contingent fund of the House—to the Committee on Accounts. 
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PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BRADLEY: A bill (H. R. 20183) granting an increase 
of pension to Catherine Way—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
SIONS, 

By Mr. BROOKS of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 20184) for the 
ief of Dennis Sexton—to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BURLEIGH: A bill (H. R. 20185) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Joseph T. Woodward—to the Committee on | 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CALDER: A bill (H. R. 20186) for the 
Benjamin F. Busick—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20187) granting an increase of pension to 
John J. Duff—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 20188) granting an increase | 
of pension to John H. McCain—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensi 


rel] 


by 


relief of 


Ons, 
By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 20189) granting an in- | 
crease of pension to Thomas W. Daniels—to the Committee on | 
Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. DWIGHT: A bill (H. R. 20190) granting an increase | 
ension to John W. Scott—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | 
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| favoring admission 


| against passage of eight-hour law from the following cit; 





By Mr. FRENCH: A bill (H. R. 20191) granting an increase 
pension to James P. Mowland—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pen 
By 


S1OnS. 


Mr. HASKINS: A bill (H. R. 20192) granting an increase | 


of pension to Andrew J. Gitchell—to the Committee on Inyalid | 


Pensions. 
By Mr. HINSHAW: A bill (H. R. 20193) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Christopher Young—to the Committee on 
I »! i Lv M<ciong 
DVLA eC@uSIONS, 
By Mr. HOPKINS: 


to Mary Shearer 


A bill (H. R. 20194) granting a pension 

to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

bill (H. R. 20195) for the relief of the legal repre- 

of the estate of Martin Preston, deceased—to the 
on War Claims. 
KELINER: A bill (H. R. 20196) to provide relief for 
ce property damaged by the firing of high- 
s at Forts Heath and Banks, Boston Harbor, Massa- 
t he Committee on Claims. 

* MACON: A bill (H. R. 20197) for the relief of the 
» K. Underwood, deceased—to the Committee on War 


was 


A bill (H.R. 20198) 
ion to Mary E. Maddox—io the 


Mr. PATTERSON of South Carolina: 


an increase of pens 
i e on Pensions. 
ir. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 20199) granting an increase of 
n to Joseph N. Cadieux—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
Mr. RIXEY: A bill 


Philip Housen, 


(H. 


deceased- 


R. 20200) 
to 


for the relief of the 
of the Committee on War 
R 


YAN: A bill (H. R. 20201) granting an increase of 
to Ch: 


iarles W. Airey—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


Mr. 
ol pension to 


SPARKMAN: A 
i Willi: 


bill (H. R. 20202) granting an in- 
l im R. Browne—to the Committee on 
lid Pensions. 

SMITH of Kentucky: 
to Polly H. Daniels 


\{r. A bill (H. R. 20203) granting 


ion to the Committee on Inyalid 
Mr. WOOD of New Jersey: 


P I} : 
se of to inobert 


A bill (H. R. 20204) granting 
Be 


‘ren pension s3oyd—to the Committee on 
lid Pensions. 


Mr. ZENOR: A bill (H. R. 20205) 
ision to Zane Smith—to the ( 


granting an increase of 
ommittee on Invalid Pensions, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
‘lause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
re laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
BATES: Petition of Mrs. M. D. Ellis, superintendent 
Christian Temperance Union, Washington, | 
ist sale of liquor in Government buildings and Na- 
Hiomes—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor 


tll sS 


Traffic. 

Also, petition of M. P. Hocker, secretary Permanent Commit- | 
tee on Temperance, Steelton, Pa., against liquor selling in Govern- | 
ment buildings and National Soldiers’ Homes—to the Commit- | 
tee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 


| packing—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign ( 


| pany bill for relief of 


| pany bill for relief of Mary E. Maddox 


JUNE 13, 


—= 


By Mr. BEALL of Texas: Paper to accompany bill for Te 
lief of J. C. Lankford—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of James Pier, 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BIRDSALL: Petitions of H. P. Root, Dover, [owa 
and George W. Myers, Alexandria, Iowa, et al., for a pure food 
law and Federal inspection of slaughtering and packing pygj. 
ness—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce 

By Mr. DUNWELL: Petition of Joseph Grosner, New York 

to this country of an unlimited number of 
healthy, able-bodied men whose work is needed for unhyj 
the country—to the Committee on Immigration and Natur: 
tion. 

Also, petition of M. P. Hacker and William H. Anderson 
against liquor selling in or on all Government premises. Na. 


—to 


Iding 
iliza- 


| tional Soldiers’ Homes particularly—to the Committee on Al- 


coholic Liquor Traffic. 
By Mr. GROSVENOR: Letters and telegrams protes 


ting 
Toledo, Ohio; Rome, N. Y.; Columbus, Ohio; Cincinnati. Ohio: 
Providence, R. I.; New York, N. Y.; San Francisco, Cal.: Roch. 
ester, N. Y.; Cleveland, Ohio; Fostoria, Ohio; Grand Rapids 
Mich., and Salem, Ohio—to the Committee on Rules. - 

By Mr. HEDGE: Petitions of R. W. Newell, Wapello, Iowa 
Alex. Hamilton, Newport, Iowa, J. L. Williams, Mount Hamil! 
Iowa, J. T. Overton, Overton, Iowa, and C. H. Abel, M 


Iowa, for a pure-food law and Federal-inspection law of 


IpGils, 
meat 
nerce, 

Also, petition of Leon Daily, of Columbus Junction, Iowa. in 
favor of pure-food bill—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: Papers to accompany bill granting a pen. 
sion to Mary Shearer, blind and dependent daughter of William 
Shearer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. MARTIN: Petition of Black Hills District Medica] 
Society, against amendment to pure-food bill favoring manu- 
facturers of proprietary medicines—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. NORRIS: Petition of Paul C. Phares and L. M. War- 
ner, for an amendment to post-office rules and regulations mak- 
ing legal all paid paper subscriptions—to the Commit 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of North Carolina: 
Sarah 


tee on 
Paper to accom. 
Salmon—to the Cou eé on 
Pensions, 

By Mr. PATTERSON of South Carolina: Paper to accom- 
to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee: Petition of 1 
tioners of dentistry in Nashville, Tenn., against cer 
in bill S. 2355, relative to reorganization of corps 
surgeons of Medical Department of Army—to the C 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Business Men’s Club of Menph 
asking retention of marine hospital at Memphis—to 
inittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

3y Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: Paper to a 
for relief of Lewis Holt—to the Committee on Milit 

By Mr. SCHNEEBELI: Protest of B. 8. Mayer, of I 
Pa., against passage of eight-hour law—to the C 
Labor. 

Also, petition of railway employees of Leighton, I 
ing against adoption of conference report on rate | 
ing granting of passes to railway employees and thi 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commer 

Also, petition of club women in convention, aski 
action on pure-food bill—to the Committee on In 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of raihway employees ef Mauch ©! 
protesting against adoption of report on rate bill ! 
granting of passes to railway employees and their 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: Papers to accomp 
14151) for the relief of William J. Ashley—to th 
on Invalid Pensions. 

sy Mr. SMYSER: 
passage of bill H. R. 18752 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of E. Z Hayes, of Warsaw, Obi si 
Julian & Son, Newcomerstown, Ohio, for amendment [0 ag 
14, chapter 180, act of Congress of March 8, 187i), relative 


aaa ‘ ? came Jegal—to the 
paid newspaper subscriptions, making all of same ‘r¢ ul—to 


Petition of wage-workers of ‘ 
(by Mr. PEarRE)—to U 


nd M. 


| Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
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SENATE. | in the cause of James M. Price, sole heir and legatee of Thomas 

4 i | J. Price, deceased, v. The United States; which, with the ae- 

Tuurspay, June 14, 1906. | companying paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, 

Rey, CHARLES CuTHBert Hart, D. D., of the city of New | and ordered to be printed. 
: } 
| 





York, offered the following prayer : CREDENTIALS. 


t the people praise Thee, O God; let all the people praise Mr. ALLEE presented the credentials of Henry A. Du Pont, 






















Ty chosen by the legislature of the State of Delaware a Senator 
n shall the carth yield her increase; and God, and even | from that State for the unexpired term ending March 8, 1911; 
our own God, shall bless us. which were read and ordered to be filed. 
God shall bless us; and all the ends of the earth shall fear | MESSAGE FROM THE ILOUSE. 

i ; A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Let uS pray. BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
0 God of nations, who setteth up one and putteth down an- | | aaa ; ‘y ee ca de ee a 

most heartily we thank Thee for Thy good providence | ®8reee 5 > SIMENSMENS OF the Senate tO the following bells: 

sowed us and our fathers. We bless Thee for the foundation | H. R. 17983. An act providing for the erection of a monument 
o¢ this Republie on principles of truth and humanity. We call | ° Kings Mountain battle ground comme norative of the ¢ 

+. rojnembrance the illustrious founders of our constitutional | ViCtTY gained there during the \ an Re u 

liber and all others who by life or death have served and ; = = Octob r 4, 1780, by the pateba tek deo wip 

-yfrered for the welfare of the State. H. Rt. 18330. An act = amy os 5 on, 

uch as on this day, by common consent, the flag of the the State . lowa, 1 — ae my ui dist of | . 

States is honored and exalted among the people, we to the southern judicial district ae 

Thee to protect and sanctify that flag forever by the | rhe message also announced that th House had agreed to 
cure defenses of righteousness. Give unto us and to our chil- | the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
dren the spirit of reverence and obedience. Let integrity and | Votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the 
ul] tness preserve us. Cleanse the nation from whatsoever bill (H. R. 9813) granting a pension to Harriet P. Sanders. 

ak ) or maketh ashamed. Ennoble all citizens with the PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

nurpose of goodness, to the end that throughout all ‘the world The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the Philad 

the flag of the United States may be a symbol of honor, of | phia Sabbath Association, of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the 

brotherhood, of peace. enactment of legislation providing for the closing on Sunday of 
We pray for the President and Vice-President, for all coun- | the Jamestown Exposition; which was referred to the Sel 
<elors. legislators, judges, ambassadors, and ministers of state, | Committee on Industrial Expositions. 
ie Army and Navy. Especially we pray for the Senate this | He also presented a petition of the Women’s American Club 
ssembled, that it may be true in purpose, wise in counsel, | of Salt Lake City, Utah, praying for an investigation of the 
es n action, deserving and receiving the gratitude of the | charges made and filed against Hon. Ret SMoor, Senator 
people and the continual favor of God. from the State of Utah: which was ordered to lie on the table. 
his we ask in the name of our Lord Jesus Christ. Amen. Mr. SPOONER presented a petition of sundry « is of 
Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s | Norris, Wis., praying for an investigation into the existing con 
( cs, when, on request of Mr. HALE, and by unanimous |} ditions in the Kongo Free State; whch was referred to the 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. Committee on Foreign Relations. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal stands approved. Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of sundry citizens of New 
SENATOR FROM KANSAS, Wilmington, Pa., and a petition of sundry citizens of MeCon- 
Mr. LONG. Mr. President, I present the credentials of Hon. | #@!/sburg, Pa., praying for an investigation into the existing 
Alfred Washburn Benson, of Kansas, appointed by the governor | COMditions in the Kongo Free State; which were referred to the 
of that State to fill the vacancy caused by the resignation of Committee _ Foreign Relations. ae , 
Senator Burton. I ask that the credentials may be read, and | _, He also presented a petition of the Indian Association of 
oath of office may be administered to my colleague. Bethlehem, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation for the 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the creden- relief of the landless Indians of northe m ( alifornia; which was 
tials presented by the Senator from Kansas. referred to the Committee on Indi: n Alairs. ; 
va Secretary read the credentials, as follows: = He also presented a petition of the Woman’s M Ssit y So- 
baa an Wanned waetiieie | ciety of k lorence, Pa., pray ing for the adoption of an amendment 
ae ren de nt of the I nited States and Ex-Officio President } to the Constitution to pro - it polygamy, which was fr red 
f the Senate of the United States, Washington, D. C.: | to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
K that I, E. W. Hoch, governor of the State of Kansas, re Mr. KNOX presented memorials of Lodge No. 218, B 
ti | Aitved Meaiere Eeaben ane bukelt ane as cae ot hood of Trainmen, - Connellsville; Lodge No. 235, B 
e, do hereby appoint and commission him a Senator in the hood ol Firemen, ol Pittsburg ; Lodge No. 24, Bro 
( s the United States, from the State of Kansas, to fill vacancy | Trainmen, of Glenwood; Division No. 187, Order of R 
— Oe NE ee ee coe SS Se ee Conductors, of Sunbury; General Committee of <Ac 
iq valified, and eupewer hiss to discharge the duties of said Pennsylvania lines west of Pitts! urg, oO! New Castle, 
ling to law. State of Pennsylvania, remonstrating against the ad ot 
: ny nian prego | amon my name and/ an amendment to the rate bill prohibiting passes to 1 vad 
Done at Topeka, Kans., this Lith day ‘of June, A. D. 1906. | employees and members of their families; which e or 
; E. W. Hocu, Governor. | dered to lie on the table. 
ernor; : REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
a "heoeieng of State. Mr. PETTUS, fr m the Cor mittee on Military Affairs, to 
. ré wfarra + ; ( , 12450 for th , of oft 
Mr. BURROWS. Mr. President, it will be observed that the | Whom was referred the bi (H. Tt. 1496) for t Cae 
certif shot in proper form. I call attention to the fact that | mnie agre i: aun tie bill <n = ine a , 2 tad ; 
DY 10 1 vernor appoints not only to the vacancy until the next | Mr “BERRY sie t] ~ Com i tee o} “Ce samen.” tee wlan 
mn the legislature, but until the legislature shall elect. | 0. poferred the bill (H. RB. 8428) to reculate the construction 
Ur certificate, if valid, and the legislature should fail | of ‘ienee 7 edien Gavineiin ve co bers ted o- ahienaed re sail 
0 ¢ Mr. Benson might hold for life. But the certificate | ae ee 
s, I think, is sufficient, as that portion of it which | — hINY # ‘ ; ' a nt 
supply the vacancy “until the legislature shall | Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on the District of Colu 
: . ee _— ee \ bia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 6209) authorizing 
e regarded as surplusage. ! amen ta the permanent avetem of bishwave in the Dist: 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The credentials will be filed. The | ©?"4") er ee er ere ea ee 
me é ; : | of Columbia, reported it without amendment, and su 
— inted will present himself at the desk and take | 1.5.4 there 
t} eport thereon. 


~ 0 escribed by law a : ‘ : eas 
_?~P ; . : ‘ ; | Mr. OVERMAN, fr » Committee on Claims, to \ 
M | 1 Was escorted to the Vice-President’s desk by Nr. It ERMA from the ommittee on lai : 





Lo he oath prescribed by law having been adminis- was referred the bill (S. 2951) for the relief of Joh “ 
tered , he took his seat in the Senate = ported it with an amendment, and submitted a rey there 
a  aeE lis also, from the Committee on Military At s, to whot 
i FINDINGS OF COURT OF CLAIMS. was referred the bill (H. R. 14928) for the re! of F. \ 
, Che .-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- | Walker, reported it without amendment, and sub ed a re 
ae ie assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, -trans- | thereon. 


Witting 


tified copy of the findings of fact filed by the court Mr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on Public Lands 
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to whom was referred the bill (S. 4284) granting to the State 
of Wisconsin the residue of unappropriated and unreserved 
public Jands within said State as an addition to the State 
forest reserve of said State, submitted a report thereon, accom- 

inied by a bill (S. 6462) granting lands to the State of Wis- 
for forestry purposes; which was read twice by its 


| 
consiv 
title. 

Mr 
were I 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (HL. R. 7546) granting a pension to Edna Buchanan; 

\ bill CH. R. 18816) granting an increase of pension to Har- 
riet Weatherby ; and 


McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 


A bill (H. R. 6944) granting an increase of pension to David | 


P. Kimball. 

Mr. PENROSE, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2416) to refund certain excess duties paid 
upon importations of absinthe and kirschwasser from Switzer- 
land between June 1, 1898, and December 5, 1898, reported it 
‘ amendment. 

LAPP, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
ferred the bill (S. 6418) to establish an additional re- 
cording district in Indian Territory, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to whom was referred the amendment submitted by 
Mr. RAYNER on the 7th ultimo, relative to funds for the Provi- 
dence Hospital, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil ap- 
propriation bill, submitted a favorable report thereon, and 
moved that it 
and printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. DUBOIS, from the Committee 


without 
\Ir. ¢ 


was re 


on the District of Co- 
lumbia, 
the extension of Kalorama road NW., reported it 


amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


without 


FIRE DEPARTMENT OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. SCOTT. I report back from the Committee on the District 
of Columbia without amendment the bill (H. R. 4464) to classify 


the officers and members of the fire department of the District | 
for other purposes, and I submit a report | 


of Columbia, and 
thereon. I for the immediate consideration of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
formation of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. SCOTT. 
bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. HALE. It is a very important bill, and there ought be 
some scrutiny in these last days of important bills. I hope the 
Senator in charge of the bill will state for the benefit of the 


ask 


Is there objection to the present 


body, so that we may know something about the bill, what fea- | 


tures in it are new, what is the need of it, and what changes 
are made in salaries, so that when the Senate passes it we 
may not be absolutely “like dumb, driven cattle,” knowing 
nothing whatever of what was before the body. 
tor to tell us. 

Mr. SCOTT. I ask the Secretary if he has not with the 
bill the report of the committee adopting the House report? 
It will give the Senator the information, I think. 

I wish to say to the Senator that this bill was very care- 
fully prepared by Congressman CAMPBELL, of the District Com- 
mittee of the House. As the Senator no doubt noticed from the 
reading, it is to take effect the 1st of July, and while there is 
possibly one amendment which should have gone into the bill, 
covering the ease of the trial of firemen for misconduct, the 
District Committee thought it best not to endanger the passage 
bill by amending it, for fear that if sent back in an 
ainended form it might not become a law. 

If the Senator will listen to the reading of the report, I am 
sure he will have no objection to the bill. It will explain fully 
the nature of the bill. 

Mr. HALE. What is the main necessity for the bill? 
Senator can tell us that. 

Mr. SCOTT. The main feature of the bill, I will say to the 
Senator from Maine, is an increase in the salary of the fire 
department on the same ratio that the increase was made in 
the salary of the police department. It increases the salary 
of the men in the department. 

Mr. HALE. To what extent? 

Mr. SCOTT. Forty-eight hundred dollars. will go to the 
higher officers. The balance of the increase goes to the men. 
The total amount that the bill will carry will be about $83,000. 

Mr. HALE. Eighty-three thousand dollars annually? 


a 


of the 


The 
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ferred the following bills, reported them severally with- 


be referred to the Committee on Appropriations | 


to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 180) authorizing | 


The bill will be read for the in- | 
| within the Fort Douglas Military Reservation, adjoining Salt 


I wish to make one statement in regard to the | 
| Lake City, Salt Lake County, State of Utah, and running thence north 





I ask the Sen- | 





JUNE 14 


’ 


Mr. SCOTT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HALE. I do not object to the firemen having fair and 
generous pay, but I do not think any bill to increase salarjog 
ought to go through without the Senate knowing the exte); 
Does the Senator know what percentage of increase the fir men 
will have under the bill? 

Mr. SCOTT. I will say to the Senator from Maine that | 
was compelled this morning to attend a meeting of the Commit. 
tee on Military Affairs. I have sent now to the room of jho 
Committee on the District of Columbia for the memorandy)) 
concerning this bill. I will ask that the matter go over, and I 
will call it up a little later. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go to the Calendar. 


FORT DOUGLAS MILITARY RESERVATION LANDS. 


Mr. WARREN. I am directed by the Committee on Militayy 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 6895) for tho ex- 
change of certain lands situated in the Fort Douglas Military 
Reservation, in the State of Utah, and other considerations. fo» 
lands adjacent thereto, between Le Grand Young and ihe ¢ 
ernment of the United States, and for other purposes, to report 
it favorably with amendments, and I ask for its immediate 
consideration. 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no obj 
the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to | 
sideration. 

The amendments of the Committee on Military Affairs were 
in section 1, page 2, line 20, after the word “ Utah,” to inser; 
“and to Salt Lake City, a municipality organized and existing 
under the laws of the State of Utah, in the State of Utah: ” jp 
line 21, after the word “ line,” to insert “ or lines; ” on page 3, line 
7, after the words “ repair of,” to strike out “a pipe line over the 
following-described portion of said lands: Commencing at the 
northwest corner of the University of Utah campus, running 
thence north along the west boundary of the Fort Douglas 
United States Military Reservation 200 feet; thence east 1,164.82 
feet; thence south 200 feet; thence west 1,164.83 feet to the 
place of beginning;” and insert “the tank house belonging to 
the said Salt Lake City, as at present situated on the foregoing- 
described land;” in line 22, 


rOY- 


‘ton 


its Con- 


after the words “six hundred,” to 
insert “and forty ;” so as to make the section read: 


That the Secretary of War, for and on behalf of the United States, 
is hereby authorized to grant and convey by deed to Le Grand Young, 
his heirs and assigns forever, that portion of the lands comprised 
Lake 
west 
point 


in Salt 


City, Utah, described as follows, to wit: Commencing at the 
boundary line of the Fort Douglas Military Reservation at a 
where it is intersected by the south line of First South street, 


on said west boundary line of said military reservation a distance 
1,590 feet, more or less, to the southwest corner of what is known as 
‘*Popperton place,” in Salt Lake City; thence east on a line between 
the said military reservation and the said Popperton place, a distance 
of 1,159 feet; thence south on a line running parallel to the said west 
boundary line of the military reservation a distance of 1,590 feet, more 
or less, to the northeast corner of the land granted to the University 
of Utah by act of Congress approved July 23, 1894; thence west along 
the north line of said university lands a distance of 1,159 feet, to th 
place of beginning, containing 42.3 acres of land, reserving, however, 
for the use of the military and the public a right of way in and over 
the present macadamized road leading from the post of Fort Douglas 
through said premises to Salt Lake City: Provided, That 
hereby granted and reserved to the University of Utah and to Salt 
Lake City, a_ municipality organized and existing under the laws ot! 
the State of Utah, in the State of Utah, a perpetual easement for the 
construction, maintenance, and repair of a pipe line or lines over tie 
following-described portion of said lands: Beginning at tle inte! 
section of the north line of First South street with the west line of | 
said military reservation, and running thence north along tlie west 
line of the said reservation 50 feet; thence east 1,159 f thence 
south 50 feet; thence west 1,159 feet, to the place of begin: 
provided further, That there is hereby granted and reser 
Lake City, a municipality organized and existing under the 
State of Utah, in the State of Utah, a pereetes! easement 
struction, maintenance, and repair of the tank house belo 
said Salt Lake City, as at present situated on the foregoi! 
land. The Secretary of War is further authorized to coi 
said Le Grand Young, his heirs and assigns, a right of wa) 
wide, for a railroad and wagon road, along the south sid 
military reservation, within metes and bounds as follows: 
at the southeast corner of the said military reservation, 
thence west 640 rods to the southwest corner; thence no! 
thence east 640 rods; thence south 100 feet to the place 
Provided, That said roadway shall be subject to use by ' 
highway purposes. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amende”. 
amendments were concurred in. ; 

m ; 7 third reading, read 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a thirc 
the third time, and passed. 


WATERS OF THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER AT ST. PAUT, 


Mr. NELSON. From the Committee on Commer 
back without amendment the bill (S. 6451) to Pp 
commission to examine and report concerning the 
United States of the waters of the Mississippi | 


there i 


“100 feet 
f the said 
Commencing 
1 running 


and the 


INN. 
I report 
la for a 
by the 
flowiDg 








1906. 
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0 the dams between St. Paul and Minneapolis, Minn., and I Mr. NELSON. Yes. We have a great military post at Fort 
as 1 its present consideration. Snelling, near this dam. 


VICE-PRESIDENT. 

f tion of the Senate. 
\ir. HALE. Is the Senator certain that what is embraced in 
the bill is not covered in the work of the waterways commis- 


The bill will be read for the in- 


NELSON. I will explain to the Senator the object of the 
hi 1f the bill could be read the Senator would see the object 
rhe bill has not been read. Will the Senator allow the 
pil be read? 
\ir. HALE. 


Certainly. My only point is whether it is em- 




















hy in the great waterways commission which is now at 
. VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for the in- 
f m of the Senate. 

L . eo 

Tho Secretary read the bill, as follows: 

R enacted, ete., That a commission is hereby created to examine 
and to the Secretary of War, for transmission to Congress, con 
cer e use of the surplus water which shail not be needed for the 

1 f navigation flowing over the dams now under construction 
od d States in the Mississippi River between the cities of St. | 

; Minneapolis, Minn 

} i IS, « Ait. 
a m ion shall be composed of one officer of the Corps of 
Er the Ur d States Army, one officer of the Quartermaster's 
Der the United States Army, both of whom shall be desig- 
nat | retary of War, and one ‘ial of the Treasury Depart- 
a shall be an expert in electrical engineering, who shail be 
q by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

this commission shall examine and report upon the fol- 
Ta there will be any surplus water flowing over said 
dar eeded for the purposes of navigation which might be availa- 

s | or commercial power. 

S Whether such. power, or any part thereof, could be econom- 
ica 7 r furnishing the light and power now needed or which 
hereaf y be needed in the buildings and property of the United 
Stat St. Ps Minneapolis, and Fort Snelling, Minn. ; and if so, to 
y E 1 1 t proportion or amount of the available power 
cou ) utilized by the United States or disposed of in any manner 
t ntage of the United States. 

it shall appear to said commission feasible and economical 
for ited St: to use or dispose of such power or any part 
th n said commission shall report a plan or plans, with terms 
and ms for such use or disposition, and an estimate of the cost 

‘ » United States. 

s it the said commission shall meet at such time and place 
as directed by the Secretary of War, and shall transmit said 
report in two years after the passage of this act. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to have the first section read 
again. My attention was distracted by another matter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will again read the 
first section of the bill. 

The Secretary read as requested. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the bill raises a very important 
question. I should suppose that the water power in these rivers 
would belong to the riparian owners—the owners of the ad- 


I 


Mr. NELSON. 


I wish to explain to the Senator that these 
are G ment dams constructed in the aid of navigation 
between Minneapolis and St. Paul, near Fort Snelling. The 


Goy ent acquired the right by condemnation to construct 
the d It is Government property; and the sole object is 
to ascertain whether any of the surplus water can be used for 
these other purposes. Fort Snelling is close by, and the object 
is to supply it with the electric power, and also the United 
States buildings in Minneapolis and St. Paul. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Government own the land on both 
Sides « ese dams? 

Mr. NELSON. It owns it so far as the flowage is concerned. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That may raise a very important question 
of ownership. I assume that the United States does not and 
W aim the right to use waters that are navigable for 
the pr ion of light and power in competition with private 

Mi SON. I do not think there is any conflict. This 
SHY provide for an investigation and report on that 
ques hat is all that there is inyolved in the bill. 

‘Mr. ALDRICH. I am not objecting to the bill for the ap- 
pou a commission, but it looks very much as though 
It Is ep the Government is going to take into the busi- 
anes ‘ung with private individuals in the manufacture 
aud pl on of power. 

Mr ae, i do not think there is anything of that kind 
ph: e DILL, 

Mr 


» -\ ULOM. Does it not look like every drop of water in 


it can be picked up for any purpose is going to 


— from transportation in the rivers? 

wine: 'N. This does not allow the taking of a drop of 
ea _for navigation, 
2 ‘tOUGH. IT understand that it is for the purpose 





- “ue Government to use the power from Government 
‘uc manufacture of light and heating. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. It is not for 














TT ate nse”? 

Mr. NELSON. It is not for private use at all. It is for 
Government purposes. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Minnesota 
yield to the Senator from Illincis? 

Mr. NELSON. Certainly. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I will ask the Senator if he has lo 1 ) 
the question as to whether the Government of the 1 e1 Ss . 
has any control whatever over these waters 

Mr. NELSON. They are Government dai l on 
gable river. 

Mr. HOPKINS. That may be, but is there anything in that 
that would give the Government of tl United S s tl 
power to divert the water for any 

Mr. NELSON. Fer public purposes, f Ver ‘ pur 
pt Ses 7 

Mr. HOPKINS. Yes; evemfor that 

Mr. NELSON. I think so; bu 

Mr. HOPKINS. Except for navigation, and even in ed 
way for that purpose. 

Mr. NELSON. I think so. However, this simply ins S 
consideration of the question and a report. It does 
the Government to the plan. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I will state to the Senator, if he will 1 t 
me, that under the river and harbor act that was } ! 
years ago a commission was authorized to look 
tions of the waters of the Great Lakes in conjunct 
mission appointed by Great Britain, and tl S 
judgment, has made some egregious blunders I 
ests of the United States, and especially again f 
the several States that really own the y Ee { 
of the United. States has no authority in the wat 
belongs to the several States, and they must deter 3 use, 
outside of the question of navigation. It seems to me that if the 
Senator will look into this mafter he will find that the Govern- 
ment of the United States has no authority whatever over 
proposition ef this character. 

Mr. NELSON. It may be that an act of the leg ure sup 
plemenital to this act would be necessary. But the §S tor can 
see that, this being a Government d thout tl onse! if 
the United States, even with that of the le 1 che} 
could not use the water that was made by the dam. l di: 
were built for the purposes of navigation betw« St. I 1 d 
Minneapolis, to make the ississippi R i v from 
St. Paul up to the mills at inneapolis. If any such stion 
as the Senator suggests might arise in the matter, s es 
tion the legislature of the State will solve. Certainly, if there 
is such a question, it will require the consent both of the United 
States and of the State. 

The bill simply proposes to appoint a commission to investi 
gate whether any surplus water can be used above what 
needed for navigation, and they are to report to the Secret 
of War for transmission to Congress. It ot go be 
that. If this other question arises, thea is a mattei it « 
be settled by the State legislature. The are at present ) 
objections anywhere, either by the people of St. Paul or Minn 
apolis or any of the riparian owners. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I will say to the Senator the only reas 
why a dam is constructed there at all was that it was in the 
interest of the commerce of the river itself, in which the severa! 
States from the source to the mouth of the river are just as 
much interested as the people at St. Paul and Minneapolis 
They can not use that water for any other purpose. In my 
judgment, the people down at Cairo, Ill., or at St. Louis, Mo., 
or down farther, clear to the mouth of the Mississippi River, 
have just as much right to be consulted on the question as to 


the diversion of any of the water that goes over the 
as the people of Minneapolis or St. Paul. 

Mr. NELSON. The Senator is correct, and this « 
is to consider that very question. 

Mr. HOPKINS. But the Governme of United 
has no authority over that. That must be done through t 
islatures of the various States that border the river. 

Mr. NELSON. No; the particular question whether an 
plus water is needed above the requirements of navigatio 
question belonging to the United States Government, n 
States. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President, under the statement of t 
Senator from Minnesota I am not going to object to thi 
cific bill, because he says it is not to determine any r 


IMMIsSs 


it the Sti 


“ag” 
he te 


V 


gehts: b 


I think the bill involves a great question that should be car 


1) 


dam there 


ites 


‘ 
1 


‘ 
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fully looked into by the Senators from the several States bor- 
dering on that great waterway. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Minnesota 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. NELSON. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. As I understand the bill it has in view the 
survey or the investigation by a commission to determine 
whether any of the water which flows over the dam can be used 
to run machinery. 

Mr. NELSON. 
establisl 
Mr. TILLMAN. For the benefit of the Government? 

Mr. NELSON. For the benefit of the Government. The Gov- 

2 great military post, with which Senators are fa- 
mniliar, at Fort There has been a military post there 
1820, and it is close by this dam. 
TILLMAN. I merely wislf to remark 


To run electrical power in the Government 


mante 
AALIC Lit 


ernment has 
Snelling. 
ever since 

Mr. that I never saw 
any 

ill pond 

which could be so far diverted but that it would not get 

into the 

troyed. I can not see how in the name of common sense 

lization of this water to run machinery, when the water 

‘ould go right immediately back to the river, is going to divert 
any of it from the Mississippi River at St. Louis. 

Mr. NELSON. ‘The Senator is undoubtedly right. The water 
would go right back into the river immediately, and it would 
not diminish the flow. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
of the United States over this matter is supposed to arise from 
the fact that 


that these are navigable waters—that is, whether the United 


States can take possession of any river which is supposed to be | 


navigable and build dams and erect factories of one kind or 


another and go into the business of competing with citizens of 


the { 
Mr. 


nited States in various ways? 
TILLMAN. I have seen at Rock Island, in 
somewhat similar situation. There is at Rock Island 
the largest electric plants in the United States. 


one 


Rock 


Mr. 


Island Arsenal. 
NELSON. That is the fact; 
analogous to it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I thought from listening to the reading of 

the bill that it contemplated other uses. 
NELSON. Oh, no; simply Government uses, that is all, 
for the great military post there and for the Government build- 
ings, the public buildings at St. Paul and Minneapolis. It is 
exactly as the Senator from South Carolina has stated—analo- 
gous to the case at Rock Island. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator from Minnesota 
that I was not mistaken about the declared purpose for creating 
the It is to be appointed to report to Congress 
concerning the use of certain surplus water without restricting 
its contemplated use to Government purposes. 

Mr. NELSON. If the Senator will turn to the other page—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is the second inquiry. The first and 
the main inquiry is as to the use of it. I will not raise the 
{ 

T 
i 


and this case is precisely 


Mr. 


commission. 


int, but the first section is subject to the construction which I 
laced upon it. 

Mr. SPOONER. It will not divert any water or involve the 
Government in competing with any industry until Congress 
ascertains whether there is surplus water. 

wr. ALDRICH. Oh, no. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- | 


“i to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 


and passed. 


1 
aere 


CHATTAHOOCHEE RIVER BRIDGES. 

I am directed by the Committee on Commerce, 
referred the bill (H.R. 19815) to authorize the 
{1 Alabama Railway Company to construct a 
bridge across the Chattahoochee River between Columbus, Ga., 
and Franklin, Ga., to report it favorably without amendment, 
and '™ ask for its immediate consideration. 


Mr. PILES. 
to whom was 


Georgia, Florida an 


' 7 


The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, the | 


Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its con- 
sideration, 
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water that was in a mill pond (and this is something like | 
above a dam, because the water is deepened by the | 





Is there objection to the present | 


sho ike ask whether > jurisdicti | — . 
I should like to ask whether the jurisdiction | Affairs, to whom the subject was referred, to report an original 


| joint resolution, which I send to the desk. 


it built a dam, or whether on account of the fact | and it is important that it should be passed at the present time, 


Illinois, a |} 
of | 
The electricity | 
is generated by the waters of the Mississippi River, and the | 
Government utilizes that electricity to run machinery in the | 
| Academy at West Point: Provided, That no expense shall be ca 


| their 


| consideration of the bill? 


JUNE 14, 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendmen; 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

Mr. PILES. I am directed by the Committee on Commerce 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 19816) to authorize fie 
Georgia, Florida and Alabama Railway Company to construct 


or- 


| three railroad bridges across the Chattahoochee River, one at 


or near the city of Eufaula, Ala., and two between said city 
of Eufaula and the city of Columbus, Ga., to report it favorably 
without amendment, and I ask for the present consideration of 
the bill. 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its congiq. 
eration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or. 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

GOVERNMENT RESERVATION IN HILO, HAWAII, 


Mr. CLARK of Montana. I am directed by the Committee 
on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico to report back fayorably 
without amendment the bill (H. R. 10106) providing for the 


: s a | setting asi r gover “nti “poses ‘tain er ‘ 
stream below, unless it was pumped off somewhere | tting aside for governmental purposes of certain ground jn 


Hilo, Hawaii, and I ask unanimous consent for the present 


| consideration of the bill. 


The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, 


| the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its con- 


sideration. 
The bill was reported to the Sepate without amendment, or. 


| dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOSE MARTIN CALVO. 


Mr. WARREN. I am directed by the Committee on Military 


As it is very short 


I ask for its immediate consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be read 
for the information of the Senate. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 66) authorizing the Secretary of 
War to receive for instruction at the Military Academy at West 
Point Mr. José Martin Calvo, of Costa Rica, was read the 
first time by its title, and the second time at length, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That the 
Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, authorized to permit Mr. José 
Martin Calvo, of Costa Rica, to receive instruction at Military 
ised to 
ithe United States thereby: And provided further, That in the case of 
the said José Martin Calvo the provisions of sections 1320 and 1321 of 
the Revised Statutes shall be suspended. 


By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the 


the 


Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 


The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


FORESTRY 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of a bill reported this morning from the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands by the Senator from North Dakota [ Mr. 
HANSBROUGH], granting lands to the State of Wisconsin for for- 
estry purposes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for the infor- 
mation of the Senate, subject to objection. 

The bill (S. 6462) granting lands to the State of Wisconsin for 
forestry purposes was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, directed to cause patents to issue to the State of Wisconsin 
for not more than 20,000 acres of such unappropriated, wu! cupied, 
nonmineral public lands of the United States north of | 
line between townships 33 and 34 north, fourth principal : 
may be selected by and within said State for forestry pu 
lands hereby granted, except as herein provided, shall 
forest reserve only, and should the State of Wisconsin 
use of said lands for such purpose, alienate or atte! 
or use the same or any part thereof for purposes ot! 
for which granted, except upon consent of the Secret 
terior, as hereinafter provided, the same shall revert. 
States. If it shall be made to appear to the satisfacti 
retary that any tract or tracts of the land hereby grant: 
suited for agricultural than for forestry purposes or ae aaa 

isolation are not available for forest-reserve purp , ano "3 
by order, consent to the sale of such tract or tracts b : aed 
Wisconsin, upon condition that the proceeds of such sale ae a 
by the said State in the reforestation of the permanent ! proto] 
established by said State, and that in event the lands li A, all 
shall revert to the United States the said State will : sotved 
such moneys and will pay over to the United States all Sin 
from the sales of these lands and not actually used in ref tation, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to 


LAND GRANT TO WISCONSIN. 


tow nship 
lian, as 


United 
} the Se 
better 


¢ 
ason OL 


+ha present 


. eee Ei eeticicad ee the 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Com! e of 


Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 


: > vw » I 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amc 2ume nt, 0 











6. 


ly) 





7 
1 


to ke engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 

assed. 

LA FOLLETTE. I move that the bill (S. 4284) granting 
State of Wisconsin the residue of unappropriated and 
rved public lands within said State as an addition to the 

forest reserves of said State be indefinitely postponed. 

igreed to. 


Ae 





< 


motion was 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 
CARMACK 


introduced a bill (S. 6455) for the relief of 
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Ss 


{ 


od 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution submitted by the 
Senator from Texas will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That whenever objection is made that 


a conference report 
includes matter beyond the jurisdiction of the conference committee, 
the point of order shall be determined in the first instance by the 
Chair, and shall be finally disposed of by the Senate before the con 


ference report itself is considered. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, if it be permissible, I should 
like to have the resolution remain on the table, so that I may 
call it up within the next day or two. I think it i 


neral 
Is generally 


















A D. Bright ; which we read twice by its title, and, with agreed that some rule of the kind provided for in the resolution 

t! mpanying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. | ought to be adopted, and it possibly could be adopted without 
\ir. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 6456) granting a pension | any debate or contest. I therefore ask unanimous cons that 

to Lilla May Pavy; which was read twice by its title, and, with | the resolution lie on the table. 

t] companying papers, referred to the Committee on | The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The resolution will lie on the table, 

Sit te : : said . 4 and be printed. 

\Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 6457) granting a pension | 
to Anna M. Gregory; which was read twice by its title, and INTRODUCTION OF REINDEER INTO ALASKA. 

r 1 to the Committee on Pensions. = _ Mr. NELSON submitted the following resolution; which was 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 6458) for the relief of | considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
the administrator of Capt. Ephraim Perkins; which was read aie ean ea em arte Hac a . ; 

= . . : ne b> Ptah Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to transmit 
tw by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. | to the Senate the report of Dr. Sheldon Jackson upon “The Introdu 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6459) granting an increase of | tion of Domestic Reindeer into the District of Alaska” for 1905, to- 
none to Ellen Carpenter; which was read twice by its title, | sether with the maps and illustrations. 
and rred to the Committee on Pensions. ASSISTANT CLERK TO COMMITTEE ON RULES. 

Mr. MILLARD introduced a bill (S. 6460) for the relief of | tp SPOONER submitted the following resolution; which 
Nye & Schneider Company ; which was read twice by its title, | ean veleeted te tie Comunittce to Audit and. Centro! the Con- 
nd. with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee | tingent Expenses of the Senate: 
on Claims. oie ‘ ‘ a 1. 4 ‘ : 

ir. McLAURIN introduced a bill (S. 6461) for the relief of | cot ee ee ne ee ete Tee Oe Che meen ere by, authors 
the « te of Stephen Herren; which was read twice by its title, | by the resolution of January 4, 1906, to be paid fr ym the t 

d h the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee | fund of the Senate at the rate of $1,800 per annum e 
on ¢ ms. provided by law. ee 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. a a 
m TT »TIDp = Sod . £ wing nenrra}; _. os 

Mr. HEMENWAY submitted an amendment proposing to ap- ti Mr. ove MBER pe reenr y ade follow al ee es — " solu 
7 te $25,000 per annum to provide for the traveling ex- | UO8+ which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed 
of the President of the United States, intended to be | ©: 
| by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which | ete’, Be, See, Sanne Bann Pag y ne Oe eee ear aa 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered | “an act granting an increase of pension to Byron K. May.” a 
t printed. ee ; : : 

Mr. PENROSE submitted an amendment proposing that, be- | Wasa ae OF Raa lee SEA 
, on the Ist day of July, 1906, and continuing thereafter, On motion of Mr. CLapp, it was 
the work and employment of all employees of the various mints Ordered, That permission be, and is hereby, granted to withdraw from 
of the United States shall cease at 12 o’clock noon of every Sat- the Se nate files the petition of Sol Markee and others for tl dri ig 
' during the months of July, August, and September, ete., Sees, sees co SES SO Se Lane 
i d to be proposed by him to the general deficiency ap-|~  ~ 7 ee a ae cede i 

riation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Ap- PARAMA BAIROAD COMPANY, EFC. 

r tions, and ordered to be printed. The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no further concurrent 

He also submitted an amendment proposing that, beginning on | or other resolutions, the Chair lays before the Senate a resolu 

e Ist day of July, 1906, and continuing thereafter, the work | tion submitted by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Morcan] 

| employment of the clerks and per diem clerks rated as | yesterday, which will be read. 
| laborers, mechanics, helpers, laborers, and apprentices Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from Illinois [Mr. Horkins] 
| in the various navy-yards and naval stations of the | made objection to the form of the reselution that I offered in 
| States, ete., shall cease at 12 o’clock noon of every Sat- | the Senate yesterday. We have agreed as to the f 1 of it. 
u ng the months of July, August, and September, in- | I have modified the resolution, and I ask for the adoption of the 
t be proposed by him te the general deficiency appro- | resolution as it has been modified. 

pt bill; which was referred to the Committee on Naval The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Alabama has 
Af d ordered to be printed. | modified the resolution presented by him on yesterday, and now 

\ ELLER submitted an amendment proposing to appro- | asks for its adoption. The resolution as modified will be read. 
priate 000, to be used, at the discretion of the Secretary of | The Secretary read the resolution as modified, as follows: 
the ] ior, in placing a herd of 200 or 300 reindeer on the | Resolved, That it is referred to the Committee on Interoceanic Canals 
s | of Unalaska. intended to be proposed by him to the sun- | to inquire, with all reasonable diligence, and to report ill or 
dh | appropriation bill; which, with the accompanying mem- | oy a ce a A ata EN eas : 
ot was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and and proper economy that the business and property of the Panama 
( | to be printed. |} Railroad should continue to be held or cor “i under and in d 

MONEY submitted an amendment proposing to appro- | #nce with the charter of the Panama Railroad Company i L by 

p) $5,000, to be used in increasing the salaries of clerks | the lesislative or other control of that State. or whether ntrol 

laborers) in the Department of Agriculture, classi- | of said railroad and of all property held or controlled i name 

der of the President dated January 12, 1905, in- | 0° im connection with it stow a ee —_ ee ee om and 

tende be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation | other lawful authority in the Panama Canal Zone su to the 
| was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, | authority of Congress ; 

an 1 to be printed. Second. Whetht r the Government of the I nited States sho d as e 

the outstanding debts and obligations of the Panama Ri: vad 
iON OF CHILD LABOR IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, eae what provision should be made for their liquidatior 

_ ir. PILES submitted an amendment intended to be proposed anon aie ta a ee Se _— ee ae nd 

the bill CH. R. 17838) to regulate the employment of | jssued to the Government of Colombia to the amount of 5,000,000 
: in the District of Columbia; which was ordered to lie | francs, or to any dividends as payme nts due on such stock f1 I 

9 > 3 as 1e reasuryvy oO Said ci t company. 
and be printed. “Fourth. Whether the. persons ‘claiming. to be — of tl rd 
OPOSE Tr . om es EP WP Per vee wi -_ oO irectors oO >» Panam: tailroad Company ole I ; 3 
Mr. J <a r cs am — Ty . are ; : directors bs any, lawful tenure or authority, and, it the} are 1 @ so 
nani Sea r ‘resident, I desire to give notice, in ac- et tae ee ———— as such directors l ‘ 
eum th the provision of Rule XL, of an amendment in- ee eee Rete 

aoe proposed to the rules of the Senate providing for The vit E-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 

and | : hn of a point of order against a conference report, | resolution as modified. 





t the resolution which I send to the desk. 








The resolution as modified was agreed to. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. JUNE 14, 


IOANS BY NATIONAL BANKS. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 8973) to amend section 5200, Re- 


vised Statutes of the United States, relating to national banks. | 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of : 
rl t bject the S$ 1 Committee of the 


Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Conmittee on Finance with an amendment, on page 1, 
line 12, after the word “ fund,” to strike out: 


Provided, hewerver, That the total of such liabilities shall in no | li ability of a stoc kholder to 50 per cent, whereas the law np i 
| a i wi it, 


event exceed 20 per cent of the capital stock of the association. 
So as to make the bill read: 


a 


that the minority can not pursue that course with the sare 
convenience. 

Mr. President, if we adopt this committee amendment we ey. 
courage all banks in the accumulation of a surplus as agains; a 
capital, and we have taken a long step toward impairing {he 

safety of our present banking system. I repeat what I saig in 
the beginning, that some law of this kind ought to be passeq, | 


| am willing to accord this privilege to a surplus equal to the eapj- 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 5200 of the Revised Statutes of the | 


United States be, and the same is hereby, amended to read as follows : 
“Sec. 5200. The total liabilities to any association, of any person, 
or of any company, corporation, or firm for meney borrowed, including 


in the liabilities of a company or firm the liabilities of the several | 


members thereof, shall at no time exceed one-tenth part of the amount 
of t! ipital steck of such associations, actually paid in and unim- 
paired and one-tenth part of its unimpaired surplus fund. But the 
discount ef bills of exchange drawn in good faith against actually ex- 
isting values, and the discount of commercial or business paper actually 


owned by the person negotiating the same shall not be considered as ) 
enlarge the limit of individual loans by national banks from 14 


money borrowed.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
reported by the Committee on Finance. In the absence of ob- 
jection, it will be considered as agreed to. 

Mr. BAILEY. IT object to that, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Then the question will be on agree- 
ing to the amendment. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I believe that Congress ought 
to provide by a suitable law for inchading a reasonable surplus 
in the 10 per cent which a bank may lean to one of its eus- 
tomers, but I do not believe that the surplus should be without 
a limitation. 


should be adopted, is that it will encourage banks to transact 
their business on a surplus rather than on a capital. To iflus- 
trate what I mean, if the bank can treat its surplus in every 
way precisely as it treats its capital and may loan it without 
any limitation upon its amount, the temptation would be for 
men who are about to engage in the banking business to have 

small capital and a large surplus, because the money, whether 
surplus or capital, would be available for all the necessities of 
the bank without distinction; but when you come to jook to 
the security of the depositors and creditors of the bank there 
is a very important difference. Steckhelders are liable to 
depositors and creditors of a bank according to the capital 
stock, and not according to the surplus. Therefore, if the sur- 
plus be accorded all the privileges of the capital, the inevitable 
tendency in this country will be to bank upon surplus and not 
upon capital. 

If I and my associates were about to organize a bank with a 


million dollars of capital and this bill should become a law, we | 


would net organize with a million dollars capital at all, but we 
would organize with $100,000 capital and $900,000 surplus. 
The advantage in so organizing would be that in the event of 
failure the stockholders would be Hable te the creditors and 
depositors to the extent of $100,000, and no more; whereas if 
they organized with a capital of $1,000,000 and the bank should 
fail the stockholders would be liable to the depositors and credit- 
ors to the extent of $1,000,000. Now, sir, if a bank organized 


with $100,000 capital and $900,000 surplus should fail for | 
| tee, is that it is perfectly safe banking to loan to any one pa r- 
| son found worthy of credit 10 per cent of the capital and : 

| cumulated surplus of the bank. The Senator from Texas « bjects 


$500,000 above its assets, the steckholders would respond te the 
extent of $100,000 only and the creditors would lose $400,000. 
On the other hand, if it organized with $900,000 capital and 


$100,000 surplus and it should fail fer $500,000, the depositors | 
| having a large surplus in excess of 20 per cent of their capital 


and creditors would not lese one farthing, assuming that the 
stockholders were solvent, because the liability of the stock- 
holder to the extent of his holding would be sufficient to liqui- 
date the entire debt. 
We have what is said to be the safest banking system in the 
world. I doubt that; but certainly it is the safest banking 
that this country has ever known. The only criticism 
which is now heard against it is that in its practical operation 
it lacks elasticity, but it must be remembered that its very want 
of elasticity is one of the things that insures its safety. Either 
we ought to repeal that part of the law which limits the lia- 
bility of the stockholder to the capital and include the surplus 


system 


or else we ought not to encourage the accumulation of a sur- | 4 
| uable, then it is not right to let a bank employ > 


plus without limit. Not only, Mr. President, is it wrong look- 
ing to the creditors of the bank, but it is not altegether safe if 
you look merely to the stockholders themselves. A bank is 
organized; a majerity control it; and that majority persist- 
ently and continually accumulates a surplus instead of dividing 
re: Pa of the bank in the shape of dividends. It may happen 
that the majority are well able to forego their dividends and 


permit their accumulation as a surplus, but it may also happen | an amendment of the law in this respect when 


tal stock. The effect of that would be to reduce actually {hoe 


i 


and the law ought to have made it, equal to 100 per cent: a 
I am not willing to see a bill pass, and it ean not pass exc) nt 


| over my protest, that puts a premium upon the accumulation 
of a surplus, thus relieving stockholders against their personal 
liability. That personal liability has heretofore been rezardeq 
as a very important element in the credit of all banks and in 
| the operation of the national banking system, and it ought not 
either to be impaired, reduced, or eliminated. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, the Finance Committee are 


unanimous in their approval of the provisions of the bill that 
per cent of the capital, as fixed by existing law, to 10 per cent 
of the capital and surplus. The Senator from Texas [Mr 
Battery] believed, and in this differed with the committee, that 
a further limitation should be placed upon the total amount to 
be loaned to any one party, and that this amount should not in 
any case exceed 20 per cent of the capital stock of the hank. 
He contends that the bill, without this further limitation, re- 
duces the relative liability of the stockholders to credito: 

It is true, as he suggests, that the law as it now stands im- 
poses, in case of failure, a further liability upon steckholders of 


| national banks equal to the amount of capital stock held by 
The trouble with this provision, if the committee amendment | 


them, but I suggest to him that neither the bill nor the amena- 
ment proposes to change or reduce that liability. 

Mr. BAILEY. I know; but the Senator from Rhode Island 
agrees that a stockholder is liable te the amount of his stock. 
and is not liable at all upon the surplus. 

Mr. ALDRICH. He is not now, and there is no suggestion to 
change that liability. The liability remains the same whether 
the House bill be accepted without amendment or whether the 
action of the Senate committee in amending it is sustained. 

Mr. BAILEY. That is true, Mr. President, but the House bil! 
limiting a lean to 20 per cent of the capital steck where the sur- 
plus is sufficient to justify it, still discourages the accumulation 
of a surplus, because it does not permit the surplus to be used 
under the same privileges as the capital. So far as the liability 
is concerned, of course that liability rests wpon the capital, and 
not upon the surplus under the present law, as it will under this. 
I am not now asking for a change in that respect; I am only 
insisting that there be a limitation placed in this bill so as not 
to encourage the accumulation of a surplus as against tlie in 
vestment of capital. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The liability of stockholders of the bank to 
its creditors remains the same in any event; it is also true 
that the surplus is always available for the creditors of ‘th © bank 
in case of failure. The only question is whether we should put 
upon leans which may be made by a bank having a large surplus 4 
limit based upon the capital alone and not one based upon both 
the capital and surplus. 

The theory of the bill, as reported by a majority of commit 


on the ground that some loans might be authorized by banks 


stock. I will say, further, that banks can, under thie present 
law, do the very thing the Senator most strenuously 0)j(cts 1. 

Mr. BAILEY. They can not do what I object to now. No 
bank can now lend ever 10 per cent of its capital, with 1t reter 
ence to its surplus. It might have a $100,000 capita! 1 SL vl 
000 surplus, giving it assets of $1,100,000, but it coud make 
no loan legally or according to the regulations over >10.000 to 
one customer. If you pass this bill as reported by © ann 
tee, it can loan him $110,000. I do not object——- 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator think that it would be ur 
safe banking? 

Mr. BAILEY. I do. If the personal-iability elen 


t js val- 
TOO GOO of 


assets with a personal liability of only $100,000. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But the Senator himself does not 
change that liability, and it wm not be changed if 
ment is rejected. 

Mr. BAILEY. No; I do net propose to change 
because I know I could not do it, but I am prote 


ose to 
; amend- 


limbility, 
qrainst 
t does not 












oe the stockholders answerable for any part of the surplus. 
nstance, I illustrate it in this way: Here is a bank in this 
with $300,000 capital and $7,000,000 of surplus, all 
in the business, the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
I commend the thrift that with a small capital 
I think it would have been a little better 
distributed it among the people who own the stock, but 
none of my affair. Probably every stockholder was 
to accumulate it, and so it passes without apy just 
. But that bank, if it should fail to-morrow, would 
an enormous sum. I know that it is not within the 
probability that it will ever fail, because it is one of 
neial institutions in this country, I understand, con- 
ely managed and marvelously successful. But if it 
fail. it would fail for a sum running into the millions, 
the Comptroller of the Currency called on the stock- 
) meet its obligation to its creditors, he would get the | 
$200,000, a beggarly sum in comparison with the 
0 surplus and the $300,000 capital upon which the bank 
transacting business. 
\LDRICH. The Senator from Texas misunderstood my 
that banks do the thing he objects to under the pres- 
{| referred to his suggestion that under the pending 
. proposed to amend it a bank could be organized with 
ipital and $900,000 surplus, with an extra liability, 
liability, on the part of the stockholders of only 
The same thing could be done with the same limited 
under existing law. The ly at 
should, as a matter of policy, allow a bank thus 
im not more than 10 per cent of its capital and 
party; whether that is good and safe banking. 
sole question. 
\ILEY. I know, but the Senator from Rhode Island 
i point, or else for some reason I am incapable of 
ding what I am trying to say. As the law stands to- 
a bank with $1,000,600—$100,000 capital and 
They could only loan to one person—— 
Ten thousand dollars. 

They could loan $10,000, which would be 10 
its hundred-thousand-dollar capital. But if it 
| under this amendment, then they could loan $100,000 
stomer. In other words, they only loan 10 per cent 
tal and surplus to one man. Thus they could loan to 
the entire personal liability of the stockholders. That 
| object to. I do not care only about them loaning the 
so much, but when they loan one man $100,000, if it is 
they exhaust the entire personal liability of all the stock- 

rhat ought not to be done. 
ALDRICH. The Senator understands that this liability 
in case of insolvency. 
Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Cases have been very rare where that double 
liabilit been enforced. : 
Mr. BAILEY. If the Senator will go to the records, he will 
vhile it has not been frequent, it has happened in a 
nstances that stockholders have been assessed. 
RICH. The committee differ with the Senator from 
to the policy that should be pursued toward the 
t regard. A large majority of the committee be- 
is desirable from every standpoint te encourage 
of a surplus on the part of national banks. Of 
surplus in any event is always liable for outstand- 
We do not believe that the difference in liability 
ractical value—that is, when loans are limited to 
t of the actual capital, the unimpaired capital, and 10 
the unimpaired surplas. I think no harm can come 
liter of any bank or to any bank threugh the | 
the amendment as it was reported by the com- 
[ am extremely anxious that this bill should be- | 
It eught to pass at this session. There is a gen- 
for it from the business interests of the whole 
l am willing to make some concessions that are | 
by my judgment in order to secure this result. 
Y. I think it ought to pass, but I think it ought 
right way. 
H. I had some conference with the Senator | 
‘terday upen this subject, and I am willing that 
be modified so as to make the proviso read: 
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‘er, That the total of such liabilities shall in no event 
of the capital stock of the association. 


RRO. Mr. President 

‘RESIDENT. Does the Senator from Texas yield 
from Florida? 

ERRO. I merely wanted to ask the Senator 
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| fails, if it does fail, the stockholders are personally 1i 





from Rhode Island a question. 
ator from Texas had the floor. 

I hope that the modification suggested by the Senator from 
Rhode Island will not prevail, and that the amendment 


I was not aware that the Sen- 


posed by the committee will stand. I understand that the p 
pose of the bill, if the Senator from Texas will pardon me for 
a moment, is to correct to some extent a very bad practice 


which now prevails among the banks, and that is of disregarding 
the 10 per cent limitation as provided by law, and I am informed 
that if this bill becomes a law the Comptroller will see that 
the banks adhere to the law as this Dill It j 
possible for the banks of this country as 
on 10 per cent of the capital. 

Mr. BAILEY. 


VW 


naka : 
provides, iS im 


a rule to do business 








If the Comptroller of the Currene ntends 
to adhere to any such determination as that, he will tie up 
business in almost every section of the counti Take i 
section of the country. During the cotton season it ld 
absurd to attempt to limit the line of credit to 1 Ni 
cotton men to 10 per cent of the bank's capital and rplus 
because it requires'more than that in the daily transactions 
before he can buy and sell, and the banks really run no ris! 
because the cotton man has his own deposit there, and « 
pound of cotton he buys goes to the bank as security. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. The Senator from Texas misunder 
stood me. I did not mean to say that the Comptroller « l 
Currency would hold the banks to the 10 p ‘ent rule : 
exists to-day. I understand the Comptroller has recommet 
this change of the law, and he takes the position that if t 
law is so changed he will require the banks to adhere to it. 
I think it is a wise provision, and I hope the committee a 1 
ment may be allowed to stand as it has come to the Senat: 

Mr. BAILEY. The trouble with that would be that in 
tain parts of the country, where the banks are not able t 
on accumulating from year to year these enormous surp! 
there would be practically little benefit; and if I thought th 
Comptroller of the Currency intended to enforce that rule, | 
would feel it my duty to employ every legitimate means to 
defeat this bill, because in the cotton States of the South few 
banks have a surplus equal to their capital, and therefore tl! 
extension of the privilege of the 10 per cent loan to the surplu 
would not meet the conditions that exist there. 

My own opinion is that this restriction was originally pn 
into the banking law when loans were made largely on px 
sonal credit. I do not beljeve that it would have ever be 
insisted that when a man offered to the bank securities whic! 
could be realized on without any serious delay this restrictioi 
should be enforced. I have never myself been a supporter of 
the national banking system. I have never believed that the 
banks ought to issue currency. I have always regarded that 
as a function of the Government. Nor have I ever been abl 
to reconcile myself to the idea of sending out a $3,000 exami 
to tell a $20,000 bank president how to run his bank. I hi: 
rather inclined to the belief that when a man puts his money 
a bank he ought to trust the honesty and integrity of 
officers as he must trust the honor and integrity of other men 

But my views never have prevailed on that question, and so 
I am bound to legislate, so far as I legislate at all, according 
to the conditions as they are and not according to the condit 
I wish existed. Fearing, Mr. President, that I may not be 
to secure any limitation at all, and believing that a limitation 
is very important, I accept the suggestion of the Senator from 
Rhode Island that we reject the committee’s amendment, which 
removes all limitation as to the surplus, and make it 30 r 
cent. That gives the bank the right to treat its surplus the sa 
as capital in making loans to the extent of twice its capit 
I hold to the personal liability for two reasons. Not only d 
it help to reimburse the depositors and to pay the creditors 
| when there is a bank failure, but it makes the men who are 
stockholders and directors in a bank much more careful when 


they understand that they have a personal liability beyond and 


| in addition to the loss of their stock. 


I am disposed to think that it would be an excellent id 


a to 
make the directors liable for capital and surplus. Then I would 
be willing to remove the restriction as is here provided; but 
apparently that can not be done. Of course they must los 


the surplus before there can be any assessment against tl 
but the trouble is they put in $100,000 and call it apit 
and they put in $900,000 and eall it “surplus.” When the b 
DI 
the extent of $100,000 and personally exempt to the extent 
the other $900,000. If it were reversed, and they sl 
in $900,000 of capital and $100,000 of surplus and 
failed, the stockholders would be liable for $900,000 in ad 
to their stock, and would only exempt 
$100,000. What I complain of is that a large 
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exemption of personal liability in favor of the stockholders 
But I am w illing r to accept the suggestion of the Senator from 
Rhode Island as the best that can be done. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the amend- 
The SECRET ARY. It is proposed to modify the language pro- 
d to be stricken out by striking out “ twenty ” and insert- 
ng “thirty,” and to disagree to the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
to the amendment is agreed to. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. Mr. President, I hope the amendment 
vill not prevail. I am satisfied that the banks of the country, 
lly the banks of the South, will be unable to do the 

* their sections under a limitation such as is proposed 

1 this modified amendment. As a rule, the banks of the South 

organized with small capital. They have relied on build- 

up a2 surplus, and it is considered good banking that the 

rplus should be built up as rapidly as possible. Some of 

national banks haye a capital of $25,000, and others 

and if they are confined by such,a provision 

will be totally unable to do the business of thei 

the Comptroller has personally notified me that he will 

juire the ks to adhere to this proposed law if it passes 

Congress. He is not requiring them as vigorously to ads 

‘ to the existing law as might be done, for the reason that 

has become the habit with the banks of the country to disre- 
ard the 10 per cent limitation to a certain extent, 

that if this bill passes he will take it as a direction and he will 
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as this, | 
r section, | 


| which 


but he says | 


allow banks to exceed the amount which this proposed act | 


ith 


authorizes them to loan. 

I hope, therefore, in the 
country, and particularly in 
modified will be stricken out. 

» VICE-PRESIDENT. 
rent as modified. 

PETTUS. I desire to know on what sound principle it 

-ed to strike out the provision it came from the 
limiting it to 20 per cent? 

rALIAFERRO. I understand that is the House 

and the amendment comes from the Senate committee. 

PETTUS. The amendment to strike it out comes from 

ate committee. 
ALIAFE RRO. Yes. 

1TTUS. I desire to know on what sound principle it 
sed to strike it out. 

TALIAFERRO. It is considered absolutely good bank- 
hat a bank of large accumulated earnings in the form of 
lus should be allowed to treat the surplus in part as capital 

of making loans. I nothing unsound 
iple. I think it is sound; and I think it 
ntial in doing business in this country, and 
ction to which the Senator from Texas has 


of banking all over 
that the proviso 


interest 
the South, as 


The question is on agreeing to the 


as 


Inatter see 
Ki g prin 


is esse 


in the 


is 
me 


suppose 
JAFERRO. If 


they 
they 


have not any large surplus? 
have no surplus they can not 

They are still authorized to loan to one man 
amount. 

RRO. Not at all. 

fined to the present law as to capital, 


PETTUS. 
h 


ie present 
AAFE 
vill be conf 
th. 
PETTUS. 
i hundred th 
still be authori: 
TALIAFERRO. I 


{ 
TAI 


If they have no surplus, 
which is 


As I un 


ousand 


ierstand this bill, if they have a cap- 
dollars only and no surplus, they 
ced to loan $20,000 to one man. 

do not understand the bill 


we uld ¢s 
Mr. 
Wily. 
Mr. PETTUS. That is 
Mr. TALTAFERRO. I understand that a bank without a 
would be allowed to loan 10 per cent of its capital. 
PETTUS. This not say a word about having or 
ing a sui 
TALIAFERRO. 
lL to trea 
the whole 
PETTUS. This does not say 
jus or not having a surplus. 
Mr. TALIAFERRO. This is an amendment of existing 
Mr. PETTUS. The amendment commences with the 
word on the first page of the bill. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment as moditied. 
Mr. TAL foxe ERRO. On that I 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The 


a division. 


in that 


the way it reads. 


does 
‘plus. 

this bill 
make a 10 per 


The banks under would be 


t the surplus as capital, and 
a word about having a sur- 
law. | 
last 


ask for a division. 
Senator from Florida asks 
for 


JUNE 14, 
Mr. We may as well have the yeas and nays I 
think. be 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 

Mr. BACON. 
to be voted upon. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
amendment. 

The SECRETARY. 
out the following: 

Provided, however, That the total of such 
event exceed 30 per cent of the capital stock of the association. 

Mr. BACON. I understood the Chair to say that the ques- 
tion was on agreeing to the amendment as modified. 

The Secretary. The modification was to strike out “ tye nty 
and insert “thirty;” and it is proposed to disagree to ihe 
amendment to strike out the proviso as modified. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from Rhode Island had 
explain the amendment. I was going 
Senator from Rhode Island is here. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What is the question of the Senator fr 
Georgia? 

Mr. BACON. I was inquiring as to what is the precise ques- 
tion before the Senate. I knew that the Senator from PF lorida 
was opposed to the modification, and that is the matter upon 
he desired a division. The question as stated by the 
Chair treated the modification as one which had been adopted 
and therefore the matter before the Senate was not the 
adoption of the modification, but the amendment as thus 
amended. I was uncertain whether that particular presenta- 


ALDRICH. 


The yeas and nays are deman nded, 
I beg the Chair to state the immediate 1 atter 


The Secretary will again state the 


The committee amendment proposes to str ike 


liabilities shall ip no 


6 4 ” 


better 
to do so, but I see the 


ym 


| tion was correct. 


the | 


| word “ twenty 


pro- | 


| of course, I would abide by the understanding. 


about } 


Mr. ALDRICH. 
stated the question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
Senator from Rhode 


” 


I am not sure just how the Presiding Officer 


The Chair understands that the 
Island moved that the Senate strike out the 
in the part proposed to be stricken out and in- 
sert in lieu thereof the word “ thirty.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is right. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. And then to disagree to the Senate 
amendment to strike out. That is the question. 

Mr. BAILEY. I thought the amendment 
“thirty ” for “twenty ” had been agreed to. I understood the 
Senator from Florida to be opposing any limitation with re- 
spect to the surplus. Now, if I could vote as between twenty 
and thirty, I should vote for twenty, the House provision; 
that is, if there is to be a contest. If there is an understanding, 
If there is now 
advocated by the Sena- 


substituting 


to be a vote between no limitation as 
tor from Florida—— 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. No limitation beyond the 10 per cent. 

Mr. BAILEY. What I am trying to do is to prevent the 
accumulation of a surplus which exempts the stockholders of 
banks from personal liability. And that is the whole purpose 
[ have. Now, if there is to be no limitation as the Senate 
committee reported, of course on that I will vote “no,” because 
I am opposed to it. But my understanding is that the question 
now is upon the adoption of the amendment as amende:l. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suppose the first question is to strik 
“twenty ” and insert “ thirty.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The first question is to perfect the 
part to be stricken out. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is right. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. And the next question will be on 
agreeing to the amendment of the committee to strike out the 
proviso. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The first question will be whet! 
insert “thirty ” instead of “twenty,” and then the qui 


++ 
out 


‘we will 
rion will 


| come on striking out the whole proviso. 


| as ¢ 
| amendment as modified by the Senator from Rhode | 


cent | 
| 


i 
| 


Mr. BAILEY. The Senator from Florida would went thirty 
igainst twenty. —_ 
Mr. TALIAFERRO. — ; "i 
Ni hit 


the ques- 


I understood the Chair to ho! 


a division < 
That was my pt 


been adopted by the Senate. I asked for 
tion of the adoption of his modification. 

Mr. BAILEY. That is right. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. I hold that the division or ' 
nay vote is to determine whether the amendment as ! 
the Senator from Rhode Island shall be adopted by t! 

Mr. TELLER. It has not yet been modified. 

Mr. CULLOM. That is the question. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. KEAN. Why can we not vote on the comm: 
ment first? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will put 
again, if desired, upon the amendment of the Senator 


pose. 
he vea-and- 


ied by 


nate. 


f mend- 


jestion 
Rhode 
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nd, to strike out in the part proposed to be stricken out the 
‘1 “twenty ” and inserting “ thirty.” 
TALIAFERRO. The question is whether the Senate will 
it the amendment of the Senator from Rhode Island, to in- 
‘thirty ” instead of “ twenty,” as the House provided. That 
he way I understand it. 

- KEAN. Why should we not first vote on the amendment 

ted by the committee? 

ie VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks there will be no 
difliculty if Senators will note carefully the text of the bill, 
and will also observe the effect of the motion of the Senator 
fi Rhode Island, which is to strike out “twenty” and insert 
“thirty ’ in the part proposed to be stricken out. The Chair | 
nut that question, in order that there may be no misunder- 
ing. 

PATTERSON. desire, if there is to be a yea-and-nay 

that some Senator familiar with the measure shall briefly 
state what the measure is and what the vote is upon. Several 
“ rs have come in since this discussion has been under way. 
e VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
' of the Senator from Rhode Island, to strike out “ twenty ” 


vi 


rt “ thirty.” 
rhe amendment was agreed to. | 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on agreeing to | 
the endment to strike out the proviso as amended. 


Vir. PETTUS. Were not the yeas and nays ordered? | 
E-PRESIDENT. Not upon this question, as the | 
C understood. The question is on agreeing to the motion 
) e out the proviso. 

EAN. Let us have a division. 

ir. BAILEY. I ask that the proviso may be read as modi- 





| verary. After the word “fund,” in line 12, on page | 


Mr. PETTUS. Was not a yea-and-nay 
i VICE-PRESIDENT. 


vote ordered? 


A yea-and-nay vote has not been 


| SecreTARY. After the word “ fund,” page 1, 


1 to strike out: 


in line 12 


That the total of such liabi 
the capital stock of the 


litie 


s shall in no eveni 


nt of association. 


That is it. | 
If the Senate strikes that out, it will remove 
i | 
iC ‘EL. It will remove them all. 

LESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the | 
id t as modified. [Putting the question.] In the opin- 

Chair, the “ noes” have it. 

<EAN. Let us haye the yeas = nays. 

SPOONER. The yeas and nays are demanded on what? 
. BLACKBURN. On the cuties to strike out the proviso. 
‘| VICE-PRESIDENT. To strike out the 


. VICE-PI 


proviso 


as 


-AYNER. Is there a second to the demand for the yeas 


VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will ask if there is 


a 


and nays 
ll the roll. 
LLARD (when Mr. 


were ordered; and the Secretary 
BURKET?T’S name was 
tue [Mr. BURKETT] necessarily absent 
were here, he would vote “ yea.” 
all was resumed. 
LINGER. Mr. President, 
is so great in the 


ealled). 
is from the 
Mr GAT 


I rise to a point of order. 
Chamber that no one can hear 


-P RESIDENT. 
‘s take their 
ly preserve order. 
rERSON. Mr. President, the trouble about the 
t the Senate is in profound ignorance of the ques- 
on now belng voted upon, as I am—— 
INGER. Debate is not in order. 
ER. Mr. Presiden 
SIDENT. Debate 
d it must proceed. 
ERSON. I simply want to ask 
her or not it will be in order 
ESIDENT. No debate is in order. 
L RSON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
GALLINGER. Let the roll call proceed. 
CH. 'The Senator can not interrupt the roll call. 


of '¢ \tCE-PRESIDENT, The Senator from Colorado is out 


The 


seats. 


roll eall 
The Chair 


will be 
must request Sen 





‘ 
PRE is not in order. The roll 


a parliamentary 


mp 
iy 
































pro- 


suspended | 


Mr. PATTERSON 
question? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
that he is out of order. 


May I ask the Chair a parliamentary 


The Chair has said to the Se 


1ator 











Mr. PATTERSON. Then I will take my seat. 

The roll call was resumed. 

Mr. PETTUS (when his name was dd). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Massachuse “ra [Mr. CRANE] 

Mr. SIMMONS (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the junior Senator from aiaemnt [Mr. CLApp]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I desire to state that my colleague [Mr. 
McCREARY]| is necessarily absent from the city. 

Mr. TILLMAN. My colleague [Mr. LAtTrMeER] is necessarily 
| absent from the Senate, and is paired with the Senator from 
| Illinois [Mr. Hopkins] 

Mr. WARREN. I desire to state that my colleague [ Mr. 

CLARK of Wyoming] is necessal ‘ily absent from the city to-day. 

Mr. SCOTT. If it were in order, I should like to know what 
this amendment contem a ites. I should like to vote, but I do 

|} not know 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator is out of order 

The result was announced—yeas 24, nays 27, as follows: 

YEAS—24. 
nkeny Hansbrough Martin Rayner 
I on Kean Millard Smoot 
Bulkeley Knox Ne 1 Sut nd 
Clarke, Ark, McCumber Pet ‘I 
Cl : MM ynery P W i 
Dryden McLaurin Pri I Ww I 
NAYS—27 
Aldrich Bi am Fulton Patt } 
Allee € ck 12 g Pi 
Bailey Car i Sy r 
Renson Cullot La } 
Berry Dillingham Lo I 1 
Blackburn I lint Ma v Wi 
Brandegee I ker M 
NOT VOTI. 
Alger Da l Gre Nix 
Allison 1) hi O 
Re ridge I> H way Yr 
, tt 1) er ii n l 
vs I> ; Ei i $ 
[lk Ll, ~ 
I I Ss 
Ih Met y W te 
Frye Moi 
(7a! le Ney nds 

So the amendment to strike out the proviso w rej 1. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

JARIB L. SANDERSON. 

Mr. TELLER. I ask leave to call up the bill (S 6214) for 
the relief of dg L. Sanderson. 

The Secretary read the bill; and, there | g¢ no obj tl 

enate, as in Co! nities of the Whole, proceeded to l 
ation. It proposes to pay to J: “sy L, Sanderson, of | 
Colo., surviving partner of the late firm of | 
& Co., $7,740, being the amount found | 
Interior and the Court of Claims to be t 
depredations of a band of Cheyenne I: ! g | 
Kansas and Nebraska in the year 1867 S t i 
from annuities now due or hereafter to be di 
this payment being made under treaty stipulations of § 

17, 1851. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amend t, o 
dered to be engrossed for a third readi I l the tl l time 
and passed. 

AIDS TO NAVIGATION 

Mr. NELSON. I eall up the conference re t on the bill 
(H. R. 19452) to auth rize additional aids to 1 Y tl 
Light-House Establishm ent. The report was 1 le ve 

The Secretary proceeded to read the conference rem 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The conference rep has 
| printed in the Recorp, and unless it is desired it will not be rea 

in full. The question is on agreeing to the conference re 


The report was agreed 


NATIONAL CHILD LABOR COM MITTEE. 





Mr. SPOONER. I ask unanimous consent sider- 
ation of the bill (S. 63864) to incorporate the 1 ¢ d 
Labor Committee. 

The Secretary read the bill; and, there being no objection, tl 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid 


eration, 
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The 


bill was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary 
vith an amendment, in section 2, line 11, page 2, before the 
vord “ parental,” to strike out the words “ public opinion and; ” 
as to make the section read: 
‘hat the objects of the said corporation shall be: To promote 
» of society with resvect 
eecupations ; 
labor to raise the ‘ 
the employment of chi iidren ; to assist in protecting children, by suit- 
able legislation, against premature or otherwise injurious employment, 
and thus to aid in securing for them an opportunity for elementary edu- 
eat and physical development sufficient for the demands of citizen- 
ship and the requirements of industrial efficiency; to aid in promoting 
rcement of laws relating to child labor; to coordinate, unify, 
local child-labor committees, and 


the er 
and supplement the work of State or 


encourage the formation of sucn committees where they do not exist. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the 
am iment was concurred in. 
bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


lard of 


Senate as amended, and the 


PANAMA CANAL, 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 
d, the Chair lays before the Ser 
ill be stat 


oneene. 


o'clock having ar- 
ate the unfinished business, 
1 by the Secretary. 
A bill (S. 6191) to provide for the construc- 
a-level canal co naecting the waters of the Atlantic 
ul the 1 d of construction. 
1 th - 
Mr. Pre side nt- 
INT. Does the ‘Senator from New Jersey 
» the Senator from New Hampshire? 
I am about to go to a meeting 
‘on the District of Columbia appropriation 
to take a great deal of my time for 
1 my charge 
respects to the District. I 
to yield to me. 


Taine 


ask the Senator 


RYDEN. If it does not lead to debate I will yield. 


OF COLUM SAVINGS 


for the consideration 
715 and 714 of “An act to estab- 
le of law for the District of Columbia,” approved March 
as am by the acts approved January 31 and June 

402, and for other purposes. 

» Secretary read the bill; and there being no object 
ni as in Comittee of the Whole, 
leration. 

bill was reported from the ¢ 
ndment, on page 2, 


BIA BANKS. 


DISTRICT 


GALLINGER. J 


113) to < 


ask 


nd Sections 
1 
enced 


ion, the 
proceeded to its con- 


‘ommittee on the District of 
line 19, to insert the 


bia with an ame 


ing provise 
That banking institutions having offices or bank- 
ses in ountries as well as in the District of Columbia 
| only be required to make and publish the reports provided for in 
this section semiannually. 
rhe amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I have an amendment that I desire to 
follow the amendment just agreed to. 
lhe SECRETARY. 
] 1g additional proviso: 
y? vided furth r, That the publications authorized or required 
cti 5211 of the Revised Statutes, and all other publications 
red by existing law to be made in the District of 
rinted in two or more daily newspapers of general 
‘ lished in the city of Washington, one of which shall be 
ing hewspaper. 


ided, however, 


forei 


oiler to 


amendment was agreed to. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. There is a further amendment re- 
] the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
tated. 
CRETARY. Strike out all 


ge 3, and including 


of section T14a, beginning with 
in the following words: 


fa >» Comptroller of the Currency, with the approval of the 
of the Tr ae is further authorized to make rules for the 
mn of the nking business within the District of Columbia by 
s menti ned in section 7 and to provide for the enforcement 
regulations by the assessment of reasonable fines, which may be 
» the supreme court of the District of Columbia. 
lit shall paid from the proceeds of the fines 
nee shall be anneally paid to the Treasurer of the 


line 18, 


I 
ate 
ates 


The ame nme nt was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill 
to be read a third time. 
bill was read the third time, and passed. 


1 
: 


rr 
41 Lie 
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to the employment of children in | 
to investigate and report the facts concerning child | 
parental responsibility with respect to | 


of: the | 


the next | 
a very trifling bill, and yet it is | 





Add after the amendment just agreed to the 


which | 


and the | 





JUNE 14, 


LAKE ERIE AND OHIO RIVER SHIP CANAL. 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Jersey 
yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. DRYDEN. I yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. PENROSE. I ask unanimous consent that the Erie ang 
Ohio Ship Canal bill shall be taken up for consideration ¢)js 
afternoon after the unfinished business shall have been |aiq 
aside. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Pennsylyania 
asks unanimous consent that after the unfinished business js 
temporarily laid aside the Senate proceed with the further con. 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 14396) to incorporate the Lake Erie 
and Ohio River Ship Canal, to define the powers thereof. 
to facilitate interstate commerce. Is there objection? 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

EFFICIENCY OF THE MILITIA, 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New J; Sey 
yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. DRYDEN. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I ask unanimous consent for the consid. 
eration of the bill (S. 1442) to increase the efficiency of the 
militia and promote rifle practice. It is a bill that comes by 
unanimous report from the Committee on Military Aff: 
is a short bill, and, I think, will give rise ta no discussi. mn. 

Mr. DRYDEN. If it will not lead to debate, I will yi: 
the Senator. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for the ip. 
formation of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no object 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its 
sideration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 


and 


The Chair 


T+ 
Au 


ld to 


ame 


nament, 


| ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
If it leads to debate I will | 


and passed. 
SHILOH ELECTRIC RAILWAY COMPANY. 
Mr. MONEY. Mr. President—— 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Jersey 


_. | yleld 7 a Senator from Mississippi? 
of the bill | 


Mr. DRYDEN. I understand that the Senator from Missis- 
sippi Re a little bill which he would like to bring up. I yield 
if it will not lead to debate. 

Mr. MONEY. I ask consent now because I leave to-mor- 
row. This is a local measure which has passed the Hous 
unanimously and passed the Military Committee of the 
unhnimously, and is approved by the Secretary of War and 
the Park Commission. I ask the Senate to proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 16125) authorizing a license and 
permit to the Corinth and Shiloh Electric Railway Company t 
construct a track or tracks through the Shiloh Nationa! Park, 
and to operate electric cars thereon. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill has heretofore b 
Is there objection to its present consideration ? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committ 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

GRAND CANYON FOREST RESERVE. 


Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President 

Mr. DRYDEN. I yield to the Senator from Utah if t 
he wishes to call up will not lead to debate, but I w: 
now that I shall have to decline to yield further after | 


Sanat 
penatt 


en read. 


e of the 


| tor from Utah has presented his measure. 


Mr. SMOOT. I ask for the present consideration of tl 
(S. 2732) for the protection of wild animals in the Gra! 
yon Forest Reserve. 

The Secretary read the bill; 
the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded 


and there being no object 


+ 


| sideration. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amen 


| dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the tl 
| and passed. 


PANAMA CANAL, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed 
sideration of the bill (S. 6191) to provide for the « 
of a sea-level canal connecting the waters of the All 
Pacific oceans, amd the method of construction. 

Mr. DRYDEN. Mr. President, the Panama C: 
has reached a stage where a decision should be ma E 
manently fix the type of the waterway, whether it shall be a a 
level or a lock canal. An immense amount of evidence oD oe 
subject has in the past and during recent years been presel 


the con- 


t werTlon 


ie and 


pro yblem 
ide to per- 








to Congress. An overwhelming amount of expert opinion has 
hee llected, and an International Board of Consulting En- 
ol has made a final report to the President, in which 
x f the highest standing divide upon the question. The 
a Committee on Interoceanic Canals has likewise divided. 
It , issue of transcendent importance, involving the ex- 
. of an enormous sum of money, and political and com- 
ne consequences of the greatest magnitude, not only to the 
An n people, but to the world at large. 

“The report of the International Board has been printed and 


nisce | before Congress. A critical discussion of the facts and 
op presented hy this Board, all more or less of a technical 
anal lyed nature, would unduly impose upon the time of the 
Ro t this late day of the session. In addition, there is 
the t iony of witnesses called before the Senate committee, 
whi s also been printed in three large volumes, exceeding 
© O00) reg of printed matter. To properly separate the evi- 


and against one type of canal or the other, to argue 
a { facts, which present the greatest conflict of engineer- 
aes n of modern times, would be a mere waste of effort 
‘ { ince the evidence and opinions are as far apart and 
irre ble as the final conclusions themselves. It is there- 
fore i » a question which the practical experience and judg 
ment Members of Congress must decide, and I have 
lence that the will of the nation, as expressed in its 
ite. will be carried into successful execution,.whether 

that late be for a lock canal or sea-level waterway. 

‘The Panama Canal presents at once the most interesting and 
stip is project of mankind to overcome by human inge- 

tr hat Nature herself seems to have attempted, but in 
rain.” Erom the time when the first Spanish navigators ex- 
te r explorations into every bay and inlet of the Cen- 
tral A in isthmus, to discover, if possible, a short route to 
the 11 ;, or “from Cadiz to Cathay,” the human mind has 
not been willing to rest content and accept as insurmountable 
the na 1 obstacles on the Isthmus preventing uninterrupted 

te unication between the Atlantic and the Pacific. Ex- 
cepting. possibly, Aretie explorations, in all the romantic history 
of ancient and modern commerce, in all the annals of the early 
navigators and explorers, there is no chapter that’ equals in 
int he never-ceasing efforts to make the Central American 
Isthn natural highway for the world’s commerce—a direct 
route trade and transportation from the uttermost East to 
the utte1 st West. 

As early as 1336 Charles V ordered an exploration of the 
CI River to learn whether a ship canal could not be sub- 
§ r a then already existing wagon road, and Philip II, 
in 1 had a similar survey made in Nicaragua for the same 
purpose. From that day to this the greatest minds in commerce 
and ¢ ing have given their attention to the problem of 

ir nic waterway, and every conceivable plan has been 


entire 








every possible road has been explored, every mile | 


of | sea have been gone over to find the best possible and 
pract lution of the problem. 
The h ry of these early attempts is most interesting, but 


of the efforts were wasted, much of it was ill ad- 
‘sent can profitably consider the more important 


I ‘past. It was written in the book of fate that this | of the facts. The project at this stage was in a state of hope- 


( he most important in the world of cominerée and 
hould be American in its ending as it had been in 
ts ( beginning. From the day when the first train of 
he Isthmus from Panama to Aspinwall to facili- 
portation of passengers and freight across the 
f land connecting the northern and southern conti- 
tive necessity of a ship canal was made ap- 
s that railway had followed the earlier wagon 
Spanish adventurers and their followers. 
litions on the Isthmus materially enhance the 
ilties to be evercome in canal construction. Even 
ality or section best adapted to the purpose has 
heen a question of serious doubt. The Isthmus 
» Nicaraguan route, by utilizing a lake of vast 
lily the narrow band of land and mountain chain 
offer distinct advantages peculiar to themselves, 
ling disadvantages or local difficulties not met 
rs. Many other projects have been advanced; 
ome twenty distinct routes have been laid out by 
‘ys, but the most eminent American engineer- 
‘sidering impartially the natural advantages and 
es, each upon their respective merits, finally de- 
oo hept Isthmus, between the Bay of Panama and Limon 
med ve ¥ is the most feasible for the building of the rail- 
ana some lilty years later for the building of the isthmian 


+] 








no | practical value or bearing upon present-day prob- | 
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canal. Every further study, survey, and inquiry have confirmed 
the wisdom of the earlier choice, which has been adopted as the 
best and the permanent plan of the American Government to 
build a canal at the expense of the nation, but for the ultimate 
benefit of all mankind. 


The Panama Railway marked the beginning of a n 


ew era 10 
the history of interoceanic communication. The great prac 
tical usefulness of the road soon made the construction of a 
canal a commercial necessity. The eyes of all the world were 
upon the Isthmus, but no nation made th« j i ter of 
more profound study and inguiry than the t On 
surveying party followed another, and every ject 
received careful consideration. The confli the 
great engineering difficulties, the natural st 





of all, the civil war delayed active efforts, but public interest 
continued to view the project with favor and demand an Ameri 
can canal, 

During the late seventies a French commission made sur- 
veys and investigations on the Isthmus which terminated in 
the efforts of De Lesseps, who undertook to construct a canal, 
and, in 1879, called an international scientific congress to con 
sider the project in all its aspects and determine upon a pra¢ 
tical solution. The United States was invited to be present by 
two official delegates, and accordingly President Hayes ap 
pointed Admiral Ammen and A. C. Menocal, of the United 
States Navy, both of whom had been connected with surveys 
and explorations on the Isthmus. Mr. Menocal presented ; 
plan for a canal hy way of Nicaragua, but it was evident that 
the Wyse project, of a canal by way of the Isthmus of Panama, 
had the majority in its favor, and the only question to deter 


mine was whether the canal to be constructed should be a se 
level or a lock canal. The American delegates were con, l 
in the light of their knowledge and experience, that sea-level 


canal would be impracticable, if not impossible. In this they 


were seconded by Sir John Hawkshaw, thoroughly familiar 
with canal problems, and who exposed the hope! ness of an 


A 


attempt to make a sea-level ship canal, pointing out that there 


would be a cataract of the Chagres River at Matachin of 42 
feet, which in periods of flood would be 78 feet high, of a body 
of water that would be 36 feet deep, with a width of 1,500 feet. 
Opposition to the sea-level project proved to no purpose 

The facts were ignored or treated with indifference by the 


i 


French, who were determined upon a canal at Panama and at 
sea level, resting their conclusions uv) the success at Suez, 
with which enterprise, in addition to De Lesseps, many of those 
present at the congress had been connected. But the problems 
and conditions to be met on the Isthnn f Panama were de- 
cidedly different from those at Suez, and subsequent experience 
proved the serious error of the sea-level plan finally adopted. 
The congress included a large assemblage mprofessional 
men, and of the French engineers present y one or two of 
whom had ever been on the Isthmus. 1! ral yote was sev 
enty-five in favor of and eight opposed to a s« vel canal. Rear 
Admiral Ammen said: “I abstained from yeting on the ground 
that only able engineers can form an opinion after careful study 


of what is actually possible and what is relatively economical i 


| the construction of a ship canal.” Of those in favor of a se: 


al 


level canal not one had made a practical and exhaustive study 


less confusion. In spite of these obstacles, De Lesseps, with 
undaunted courage, proceeded to organize a company for the 
construction of a sea-level canal. 

As soon as possible after the adjournment of the Scientifi 
Congress of 1879 the Panama Canal Company was organized, 
with Ferdinand de Lesseps as president. The company pur- 
chased the Wyse concession, and by 1880 sufficient funds had 
been secured to proceed with the preliminary work. The next 
two years were used for scientific investigation, surveys, ete., 
and the actual work commenced in 1883. The plan adopted was 
for a sea-level canal, having a depth of 29.5 feet and a bottom 
width of 72 feet. This plan in outline and intent was adhered 
to practically to the cessation of operations in 1888. 

In that year operations came to an end for want of funds. 
The failure of the company proved disastro 
number of shareholders, mostly French 
means, and for a time the cause of interoceanic 
by way of Panama seemed hopeless. The exper 
utter impossibility of private enterprise carrying forward a 
project which had attained a stage where large additional funds 
were needed to make good enormous losses due to errors in 
plans, miscarriage of effort, and Iest, but not least, to fraud 
on a stupendous scale. With admirable courage, however, the 
affairs of the old company were reorganized after the appoint- 


A 


ment of a receiver on February 4, 1889. Proceeding this time 
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with extreme caution, a special scientific commission was ap- 
pointed to reinyestigate the entire project and report upon the 
work actually accomplished and its value in future operations. 

The commission, made up of eminent engineers, rendered its 
report on May 5, 1890. The recommendation was for the 
construction of a eanal with locks, the abandonment of the 
sea-level idea, and a further and more careful reconsideration 
of the facts on a large scale, upon the ground that the accumu- 
lated data were “far from possessing the precision essential to 
a definite project.” This lifted the subject of canal construc- 
tion out of the domain of preconceived ideas and guesswork 
into the substantial field of a scientific undertaking for com- 
mercial purposes. 

The subsequent history of the De Lesseps project and the 
American effort for a practicable route across the Isthmus 
are still fresh in our minds and require not to be restated. 
The Spanish-American war and the yoyage of the Oregon by way 
of Cape Horn more than any other causes combined to direct 
the attention of the American people to conditions on the Isth- 
and led to the public demand that by one route or another 
an American waterway should be constructed within a reason- 
able period of time and at a reasonable cost. It will serve no 
pract | purpose to recite the facts and chain of events which 

» passage of the act of March 3, 1899, which authorized 


Wit] 
iLiuls, 


lent to have a full and complete investigation made of | 


ntire subject of isthmian canals. 
A million dollars was appropriated for the expenses of the 


1 
the « 


NmMISS1ION, 
ident appointed a Commission consisting of Rear-Admiral 
‘alker, United States Navy, president, and nine members 
inent in their respective professions as experts or engineers. 
report was rendered under date of November 30, 1901. In 
his report the cost of constructing a canal by way of Nicaragua 
stimated at $189,864,062, and by way of Panama at $184,- 

3,308, including in the last estimate $40,000,C00 for the esti- 
mated value of the rights and property of the New Canal Com- 
pany. The company, however, held its property at a much 
higher value, or some $109,000,000, which the Commission con- 
ered exorbitant, and thus the only alternative was to recom- 
1 the construction of a canal by way of the Nicaraguan 
however, that the American people were in 


: 4 


Convinced, 

New 

‘onsider the matter, and finally agreed to the purchase price 
ixed by the Isthmian Commission. 

the Spooner Act, passed June 28, 1902, Congress author- 

ized the President to purchase the property of the New Panama 

inal Company for a price not exceeding $40,000,000, the title 

roperty having been fully investigated and found valid. 

thmian Commission, therefore, recommended to Congress 

‘hase of the property, but the majority of the Senate 

ittee on Interoceanic Canals disagreed, and it is only to 

and rare ability of the late Senator Hanna and his 

minority me of the committee, that the 


est, the 


‘4 


courage 


ociates, as mbers 


ion owes it that the Nicaraguan project was abandoned and | 
amount 
| while 


t the Panama Canal was acquired at a reasonable price and 
de a national enterprise. 

1e report of the minority members of the Senate committee 

made under date of May 31, 1902. 

and comprehensive dissertation upon the subject, 

most valuable addition to the truly immense litera- 

ian canal construction. The report was signed by 

anna, Pritchard, MIn“arp, and WKItTTReDGe. ‘We 

said the committee, “that the Panama route is the 

route for an isthmian canal to be owned, constructed, con- 

by the United States.” It bold 

of the conclusions of the majority members of the 

but in entire harmony with, and in strict conformity 

ws and final conclusions of the Isthmian Commissiov. 

port was accepted by the Congress and a canal 

‘came an American enterprise for the benefit of the 


ican people and the world at large. 


and nrotected was a 


broad outline, 
grave this time, which 
and to which all 
ent Shall the wate rway be a sea-level or a 

a question of tremendous importance 

jually important as the one of the route itself. 

be made, and it must be made All the 

all the related enterprises, depend upon the 

fundame in type. Opinions differ as widely to- 
day as they did at the time when the project was first consid- 
ered by the international committee in 1879. Engineers of the 
highest standing at home and abroad have expressed themselves 
for or against one type or the other, but it is a question upon 
which no complete agreement is possible. In theory a sea- 


itself at 


question 
j Congress, 


presents 


lisp sed of by 
a ques- 
soon, 


nutai adiuierence in 
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and in pursuance of the provisions of the act the | 


Panama Company expressed a willingness to | 


| details of so complex a problem as the relative advantave 





It is, without question, | 
| accommodate the largest vessels afloat; 


is the present status of the Panama | 


JUNE 14, 


— 


level canal has unquestionable advantages, but practically the 
elements of cost and time necessary for the construction pre 
clude to-day, as they did in 1894, when the new eana! com- 
pany recommenced active operations, the building of a sea-leye| 
canal. It is not a question of the ideally most desirable, byt of 
the practically most expedient, that confronts the American 
people and demands solution. 

The New Panama Canal Company had approved the lock 
plan, which placed the minimum elevation of the summit leye] 
at 97.5 feet above the sea and a maximum level at 102.5 feet 
above the same datum. In the words of Prof. William H. Burry: 

It provided for a depth of 29.5 feet of water and a bottom width 
of canal prism of about 98 feet, except at special places where thig 
width was increased. A dam was to be built near Bohio, whic! j 
thus form an artificial lake, with its surface varying from 
65.6 feet above the sea. The location of this line was practic: 
same as that of the old company. ‘The available length of e 
chamber was 738 feet, while the available width was 82 feet, the 
in the clear being 32 feet 10 inches. 2 
33 feet. It was estimated that the cost of finishing the canal on this 
plan would be $101,850,000, exclusive of administration and financing, 

The Isthmian Commission of 1899-1901 considered the project, 
reexamined into the facts, and, as stated by Professor Burr— 

The feasibility of a sea-level canal, but with a tidal lock at the 
Panama end, was carefully considered by the Commission, and an 
approximate estimate of the cost of completing the work on that plan 
was made. In round numbers this estimated cost was about $250,000,. 
000, and the time required to complete the work would probably be 
nearly or quite twice that needed for the construction of a cunal with 
locks. The Commission therefore adopted a project for the canal with 
locks. Both plans and estimates were carefully developed in accord- 
ance therewith. 

Professor Burr, now in favor of a sea-level canal, the» con- 
curred in the report in favor of a lock canal. 

Since the Panama Canal became the property of the nation a 


de it 
The lifts were to vary from: ‘tn 


| vast amount of necessary and preliminary work has been done 


preparatory to the actual construction of the canal. A com- 
plete civil government of the Canal Zone has been established, 
an army of experts and engineers has been organized, the work 
of sanitation and police control is in excellent hands, and the 
Isthmus, or, more properly speaking, the Canal Zone, is to-day 
in a better, cleaner, and healthier condition than at any time 
in its history. A considerable amount of excavation and neces- 
sary improvements in transportation facilities has been carried 
to a point where further work must stop until the Isthmian 
Commission knows the final plan or type of the canal. Th 
reports which have been made of the work of the Commission 
during its two years of actual control are a complete and 
affirmative answer to the question whether what has been done 
so far has been done well and wisely, and the facts and evi- 
dence prove that the present state of affairs on the Isthmus 
are in all respects to the credit of the nation. 

Now, it is evident that the question of plan or type of canal 
is largely one for engineers to determine, but even a layman 
ean form an intelligent opinion, without entering into all the 
or dis- 
advantage of a sea-level versus a lock canal. This much, how- 
ever, is readily apparent, that a sea-level canal will cost a vast 
more money and may take twice the time to build, 
it will not accommodate a larger traffic or ships of a 
larger size. A lock canal can be built which will meet all re- 
quirements; it ean be built deep enough and wide cnough to 
it ean be so built that 
transit across the Isthmus can be effected in a_ reasonably 
short period of time—in a word, it is a practical project, which 


| will solve every pending question involved in the construction 
| of a transisthmian canal in a practical way, at a r 


sonable 
cost, and within a reasonable period of time. 

To determine the question the President appointed an inter 
national Board of Consulting Engineers. The Board wa 
stituted of the world’s foremost men in engineering science, 
and the report is without question a most valuable document 
The President, in his address to the members of the B ard ” 
September 11, 1905, outlined his views with regard to the ce 
sirability of a sea-level canal, if suchea one could be tructed 
at a reasonable cost and within a reasonable time. 

If to build a sea-level canal— 

He said— 
will but slightly increase the risk and will take but litt! 

a multilock high-level canal, this, of course, is prefera 
adopt the plan of a sea-level canal means to incur great 
incur indefinite delay, then it is not preferable. 

The problem as viewed by the American people « 
more concisely stated. Other things equal, a sea-ic 
no doubt, would be preferable; but it remains to be s! 
such a canal would in all essentials provide safe, 
earlier navigation across the Isthmus than a lock cana’. a 

For, as the President further said on the same occasio”, os 
are two prime considerations: First, the utmost practic sp 


: . ores r0- 
of construction; second, the practical certainty that the | 


3 ¢eol- 


a] 


Ree ~ 
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“1 plan will be feasible; that it can be carried out with the | Mr. SPOONER. What was the date of the resolution with 


nimum risk; and in conclusion that— 


There may be good reason why the delay incident to the adoption 
of a plan for an ideal canal should be incurred; but if there is not, 
then I hope to see the canal constructed on a system which’ will bring 
to the nearest possible date in the future the time when it is practi- 

. to take the first ship across the Isthmus—that is, which will in 

shortest time possible secure a Panama waterway between the 

ns of such a character as to guarantee permanent and ample 

infestion for the greatest ships of our Navy and for the largest 

rs on either the Atlantic or the Pacific. The delay in transit 

of the vessels owing to additional locks would be of small consequence 

when compared with shortening the time for the construction of the 

er diminishing the risks in the construction. In short, I desire 

est judgment on all the various questions to be considered in 

* among the various plans for a _ comparatively high-level 

ck canal, for a lower-level canal with fewer locks, and for a 

ceg-level canal. Finally, I urge upon you the necessity of as great 

expedition in coming to a decision as is compatible with thoroughness 
dering the conditions. 

The Board organized and met in the city of Washington on 
September 1, 1905, and on the 10th of January, 1906, or a’ out 
four months later, made its final report to the President thro:.ch 
the Secretary of War. The Board divided upon the question of 
type for the proposed canal, a majority of eight—five foreign 
engineers and three American engineers 
eanal at sea level, while a minority of five—all American engi- 
neers—favored a lock canal at a summit level of 85 feet. The 
two propositions require separate consideration, each upon its 
own merits, before a final »pinion can be arrived at as to the 
best type of a waterway adapted to our needs and requirements 
under existing conditions. 

Upon a question so involved and complex, where the most 

engineers divide and disagree, a Inayman can not be 
expected to view the problem otherwise than as a_ business 
osition which, demanding solution, must be disposed of 
strictly impartial examination of the facts. Weighed 

id tested by practical experience in other fields of com- 


ol 


mercial enterprise, it is probably not going too far to say, 
as in fact it has been said, that there is entirely too much mere 
é ering opinion upon this subject and not a well-defined 

centrated mass of data and solid convictions. It is equally 
true d should be kept in mind, that the time given by the 
Board to the consideration of the subject in all its practical 


~s, including an examination of actual conditions on the 
Isthmus, was limited to so short a period that it would be con- 


trary to all human experience that this report should represent 
llible or final verdict for or against either of the two 


propesitions., 

It is necessary to keep in mind certain facts which may be 
stated, and which I do not think have been previously 
brought to the attention of Congress. While the Board had been 
appointed by the President on June 24, 1905, the first business 
ineeting did not take place until September 1, and the final meet- 
ing of the full Board occurred on November 24 of the same year. 
This was the twenty-seventh meeting during a period of eighty- 
lays, after which there were three more meetings of the 
American members, the last having been held on January 31, 
196. Thus the actual proceedings of the full Board were con- 
densed into twenty-seven meetings during less than three 
months, a part of which time—or, to be specific, six days—was 
spent on the Isthmus. 

The minutes of the proceedings have been printed and form 

part of the final report made to the President under date of 
January 10, 1906. They do not afford as complete an insight 
into the business transactions of the Board as would be de- 


being in favor of a | 


sirable, and the evidence is wanting that the subject was as | 


thoroughly discussed in all its details, with particular refer- 
ence to the two propositions of a sea-level or a lock canal, 
as would seem necessary. Very important features necessary 
) the sea-level plan were treated in the most superficial way, 
suessed at, or wholly ignored. I do not hesitate to say that no 
use in the world called upon to provide the funds 


ng would advance a single dollar upon a project as it is 


lere presented by the majority of the Board to the American 
Congress as the final conclusion of engineers of the highest 


The Board, as I have said, divided upon the question 

majority of eight pronounced in favor of a sea-level 

‘gainst a minority of five in favor of a lock canal. Let us in- 

v this conclusion, of momentous importance to the na- 

on, was arrived at and whether the minutes of the Board 
I conclusive answer. 

as the sixth meeting, or on September 16—that is, 


| was introduced by Mr. Hunter, chief engineer of 
ester Ship Canal, requesting that a special committee 


pointed to prepare at once a project for a sea-level canal. 
T - 
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Board had been only fifteen days in existence—a | 


ty for an enterprise of this magnitude as a private under- | 


respect to the lock canal? 

Mr. DRYDEN. October 3, seventeen days afterwards. 

In marked contrast, it was not until after the Board had 
visited the Isthmus and while the members were on their way 
home—that is, at sea—on October 3, that, on motion of Mr. 
Stearns, a corresponding committee was appointed to prepare 
plans for a lock canal. This recital of dates is of very con- 
siderable importance, for it is evident that there was a de- 
cided and early preference on the part of certain members of 
the Board for a sea-level canal, and that to this particular 
project more attention was given and more determined at 
tempt was made to secure data in its defense than to the cor- 
responding project for a lock canal. 

That is to say, while the special committee for the con- 
sideration of a sea-level canal had been appointed on Sep- 
tember 16, the corresponding committee to consider the lock 
project was not appointed until October 3, or seventeen days 
later, with the additional disadvantage of the Board being on 
the ocean, with no opportunity to send for persons and papers 
during the short period of time remaining to take into due 
consideration all the facts pertaining to a lock eanal, for, 
as I have said before, the last busine 
November 24. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Jer 
yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. DRYDEN. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. I would ask the Senator whether on the 


| 


meeting was held on 


16th of September, when this motion was made by Mr. Hunter 
if I remember correctly, the Board of Engineers had completed 
their investigations and explorations on the Isthmus? I did 


not observe. 

Mr. DRYDEN. No. 

Mr. KITTREDGE. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Jersey 
yield to the Senator from South Dakota? 

Mr. DRYDEN. I yield. 

Mr. KITTREDGE. If the Senator from New Jersey will per- 
mit me, I will be glad to answer the question of the Senator 
from Ohio. The Board of Consulting Engineers sailed from 
New York on the 28th of September for the Isthmus and re 
turned about the middle or 20th of October. 

Mr. FORAKER. Sailed from the Isthmus? 

Mr. KITTREDGE. Sailed from New York for the Isthmus. 

Mr. FORAKER. Then the motion was made by Mr. Hunter 
before the Board of Engineers left the United States. 

Mr. KITTREDGE. Certainly; to appoint a committee of 
investigation. 

Mr. DRYDEN. I should like to say at this point that while 
I have gladly yielded to Senators, I think it is quite probable 
that before I get through I shall cover any questions that may 
be asked. I would prefer to complete my remarks, and then I 
shall be very glad to answer any questions that Senators may 
choose to ask. 

Mr. FORAKER. 

Mr. DRYDEN. 

Mr. FORAKER. 


I beg pardon. 
I was glad to yield to the Sen: 
The speech is a very interesting one. 





Mr. DRYDEN. There is nothing in the minutes of the Board 
which discloses that either proposition received the necessary 
deliberate consideration of the extremely complex and im- 


portant details entering into the two respe 
it is evident that regarding the sea-level proposit 


i 
1 


there was a decided bias practically from the 








matured in the majority report favoring that pr tion. 
What was in the minds of the members, what was done out 
side of the Board meetings, by what 1 ns or methods « 
clusions were reached, has not been made a matter of record, 
and is not therefore, within the knowledge of Congres 

It is true that the respective reports of the two « ittees 


were prought before the Board as a whole on November 14 and 
that the subject was discussed at some length on November 18, 


at which each member of the Board expressed his views for or 
against either of the two projects. But there re ned but 
| ten days before the last business meeting of the Board was held, 
when the foreign members sailed for home. The final reports, 
ias they are now before Congress, apparently never received 
the proper and extended consideration of the Board as a whole, 


and the minority report favoring a lock canal seems never to 
have been discussed upon its merits at all. When I reeall 
very different procedure of the technical commission appointed 
by the New Panama Canal Company, which 
sideration of the subject from February 3, 1896, to September 8, 
1898, during which time ninety-seven stated meetings and a large 


extended its con- 


8466 


number of informal meetings were held, I say I can but think 
ma practical business point of view, casting no reflection 
n either the ability or the fairness of judgment of the mem- 


that fre 


up 


bers of the International Board, the mere element of time should | 
h decidedly in favor of the verdict of the technical com- | 


wei 
miss 
i 


ion of 1898, which was unanimous for a lock canal. 


neer of the Manchester Ship Canal, was a member, and he, 


at that time and without a word of dissent, joined the cther | 
members in giving the unanimous and emphatic expression of | 


the committee in favor of a lock canal. 
. TELLER. Mr. President— 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
ield to the Senator from Colorado? 
Mr. DRYDEN. Certainly. 
Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator kindly repeat the date of 
hat? 
Mr. 
Mr. 


ember. 


Aly 


DRYDEN. Of the technical commission of 1896—1S898. 


The technical commission was of the new French 


pany. 
Mr. TELLER. 
‘rench company? 

Mr. DRYDEN. Yes, sir; 


AS 


You refer to the commission of the new 


Compa 


Why he should now change his views and convictions and | 


why he should now be so 


emphatic and pronounced in favor of 
is not set 


a sea-level project 
pri or been communicated to the Senate Committee on 
Interoceanic Canals. This hurried action, this scanty consid- 
eration, as I have stated, is the foundation upon which the ad- 
vocates of the sea-level plan rest their appeal for support. This 
the report and the evidence upon which Congress re- 


nted 


is is 
qu 


indorsement to a plan which will involve the country in at 


lenst of $100,000,000 of additional expenditure and which will | 
the opening of the canal for practical purposes of navi- | 


aqeiay 
ibly for ten years or more after the lock canal can 
finished and opened for use. 

fhe Isthmian Commission restates certain points in a clear 
and precise way, which leaves no escape from the conclusion 
that both as to time and cost the majority members of the Board 
materially underestimated important factors, and that they 
have every reason to believe that the total estimate of cost of a 
leyel canal should be raised to $272,000,000, and that the 
imate of time for construction should be increased to at least 
and a half years. But under certain readily conceivable 
it is practically certain that the construction of a 
sea-level canal will consume not less than twenty years. 

The Isthmian Commission reexamined carefully the question 
of relative efficiency of the proposed sea-level canal compared 
a lock canal, and they pronounce emphatically and wne- 
tivocally in favor of the lock project. 
assumed danger from accidents to locks by passing vessels or 
ise, as greatly exaggerated, and hold that while no doubt 


gation 


} 
he 


DOSS 


sen 
est 
hiteen 


conditions 


-i¢t} 
ttil 


Ot herw ist 


accidents may occur, and possibly will oceur, such dangers ¢€an | 


and will be sufficiently guarded against by an effective method 
of supervision and control. They hold that a loek canal prop- 
rly constructed and managed is in no sense a menace to the 
of vessels, and that such practical experience, and par- 
ticularly the half century of successful operation of the Soo 
Canal, has demonstrated the contrary beyond’ dispute. They 
point out that the canal with locks at a level of 85 feet will be 
a waterway three times the size, in navigable area, of the pro- 
1 sea-level canal, and that omitting the locks from consid- 

n will therefore afford three times the shipping facilities. 

ey 


safet 


eurves, while in the lock eanal the courses are 
light and changes of direction will be made at intersecting 
nts, the same as in our river navigation, in which serious 
lents are practically unknown. They show that 
in a leck canal can be marked with ranges which 
rreatly facilitate navigation, particularly at night. 
mission points out that the argument of the majority of the 
hat locks will limit the traffic capacity of the canal, 


serious 


ery little, if any, weight, and they refer to the experi- | 


of the Soo Canal, through which there passes annually a 
r traffic than through all the other ship canals of the world 
ymbined. 
inally, the Isthmian Commission discusses the cost of opera- 
tion and maintenance. The majority of the Boord submit no 
details upon this most important item in canal eenstruction and 
subsequent operation. What banking house in the world would 
advance a single dollar upon a canal or railway project upon 
a mere statement of the probable ultimate cost, but with no 


Does the Senator from New Jersey | 
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corresponding information as to cost of maintenance and opera- 
tion? Having been appointed to reexamine into all the facts, 
and, so to speak, reconsider the entire project, the majority s 

ously erred in omitting from their report the necessary data anq 


ealeulations for an accurate and trustworthy estimate of 


tue 


| cost of operation and maintenance of a sea-level canal. 
the technical commission of 1896-1898, Mr. Hunter, chief 


From this point of view and in the light of the facts as pre 
sented by the Board for or against either project, the Isthmian 
Commission could not consistently act otherwise than give thei 
final approval to the more specific and practical recomn, 
tions of the minority members of the Board, and they proper| 
say that “it appears that the canal proposed by the minoriiy 5; 
the Board of Consulting Engineers can be built in half ty, 
| time and for a little more than half of the cost of the cana) 





| will 


Hunter, the chief engineer of the Manchester Canal, was a | 


proposed by the majority of the Board.” They advance a num. 
ber of specific reasons why a lock canal when completed 
for all practical purposes—commercial, military, «aud 
| naval—be a better canal than a sea-level waterway with a tidal! 
lock, as proposed by the majority members of the Board. 

The report of the Board was carefully and critically ex- 





the commission of the new French | 


forth in anything that has been | 


sted to pronounce in favor of a sea-level project and give its | 


They consider that the | 


show that in the sea-level canal there will be many | 


the | 


The | 


amined by Chief Engineer Stevens, of the Isthmian Commis. 
sion and in actual charge of engineering matters on the Isthmus. 
| Mr. Stevens is a man of very large practical American engi- 
neering experience, and he adds to the findings of the Commis. 
le 


\ 
\ 


sion the weight of his authority, decidedly and unequivocal 
in favor of a lock canal. He states as the sum of his coneclu- 
sions that, all things considered, the lock or high-level canaj is 
preferable to the sea-level type, so called, for the reason that it 
| will provide a safer and quicker passage for ships; that it 
will provide beyond question the best solution of the vital 
problem of how safely to care for the flood waters of the 
| Chagres and other streams; that provision is offered in the 
lock project for enlarging its capacity to almost any extent at 
very much less expense of time and money than can be 
| vided for by any sea-level plan; 


pro- 
that its cost of operation, 
maintenance, and fixed charges, including interest, will be very 
much less than any sea-level canal, and that the time and cost 
of its construction will not be more than one-half that of a 
| canal of the sea-level type; that the lock project wil! permit 
of navigation by night, and that finally, even at the same cost 
in time and money, Mr. Stevens would favor the adoption of 
the high-level lock canal plan in preference to that of the pro- 
posed sea-level canal. 

To these observations and comments the Secretary of War, 
under whose supervision this great work is going on, 1 
opinion decidedly and unequivocally in favor of a lock canal. 
In his letter to the President Mr. Taft goes into all the im- 
portant details of the subject and reveals a masterly grasp 
of the situation as it confronts the American people at the 
present time. He calls attention to the fact that lock navi- 
gation is not an experiment; that all the locks in the pro- 

| posed canal are duplicated, thereby minimizing such dangers 
as are inherent in any canal project, and he adds that experi- 
ence shows that with proper plans and regulations the dan 
gers are much more imaginary than real. He goes into the 
facts of the proposed great dam to be constructed at Gatun and 
points out that such construction is not experimental, but sus- 
tained by large American experience, which is larger, perhaps, 
than that of any other country in the world. He gives his in- 
dorsement to the views of the Isthmian Commission and its 
chief engineer that the estimated cost of time and money for 
completing a sea-level canal is not correctly stated by the 
majority members of the Board, and that the cost, in al! proba- 
bility, will be at least $25,000,000 more, while, in his opinion, 
eighteen to twenty years will be necessary to complete ¢! 
level project. He also holds that the military advantas 
be decidedly in favor of a lock canal. 
This is practically the present status of facts and | 
| regarding the canal problem as it is now before Congr 88, 
-except that since January the Senate Committee on /nter 
oceanic Canals has collected a large mass of addition: 1 and 
yaluable testimony. Restating the facts in a somewhat cilrer 
ent way, Congress is asked to give its final approval » the 
| sea-level proposition, chiefly favored by foreign engineers, we 
to give its disapproval to the project of a lock eanal, fayore 
by American engineers. Congress is asked to rely in main 
upon the experience gained in the management of | e aa 
| Canal, where the conditions are essentially and fundamentally 
different from what they are or ever will be on the isthmus 0° 
| Panama, and to disregard the more than fifty years ©)" aie 
in the successful management of the lock canals connects 1 
Great Lakes. Congress is asked to pronounce : Be 
lock canal because in the management of the ship pe Bi 
Manchester several accidents have occurred, due to “alt 
| ness or ignorance in navigation, and we are asked to disresé 


lds his 


sea- 


s will 


ninions 














1906. 


t] ieeessful record of the Soo Canal, in the management of 
a only three accidents, of no very serious importance, have 


| during more than fifty years. 

{ » other country in the world has there been more ex- 
e with lock canals than in this. For nearly a hundred 
he Brie Canal has been one of our most suecessful of 
waterways, connecting the ocean with the Great Lakes. 
Tho Erie Canal is 387 miles in length, has 72 locks, and is now 
hei - enlarged to aecommodate barges of a thousand tons, at 
f $101,000,000. We have the Ohio Canal, with 150 
the Miami and Erie Canal, with 93 lecks; the Pennsyl- 
anal, with 71 locks; the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal, 
with 73 locks; and numerous other inland waterways of lesser 
It is a question of degree and not of kind, for 
bhlem is the same in all essentials and confronts Con- 
s mueh in the propesed deep waterway connecting tide 
toy th the Great Lakes, in whici locks are proposed with 
oe lift 1) feet, or more, or very considerably in excess of the 

ee 1 lift of the locks on the isthmian canal. 
The proposed ship canal from Lake Erie to the Ohio River 
for 34 lecks. The suggested canal from Lake Michi- 
Illinois and Mississippi rivers provides for 37 locks, 
and. finally, the projected ship canal from the St. Lawrence 
1 Lake Huron contemplates 22 locks. So that lock 
eanals of exceptional magnitude are not only in existence, but 
of this type are contemplated in the United States 


+N ee, 


van ) e 


and Canada 
it and opinions of foreign engineers and to disregard 
ent and opinions of American engineers. We are 
seriou asked to completely disregard American opinion, as 
ed by the 
re- 
the time being for the proper execution of the 
iced by Chief Engineer Stevens, who stands fore- 
! Americans in his profession, and as finally voiced 
by he engineers now on the Isthmus who have a practical 
know! of the actual conditions, and who are as thoroughly 
f s any class of men with the problems which confront 
U th the eonditions which will have to be met. I for 
one, leaving for the present out of consideration details which 
are subject to modification and change, believe that it will be a 
fatal error for the nation to commit itself to the practically 
nd visionary sea-level project and to delay for many 
pening of this mueh needed waterway connecting the 
Atlantic with the Paeifie. I for one am opposed to a waste 


DI whole; as voiced by the Secretary of War, 


for 


nopeiess 


rs the « 


the project of a lock canal offers every practical ad- 
ffers a canal within a reasonable period of time and 
cost, offers a waterway of enormous advantage to 
ipping, of the greatest possible value to the nation 





at a rea hl< 


American sl} g, 

to execution at the earliest possible moment what 
led the “dream of navigators,” and which has thus 
‘ engineering skill of European nations. 

Bi dition to the evidence presented for or against a 


the Boar ’ Consulting Engineers, there is now available a 


r words, Congress is asked to regard with preference | 


| the majority favoring the sea-level canal. Thus engineering 
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opinion is as apt as any other human opinion to undergo a 
change, and the convictions of one year in favor of 2 proposition 
may change into opposite convictions, favoring an opposite propo- 
sition only a few years later. Mr. William Barclay Parsons, 
also a member of the Board of Consulting Engineers, who had 
signed the report in favor of the sea-level project, gave f 
evidence before the committee, restating his views and . 
tions in favor of the sea-level type. Mr. William Noble, an en 


gineer of large experience, for some years in char the 
Soo Canal and who, as a member of the Board of Cons 
Engineers, had signed the report in favor of a lock project, r 
states his views and convictions in favor of the |! level 
project. Mr. Noble had also been a member of the Ist] im 
Commission of 1902, reporting at that time in favor of a lock 
| canal. 

Mr. Frederick P. Stearns, the foremost American anthority 
on earth-dam construction, gave evidence regarding the safety 
of the proposed dams at Gatun and other points. H vs 
| and conclusions are based upon large practical experience and a 
profound theoretical knowledge of the subject. Mr. Stearns had 


Isthmian Commission, responsible for the enter- | 


also been a member of the Consulting Board of Engineers and 
as sueh had signed the report of the minority in favor of the 


lock project. He reaffirmed his views favoring a lock em 
with a dam at Gatun. Mr. John F. Wallace, former chief en 
gineer, gave testimony in favor of the sea-level type and strongh 
opposed the lock project. Col. Oswald H. Ernst, United St 


Army,than whom prebably few are more thoroughly familiar 
conditions on the Isthmus and the entire project of canal « 
struction, declared himself to be strongly in favor of the | 
eanal project. 

Gen. Peter C. Hains, United States Army, equa we 
qualified to express an opinion on the subject in all its important 
points, pronounced himself strongly and unequivocally in fayor 
of a lock canal. 

Gen. Henry LL. Abbot, United Army, 
highest authorities on river hydraulics, thorougly familiar w 


States one of the 


th 


| Mississippi River flood problems, a former member of the In 


- ens | 
millions and to additional burdens of needless taxa- 


in the event of war and the opportunity for the American people | 


lock canal project by the two conflicting reports of | 


ible mass of testimony of American engineers who | 


Ss witnesses before the Senate Committee on In- 

als. The testimony has been printed as a sepa- 

t and makes a volume of nearly a thousand pages. 

s evidence is conflicting, much of it is mere engineer- 

opin much of it comes perilously near to being engineer- 
but a large part of it is of practical value and 

be relied upon to guide the Congress in an effort 


adapted te our needs and requirements. 


cluding the testimony of administrative officers 
‘elating to Panama Canal affairs generally, is not 
this late stage of the session. Among others, the 
lined Mr. John F. Stevens, chief engineer, upon 

an th tial points in controversy and regarding which, 
= { additional experience and a very considerable 
ee ew and more exact information, Mr. Stevens reaf- 


‘ victions in the practicability and superior advan- 
BES | eanal, 
‘ n to the views and conclusions of Mr. Stevens, 


H. Burr pronounced himself emphatically in 
-level project. As a member of the former Isth- 
UUSSion, reporting upon the type of canal, Mr. Burr 
td ‘he report in favor of the lock project, but as a 
ae Board of Consulting Engineers he had sided with 


t a final and correct conclusion respecting the type | 
{ | subject of the mechanics and practice of 
xamination and review of this testimony, as pre- | 
Senate committee from day to day for nearly | 


ternational Technical Commission, of the New Panama 
Company, and for a time its consulting engineer, a member of dif 
ferent isthmian commissions, and also a member of the consult 
ing board, reemphasized his conviction, sustained by much val- 
uable evidenee, in favor of the lock canal General 


Canal 


project. 


Abbot, as a member of the consulting board, had signed the re 
port of the minority in favor of a lock canal. Gen. George W. 
Davis, United States Army, for a time the governor of the 


Canal Zone and president of the International Board of Cor 
sulting Engineers, restated his views and conviction as opposed 
to the lock canal type and in favor of the sea-level project. T! 
last witness, Mr. B. M. Harrod, an engineer of large experience, 
for many years connected with levee construction 
flood problems of the Mississippi River, submitted a 
in which he restated his views in favor of a lock eanal. 
So that, summing up the evidence of twelve engineers exam- 
ined before the committee (including Mr. Lindon W. 
there were eight American engineers strongly and unequi' 


s oO 


statement 


or i 

in favor of a lock canal, while four expressed their s to 
the contrary. Subjecting the mass of testimeny to a critical ex- 
amination, I can not draw any other conelusion or arrive at any 


other conviction than that the lock project, in the lig 
facts and large erperience, has decidedly the advantage over the 
sea-level proposition. And this view is strengthened ly 
that the opinion of the engineers most competent judge 
is, men like Mr. Noble, who has thoroughly studied lock can: 
construction, management, and navigation, who as a member of 
the United States Deep Waterway Comn i 
probably as thoroughly as any living authority 
lock 
phatically opposed to the sea-level proposition. 


ht of the 


wv +t} a fa »+ 


4 


ission reexal 
the 


eanals, 


1toO 


When we find that a man like Mr. Stearns, of national and 
international reputation as a waterworks engineer, and who 


for many years has been in charge of the extensive construc- 
tion work of the Massachusetts Metropolitan water and sewer- 
age board, and who probably has ] practical and theo- 
retical knowledge of earth-dam construction as u- 


as iarge a 


anv living a 
thority, declares himself to be strongly in favor of the lock 
project and believes in the entire safety of the dams required 
in connection therewith, I hold that such a judgment may | 


relied upon and that it should govern in national affairs as 
would govern in private affairs if the canal const ion w 
business enterprise and involved the risk of privat 


When we find a man like Mr. Harrod, who for many years |! 
been in charge of levee construction in Lou 
familiar with the theory and practice of river 1 
express himself in favor of the lock project and 


sji2ana, 
1 fleod conti : 
n to 


in oppos 
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the sea-level canal, I hold that we may with entire cenfidence 
accept his judgment as a governing principle in arriving at a 
final decision respecting the type of the canal to be finally fixed 


by the Congress. 


And going back to the minority report of the Board of Con- | 
there we find that Mr. Joseph Ripley, the | 


sulting Engineers, 
general superintendent at present in charge of the Soo Canal, 
and Mr. Isham Randolph, chief engineer of the sanitary district 
of Chicago, and thoroughly familiar ith canal construction 
and high standing, themselyes in favor of 
canal 
if all the foreign engineers, of whatever standing or reputation, 
favor the sea-level type. I for one would rely upon American 
engineers, American conviction, and American experience, and 
accept the lock-canal proposition. 

In this 


pronounce 


bias or prejudice the respective advantages and disadvantages, 
and the more thorough the method of reasoning and 4ogic 
applied to the canal problem, the more emphatic and incontro- 
vertible the conelusion that the Congress should decide in favor 


Isthmus within a measurable distance of time and with a rea- 
sonable expenditure of money, as opposed to a visionary theory 


of au ideal canal which may ultimately be constructed, possibly | 
for the exclusive benefit of future generations, but at an enor- | 
I do not think | 


mous waste of money, time, and opportunity. 
we want to repeat at this late stage of the canal problem the 


fatal error of De Lesseps, who, when he had the opportunity | 


in 1879 to make a choice of a practical waterway, was influ- 
enced bv 


actual conditions, decided beforehand in favor of a sea-level 
canal. It was largely his bias and prejudice which proved 
fatal to the enterprise and to himself. 

I may recall that the so-called “international congress of 
1879” was a mere subterfuge; that the opinions of eminent 
engineers, 


level project and in favor of a lock canal, but De Lesseps had 


imade his plans, he had arrived at his decision, and in his own | 
words, at a meeting of the American Society of Civil Engineers, | 


held in January, 1880, said “I would have put my hat on and 
walked out if axy other plan than a sea-level canal project had 
been adopted.” 

The situation to-day is very similar to the critical state of 
the canal question in 1902. 
of route is to-day a question of choice of plan. 

What was then a geographical conflict is to-day a conflict of 
icering opinions. It has been made clear by the reference 
to the report of the Board of Consulting Engineers and the 
testizzony of the engineers before the Senate committee that 
the 
there is little, if any, hope of an ultimate reconciliation. It is 
‘ ice of one plan or another—of a sea-level or a lock canal. 

pect to either plan a mass of testimony and data exists, 
1 has been brought forward to sustain one view or another. 
<t to either plan there are advantages and disadvan- 
The majority of the Senate Committee on Interoceanic 


eng 


s have reported favorably a bill providing for the con- | 


ction of a canal at sea level. From this majority opinion 


iinority of the committee emphatically and unequivocally 

elves in favor of the | 
$5-foot 
y report calls attention to the changed conditions | @!¢?! 
and requirements which now demand a canal of much larger | 


ut, and in their report express them 
lock canal. 


The minority 


Even as late as 1901 the 
\~ 


than originally proposed. 
depth of the canal prism was only to be 
feet in the project of only five years later. The bottom width 
has been increased from 150 to 200 feet and over. The length 

locks, in the lock project, has been changed from 740 to 


dimensions 


of the 
1000 feet, and the width from 84 to 90 feet. 

kept in mind, for they bear upon the questions of time and 
and a sea-level or lock canal, as proposed to-day, is in all 
cts a very much larger affair, demanding very superior 
ties for traflic, to any previous canal project ever sug- 
This change in plans was made necessary 
canal of such dimen- 


facili 
gested or proposed. 
by the Spooner Act, which provides for a 
that the largest ship now building, or likely to be built 
within a reasonable period of time, can be accommodated. 

Now, the estimated saving in money alone by adopting the 
lock plan—that is, on the original investment, to say nothing of 
accumulating interest charges—would be at least $100,000,000. 
Granting all that is said in favor of a sea-level canal, it is not 


> 


Sions 


apparent by any evidence produced that such a canal would 





matter, as in all other practical problems, we may | 
safely take the business point of view and calculate without | 


! : | would come to an end—even the canal enterprise itself 
of a plan which will give us a navigable waterway across the | 
| effort ever made by this or any other nation. 


I | very great danger to the lock gates and to the ships as 
his great success at Suez, and upon the most frag- | 
mentary evidence, and in the absence of definite knowledge of | 


| the 
: | conditions, in the first place, were decidedly different, and, a 
including all the Americans, were opposed to a sea- | 


| neering science. 


opinion of eminent experts is so widely at variance that | 


feet, against 40 to 45 | 





These facts must | 2 Nn esta 
| Stearns, a man of large experience, and of Engine Pe 
| familiar with river hydraulics and levee construction, 


| experience, who would not undertake to build the pr 


prove a material advantage over a lock canal. All its assumed 
advantages are entirely offset by the vastly greater cosj amd 
longer period of time necessary for construction, and I am cons 
dent that they would not be considered for a moment if the canal 
were built as a commercial enterprise. I do not think that thee 
should hold good where the canal is the work of the natioy. be. 
“ause a2 vast sum of money, useful and necessary for other pur- 
poses, will be eventually sunk if the sea-level project is aq pted, 


| and entirely upon the theory that if certain conditions showg 
and management, both American engineers of much experience | 
a lock | 
When confronted by these facts, it matters little to me | 


arise that then it would be better to have a sea-level than a loek 
sanal. We have never before proceeded in national undertak- 
ings upon such an assumption; we have never before, as far 48 
I know, deliberately disregarded every principle of economy iq 
money and time; we have never before in national projeds 
attempted to conform to ideal conceptions, but we have always 
adhered to practical, hard, common-sense notions of what 
best under the circumstances. 

The majority of the committee attacks the proposition that the 
proposed lock canal shall have “locks with dimensions far eg 
ceeding any that have ever been made.” If this principle wer 
adopted in every other line of human effort all advancemeat 
for, 4s 
it stands to-day, it far exceeds in magnitude any corres) nding 
They say that the 
proposed flight of three locks at Gatun would be objectionalie 
and unsafe, but we have the evidence of American engineers g# 
the highest standing, whose reputations are at stake, who are 
absolutly confident that these locks can be constructed and oper- 
ated with entire safety. The committee say that “the entry 
through and exit from these contiguous locks is attended with 
well;” 
but if mere inherent danger of possible accidents were an o 
jection there would be no great steamships, no great battle 
ships, no great bridges and tunnels, no great undertakings af 


| any kind. 


The committee point out that accidents have occurred ia 
“Soo” Canal and in the Manchester Ship Canal; but the 


the second place, they proved of no serious consequence as 4 
hindrance to traffic or material injury to the canal. The “ Soe” 
Canal has been in operation as a lock canal for some fifty years, 
it has been enlarged from time to time, and to-day accom 
modates a larger traffic than passes through all the s! nals 
of the world combined. It is a sufficient answer to the objee 


D Cf 


; tions to say that this experience should have a determining 
] i Of | influence in arriving at a final conclusion, for the inheren 
What was then a question of choice | 


t prob 
lems of lock-canal construction are as well understood 
American engineers as any other problems or questions in engi- 
The proposed deep waterway with a 30-fost 
channel from Chicago to tide water, which has been surveyed 
by direction of Congress, proposes an expenditure of $°03,000- 
000, and several locks with a lift of 40 feet or more. Tk 
enlargement of the Erie Canal by the State of New York a 
an expenditure of $101,000,000 involves engineering problems 


| including lock construction, not essentially different from those 
| inherent in the lock-canal project at Panama; and if 


these 
problems can be solved by our engineers at home, it stands @ 
reason that we may rely upon their judgment that they can 
solved at Panama. 

The majority of the Senate committee objects to the proposed 
dam at Gatun, and says that— 


Earth dams founded on the drift and silt of ages, 
water habitually percolates, to be increased by the 
lock when made, has been referred to by many of r ted 
advisers as another element of danger. The vast masses of 
earth piled on this alluvial base to the height of 135 feet will certaimy 
settle, and as the drift material of this base or foundation has varyus 
depth, to 250 feet or more, the settlement of the new mass, as well & 
its base, will be unequal, and it is predicted that cracks and fissures @ 
the dam will be formed, which will be reached and used by the Waste 
under the pressure above mentioned, and will cause the d = 
of the dam and the draining off of the great lake upon which Ue 
integrity of the entire canal rests. 


But all of this is mere conjecture. 


through whkh 
pressure of fe 


The evidence of Engineer 
r Harre’, 


and 


. * saa » r ro js A 
many others, is emphatically to the contrary. There is B 


“| b bts es sontractor of 
an American engineer of ability, nor an American contra : tre 
yposed Ua 


at Gatun and guarantee its safety and permanency without - 
hesitation whatever. The alternative proposal of 4 dam a 
Gamboa would be as objectionable upon much the same eo 
and the dam there, which is indispensable to the sea-le' el pro} . 
has also been considered unsafe by some of the age pore 
all questions of this kind the aggregate experience © — ind 
ought to have greater weight than the abstract the —_ aes e 
viduals, and I am confident that our engineers, wey /" 











1906. 


ssfully solved problems of the greatest magnitude in the 
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‘ with the all-suggestive fact that the alternative project of a 
wation projects of the far West, and in the control and reg- | sea-level canal would provide no navigation whatever across the 
n of the floods of the Mississippi River, will solve with | Isthmus for probably ten years more. If it is an advantage to 
‘ success similar problems at Panama. gain an hour or two in transit ten years hence by having no 
committee further says that the sea-level project contem- | trans-Isthmian shipping facilities for the ten years in the mean- 
the removal of some 110,000,000 cubic yards of material, | time, then it might as well be argued that it would be better to 
the lock canal would require the removal of only about | project a sea-level canal 300 feet wide at every point, so that 
1t amount, and that, in other words, there is a difference | the commerce of the year 2000 may be properly provided for. 
ef some 57,000,000 cubie yards, which, “to omit to take | But to the practical navigator of the year 1916, who leayes the 
i * * jis to confess our impotence, which is not char- | port of New York for San Francisco by way of Cape Horn, a 
, of the American people or their engineers or con-} possible loss of two or three hours or more would be many 
{ ” By this method of reasoning a nation which can | times preferable, if the Isthmus were open for traffic, to a cer- 
1 a battle ship of 16,000 tons displacement is impotent if it] tain loss of from forty to fifty days to make the voyage all 
J not build one of twice that tonnage, and if this reason ap- |} around South America. 
1 to quantity of material, why not say that a nation which Upon the question of cost of maintenance the majority com- 
‘ dig a canal 150 feet wide through a mountain some 7 | mittee in their report point out that the Board of Consulting 
in length admits its impotence if it can not dig one 300 | Engineers did not submit the details of any estimate of « of 
fe ide, or 600 feet, if it should please to do so? But why | maintenance, repairs, ete., but they say that this factor was 
should it be less difficult or a declaration of impotency on the | properly taken into account by the minority, favoring a loch 
nart of our engineers to build a safe lock canal, including a sat- | canal. Now, there is probably no more important question con 
isfactory and safe controlling dam at Gatun? As I conceive the nected with the whole canal problem than this, for if the annual 
problem, it is one of reasonable compromise, and while I do not | expense of maintenance, to be provided for by Congres l 
que n. the ability of American engineers and contractors to | appropriations, should attain to such an exorbitant figure as to 
build a sea-level canal, I am convinced by the facts in evidence | make any fair return upon the investment impossible, it is con 
ey can not do it within the time and for the money as- | ceivable that the most serious political and financial cons« 
§ i by the advocates of the sea-level project. quences might arise and the success of the enterprise itself 
question of time is of supreme importance. Ten years | might be placed in jeopardy. Upon a maximum cost, round 
n ition’s life is often a long space in national history. Many | figures, of $200,000,000 for a lock canal, and of $300,000 )as 
{ ic map of the world has been changed in less than a| minimum for a sea-level canal, the additional annual . 
d l No man in 1890 anticipated the war with Spain in 1898, | charge would be at least $2,000,000 more. 
ino man in 1906 can say what may not happen before the Sut Mr. Stearns estimates that under certain conditi 
n decade has passed. The progress during peace is far | sea-level canal might cost as much as $410,000,000, which would 
in its permanent effect than the changes brought about | add millions of dollars more per annum to the fixed charge 
The world’s commerce, the social, commercial, and | which must be included in the cost of maintenance, to say 
development of the South American republics and of } nothing of a possibly much higher cost of operation. I also can 
itions, all depend, more or less, upon the completion | not agree to the statement that the cost of operation of a 
( sthmian waterway. It is the duty of this nation, since | level canal would be $800,000 per annum less than in the case 
assumed this task, to construct a waterway across the | of a lock canal; but, on the contrary, I am fully satisfied that 
[st] s within the shortest reasonable period of time. Valu- | the expense would be very much greater in the sea-level pri t 
have passed, valuable opportunities have gone by. if proper allowance is made for interest charges upon the addi- 
t De Lesseps, with supreme confidence and upon the | tional outlay, which can not be rightfully ignored. Upon this 
judg of his engineers, anticipated the opening of the | important point the evidence of the engineers and of the 
] Canal in 1888. That was nearly twenty years ago. | nority members of the Board is strongly in favor of the ] 
s be twenty years more before that greatest event in | canal project. 
ld’s commercial history takes place? Had De Lesseps,| As regards ultimate cost, the estimates of the ijorit e 
i879, gone before the International Congress with a proposi- | very much more indefinite and conjectural than the 
f feasible canal at reasonable cost, free from prejudice | fully prepared estimates of the mi: ty of the Bo ( 
had he then adopted the American suggestion for a | sulting Engineers. Upon this point the majority of t S te 
he would have lived to see its completion, and the | committee say: 
for fifteen years would have had the use of a practical There are two estimates now 1 re the hoth orie h 
y across the Isthmus. the Board of Consulting Engineers. T! s of t 
\ fety in operation, which the committee discuss in | at certain unit prices was ad d ur by the B 
+} Stomae. tel . a whan? meat » Samad $e are told that the cost, with ti 0 per ta vance for cont 
there is one very important point to be kept in| (in) pe for the sea-leve - — € $247.091.900. \ 
that is that nine-tenths, or possibly a larger pro- | mittee has adopted the fig ited { ty ' f 
hipping will be of vessels of relatively small size. | report of a total of $- 0 for tl l 
uuld be the case, then the sea-level project contem- sea-level canal. 
il chiefly designed to meet the possible needs and The estimate of the 1 2 lock « 1 at leve 
; of a very small number of vessels of largest size, | 85 feet is, in round figures, $140,000,0 or ut 10 ) 
l canal prevides primarily for the accommoda- | less than for a sea-level cai which id re L 
lass of steamships which of necessity would make | ence of $2,200,000 per annu it arges 
( practical use of the isthmian waterway. Now, it | possible rate of 2 per cent. The of the 
l on that special precautions would be employed | mittee attempt to meet this d g 
e passage of a very large vessel, either merchantman | mated higher maintenance cl Yr the x 
war, and even if necessity should demand the rapid | per annum, and they thus increase l cos f | 
fleet of vessels, say twenty or thrity, it is not con- | by $40,000,000; but this, I hold, vi 5 | 
that a condition would arise which could not be} error, unless a correspondi illow: id 
afeguarded against by those in actual charge and | mate cost of the sea-level pr . Tl wa ve 
for the safety in the management of the canal. Con-} disagreement upon the point that as | canal in ¢ 
immense tonnage passing through the “ Soo” Canal, | would cost a very much is m 1 original 
ld not pass through the Panama Canal for a century | tainly not less than $120, { nd in all p ° 
the very few and relatively unimportant accidents | in the opinion of qualified engineers ling Mr. St 
occurred during the fifty years of operation of that | chief engineer, possibly twice that sum. 
" are in every respect the most suggestive indorsement | Reference is made in the report to the probable valu 
0 -canal project which could be advanced. |} land which will be inundated under the lock-canal p 
; of transit, in the opinion of the majority committee with a dam at Gatun, and the value of which has been app 
of the ite, would be somewhat longer in the case of a lock | mately placed at $300,000. The majority of the Sen l- 
l. This may be so, though much depends upon the class of mittee estimate that this amount might reach $10,000, r 
SHIpS ng through and their number. To the practical navi- | as much as was paid for the entire Canal Zone. ‘The est 
‘ loss of a few hours would be a negligible quantity is based upon the price of certain lands required by the G 
Ss ith the higher tolls that would have to be charged | ernment near the city of Panama, but one might 4s well esti- 
If a mal $100,000,000 is expended in construction and niate the worth of land in the Adirondacks by the prices | 
os nal interest burden of at least $2,000,000 per annum | for real estate in lower New York. The item, no 
— provided for. I understand that the actual value of | quires to be properly taken into account, but two ind: ut 
oa t two in the case of commercial ships of average size | estimates fix the probable sum at $300,000 for lands which are 
would matter of comparatively no importance in contrast otherwise practically valueless and which would only acquir 
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value the moment the United States should need them. In my 
opinion, the value of these lands will not form a serious item 
in the total cost of the canal, and I have every reason to believe 
that independent estimates of the minority engineers of the 
Consulting Board, and of Mr. Stevens, may be relied upon as 
conservative. 

The majority of the Senate committee further say that— 

It is not necessary to dwell upon the fact that all naval commanders 
and commercial masters of the great national and private vessels of 
the world are almost to a man opposed unalterably to the introduc- 
ne n of y' lock to lift vessels over the low summit that nature has 
eit ior us oO reinoye. 

i am not aware that any material evidence of this character 
has before the Senate Committee on Isthmian Affairs, 
stigating conditions at Panama. I do know this, how- 
ever, that until very recently it has been the American project 
to construct a lock canal. All the former advocates of an 
American canal by way of Panama or Nicaragua, or by any 
other route, contemplated a lock canal of a much more complex 
character than the present Panama project. All the advocates 
of a canal across the Isthmus, including many distinguished 
engineers in the Army and Navy, have been in favor of a lock 
eanal, and almost without exeeption have reported upon the 
1 sibility of a lock 
to commerce, navigation, and in military and naval operations 
t 


me 


iliy' 


ase of war. The Nicaragua Canal, as recommended to Con- 
rress and as favored by the first Walker Commission, pro- 
vided for ‘a lock project far more complex than the proposition 
now under consideration. 


the construction of a lock canal as early as 1857; Naval Com- 


missioner Lull, who made a careful survey of the Isthmus in | 
a summit level of 124 | 
Admiral Ammen, who, by authority | 


1874, recommended a lock 
feet and with 24 locks. 


of the Secretary of War, attended the Isthmian Congress of 


canal with 


1Sa), 


plan of De Lesseps. Admiral Selfridge and many other naval 


ollicers who have been connected, with isthmian surveying and | 


exploration have never, to my knowledge, by as much as a 
‘d, expressed their apprehensions regarding the feasibility 
* practicability of a lock canal. 


properly been considered as “an American conception of 
oper treatment of the Panama canal problem.” Mr. C. 
ird, an American engineer of great ability, as early as 
, Suggested a plan almost identical with the one now recom- 
led by the minority of 
at Gatun, instead of Bohio or Gamboa, and, in the words of 
t of the American Society of Civil Engineers, 
first thought of an American engineer on 
looking at M. De Lesseps raised map is to convert the valiey of 
the lower into an artificial lake some 20 miles long 
by a dam s the valley at or near a point where the pro- 
posed canal strikes it 
vocated by C. D. Ward in 1879. The site referred to was 
Gatun, and this was written in 1880 when the sea-level project 
had full sway. 
So that it is going entirely too far to say that all naval 
mma and commercial masters are in favor of the sea- 
project. Admiral Walker himself, as president of the 
Isthmian Commission, and as president of the Nicara- 
lock canal. Eminent Army engineers, 
Ernst, and others, favor the lock project. 


er presiden 


Welsh, “ The 


’ 
(pagres 


iers 


> ¢ 
I ara, Tv 


\bbot, Hains, 


juires no very 


red it 


its distance, will have a width of 500 feet or 
with one which, for the larger part, or for 


cent of 
compared 
‘al to the sense of security of the shipper while taking 
vessel through the canal. 
tut it is a question of general principles, and not of personal 
ice. Our concern is with a matter of fact, and not a 
No shipper on the Great Lakes considers it a serious 
idrance to navigation to pass through the lock of the “ Soo” 
no shipper running 1,000-ton barges through the future 
Eerie Canal will have the least apprehension of danger or de- 
struction; no captain navigating a vessel or boat through the 
proposed deep waterway from the ocean to the Lakes will hesi- 
tate to pass through locks with a proposed lift of over 40 feet. 
These apprehensions are imaginary and not real. They are not 
derived from experience or from a summary statement of ship- 
masters and naval officers, but from the individual expressions 


am confident that if the matter is left to the practical navigator, 
to the shipowner, and the self-reliant naval officer there will be 
no serious disagreement of opinion that a lock canal, which.can 
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| circumstances be neglected in determining the type or plan. 


| will cease if the control passes to a hostile power between whi 





; | none is necessary. 
‘anal across the Isthmus and its advantages | 


a few miles from Colon, such as was ad- | 


| gencies, such as are implied in the assumed destruct! 


extensive knowledge of navigation to make | 
that passing through a waterway which for 35 miles, | 


: | govern in a decision to construct a canal for the use of tle 
11 miles, will have a width of only 200 feet or less, must | 


| ean be built free from vulnerable points; 


| to erect a stone wall 4 feet high on each side of the 
and prejudice of a few who are opposed to the lock project. I | 


JUNE (4, 


be built within a reasonable period of time, is preferable +, 
any sea-level canal which may be built and opened to navigo tion 
twenty years hence or later. 

There are two objections made by the majority of the Senate 
committee against a lock canal, which require more extende 
consideration. These are, the protection of the canal in ease 
of war, and the danger of serious injury or total destruction py 
possible earth movements or so-called “ earthquakes.” Regapj. 
ing the military aspects of the canal problem, the majority of 
the Senate committee says: 

The Spooner Act and the Hay-Varilla treat 
fication and military protection of the canal route. No proposition 
——— this policy is now before the Senate. In so far as the typo 
of canal to be adopted has a bearing upon the jeopardy to or immunity 
of the canal to risk of malicious injury the subject of safety and pro 
tection is pertinent and most important. If a canal of one ty; 


be more liable to injury than another, this liability should coke ae 


It does 
not require argument that the use of the canal by the United States 


the United States a state of war exists, but this is true ihatever ths 


contemplated the fort}. 


| type may be. 


As the majority of the committee points out, “no proposition 
affecting this project is now before the Senate.” In my opinion, 
The neutrality of the canal is by implication. 
at least, assured, and we have pledged our national good faith 


| that the waterway will be open to all the nations of the world. 


Some time in the future, when the canal is completed and an 


il iiC- 


| cepted fact, it may be advisable to pursue the same course as was 
| done in the case of the Suez Canal. 


; | that canal provided, by section 3, for its subsequent fortification, 
Colonel Totten, who built the Panama railroad, recommended | 


The original concession for 


but this was never carried into effect. By a convention dated 
December 22, 1888, between Great Britain, Germany, and other 
nations, the free navigation of the Suez Canal was made a 
matter of international agreement, and the same has been re- 
printed as Senate Document No. 151, Fifty-sixth Congress, first 


, i th 15 | session, under date of February 6, 1900. 
favored a lock project, in strong opposition to the visionary | 


‘This, in any event, is a problem of the future. The canal is 
the property of the United States, and we shall always retain 
control. In the event of war we shall rely with confidence 


| upon our Navy to protect our interests on the Pacific and in the 


Caribbean Sea, but even more may we rely upon the ali: impor- 


: | tant fact that it could never be io the interest of ‘ny othe 
As a matter of fact and canal history, the lock project has | 


nation sufficient in size to be at war with us to destroy this 
international waterway, which will become an important neces- 
sity to the commerce of each and all. No neutral nation en- 
gaged in extensive commerce or trade would for an 


instant 
Mnsran 


: | ¢ | tolerate injury, destruction, or serious interference of the traffic 
the Consulting Board, including a | 


passing through the canal on the part of another nation at war 
with the United States. To destroy as much as a single lock, 
to injure as much as_a single gate, would be equal to an act of 
war with every commercial nation of the earth. In 


this sim- 


| ple fact lies a greater assurance of safety than in all the trea- 


ties which might be made or in all the fortifications which 
might be established to protect the canal. 

The majority of the committee well say in their report, the 
power of mischief “is within easy reach of all.” The possi- 
bility of an assumed occurrence is very remote from its reason 
able probability. We have to rely upon our own good faith 
and the watchful eyes of our officers. Against possible contin- 

of the 
locks, by dynamite or other high explosives, we cai 
more than take the same precautions which we take in all 
matters of national importance. We have to take our 
the same as any other nation would; the same a 
enterprise would. Certainly the remote possibility of 
event, the still more remote contingency that the injury \ 
be serious or fatal to the operation of the canal, shoud 


+ coll 


present generation instead of the generations to come. No cana! 
no forts tit 
ships can be built free from such a risk. It would | 


delay the construction of a canal; it would be foll) 


| hundred million dollars or more upon so remote a Col 
| as this, which belongs to the realm of fanciful or mor! 


nation rather than to the domain of substantial fact «! 
experience. 

As a last resort, the opposition to a lock canal 
ward the earthquake argument. It is a curious re! oes 
the early and bitter opposition to the building 0! ae 
Canal, which had to fall back upon the absurd theory (at von 
canal would prove a failure because the blowing sins of 
desert would soon fill the channel. It was serious'y 


brings for- 


er ol 


proposed 
embank- 

canal. 
the Red 
rranean, 
hich in- 


ment to provide against this imaginary danger to 

Another early objection to the Suez Canal was that 
Sea level was 30 feet above the level of the Medi 
only set at rest in 1847 by a special comu'ssion, \\ 














16. 





eluded Mr. Robert Stephenson, the great son of a great father, 
bil to the last in his opposition to the canal, which he con- 
s 1 an impracticable engineering scheme. There was much 
i bout the assumed prevalence of strong westerly winds on 
he ithern Mediterranean coast, and the danger of constantly 
ine sing deposits of the Nile, it was said, would render the 
shment of a port impossible. It was necessary to place 
a ship for a whole winter at anchor miles from the 
ah to prove the error of this assumption and set at rest 
lish rumor which came near proving fatal to the enter- 


» 
wv 


hquakes have occurred on the Isthmus, and there is 
rc of one shock of some consequence in 1882. The matter 
h n inquired into in a general way by the various Isthmian 
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of construction at Charleston a navy-yard and a great dry dock, 


costing many millions of dollars, which will be operated 
by locks or gates, and, I presume, the question of earth 
quakes or earth movements has not been raised in any of the 
reports which have been made regarding this undertaking. 
FRarthquakes were formerly quite frequent in New England, and 
they extended to New York during the early years of our his 
tory, and for a time Boston and Newbury, Mass, Deerfield, 
N. H., and particularly East Haddam, Conn., were the centers 
of seismic activity, which by inference might be used as an 
argument against our navy-yards at Portsmouth, N. H., and 
Charlestown, Mass., our torpedo station at Newport, or the 
fortifications at Willetts Point. The earthquake which de- 


stroyed Lisbon in 1755 might with equal propriety 


be used as 





sions, and assumed some prominence during the dis-| an arguinent against the building of the extensive docks and 
cu and debates regarding a choice of routes. It was/| fortifications at Gibraltar, but no one, I think, has ever ques- 
Jain to even the least informed that the volcanic belt of | tioned the solidity of the rock. 
Ni ia constituted a real menace to a canal in that region, Scismology is a very complex branch of geologie inquiry into 
and of the strongest arguments advanced in the minority | a subject regarding which very little of determining value is 
re) ‘ the Senate committee of 1902, submitted by Senator | known. Theories have been advanced that under certain geo- 
x gr, now a leading advocate of the sea-level project, in | logical conditions earth movements would be comparatively in 
onn m to the Nicaragua Canal, was the assertion of the | frequent, if not impossible. Whether such conditions exist at 
p | freedom of the Panama Isthmus from the danger of | Panama would have to be determined by the investigations of 
earth movements, | qualified experts. It would seem, however, from such data as 
inority of the Senate committee of 1902 in their report, | are available, that the local conditions are decidedly favorable 
SI ¢ up the final reasons in favor of the Panama route | to a comparative immunity of this region from serious seis 
(x 1 12): | shocks, at least such as would do great and general damage. 
ma earthquakes are few and unimportant, while the Nica- | Nor can it be argued that the locks and dams would be exposed 
te passes over a well-known coastal weakness. Only five | to special risk. The earthquake of 1882 did more or less d: 
Fo ee ee ee at Sen one de caatk. Wea dean ne | age, but the reports are of a very fragmentary character. News 
rout e Nicaragua Canal, show for the same period fifty shocks, | paper reports in matters of this kind have ve ery small y , 
' of which were, Sayers. (P. 11, 8. Rep. 783, part 2, 57th | Injury was done to the railway, but not of very serious conse- 
( oy ee ee quence. 
ther part of its report the committee said: Te the risk exists, it would affect equally a sea-level canal, 
lreadful lessons of Martinique and St. Vincent fresh In| in that it would threaten the tidal k the ‘am at Gam- 
ol we should be utterly inexcusable if we deliberately selected > adiadh atid aot Mabe A 
A an isthinian canal in a region so volcanic and dangerous, | 0a, and the excavation through the Culebra cut. Very little is 
¥ t » is open to us which is exposed ,to none of these dangers known regarding earthquake motions, and there are very few 
other respect more advantageous. | seismic elements which are really calculable in conformity to a 
And they quote Professor Heilprin, an authority on the sub- | mathematical theory of probability. It is: a subject which 
ject rt, as follows: | has not received the attention in this country of which 
ywever, been known for a full quarter of a century that | deserving, but enough of seismic motion is known to w 
the 1 \ndes do not traverse the Isthmus of Panama, and that there | the conclusion that the Senate committee of 1902 was, in all 
ar ve or recently decayed volcanoes in any part of the Isthmus. ae we ESE ie ii aimmediaD. wate & salen iad: a Bin 
So f vever, as danger from direct volcanic contacts is concerned, | uman probability, entirely correct when it made light of the 
the | ma route is exempt. (Pp. 22-23.) | danger of the probability of seismic shocks at Panama. 
ind, further: In fine, the earthquake argument has little or no force : st 
rhis district represents the most stable portion of Central America. | @ lock-canal project, and it has never received serious consid 
N aot ons have occurred there since the end of the Mio- | eration as such or been used in arguments against a lock canal 
cet , and there are no active volcanoes between Chiriqui and | yntil the recent San Francisco disaster brought the subject 
distance of about 400 miles. Such earthquakes as have | . : : - : 
hiefly those proceeding from the disturbed districts on | prominently before the public. It is a danger as remote as a 
with intensity much diminished by the distance traversed. | possible destruction of the proposed terminal plants at Colon 
! ies in a sort of dead angle of comparative safety. | and Panama by flood waves equal in magnitude to the one which 
rt continues : | destroyed Galveston in 1900, but such dangers are inherent in 
The ition being, then, that the danger from volcanoes at all human undertakings. They must be taken as a matter of 
J 1 nothing, and that from earthquakes practically nothing, | chance and remote possibility, which for all practi il purpos 
W gua the canal would be situated in one of the most | . ; 
us of the world from both these causes, the question | Muy be left out of account, excep it that the sul should 
lered settled, | ceive the due consideration of the engineers ai nd pe! 1S 
Tl vas the opinion of the committee of 1902; it was em- | made a matter of special and comprehensive inquiry by t! 
pli nd plain in its hag ge it had considered expert views | Geological Survey. In any serious consideration of the facts for 
a ’ ilable dat: It had before it the full report of the | or against a lock ¢ canal, I am confident that the earthquake risk 
N Canal Comite printed under date of May 15 | may safely be ignored. 
or tl ne Chapter VII of which considers the subject | The comprehensive report of the minority members th 
at] r length than has been done since that time and | Senate Committee on Interoceanic Affairs is a sufficient and 
witl knowledge of the facts and free from bias or preju- | conclusive answer to all the important points which are in « 
dice. h the then recent occurrence at Mount Pelee in mind, | troversy, and it remains for Congress to cut the “Gordian 
understanding of the liability of the Isthmus to | knot” and put an end to an interminable discussion of much 
s of minor importance, the committee emphat- | solid and substantial conviction on the one hand and of a va 
the lock-canal project at Panama. amount of opinion and g1 aaa on the other hand. All 
M n be said with regard to this matter, and it is one | the evidence, all of the supplementary expert testimony which 
’ d receive, and no doubt will, the most careful con- | may be collected or obtained upon the merits or demerits 
Bit ff the engineers in charge of the work. Seismic | of either of the two propositions, will not change the funda- 
d s have occurred in all parts of the world, and they | mental basis of the position of those who rest their final 
a ‘ed at Panama. Where they are not directly of | conclusions upon American experience and upon the opinions 
v gin they appear to be the result of subsidence or | and judgment of American engineers, and who favor a lo 
0 f the earth’s crust, and they have occurred and | canal. While there is no question of doubt that such a canal « 
cau is destruction far from volcanic centers of activity, | be constructed and can be made a practical waterway, there is 
along er places at Lisbon, Portugal, and at Charleston, | a very serious question of doubt whether a sea-level canal cai 
ns | sections of the earth, as, for illustration, Japan | be constructed and made a safe and practicable waterway, 
and ilippines, are, no doubt, more subject to these move- | Jeast within the limits of the estimated amount of cost and with 
t others, and sections subject to such movements at | in the estimated time. 
one | f time may be exempt for many years, if not ever The view, which I have tried to impress upon the Senate, is 
ther ; nothing more nor less than a business view of what is, for all 
1Ree | rful earthquake which affected Charleston, S. C., in | practical purposes, only a business proposition. If a lock canal 
} oe corresponding precedent in that section, nor has it | can be built, useful for all purposes, at half the cost and within 
terri lolowed by a similar disturbance. Regardless of the | half the time of a sea-level canal, then I can come to no other 


rience of 1886, the Government has now in course 





conclusion than that a lock canal would be decidedly to our 


8472 


political 
should be 


commercial 
at. 


advantage. A decision, however, 
The canal project has reached a stage 


and 
arrived 


when the final plan or type must be determined, and it is the | 
duty of Congress to act and to fix, for once and for all time, the | 


type of canal, with the same courage and freedom from preju- 
dice or bias as was the case in the decision which finally fixed 
the route by way of Panama. 

Any 
opinion will only add to the confusion and tend to produce a 
more hopeless state of affairs. 
broad outlines and leave it to responsible engineers in actual 
charge of the construction to solve problems in detail, and to 
adapt themselves to local conditions met with, and new prob- 
lems which 
Let us take counsel of the past, most of all from the experience 
gained 
and commercial suecess which challenges the admiration of the 

orld. We know how near it came to utter defeat by the con- 

ict of opinion, by the intrigue of conniving and jealous powers, 

i last but not least, by the ill-founded apprehensions and fears 


‘those who were searching the vast domain of conjecture and | 
remote possibilities for arguments to cause a temporary delay | 


or ultimate abandonment. 
It 
¥ project 


Is 
an when the facts themselves are in dispute, and when 
the and aims are not well defined. 
Palmerston, the most bitter 
in want of a more convincing argument, seriously claimed that 
France would send soldiers disguised as workmen to the 


objects 


Isthmus of Suez later to take possession of Egypt and make it | 
$y one method or another, Palmerston tried | 
to defeat the scheme in its beginning and bring it to disaster | 


a French colony. 


during the period of construction. It is a far from creditable 
story. 
be 
there 
Panama Lord Palmerston and Sir Henry Bulwer, 
rr at Constantinople, did all in their power to 
destroy public ce 
‘ly successful 

k of the ec: 
the same Sir Henry Bulwer who, in 1850, succeeded 
ionable diplomatic methods in foisting upon the Amer- 


ry! 
Pie 


in preventing English investments in 


inal. 


"a century 
eanal, 
rd statesmanship of the late John Hay that this obstacle 

ir progress was disposed of to the entire satisfaction of 

nations. I only refer to these matters, which are facts of 

to point out how an interminable discussion of matters 
letail 

hich should only receive consideration in broad outlines and 
mental principles. If we are to enter into a dis- 
of engi i conflicts, if we are to deliberate upon 
‘uctural detail, then an entire session of 


n funds 


ion ngineering 


lice to solve all the problems which will | 


connection with that enterprise in the course of time. 

the Suez experience solely to point out the 

vuunt minor and farfetched ob- 
ume an undue magnitude in the public mind 

y are presented in lurid colors of impending disasters 

nal enterprise of vast extent and importance. 

ent as Mr. Robert Stephenson by his ex- 


ention to 


king inte 


) serious ace 


an engineer 


ion deluded the British people into the belief that the | 


al would not be practical; that, even if completed, it 
nothing but a stagnant ditch. 


ngineers of 
hey did, and h 
d oppose the work to the end. 
Stephenson confirmed this view and held that the canal would 
never be completed except at an enormous expense, too great to 
warrant any expectation of return—a judgment as ill advised 
it was later proven to have been entirely erroneous. 
only 
waterway, and that while the work was commenced and brought 
letion without a single English shilling, through French 
enterprise and upon the judgment of French engineers, it was 
only comparatively few years later when, as a matter 
necessity and logical sequence, the controlling interest in the 
eanal was purchased by the English Government, which has 
since made of that waterway the most extensive use for pur- 
poses of peace and war. 
These are facts of history, and they are not disputed. 
history repeat itself? 


to conv 


Shall 
Shall we delay or miscarry in our efforts 
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amount of additional testimony and so-called expert | 


Let Congress fix the type in | 


in the course of construction are certain to arise. | 


in the construction of the Suez Canal, an engineering | 





it difficult to secure eminent authority for or against 


The great Lord | 
opponent to the Suez Canal scheme, 


History always more or less repeats itself, whether it | 
in polities or engineering enterprise, but in few affairs are | 
more convincing parallels than in the canal projects of | 
and Suez. 


7 

itu 

Mm 
il 


{ 

filence in the enterprise, and they were com- | 
the | 
| Among others, for illustration, there has been placed before us 
| a letter from the chief engineer of the Manchester Ship Canal, 


a treaty contrary to their best interests and for | 


a hindrance and the barrier to an American isth- | 
We owe it chiefly to the masterly and straight- | 


is certain to delay and do great injury to projects | 


Said Palmerston to | 


Europe might say what they pleased, he knew | 
is opinion would never change one iota, and 


I need | 
say that the Suez Canal is to-day an extremely profitable | 


of 


JUNE 14, 
to complete a canal across the Isthmus of Panama upon similar 
pretensions of assumed dangers and possibilities of disaster, 91] 
more or less the result of engineering guesswork? Shall we take 
fright at the talk about the mischief-maker with his stic: of 
dynamite, bent upon the destruction of the locks and vital parts 
of the machinery, when history has its parallel during the Suez 
Canal agitation in “The Arab shepherd, who, flushed with the 
opportunity for mischief and with a few strokes of a pickax. 
could empty the canal in a few minutes?” Shall we be swayed 
by foolish fears and apprehensions of earthquakes or tida] 
waves and waste millions of money and years of time upon a 
pure conjecture, a pure theory deduced from fragmentary facts? 
Again the facts of canal history furnish the parallel of Stephen- 
son and other engineers, who successfully frightened Enclish 
investors out of the Suez enterprise by the statement that the 
canal would soon fill up with the moving sands of the desert, 
that one of the lakes through which the canal would pass would 
soon fill up with salt, that the navigation of the Red Sea would 
be too dangerous and difficult, that ships would fear to approach 
Port Said because of dangerous seas, and, finally, that in any 
event it would be impossible to keep the passage open to the 
Mediterranean. 

It was this kind of guesswork and conjecture which was ad- 
vanced as an argument by engineers of eminence and sustained 
by one of the foremost statesmen of the century. How absurd 
it all seems now in the sunlight of history. The Panama Canal 
is a business enterprise, even if carried on by the nation, and 
with a thorough knowledge of the general facts and principles 
we require no more expert evidence, so called, nor additional 
volumes of engineering testimony. The nation is committed to 
the construction of a canal. The enterprise is one of imperative 
necessity to commerce, navigation, and national defense, and 
any further discussion, any needless waste of time and money, is 
little short of indifference to the national interests and objects 
which are at stake. 

Of objections for or against either plan there is no end, and 
there will be no end as long as the subject remains open for 
discussion. To answer such objections in detail, to search the 
records for proof in -support of one theory and another, is a 
mere waste of time which can lead to no possible useful result. 


who is emphatically in favor of a sea-level waterway. It 
would have been much more interesting and much more yalu- 
able to the Members of Congress to have received from Mr. 
Hunter a statement as to why he should have changed his 


| opinions or why, in 1898, he should have signed the unani- 


mous report of the technical commission in favor of a lock 
| canal, while now he so emphatically sustains those who favor 
the sea-level project. It is not going too far to say, ap- 
pealing to the facts of history, that Mr. Hunter may be as 
seriously in error in this matter and may have drawn upon his 
imagination rather than upon his engineering experience, the 
same as Mr. Robert Stephenson was in serious error in his bitter 
opposition to the canal enterprise at Suez. 

Mr. Hunter, in his letter, argues, among other points, that the 
lifts of the proposed locks would be without precedent. With- 
out precedent? Why, of course, they would be without prece- 
dent. Is not practically every American engineering enter] rise 
without precedent? Was not the Erie Canal, complcte 
1825, without a precedent? Were not the first steam) 
the first locomotive without precedents? Were not the Iloos 
Tunnel and the Brooklyn Bridge feats of engineering enterprise 
without precedents? 

Without precedent is the great barge canal which tle State 
of New York is about to build, which will mean a complete re- 
construction of the existing waterway which conne ts 
ocean with the Great Lakes. ; 

All this is without precedent. But it is American 
| progress, and takes the necessary risk to leave the wor! 

at least in a material way, than we found it. In the 
| deep waterway, which is certain some day to be built 
nect the uttermost ends of the Great Lakes with tide water on 
the Atlantic, able and competent engineers of the Ja est ra 
perience have designed locks with a lift of 52 feet. That will be 
without precedent. On the Oswego Canal, proposed #s 4 part 
|of the new barge canal of the State of New York, there will 
| be six locks, two of which will have @ lift of 28 fect, : | = 
will be without precedent, but neither dangerous nor detrimenta 
to navigation interests. ictapy®: Is 

Need I further appeal to the facts of past eanal history ‘gd le 
it necessary to recite one of the best known and most pogo 
| chapters in the history of inland waterways—I mean [1° ae 
‘lems and difficulties inherent in the great project of cons!" sm 
the canal of Languedoc, or “Canal du Midi,” which f "1s 


posae 


the 


It is 
1 better, 
posed 


to con- 
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r communication between the Mediterranean and the Ga- 
roune and the Garonne and the Atlantic Ocean, one of the best 
| -n eanals in France and in the world? Need I refer to that 


etic story of its chief egineer, Riquet, one of the greatest 
of ‘ench patriots, who, in his abiding faith in this great engi- 
: ng feat, stood practically alone? Need I recall that he 


vith secant assistance from the Government, with the most 

<trennous opposition from his countrymen; that he was treated 

over as a madman, and that he died of a broken heart before 
eat work was finished? 


hat canal stands to-day as an engineering masterwork and 
; iost suggestive illustration of man’s ingenuity and power 
rin reome apparently insuperable natural obstacles. It has 
in existence and successful operation, I think, since 1681. 
| sixth part of its distance it is carried over mountains deeply 
ey ted. It has, I think, ninety-nine locks and viaducts, and 
as one of its most wonderfu! features it has an oetuple lock, 
i ht locks in, flight, like a ladder from the top of a cliff to 
the valley below. If in 1681 a French engineer had the ability 
nd the daring to conceive and construct an octuple lock, will 
anyone maintain that more than two hundred years later, with 
all the enormous advance in engineering, with a better knowl- 
edge of hydraulics and a more perfect method of transportation 
and handling of muterials, will anyone maintain that we are 
not to-day competent to construct a lock canal such as is pro- 
nosed to be built at Panama upon the judgment of American 


Mr. President, the overshadowing importance of the subject 
has led me to extend my remarks far beyond my original inten- 
tion. I express my strong convictions in favor of a lock canal 
and of the necessity for an early and specific declaration of 
Congre 


nation wants to have built at Panama. I am confident that it 
lies entirely within our power and means to build either type of 
a waterway; that our engineering skill can successfully solve 
the technical problems involved in either the lock or sea-level 


se regarding the final plan or type of canal which the | 


plan; but there is one all-important factor which controls, and | 
which, in my opinion, should have more weight than any other, 
and t is the element of time. If I could advance no other 
reasons, if I knew of no better argument in favor of a lock | 
canal, my conyictions would sustain the project which can be 
completed within a measurable distance of years and for the 








bn t and to the advantage of the present generation. Time 
d the years pass rapidly. Shall this project languish and 
] and become the spoil of political controversy and a subject 
of tical attack? Can we conceive of anything more likely | 
1 e disastrous to the canal project than political strife, | 
which proved the undoing of the French canal enterprise at 
Pi 
Shall the suecess of this great project be imperiled by the pos- | 
sible changes in the fortunes of parties? Shall we incur the 
t changes in economic conditions, hard times, or panic | 
trial depressions may bring about? Time flies, and in 
; of industry and commerce, in international com- 
1d growth of modern nations, no factor is of more 
s portance than the years with new opportunities for 
| nd commercial development. Shall we, then, neglect 
3s? Shall we fail to make the most of this the great- 
v for the extension of our commerce and naviga 
tion the most distant seas which will ever come to us in | 
( t because of the demands of idealists, who, with theo- 
teal ms of the ultimately desirable, would deprive the | 
| the world of what is necessary and indispensable to 
who are living now? 
\ ial and political consequences will follow the 
( the transisthmian waterway. In the annals of 
( and navigation it is not conceivable that there will 
: rreater event or one fraught with more momentous | 
than uninterrupted navigation between the At- 
d the Pacific. Little enough can we comprehend or | 
a what the far-distant future will bring forth, but 
tus 1 we know—that it is our duty to solve the problems 
to id not to indulge in dreams and fancies in a vain 
: : ive the problems of an immeasurable future. 


ey also counts. Can we defend an expenditure of an 





- | $100,000,000 or more for objects so remote, and upon 
a ‘ theory and fact so slender and so open to question, 
ae i and a project feasible and practicable is before us 
— iieet all of our needs and the needs of generations 
” Col Shall we disregard in the building of this canal 
mn iple of a sound national economy and commit our- 
Semel ssly to an enormous waste of funds and to the 
niiiees 7 needless burdens upon the taxpayers of this 


upon the commerceof the world? At least $2,000,000 
inl more will be required in additional interest charges, 





| the judgment of our own people should govern for the } 








at least $100,000,000 more will be necessary as an original in- 
vestment. Do we fully realize what that amount of money 
would do if applied to other national purposes and projects? 

I want to place on record my convictions and the reason 
erning my vote in favor of the minority report for a lock canal 
across the Isthmus at Panama. I entered upon an investiga- 
tion of the subject without prejudice or bias for or against 
either project, but I have examined the facts as they have been 
presented and as they are a matter of record and of history. 
I have heard or read with care the evidence as it has been pre- 
sented by the Board of Consulting Engineers and the vast 
amount of oral testimony before the Senate Committee on Inter- 
oceanic Affairs. I am confident that the minority judgment is 
the better and that it can be more relied upon, | i 
strictly in conformity with the entire history of the isthmian 
canal project. I am confident that the objections which have 
been raised against the lock plan are an undue exaggeration of 
difficulties such are inherent in every great engineering 
project, and which, I have not the slightest doubt, will be suc- 
cessfully solved by American engineers, in the light of Amer- 
ican experience, exactly as similar difficulties have been solved 
in many other enterprises of great magnitude. 

1 am not impressed with the reasons and arguments advanced 
by those who favor the sea-level project, which do not convince 
me as being sound and which in 


3 ZOV- 


ecause it 18 


as 


instances 


some come peri- 
lously near to engineering guesswork characteristic of the 
earlier enterprises of De Lesseps. I can but think that bias 


and prejudice are largely responsible for the judgment of for- 
eign engineers so pronounced in favor of a sea-level project. 
On the contrary, I am entirely convinced that the judgment 
and experience of American engineers in favor of a lock canal 
may be relied upon with entire confidence, and that the en 
terprise will be brought to a successful termination. I be 
lieve that in a national undertaking of this kind, fraught 


the gravest possible political and commercial consequences, only 


=P 


tion 
. I also prefer to accept 
of the Isthmian Com- 
man of extraordinary 


rote 
of our own interests which are at stak 
the view and convictions of the met 
mission, and of its chief engineer, 
ability and vast experience. 








Ts 


a 











It is a subject upon which opinions will differ and upon which 
honest convictions may be widely at variance, but in a question 
of such surpassing importance to the nation, I, for one, shall 
side with those who take the American point of vi pl 
their reliance upon American experience, and show their faith 
in American engineers. 

Mr. KITTREDGE. Mr. President, I ask for tl Ld on of 
the following order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Kean in the ch Che 
Senator from South Dakota asks for the adoption of an ord 
which will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

- lh agreed by unanimous consent that on Friday, Jur 15 
immediately upon t clusion of the r ornir ‘ 

Senate will proceed to the consideration bill (S. 6191) 

vide for the construction of a sea-level necting the f 
the Atlantic and Pacific oceans, and the thod of constr i 
continue the consideration thereof until 4 0 k p. n W 

shall cease and a vote be taken upon all amendments then | 

to be offered, and that a vote be taken on the bill before adj t 
on that day. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President, in consulting with iny 
Senators on beth sides, I find that Monday will be more agree- 
able than Friday. I therefore suggest a change of the day 
from Friday to Monday, and of the hour from 4 to 8 o’el o 
that the vote will be taken at 3 o’clock on Monday. 

Mr. KITTREDGE. I will agree to that, Mr. Presi t 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the pro- 
posed agreement as modified ? 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not desire to object to 
the modification or to fixing a date. I object, though, to this 
being taken as an order. That is not the custom of the Senate 

Mr. KITTREDGE. I have asked for unanimous cons , 

Mr. TELLER. It should be done by unanimous consent; it 
is not an order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed agreement will 
be read as modified. 

Mr. TELLER. With that modification I shall not object. 
Otherwise I do not care anything about it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The request of the Senator 
from South Dakota will be again read. 

Mr. HOPKINS. It was a request and not an order. It was 
a request for unanimous consent. 

Mr. TELLER. I understand that it is modified to a request 


for unanimous consent. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. “It 


by 


It reads: is agreed 
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, 


unanimous: consent.’ 
modified. 

Mr. H1ALE. Tf take it that what the Senator offering this pro- 
posed agreement had in view was that the language should 
be clearly understood, so that no question would arise after- 
wards. It ought to read, rather, “ordered by unanimous con- 
sent,” because, as the Senator from Colorado says, it can only 
be done by unanimous consent, and it is only put in the form 
of an order that nobody may misunderstand the terms of the 
agreement. I take it that is the design of the Senator from 
Seuth Dakota. 

Mr. KITTREDGE. That was my purpose, Mr. President. 

Mr. TELLER. TI have no doubt what the purpose is; but that 
has never been the form sinee I have been here. We simply say 
it is unanimously agreed to do this or to do that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
from. Colerado— 


Senator 
TELLER. And that is usually printed upon the Cal- 


The proposed agreement will be read as 


Mr. 
endnr. 

Mr. WHALE. That accomplishes the same purpose. 

Mr. TELLER. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ator from Colorado that the word “ order” 
rends: “It is agreed by unanimous: consent.” 
Mr. TELLER. That is right. 
Mr. HALE. That is right. 

Mr. TELLER. I understood the Senator to ask for an order. 

The PRESTDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the pro- 
posed agreement? 

Mr. HTALE. What is the medification? 

It will be again read. 
Secretary read the proposed agreement as modified, as 


agreed by unanimous consent that on Monday, June 18, 1908, 

y wpon the 

iW ores ed to the consideration of the bill (S. 6191) to provide 

e construction of a sea-level canal connecting the waters of the 
d ic and Pacifie oceans, and the method of construction, and con- 
tinue the considerat 
eease and a vote be taken 
offered, and that a vote be 


that day 


for 


tlant 


upon all amendments then pending or to be 


Mr. SPOONER. 
opportunity for debate of about an hour? 
gestion. 
RAKER. 
this order is entered, 
with the subject, whether 
tl time the type of the canal, or whether it is possible for 
tter to be delayed until those of us who have had no 

iv to do 

hich has b 

h to 

r that my 

vel eanal. 


jina. But since 


Why not put it at 1 o'clock, so that there 


will be an 
only a sug 
J 


Mr. President, I should like to ask, before 
Senator who is entirely familiar 


Mr. FO 


of some 


en taken? 
1 this connection to Senators, and I say it 
predisposition has been always in favor ef a 
That is why I turned from 
this controversy has arisen I 


say 


have had 
ls nht 


ect, and I have been undertaking to read the testimony 


miliarize myself with the subject, hoping that I might | 
upon it. 


remove the doubt that I have. But if the bill is to be 
on next Monday, I do not see how I can do that to my 
tion. I will not object for one moment to the 
ment if it 
HOPKINS. If the Senator will allow ne— 
FORAKER. Certainly. 
fFLOPKINS. I think that the vote as to the type of the 
‘ould be postponed until the next session of Congress 
with the ultimate type that shall be 
of the canal. 
Senators 


interfering 
ed in the ¢ 
it would allow 


hio is to 


nstruction 


cirenmstanced as the Senator 


inions that we have expressed here on the floor of the 


very glad to accommodate him or any other Senator similarly 
situated and permit this question to go over until the first 
Monday or Tuesday of the next session of this: Congress. 
TELLER. Mr. President 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ohio 
yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. FORAKER. I yield the floor. 

Mr. TELLER. I think it is thoroughly understood that this 
measure is not to be touched in the House during the present 
session. Fer myself I do not see any object in fixing a date to 


Myr. 
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inform the | 


[ do not want to have the word “ order” used. ! 
The Chair will inform the Sen- | 
is not used. It | 
| to indorse heartily what he has snid. 





| at this time the type of the canal, then FI think by all 


conclusion of the routine morning business, the | 


m thereof until 3 o'clock p. m., when debate shall | 


taken on the bill before adjournment on | mately my views, expressed a few years ago upon the route 


| On which the canal should be built, would be adopted. 
day and every month that this matter has been discussed I at 


That is | 
| took at that time is the correct one. 


it is necessary for us to determine | ; 
| engineers and contractors down there to investigate the 


so can familiarize ourselyes with the testi- | 


Nicaragua to | vaicl 
understood had been assented to by all parties, fixing the time 
brought into my mind as to whether I am right in | 


is necessary that it should be settled | 
| tion on the request of the Senator from South Dakota. 
| objection to the request of the Senator from South D 


If that should be | 


give the same attention to it that those of us | 
>on the committee have been compelled to do in forming | 


| In my judgment, no advance will be made at all )) 
ay to the Senator from Ohio that for one I would be | 
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dispose of it now, though perhaps before the session is over wa 
ought to send it to the House, or perhaps we ought to hye 
sent it earlier in the session. But we certainly ean take {he 
balance of the session for debating this question, if we want ¢o 
do that, without interfering with the final disposition of this 
ease. 

I wish myself to make a few remarks upon it this week. ho. 
cause I expect on Saturday to leave the city. I have waited 
here for some time, supposing that I might get aw opportunity 
to do so to-night, but I see really no opportunity at this [ate 
hour to commence a speech on'the subject. I do net intend to 
speak at length, but will be rather brief. 

I do not want to object to the proposed agreement, if tho 
Senaters who have this measure in charge think it ought to he 
made, but I do not myself see anything to be gained by it. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from (Colo. 
rado yield to the Senator from Wyoming? 

Mr. WARREN. I do not wish to interrupt the Senator yp. 
less he is through. 
Mr. TELLER. 

the bill. 

Mr. WARREN. 


I any through, unless I am going to speak on 


If the Senator will pardon me, I only want 
In the multifold duties 
that we have to discharge in the last part of the session there 
has searcely been time since the Interoeeanie Canals Commit- 
tee finished the hearings for us to inform ourselves sufficiently. 
in my opinion, about the type of canal. If the members of that 


| committee—and they are prominent members, for that mat- 


ter—think the work can properly proceed without our deciding 
mens 
we ought to avail ourselves of longer time and better inform 
ourselves, through the evidence taken by the committee, which 


| we will have time to read and absorb in the meantime. 


Mr. SCOTT. Will the Senator from Colorado yield to me for 
a moment? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, I think it would be a very wise 
eonclusion to have this matter go over. I have felt that ulti- 


Every 
least have been more thoroughly eonvineed that the position I 


I think the Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. Morean] almost, if not entirely, would agree 


| with me now, and I am sure he regrets that he did not report 


expert 


route 


my resolution favorably from the eommittee to send 


I then advocated. 

I do not want to do anything, Mr. President, to delay the 
building of the canal or to delay a vote on the pending Dill; 
but I think we will find, as years roll by, that a great mist 
is being made. 

Mr. HALE. 


ake 


I trust if an agreement is not made, which I 
for a yote upon the bill, the Senator in charge of the bill will 
insist that unless it is displaced by a vote of the Senate, tle 
consideration shall be continued, and that a vote shall be t 


Mr. KITTREDGE. Mr. President, I do not understand that 


| objection has been made to the modified agreement. 


the aues- 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will put 


- Mr. GALLINGER. What is the request? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. As modified it is propos 
the debate shall cease om Monday next at 3 p. m. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I think it is well to fully und 
matter. Personally next Monday is agreeable to mc 
not delay a vote if the Senate wants to vote upo! 
The suggestion I made was in answer to the sug¢ 
by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraxer], and the viey 
curred in by the senior Senator from Colorado | Mr. 
the Senate at this session. I understand the situ=tion bs he 
House to be such that if the bill should go there, 10 action 
would be taken at this séssion. If there is any Senator nem 
on either side who feels that he would like to have more time : 
investigate the subject before the type of the canal is — 
so far as I am: personally concerned I would not inierpose “” 
objection to the bill going over. M 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I suggest that ' ' 
who has the bill in charge is anxious to fix a time 
perhaps, the middle of next week, and that would <'"°, 
time for discussion, ff he feels that he ought to do sr 


» Senator 
might fix, 
rire, perhaps, 
































‘ARTER. Mr. President—— 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colo- 
eld to the Senator from Montana? 


‘\[p, TELLER. Certainly. 

\ir. CARTER. Mr. President, with the Senator’s permission, 
I dese to express the personal view that under all the condi- 
tio! ice no injury to the public business would result from a 
on ement of the vote until the next session of Congress, the 
Renn »ves to itself and Senators individually should take | 
ad re of the time to cast such a vote upon this momentous 


ausn as will comport with their best judgment in the light 
| and clear understanding of all the facts and conditions. 
stimony has been quite voluminous, and it differs, I un- 
very materially from the ordinary testimony presented 
vestigating committees, in that it consists very largely 
jinions, carefully considered, of experts who have exam- 
conditions upon the ground. I doubt if any Senator 
ill an abiding sense of satisfaction who casts a vote upon 
tion without having 
least of having read the 
submitted by them from time to time. 
divided upon the question at almost every point. 
reputation as engineers, men of broad experience and 
acity, came to direct issues upon the one question here 
nosed of, to wit, the type of canal. 
rts having divided after inspecting the grounds upon 
which the work is to be executed, we find that a committee of 
in the light of the testimony of all the experts, ag 
divided upon this subject almost evenly. I believe the bill was 
by a majority of one in favor of a sea-level canal. This 
Chamber is adorned with maps and plats resulting from long- 
ued effort and patient study. The physical conditions 
presented by these maps and plats are elaborately explained 


ju 


The experts 


the Senate, 


were prepared. 
re few Senators in this Chamber not members of the 


and plats 


committee 
nif e at this moment of any one of these charts or maps. 





testimony of the experts under whose guidance the maps | 


who are able to thoroughly and clearly explain the | 





prosecuted original inquiry to the | 
testimony of the experts, the 


Men of inter- | 
| eight years will be consumed in the entire work 


gain | 
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ring the vaeation Senators could individually read the | 


testimony, the numerous conflicting opinions, and be prepared 
to) m the question next December in a manner satisfac- 
tory to themselves, and, perchance, of much advantage to the | 
ountry, compared with the present vote. 

Mr, HALE. With the provision, I suggest to the Senator, that 
in th ntime there shall be no work done on the canal until 
Senat have had ample time to consider it during vacation. 

Mr. CARTER. With reference to that suggestion, I under- 
stand 1 statement of the Senator from Illinois {Mr. Hop- 
KINS| to be to the effect that work may be prosecuted between 
now and the ist of next January without any reference to the 
particular type of canal to be ultimately determined upon; that 
@XCAY i may proceed with reference to either a sea-level or 
lock « as proper depth for the lock canal will not be reached 
it ( wet hi ¢1 


it until long after the Ist of next January; that in 
ervening between this and the next session of Con- 
gress it will not be necessary to make any preparation whatever 
for ruction of any locks, on the assumption that a lock 
be constructed. 
of the consideration of the matter in Congress, I 
» that the Executive, in charge of this work, would not 
irrevocably commit the Government to a lock canal 
| canal pending some definite expression by .the 
the subject. 
» that construction may proceed unhindered by a 
letermine definitely at this time the type of canal, 
g is to be lost by prosecuting the work. It will 
ry to discontinue excavation, because every yard 
removed will apply alike efficiently to either a lock 
u-1@} | canal. 
uction of the dams, of course, may not be pro- 
, because I understand from the explanations made 
e of the speeches of Senators, dams are to be con- 
“ire points dependent upon the type of canal 
tec 
CULBERSON. Mr. President—— 
the PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mon- 
i yield to the Senator from Texas? 
CAR ‘ER. The Senator from Colorado yielded to me. 
to the floor beyond that. 
I do not claim the floor. 
uk. Certainly, I yield to the Senator from Texas. 
UBERSON. I wish to call the attention of the Sen- 
‘raph in the message of the President. He says: 


on our statute books seems to contemplate a lock canal. 
t a lock canal, as herein recommended, is advisable. 


thil 


AL 
to } 
W DE CONStiry 


- 
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If the Congress directs that a sea-level canal be constructed its dire¢ 
tion will, of course, be carried out. Otherwise the canal i 
on substantially the plan for a lock canal outlined in the 
papers, such changes being made, of course, as may be 
necessary, including possibly the change recommended by 
of War as to the site of the dam on the Pacific side. 


Mr. CARTER. 
What is the date? 





will b 
uccompanyin 
found actuall 
the Secretar 
ic 


From whas message is the Senator 


reading? 


Mr. CULBERSON. It is the message from the President of 
February 19, 1906. I do not know what the President means. 
or rather, when he contemplates that action shall be taken by 
Congress. If he means that it ought to be taken now, otherw 
he will proceed to construct the canal — 1g to the lo 
level plan, then if Congress has a different opinion upon s 
subject it ought to express it now. If any Senator is authorized 
to give a more definite expression to what is the purpose of 
the Administration than is contained in this message, it would 
be well to have him do it. 

Mr. CARTER. Irrespective of the policy announced in the 
message, we may well take into consideration the fact that 
under the most favorable estimate as to the time hereafter 


mentioned, from seven to eight years 


will be required to build 
a lock canal. I think it is very clear, 


if it is contemplated that 
, that what is 
done during the next six months will be equally available at 
the termination of that period for either a lock or a sea-level 
canal. 


As the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TreLire] 


has suggested, 
it is not contemplated that any agreement will be reached 
tween the respective Houses of Congress at this sessian w 
reference to the type of canal. Therefore, the only result 
be to take a hasty vote upon immature consideration rath 


than a vote at a later 
study of the record. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator allow me a suggest 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator 
tana yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. CARTER. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. The bill reported the Committee on Intre 
oceanic Canals is now the unfinished business. It is the only 
thing in order after 2 o’clock. If the Senator in charge of 
bill insists upon the regular order, nothing else can inter\ 
We can get no postponement unless the Senate by a major 
vote displaces this and puts something else in its place. If a 
majority of the Senate desires to displace this bill and put 
something else in its place, that does end the matter at 
session so far as the Senate is concerned; but the Senator 


date after due deliberation and careful 


there? 
from Mon- 


by 


the 


this 


in 

charge of the bill- has a right, and it is his business and his 

duty, unless the agreement is made as to when a vote shall be 

taken, to simply call the regular order after 2 o’clock, and un- 
| less somebody is ready to debate the bill there must be a vot: 

I understand the Senator in charge of the bill to be perfectly 
| willing to agree that on Monday or Wednesday next the vote 
shall be taken, so that the Senate may decide what it desi 
shall be done in this matter. But the talk about this going over 
has no force, because unless the Senate is ready to displace this 

as the unfinished business it can not go over. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is true. 

Mr. HALE. And I notify Senators that unless the Senate 
does act upon this matter and makes a decision one way 01 
other. and then leaves it to the other House, the whole matt 
will come up on the sundry civil appropriation bill, and we shall 
be for weeks on that bill, debating back and forth because the 
Senate has not in any way taken action upon the subj 
Therefore, it seems to me it is the part of wisdom in good 
legislation and in help of what everybody wants to draw this 


matter to an end, that the Senate now agree to fix a time when 


a vote shall be had upon this subject. Then we shall proceed 
either to consider this er other matt and when the day 
fixed arrives the Senate will pass upon this matter. But if 
I had charge of the bill, as the Senator from South Dakota 


{Mr. Krrrrepee] has charge of it, I should see that the regula 
order was called every day after 2 o’clock until a vote 
taken. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, the Senator from Maine ha 
stated a parliamentary situation resulting from the action of 
the Senate. Even if this bill were not the unfinished business 
the Senate could obviously make it so very quickly; and, bei! 
the unfinished business, the Senate can quickly displace it. 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. CARTER. It is a question, therefore, merely to the 
will of the Senate concerning the disposition of a matter pend 
ing here; and I have expressed but the personal desire, before 
yoting upon this question, to have time to more thoroughly con 
sider it. I am perfectly free to say that the arguments here 
presented in favor of a sea-level canal have been powerful and 


wus 


S 


as 
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well st: out I should not venture to interfere with the exist- 
ing condition lightly. I believe my vote, if it were cast as I 
fee! would be in faver of building a lock canal, whereas, 
after a Inature 
change that view; but 
read the record. It is a matter involving not a trifle—a dif- 
ference between $250,000,000 and $500,000,000, involving years 
mstruction, and involving operation after con- 


ited 


how, 


and years of ¢ 

tion. 

Mr. TELLE 

Mr. BLACKBURN. 
SIDING 


struc 
R obtained the floor. 
Mr. President 
The PRI OFFICER. Does the 
rado yield to the Senator from Kentucky? 
Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 
BLACKBURN. Mr. President, there are some facts con- 


Mr. 


Senator from Colo- 


nected with this situation that I think it would be well enough | 
I take it that it is an open secret, | 


for the Senate to realize. 
known to every member of this body, that the preference of the 
cutive is for a lock and dam canal. It is known by every 
that, in reaching that conclusion, he has not followed the 
advice of the majority of the experts, whom he very wisely and 
nimoned to his aid. 
well enough to know that it is not in the habit of being fright- 
& the proprieties that attend the discharge of its duty 
yy publie clan I think we are warranted in saying that this 
very much given to following out its own conclu- 
deliberately 
it ni V 
wpulace of this country. Yet, Mr. President, I do not 
and I hope that it is not true if it should be charged, 


HX 
one 


very properis u 


Or. 
mber is 


wher 


le responsive to public opinion. I think that an unjust and 
an unfair criti 


That brings me 


‘ism. 


that in the judgment of the American people the responsibility 
upon the executive, but upon the legislative branch 
of this Government to determine the type of this canal. Its con- 
struction is the most gigantic piece of work ever undertaken by 
this Government from its foundation down till now. Whether 


re 


sts not 


measured by the dollars and cents involved in the expenditure, | 


or whether judged in its far-reaching effects upon the commerce 
f the world, the building of this isthmian canal is the most 
ntie project that this American people has ever undertaken. 
ngress, the legislative branch of the Government, is prima- 

and finally responsible, not alone for the appropriation of 

» money, not 
struction ] but for the method of that construction 
aud for the type that is to be employed. Say what we will, the 
American people will say, and the American people will be justi- 
fied 


con ossible, 


ent fail to determine the type of this canal, it is be- 
hat legislative branch of the Government 
rage to meet the responsibility that rested on it. 
It is an open secret, known to you and to all of us—and we 
as well fa 
gress adjourns the type of that canal is fixed, and fixed by 
son of your nonaction. If this session of this Congress closes 
on your part, that will be a lock-and-dam 
‘ther the Congress prefer it or not. 
ORAKER. Mr. President—— 
ACKBURN. It is a plea in abatement 
OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ken- 


it action wu 


wh 

. 4 
BL 

PRESIDING 


ky yield to the Senator from Ohio? 


Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly. 

ir. FORAKER. The inquiry I addressed to Senators who 
are serving on this committee was calculated to get information 
on this point. I understand those Senators, however, to agree 
that this work may progress until we meet here again in Decem- 
ber without affecting the question of the type of the canal. I 
am unwilling to determine the type of the canal by nonaction. 
If the Senator from Kentucky be right in saying that non- 
action be equivalent to voting for a lock canal, then I should feel 
differently about the matter of fixing a time to take the vote; 
but it seems to me, in any event, if the Senator from Kentucky 
will pardon me a moment longer—— 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. That next Monday is a very early day, al- 
though we are to adjourn within two or three weeks, I suppose, 
to fix as the time to vote. If we could have this vote taken a 
little bit later than that, it would give some of us an opportunity 
to read that which we ought to read, but which we have not yet 
had an opportunity to read. 

When the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. DrypEN] was 
making his speech this morning, I noticed he said that General 
Hains and General Ernst, two very distinguished engineers, 


and careful consideration of the matter, I might | 
I should like to have ample time to | 


| to qualify myself to vote intelligently at any time the 





I think I know the Senate | 


| ports this bill. 
rters it has been charged, that the Senate is too | 


to say what all of us know, or should know, | 


alone for the passage of the act that made its | 


in saying, that if we fail, if the legislative branch of this | 


lacked the | 





e it here and now—that if this session of this | 
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were of one opinion, and that Gen. George W. Davis, a man of 


| the highest character and of the greatest ability, and a gentje. 


man in whom I have the greatest confidence, was of a directly 
opposite opinion. I should like to read, and read with oan 
the testimony of at least those three men before I am com) elled to 
vote on this very important subject. It does seem to n e that 
to ask us to vote next Monday, when confessedly a majority of 
the Senators have not had time to read this testimony is 
crowding us too much. But I do not want to delay the ¢ 


m a Con- 
struction of the canal, and I will do whatever may be ne 


essary 
cs : : ; s Senate 
may see fit to fix. I think nothing is to be lost by deter ining 

) ining 


this matter next December, instead of now; and it seems to me 
we would all be benefited by an opportunity that would be 
given by delay to look into this matter and read the testimony, 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President—— - 

Mr. KITTREDGE. Will the Senator yield to me just io 
a statement? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. With pleasure. 

Mr. KITTREDGE. I was engaged when the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. ForAKer] made the inquiry which brought forth 
the statement of the Senator from Kentucky; but I had in 
mind then, and I submit now, that in a recent interview with 
the Chief Engineer, Mr. Stevens, he said that, unless Congress 
acted upon this question at this session, the work would pro- 


make 


| ceed in the construction of a lock canal. 
reached, without giving way to any | 
be brought to bear either by the press or | 


Mr. BLACKBURN. 
Chief Engineer. 

Mr. President, I am not a member of the committee that re- 
I probably have had as little oportunity for 
complete and full information upon this subject as the average 
Senator; yet I have looked into it sufficiently to cause me to 
hold very decided views as to the merits of these two proposi- 
ticns. But that question I do not propose to discuss here and 
now. It is not for us at this juncture to determine whether 
the sea-level or the lock and dam canal be the most advanta- 
geous. The point to which I was addressing myself was, what 
seems to me to be the necessity for Congress acting upon this 
question and determining the type of canal before we shall ad- 
journ and close this session. 

It is suggested that if this Congress adjourns and this matter 
be left in abeyance until next December it will in no wise affect 
the work to be done between this and that time. It has been 
suggested by the Senator from Montana [Mr. Carrer] that no 
work to be done between this and December will be lost, mis- 
applied, or wasted, because it will answer as well for the one 
type of canal as for the other. Who stands sponsor for this 
statement? The Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker] 
that he understands that the committee in charge of the bill are 
agreed on this condition. I have failed as yet to hear any 
member of that committee offer a guaranty to the Senate that 
nonaction at this session will produce no effect upon the final 
determination of the type to be adopted. 

Mr. FORAKER. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ken- 
tucky yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator will allow me, I will with- 
draw the statement I made as to the committee being agreed. 
I made inquiry of members of the committee. One member ot 
the committee answered for the committee, as I understood it, 
and no member of the committee took any exception to what he 
said, and so I supposed it was acquiesced in. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I was not criticising the Senator's state 
ment as unwarranted at all. 

Mr. FORAKER. But since the Senator from South Dakota 
(Mr. Kirrrepce] has made a different statement, and in view 
of his statement, I will withdraw what I said. ‘ 

Mr. CARTER. Will the Senator from Kentucky permit me. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I am trespassing upon the time of the 
Senator from Colorado. ; : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colo- 
rado yield to the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. TELLER. I yield. sContacky 

Mr. CARTER. I wish to say to the Senator from itu y 
that my statement was based upon the statement 1)! ide by she 
junior Senator from Illinois [Mr. Hopkins], a menive! of the 
committee. . 

Mr. HOPKINS. Now, will the Senator from Kentu 
me? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Is it for a question? 

Mr. HOPKINS. No; I want to make a statem td: bat 
tion with what the Senator from Montana has gust. 60h ’ 

I will wait until the Senator from Kentucky conclu es 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, I will be t 


I was coming to that statement of the 


tells us 


ky allow 


ement in connec: 


ugh in & 
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moment. It seems to me that if we should let this question go 
over undecided it will simply be in the nature of a motion for 
, continuance. The original proposition that I submitted, and 
to -hich I invite the attention of the Senate, is this: Fairly, by 

rule that you may lay down, it is not the President of the 


1 1 States, but it is the Congress of the United States that 
is properly charged with the responsibility of determining the 


syection of the type of this canal. If that be true, then I go 

on tep further and submit the other suggestion. In the light 
ie statement of the Chief Engineer himself, just quoted by 
Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Kirrrepce], and in the 
+ of the situation that confronts us, I submit—— 

\ir. HOPKINS. Mr. President, will the Senator permit me to 

sk him a question? 

PRESIDING OFFICER, Does ie 

yield to the Senator from Illinois? 

BLACKBURN. Certainly. 

\Mr. HOPKINS. Does the Senator from Kentucky expect, if 


Senator from Ken- 


e is taken by the Senate on the question of the type of | 


that that question will be settled by the two Houses be- 
fore the adjournment of Congress? 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I will answer the Senator from Illinois. 
I mig answer, and say that I hope so; but I will not stop 
with that answer; I will go further, and, in answer to the 
Seuator’s question, I will say that whether some other body 


is to act upon this question before adjournment does not affect 
bligations that rest upon a Senator. 


HOPKINS. But suppose the other branch of Con- 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ken- 
tucky yield to the Senator from Illinois? 
Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly. 
Mr. HOPKINS. Suppose the other branch of Congress | 
lopts the lock-eanal plan, and the Senate stands for one 


oposition and the House for another 
\ir. BLACKBURN. Very well. 

\Ir. IOPKINS. Does the Senator expect that Congress will 
r n in session until the two branches of Congress agree 
upon one type or the other? 
Mr. BLACKBURN. 





I will answer the Senator and say that, 

1, I am not responsible for what another House of 

Cor may do. As a Senator I am responsible for the dis- 
charge, and the faithful and, intelligent discharge, of the duties 
thee rest upon a member of this Chamber. 

Mr. HOPKINS. But, Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ken- 
cy yield to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I should be through in a moment. 


senat 





Mr. HOPKINS. But give me one moment right there. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Is it a question? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Very well. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Is it not just as much the obligation of a 
S after the Senate has passed upon the type of the canal, 
to stay here until that type is settled by legislation as it is—— 

Vie 


BLACKBURN. 


I will answer that question. 
Mr. HOPKINS. 


As it is to vote on the type without knowing 


What the other branch of Congress will do? 
Mr. BLACKBURN. I hope the Senator will at least let me 


privilege of answering cone question before piling up 
others. But 

ill answer the Senator, and say that he will find 
ill not be pressing for an adjournment of this Congress 


he matter of fixing the type of canal. Whether we 

n the Ist day of July or the 1st day of October does 

‘to me. I have stayed here in the Senate Chamber 

and October in continuous session, and I am 

illing and ready to do it again before I will make 

amenable to the criticism that the people of this 

ll have a right to pass upon us if we quit our post 

harging our duty. If it be true that the obligation 

< the type of canal rests upon the legislative instead of 

ecutive department, and if it be true, as I believe it is 

[ think the American people believe it is true, and 
Iingineer of this canal tells you it is true, that 

‘nt of Congress without fixing the type of canal, 

upon your part, is affirmative action in favor of a 

canal 
HOPKINS. 


} 
her 


What is the authority of the Senator for 
the Chief Engineer has made that statement? 
KBURN. 
told you so. 
HOPKINS, 


The Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
I read it in the press. 
Mr. President—— 
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I will undertake to answer all of them, if I have } 


effort has been made to complete the work that we | 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
tucky yield to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I have not seen that statement, and I read 
the newspapers as other Senators do. The Chief Engineer may 
have made that statement, but I should like to have something 
definite before it is assumed here in the Senate that the Chief 
Engineer has made a statement of that kind. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. 


Senator from Ken- 


The Senator’s colleague from South 
Dakota [Mr. KirrrepGe] told you so. 
Mr. HOPKINS. But what is the Senator’s authority? 
Mr. HALE. Mr. President 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ken- 


tucky yield to the Senator from Maine? 
Mr. HALE. I think the Senator from Colorado has the flo 





or. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Col- 
| orado yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. I appeal to the Senator from Colorado to allow 


the Senator from South Dakota who has charge of this bill to 
submit his proposition to the Senate. 

Mr. TELLER. That is what I have been waiting for. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, the Senator from Col- 
orado very courteously yielded me the floor, but it seems that 
several other Senators are a little jealous of the privileges that 
that courtesy secured me. 

Mr. HALE. I do not think anybody wants to interfere with 
the Senator. He has put his point very clearly; but really the 
regular order—— 

Mr. BLACKBURN. 


Now, is it the province of the Senator 
from Maine to regulate and limit the extent of the courtesy 
| extended by the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. HALE. No; it is the province of the Senator from 
Kentucky. 
| Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, my vanity almost per- 
mits me to conclude that the Senate, or some Senators, are very 
anxious to have me continue, because I have already stated 
that if I were left alone I would be through in two minutes by 
| that clock, and I want to quit. 

Mr. HALE. Let us see how long the Senator will take in 


quitting. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The Senator from Maine would be more 
comfortable in his chair. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HALE. I do not want to interfere with the Senator from 
Kentucky, but I think he and I are trying to secure an 
ment about the same thing, namely, to fix a time for a 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I am sure we are. 

Mr. HALE. Yes. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. Now, Mr. President, after the very pleasant 


agree 


vote. 


suggestion made by the Senator from Maine, I am resolved that I 
| will disappoint Senators and I will quit. I only want to add 
| that, for one I am not willing to have the American people 

complain of a failure of the discharge of a duty as palpable as 

this appears to me to be. If we do not, if this Chamber does 


not by a vote before adjournment express its preference as to 
the type of the canal that is to be constructed, the people w 
have a right to say—and, in my judgment, the people will s 

that we have simply shirked our responsibility, shown ourselves 
unequal to the duties that devolve upon us, and are 


at fault. 
I do not intend to be guilty of that offense. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re 
quest of the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. KITTREDGE]? 


The Chair hears none, 
Mr. HOPKINS. 
The 


and it is so ordered. 
As modified ? 
PRESIDING 


OFFICER. As modified by the Senator 
from Illinois [Mr. Hopkins]. 
Mr. SCOTT. I understood the Senator from Colorado had 
the floor: and I do not how the proposition could be 


cepted without his yielding. 
Mr. HALE. He has agreed to it. 
Mr. TELLER. I vielded to have this thing settled. I 
stand it is now settled, and that we will vote on Monday. 
The PRESIDING OFFICE ] 


WR. The Chair 


™ . —_ 
i SO unaerstal 


Mr. TELLER. I called attention to the fact that it was not 
likely that any action would be taken by the House, and it 
seemed to me we were unduly hastening this matter, when 
might vote any time next week, because whether we voted on 


intend to take up the bill at the presé 
It may be said that we do not know what the ot 
House is going to do; and that was the condition of things s 

| years ago. But to-day, if you know where to inquirs 
| find out in advance what the House is g 1 


golng to do or what 1 iS 


| not going to do. ‘The condition is as I stated it, and I thin 


Monday or Saturday would not make any difference, in 
as the House does not 


session. 


, 
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other 
ren: 
"Mr. FORAKER. 
inquiry. 

The PRESIDING 


tate his parliamen 


Senators all know as well as I do that this matter will 
in quietly in the House during the remainder of the ses- 
Mr. President, I rise to a parliamentary 
OFFICER. 
tary inquiry. 

FORAKER. I understand that it was announced from 
Chair a moment ago that unanimous consent had been given 
te on this bill on next Monday. I want to say to Senators 
id not agree to vote on next Monday. The Senator from 

[ Mr. TreLLER] was upon the floor, addressing the Sen- 

had quit the flcor. I did not know the matter 
letermined. Other Senators around me were not aware 

I want to say distinctly and emphatically that I have 
greed, and I do not intend to agree, to vote on the bill on 

Monday. Now, I— , 

* TELLER. I yielded the floor, as is the custom. 
FORAKER. I ask that the request may be again stated, 

we may know whether we are to vote at 3 o’clock on 


The Senator from Ohio will 


not 


TELLER. It makes no difference whether I yielded the 

r did not, so far as that is concerned. 

or when the matter was submitted, and I in no wise inter- 

fered with the submission of the request. I do not know why 
the Senator refers to me as having anything to do with it. 

Mr. FORAKER. I am not charging the Senator from Col- 
orado with having anything to do with it. 
had the floor. He was being interrupted and was being asked 
to yield. 
request would be submitted < 
greement had already 
this matter, but 
not any 
it could be put off two or three days, it would give a much- 
needed opportunity to read the testimony. I shall not agree 
to vote on this measure until I have a chance to look through 
the testimony given by the distinguished engineers who have 
been referred to in the speeches made here by Senators on the 
commitree, 

‘rhe PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair endeavored to state 
the request so that every Senator would have a chance to object, 

l Chair heard no objection, and so stated. 


ared agreed to, 


ind dec! 
been manifested. I do not want to vg 


know of 


and the 
Mr. FORAKER. 
ut many matters 
some Senator 
moment, 


happen here. Just at that particular mo- 

spoke to me and my attention was diverted 
I I did not know there was any such haste 
about it 

Mr. KITTREDGE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colo- 
rado yield to the Senator from South Dakota? 

Mr. TELI t. Ido. 

Mr. KITTREDGE. Mr. President, I will ask—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let us have order, Mr. 
there shall be. no further objection after the agreement is made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate will be in order. 

Mr. AT 'TREDGE. I ask that the unanimous-consent agree- 

be considered open, and that Wednesday afternoon at : 

( » fixed as the time. 

Mr. I ORAKER. I would rather it would be Thursday, 
will adapt myself—— 
Mr. KITTREDGE. 
Mr. TELLER (to 

Mr. KITTREDGE. 

The PRES 
be stated. 

The SECRETARY. 
o'clock, the Senate 

The PR 

uest of the 

HOPK 


th, as soi 


iE} 
RE 


but I 


I will agree to Thursday. 
Mr. Kirrrepce). Give him until Thursday. 
I will agree to Thursday. 
IDING OFFICER. The proposed 


= 
L 
Lr 


That on Thursday, June 21, 
begin voting on the bill. 
ESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re- 
from South Dakota? 
Mr. President, if we are going to adjourn 
e Senators seem to indicate, and if we post- 
itil Thursday, expecting, as the Senator from 
indicate in his speech, that we shall settle 
nal at this session, we are giving the 
no time whatever to take up this 
ter it and debate it and settle it. 
OFFICER. Is there objection to the re- 
‘from South Dakota? 
As I have said, I am personally—— 
OFFICER. Is there objection to the re- 
nator from South Dakota? The Chair hears | 
ione, and it is so ordered 
Mr. FORAKER. What is the order? 


1906, at 3 


Senator 


great 


PRESIDING 
if the Sen: 
Mr. HOPKINS. 
The PRESIDING 


the S« 


I was not on the | 
| mission of me, and I will yield. 


The Senator still | 


I did not suppose that in the lull of a moment the | 
when disa- | 


I am not willing to vote next Monday. I do | 
necessity for voting so early as Monday. If | 


| the Senator from South Dakota would call up the eanal bi ill 


Senators are familiar with the way in which | 


ments of the Senate numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6 


President, so that 


| as follows: 
| word “ thirty ” 


agreement will | 


other } 
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Mr. HALE. Thursday. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will again be stated. 

The Secrerary. It is agreed on Thursday, June 21, 
o’clock, to begin voting. 

Mr. FORAKER. That is, to vote on the bill and all ; 
ments that may be pending? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair so understands 

Mr. HALE. I submit a privileged report. 

The PRESIDING OFTFICER. The Senator from Maine pre. 
sents a conference report, which will be read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the conference report on the 
diplomatic and consular appropriation bill. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I raise a question of order. 
have not yielded the floor. The Senator from Maine did 
ask permission of me. 

Mr. HALE. I thought, as the other matter was concly 
that the Senator from Colorado had yielded the floor. 

Mr. TELLER. No; I have the floor, and I started in to ; 

a speech. 

Mr. HALE. I will withdraw the report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair was at fault. 

Mr. TELLER. I am quite willing to yield, but I wan 
rule of the Senate followed out. I want the Senator to ask ; 


mend- 


Mr. HALE. I ask the Senator to yield to me to subn 


| conference reports. 


Mr. TELLER. Does the Senator expect to have action upon 
them, or does he simply ask that they be read? 

Mr. HALE. There is no objection to either one of th: 
of the reports is signed by the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. TELLER. I have tried for the last half hour to say some- 
thing, and if it will convenience the Senate more that I should 
postpone saying what I have to say until to-morrow, I am per- 
fectly willing to do so. 

Mr. HALE. I leave that entirely to the Senator. 

Mr. TELLER. I ask unanimous consent that I may suspend 
now and go on in the morning at the first oe 


One 


- Wd 


A 


early in the morning hour, I think it would be well 
DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. HALE submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference of’ the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bil! (H. Rh. 


| 19264) making appropriations for the diplomatic and consular 


service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1907, and for other 
purposes, having met, after full and free conference have agreed 
to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 
follows: 

That the House recede from its ee to the = 
Sa o& 20. Th. 

3» a = 16, 17, 18, 19, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 30, 
33, 34, 35, 37, and 38; and agree to the same. 

T hat the House recede from its disagreement to the 
ment of the Senate numbered 20, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
the following: “ $109,225 ; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment numbered 29, and agree to the same with an amendment 
In the last line of said amendment strike out the 
and insert in lieu thereof the word “ twenty; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
ment of the Senate numbered 36, and agree to the same 
amendment as follows: In said amendment strike out 


ol, ¢ 32, 


. nda 
amend- 


amend- 
with an 
the 


| words “ and fifty-five; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 


EvGeENE HALr, 

S. M. Curio 

H. M. TE! 
Managers on the part of tl 

R. G. Covs! 

©. B. Lan 

H. D. Fu 
Managers on the part of the Ho 


The report was agreed to. 
NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. HALE submitted the following report 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing v 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to ane. 
| 18750) making appropriations for the naval ser\ 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1907, and for other purpo 
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- 
= full and free eonference have agreed to recommend 
: ommend to their respective Houses, as follows: 

r , » Senate recede from its amendments numbered 4, 9, 
a4 and 47. 


r House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
e Senate numbered 1, 3, 5, 11, 12, 14, 16, 17, 19, 20, 


m1 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 
a 50, 53, 54, 57, 58, 59, and 63, and agree to the same. 


House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
e Senate numbered 8, and agree to the same with an 
as fellows: 


1 10 of said amendment strike out the colon and insert 
reof a period. 
li 10, 11, 12, 18, 14, and 15 of said amendment strike 


llowing: “ Provided, That hereafter the pay and 
of chaplains shall be the same, rank for rank, as 
provided by law for officers of the line and of the 
Pay Corps, all of whom shall hereafter receive the 
shore duty as Is now provided for sea duty: And 
her,’ and insert in lieu thereof as a new paragraph 


chaplains now in the Navy above the grade of 
iall receive the pay and allowances of lieutenaunt- 
n the Navy according to length of service under 


ment of the Senate numbered 61, 


is of law for that rank, and all chaplains now in | 


1 the grade of lieutenant shall receive their present 
on shore duty: Provided, That naval chaplains 
shall have the rank, pay, and allowances 
(junior grade) in the Navy until they shall have 
years of service, when they shall have the 
wances of lieutenant in the Navy; and lieu- 
promoted, whenever vacancies oecur, to the 
nant-commander, which shall consist of five 

when so promoted shall receive the rank, pay, 

es of lieutenant-commander in the Navy: Pro- 

That nothing herein contained shall be held or 

rease the number of chaplains as now author- 

or to reduce the rank or pay of any how serving.” 

i of said amendment, commencing with the word 

{ aye a new paragraph; and in lines 17 and 18 of said 
ike out the werds “ pay and;” and in line 21 of 

ent strike out the words “ pay and.” 
» Senate agree to the same. 

House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment the Senate numbered 10, and agree to the same with 
amendments as follows: Im line 4 of said amendment strike 

it the words “ rank, highest; ” and in limes 4 and 5 of said 
rike out the comma after the word “ commander ” 
s “and of no higher rank;” and in lines 6 and 7 
‘ words “be appointed from civil life in the man- 
lat” and insert in lieu thereof the word “ receive ; ” 
ree to the same. 
House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 


en 


! ppointed 


evell 
ai 
qd ai 


amendinent st 


av 
ag 


ce 


! attentive 
listen to the reading of the report. Perhaps if I had I uld 
not have secured the information I desire. I desire to ask the 

| Senator from Maine whether the amendment which was placed 


and 


ment of senate numbered 15, and agree to the same with an | 


after the word 


amendme s follows: In said amendment, 
"] n,” “three hundred thousand; ” 


ike out the words 
te agree to the same. 
the House reeede from its disagreement to the amend- 
lent of the Senate numbered 18, and agree to the same with an 
endme ; follows: In line 5 of said amendment strike out 
words ‘immediately available and to be;” and the Senate 


»TO The ime 





of t Senate numbered 36, and agree to the 
dment as follows: In the last line of said amend- 
the comma and the words “to be immediately 
1 the Senate agree to the same. 

louse recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
iate numbered 51, and agree to the same with an 
“Olle In line 6 of said amendment, after the 
insert the following: “or that may occur 

and the Senate agree to the same. 
e recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
» numbered 52, and agree to the same with an 
W In lines 4, 5, and 6 of said amendment 
owing: “therein according to that held by 
a y when so appointed, if such appointees are 


ws: 


0 c oon . ” ‘ 

aaa vy, otherwise ;” and the Senate agree to the 

= recede from its disagreement to the amend- 

. numbered 60, and agree to the same with an 

ows: In said amendment strike out the words 
Jit 


ud insert in lieu thereof the words “ five hundred 
and the Senate agree to the same, 


mMilliox 
thousand we 







use recede from its disagreement to the amend- | 


same | 


| 
| 


| 


two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. 
10715) to establish an additional collection district in the Stat 
of Texas, and for other purposes, having after full and 
| free eonferenee have agreed to recommend and do recomme 
| to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend 
ments of the Senate numbered 1, 2, 3, and 5, and agree to t! 
seme. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the é 
ment of the Senate numbered 4, and acr to tl i 
amendment as follows: Add at the end of s« on t 
ing: “And the charges for the use of said docks l 
shall be just and reasonable, and shall not be greater th 


Senator will insist and continue to insist upon the amendment 

Mr. HALE. So far as I am concerned, I certainly sha 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the report of the committee of conference. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate further insist upon its 
amendments, and request a further conference with the Modus: 
| of Representatives on the disagreeing votes of the two H 34 
thereon, and that the Chair be authorized to appoint the con 
ferees on the part of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Presiding O r ay 
pointed as the conferees on the part of the Senate Mr. Ha 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend 


and agree to the » with an 


snnit 


amendment as follows: On page 76 of the bill, at the end 
line 5, insert the following: “‘ But this provision shall not 

to or interfere with contracts for such armor al enter 
into, signed and executed by the Secretary of the N ’ 
the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagr t to t] mend 
ment of the Senate numbered 62, and ag to the s 
amendment as follows: In lieu of it! su proposed in 
“* $33,475,829; ” and the Senate agree to the sam 

On amendments numbered 2, 6, 7, 13, 32 , ot, 5b nd 56 
the committee of conference have been unable to az 

Er LT I 
GEO. C. PERKINS, 
B. R. TILLMAN, 

Managers on the part of the enate 
GEORGE EpMt Loss, 
H. C. LoOUDENSLAGER, 


MEYER, 
part of the Hou 


ADOLPH 
Managers on the 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I did not very 



















































in the bill by the Senate in reference to securing informatic 


concerning the great battle ship which was provided for has 
been agreed to or not. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, that is a matter which is le 
open. The Senate conferees have not by any 1 is yield 
and so far as I know do not propose to yield the Senate am 
ment. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I trust, Mr. President 

Mr. BACON. As I understand the matter, this refers to th 
amendment by which this subject is left until the next session 


for final determination by Congress. 

Mr. HALE. The type of the vessel being entirely vague, 
Senate adopted an amendment requiring the Secretary to 
port at the next session a plan in detail. All the more, tl 
Senate agreed to it, because it is so marked a departure that it 
is understood and admitted.by everybody that it will take f 
now until December to get the plans in order. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I wish to add that having 


the 


1e 


rom 


taken some interest in this matter, being a member of the Com 
mittee on Naval Affairs, I sincerely trust the conferees on the 
part of the Senate will insist to the limit on retaining the 
amendment in the bill. 

Mr. WARREN. I wish to ask the Senator from Maine if 
that is the only amendment in disagreement? 

Mr. HALE. No; there are other disagreements, but I thin! 
this is perhaps the only one which will give rise to a contest 


Mr. WARREN. 


I wish simply to express the hope that the 


Mr. PERKINS, and Mr. TILLMAN. 
ADDITIONAL COLLECTION DISTRI 
Mr. HOPKINS submitted the followin 


rEXAS. 


, 


g report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
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charges for similar services at other ports of the United States 
ou the Gulf of Mexico;” and the Senate agree to the same. 
S. B. ELKINs, 
A. J. HopkKINs, 
A. 8S. Chay, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
CHARLES CURTIS, 
H. S. Boute tt, 
CHAMP CLARK, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was agreed to. 
LAKE 
Mr. PENROSE. 


ERIE AND OHIO RIVER SHIP CANAL. 


I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 14896) to 
» the Lake Erie and Ohio River Ship Canal, to define 
hereof, and to facilitate interstate commerce, if the 
siness has been disposed of for the day. 
LOGE. I will ask unanimous consent that the 
siness be temporarily laid aside. 
DING OFFICER. The Senator from 
that the unfinished 
Is there objection? The 


South Da- 
business be 
Chair hears 


ous consent 


aside, 
I now call up the Lake Erie and Ohio River 


9 objecti nm, 
sideration of the bill. 


the cor 


Will the Senator from Pennsylvania yield to | 


from a committee? 
I yield. 

( ESIDING OFFICER. 
yield for that purpose under the rule. 

Mr. PE NROSi. Then I ask for the consideration of the ship- 
canal bill. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, when the Senate ceased to con- 
sider this bill I had the floor, and I presume I would be expected 
to go on now; but I hope the Senator from Pennsylvania will 
not insist upon it. I 
quite weary. The bill can not be finished this evening any- 
way. I am sure Senators do not want to listen to me at this 
late hour, and I have as little disposition to be heard at this 

I have been here continuously since 12 o’clock, without 
intermission whatever. 


* to make a report 
PENROSE. 


he PR! 


time. 
any 


be disagreeable to me to go on. 


be finished this evening. 


| Mr. Knox], and that 
concluded to-night. 
particular advantage to be derived in my proceeding this 
evening. I do not know that I will have very much to say, and 
I am very sorry I did not have the opportunity to conclude yes- 
terday. .It would hardly be fair to go on at this time. 

Mr. PENROSE. Of course I do not desire to inconvenience 
the from Georgia or the Senate. This bill is third 
on the Calendar. 
West Virginia, Ohio, and twenty-four other States, 
ande the whole country, in my opinion, and it is fairly entitled 
to early consideration before adjournment. I had hoped that 
it would be finally disposed of long before this. Still, 


senator 


Senator 


svivania, 


consent - 

Mr. GbACON. I will say to the Senator that I 
an objection. 

Mr. PENROSE. 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill, and I 
k the Senate would have sustained me. 

Mr. BACON. I simply stated that to show I have no disposi- 
to interfere with the bill. 

Mr. PENROSE. In view of the additional 

ator thinks his remarks will be brief—— 

BACON. I do not make any promise, but I think the 
r will not be disappointed in his expectation. 
PENROSE. Those facts lead me to ask unanimous con- 
of the Senate that this measure may be considered to- 
without interfering with the unfinished business and 
after it has been temporarily laid aside. I make that request. 
PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania asks unanimous consent—— 

Mr. BACON. What time? 

Mr. PENROSE. I ask unanimous consent that the ship 
canal bill may be considered, without interfering with anyone 


thir 


fact that the 


MOrrew 


The 
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| am informed that the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Trrrep 


The Senator has no right to} 


| o'clock. 


have been here all day long, and am } 


It would be an imposition upon the 
Senate, I am sure, for me to attempt to speak now, and it would | 
I am very sure the bill can not | 
The junior Senator from Wisconsin | 
| Mr. LA FoLLerre] desires to be heard, and he stated to me that | 
he had conferred with the junior Senator from Pennsylvania | 
he had consented that it should not be | 
That being the case, I do not know of any | 





It is one of very great importance to Penn- | 


if the | 
from Georgia makes the request, I will ask unanimous | 


could have | 
stopped the consideration of the bill at any time yesterday by | 


I know that, and I could also have moved | 


| we used the obsolete smoothbore muzzle-loading 
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——— 
desiring to speak on the unfinished business, if any Senator 
does so desire, after the routine morning business is closed ang 
after the unfinished business is temporarily laid aside. 

Mr. BACON. I understand that to be after 2 o'clock. 

Mr. PENROSE. If there should be an interya] 
o’clock, I should like to have the bill taken up. 

Mr. BACON. I simply wish to say a word. I have sat 
here the entire day, hardly taking time for a very hasty lunch. 
eon, in order that I might be present if the bill eayje up. I 
would very much prefer that the Senator should fix it for some 
time after 2 o’clock, in order that I may not be compelleg to 
devote my entire time to one matter; and I will certainly con- 
sent to any arrangement he may desire, if he will make jt sub- 
sequent to that time. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from 
sylvania yield to the Senator from Minnesota? 

Mr. PENROSE. Yes. 

Mr. NELSON. I suggest that the Senator ask unanimous 
consent to take it up after the routine morning busin: 

Mr. PENROSE. I should like to make that reque 


before 9 


Penn- 


t, but I 
2] de- 


sires to address the Senate after the close of the routine 
ing business upon the isthmian canal measure, 

Mr. NELSON. I did not know that. 

Mr. PENROSE. I will modify my request, and ask unani- 


morn- 


the Senate. as in Committee of the | Mus consent that the measure be taken up after the unfinished 


| business is temporarily laid aside after the hour of 2 o'clock. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania asks unanimous consent that the bill which is now before 
the Senate be taken up to-morrow after the unfinished business 
is laid aside temporarily- 

Mr. BACON. And after 2 o’clock. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. And after the hour of 2 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is 
so ordered. 

ARTILLERY OF THE UNITED STATES ARMY. 


Mr. WARREN. I ask unanimous consent to submit a re- 
port. I um directed by the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 3923) to reorganize and to 
increase the efliciency of the artillery of the United States 
Army, to report it with amendments. 

Mr. President, I ask permission to say a few words. 

I want to invite the early and careful consideration of Sen- 
ators to the provisions of the bill, not with the intention of 
taking it up and disposing of it at this session, but so that 
Senators may be ready to assist the Military Committee and, 
for that matter, the country to unravel and reform somewhat 
a retrettable tangle. 

According to the so-called “ Endicott Board,” the United States 
Government has been for a number of years appropriating and 
expending annually large amounts of money on our coast de- 
fenses. Every emplacement and gun put in position requires 
attention after its installment, and if we are ever called upon 


| to use this arm of defense, we must have skilled artillerymen, 


machinists, electricians, and others trained in the service. 
Now, while we have expended and appropriated these large 
amounts of money, and are going forward from day to day in 
the expenditure of still further sums, we are not furnishing 
artillerymen and others to man the guns and to care for them, 
and the result is that about one-half of our defenses are mat- 
less, motionless, and, as a consequence, worthless in case 0! 
sudden attack. The best that can now be done for the gulls 
mentioned is to oil, wax, cover with canvas, and 
good-by. We are installing expensive systems of searchiig 
range finders, and a thousand and one modern impro\ ‘me 
all requiring expert knowledge of handling and careful 
borious labor in protecting. And yet we have no more skilled 
men and pay no higher compensation than we used to Ped 
guns and nat 


n i ; ; se woll-nigh in- 
The situation is becoming well-nigh 1 


but few in position. ; ; 
erformanct 


tolerable, and we must, in ordinary decency, in the p ma 
of our public duties either discontinue further appropriations 
and box up or sack up a part of our present armament, ol we 
must increase the artillery branch of the Army. 

In 1901 we added to the duties of the artillery the v— 
defenses, submarine mines, ete., formerly in charge 0! a 
engineers; but we have not provided the men or 10 ey to car 
for these, and this adds to the embarrassment # 
tion. 

The War Department is, in all its branches, a un red 
the addition of about 6,000 men to the artillery ee cal. 
also in advancing the pay of certain skilled ele Se the 
neers, ete, in the artillery. 'The Military Comm! ae Presl- 
Senate is a unit in the support of this increase, but, Mr. 


nd demoraliza- 


iit in urging 











re are members of the committee who desire to in- 
of decreasing some other 


further the practicability 


the service in providing for this increase, 
| 

















been mentioned as the proper arm to be diminished. 
we should not reduce iny other branch, and a ma- 
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by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 
ject to the approval of the Secretary of the Interior 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 7, line 25, after the word 


| two persons to be selected 
| 
| and,” to strike out 







































‘untaxable” and insert ‘nontaxable; ’ 
the committee share this opinion. Every member, | 00 page 8, line 6, after the word om .’ to strike out 
of the committee is free, as is every member of | * the lands of such member (except his or her homestead) shall 
ke up and discuss this subject upon its merits, | become subject to taxation, and >” and in line 11, after 
ly entreat the Congress to give early attention | Words “ United States,” to insert : 

| And the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized. in S « 
*‘reti ih s FT IT or all ‘ t f i 
| like to have every Senator inke ji is siness to look | cretion, to pay each member all or any I t of 1e id , ed 
l lik o ha " t r m ik it his business t » look | and placed to the individual credit of Sees P: and the & ses 
‘t, so that at an early Gay in the next session we | of the Interior is hereby authorized and d te } 
» the whole subject and dispose of it. taxes upon the surplus land of any mé er of id i so long as a 
(ESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be placed on the ee = his Freasury _— ted to such rl 
} Suc! nember as S or her pro rata e of an ri 1 
( |} and such tax shall be paid prior to the time when any penalty 
; s . ; / s | or forfeiture occurs under any law of the Territory or State of Okla 
ND FUNDS OF OSAGE INDIANS, OKLAHOMA TERRITORY. homa. , 
ING. I ask unanimous consent for the present |} So as to read: 
S 1 of the bill (H. R. 15833) for the division Seventh. That the Secretary of the Interior. ] a ‘ it 
| funds of the Osage Indians in Oklahoma Territory, | request and upon the petition of any adult member « ‘ 
: “7 | such member a certificate of corr ency, a orizi hin ) i 
‘r purposes. I called it up the other day. and the | oe uch me er a erttit at rf etency, uth ‘izing him i I 
vr? . + * 2 . aa A a y ) ] Li us CCU CL I rn i cas ! , i “ ‘ ‘ 
m Wiseonsin [| Mr. SPOONER] asked that it be laid | homest ‘ad, which shall remain alien . nd nonta 
to make some examination. He has Withdrawn | period of twenty-tive years, or luring the life of the homest 
if up investigation, consideration. 1 examinat of the : 
- Eee. 7 . : . , shall f any such member fully ec vetent and , 
; ho objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the | his or her own business and caring for his her 1 individ 
y led to consider the bill, which had been re | Provided, That upon the ee Sue ' 
ete a ac Aid eager” . ; . ; such m er, except as herein provided. ull } rig 
(committee on Indian Affairs with amendments. | control, and dispose of his or her lands the « 
‘ I renew the request I made the other day, that | tnitea States; and the Secretary of the Interior is hen 
eading of the bill be dispensed with. that it be | in his discretion, to pay, ete. 
udment, and that committee amendments be first | rhe amendment was agreed to. 
| ‘The next amendment was. on page 9, line 16, after th d 
SIDING OFFICER. It will be so ordered. “ division,” to strike out “ the quarter section of land 
ary proceeded to read the bill, ing to the public surveys, near Grav Horse.” and inse “10 
endment of the Committee on Indian Affairs was, | acres of land near Gray Horse. to be designated by 1 ‘ 
page 2, line 25, after the words “ of the,” to strike | tary of the Interior; and in line 21. after the word é 
luction of this bill in the House of Representatives, | to strike out “ quarter section of land ” and insert “10 acres: ” 
ruary 21, 1906,” and insert “ approval of this act ;” | SO as to read: 
s Ll: There shall also be reserved from selection a division 10 
retary of the Interior shall have authority to place on of land near Gray Horse, to be de : ‘d l the " ar of 
| the names of all persons found by him, after investic: ri ‘OI a a se L. Bir. 5 ae : —— = . 
titled, whose applications were pending on + geome a oe pao s Ne J 
il of this act ; allowed to purch: said 10 acre ti ppraised e placed t 
, oe . by the Osage tting Cor < the pri ‘ I e t 
ment was agreed to. placed to the of the is and to be ¢ 1 like 
si - - = ¥< ? ‘ain ro for 
amendment was, on page 3, line 17. after the word | tuads herein pri : 
7 nae . . . ° Tha aman nent was acread 
” to strike out the additional proviso in the following Mhe amendment was agreed to. 
we The next amendment was. on page 12, line 1, after the word 
* commiceci 4 insert “ enhie oO e ( ofr ‘ 
further, That said list shall contain the names of eae tie se weer < | 
I O ze roll heretofore investigated by the Secretary retary « f the Interior : So a8 to make the IVISO re i 
> right to b on said roll was sustained by hiin unless Proriled, That the house know 3 (th 
I ul evidence is submitted. vith the lot or lots on use { : - 
ndment Was agreed to. 1 as the U nited St s ho | ( 
: ' ¢ tozether with the lot or 1 sa 
amendment was, in section 2, on page 4, a atae eel deem aake. ta d 
rd “then,” to strike out “ it shall be the duty of | , | chief of the Os d the United § 
| states Indian agent for the Osages to make SASCS, respectively, at thé praised 1¢ é 
: o : “6 ; , I s ent to be made t sit mM ss s 
r such member er members ” and insert “such selec wal of the Secreta l : 
) > , ha nar«< , . ve , av lay iy 
ade by oral -S0R OF ae " a the rhe amendment was agreed to. 
nteri . ” coer . »* ‘ I s 4 ie rr ail ‘ ‘ . S . 
nterior shall des ae > and in line 1 - : : Ahe next amendment was, on page 12, line 20. after the rds 
( nsert “ subiec » ITOV: f the Sec- |] .—.: ire : : 1g . a “ : ; 
' eS See to the approval of the S nineteen hundred and five,” to insert “relating to 
Interior ; SO as to read: Reservation, pages 1061 and 2 lume Unit S es 
adult member i refuses, or is unable to mal tute it Large; SO aS to m the | 2 yh rea 
id time, such selection shall be made 
whom the Secretary of the Interior shall desi Phat the prov ms ¢ n en ! , 
‘st selections for minors shall be made by the ri 3 ‘ t- cl I t andia 
it for the Osages, subject to the approval of the Sec and f t S i 
rior. the fis en! } 
ad Mar« s, 1905, relating to the ¢ > Reser I 
nt was agreed to. i 1062, volume 33, United States Statutes Large 
‘mendment was, on page 6, line 18, after the word | same are hereby, continued i: 
ike out “ nontaxable and;” and in line 19, Mr. LONG. On behalf of the comn ittee, I send to the desk 
f years,” to strike out “ and Shall be designated as an amendment. 
s” and insert “ except as hereinafter provided: ” The PRESIDING OFFICER. The lendment vill be 


Oo selections of each member, together with 


OV ided. 


ent was agreed to. 
nendment was, on page 7. 


1 , after the words “ Indian Affairs,” to strike 


nd er person to be selected by” and insert 
'of;” so as to read: 

tion and divisi 

the 


fe supervision of. or by. a commission con 





Al 53 


Jo 









his 
g lands allotted to the member, shall be known 
ind shall be inalienable for twenty-five years, 


line 5, after the word 
it oceurs the first time, to strike out “three mem- 
bers nsert “one member;” in line 6, after the 
 s trike out “a person ” and insert “two persons: ” 


ion of lands herein provided for shall 


ie Osage tribe, to be selected by the Osage council, and 


stated. 


The Secrerary. On page 15, line 10, after the word “to” 
io strike out the words “ the members of :” so as to r ad : 
That the royalties to be paid to 


ease SO made shal 


be determined by the 





endment was agreed to. 

amendment was, in section 2. page 15, at the | 
ling of line 17, to stril 
1¢@ Osages”’ and insert: 
Secretary of the Interior: Pro 


contained shall be construed 
ontract. 





e out “ United states Indi: 


as ain ing any Val 


So as to read: 


ind provided further, That no minin of or p! 
said mineral or minerals Shall be permitted o1 





CONGRE 


the written consent of the member 
and the approval of the Secretary 
That nothing herein contained shall 
ue alid existing lease or contract. 
LONG. On behalf of yminittee, I move, after line 12, 
ift the words “ United States.” to strike out the two addi- 
onal provisos beginning on line 13, to the end of the paragraph. 
The amend! ngreed to. 
LONG. On beha lf of the committee, on page 14, line 1 
the word “as,” I move to out “ kereinafter ” and 
‘herein; ” so as to make the clause read: 
i funds belonging to the Osage tribe, and all moneys 
it may become due or may hereafter be found 
e of Indians, shall be held in trust by 
period of twenty-five years from and after 
1907, except as herein provided. 
was agreed to. 
uendment was, on page 16, to strike out section 5, 


without 
entitled thereto 
further, 


sin provided for 
xe tri 
rior: Pre 


1 as affecting any Vv 


vided 


the ec 


ben Was 
strike 


Osage tril 


States the 


of January, 


the 
The amendment 
>» next a 


1e following + 


secretary of the Interior shall furnish to the Osage 
before January 1, 1907, copies of all treaties 
of all transactions of every character between 
I id Osage tribe of Indians, and all acts of 
ts officials, relating to the Osage Indians or their 
ndment was agreed to. 
ndment was, in section (6) 5, 
ord “interests,” to insert “ except 
so as to make the section read: 


page 17, line 1, 
as hereinbefore 


° 


‘iration of the period of twenty-five years from 
‘y, 1907, the lands, mineral interests 
and held in trust by the United St ates 
‘ the individual members of the Os: 

in provided for, or their heirs, as hei 

Is to said lands shall be 

hei La ierein provided, and said 

o said members, or to their heirs, as herein 
hall have full control of said lands, 

except as hereinbefore provided. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section (7) 6, page 17, line 10, 

‘ter the word “ equally,” to insert “or to the survivor in case 

ath of either;”’ so as to make the section read: 


Sec. 6. That the lands, moneys, and mineral interests herein provided 
for, of any deceased member of the Osage tribe shall descend to his or 
her legal heirs, according to the laws of the Territory of Oklahoma, 
or of the State in which said reservation may be hereinafter incor- 
porated, except where ent leaves no issue, nor husband nor 
wife, in which case said 1oneys, and mineral interests must go 
to the mother and father lv, or to the survivor in case 
death of either. 


1g to the roll here 
led, and dee 


-Ordl!l 


moneys shall be distributed 
provided, and said members 
moneys, and mineral interests, 


f 
of the c« 


the deced 
lands I 
ll 


equa 


he amendment was agreed to. 

he 1 next amendment was, in section (8) 7, line 18, after the 

word “same,” to insert “ including the proceeds thereof;” and 

on page 18, line 1, after the word “the,” to strike out “ United 

States Indian agent for the Osages” and insert “ Secretary of 
the Interior;” so as to make the section read: 

: the la herein provided for are set aside for the sole 

of the individual members of the tribe entitled thereto, 

i rovided; and said members, or their heirs, 

nd to leave sald lands for farming, 

not otherwise ‘specifically 

ave full control of the same, 

, That parents of minor 

nd use of said minors’ 

il s inors arrive 

riven on said 


r 
ry’ 
i 


nds 


members of 
lands, together with 
at their majority: 
lands for the benefit 
1 thereto, or for their heirs, shall 
» Secretary of the Interior. 


And pro- 


ent was agre 


umendment was, to strike out section 10, in the fol- 


ndian Reservation is hereby made a county 
he Territory of Oklahoma, and 
of said county; and the 
; for said Osage C 
Perritory within 
‘rs elected at said 
flicers in other 
: provided for 
ding to the laws gove I 
vided, That all mal 
ve resided there 
Inited State 
herwise disqualifiec 
electors and shall 
id county, and all juries 
venire under the direction 
ge County. 


sori! 


(11) 9, page 19, line 9, 
ix” and insert “ eight ;’ 


* to insert “ and the Sec- | 


zed to remove from the 
‘reof for good cause 

ce the section read: 
biennial ion of officers for 
A principal chief, an assistant principal chief, 


npn as to mal 
9. That there shall be a 
Osage tribe as follows: 


elect 


the | 


| of said act; and the Secretary of the Interior is hereby 
| directed to make public proclam: ition that said act shall be . 


issued to said m ers, or to 


of the 





grazing, | 
provided for herein, and | 
including the proceeds | 
the tribe shall | 
the pro- | 


of the | 


| as to read: 


. to be | 


the 
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and eight members of the Osage tribal council, said officers to ty 
at a general election to be held in the town of Pawhuska, Okla. 
first Monday in June; and the first election for said officers 
held on the first Monday in June, 1908, in the manner to be pr 
by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, ‘and said officers shal] 
for a period of two years, commencing on the Ist day of July 
ing said election, and in case of a vacancy in the office of 
chief, by death, resignation, or otherwise, the assistant prin 
shall succeed to said office, and all vacancies in the Osage tri 
cil shall be filled in a manner to be prescribed by the Osage tri 
cil, and the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to 
from the council any member or members thereof for good ca 
by him determined. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 20, after line 14, to strike 
out section 15, in the following words: 

Sec. 15. That this act shall be of full force and effect if ratio, 
fore the 1st day of December, 1906, by a majority of the 
members of said tribe at the next general election of said tri! 
election held for the purpose of voting upon the acceptance or 

autt 


elected 


, On the 


ll coun 
) ] coun 
remove 


, to be 


vo 1 on 


the next general election of said tribe, or at a special election calleg 
said Secretary, under such rules and regulations as he m: r 
At the said election all male members of said tribe over the 
years qualified to vote under the tribal laws shall have the 
vote at the election precinct most convenient to their residen 
vided, That the votes cast at such election shall be forthwith 
to the Secretary of the Interior by the chief and the business 
of said tribe. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the 
amendments were concurred in. 
The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, 


Senate as amended, and the 


and the bill 


| to be read a third time. 


The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
TELEPHONE SYSTEM ON 


Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I ask for the consideratior 
of the bill (S. 4184) to ratify, approve, and confirm an act duly 
enacted by the legislature of the Territory of Hawaii to author- 
ize and provide for the construction, maintenance, 
tion of a telephone system on the island of Oahu, 
Hawaii. 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 
eration. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pacific Islands 
and Porto Rico with amendments. 

The first amendment was, on page 2, line 9, after 
“hereby,” to insert “ amended, and, as amended, 
as to read: 


ISLAND OF OAHU, 


and opera- 
Territory of 


the word 
is hereby > ot 


That the act of the legislature of the Territory of Hawaii entitle 
“An act to authorize and provide for the construction, maintena: 
and operation of a telephone system on the island of Oahu, Terr 
of Hawaii, by the Standard Telephone Company (Limited) 
by the governor of the Territery April 26, 1905, be, and 
amended, and, as amended, is hereby ratified, approved, and co 
is follows, to wit: 


The amendment was 
The next amendment 
“limits,” to strike out 


’ approve 


agreed to. 

was, on page 3, line 6, after 
“by aerial, underground, or 
wires, or;” in line 7, after the word “such,” to strike 
‘other;” and in line 9, after the words “ public works,” to 
sert “, or any other official or board having contr : 
streets and roads where said wires are located, whi 

cials or boards may, after 1912, at any time that t! 
terests require it, direct any changes in the method of 

using said wires that have been or may thereafter | 

laid that they shall determine to be proper and 1 

as to read: 


the word 
overhead 
j out 


“ 


Sec. 2. The said telephone system shall be operated by 
wires within a radius of one-half mile, starting from ‘ 
of Fort and King streets, and beyond said limits by such n 
as may be adopted by said company from time to ti! 
proval of the superintendent of public works, or any 
beard having control of the streets and roads where said 
cated, ete. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 3, line 24, a! 
“acquired,” to insert: ‘“ All franchises thus ac 
subject to all the conditions and limitations ot 


Telephone Company (Li! 
time acquire, by lease or otherwise, the rigits, 
yperty of any person or corpor ation operating a 
he island of Oahu, all of the rights, privilege: 

yy this act conferred with reference to the occu 

} and waters, maintenance and operation of te! 
also all other powers so conferred, are hereby 

aintenance and use of the property sO acquired. A 

{ quires 1 shall be subject to all the conditions and 1i! 


Sec. 3. If the Standard 


‘he amendment was agreed to. 


Fs atts the words 
The next amendment was, on page 4, line 14, after t sf 
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wo! The next amendment was, on page 11, line 15, after the word 
f said streets or roads;” so as to read: “ works,” to insert “or other proper authority;” in line 16, 
S the said Standard Telephone Company, before laying its | after the word “ therewith,” to strike out “ suid superini ent 
; otherwise disturbing any of the streets or roads of the | of public works shall, with the consent of; and 1 line 18, 
hy sha 9 rial he law ‘ da P ene ‘eeta » | . 4 6“ 99 . ‘ 
is anu, shall as ervain the lawful grade of such stre 'S or | after the word attorney-general,” to insert shall; so as to 
; the superintendent of public works or other officials or!) 4. 7 
\ ving charge of said streets or roads, who shall furnish the | read : 
rt information within a reasonable time. | Sec. 20. Forfeiture of franch Whenever said pany ref Vt 
ia aieiiitimeetanit | fails to do or perform or comply with any act, 1 ter, or thing requi 
ndment was agreed to. . | site or required to be done under the t s of t t, and shall con 
<t amendment was, on page 4, line 21, after the word | tinue so to re fuse or fail to do or fi 1 or co t with after 
to strike out “ officer duly appointed by him” and in- | Sen aie eee Se: Sat gene ee eas . 
: . : e : “~ yroper au ority » comply ! ’ 
pre i ls or boards having charge of said streets or roads ; general shall cause proceedings to il tri- 
i] ‘+t after the word “the” where it occurs the third time, | bunal to h: the franchise g¢g this i ind 
oa : . . 2 a ivileces « nto -renns ° or nd ac ) ‘ 
to out “superintendent of public works” and insert | Privileges granted hereunder, forfeited and « nt Ly 
Hg horities ; ” The amendment was agreed to. 





a “or other officials or boards having charge of said 
str or roads;” in line 8, after tle 
s » second time, to strike out “ 


on page 5, line 6, after the word “ works,” | 
| 


word “the” where it 
superintendent of public 


W d insert “said officials;” in line 10, after the word | 
“rp y,” to strike out the parenthesis mark and the word | 
ir 1 the same line, after the word “‘ county,” to strike out 
the | thesis mark; in the same line, after the word | 
+ 09 to insert “or municipality;” in line 13, after the 
wol publie works,” to insert “or other officials or boards 
having charge of said streets or roads;” in line 17, after the 
word ° ‘ritory,” to insert “county or municipality which 


! aid streets or roads;” and in line 19, after the word 
to strike out “by the said Territory;” so as to 





its or other equipment of the said company which affect 


























t f the public strects or roads shall conform to the grades 
( or roads on which they are laid down, as furnished by 
t endent of public works or other officials or boards having 
d streets or roads, and the said Standard Teley ‘or 

1 t in any way change or alter the same without the \ 
( aid authorities. And the Territory of Hawaii reserves 
f ht to change and alter the line and grades of its streets 
nd the said Standard Telephone Company shall, at their 
in sixty days conform to such new lines and grades in 
r x its surface equipment or conduits upon receiving notice 
il I he s itendent of public works or other officials or 
ly Y ge id streets or roads. and such changes shall 
he t to the approval of the said officials And in all ses 
f rovements by the Territory, county, or municipality, the 
‘d Telephone Company shall conform to all such improve 
me ‘ected by the superintendent of public works or other off- 
( having charge of said streets or roads. In case of neg 
l Standard Telephone Company to make such repairs, 
( provements required of it this section, they shall be 
rt , the Territory, county, or municipality which maintains said 
st I is, and the cost of such repairs, changes, and improve 


ment » recovered from the said Standard Telephone Company. 
iment was agreed to. 








7 amendment was, on page 8, line 7, after the word 
“Congress,” to insert “All franchises and property thus acquired 
shall be subject to all the conditions and limitations of this 
act: so as to read: 

5 12. The said Standard Telephone Company (Limited) shall 
I to take over, either by purchase or lease, or all of 

| or personal, rights, privileges, and franchises, of any 

company, and shall have, when so acq and may 
f e rights, pawers, privileges, and franchises such com 
J the si > derived by chart« by municipal authority, 
t > leg he Territory of Hawaii, or by the United 
S 


s acquired shall be 


act. 


lises and property thi 

j I limitations of this 

l idment was agreed to. 

amendment was, on page 9, line 6, after the word 
to insert “of;” and in line 7, after the word 
i] “ proceeds ” and insert “ receipts ;” as 





sirike out 


sO 
rt iid Standard 
ment of the Tx 
s from ¢ 


oval of 


Telephone Company (Limited) shail 
rritory of Hawaii a tax of 24 per cent 
1 after the expiration of two years from the 
: I this act by the Congress of the United States. 
s s shall be made quarterly. 

lment was agreed to. 

endment was, on page 9, line 13, before the word 
strike out “ section ”’ and insert “sections 3 and;” 








lease, or acquirement 
any, as provider 
Telephone Compar 


. : . 
olf this 


of the 
and 
that 


property 
i2 of 


case 


1 in sections 3 
iy, th and in 












l r under section 14 act shall be paid to the | 
date of such purchase, lease, or acquirement. 
ent was agreed to. 


= endment was, on page 11, line 7, after the word 
tT 


t occurs the second time, to strike out 
lie works” and 


superin 
insert “treasurer of the Terri- 





: so as to read: 
§ entire plant, operation, box and accounts of said 
‘ ne Company shall at any time be open and subject to 





ans the treasurer of the Territory of Hawaii or any per 
7 him for the purpose, 


ent was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engr 
the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 





ee 
> 
a 
~ 

: 
— 


INE. 


PRACTICE 
GALLINGER. 


OF VETERINARY MEDI 


Mr. it consideration of tl 


I ask for the pre 


sel ie] ie 

bill (S. 5698) to regulate the practice of veterinary med @ 
in the District of Columbia. 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, 


the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceede 
sideration. 

The bill was reported from the Committee « 
Columbia with amendments. 

The first amendment of the Committee « 
Columbia was, on page 1, line 4, after the 1e, 
insert “to be appointed by the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia; ” in line 6, after the word “ have,” 
diploma” and insert “ graduated;” in line 7, 





‘confer,” to strike out “the same, to be appoil! C 

missioners of said District” and insert “ degrees 1 | 9, 
after the word “each,” to insert “of whom shall have been; ” 
in the same line, after the word “of,” to strike out “the” and 
insert “said;” in line 10, after the word “ District,” to strike 
out “of Columbia;” in line 11, after the word “ period,” to 
insert “shall have been;” in line 12, after the word “ profes- 
sion,” to strike out “therein” and insert “i id District; ” 


on 2, line 3, after the word “thereafter.” to stril 


page 


‘each appointment” and insert “appointments;:” in line 5, 
after the word “are,” to strike out “necessitated” and insert 
“ occasioned ;” in line 8, before the word “ judgment,” to strike 


out “exclusive; ” 
insert “ due; ” 


and in line 10, before the 
so as to make the section read: 


word “ notice, 

















‘hat there be, and is hereby, created a board of exa ir r 
inary medicine, to be appointea by the Commissioners of » I t 
of Columbia, which shall consi of five reputabl of 
veterinary medicine, who s have graduated from : ege 
authorized by law to confer Trees, @€f v i 
bona fide resident of said District for J ir ) 
pointment, and each, during said } 3! V vy ¢ 
gaged in the practice of his profession in said ] I t 
ments first made shall be one for one 3 ,, O vo e for 
three years, one for four years, and one for five y 3, a the: fter 
j} appointments shall be for a period of five years, except s are 
occasioned by death, resignation, or al, in Ww ( t ) 
pointm« shall be for the remaind the i I 
vided the said Commiss ers in their 3 
any member of said board for neglect ty or r suff se, 
after due notice and hearing. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2 ge 2, line 13, after 


the word “ necessary,” to strike out 
the health ofiicer of the District of 
shall be an ex officio secretary of sa 
before the word 1.” to 


Colut i for j 
id | rd, and;” in line 16, 


insert “'] 


“ 


shall 


board; ” in line 20, before the word “shall,” to strike out ) 
aforesaid secretary;” in line 24, before the word “shall,” to 
strike out “said board;” on page line 3, after t word 
“licenses,” to strike out “to practice veterinary medicine in 
the District of Columbia;” in line 4, after the word “ which,” 


egister;” in line 5, after the word “ each,” to strike 


to insert “r 








out “ candi and insert “ applicant; ” in line 6, 1 re the 
word “ sp¢ to strike out “he or she;” in line 9, ai the 
word “lectures,” to strike out “of med e 1 in | by 
after the word “ board,” to strike out “ hereby ted ; s 
to make the section read: 

Sec. 2. That the said bh 2 S i » 
shall elect a president, vice-; j 1 3 
‘ all be nect in'y The y of d l r 

inister oaths or affii upon 5s ) 
of said board, person W > 
rmation shall be ! guilty of I 
shall make, alter, or amend, ibject to th 
missioners of the District of Col 


ia, such 1 r Ss 
| may be necessary to carry into effect tl I 
} shall hold such meetings as shall be necessary t 




















ty ess, and shall issue all licenses to practice veterinary medicine 
in the District of Columbia. Said board shall keep an official record 
of its meetings, and also an official register of all applicants for 
li , iich register shall show the name, age, place, and duration 
of residence of each applicant, the time spent in the study of veterinary 
medicine, in d out of medical schools, and the names and locations 
ot al schools which have granted said applicant any degree 
‘ te of ttendance upon lectures, and it shall also show 
whet said applicant was rejected or licensed under this act, and 
said re ter shall be prima facie evidence of all matters contained 
therein. The ¢ nissioners of the District of Columbia shall have 
power to requi iy or all officers of said board to give bond to the 
Iyistrict of ¢ ia in such form and penalty as they may deem 
} ‘| 1 board 5 ii in the month of July in each year submit 
to i 4 ni ners full report of its transactions during the 
tw e! i i iediately preceding. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, page 3, line 22, before 
the word “ desire,” to insert “shall; ” on page 4, line 2, after 
the word “shall,” where it occurs the second time, to strike out 
“comply therewith and; ” in line 4, before the word “ diploma,” 


to strike 


» insert 


out “ veterinary; ” in line 5, before the word “ college,” 
‘yeterinary;” in line 7, before the word “ sessions,” 
out “and requiring two or three” and insert “ which 
shall require at least two;” in line 9, after the word 


trike 


college 
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the word “ examination,” to insert “may;” in line 2, before 
the word “appeal,” to strike out “may;” in line 5, before tho 
word “forth,” to strike out “set” and insert “ setting: in 
the same line, before the word “ accompanied,” to strike oyt 
“be:” in line 8, before the word “ board,” to strike out “ in 
peal” and insert ‘“a;” in line 11, before the word “sh to 
insert “board; ” in line 18, before the word “ findings to 
strike out “review or;” in line 17, after the word a,” 
to strike out “ appeal;” in line 18, after the word “ bos to 


” 


insert “ of review ;” and in line 21, after the word “ exan I's.” 


to insert “If favorable, the amount deposited shall be yr. ned 
to the appellant; ’’ so as to make the section read: 
Sec. 6. That any person kaving been examined by said board of 


aminers in veterinary medicine and having been refused a ]j , 
the result of such examination may, within thirty days after rmal 


— ation of such refusal appeal from the decision’ of said rd, 
uch appeal must be in writing, addressed to the Commis; s of 
| said District, setting forth the ground upon which it is ba ind 


such,” to strike out “diplomas” and insert “ diploma;” and 
in line 11, after the word “ evidence,” to strike out “ of practice 
of” and insert “that they have practiced;”’ so as to read: 

s 3. That from and after the passage of this act all persons de- 
s to practice veterinary medicine or any branch thereof in the 
Di ict of Coh iia, or who shall desire to hold themselves out to 
the } ic as ] ticing veterinary medicine or any branch thereof in 
the District of Columbia, ill make application to said board of ex- 
aminers in veterinary medicine for a license so to do. Application for 
this purpose shall be upon a form furnished by said board, and shall 
be accompanied by satisfactory evidence of good moral character, and 
by i from some veterinary college authorized by law to confer 
t college shall require at least two sessions of study 
of ine of not less than six months each prior to the 
i iploma, and graduates of two-year colleges shall accom- | 
I jlomas by satisfactory evidence that they have practiced 
ve ine for to the issue of 


five years last past subsequent 





































accompanied by a deposit of $30. 
said Commissioners 
view, consisting of 


If, after examination of said 9 
deem it proper, they shall appoint a board of +, 
three practioners of veterinary medicine }yavi 
qualifications nilar to those required of members of thy 
board of examiners in veterinary medicine, which board sh; 

the examination of appellant, and if they deem necessary 

him and report their finding to said Commissioners: and sy 

shall be final and binding upon all parties concerned, and it 

to the appellant the board of examiners in veterinary m 
issue to him a license to practice veterinary medicine in said iet 
Each member of said board of review shall be paid a fee of 7 nae 
than $10 for each candidate examined, payment to be niad 

deposit of the appellant if the finding is adverse to him, but se 
from the funds of the board of examiners. If favorable t! ot 
deposited shall be returned to the appellant. at 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 7, page 8, line 2, after 
the word “practice,” to strike out “veterinary medicine; ” 


sit 








SO 
| as to make the section read: 

Sec. 7. That every person practicing veterinary medicine in the 
District of Columbia, or representing himself or permitting himself 
to be represented as so practicing, shall display or cause to be dis 
played conspicuously in his usual place of business his } to 
practice in said District. Said place of business shall, 4d 
reasonable hours, be open to inspection by any representati the 
police department or of the board of examiners in veterinary mm ne 
of said District, so far as may be necessary to examine su 
and it shall be unlawful for any person to interfere with an pe 
tion made or intended to be made for this purpose. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 9, page 9, line 8, before 
the word “within,” to strike oue ‘“‘ meet patients or receive 
-alls ” and insert “ do business,” so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 9. That this act shall not apply. to veterinary surg in the 
Army or in the employ of the gricultural Depart who are 
graduates of regular veterinary colleges, nor to regularly lice 1 
veterinarians in actual consultation from other States, nor to 1 rly 
licensed veterinarians actually called from other States to tend 
cases in the District of Columbia, but who do not open an . or 


appoint a place to do business within said District. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 10, page 9, line 16, after 
the word “ license,” to strike out “ provided for in this act; 
in line 17, before the word “ conviction,” to strike out “on: 
in line 20, after the word “ for,” to insert “any of;” and in 
line 22, after the word “ provided,” to strike out “in this act,” 


ams « 


“ 


| so as to read: 


That the board of examiners in veterinary medicine herely created 
may, by a vote of four members, revoke or suspend for a certain 
the license of any person to practice veterinary med r any 
branch thereof in the District of Columbia after notice 1 i ing, 
for any of the following causes, namely: The employmen: of | nd 
or deception in passing the examinations or in obtaini: i el 
chronic inebriety, or conviction of crime involving mora! 
The method of complaint, form and length of notice, : 
hearing charges against any licensee for any of the above « 
be according to the rules and regulations to be made, subject 
proval of said Commissioners, as_ hereinbefore ore. 
the decision of said board may be taken to the court o 3 0 
the District of “Columbia, and the decision of said t 
final. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 12, page 1°, 
fore the word “ one,” to strike out “ some;” 
section read: 

Sec. 12. That it shall be the duty of the corporation co 


« 


s0 a 


of his assistants to prosecute all violations of the prov 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for 


and the 


a third reading, read 


| the third time, and passed. 


and by a fee of $10, except as herein otherwise directed, | 
and fund thus created, the board shall pay such necessary 
expe may incur. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Phe next ame! dment was, on page 5, line 5, before the word 
“April,” to insert “ January;” in the same line, after the word 
*“ July,” to insert “and;” in the same line, after the word “ Oc- | 
tr ’ to strike out “and January;” in line 8, before the word 
“may,” to insert “examinations;” and in line 9, after the 
word “said,” to strike out “ Commissioners,” and insert “ board | 
shall; ” so as to read: 

Ss f S shi ill not exceed in any one fiscal year the amount of 
fé collected iring that period, but if any balance remain after pay- 
i all such ¢ r ises the Commissioners of said District shall authorize 
1 payment therefrom to the inembers of said board for their services 
of such amounts as said Commissioners deem proper. Said board shall, 
by means of examinations, ascertain the professional qualifications 
of all applicants for license to practice veterinary medicine in said 
District, and shall issue such licenses to all who are found by such 
examinati to be, in the judgment of said board, competent to so 
practice; and no such license shall be issued to any person who has 
not so demonstrated his competence, except as hereinafter otherwise 
provided Such examinations sl all be held in January, April, July, 
ard O ver of each year, and shall include all such subjects as are 
ordinarily ineluded in the curricula of veterinary colleges in good 
standing, but examinations may be held at such other times and in 
( le such other subjects as said board shall authorize and direct. Said 
board s ber consecutively all applications received, note upon 
‘ the « ition made of it, and preserve the same for reference, 

nd shall number consecutively all licenses issued. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 5, page 6, line 7, before 
the word “and,” to strike out “ maintains” and insert “ who 
has maintained;” in line 9, after the word “ before,” to strike 
out “the date of;” in line 21, after the word “ medicine,” to 
strike out “ to said board of veterinary examiners; ” in the same 
line, after the word “as,” to strike out “and existing” and in- 
sert “a:” and in line 23, after the word “ practitioner,” to 
insert “of veterinary medicine;” so as to make the section 
read 

Sec. 5. That any person who has received a diploma from a vet- 
erinary college lawfully authorized to confer the same and who has 
m d 1 office for the practice of veterinary medicine in the Dis- 
t of Columbia on or before the passage of this act, upon submis 
‘ of proof of such faets to the board of examiners in veterinary 
I i and the ent of fee of $1, shall be licensed by said 
] 1 practice inary medicine in the District of Columbia with- 
‘ ination person, not a graduate of a college ae 
authorized to « fer a degree in veterinary medicine, who has bes 

isly ¢ ed in the practice of veterinary medicine in the 
Columbia for five years previous to the passage of this act 
imt an office in said District for that purpose shall be | 
to pres ‘nt himself for examination before the board of 


; without fee, and upon proof of satisfactory know!l- 
medicine shall be registered and licensed as a prac- 


miners 
nary 





itioner terinary medicine. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 6, page 7, line 1, after 


DAVID ROBERTSON. 

ie present 

pertson, 
of the 


Mr. BULKELEY. I ask unanimous consent for 
consideration of the bill (S. 4089) to place ae 
sergeant, first class, Hospital Corps, on the retir 


United States Army. 


p 
list 





1 


_ 


O06. 


— 
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| 


» being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the | 


nroce 


eded to consider the bill, which had been reported 


» Committee on Military Affairs with an amendment, to 


nt 
it 


I 


i 


M 


W 


l 





all after the enacting clause and insert: 
equence of the long, faithful, and meritorious services in 
tates Army of David Robertson, sergeant, first Hos- 
. for a period of over fifty years in the same grade, the 
e, and he is hereby, authorized to nominate and, by and with 
and consent of the Senate, to place said David Robertson on 
list of the United States Army with the full pay and allow- 

rade held by him at the date of such retirement. 

Mr. President, in lieu of that amendment, 


a idment which I send to the desk. 
SIDI 


le ~ 
Ss ciass, 


LK ELEY. 


NG OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
from Connecticut will be stated. 
veTARY. It is proposed, in lieu of the amendment of 


itcee, 


to insert the following: 









| D. 


nsequence of the long, faithful, and meritorious services 

States Army of David Robertson, sergeant, first class, 
ra pe of fifiy years in the same grade, the S« 

and is I , authorized to place said David 

the retired list of enlisted men of the Army with full 

» and commutation o wwances at the following rates 


$4.56; 


rat 





‘ ing $30, and fuel and quarters, $20. 
hment to the amendment was agreed to. 

idment as amended was agreed to. 

was reported to the Senate as amended, and t 
concurred in. 


he 


wag 
We 


ll was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 


third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING 


ARK of Montana. I ask unanimous consent for the 
ideration of the ‘bill (S. 544) to provide for the 
a public building in the city of Great Falls, Mont. 
« no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
eded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 


AT GREAT FALLS, MONT. 


st amendment was, on page 1, line 
.”’ to strike out “ twenty,” and insert “ fifteen;” in 
er the word “site,” to strike out “and cause to be 
m a suitable building, including fireproof vaults, 
ventilating apparatus;” and in line 10, after the 
na,” to strike out “the cost of said site and build- 
ng said vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, 
and approaches, complete, not to exceed the sum of 
’ so as to read: 


4, after the word 


se “cs 


cretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized 
equire, at a cost not exceeding $15,000, by purchase, 
otherwise, a site for the 1 and accommodation of 





post-office and other Government offices in the city 
d State Montana. 


of 

ndment was agreed to. 
ndment was, on page 2, 

der of the bill, as follows: 


after line 17, to strike 


rat 


ion of said report and accompanying papers, the 
asury shall deem further investigation neces 

‘ mmission of not more than th persons, 
e an officer of the Treasury Departm« whiel 
















exa e the said proposed sites, and such others 
rr ury may designate, and grant such hearirz 
as they shall deem necessary; and said commission 
ty days after said examination, make to the Secretary 


written report of their conclusion in the premises, ac 
| maps, statements, plats, or documents taken by or 
em in like manner as hereinbefore provided in regard to 
s of said agent of the Treasury Department; and the 
rreasury shall thereupon finally determine the loca- 
jing to be erected. 
ation of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secre- 
sury, but the same shall not exceed $6 per day and 
e es: Provided, however, That the member of said 


with | 


ointed from the Treasury Department shall be paid only | 


iing expenses. 
all unexposed to danger from fire by an 
10 feet on each side, including streets and alleys. 


be 


ent was agreed to. 

s reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
vere concurred in. 

s ordered to be engrossd for a third reading, read 
e, and passed. 

Ss amended so as to read: “A bill to provide for 


e of a site for a public building in the city of Great 
JOHN A. MERONEY. 
ZIER. I ask unanimous consent for the present 


oe 


of the bill (H. R. 3997) for the relief of John A. 
no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
led to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary 

iry to pay to John A. Meroney, of Giles County, 


open | 














Tenn., late a member of Company D, Twelfth Regiment Tennes- 
|} See Volunteer Cavalry, $150 for a horse taken by or furnished 
| to the military forces of the United States for their use during 

the late war for the suppression of the rebellion. 

The bill was reported to the Senate w :mend t, Or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time nd passed. 

Mr. SPOONER. I move that the Senate adjourn 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o'clock and 20 minutes 

m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, June 15, 
1906, at 12 o’clock meridian. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, June 14, 1906. 

The House met at 11 o’clock a. m 

The Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Coupen, D. D., delivé 1 the 
following prayer: 

We bless Thee, O God, our heavenly Father, for the t of 
“6 which moved our fathers to high and holy resolv lus- 
trious deeds, and glorious achievements h gave to us a 
government of the people, by th« le, and for the ] nd 
for the old flag which they carried to \y on a 1 a | 
fields of battle, dear to every American hé emblem of ty 
and freedom, law and order, peace and good will. God gra 
it may wave on in triumph unti! ery pt » of : 
shall feel its influence and res re in their Ll right 
under its graceful and protecting folds, and T! ! se 
through Jesus Christ our Lord. Amen 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings w: ead and ap- 
proved. 

DAILY HOUR OF MEET! 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I offer a res m which | se 1 
to the Clerk’s desk, and ask unanimous consent for its im- 
mediate consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York offers a 
resolution and asks unanimous consent for its present con- 
sideration. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That for the remainder of this session, un therwise 
ordered, the daily hour of meeting of the House of Re tives 
Shall be 11 o’clock a. m 

The SPEAKER. ‘The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion. 

The question was taken; and the resolution was agreed to 

H. G. CLEMENT. 

Mr. CASSEL. Mr. Speaker, I offer the privileged resolution 
(No. 564), from the Committee on Accounts, which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House is hereby author 1 and di- 
rected to pay, out of the contingent fund of the H e, to H. G. ¢ 
the sum of $100, being the iount of clerk-hir« wance due t e 
Representative Robert Adams, jr.. and on ac of cle 3 
rendered by said Clement during the month of May, 1906 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion. 

The question was taken; and the resolution was agreed to 

ROBERT RICHARDSON. 

Mr. CASSEL. Mr. Speaker, I also offer a privileged resolu- 
tion (No. 569), which | send to the Clerk’s de 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from P lvania offers a 
privileged resolution, which the Clerk will report 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House is h ithorized to } to 
the widow of Robert Richardson, late an emplovee in the bat Or f 
the House of Representatives, a sum equal to month's p at e 
rate of compensation he eceiving at the t f Ss de nd a 
further sum, not exceedi: $250, for funeral expenses, said ar ! to 
be paid out of the contingent fund. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion. 


The question was taken; and the resolution was agreed to. 
CLERK 


Mr. CASSEL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer a privileged reso- 
lution (No. 435), which I send to the Cler! 
The SPEAKER. 


FOR COMMITTEE ON IRRIGATION, 


-’s desk. 


The gentleman from Pennsylvania offers 


a 
privileged resolution, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the chairman of the Committee on Irrig Arid 
Lands is hereby authorized to appoint a clerk to said committee, who 
shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the House at the rate of 
$2,000 per annum from and after July 1, 1906, unless otherwise pro- 
vided for by law; and the Committee on Appropriations is hereby 
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zed and directed to provide for the salary of said clerk in one 
I ! appropriation bills: 

1 clerk assigned to 
SPEAKER. The gentieman from Pennsylvania 
consent for the present consideration of the resolu- 


said committee. 


I think it had better go over for the day. I | have very great respect for a ruling 
| hi y ‘ é g 


* to-day. 
<ER. Fer the present the gentleman from New 
ir. PAYNE] objects. 
I BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I desire, if the Chair will 
hear me a moment, to say a word in reference to the privileged 
character of this resolution. The resolution, or a part of it, 


tain fixed period, and that makes it privileged, Mr. Speaker. 
Reports from the Committee on Accounts, which provide for 
payment of sums out of the contingent fund under the rules of 
the Lou are privileged reports, and resolutions can be called 
up as privileged which thus provide. The present resolution 
provides that it shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the 
House “at the rate of $2,000 per annum from and after July 1, 
1906, unless otherwise provided for by law.” 

it has been the uniform custom in the House, when resolu- 
tions this kind have been reported from the Committee on 


Se 


of 


propriations to provide for them in one of the appropriation 
bills. Mr. Speaker, from a number of rulings of the Chair, 


by the House, 


ing law, 


not violate Rule XXI. 

Mr. PAYNE. 
that it 
takes away the privilege of the resolution, for it provides that 
hereafter the Committee on Appropriations is directed to make 
this appropriation. The resolution makes law. If it does, of 
course it takes away the privilege of the resolution. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Not at all, Mr. Speaker; a resolution which 
provides simply for this clerk to be paid out of the contingent 
fund is existing law. If I had the House Manual at hand, I 
think I might readily call the attention of the Chair to certain 
decisions. If the appropriation was only made for the sessions 
of Congress, under the rules of the House we could provide 


that the sum be paid out of the contingent fund until other- | 
wise provided for; and then it would be existing law, and I | 


apprehend that the Committee on Appropriations could make 
provision if that latter clause was not in the resolution. I 
think it is privileged, Mr. Speaker; but if it is not, then I sug- 
gest to the gentleman from Pennsylvania that he strike from 
the resolution that part which it 
resolution not privileged. 

The SPEAKER. 


resolution. The Chair calls the attention of the gentleman from 
Georgia to the language of this resolution: 

Is hereby authorized to appoint a clerk to said committee, who shall 
e pa out of the contingent fund of the House at the rate of $2,000 
yer 
re Cs 
) prov 
riation | 
lerk 

Now, it seems that there is a session clerk assigned to said 
committee under the law and under the rules, but that assign- 
ment is silent. 

Mr. BARTLETT. 
Appropriations Committee. 

The SPEAKER. Precisely; but this substitutes an 
clerk for a session clerk. Two things are accomplished. 
the Chair will be inclined to hold that the grant of $2,000 to 


this sess 


I mittee on Appropriations is hereby authorized and 
for the salary of said clerk 
I Provided, That the same shall be in lieu of the session 


issigned to said committee. 


ide 


ills: 


t 
I 
t 
t 
I 
r 


rate for the remainder of the Congress from the contingent fund 
would be in order under the rules, because expenditures from 
the contingent fund are privileged. But it goes further, and 
ides what the n 
; and it does 
red character of the resolution. 
BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I 
the ruling of Chair in 
the guidane 
a number of resolutions that contain this provision. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is quite aware that under the 
practice of the House resolutions of this character have been 
reported and passed, but that is where the point has not been 
made, and the Chair can not rule without the point of order 
is made. 


seem 


in- 
might have 


want to say that I 
order that we 


Provided, That the same shall be in | 


asks | 


| of this same kind, and I might refer the Chair to that ry)j, 
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Mr. BARTLETT. I understand that; but I want 
ruling for the guidance of the committee. 


Mr. CASSEL. Mr. Speaker Carlisle did rule on a question 


ed the 


The SPEAKER. The Chair is n 5 


xt advised of that 
on the contrary there may possibly 


be one. The Chair oon 

made by Mr. Speaker Cay. 
lisle on what would be construed as a precedent, but the (ho;. 
does not say that it would necessarily control the matter. Has 
the gentleman any further resolutions? a 

Mr. CASSEL. They are all of the same character of the 
that we have already called up. Fr 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolya 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of the sundry ciyj| appro- 
priation bill. ; 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. Will the gentleman withholg his 


one 


|} motion just a moment? 


If the gentleman is correct in his statement, | 


as ee s he i is ‘isting aw a rse ‘ | : “ j ss 
has been so held and is existing law, of course that | entitied “An act to regulate the construction of bridges over navigable 


is suggested renders the | 


The Chair is of the opinion that a non- | 
privileged provision in a privileged resolution vitiates the whole | 


1m from and after July 1, unles otherwise provided by law; and | 
directed 
in one of the general appro- | 


He has already been provided for by the | 


annual | 
Now, | 


committee in the future as we have | 


: . ? : | A bill (H. R. 20070) to authorize the Chattanooga Northern poy 
resolutions of this sort from the Committee on Accounts, passed ‘ a one 
have been held time and time again to be exist- | 
which would authorize the Committee on Appropria- | , : 

| pany, a corporation organized under the laws of the State of 


Bae alka “OVvISiO Paw > ; ‘ 9 . -i9Ti ill ¢« 1} f 
tions to make provision for them in an appropriation bill and | jts siecessors and assigns, be, and they are hereby, author 


Chair hears none. 


| conade, in the State of Missourf, in accordance with the pl si 
| of the act entitled “An act to regulate the construction of bridges 


| and New Mexico to form a constitution and State govern 
ion clerk for the coming fiscal year, or pay at that | 





Mr. TAWNEY. I withhold the motion. 
BRIDGE ACROSS TENNESSEE RIVER AT CHATTANOOGA, TENy 
Mr. MOON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanim 


OUS Con. 


u | sent for the present consideration of the bridge pijj— : 
Accounts and passed by the House, for the Committee on Ap- | 4 H. BR, 


20070. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


P iway 
Company to construct a bridge across the Tennessee River at Chatta- 
nooga, Tenn. jenn 


Le it enacted, etc., That the Chattanooga Northern Rail, 


struct, maintain, and operate a bridge and approaches thereto for ra 
way and other purposes across the Tennessee River at Chattanooga, 
the State of Tennessee, in accordance with the provisions of tl 


ma 


waters,” approved March 23, 1906. , 
SEc. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. ; 


The SPEAKER. 


” 
° 


Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading: and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 
On motion of Mr. Moon of Tennessee, a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


BRIDGE ACROSS GASCONADE RIVER, FREDERICKSBURG, MO. 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 19571) to 


| authorize the county court of Gasconade County, Mo., to con- 


struct a bridge across the Gasconade River at or near Fred- 
ericksburg, Mo. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the county court of Gasconade County, Mo., 
its successors and assigns, be, and they are hereby, authorized to cor 
struct, maintain, and operate a bridge and approaches thereto across 
the Gasconade River at or near Fredericksburg, in the county of Gas 
prov sions 
over navigable waters,” approved March 23, 1906. ; Pee 

Sec. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. . 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 


| and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


STATEHOOD BILL. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference 
report on the bill (H. R. 12707) to enable the people of Okla- 
homa and Indian Territory to form a constitution and State 
government and be admitted into the Union on an equal footing 
with the original States; and to enable the people of Arizoni 


l 
1 net 


and be admitted into the Union on an equal footing with 


| original States. 


IIs up a 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan cal 


| conference report on the following bill—— 
Committee on Appropriations is authorized | 
to the Chair that that vitiates the | 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask whether that re- 
port is liable to provoke a protracted debate? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not know. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I do not understand that it 
provoke a long debate. I have conferred with th 
from Tennessee [Mr. Moon] in relation to it, and | 
that there will be no protracted debate. I ask un 
sent that the statement may be read in lieu of the repo 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed at the (ers Set 
that there has been no message from the Senate on tus stl JeChs 
and that we have not the original papers. eae 

Mr. HAMILTON. ‘Then I will call up the report :ater- 


5 
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SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
its ‘so¢o the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
t] eT wm for the further consideration of the sundry civil bill. 
notion was agreed to. 

\ecordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
te House on the state of the Union for the further con- 
n of the bill H. R. 19844—the sundry civil appropria- 
{ with Mr. Watson in the chair. 

“phe Clerk read as follows: 





ing the streams and determining the water supply of the 

and for the investigation of underground currents and | 
is, and the preparation of reports upon the best methods of 

» the water resources, $100,000, 

ir, CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of 

inst the paragraph just read, that it changes existing | 


ao «4 





os t there is no authority of law for the appropriation 
that ; carried in the paragraph. 

“The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana makes the 
point { order. 
~ vtr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman—— 

Tho CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman desire to be heard on 
the point of order? 


MONDELL. 
int rder. 
i e CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 
Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, on yesterday a point of 
yas made against certain language in the first paragraph 
75. Later the point of order was withdrawn as re- 

‘to a portion of the paragraph and retained as to the pro- | 
i ‘or gauging streams and determining the water supply.” | 
the discussion on the point of order made against the para- | 
but little attention seems to have been paid to the por- | 
yf the paragraph against which the point of order was | 
1 sisted upon. And in view of the fact that there was 
ut little discussion directly on that point, I desire to discuss 
ject very briefly. I hold, Mr. Chairman, that the work 
lated by the paragraph against which the point of order 
is provided for in existing law, and that it is provided 
y three different and distinct provisions of existing law, 
ly, by that provision of law providing for the classification 
lic lands, and contained in lines 5 and 6, page 77 of 
; second, that it is provided for in the language providing 
examination of the mineral resources of the United 
contained in lines 6 and 7, page 77, and that further 
this w is provided for by legislation enacted in 1888, spe- 
cifically referring to this class of investigation. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, as regards that feature of the work of 


I should like to be heard briefly on the 





tate 


stre rauging and study of underground waters which relates 
to the classification of the public lands. The public lands are 
classified into agricultural, mineral, grazing, and forest. In the 


1 


semiarid regions of the United States the agricultural 
‘of the lands can only be determined by a study of the 
i underground water supply. It would be utterly im- 
the members of the Geological Survey to classify 

ite agricultural lands in the arid and semiarid regions 





wit! knowledge of the flow of streams and of the facts 
is to underground water resources. In strictly arid territory 
land be irrigable to be properly classed as agricultural. 
Its tion depends upon the flow of streams, both their vol- 
ume ( ¢ the irrigation season and the uniformity of the flow 
year year. Without a knowledge of the facts relating 
to the of streams it would be utterly impossibe for the Sur- 
vey t ssify and designate the agricultural lands of the arid 
reg those charged with the duty of classifying the land 
would ve ho means of knowing whether the land was agri 
eult not without 


a study of the water supply, which 
dione } es them agricultural. 
{ id region the available water supply marks the only 
between agricultural and nonagricultural lands in 
Their agricultural character not a ques- 
richness of the soil, but of the water supply, and 
‘ side by side, with the same soil structure, with the 
‘il composition—one may be agricultural and the 
‘icultural or grazing, @epending upon the water 
irrigation, and this must be determined by the 
he streams. 
irds the nonmineral, semiarid lands, they are either 
razing, or irredeemable desert, depending on the 
bsence of underground waters at reasonable depth. 
be advantageously used for grazing purpose 
» of flowing streams, unless there be underground 
ntly near the surface that it can be raised by 
idmills for stock. Neitheys can such lands be used 
ture under irrigation where there are no flowing 


ces, is 


= 





$s even, 
7 


v 


pumy 
tor acy 









streams unless there be sufficient 


underground water ava 
for purp So that there can 
lands as provided for by law, as the Survey is commanded to 
classify, without a study and i of the tlow of 
streams and of the presence of wm 


iderground waters 


’ , 
such ses. be no classification « 


ivestigation 


Second, Mr. Chairman, this investigation, this st: gauging 
this study of underground waters is provided for by the lan- 
guage of the statute which provides for the exan tion of the 
mineral resources of the United States. 

Mr. Chairman, it is a well-known fact that water is a 
mineral; that in many districts it is by far the most valuable of 
all minerals; that in many regions it is the only mineral that 
exists in any considerable quantity or of any considerable value. 
If there be any question in the mind of the Chair as to the 
mineral character of water, I refer the Chair to the highest au- 


thorities in America on the subject 
and James D. Dana. 

Prof. E. S. Dana, 
states: 


of mineralogy, Profs. E. 8. 


in his Text-Book of Mineralogy, page 1, 


Finally, mineral species are, as a rule, 


limited to 





solid substances; 

the only liquids included being metallic mercury and water 

Prof. James D. Dana, in his Manual of Mineralogy and Petrog- 
raphy, page 1, states: 

Water is a mineral, but generally in an impure state from the pres- 
ence of others minerals in solution. 

The Century Dictionary defines a mineral as 

Any constituent of the earth crust; more specifically inc lie 
body occurring in nature, homogeneous and having a > cl ical 





composition. 


The Standard Dictionary, in its definition of mineral has this 


| statement: 


290 


Water is a mineral that solidifies at Tahrenheit. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, authorities could be cited at great length 
on this question, but I assume that there can be no question 
the mind of the Chair as to the mineral character of water. I 
I have never heard that proposition seriously cot 
disputed. 

When the Congress provided for the examination of geological 
structure and mineral resources and organized a bureau, which 
up to that time had been carrying on the work of geological 
survey, hydrographic, or water survey, the C under- 
stood that in providing for an examination of mineral resources 
it provided for the examination of that mineral, hers, 
which in many regions is by far the most important and valu- 
able of all, to wit, water, and this Survey did for a number of 
years investigate the water resources of the United States with- 
out this specific provision for gauging of streams. 

Moreover, many important mineral regions depend for their 
value upon the existence or development of water pply 
the miners and their processes. As an illustration, one of the 
richest and most extensive placer regions in the United States 


itroyv erted or 


mMmeress 


oT noe +} 
amo! rt 


su ior 


in western Arizona, known as the “ Plomosa,” has been only 
slightly developed on account of the lack of water, which is 
hauled a long distance for domestic purposes, and the gold is 


obtained by the use of dry washers. It is possible that under- 
ground waters can be developed or storm waters stored in t! 
vicinity. Also, it may be possible to develop the water 


e 


supply 


on Bill Williams Fork and supply water from the Colorado 
River to this region. On the solution of the water problem of 


this region depends the development of placers known to con- 
tain hundreds of millions of dollars in gold. 
Knowledge of stream flow, to be reliable, must extend over 


a 
ong series of years and must be continuous. The fluctuations 
of climate, particularly in the arid region, are such that there 


difference between 
year, both of whi 


is a very great 
and the driest 


the flow of the wettest year 


be known to permit 





a proper and economical development. The wettest ye must 
be known in order that proper provision may be made against 
destructive floods, and the driest year must be known in order 
that the development may not proceed beyond a certain water 
supply. 

It is important to have, not only the maximum, mini: 1, and 
mean discharge of every stream which is to be u | t is 
equally important to know at what intervals minimu years 
are to be expected. If they occur at long intervals, it 1 he 
feasible to provide for them by reserve storage fr = 
but if they occur at short intervals, or st l « 
cession, this may not be feasible. 

Proper hydrographic investigation n ed 
on only by specialized men, and if the wor 1, 
the force will become scattered, and the vy V 
done will be largely lost, owing to the | It 
will require years to again build up an org of equal 


| efficiency, and the result will be that a large number of short 


S488 





records will be in existence with a gap so wide as to render the 
former ords of little value. 
Mr. TAWNEY Mr. Chairman, 


res 
I want to ask the gentleman 
tion. Is the tleman aware of the fact that this ap- 
tion was never carried in any appropriation bill prior to 

in that appropriation, which was only $12,500, the 
tin which it could be expended was limited to the arié 
tne country? It has not, therefore, 
“l since we 
] stated by 


ren 


nal 
ana 

af 
ot 


ions 


as the gentleman. It was a 
(LL. Mr. Chairman, I think I stated that when 

ifi¢ appropriation was carried in the language of the 
ill the work carried on, and it was carried on 
authority granted for the classification of lands and 
‘stigation of the mineral resourees of the country, and 


was 
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| of lands and the examination of the mineral resources of 


| nation. 
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most important branches is beyond question, and when the |,p. 
guage objected to was not in the bills work was earried 


ant : ; on 
under the provision of law which authorized the classifi 


tion 
See the 
country as a necessary part of such classification and exa; 


Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, will the coy 


| man yield for a question. 


‘ 2 “+ . | 
have had a Geological Survey in | 


| appropriation 
| constituting 


‘m was only placed in the bill, I call to the atten- | 


le 
, when the Committee on Appropriations in- 
lump-sum appropriation divided and its 
‘ In order that there might be no ques- 
of the appropriation that was used for the 
yurces this language was inserted in 

work provided fer by law. 
insistence of the committee that every sepa- 
ied on under the appropriation should 
ypriation should be separated, so 
know for what particular and spe 
pi iation was being used—what part of 
for the examination of minerals in general, 
it was being used for the examination of this 
mineral, what part of it was being used for the 

ition of lands by surveys. 

Mr. Chairn beyond all that, this work is provided 
special statute, far at least as the arid and semi 
regions of the country are concerned; and I eail the at- 
m of the Chairman particularly to the joint resolution of 
20, 1888. That is law; that it is law no one will deny ; 
er been r aled is not questioned, and what- 


+1 


Luc 
appre 
1 


ce 


used 


ran, 


sO 


vided for in that resolution can be appropriated for 


and not be subject to a point of order. 

lution recites as follows: 

+, by means of the Director of the 
‘eby, directed to make an examina- 
rions of the United States where 
means of irrigation, as to the natural 
water for irrigating purposes, with the 
ucting reservoirs, tegether with the capacity of 
ost truction and capacity of reservoirs, 
1s bear on the question of storage of water for 


y of the 
ve, and he is 

¢ th ’ i 

yf the arid re 

on b; 
of 


orage 


ot con er 


i that he be further directed to report to Con- | 


1 as prac ticable the result of such investigation. 
the attention of the Chair to this language in the reso- 
sarticularly, “ together with the capacity of the streams,” 
have 
iim. That is the law, Mr. Chairman. That is the law pro- 
for the examination of the capacity of streams within the 
nd semiarid regions and on the public domain. That has 
repealed, and in the sundry civil bill of October 2, 
work was extended. It may be said that an 
“nm carried in the appropriation bill is not necessarily continu- 
*, but I wish to eall the attention of the Chair to the fact 
the provisions in the appropriation bill of October 2, 1888 


Stat., 526), contains this provision, which is continuing 


been 


this 


law 


Director of 


, of the 
in Decen 


the Geological Survey, under the supervision of 
Interior, shall make a report to Congress on the 
of each year, showing in detail how this 
. vended, etc. 

with reference to the appropriation for the examina- 
the waters of the arid region and of the public lands. 
y legislation, which I can not now turn to, provision 
ide that thereafter all reports relative to the gauging of 

and to examination into the water resources of 


} 2) 
vex 


n ex] 


ing continuing law. 


Chairman, this item is provided for, as I said at the | 
from 


- of my remarks, by three separate provisions of law: 
providing for the classification of 


y; third, by 
ig ifically authorizing the expenditure herein 
chairman of the committee makes no 


Spec 
i 
Anda the 
r language was not used in the appropriation bills, 
ll know that this work has been carried on from 
of the Survey, was carried on before the 


of the Survey. That the hydrographic 


we a 
organization 
organization 
branch of the Geological Survey has always been one of its 


becau 
4] 
the 


‘he nt 
I resent 


Mr. MONDELL. Certainly. 
Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. In discussing the fact that tyjs 
is carried and authorized by the organic Jay 
the bureau, the Geological Survey, I eal! the 
genileman’s attention to the fact that of course the only dis. 
tinction between water and any other mineral is the fact that j+ 
is volatile and fluid at a given temperature, and that also . 
is volatile at one temperature and liquid at another, and 
at another, and it is simply a question of temperature. \\ 


iron 
solid 
ater 


| is just as much a mineral as corrundum or anything else. 


no doubt but that the Chair has the resolution be- | 


the | 
should be published in a certain form, both of these | 


lands; second, | 
ling for the examination of the mineral resources of | 
the joint resolution of 1888 and legisla- | 


iinst all this by saying that for some years this | 


Mr. MONDELL. I thank the gentleman for the suce 
He is quite right. No one can successfully deny that. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman from Wyoming permit a 
suggestion to the gentleman from Colorado? I eall the vente. 
man’s attention to the fact that on page 471 of the hea: 
will find the purposes for which this appropriation is u: 
then I ask him whether it has any reference 
minerals. 

The development of water powers has been most important in the 
Appalachian region of the South, but even as far north as Maine there 
has been great activity. Investors and engineers have sour)t for 
‘very scrap of information upon which they could base plans for larger 
utilization of the waters that were running to waste. 

That is the language of Mr. Walcott in his detailed statement 
of the purposes for which this appropriation is expended. It 
Aid not relate to water at all. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I do not think that dis- 
proves that water is a mineral by any possibility. The question 
as to how a mineral may be used does not in any manner 
affect the facts. Mineral oil, naphtha, benzine, and kerosene are 
used for the same purpose, for water power, that water is, 

The CHATRMAN. The Chair desires to state that, this being 
a discussion of the point of order, rests in the discretion of 
the Chair. The Chair is ready to rule. The Chair does not 
like to shut gentlemen off if they desire to ask questions 
discuss the proposition, but the Chair is entirely satisfied on 
this proposition, and desires to state that further argument is 
useless, so far as the question at issue is concerned. 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from Indiana one question—that is, if a limitation limi 
ing the place where this appropriation is to be expended i: t 
portion of the country west of the one hundredth meridi: 
would meet the objection which the gentleman from Indiana 
[| Mr. CRUMPACKER] makes in reference to water power 
Appalachian region. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I think not. I understand that the 
reclamation act has practically provided for the gauging of 
water courses and the whole water question in the d and 
semiarid regions. I do not ‘think it answers the question 
at ail. 

The CHAIRMAN. On yesterday the Chair in an el 
discussion took up the identical proposition presented 
point of order this morning. On page 75 the quest 
ing reference to the “gauging of streams and deter: 
of the water supply ” were identical with those on 
point of order is now raised. The Chair, after la 
fully examined existing law on the subject, together 
jeint resolution to which the gentleman from Wyo! 
MonveELL] this morning called the Chair’s attention, ¢ 
that time that, in the opinion of the Chair, it was 
the point of order. And, for the reasons then stat 
again elaborating or repeating, the Chair sustains t 
order. 

Mr. MONDELL. 
the Chair. ‘ 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wy: ming 
the decision of the Chair. The question Is, 
decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the « 

The question was taken; and the Chair announ 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. MONDELL. Division, Mr. Chairman. co 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 68, noes 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amenc 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the 
from Wyoming that it is not in order to amend the 
because the paragraph is out. 


stion, 


nes he 
; !, and 
whatever to 


or 


the 


I respectfully appeal from tlie : 


which 


tleman 
p ragraph, 











1906. ° 




















MONDELL. My amendment is not to the paragraph. 
CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
‘lerk read as follows: 


word “treasury,” line 2, page 77, insert “ For measuring 





ty of streams in accordance with the joint resolution of March 

£1600.000.”" 

RUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, I make the point against 
ed amendment, that it is supposed to be an amend- 

a paragraph that was passed some time ago—the pre- 

iragraph—and that it changes existing law. There is 


jority of law fer an appropriation carried in the amend- 
simendment proposed is to amend the paragraph to 
ding one that went out on the point of order, and that 
ed when we took up the reading of this paragraph. 

IRMAN. Does the gentleman want to be heard on 


rhe 


CHA 


NDELL. Mr. Chairman, the amendment was offered 
dment to the preceding paragraph, but following 


ding paragraph. 


ATs 
i) 


“y 


Ve } 


y ry ‘ . : . ° * | 
CHAIRMAN. The Chair is inclined to think that the 

ean not offer it as an amendment, because it does | 

to amend anything. If the gentleman desires to offer | 


Su 


stitute to the paragraph that was stricken out, it will 
‘to do so. 


ONDELL. was 





That intention, Mr. Chairman. I 


my 


vided that my amendment should follow a certain | 
word being the last word of the preceding paragraph. | 
CHAIRMAN. The paragraph has been stricken out that 


‘ 
t. 


I offer it as a substitute. 
The gentleman offers it as a new para- 


erence to this subjee 


INDELL. 


CHAIRMAN. 


VONDELL. I offer it as a new paragraph. I do not 
ce the time of the House now on the point of order. 
RUMPACKER. I would like to know in what shape 

n is now. 
AIRMAN. The gentleman has offered as a se 


ithe 
norata 
parate 


ie 


proposition which was read at the Clerk’s desk. 
tUMPACKER. ‘That is a material change, and I think 


hi 
» be reported, so that we may know in what shape it is. 
[AIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will report 


} 
i 

} 
7 i 


igraph. 
k read as follows: 
‘ paracraph the following: 
uring ipacity of streams, in accordance with the 
m of March 20, 1888, $100,000,” 


Ty ‘ 
| \ 


"MPACKER. I make the point of order that that is 
existing law. There is no authority ef law, as a 

for the appropriation carried in the amendment. 
CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana makes the 


+ 


to call the attention 
Wyoming to the fact that there has 
joint resolution, or of that joint 
think was in 1890. I have for the book. 
iled by necessary implication by the reclamation 
hat covered the whole subject. 

RMAN. Does the gentleman desire to be heard on 
rder? 

ONDELL. The gentleman thinks it has been repealed. 
] I have searched diligently, and I have found 
repealing it, either directly or by implication; 
itever. It is true the further exension 


aT 
al 


Mr. 
from 
that 
it 


Chairman, I want 


= 
I part 


sent 


Al 


ever. that later 
as provided for in an appropriation bill, and that 
n was somewhat modified by a repeal of the 
t there has been no law repealing, directly or indi- 
visions of the joint resolution of March 20, 1888. 
on of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Crum- 
it was repealed directly or by implication by the 
lamation act is not sound, in my opinion. There 
n the national reclamation act repealing, directly 
this resolution. This resolution does not provide 
investigation of water resources in the interest 
It provides for a general investigation of the 
i and, Mr. Chairman, my amendment 
the provisions of the joint resolution of 


it 
\\ 


nsi¢ 


I 
| 


y 
I 


“aM S 5 


: is 
rry out 
ISS 


MAN, 
“a 


Im 
Ltn 


Does the gentleman from Minnesota de 
on the point of order? 

1Y. Mr. Chairman, I have sent for the Statutes 
ume 26, which, I think, contains the repealing law. 
m that, however, I wish to say this amendment 
t has offered is contained here in some literature 
the Geological Survey and sent to Members of 


Which reads as follows 


I 
vi 


' 
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MONDELL. 


Mr. 














I received a considerable amount ’ 
information I have given the House from the Geo | Sur- 
vey; I admit that, and it is sound and safe docti 

Mr. TAWNEY (reading): 
That the Secretary of the Interior, by 1 uw ‘ t t 
Geological Survey, be, and he is hereby, directed to 
tion of that portion of the arid regions of t U1 ’ 
agriculture is carried on by means of irrig I l 
advantages for the storage of water for ir 
practicability of constructing reservoirs, t , 
ot the streams and the cos of ‘ struct 
and such other facts as bear on the quest 
irrigating purposes; and that he be furthe 
gress as soon as practicable the 1 l f 
Now, Mr. Chairman, the ir tion t 
least if not directly, entirely wipes ou Ss 
because it expressly provided f the doing evel vhieh 
the Secretary of the Interior directed ) t 
resolution. There is no l h 
ture of the money under thi ition, 
has been supplemented and thereby, by 
The CHAIRMAN. Does t rentl ul i 
Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, the t 
there has beeg a repeal of this nt resolu 
lieve there has been any peal, direct 
provisions. 
Mr. TAWNEY. I will sk the ent in f 
who is thoroughly familiar with the 
which this reclamation is going on u i 
has any work been done under this joi 
Mr. MONDELL. Now, Mr. Chiairn 
that, except that the very work we a t ng 
so far as the arid region is cor 1, 
that resolution. 
Mr. TAWNEY. I weuld like to ask tl 
question. Has the Secretary of th é 
compliance with this joint re iti 
Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman will ha te k ti . e 
tary. 
Mr. Chairman, I want eall tl ‘ of 
the fact that not only has this joint i ! 
pealed or modified, directly or indi 
does not seek to put in operation a I 
jeint resolution 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair w l like t tle- 
man a question. This provide 
That the Secretary of t I 
Geo ical Survey, be d Ss ) 
tic 
Of certain portions of the United Stat 
at he be furt t ‘ 
the resuit of st s 
Was such a report ever made b he S ( 
vo Congress pursuant to that joi resolu 
Mr. MONDELL. There have been I 
n t e general subjects, M Chairman 
fhe CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to this re 
Mr. MONDELL. I do not k: that there ] ‘ 
complete report made under tl luti I 
know whether any report was « 
I assume there was no complete r ) bg h ‘ 
ittention of the Chair to ti t ‘ I 
simply provide for th t f s 
as provided for by t re I « l 
per n any of the ! ‘ oO 
wovide for carrying « . ‘ 1 the 
resolution, save the measuring « t N ( 
man, the reclamation law not f s : 
measurements except in conn ts 
under examination; on the coi I ! t 
ments or investigations anyvw é CO h 
projects which the Secretary of the Int ont S « 
structing under the reclamation law | ( ‘e 
irrigating lands, farmers are irrigating ! far i 
flowing streams in the weste1 if} int g | : 
where the depth of the water below the ‘ t 
as to make it impracticable to raise it by wv i r 
‘heap power, and this investigation is 
field occupied by the Recl: tion S« ( for ‘ 
farmers, intending settlers, purchasers of the G is, 
of which 365,000,000 acres remain on tl vA d 
region. 
The CHAIRMAN. The new parag ‘ red 
man from Wyoming was read, as follow 
For measuring the capacity of st: t 


resolution of March 20, 1888, $100,001 
Recourse must therefore be had to the join 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSKE. 
T 


‘to determine the meaning of the proposition of the gen- 


in Wyomil Vhat resolution reads as follows: 


Interior, by means 
he is hereby, dire 


| 
rid region the 1 


“i to 
s of nite 
g pur; 
ther with 
id capaci 
of stora 
directed to 
of such 


the 


question 
further 
ult 


at he be 
able the res 
resolution that it is not in any 
‘tion to the then 
» certain investigations and report 
if the then Secretary, or any 
hat time, has not reported, 
might be in order, possi! 
1 soniicasin from Wyomi 
to do th by this rast. aph. He seeks to mak 
ing law und i lution, which is not a ¢ 
but w! olution directed to the then 
of the Int n thing 
ir theref rly that the new pa 
j as being new legislation. 


s joint 
t merely a dire 


1 is only ¢ 
‘ior to do a certai 

thinks very clea 
int 
nt. 


FROM 


ibject he j of order 
THE SENATE. 
y rose; and Mr. Grosvenor having 
saker pro tempore, a me from the 
\RKINSON, its reading clerk, announced 
rreed to the report of the nmittee of 
the disgreeing votes of the two Houses on the ame: 
* the Senate to the bill (H. R. 12707) to enable the people 
and Indian Territory to form a constitution and 
vernment and be admitted into the Union on an equal 
vith the original States; and to enable the people of 
and New Mexico to form a constitution and State goy- 
and be a tied into the Union an equal footing 
riginal States. 
sage also announced that the Senate had agreed to 
of the mittee of on the disagreeing 
he two Houses on the amendments of the House to the 
to regulate the landing, delivery, cure, and sale of 


eace 
SSE 


col 


homa 


IW} 


on 


con conference 


SOG) 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


smmittee resumed its session. 
read as follows: 


of the 


erg 


inve tigation of the structural materials 
cer nts, ete.), under 
Staten Geologic al Survey} 


tinuation 
clay 


the United 


the s iper- 


y, to be 


rman, I 
’ 


read. 


ppropria 


make the point of order 
I make that point based on 
ition for that purpose did 
a continuing work, and even if 
ally provided for by the wording 
‘or that purpose last year, which 
and completion on or before July 


ermination was ej 


ppropriation m: 
the continuation 


HAIRMAN. Does the 
heard on the point of 

KS. I do not, 
_ ‘Mr. Chairman, the 
i in lines 8 


tigation ¢ 


gentleman from Massachusetts 


order? 


point 


to 12 
t 
yh 


of order is 
on page 77 of the 
the structural material 


ete. 


lay. cer t 


in, I canal ‘took 
echt to be taken 
ad investigated 
rislate, and this 
be 
materia 


"iit, 


to claim that the 
at its word. It 
the subject about 
brings us sharply to 
fi r the continuation of the 
the United States,” 


iors 
Iss 


oj ns * 


Is o etc. 
rings ascertained what 

on, and in its 
rinte language dea nm it seid 


‘stigation of structural ma- 


as going ¢ 


‘ue, unl 
if order is 


AY 
not 
ie will 
tion of 
think I cor 
and in the recor 

} erent officers of the 
up, Mr. Chairman, largely 
the Louisiana Purchase Ex- 


propriation 
well taken 
dispute, I 


retiersl 
u biatd 


ld 


str 


investico: 
LiiVOSUS. 


le, I 


taken 
with 


Gover ent The work was 


at St. Loui in connection 


ig 
Dy 


f the | 


{ 


investiga- | 


| 214—we 
Sec- | 


Geological 


ra- | 


made 


> a . . | +} mic: li 
s of irrigation, as to the | © mical an 
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position, 

| furnished, 
but a work 
ean not 


and it was continued there with facilities that were 
demonstrating that it was not the work of a lay 
that tock a great deal of time to complete. ; 
inake an investigation in a day; was not a 
ilysis; it involves various tests as to strength 
resistance and the plant necessarily had be constructed 
the purpose of carrying on the investigation. And whe; 
else anything done in that direction in the United s 


it 
to 


Vas 


.| it required the same preparation and the same plant. 


But, Mr. Chairman, in a document that was sent to the s 
ate and ordered published February 12, 1906—Senate Docye, 
find some reference to the matter. <A resoly tion 
passed on the 26th of January, 1906, by the Senate, e¢aljj 
the Secretary of the Interior to transmit a summary of 
results obtained in the investigation, under the direction of 
Survey, of fuels and structural materials at 
testing plant at St. Louis, and a statement of his opinion 
the reasons therefor, whether or not it is desirable for {}y 
ernment to continue the investigation, giving an 
the amount of money which would be necessary 
the investigation in a satisfactory manner 
year commencing July 1, 1906. 

I read now from the Secretary’s report in response thereto 

I transmit herewith a copy of a letter from the Director 
logical Survey, embodying the report called for in the ai 
resolution, and have the honor to state that, in my jr 
vestigation of fuel and structural materials heretofore 
the Congress shouid be continued, and an appropriation 

s estimated by the Director of the Geological Survey, 
that purpose. 


Now, I could go through, 


ne 


and 
> Goy- 
of 
on 
fiscal 


estim 
to 
during 


ite 
carry 
the 


of $350,000 
be 


made for 


if it did not weary the Chair and 
committee, the letter of February 3, 1906, by the Director of 
the Geological Survey, and show therefrom that the proposed 
investigation should be continued, as it is now being carried on. 
In speaking of the matter of investigation, he speaks of fuel in- 
vestigations and other investigations, and say 
uring the current fiscal year various investigations are be 
in St. Louis on the same site that was used during 1! 
nt hag been enlarged by the purchase of the necess 
1ents, machinery, and by the construction of storage bins 
and other facilities for handling coal. 
indicated in the wording of the act the ¢ inalyzing and testing of coal, 
lignites, and other fuel substances in order to determine their fuel 
value. The class under investigation now is the one relati 
tural material. 
Further on in this letter 


ing con- 
04. The 
ary inst 

+ conveyors, 
The object of the investigation 


ng to struc- 


it will be found that he referred 
specially to this. In the same letter it is said that the Geo- 
logical Survey has entered on the conduct of the investigation 
of the fuel and structural materials in response to a general 
public demand for information rather than any theoretical 
consideration. I read from page 8 of the report. This is what 
is stated: 
During the years 1902, 1903, and 1904 the Survey conducted a series 
examinations of materials suitable for the manufacture of cement 
ns in different parts of the country, and these examinati 
dy resulted in important industrial developments. During 
r, and especially during 1904 and 1905, the need 
led investigations into the most efficient methods of util! 
nts and other structural materials has become contin 


ms 


exten: 
ceme 
apparent. 

So that this plant that has been established, 
goes on—whether you call it public work or wietler 3 
it an object, it is quite immaterial—the rule of this 
would admit it properly as an appropriate—— 

Mr. TAWNBEY. Mr. Chairman, I regret very much to do it, 
but I am compelled, in order to save time, to call ition to 
the fact that the gentleman is not speaking to the poin 

Mr. KEIFER. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. ‘The diffi 
is with his own mind. I am trying to demonstrate, and 
now stated, that we have a plant where we are continui 
to do, according to the statement of the Secretary of 1 
and the Director of the Geological Survey, this ver 
is going on at present, and nobody denies it. Th 
know, and when the gentleman says that has nothing to 
the question, he seems to have awakened from a dr 
question is whether we may strike this down uncer 
when it is a matter that is continuing. We 
appropriations under a paragraph of Rule XXI of t! 
a continuation of public works or objects already In 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like to ask th 
from Ohio a question or two for the information 0! 
in order that the Chair may rule intelligently upon 
order. The Chair will ask the gentleman this: Th 
“for the continuation of the investigation of sir 
rials of the United States.” Does the gentleman 
the word “of” used in its possessive sen 
structural material belonging to the United St 
used in the sense of containing, that is to say, 10 | 
States? 

Mr. KEIFER,. 


this work that 
mu ¢ i} 
lIouse 


order. 
ulty 
just 


t ot 


order 


is 


In the United States. : 











| 


. CHAIRMAN. In the whole United States? 


KEIFER. Yes; and that is what has been going on, 
+t where we have specially provided otherwise by law in 
{ il. If the Chair will pardon me, I will call the attention 
of 1 Chair to the fact that he will find on page SS the question 


« materials for the United States provided for under 
1 of the Watertown Arsenal tests. 


CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that. Secondly, 
: ir desires to ascertain whether or not these investiga- 
at have been provided for in previous appropriations of 
t] ‘aeter and under this language in this appropriation | 
: for private parties, for corporations, or for the United 
S Government. 

; KEIFER. They are for the benefit of the people of the 
U States. They are not for private parties. I understand 
t] plant that was established at the Louisiana Purchase 


EX] n was a place where they invited people who had mate- 

only in the State of Missouri, but all over the coun- 
send the material to be investigated and to be tested, 
id those materials were tested not for a corporation, but for the 


a i of determining the value of the materials generally 
tl at might utilize in work in public buildings. 

The CHAIRMAN. But whose coal and structural material 
Wi » examined? Was it material belonging to the United 
St . taken from the United States domain, or was it material 
bel g to private individuals in different parts of the 
co y: 

KELFER. Mr. Chairman, I am not able to answer every 
qu that may be asked; but my understanding is that the 
I | was sent there without cost to anybody, some getting 
it f one place and some from another. It was for the pur- 


ting cement, stone, iron, and those very things that 


ent to our buildings, for the public buildings all over the 
couniry, the public buildings here, and other structures, and so 
on: | it was not made because it belonged to the United 
St: particularly, but it was United States material. Now, 
it | by the gentleman who makes the point of order that 
the ropriation last year was to complete a work; but the 
Ct comes here, the distinguished chairman reporting 
the bill, and asks for an appropriation to continue the work 
that began in years before, and he expresses himself aptly 
through the bill in that way. I am trying to stand by the bill 
of the committee. I do not care to attack it on the side 
after it has been reported by the committee. I am here to de- 
fend t committee, and insist that it used appropriate lan- 
guag en it made this appropriation for the continuation of 
the investigation of the structural material. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a word or two 
on th int of order. The gentleman from Massachusetts 


[Mr. Weexs] makes the point of order that there is no existing 
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the cost of building has been reduced to the people of the cou 
try. And to say that this is not blic measure is but to | 
the question. I submit, Mr. ¢ that the po f 
made by the gentleman from Massachusetts rht to be r 
ruled. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, I « re { 

| committee on the merits of the proposition, but 

of order has been raised I wish to say that th r 
continuing this work is to be found in the « t ig 
the Geological Survey. It reads as f 

Under the foregoing provision the } l lem f 
ommended that Congress estal l I 
terior, an in endent organi i l 1 
Geological S to be char j oO 
and economic resources of the } d i 

And so forth. 

Under this organic law this work has been continued, and if, 
as the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Weeks] clair the 
last appropriation act uses the language “to complete such 
test” I desire to call the attention of the Chair to the fact 
that no doubt certain tests which were to be made as far as 
that appropriation reached were completed. But that does 
not say that this means the completion of this great wori 

I will read from a document submitted to the Senate by th 
Secretary of the Interior to show how much of this work re 
mains yet to be done. And incidentally let me try to dissolve 
the doubt in the mind of the Chair as to who is benefited by 
this investigation. It is true that a certain number of priv 
parties have contributed material to the investigation. But 
the investigation was made on behalf of the Government for 


the benefit of the people, and if private parties c 
terial for those tests and investigations it was 
tuitous act and cost the Government nothing, 


mitribute 
done as a @g 
and for which 


~ 





we 
should be properly grateful. As to the necessity for continuing 

| this work, I merely cite some of the reasons which are given 
here in this Senate document : 

The prevention of accidents in coal mines by the investigation of the 
use of explosives in the presence of coal dust and coal mines. 
The proportion of men killed in American coal mines is pn h greater 
than in any other country—three times greater than in Belgium, which 


has the most dangerous coal mines. 
Mr. WEEKS. _May I interrupt right there? 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. Yes. 
Mr. WEEKS. Mr. Chairman, I would like to call the atten- 


tion of the gentleman from Missouri to the fact that the point 
t i 
which he is thow discussing is in the following paragraph; 


that it has nothing to do with the paragraph against which the 


| point of order has been made. 


Mr. BARTHOLDT. A number of reasons are given here for 
continuing the structural tests, just the same. I will not detain 
the Hcuse by reading from this report any further. But it is 

| evident and plain to every gentleman, I presume, on this floor 


| tion has not been completed; that the appropriation pro 


law u which this appropriation can be made, because the 
last bill said that the appropriation was made to complete a cer- | 
tain | of tests. I want to call the attention of the Chair and 
of t] mumittee to the fact that the Agricultural Department 
is x tests of all kinds in every section of the country, 
for \ l appropriations are being continually made, and it 


can 1 be said that these tests are being made for the Govern- 


ment of the United States; but it can be said, on the contrary, 
that are being made for the people of the United States. 
The se of the tests is to develop a condition of facts upon 
which people of the country can base action for the develop- 
ment he various preducts of the country. 


to call the attention of the Chair to the fact, in con- 
with this point of order, that a short time ago an appro- 
priat was made for the construction of a Naval Academy at 
MI nd a limit of cost was fixed for the construction of 


the zsthere. The language of the appropriation is that the 
lit » cost should be the amount of the appropriation; but 
lat was developed that this appropriation was not suffi- 
omplete the buildings, and, notwithstanding the limit | 
pia the original cost of these buildings, this House passed 
= appropriations. And the same thing is true with 
rel ) the construction of the buildings of the Military 
Ac t West Point. And so we might go on and on. 
ropriation is recommended for the purpose of devel- 
7 ition which will be advantageous to the people of 
| in every section of the country. It develops 
uh building materials, it fixes the location where these 
in be obtained, it develops great business enter- 
Mm ise of the information furnished. It gives employ- 
P, r everywhere. It demonstrates the character of 


hat ought to be used in the construction of fireproof 
= it has demonstrated the feasibility of the use of 


e place of stone and other high-priced commodities, | would not last more than a « 


who has given any attention to this matter that this investiga- 
vided in 
this bill is necessary to continue those investigations, and that 
the investigations are being carried on not in the il 





any private concern, but in the interest of the people of the 
whole country. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I would like to say a word. 
It seems to me that this appropriation is justified by th 
guage of the original act creating the Geological Surve; 
cause it comes within the definition of its powers in the « l 
ination of the mineral resources and products of the n mal 


domain. Sut aside from that altogether, this 


is evidently con 


| tinuing a public work already in progress. It is of a tangible 
character, having machinery and all sorts of appliances ¢ 
nected with it, and it is of such a character that it h Q 

| ceptible end. It is not a work that goes on f It a 
work that may be ended. Now, with respect to the qu on 
that the Chair put a moment ago 

Mr. LITTAUER. I would like to ask the gentleman a qu 

| tion, if he will yield. 

Mr. DALZELL. Certainly. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Was not the legislation in connection with 
this subject last year to put an end to it, and that o1 
June next? 

Mr. DALZELL. I am coming to that in a1 

Mr. McCALL. Why should a work of that l go 
inspecting and testing any building material that y 
may submit? Because, how could you 
work of such a kind as to material whicl 
a test? 

Mr. DALZELL. The testimony before the 
gentleman had read it, was to the effect t 

ertain nu l 
1 Of course there is an end of 


of the development of the utility of this material:| number of years was namec 





the 
tion a new perma 
dded, Congress 


Ss 


a 


ir. BARTHOLDT. 
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‘ork of this kind, because materials to be investi- 
wessarily limited; but with respect to the question 
ago, as to whether or not this was a 
the United States or a test of materials in 
the fact as to that, I from read- 
is that materials are supplied to this Survey 
sted, and of course the result of their 
tter of common knowledge, and to 
investigation is in the interest of all the 
object of this investigation, primarily, is for 
vernment. The Supervising Architect, who 
the committee, testified that this investigation 
in response to the Irrigation Commis- 

e to the Engineer Corps of the Army and Navy, 
to the demand made by the Isthmian Canal 
Mr. SULLIVAN asked 


moment 
’ materials of 
“1 States suppose, 
On 
rties to he t 


S a m: 


States G 
COSSArV 


nonse 
pons¢ 


mission, and he went on to testify. 


you think the continuance of Government aid 


» science to such an extent as would make it profit- | 
to continue the experiments, because of the | 


ment 
have in the construction of its own buildings? 

kn. Yes; think it would pay it in that advantage, 
ne would pay it in the advantages it would 

which runs into a good many hundred 


Mr. SuLLivan further asked him: 


I me t \ her the results of the experiments would be so beneficial 


yt to the Government in 
equal to the cost of the experiment. 
Taylor 


would 


answered : 


save not only that, but twice or three times as 


YLor. You mean it would be an investment paying 200 or 300 | 


.. TAYLOR. It certainly would. 


AYL For the Government in constructing its own buildings 
nd those j contemplation ? 
J. K. TAYLOR. Yes; n 
hat primarily this is an appropriation for a governmental 
although the result, of course, will inure to the benefit 
le 


v, with respect to the contention that the appropriation 
ir was for continuation and completion of this investiga- 


t was for a continuation and completion of an investiga- 


materials or the investigation of coal. The 
contemplation when the appropriation was 
finished by the 1st of July, 1906, may, so 
I know, be completed then. This investigation is another 
along the same line, and even if it were not so, the 
for completion was only a limitation on that current 
and did not 


It would 
‘ 


f structural 
t tion in 
that would be 


gation 
ion 

‘opriation bill 

by the rule. be absurd to say 

continuing a great public work, be- 

instance it had misconceived the time neces- 

be employed for the completion of that work and which 


arently not yet been completed, but was in actual 


he foreclose irvom 


71 

al 
i 

less 


BRO¢C TUG} 


Colorado. Will the gentleman yield there? 


KS of 


hat limitation of time any different from the limitation that | 
ut on in cost and which is frequently overridden by subse- | This law not only gave the right to carry on the wo) 


; = : a xisting : -opriati j rovided that 
is a limitation that is valid | the then existing appropriation, but it provide ha 


it appropriations? 
DALZELL. Not at all. It 
* the current year, and that is all. 
That is it. 
SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, the appropriation 
this work is first found in the general deficiency bill for 
The language is: 


tne 


tigation of materials of the United 
s—stones, clays etc.—under the supervision of the Di- 
* of the United States Geological Survey, $5,000. 


the structural 


inve 


clays, cements, 


The sundry civil bill of year before last for the same pur- 
contained identically the same language aside from the 

the amount carried. Last year, when the appro- 

ation came to be made, fearful that under the guise—— 

Mr. MADDEN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 


nee 


Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Not at present. 

Mr. MADDEN. -I should like to ask him—— 

Mr. SMITE of Iowa. Just ina moment. Fearful that under 
an appropriation for the St. Louis Expo- 
nent branch of the public service was to be 
changed the language to read: 

completion of this work by July 1, 1906. 


guise of making 


For the 
If a bill should pass this House authorizing the erection of 
building at the cost of a million dollars, and that million 


dollars should be appropriated, and toward the close of the 


| the act of Congress. 


: Sv C | that I am a member of the Appropriations Committee t)).; 
its building operations a sum | 





| publicly that I purposed to resist the insertion of thi 


)w in contemplation or already under way. | 


| thing ought to stop, and the law provides it shall stop, 


I 
I do not know whether it related to this particular mat- | 


make such a law as is contem- | 
his Government | 


| from Illinois. 
| that the work of a bureau is to terminate on the |! 


JUNE 14, 


expenditure of that million dollars an additional appropri,; 
should be put upon this bill of half a million for the ¢, 
tion or the continuation of that building, it would be » 
swer to a point of order to say that the building was in ey pcp 
of construction and was a work in progress. It would |, a 
complete and sufficient answer under the ruling to ga that 


if that building could not be completed for the mmount ap- 
tute 


on 


> an- 


propriated, it was a violation of law and could not cons; 
a basis of authority in law for the putting of an item j), the 
appropriation bill. Just exactly in the same way the (4), 
of the United States put a limit of cost upon this investi 
of structural materials. It said that this money should jo a». 
propriated for the ¢ompletion of the structural materinis ho. 
fore the ist day of July, 1906. That is an explicit ang 

press limit of cost, just as explicit and just as express ss 
limit of cost upon a building or any other public work - 
when gentlemen come and say the work is not complete. 
base the application for a new appropriation, not upon sauthor- 
ity of law, but upon an alleged violation of the law and « f,jj. 
ure to complete the investigation within the time required py 


ress 


(lon 


CX- 
the 
and 
they 


Mr. MADDEN. I just wanted to ask the gentleman 
was a meniber of the Appropriations Committee that re; 
this bill? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. 


if he 
rted 
I cheerfully answer the gentleman 


re- 
ported this bill, and that I have opposed this item at every 


| stage of the proceedings. 


Mr. MADDEN. I was going to ask him why he was oppos- 


| ing the adoption of the report of his committee. 


Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I not only opposed it at the time, but 
I am opposed to it now, and in the committee I announced 
item 
in the bill. There has been no concealment of my attiiude 
from my colleagues on the Committee on Appropriations on 
this subject. Whether right or wrong—and I am not criti- 
eising those who differ from me—my conviction is that this 
and 
I have always said that I opposed any continuance of the ap- 
propriation. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. 
ing the merits——— 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. 


Since my friend from Iowa is discuss- 


No; I am only answering the g 


| man from Illinois [Mr. MappEen]. 


Mr. BARTHOLDT. Will be allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Not upon the merits. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. But you have been discussing the merits. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not desire to hear a 
cussion of the merits. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I have not discussed the merits, 
ging the pardon of the gentleman from Missouri; I have simply 
announced what was my reply to the query of the gentleman 
Now, if Congress provides by a_ specifi law 
day ol 

that 


pria- 


dis- 


be 1- 


July, 1906, that a specific work is to terminate thei 
does not make it out of order to put an additional! 

tion on the bill I do not know what language would |» 
for that purpose or what course could be pursued to | 


should be completed by the Ist day of July, 1906; and 
says that, even though there had been authority in 
creating the Geological Survey to carry on that work 


+} 


| a solemn act of Congress declaring that this branch of t 


of the Geological Survey should be concluded by the Ist day 
of July, 1906. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Yes. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. If the organic act author 
work to be continued, which, in my judgment, it u! 
does, does the gentleman not believe that this Congr 
right to make a provision to continue it? ' 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Answering the gentleman, if lie meals 
that it would be in order on this bill, I say no. The Geolog- 
ical Survey was founded to conduct certain investigal':'s, and 
whenever Congress passed a law that any portion of ti —, 
tigation must be completed by the Ist day of July, 106, that 
terminated the authority of the Geological Survey to 0k© yon! 
further investigation upon this subject without a furl el = 
of Congress, even though such authority might have bee! con 
tained in the original act. 

Mr. KEIFER. I would like to ask the gentleman : 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Certainly. : i ite 

Mr. KEIFER. I understand the gentleman's con'on'”! ta 
be that because the clause in the sundry civil bill last year P 


this 
itedly 


nas a 


question. 
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! — 


, for the continuation and completion by the ist day of| Mr. MADDEN. Is not this appropriation immediately avail 
' 1906. of this work of investigation of structural material, | able, if it is passed? 
‘s not now in order to provide for the continuation be- Mr. TAWNEY. No; it is not. 

rter the Ist of July, 1906, we shall have completed it. | Mr. MADDEN. It says so. 


SMITH of Iowa. Not that we shall have completed it in 


whether it is 


Mr. SMITH of Iowa. It makes no difference 
immediately available or not. That probably make 
KEIFER. We are dealing with the present, are we not, | to a point of order in any event, because it is included in the 

natter certainly has not been completed, and therefore | sundry civil bill for the year 1907. It does not help its friends 

continuation, and we have a right under the rule to | any. This project, this investigation, is not to continue at St. 
to appropriate for that object? ; Louis. 
<\MITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I have no objection to | Mr. MADDEN. Nobody claims that it is. 
‘leoman making that argument if he sees fit. I want, if Mr. SMITH of Iowa. It is contended here by the gentleman 
ible, to impress a single point on the Chair. I deny | from Missouri [Mr. Barruotpr] that the Government of the 
original act authorized these tests. I deny that the | United States has certain property in Missouri in the city of 
contained in this act ever authorized the test at all | St. Louis, and that that has become a part of the national do 
gical Survey was created in an appropriation bill. | main. 

ce Was: Mr. BARTHOLDT. No, no; that is not my contention. 

rv of the Director of the Geological Survey, which office Mr. SMITH of Iowa. That is what I understood, and that 

iblished under the Interior Department, who shall be | is the only relevancy it had to my remarks. 


s subject 


e President, by and with the consent of the Senate, Mr. BARTHOLDT *j state for » infarmation of the 
‘ ed, That this officer shall have the direction of the| , : wy aT. . I will state fOr the _ — ieee tt 
( survey and the classification of the public lands and exami- committee and the Chair that certain buildings have been 


veological structure and mineral resources of the products | turned over to the Government of the United States by the « 
onal domain. of St. Louis and by the World’s Fair Exposition Compan : 
\ [ADDEN. What does the gentleman call this, a mineral] | the purpose of this investigation. No rent is being charged th 
) Government. The Government uses those buildings free, and 
<MITH of Iowa. If the gentleman would kindly wait I | the right of occupancy is guaranteed to the Government of the 

nd tell hi. Here is a law providing for geological | United States if those tests should be continued. 

f the mineral resources of the United States. I deny Mr. SMITH of Iowa. The gentleman’s enthusiasm on t! 
r such a law there is any authority to found a labora- | subject seems to be moved~in a measure by the fact th: his 

de of the national domain to carry on investigations is a local interest to him, but I want to assure him that if tl 

boratory as to the textile strength of materials as to | appropriation is made it is with the distinct understanding t] 


I 


ihe of physics with reference to materials everywhere the whole plant is to be moved away from the city of St. Lou 
( f the national domain. | Mr. BARTHOLDT. Has the gentleman ahy positive infor 
CHAIRMAN. What does the gentleman understand by | mation on that subject? [Laughter.] 
“national domain?” | Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I have positive information in the 
\ir. SMITH of Iowa. I understand “ national domain” to be | hearings that there is no purpose of continuing the plant 
tl e lands of the United States, and those lands which | St. Louis. [Renewed laughter. ] 
have n reserved from entry, as forest reserves, national| Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman from 


| the like, and those portions of the United States | Iowa pardon me—— 
ite ownership over which the national authority is| Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, those statements ought not to 
| 
| 
| 


SI » and exclusive. be made without the record. 
Mr. MADDEN. That covers the whole United States. The CHAIRMAN. This discussion is, in the discretion of the 
M \RTHOLDT. Will the gentleman yield for a question? | Chair, on the point of order. The Chair knows nothing about 
\ SMITH of Iowa. Certainly. that. 


Mr. BARTHOLDT. In regard to this matter the gentleman’s Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask the gentleman to yield 

poi not well taken, because these buildings that have been | to me for a moment on this point of the location of the labora 
‘the purpose of the exposition have been turned over | tories to be conducted in connection with these tests. 

to the Government of the United States at St. Louis for the | The CHAIRMAN. That is not a matter that enters into the 

purposes of this investigation. Consequently it may fairly be | decision of the Chair at all. 

Ass t this is Government property to all intents and| Mr. TAWNEY. It enters in this respect, that it answers tl 





l | question of the Chair as to what material and for whose benefi 
Mr. LITTAUER. Has the land been ceded to the Govern- | this investigation is to be made. 
| The CHAIRMAN. If it throws light on that proposition, it is 
ir. SMITH of Iowa. Oh, no. Mr. Chairman, I can not see | relevant. 
t nterruptions throw any light on the subject. Iam| Mr. TAWNEY. I will read a petition that was referred to 
cleat t the national domain is distinct from State domain, | the Committee on Appropriations, having been introduced into 
the Supreme Court of the United States has held | the House: 
ted States has the power to pass police regulations UNITED STATES TESTING LABORATORY 
ernment of public lands even in the States, that | Whereas an act is now pending in Congress providing for an appro 
t | domain necessarily includes the public lands, forest | priation of $350,000, the amount estimated and recommended by the 
] ional parks. and all tl Territories 1 acai | Secretary of the Interior as necessary to carry on the investigat 
mal par &S, ‘Ane a 1e ‘erritories in the United | of the Geological Survey Bureau of fuels and structural materials at 
ing the District of Columbia. | testing plants at present located at St. Louis; and 
But if I should concede that the nation: ymai ad | ,. Whereas the board of directors of the chamber of « ! 
Hy, ath tad hie ‘hed to { t = a t 2 nal dc mam had | that such investigations should be continued and wou f 
hing attached to it on yesterday, and that it in- | mable value to the manufacturing interests of the country; and 
rything within the limits of the authority of the | | Whereas the Chamber of Commerce of the city of Pittsb 
| still I deny the he geological survey +n. | vineed that the ideal location for testing laboratories and inv 
United Sts aa hat . : : logical coe of — | tions of this character is the city of Pittsburg, or its immedi 
ited States has anything to do with the estab- | cinity, being the largest producer of fuel and structural mates , 


. . | "Wh e 

a laboratory to test the tensile strength of material | the world: Therefore, be it Sk 

inine power of stone. oA iti oa Resolved, That this board of directors of the Chamber of C 

, * > ot to at But if we confer express merce of the city of Pittsburg requests the Senators and Represent: 
nm the Geological Survey to do these yery things | tives from the Pittsburg district and those Senators and Representa 
‘ act, and then by a solemn act of Congress de- | tives from adjoining cities and counties to favor the passage of tl 

hould complete thi rork by a civ av 4, | act carrying such appropriation as may be considered sufficient, ; 

f ite Y : plete that work by a given day, then vided that the location of these laboratories be left open until t! 
of its original authority terminates upon that day. 

1OLDT. But the day has not yet come. 


| 
| claims of the Pittsburg district can be brought before the Director « 
the Geological Survey. 
if of Iowa. And consequently there can be a Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, what purpose has the gen 
for the year 1907, because before that year the tleman in view in putting that in now? 
ithority of the Geological Survey to investigate the; Mr. TAWNEY. It is only for the purpose of calling the at 
: terials will have absolutely ceased under an ex- | tention of the Chair to the fact, in answer to his own inquiry 
re Congress, a few moments ago as to whose benefit this testing of structural 
as ‘EN. Does the gentleman contend that Congress | material was made for, and that from this petition it appears 
a to reenact the law? that it was for the benefit of the local manufacturers and arch 
saan Hf of Iowa. Oh, certainly it has; but not on an | tects throughout the United States. 
wae On Dil, The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not understand the gentle 
\LDEN SMITH. First, one has to obtain the 


; man from Pennsylvania. 
© Committee on Appropriations to do it. 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I simply asked the gentleman 
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why it was he put that into the Recorp at 

time, and he said in answer to my claim that 

1e benefit of the Government. I expressly said, 

was on my feet before, that the result of these investi- 

would be for the benefit of everybody, the whole peo- 

as well as the Government, although the Government is 
rimarily interested in it. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman allow 
just one question? I desire to say in respect to the statement 
made by my friend from Iowa that this plant would be removed 
from St. Louis, that if this point of order is not sustained and 
if the appropriation is made by Congress I am willing to take 
my chances in this matter as to St. Louis. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, if I may revert to the 

i f order, I will say, so far as that is concerned, that the 

; Louis was left out of this item for the purpose of 
the plant to be removed; and the gentleman prob- 
aware of the fact that the city of St. Louis has 

in the item heretofore. But that is neither here nor 
rest this case on two distinct propositions. First, that 
irization for a geological survey is not an authorization 
sh in any event laboratories in the United States for 


se of testing the tensile strength of metals or the sus- | 


er of stone or cement or the like. Cement is not a 
ct. It is a manufactured product. And there 


wer under the Geological Survey statute to pro- | 


the testing plant for cement than for a testing plant 


other manufactured article. I deny that this is limited | 


itional domain. Tor these two reasons I insist that it 
ot within the original act. But if it was within the 
ginal act, suppose we pass a law this year appropriating 
$590,000, which should be the final appropriation for the com- 
pletion of the work of the Geological Survey, would that not in 
and of itself terminate the authority of the Geological Survey? 
Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. Certainly not. 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. It would in effect repeal this authority 
for all future time, and nothing more could be done without a 
specific act of Congress; and so when Congress said, “ We will 
enter upon the testing of structural materials,” and later on 
said, “ We will continue this for one year and no longer, and it 
shall be completed within that year and on the 1st day of July, 
1906,” there is no authority in law, even if it originally ex- 
isted, to continue these experiments beyond the 1st day of next 
July; and as there is no authority to continue these experiments 
there is no authority to appropriate money to carry them on. 
Mr. DALZELL. I would like to ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion, if he will permit me. 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Certainly. 
Mr. DALZELL. Did not this take place before the committee 
on Tuesday, April 19, 1906: 
‘ir. Suir. Are you interested in both the reenforced concrete tests 


aa ‘ 
uel ‘STS 


sy. Yes; I am interested in both of them, but the major 
of structural materials. 

I The comni vill be glad to hear such a statement as 
» to make with reference to the continuance of the appropria- 


tural materials, but I would suggest to 


» doubt about the value of those experi- 
‘stion in the minds of members of the com- 
sed, is whether the matter is not in such an 
ought to be left to private effort to develop 
aS Ke » of other inventions. 

Did that take place before the committee? 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I think substantially it did. I had 
doubt then and I have no doubt now of the value of these 
‘iments by people who want to pay for them, but I have 
doubt about the duty of this Government to carry on 
xperiments for the cement manufacturers and _ steel 
cturers of the United States. I do not want to discuss 


of this proposition. I have been trying to keep | 


the point of order. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not care to occupy the 
1ittee but for a moment, and I want to confine 
gle point. I am now trying to be deliberate in 
the possible hope that the regular chairmaa of 
vill return. [Langhter.] I did not rise, Mr. 
; prolong, this discussion. I think we get very 
loose etimes in our answers when questions are asked 
hastily. When the gentleman from Iowa was trying to im- 
pon the Chair the idea that a law last year had ter- 
minated the matter of the right to investigate structural ma- 
tel . he was asked a question as to whether or not the ap- 
propriation proposed now would be immediately available, and 
the distinguished chairman of the committee said it would not. 
Now, I read from the Gause of the bill that the point of order 

is made against. The latter part of it says: 
ler the supervision of the Director of the United States Geo- 

Survey, to be immediately available, $50,000, 





Mr. TAWNEY. It was understood that that provision was to 
be stricken out, but it was not stricken out, by mistake, in the 
reprint of the bill. 

Mr. KEIFER. The gentleman says it was not to be put in, 
but it is in. The proposed appropriation for the purpose is to 
become immediately available. 

Mr. TAWNEY. It is in. 

Mr. KEIFER. Yes, it is in; so that the point of the gcentlo. 
man from Iowa [Mr. Smiry] is entirely eliminated. We ar 
proposing to-day, according to his argument, to continue that 
appropriation of money to be made immediately available, this 
work which he admits is not to terminate under the law of 
last year until the Ist day of July next. So the point of 
order can not be sustained on that ground. Because we pro- 
pose in the future to do something, they say the rule does yoy 
apply at the present time that we may continue a public work 
or object. 

Mr. McCALL. I wish to ask of the gentleman whether this 
appropriation can be used after the Ist day of July, 1906? 

Mr. KEIFER. It can be used until it is used up. 

Mr. McCALL. Then would it not be a change of existing 
law, if existing law required a certain work to be done before 
the 1st day of July, 1906? 

Mr. KEIFER. Suppose it did. That wouid not affect the 
question. If the gentleman is familiar with Rule XXI of the 
House, he would see that we may make appropriations to con- 
tinne public works or objects already in process of completion. 
So the point of order falls there. I understand the gen 
is very jealous of the Watertown Arsenal investigation up in 
Massachusetts. Some of my friends haye been assailed be- 
cause they were from St. Louis and from Pittsburg and sup- 
posed to be influenced by interest. I must say to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. McCatu] that we are not interfering 
with that little test plant up there at Watertown, which is 
equipped to test some small material that is provided to be 
tested for special uses and simply for the United States, and 
has nothing to do with this general provision. 

Mr. McCALL. Mr. Chairman, I would say that the gentle- 
man is simply attempting to divert the attention from the 
question which I put to him. 

Mr. KEIFER. I answered the question. 

Mr. McCALL. If he wishes to respond by saying that it 
relates to the Watertown Arsenal, that is all right, but it is not 
responsive. 

Mr. KEIFER. The distinguished gentlemen who appear here 


| as undertaking to overthrow the great Appropriations Committee 
| put the appropriate language in this clause, providing for the 


continuation of the investigation of structural materials. I 
admit, Mr. Chairman, I was drawn aside in my answers by the 


| great precedents that were cited by the chairman of the com- 


mittee and by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Siri], and by 
the attack on my friend from. Missouri [Mr. Barrno.pr] and 
my friend from Pittsburg [Mr. DALZzELL]. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. I did 
not attack anyone. 

Mr. KEIFER. I thought you did. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. Kertrer] a question upon the provision 
contained in the last sundry civil bill for the continuation and 
completion. Is it not a custom or usage of the House and the 
Committee on Appropriations to employ the term “ for compie- 
tion” only where the limitation was fixed in the act authorizing 
the work? 

Mr. KEIFER. Then they violate it in that case. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I understand that the use of the term 
“eompletion” is authorized only where the autho! ing a 
fixes the limitation, and that simply “ for completion ” does het 
in and of itself fix the limitation. It is what is terme: a prece 
tory provision, one expressing a hope and desire tl 
but does not in and of itself fix a limitation that is 
a limitation is already fixed by law as general | 
are fixed. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair is not disturbed by t: 
sition, he will say to the gentleman. 

Mr. WEEKS. When the gentleman from Ohio §} 
time and was asked a question by the Chair, he w: 
the merits of this question, it seems, rather’ than 
order; but he did not answer the question of thie ‘ 

I understand this plant, which has been referred to 

St. Louis, is not engaged in doing Government 

this appropriation was first made, it was a small on 

made for the purpose of doing testing for private 

The appropriation has been continued three or 1 
now the Geological Survey asks that it be inerea se 
times—to $50,000. No work has been done at St. 


i about seven 
ous for the 
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G nment. The testing has been entirely for the benefit of | States should be investigated; but not only that, but that no ma- 
» narties. If a man has a clay bank or a stone quarry, | terials belonging to private individuals or to corporations ld 
i take the clay or stone to this plant and the Government | be investigated; an express prohibition, an express inhibit 

“ the testing for him, at no expense to himself. and therefore, in the opinion of the Chair, the of orde 


PARTHOLDT. Will the gentleman permit an interrup- | would have to be sustained on that ground al 
ti Mr. NORRIS rose. 
\ KS. I will. The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Nebraska want 
RTHOLDT. If this investigation can prove that aj} to say something? 
material is better adapted for construction purposes | Mr. NORRIS. I was waiting for the Cha 






ir to finish 








th ther, is cheaper, more valuable, easy to operate, and | The OHAIRMAN,. In the further opinion of the Chair, this 
: ‘overnment of the United States should make use of | point of order should be sustained be ise it is not a 
vyledge and in the erection of its public buildings should | work in progress, as the Chair believes. The Chair b 
. e of that new material, dces not the gentleman think j is not one of those fixed and definite objects th n | 
th are serving a public purpose, particularly in view of | pleted, but would go on forever without completio: 
t! that we construct about $20,000,000 worth of publi | Stones, clays, cements, ete 
buil every year, and some plan might be devised by which In that connection, the Chair might incidentally remark that 
we i save some money, and if we save only 10 per cent of cement is not a structural material of the United Stat hres 
this 000,000, there would be a saving of $2,000,000 in the | ~~" ° s itl aes eee oe Soe on anneee eee oe 
no we are to authorize in the very near future, if our | ciiincaies cate a ase —— ae Se Sees wie i have 

‘ 7 rence only to those articles of building material, structural 
h ealized ? material, found in the earth. But be that as it may, tl 

EKS. I will admit that there may be some materials! jo" ny) ea a ey - = oe a ia - 

{ ‘ich will be a public benefit; but failing to make this | 8 Of Me opinion that it is ragrtbear of those fixed and defin 

mn does not destroy that public purpose. There ian within the oe of the law, WITHER TRG ECARDS Of OUr 
re .° testing plants owned by the Government, and it is | ™\C* that can be appropriated 5 — ; 
contrary to good public policy for the Government to maintain cna tating agen Satie mami ee ee om oa 
the sane kind of operations under two Departments of the eettinas that the pretties ‘ie ce — = this ee a 
Gove ent. The Government does not test its own material | 5. 45 phe a ¢ ‘eosin nerpesisinly, er ere eer cee 
at St. Louis. If an individual has any kind of building material os ; I: at L: ee ee ee ee ee o 
which he wants tested, he can send it to a Government plant | °)" on a a oe sundry civil appropriation bill this 
which is now in eperation, which is not being worked to its full clause was embodied : 
Ca] and can have that test made at cost. It is not right | For the continuation and completion on or before July 1, 1! 
that t Government should be asked to furnish money as well | Now, the Chair does not believe that that preclud another 
as iinery to do this testing. If it puts its plant at the dis- | appropriation, but that it is simply descri) 
posal of corporations and individuals, they should at least pay | therefore the Chair calls attention to it 
the cost. that Congress at that time probably thou 

Now, as to the merits of the point of order. The law requires | which might be completed. But now gentleme! 

that ; testing shall be completed in 1906. I believe the Com- | the statement that it is not a work that can b 


mittee on Appropriations had no authority to insert in the pres- | $7,500 then asked for, but ask for a furtlh¢ 
ent bill that it was a continuation of any provision of any ap- | $50,000, showing conclusively, in the opinion h 
propt 1, for it is not authorized by any existing law. the gentlemen who framed this bill believed it was not a work 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that, in ruling on} which could be completed, but that it would go on indefinitely 
this proposition, the ruling is made regretfully. The Chair be-| and with an increasing appropriation. Now, it 























was evidently 
lieves this to be a very meritorious measure, and one that ought | the intention of the Congress that framed this law originally 
to be enacted into law in order that it may be properly appro- | to have the structurals of the United States, or those mentioned 
priated for. The Chair is constrained, however, to sustain the | in the succeeding paragraph, coal, and so forth, belonging to 
point of order on the legal question inyolved, for the following | the United States, to be investigated, and not be! r to 
reas’ In the opinion of the Chair a good part of the difli- | private individuals, because it says squarely in the or et 
culty h arisen because of a confusion ef terms. The two) that no investigation or examination shall be made for private 
terms “the United States” and the “national domain” have} parties or corporations, evidently having in vie o 
been atly confused, in the opinion of the Chair, not only by | those materials which belong to the United State ld 
the H e but by the Department, and the Geological Survey | investigated by the United States and at the expense of the 
itself times past. If we read these lines carefully, we see} United States. Therefore the Chair is clearly of the epinion 
here i language: “For the continuation of the investigation | that this is obnexious to the rule; and, regardless of tbe merits 
of sti ral materials of ‘the United States.’” Now, what! of the proposition, the Chair is compelled to sustain the | t of 
doe ean? Does that mean structural material belenging | order. 
to the United States? In the opinion of the Chair it does mean Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the f wing end- 
that ; | therefore can have reference only to the structural | ment. 
materials on the national domain, because they alone belong to Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully 
the 1 i States. But the construction that gentlemen who | the decision of the Chair. 
ire the proponents of this proposition place upon it is, that it The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri appeals 
mea | materials belonging to everybody in the United States, | from the decision of the Chair. 
thr it the whole United States. Now the Chair desires Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, may I make a parliament 
to + ttention to the fact that the gentleman from Ohio has | inquiry first? 
said, tl the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mappen] has said, The CHAIRMAN. Certainly. 
and the other gentlemen who have participated in the Mr. DALZELL. Am I right in « .r that the ground- 
dis have said, that this investigation does not have ref- | work and foundation of the Chairman’s ru is that 
f » materials found upon the national domain alone, ain” and “public lands” are convert ter: under the 
the whed by the United States, but that it does have} act? 
refey to the material of private individuals anywhere in the The CHAIRMAN. Oh, no; “national domain” and 
U1 es. The Chair desires therefore to call attention | lands” are not convertible terms; but the Chair believes t 
to 1 e act conferring power upon the Geological Survey | the national domain has a well-defined meaning, and d not 
and ¢ the authority of the Geological Surveyor. The | mean the whole United States. The gentleman from P 
: , ‘es especially to call attention to these words, and | vania yesterday argued that the “national domain” 1 
W mmittee to hear: | whole United States and all the States of the United St 
} And e Director and members of the Geological Survey shall The Chair has an entirely different —— ng from that. 
' | or private interest in the lands or mineral wealth of | Mr. DALZELL. Because if that is so, then to h a 
survey, and shall execute no survey or examination for | trary means that the Geological Survey has no further f 
nae Relintetiantricsiessc | tions and might as well be abolished. 
ees express prohibition. And why was it put in there? The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is not responsib! 
+“ ause under this original act the only materials of |} Mr. DALZELL. It is only a question of 0 » a 
1, UC were to be investigated were the materials of the | of this moment ought not to rest on the d yn 
nai . ea is, belonging to the United States. In other | order. : . 
a 's that were on the public domain or the national | The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the « on { no De- 
ies refore when this organic act was passed, it said | partment of the Government ought to be permitt ltoe h 
a ‘ only those materials which belonged to the United on the Treasury of the United States simply because H is 
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the opinion that it ought to be done and is a meritorious work. 
( can law authorizing these things expressly, 
and it is not for the Chair to pass on the merits of the contro- 
versy. The gentleman from Missouri has appealed from the 
decision of the Chair, and the question is—— 

Mr. WEEKS. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask if the Chair 
did not recognize the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Norris] 
to offer an amendment, and, if he did, if the appeal is now in 


order? 





ongress pass a 


The CHAIRMAN. 
vantage of that character. The Chair wants to be fair about it, 
the gentleman has the right to take the appeal. The ques- 
is, Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the decision of 


ond 


committee ? 

‘he question was taken; and it was decided that the decision 
of the Chair should stand as the decision of the committee. 
Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. A parliamentary question, Mr, Chairman. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. 
Committee on Appropriations. That is the label on the bill; 
rains and four-fifths of the voting power against all these 
ropositions, how they got here. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Does the gentleman think 
ought to have a guardian ad litem? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes; or else the committee had. 
ter. | 
The 


but 
the | 
] . : 
this bill 
[Laugh- 


CHAIRMAN. The Chair would refer the 
members. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert a new paragraph on page 77, after line 7, as follows: z 

‘lor the continuation of the investigation of structural materials 
belonging to the United States, such as stone, clays, cement, etc., under 
the supervision of the Director of the United States Geological Survey, 
immediately available, $100,000.” 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
that that is the identical question that has just been ruled 
upon, and further that it is new legislation. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman desire to be heard? 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Chairman, I would like to call the atten- 
tion of the Chair to the fact that the amendment as offered is 
“a reenactment of the provision that went out on a point of 


o be 


for sustaining the point of order to that provision. 

understand it, one reason given by the Chair—and it 

to me a good reason, one that appeals to me as being 

bstantial—is that the organic act provided that these tests 
ist be made en property belonging to the United States. 

The umendment is so framed that it confines it entirely and 
exclusively to the materials which do belong to the United 
found existed 
obviates the 
no survey or test shall be made for private parties. 
words, it confines the appropriation entirely to the property of 
the United States. I do not care to discuss the other propo- 
contained, because it has been fully discussed and the 
Chair has passed upon it; but at least this amendment obviates 
the main objection given by the Chair for the decision just 
rendered. 

Mr. TAWNEY. 
the point of order. 


The CHAIRMAN. 


sition 


Mr. Chairman, I do not care to be heard on 


ntly being raised by these points of order on these para- 
graphs. The Chair is of the opinion that the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Nebraska is in order and not 
subject to a point of order. 

For the continuation of investigation of structural materials belong- 
ing to the United States— 

Having reference to the materials on the national domain, 
which alone belongs to the United States, and therefore brings 
it within the act, in the opinion of the Chair. Further it says: 
i ion of the investigation of structural materials be- 
ted States, such as stone, clays, cement, etc. 


const 


For the continuat 
longing to the Uni 

Heretofore the appropriation was for these materials of the 
Tnited Now, the Chair does not know, as a matter of 
act, but what there are in progress investigations and examina- 
ions of the structural materials on the public domain belonging 
o the United States, but taking into consideration what is 
meant now by the national domain, the public domain, the 
(Chair is not inclined to hold that the structural materials to be 


states. 


T 
1 
1 
t 


The Chair would not seek to take an ad- | 


{ should like to have the Chair tell me, with nine-tenths of | 





gentleman | 
from Ohio to the Committee on Appropriations or to its various | 


| suggestion 





_ tested at Government expense, will cheerfully present 


r, but it obviates at least one of the reasons that the Chair | Government of the United States cement and steel, and th 


States, and would not be subject to the criticism that the Chair | Permission to offer these suggestions, and so long as the 


against the paragraph as it is in the bill, and it | 
provision in the organic act which provides that | 
In other | 


As everyone who has kept pace with this | 


legislation understands, there are several very fine distinctions | . , len 
| continuation of examinations that have been 


| experiments have been going on have been on the property ok 


That paragraph reads as follows: | 


| amendment was concerned, it might relate to them- 
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investigated on the national domain are of such an extensiye 


nature that it is not a work of progress to be completed yjt)jn, 


; our rule. 


Mr. MADDEN. Will the Chair be good enough to te) 
what he holds the national domain to be? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has so often ruled on that 
proposition that he does not think it necessary to restate it at 
this time. ee 

Mr. LITTAUER. Did not the Chairman in his decision coyer 
the point that the appropriation of the current year was fo; the 
completion of this work? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I just rose to ask that 
question. 

Mr. LITTAUER. And that this is entirely new leg) 
and subject to a point of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. No; the Chair thinks not, under the 
guage of the new paragraph, for the continuation. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Then I thoroughly misunderstood the (hair 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio desire ie 


us 


ation 


lan- 


9 


| be heard? 
This bill seems to have been reported by 


Mr. GROSVENOR. The Chair held distinctly that the Jay 
had operated and was at an end in its operation which 
ized the investigation of this structural material. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not intend to hold that 


author- 


| proposition at all. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. The Chair will find by reference to the 


| Reporter’s notes, I think, that he did hold it, I respectfully sub- 
| mit. , 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks not. He thinks the gen- 
tleman is in error. The Chair said squarely that the mere fact 
that the words “for completion of” were incorporated in the 
last act did not preclude the committee from making this ap- 
propriation, and that the words “for the continuation,” ete. 
were merely descriptive of that act. The Chair thinks those 
were the words employed. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. The Chair, as I understood him, if the 
Chair will pardon me, in his former ruling held that cement 


was not such a subject as could be investigated under the or- 
| ganic law. 


That item is in this amendment. 

Mr. OLMSTED. No, no; I think not. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. And then I desire to make this further 
to the Chair, if the Chair will pardon me: I 
readily see that gentlemen, anxious to have their materials 
to the 
fact that this amendment provides for the examination of prop- 
erty belonging to the United States does not carry wit!) it the 


| thought that the property is the produet of the national domain 
| of the United States. 


cision 


Mr. KEIFER. Does the gentleman appeal from the d 


| of the Chair? 


Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Oh, I have asked politely the Chair's 
he Chair 
does not object, I think the gentleman from Ohio might with 
great grace remain silent. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the 


from Iowa [Mr. SmitrH] that the Chair would be mucli better 


| satisfied with the amendment from a legal standpoint if it 


contained the express prohibition, as the Chair suggested in 
the other ruling, that none of this investigation was to be col- 
ducted for the benefit of private individuals, yet the !anguace 
of the present amendment is not such, the Chair thinks, 


ns To 


| enable him to decide that it is the intention to conduct these 


examinations for the benefit of private individuals or private 
corporations. 


Mr. LITTAUER. Right on that point there, if this is a 


+ha 
ring on. tilé 
froing on, | 


private individuals. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair stated squarely that, in b 
opinion, these investigations had not been exclusively ~ 
private individuals, but a portion of them may have ~or 
the United States, and of materials belonging to the Unite 


. : Pom For as | is 
States, on the public domain, and that therefore, so 1U = ae 
1 continua- 


W hich had 
from New 


5 


or 


tion of the investigation of those particular items 
heretofore been investigated. Does the gentleman 
York catch the point? 

Mr. LITTAUER. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules th 

Mr. TAWNBY. Mr. Chairman, under the language © etal 
amendment there can be no material tested except mare 
taken from the public domain. I will ask the Te aa 
introduced the amendment if that is not the fact: ee 
a fact that under your amendment there can be no inves 


e point of order. 
» of this 








1906. 


CC —_ 





anv building material other than that taken from the 
iblic domain? 
\ir. ( MARIS. 





I 


Well, belonging to the United States. 

M \WNEY. Or belonging to the United States. 

t MRIS. That is true. I take it, however, that the 
nt may own a good many things that were not taken 
public doniain. It might buy certain things, for 


- \WNEY. Yes. Mr. Chairman, it may buy for its pub- 
i os material that may be tested. That being the case, 


necessary that this appropriation should be $50,000 | 
was recommended by the committee in favor of the | 


of material of the United States and the in- 
, , of material belonging to individuals and for the 
private corporations, such investigations as are now 
Now, Why is it necessary to increase the amount 
Tata e Geological Survey has this year for this purpose, 
:7.500 to $100,000. The testimony before the commit- 
conclusively that all of these tests, with the ex- 
few that the Government would have made, of 
te | to be used in the construction of public buildings, 
made of material belonging to individuals and cor- 
and for their benefit. So far as the material of the 
y t of the United States or that material which it 
construction of buildings is concerned, we have 
‘ the Watertown Arsenal, Mass., and have had since 
is88. a testing plant that has answered every purpose. Un- 
Geological Survey, the War Department can make 
s for private individuals, and is to-day making tests for 
iividuals and for private corporations at a charge 
cost of making those tests. This the Geological 
pressly prohibited from doing, as stated by the 
chairman in his ruling a moment ago. 
Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. TAWNEY. Certainly. 
Ir. MANN. Does not the gentleman know also that the 
Standards, created by the Government for the ex- 
ess se of ascertaining the standards of various things, 
ced in testing the standard or strength of materials 
of the « rent departments of the Government, and is equipped 


Lue 


\ Ve 


i ses 

Mr. TAWNEY. Iwill say that I do know that, and I will state 
the Bureau of Standards is testing the material 
is going into the construction of the office building 
H e of Representatives. Now, if this is to be a purely 
testing plant for the purpose of testing and in- 
tig e tensile strength of the structural material used 
ment of the United States in connection with its 
l ; have to-day two plants of that kind erected for 
{ , and which are being maintained and appropriated 

operated for that purpose. 
Mr. MADDEN. Does not the gentleman know that the Agri- 
tment is making tests in various kinds of lines, 


The Agricultural Department, I will say, is 
i aking tests. The Bureau of Forestry in the 
riment is making tests of building material 
This idea of another testing plant origi- 
Geological Survey, with the idea of grafting it 
gical Survey, thereby giving the Government 
under which these tests can be made, and neces- 
priations for the operation and maintenance of 
for the doing of the same work. At the Watertown 
| said before, tests are now made for individuals 
is at their expense. 
by the man in charge of the Watertown Arse- 
ive this year tested building material in sixteen 
and they have tested building material in forty- 
tates. ‘They publish annually a book almost as 
d almost that size [indicating], showing the 
structural material that are made by the testing 
Watertown Arsenal testing plant. I might say, 
ve at the Watertown Arsenal the largest testing 
world, it is considered to be one of the most 


NEY. 


ed Lo. 


machines. With it you can test the tensile 
stil ift 6 inches in diameter and 10 feet in length, 


e will also test the tensile strength of a horse- 
itely register the strength of each. That ma- 
sed in 1888, at a cost of $250,000. They have 
in connection with that testing plant. They 
juipped for the testing of all building material, 
Six years have been conducting tests of reen- 
ind if any gentleman has read the testimony 
uittee on Appropriations on this subject he will 








29 
Joe 
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see that the primary object for which this appropriation was 
desired by the Geological Survey was for the purpose of soly- 
ing problems, as they said, with respect to the 
reenforced cement. And the Watertown Arsenal is to-day con- 
ducting that same experiment, solving those same problet and 


strength of 


testing this same structural material. Mr. Chairman, what is 
the necessity of adding to another bureau of the Government. 


with all of the necessary machinery, including this 
scientific engineers of thirty-nine men, that I referred to vest 
day? This board Mr. Holmes, of the Geological Survey, 
fied was created for the purpose of acting and co 
the Geological Survey in the making of these tests, to be 
at the rate of $5 a day for actual services. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman h: 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, 
inquire of the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. TAWNEY]. who 
has just taken his seat, how much we have appropriated for 
say, several years back, for this purpose, and how much is 
ried in this bill? 
Mr. TAWNEY. Fifteen 
bill for the Watertown 


board of 


s expired. 


I would like to 


thousand dollars is carried in this 
Arsenal testing plant, and the officer in 


charge of that testing plant says that it has a capacity for 
doing four times the amount of work they are doing now and 
that there are demands for the doing of that much work and 


that it could do it if the appropriation was large enough to 
enable them to do it. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
last bill previous to this? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Fifteen thousand dollars. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. How much in the year previous 
to that? 

Mr. TAWNEY. 
years back. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
increase that? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Not at all. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I think the gentleman is mistaken 
in regard to that. It is proposed to increase that a hundred 
thousand dollars, is it not? 

Mr. TAWNEY. No; they do not propose to increase this 
appropriation for the Watertown Arsenal at all, but they | 
pose to appropriate $100,000 for the creation of a new test 
plant, to be operated in conjunction with the Geological Survey, 
a wholly unnecessary expenditure. The only und upon 
which you can justify the establishment of a testing plant by 
the Government is to test material consumed by the Govern- 
ment in the construction of public buildings and other public 
works. For this purpose we now have two testing plant the 
Bureau of Standards and the testing plant at the W: town 
Arsenal, in Massachusetts. The establishment 


How much carried in the 


was 


Fifteen thousand dollars for a number of 


How much is it proposed now to 


ne 
's 







of another in 






connection with the Geological Survey is absurd, unnecessary, 
and an extravagant expenditure of public money. ‘he two 
testing plants we now have are fulfilling the only necessity 
the Government has for any plant of this kind. This a l- 
ment should, therefore, be defeated. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. To do the same ( ork 





understand 


he says. The 


that the Geological Survey is now doing? Let me 
the gentleman, please. I think I can catch what 
gentleman states propositions very clearly. We have appro- 
priated $15,000 per year heretofore for carrying on this exam- 


ination, and now you propose to appropriate more money foy the 
same purpose, to create other establishments, to enlarge the 
work. 


Mr. LITTAUER. One hundred thousand dollars. 

Mr. TAWNEY. One hundred theusand dollars. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Make a clear increase of 
$100,000 for this purpose? 

Mr. TAWNEY. For the next fiscal year, to be increased heres 
after as the Bureau and the testing plant grows; and under 
provision, in order that a corporation or private parties that 
want their material tested may get that test made by the Goy- 
ernment for nothing, the owner of the material would 1 ea 
present of the material to the Government, and then the Goy- 
ernment could test it, because it would then be the property of 
the Government, and by this subterfuge they would defeat the 
organic law creating the Geological Survey as well this 
amendment, which prohibits them from making any tests of 


material except from the public domain or for individuals or 
corporations. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Are they making tests for indi- 


viduals? 
Mr. TAWNEY ‘They are. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
law? 


Is not that in disobedience of the 
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TAWNEY. Under the organic law they are expressly 
iibited from making tests for private individuals or corpora- 


NES of 


And if they are making them 
naking them in isobe lience to that law? 
LWNEY. They are testing material for coal com- 
king companies, and for structural material compa- 
and f for architects. Now, the gentleman can 
melusion. 


‘Tennessee. 


Tenn 2Ss5CC, 


As I have 
the has had its own testing pl 
these matters. That is my information. 
I will read to the gentleman from the testi- 
fore the committee. It appears on page 576: 
Are the te 
» publie in 
ected? 
> architects 
y say, in pa 
say in ex] 
eye engineer societis 
tanding committee to 
ht be found satisfac 


always understood, 
ant and exp: 


to meet the 
build- 


ike sufficient 
ich these local 


sts which they mi 
the localities in wh 
— engineers, Mr. Chairman, say they 
response to your remark, and to mak 
plan ation, that there has been app 
s of the country during the past thi 
bring together the results of all 
tory in giving correct information, 
cts and the builders in the country really need. 
unittee ha rone yery carefully over the tests which have 
j one wat r another in this country during the past 
and tl have come to the con lusion, as expressed by 
t hardly any of the tests e any value as giving 
ition to the architect | or the 


which 


chairman asked him: 


fact, Mr. Holmes, 
engineers, architects, and 
ests is known to all of you? 
Es. There is a good deal of difference of opinion, Mr. 
hat. 


‘hen the 


scientific men—that is, how 


Chair- 
the testimony marked in one place where they are mak- 
s of coal for the benefit of the coking companies of Penn- 

The is this: 

plated, the individual owner or corporation, 

posed to build that structure, calls upon these 
eers, one of whom appeared before the committee, for 

nion as to the best material to be used in the construction of 
that building. Before that material 


process 
when it is 
consulting 


a certain test. 
Mr. GAINES 
talking about? 
Mr. TAWNEY. A building that may be owned by a private 
individual or corporation. 
Mr. GAINES Tennessee. 
Government ? 
Mr. TAWNEY. 
tests; the 


Tennessee. 


Who is paying this officer 


The Government pays the man making the 
consulting engineers are paid by the owner of the 
building; but their opinion is based upon the results of 
Government tests. 
The CHAIRMAN. 
has expired. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I ask for two minutes more; I 
0 get a little more light on this subject. 
CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After 
h ars none. 
GA INE S of 
‘Ip my fellow-men and 
glad to aid whereve! 
er to do this, the ques 
iit in all candor 
is going beyond 


States to the 


The time of the gentleman from Tennessee 


a pause.] The 
Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I am willing to 
countrymen wherever I can 
we can aid. If Congress 
stion is, Is it wise policy to do it? 
that the Government of the U 
the duties of the Government of the 
: people of the United States when it 
the money out of the Treasury—tax money—and the 
sury is low enough in funds, and you know that we will 
need all that we have there, and take this money and go and 
the coal for a coal-mining company, and the 
mpany, and the steel material, and any 
private concern or private individual is connected 
that. I say the time has come when we ought to 
it. Gentlemen, in all candor are we not going to 
int that the first thing we know we will employ some 
down and try to teach somebody how to set a hen, 
kind of eggs to use, and directly will have somebody 
ng us whether we should mark them in red ink or 
and examine to see whether the chickens will be 
and all things that ought not to be 
il Government? I have no objection to the 
being made where the Government wants to 
use ‘to experiment for the public. I am not surprised that 
gentlemen, from that standpoint, endeavoring to preserve 
the Treasury from profligacy when we have the great strain 
rivers and harbors, and other 


has the 
Now, 
nited 


ther « 
Hac a 
and test 


coal 


sorts of 


aterial 


are 


on i such 
things. An 


as the Panama Canal, 
effort is now made to increase this appropriation, 


‘rts in | 


engineer which is of service | 


| are found upon its lands. 
that the means of making these tests are | 


| tions referred to. 
| the 
When there is a large building | 

that the 
their 
| item 
is accepted it must stand | 


| the 
Whose buildjng is this you are | 


the 


the 
| the supervision of the Director of the United States Geological Survey, 


legally. | 


clays | 
other | 


| the committee, 





and I am satisfied is offered in perfectly good faith, bui to hel 
out some community or some individual. That, it seems tp ine 
is unwise—the kindness and generosity of the Government ue 
mad. Si 
Mr. NORRIS. As far as the amount named in the ame 
ment is concerned, it is possible that it ought to be c¢hanes 
I confess that upon that particular point I have no chang 
as far as the amount is concerned, to its being ent down tc to 
the amount originally named by the committee in the bill as 
reported here. But, in the first place, I want to disaiyse i. 
mind of my friend from Tennessee and the minds of 4]! ‘ 
who may think as he does that this appropriation js 
purpose of any particular set of men or for any partieytay 
locality. No appropriation that has been made in this (oy. 
gress will more greatly redound to the benefit of the » i 
the entire country than will this appropriation, if 
ment is carried. It is a peculiar thing that the Com 
Appropriations of this House have become so wonde fully 
tuous since reporting this bill. They themselves put eee 
bill an item of $50,000 for this purpose, which they haye }eo 
instrumental in getting out on a point of order, and the "y 
still trying to keep out an amendment that practica| 
the paragraph back into the bill. If it is wrong now, | 


Others 


for the 


this a 


| wrong when the committee framed the bill and put this 


in it. In my judgment, Mr. Chairman, the benefit that is ; 
come to the country will be mainly from the tests made hy ; 
Government upon the building materials that it owns and that 
I want to pause right here to answer 
something that the chairman of the Committee on Appronria. 
He referred to a whole lot of different d 
partments that he desired us to believe were making tests ; 
same line. It is true they are making tests. The Aeri- 
cultural Department is making tests in forestry, and we want 
them to keep on making tests. He gave the impression, when 
the gentleman from Tennessee asked about experiment stations, 
investigation and experiments contemplated by my 
amendment were amply provided for by the appropriation for 
tests at Watertown, when, as a matter of fact, the $15,000 
for tests at Watertown is something absolutely inde 
pendent of this particular provision, and on a different page in 
bill, having nothing to do with this any more than the 
flowers that bloom in the springtime. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. What does your amendment pro- 


| pose to do? 


Mr. NORRIS. My amendment practically puts back lines 9, 
10, 11, and 12, of page 77, of the bill. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. What are the words? 

Mr. NORRIS (reading) ; 


For the continuation of the investigation of structural mate rials be 
longing to the United States, such as stone, clays, cement, etc., under 


to be immediately available, $100,000. 

Mr. GAINES Will the gentleman indulge me a 
minute? 

Mr. NORRIS. Yes. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Is that to investigate 
property belonging to the United States Government? 

Mr. NORRIS. Certainly. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
ernment? 

Mr. NORRIS 

Mr. GAINES 
United States? 

Mr. NORRIS. For the Government of the United States, anu 
incidentally for everybody in the United States. 

Mr. GAINES Tennessee. The gentleman from 
[Mr. TAWNEY] says we have plenty of money to do that. 
why do you ask ae more? 

Mr. NORRIS. As I said, I have no objection 
back to $50,000, but the gentleman from Minn 
want Se He wants to take it all out. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I did not so underst 
tleman. 

Mr. NORRIS 


of Tennessee. 


public 


And for the United States Gov- 
Owned by the United States Government. 
of Tennessee. And for the Government of te 


Minnesota 
Now, 


to putting 
| 


ind the 


I put in a hundred thousand dolla Se ee 
it seemed to me, were unjustly cutting © 
whole lot of items for the work of the Geologica 
made it large enough. I have no objection to 1's 
back to $50,000. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
ask him another question? eo 

Mr. NORRIS. Not in my time. I do not care to do Ui 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Go ahead. 

Mr. NORRIS. Now, Mr. Chairman, one of 
things coming out of this investigation, and that 
come, is the advancement of knowledge w ith refer 


= 
1 Su y oy, al 


being 
Will the gentleman allow me 
the pri in ‘ipal 


has ali ‘e: ly 


mee to build 
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ing materials—cement, perhaps, more than any other. Lumber | 
is , and has been getting higher all the time. Men are seek- 
ing all over the country for some other material to take its 
pbuilding, and recent investigations by private parties, 
= » by the Government, have developed the fact that there | 
a nderful possibilities in different materials, such as 
pe ents and kindred things, and the result is that on account of 
the investigation and the publicity given to the subject we will 
ha mething to take the place of the more expensive mate 
ri in building and other branches of industry. I had my 
atti n enlled to a new material just the other day. The 
I ent is experimenting with it and it promises to equal 
oe nd is much cheaper. This Department is making it 
easiel 1 cheaper for our people to build houses, and—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

‘ir. NORRIS. I ask for about three minutes more. 

ir. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I shall have to object to 


fur extensions of time, because we want to get through 
with the bill. 

Mr. NORRIS. All right. 

M <EIFER. Mr. Chairman, I would not take the floor 
avain to support my Committee on Appropriations but for 


ticisms that have been made in the iregular discussions 


that have been going on in the last few days against certain | 


publie officers the Director of the Survey, and also a very dis- 
tinguished professor, who the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations thinks ought to have been asleep on duty instead 
‘actively interested in the business that they are officially 
to carry on. All the criticisms on the Director of the 
urvey have been mere criticisms on his enthusiasm to do and 


OL vel 


chosen 


vig y prosecute the work that he has been selected to do; 
nd there has been no criticism that he neglected his duty in 

- respect. The same may be said of the criticisms of the 
chairman of the committee of Professor Holmes, who, I be- 
lieve, is engaged mainly in the investigation of structural ma- 
terials and fuel. He wanted the country to understand the | 
great importance of the work he was engaged in, and he has 
made country, I hope, understand it, as well as Members 
of Co He had a perfect right to answer letters from 
the ¢g man’s district from distinguished educators there. 
I pr against gentlemen coming on the floor of the House | 
and assailing a man, or an official, who can not open his voice | 
in his defense. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Does the gentleman from Ohio justify the 
action of Professor Holmes in emasculating a letter of mine? 


Mr. KEIFER. That is an issue I do not propose to take up 
between the gentlemen, 
Mr. DALZELL. I propose later on to say something on that 
ibject. Professor Holmes denies that he did any such thing, 
and I | »a letter from him on that subject, and I have also 
had a « rsation with him. 


SI 


Mr. TAWNEY. I haven't any doubt that the gentleman has 
a letter from him. 

Mr. DALZELL. I advise the gentleman to go carefully on 
that question. I shall have something to say about it later on. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I do not enter into that con 
troversy. It is not necessary for me to do that. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I make the point 
of order that the Holmes matter has nothing to do with this 


Mr. KEIFER. That is all right; Professor Holmes was 








ssau yesterday when he had no opportunity to answer, 
and | nk I may properly offer a word in his defense. 
Now, t »was a great deal said by the chairman about having 
a n Watertown, Mass., that was doing this very same 
Wol | say to the committee that the plant at Watertown has 
no t all connected with the work of investigating struc- 
tu als or fuel, and it is so provided in this very Dill, 
In ‘make an appropriation of only $15,000 to continue 
the | It is stated in this bill precisely what may be done 
at W wh, and it wiil be seen that there is nothing required 
to be done that we are now trying to provide for. Let 

Me ‘ clause of the bill that relates to it. 
, Tes machines, Watertown Arsenal: For the necessary profes 
the illed labor, purchase of materials, tools, and appliances 
( the testing machines, for investigative test and tests of 
ae material for constructions, and for instruments and 
wit _ Operating the chemical laboratory in connection there 

) ata maintenance of the establishment, $15,000. 

No test thus provided is limited to “United States 
pr ’ construction,” and has nothing to do with the gen- 
— < of structural materials belonging to the United 
Bu h is for the general benefit of the whole country. 
thin BK en say that this testing of material is an expensive 





iny opinion, if we pass a public-building bill in a day 
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or two, as we are likely to, where we are going to appropriate 
$10,000,000, or more, if 


we put in this appropriation, and the 
tests are faithfully made, as they certainly will be, we will save 
ten times over the amount of the appropriation’ now proposed 
in the construction of the public buildings we will authorize 
to be erected all over the country. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, I move to st1 mut th 
last word. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate close 
in five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota moves 
that all debate on the pending paragraph and amendment close 
in five minutes. 

The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 

; Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, a petition was presented 
here a little while ago from the Chamber of Commerce of Pitts 


burg, in which they ask for the removal of this testing plant 
from the city of St. Louis to Pittsburg. That 
part is laudable. I have no doubt there are a e numbe 
other cities that would like to have this plant. But the plan 


desire ( 


lar 


m thei 
, 

lant 
is now at the city of St. Louis, the buildings have been turned 
over to the Government, the machinery has been provided, 
I hope if this item is approved by the committee such tion 
will be construed to mean that the intention of the lawmakers 
is that the plant is to remain where 
city of St. Louis. 

But, aside from that, Mr. Chairman, I desire to eall the at- 
tention of the committee to the fact that this investigation is 
not being carried on for the purpose of developing any private 
property, as might be inferred from what has been 
The investigation is carried on only to settle certain funda- 
mental questions as to the relative merits of stone, bric! 
crete, and other structural materials, and the use in 


oe) 
BU 


and 


it is now, namely, in the 


} 
said here. 


x, con- 
the investi- 


tions of any special granite or limestone is incidental to the 





general purposes of the investigation. The question is as to 
what type of material and in what form these materials can 
be used to the best advantage and most economically by the 
Government. Through my connection with the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, I have become convinced, not 
only of the absolute necessity of continuing these investigations, 
but also of their great benefit to the people and to the country, 
and particularly to the Government itself. As has been stated 
by the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. Ketrer], if, under this present 


building bill which we are soon going to pass here, the better 
material should be used which has already been discovered for 
use in constructing buildings, we will save nearly $2,000,000 
ten or twenty times the amount which this investigation costs 
and since the total expenditure of the Govern: 


nent for public 
buildings and public works of all kinds is about two hundred 
millions in ten years, the members of the committee can theim- 


selves figure out how much saving this investigation will effect 
to the pockets of the taxpayers of the country. I hope that 
not only this item of $50,000 will be voted, but that the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Norris], asking 
for an increase to $100,000, may be voted by this com: 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee, 
man yield to an inquiry? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Yes. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
of the Committee on Public Bu 
much the Government of the I 
structural material in publie buildings? 
How much the total 


LiL 
} } 


Mr. Chairman, will the gent] 


Will the distinguished chairman 


ildings and tell 


Lidi Grounds how 
annually in 


us 


Inited States expei 


Mr. BARTHOLDT. is? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Yes for the material. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I have a list here which shows that.the 
total expenditures of the Government of the United States for 
public buildings of all kinds under the War and Navy, Treas 
ury, and all other Departments of the Govern was two 
hundred and two millions during the last decade. It is to be 
presumed that that amount will be largely increased during the 


next decads 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Will the gentleman tell the co 
mittee how the increase in this appropriation i 


is going to en 

the cost of that material? What has the exan n out 
structural material to do with the cost of the material? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, in answer to tl 
man’s question, I will say that as a result of these il 
tions the cost of construction bas already been les | 
the Government by the use of certain materials hi 
known, and I want to call the further attention of the 
tee to the fact that all other countries—all other civilized cou 
tries—carry on investigations of this kind, and it ist for the 
United States to follow suit and do the same, in order that 
better and cheaper building material may be used in the fut 


The CHAIRMAN, 


The time of the gentleman has expired, 


8500 


fr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
to extend my remarks in the Recorp. 
CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there 
ns 
re was no ob: 


‘HATRMAN., 


le 


jection. 

The question is on the amendment offered 

rQj in from Nebraska, which, without objection, the 
will again report. 

re was no objection; and the Clerk again reported the 

l ent, 

rhe question was taken; 
NORRIS were 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and the Chair appointed the gentleman 
from Minnesota, Mr. TaAWwNey, and the gentleman from Ne- 
braska, Mr. Norris, as tellers. 

The House again divided; 
noes 56 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I now move to strike 
$100,000 and insert in lieu thereof $50,000, which the gentle- 
from Nebraska says he has no objection to. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that 
that is not in order. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. The amendment has been adopted and 

before the paragraph is passed I move to amend it. 

r. KEIFER. Oh, but it is passed. 
‘he CHAIRMAN. It seems to the Chair that the amendment 
ing been adopted by the committee it is not now subject to 
ndiment. 
» Clerk read as follows: 

of the analyzing and testing of the coals, 

; fuel substances of the United States, in order to de- 

ne their fuel values, and so forth, under the supervision of the Di- 

of the United States Geological Survey, to be immediately avail- 

§ 100,000, 

AUER. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 

paragraph. I contend that this paragraph is ob- 

rily because it does not provide for matters which 

» properly within the scope of the Geological Survey, which 

tatutory provision is confined entirely to the examination of 

ogical structures and mineral resources of the public domain, 
le this paragraph permits, and in fact has in the past, been 
almost entirely to analyzing and testing coals and 
furnished by private individuals. Secondly, I contend 

it is obnoxious to the rule of the House in that it is a 

law. The existing law covered by the item 

current appropriation bill is for the continuation 

mpletion at St. Louis, Mo., on cr before July 1, 1906.” 

is a change of existing law, 
graph in the bill under consideration. The cur- 
inkes it mandatory that the work be earried on at 

hile the paragraph under consideration omits that 
juirement, and consequently permits the work to 
where or anywhere, thereby changing existing 
is not in continuation of a public work which has been 

illy provided for. It not a public work in continua- 

in the ordinary acceptation of this term, but was specifically 

‘inated for continuation and completion at St. Louis, Mo., 
| 1, as I have heretofore stated. ; 

‘KS of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, in reply to the 
I beg submit with reference to this paragraph 
etion not obt: ae which obtained as to 

it this refers plainly to the fuels, coals, 

are the property of the United States. 

Mr. Chairman, can I ask the gentleman a 


and on a division (demanded by Mr. 


an 


) there ayes 36, noes 322. 


and the tellers reported—ayes 46, 


ou 


nh 


the 


continuation 
and other 


} 


inst this 


ious prima 


i 
lied 


nites 


nge of e xisting 


his para 


t law 


on els 


is 


1 ‘of 
he 


to 
does 


‘aph; th: 


Does the gentleman yield? 
' Colorado. Yes. 
Under the operation of the law which 
the gentleman mean to say that the coals 
nined are only such as are the property of the 


1S 


rado. I 
it 


is 


say that, speaking to the| 
stands, the plain and obvious | 
that it the coals, lignites, 


that is, belonging to the United 


rd as 
ce is 
“dd States- 


CHAIRMAN. 
Chair whether there 
o ive of the statutes 


Will the gentleman from Colorado inform 
any difference, far the lan- 
concerned, between this paragraph 
and the preceding paragraph as printed in the bill? 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. I think not. But, if the Chair 
please, it seems to me that if this were a piece of absolutely 
new legislation, if the paragraph had never appeared in any 


1S so as 


is 


and | 


in that these words are omitted | 


the | 
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appropriation bill, it still would be obviously in order under 
the general organic act establishing the Geological Survey, 
which is meant purely for the development, for the ex: ina. 
tion, for the inspection and the classification of the miners| ye. 
sources. I do not care to argue the point. I wanted simply tg 
submit the proposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. The present occupant of the chair is yp. 
able to differentiate between this paragraph and the preced. 
ing paragraph which was ruled out on the point of order, 
Therefore the Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, I offer the f 
ing substitute. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Colorado offers ; 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 77, line 12, after the word “ dollars,” insert the followjp. 
as a new paragraph: 

“For the continuation of the analyzing and testing of the . 
lignites, and other minerals and fuel substances belonging to the Un 
States, in order to determine their fuel value, and so forth, under 
supervision of the Director of the United States Geological § 
be immediately available, $100,000.” 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I raise the DP int of 
order. I do not desire to argue it except to call attention to 
the fact that these tests are not covered by the resol: re n of 
1882, which was relied upon as sustaining a similar one wit} 
reference to the testing of structural material. 

The CHAIRMAN. The resolution of 1882 was not relied 
upon. The question was ruled out as not being continuing 
law. It has not anything to do with it. 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. As I understand the ruling of 
the Chair on a previous paragraph, the point was that the or 
ganie act of the survey limited operation to the property of 
the United States, and the amendment offered is clearly in 
line. 

The CHAIRMAN. The organic act, which has already been 
referred to and quoted, provides for the examination of the 
geological structure and mineral resources and products of the 
national domain. It seems to the present occupant of the 
chair that that language is broad enough to cover fuel sub- 
stances belonging to the United States. The Chair there- 
fore overrules the point of order. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by 
ing out “ $100,000 ” and inserting “* $250,000.” 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, I 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylyanis 
DALZELL] offers an amendment to the amendment off 
the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. Brooks], which tl 
will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out “one hundred” and insert “two hundred 
as to read “ $250,000.” 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I did nof 
stand that to be the amendment of the gentleman fro! 
sylvania. I understood the gentleman to offer to ! 
$150,000. 

Mr. DALZELL. Two hundred and fifty thousand ¢ 
do not propose to occupy any time further than to 
last year’s appropriation was $202,000, and the 
furnished by the Geological Survey to the Appro 
Committee, called for $250,000. And the testimony 
fore the committee satisfies my mind that a very go 
was shown here, if we are to continue these tests an 
the force we have, and do efficient and economic 
necessary to have this amount of money. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Will the gentleman point 
the testimony is the part to which he refers? 

Mr. DALZELL. I can not take this volume and 
here and there. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. The record shows, Mr. Cha 
the total appropriation for this purpose at the St. ! 
sition, to which the establishment of this testing p 
adjunct, was $95,000. Last year, by assurance to tlie 
that this testing would be completed within twelve 
increase was obtained from $95,000 to $202,000. At 
the year, in place of reporting that they have com) 
tests, as they had assured the committee they wou 
mand $250,000 for the next fiscal year, or an 
excess of what they have asked for in the past. I ; 
that whatever differences of opinion may have ext r ai 
subcommittee in preparing this bill, as to the wis : yd 
tinuing these tests that subcommittee was unan! il ea - was 
opinion that if this was to be a permanent affair, $1000" UT 
an abundance and all that under the circumstances 0U- a a - 
given. This proposition is to-day making this practically af 
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manent pranch of the public service, with a larger appropria- 
tion nearly 25 per cent than was asked for it when that 
<ervice Was to be completed within twelve months. I certainly 
hope this House will not establish a precedent of giving 


o=) Qu every year for the testing of fuels alone. 
a BROOKS of Colorado. I think, Mr. Chairman, that the 
‘tleman from Minnesota himself has given the reason and the 
- for which the increased appropriation was asked, and 
. yery litle need be said. It is true that when this work 
ran began, aS many other governmental operations begin, 
rather small way; but it very soon appeared from these 
ents and particularly the experiments in briquetting 
endering available the lower grades of fuel substances 
hat , were of very great value to all the people of the 
, States, and they were of exceptionally great value to 
‘nment of the United States itself as owning the large 
domain in which these fuel reserves are located. So, 
erly, and very aptly, last year the Geological Survey 
larger appropriation of $202,000; and they come 
J: this year and make an explanation of the needs of the 
work d ask for $250,000. Now, this sum is a bagatelle. It 
all to be put into comparison with the immense im- 
the work in the development of our fuel resources. 


tively, the added value to the fuel resources of the 

ites resulting from making available previously un- 
lig many times the amount carried in this 
on. There are thousands of miles, and I speak ad- 
ediy. under which there are low grades of lignites of hardly 
at the present time, but which, if the investiga- 


nites is 


PrLEFIELD. Will the gentleman permit me to ask 
yirticular location is it where there is such an im- 


t 
S ( un 


Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. I did not say that at all. I said 
i sections throughout the country there are large 
qu ‘s of very poor lignites which these experiments are 

/ be available for fuel. 

LITTLEFIELD. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. He 
that there were locations where these experiments had 
dy devel 

uld like to know what in and where. 
Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. 
d my feeble remarks. 

LITTLEFIELD. I thought they were not feeble, but 
BROOKS of Colorado. What I meant to say was that 

‘experiments are proving very valuable in demonstrating 
the adaptability of very low-grade coals to fuel purposes. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Can you point me any specific instance 


( we 
LULLOW 


Vigorot 
r 


of that? What is the specific instance where the test was had? 
What : they; what have they developed; how much yalue, 
nd in what place? 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. I have not the figures; but it 


S per 


great. 


_ LITTLEFIELD. 


Mi Give the place. 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. If the gentleman will kindly 
llow me to explain, I will state to the gentleman that these 
W gi of coal, and sometimes even coal dust, can be bri- 
quett very small cost, so that they can be used and have a 
Value for steam engines, coal for locomotives and furnaces, 
nd very many other purposes where higher grades of coal 


heretofs e | 


have been used; and if the gentleman from Maine 
cares to go to the Geological Survey he can see the briquets 
a ' dust and the disintegrated coal from which the 
rianets : made, 
M1 LIVTLEFIELD. Will the gentleman please state the 
pines 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. I can not yield further; I have 
Olly i ments, 

Ml LITTLEFIELD. Well, the gentleman has not yet stated 
“a : re there has been this development. 

‘Tr. BROOKS of Colorado. These low-grade coals exist in 
M y large areas in several States of the West. They exist in 
exas, In Kansags—— 

a CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mas? LI 'LEFIELD. I ask that the time of the gentleman 
ae e minutes, 

I ae “IS of Colorado. I do not want to use so much; 
th Just like to finish this sentence. These areas exist in 


a, in Texas, and in Colorado, in addition to very 


large are : 
oN higher grade and more valuable coals; and the 


g f 
“45s OL 


int of value that has been developed as the result | 
vestigations and tests? Where is it located, and what | 


oped thousands and thousands of dollars of value. | 


I do not think the gentleman | 
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rinan, in a single locality, and in a very small local- | 
|} was offered coal from that district out of which to mak« 


So0l 





same processes apply to coal dust from the harder coals of 
Pennsylvania and the Allegheny Mountains. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Was 
from Colorado extended five minutes? 

The CHAIRMAN. It was not. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of 


the time of the gentleman 


Kansas. I was hoping that it was. I 
wanted to ask him a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman ask to have it ex- 
tended ? 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I do. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas asks unan- 
imous consent that the time of the gentleman from Colorado 
be extended five minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. ‘ 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. The gentleman from Colorado 
mentions Kansas as one of the places that has been benefited 
by these investigations. May I suggest to the gentleman that 
the Department for which this appropriation is no being 
made failed to discover a coke-bearing coal in Kansas, failed 


to find that the Kansas coal would 


InakKe COKe at all, and pub- 
lished to the world that the bituminous coals of that State 
would not make coke, in face of the fact that there is a 
coking establishment in the State making coke there \ in 
that coal field, and in the face of the fact that the Depart 


|} at St. Louis? 








| and if any gentleman is curious, Mr. 
| amples of the supposed noncoking coals which he has success- 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. 
would not make them? 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. 
load of Coke from Cokedale. 


Does the gentleman mean that 


I mean that they refused a car 


Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. I did not yield for a speech. I 
do not know but there may have been a specific instance \ 
these experiments were unsuccessful, but I do know that over 


very large areas they have been successful, and I am glad that 


the gentleman called my attention to the matter of coke, be- 
cause there are many coals which were supposed to be non- 
coking which these experiments have proved to be coking coals, 


Walcott will show him ex- 
fully treated and shown to be coking. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. But in this instance 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Colorado yield 
to the gentleman from Kansas? ; 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. 
Kansas. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. In this instance we were mak- 
ing coke in large quantities, and the Geological Survey said our 
coal was not a coking coal. 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. I do not know anything about 
that specific instance, but for the purposes of the record I will 
admit all that the gentleman says. 


I yield to the gentleman from 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Colorado yield 
to the gentleman from Maine? 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. Yes. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I do not ask the question for the pur- 


pose of embarrassing the gentleman Colorado, as I hepe 
he understands. 


Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. 


trom 


Certainly. 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I want to get information of a detailed 
character in regard to the question. I am entirely uninformed 
aboutit. Is there any particular place where the Geological Sur- 
vey have made practical tests and investigations and produced 


tangible, valuable results; and if so, where, s 
some notion of it? 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. I shall be 
that question to the best of my ability. 

Mr. DALZELL. May I call attention to just one item? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I shall be glad to get information fron 


that we can get 


very glad to 


answe 


n 
anywhere. 

Mr. DALZELL. I eall the gentleman’s attention to the tes- 
timony of Mr. Holmes, who says: 

The result of our investigation shows that less than nine-tent! fa 
pound of coal was required to develop 1 horsepower for : our, 
whereas for the new battle ship New Jersey, recently tried and o 
to be accepted, the best that could be done with marine stean 
was the production of 1 horsepower with 2.2 pounds of coal 

Now, there is a result that may be estimated in dollars and 
cents. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. That is one specific instance Now, 
are there any others? I want te get information of what they 
are doing. 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. In Colorado there are great de- 


o 


posits of lignite coal of varying quality, some very good, some 
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not so good, and poor. Mr. Wolcott told me he had 
experimented with the coals from some of those poorer mines, 
where when the 1e to the top of the ground they are very 
shaley, and metimes almost disintegrated, and found that 
he could make an excellent coal briquet from them, and he 
showed me the briquets which he said came from there. Of 
appealed to me at the time. I did not expect to 
mn this question when I came a little while ago, but 
er that specific instance. And in the same conversation 
» than once he has mentioned to me half a dozen other 
the United St: where similarly important results 
iched. 
of Mr. Brooxs of Colorado having expired, 
msent it was e minute. } 
ROOKS of Colorado. He cited numerous instances 
bituminous coal dust of Pennsylvania and of the 
Mounta could be rendered available in the same 
entioned, also, the coals of Missouri. 
only just started, and therefore it is natural that 
‘sults in many instances have not yet been attained. 
LEFIELD. May I inquire this? 
NON of Mr. Chairman—— 
BUOOKS of Colorado. I yield to the 


some 


yelns con 


course l { 


ites 


by 


xtended one 


> 
47 
i 


ins 


Montana. 
gentleman 


DIXON of Montana. 

rentieman from Maine 

»CIIAIRMAN. The time o 
xpired. 

Mr. MONDELL. 

the 


Mr. Chairman, I want to 


f the 


Mr. Chairman, had the item 
bill in its original form, I should have supported the com- 
mittee as against any demand for an increase, 
this work could be continued advantageously with an annual 
appropriation of $100,000. But, Mr. Chairman, the item has 
been amended and now relates only to coals belonging to the 
Government, coals on the public land, and as this seems to be 
the only way to secure any appropriation I shall support the 
amendment. I think it is not generally understood—and I 
would like to have the attention of the gentleman from Maine— 
how very extensive are the deposits of bituminous, anthracite, 
lianthracite and lignite coals on the public lands. In 
niy State there are about 30,000 square miles, nearly one- 
third of our entire territory, 
bituminous coal. 

in New Mexico there are several million acres underlaid with 
the best qualities of bituminous, anthracite, and semianthracite 
eoal. In the Dakotas, in Montana, in Washington, in Oregon 
and elsewhere on the public lands there are very large areas 
of coal. In other words, the Government has to-day many mil- 
lions of acres of coal lands. 

Mr. DALZELL. Forty-five million 

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman 
45,000,000 and I think 
There may not be that many 
but certainly 
amount of land underlaid with coal of some character. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Do I understand that the appropriation 
is confined to the development of coal owned by the Govern- 
ment? 

Mr. MONDELL. Yes; as I understand the amendment, the 
ippropriation will be confined to coal in which the Government 
is interested, and largely the coals upon the public land. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. So the appropriation is not to be used 
for the purpose of developing private property? 

Mr. MONDELL. It would have been used for the purpose 
of developing generally the coal and coal values of the country 
i the point of order made against the original item of 
appropriation. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. But under existing 
simply Government property that it applies to? 

Mr. MONDELL. Yes; I think so. Now, Mr. Chairman, 
for sale by the Government at $20 an acre. The Gov- 
hundreds of millions of dollars’ worth of coal 
lands, some of them, contain coal which is not of 
grade in its natural state, and some of the investiga- 
' great value which have been made have been along the 

juetting lignites and testing the use of lignites in 
and elsewhere under forced draft. A few years 

not thought that the lighter lignite coals could be 
‘omotive purposes. The large per cent of water and 

ses in these coals seemed to render them useless for 
owing to the forced draft. Some years ago ex- 
nts were made with a view of utilizing lignites for loco- 
motive purposes. One of the results is that in my own State 
mines, which a few years ago could only market their coal for 
stationary engines and domestic purposes, are now finding a 


ind sei 


own 


acres. 
from Pennsylvania says 
that is a conservative estimate. 
acres underlaid with valuable 


acres, 


eoal, 


excent fi 


conditions it is 
this 
land is 
ernment owns 


These 


locomotives, 


perime 
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These experi- | 





from | 


say to | 
| fused to take coal from Kansas, because my experier 
gentleman from Colorado | 
| ple to send coal, have sent men to the mines to superintend the 

remained in } 


believing that | 


| across the southeast corner of the State. 


underlaid with lignite and semi- | 
| the field. 





on the entire public domain there is that | 
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good market on the railroads. The coals are being use Stie. 
cessfully for locomotives, with the result that the Goyer) 
has sold hundreds of acres of coal lands which otie 
would not have sold. Such investigations and experiments 9. 
this have been and can be carried on under this approy; ‘ation, 
It has made possible the development of industries th»; could 
not otherwise have been developed. The question of |riqyey. 
ting coal, lignites, the waste of anthracite and bitumir : 
coals, is a most important one. Up to the time that theso in- 
vestigations were undertaken we knew little in this ¢ nuntry of 
the possibility of utilizing these fuels which geners 70 to 
waste. Valuable work has been done along these lines 
been proven that many lignites can be successfully bri 
and at a reasonable cost, a cost so low 
mercially valuable. They have proven 
fore held of trifling value, can be made valuable py bei 
utilized in gas-producing engines. It has been de; onstra 
that the waste of bituminous coal can be briquetted, . th 
desire to further investigate to learn whether the bri, ju 
lignite coals, made without a binder, can be w;: snaben 
This investigation has been excoudinaiy valuable in the ~~ 
amination of the coals of practically every section of tho 
country. . 
I am surprised to hear the gentleman from 
CAMPBELL] 5 


nent 
iWise it 


inous 


juetted, 
as to make them ¢ 
that lignites, beret. 


ili- 


e 


Kansas 


[ Mr, 
say that the gentleman in charge of this Worl 


‘\ re 
» is that it 
they have sent notices out all over the country, have asked peo- 
loading of coal on the cars in order that they 
fair sample of the mine. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, it 
that I state that we have a coal district that 


might examine a 
is only fair 
runs diagonally 
One of the coal com- 
panies that was a subsidiary company of a railway that ran into 
St. Louis turned a carload of coal over to this department for 
tests as to its coke-bearing qualities. Everyone in the coal dis- 
trict knew that the coal from that section of the field was not a 
coke-bearing coal. The coke-bearing coal is in the southeast 
portion of the field, and they were offered a carload of coal 
from there, which they never used. They did make an official 
report, in which they declared that the field did not contain 
coke-bearing coal, w hereas the re is a large coke establishment in 


Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I have no doubt 
coal that was tested from that field would not coke. They mad 
such a report with regard to a particular field in my State nd 
I want to say to the gentleman that that report was vali lable 
because it saved intending investors a considerable amount of 
money and led them to look for a market for that coal in another 
direction. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. It was unfair to that whole field 
to publish that it did not contain a coal that would make coke. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, in response to the — n 
of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. LittLerreLp] as to the man 
ner and where values have been shown to exist where value S 
were not suspected or known before, I desire to submi , 
case of the augmented value and importance of the Texas 
nite beds. As I said yesterday in the House when it was in 
a state of great confusion and when probably he and no one 
else heard what I said, we have no important coal deposits in 
the State of Texas. We have no high-grade coal so far dis 
covered in that State. We do have vast deposits of lignites, 
or unmatured coal. Experiments made at St. Louis by tir 
Geological Survey have shown that by the conversion of that 
lignite into gas, which is not an expensive process, and by t 
use of it in gas engines, which probably cost no more to lit 
stall originally than coal-consuming engines, steam can be = 
erated as cheaply as by the use of West Virginia and Pennsy! 
vania coal. Now, that is of vast importance in a State like 
Texas, which is inadequately supplied with coal, and what 's 
true of Texas is true of a great part of the West. 

With reference to the observation made by the gentieman fv" 
Kansas [Mr. CAMPBELL], I have made inquiry and my InLorme 
tion is that the report of the survey on the coal from Ka 
was to the effect that it did not make satisfactory furnact 
coke. That was in their report, I am informed. — 
coke in the vicinity of Pittsburg, Kans., which is « 
isfactory for the smelting of zinc, the purpose to 
mainly devoted, I believe, but it is not satisfactory 4 
furnace work. Mr. Chairman, I believe that the expert 
conducted at St. Louis in the coal testing have added ¢ pone 

value to the lignite beds in two or three States in the Lo of 
justify the cost of the Geological Survey from tlie mone iat 
its foundation down to the present time, and I do be lieve, a8 


that = 


leman from 


bla: ist- 
They ¢ 
ntirely Sab 
yhich it 1s 
‘or blast- 


nts 
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. this from observation, and close observation at that, of 
t] lant in St. Louis, that there is no branch of the service 
has been of so much practical, commercial benefit to the 
at large as the coal testing, and I sincerely hope that 
sha House will not only permit those tests to go on, but that it 
will extend the experiments whenever it may be necessary to 
m 1 showing of the latent business resources of the country. 
Vr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I want to say a word in 
ion to the amendment offered by the gentleman from 

P lvania, increasing this appropriation from $100,000 to 
R . This debate has served to illustrate the extent to 
- | the Federal Government is asked to go in the matter | 
expenditure of public money for the benefit and to pro- 

he interests of private enterprise. The vote will no doubt 

ie power of private enterprise in the matter of con- | 

+ sufficient votes on both sides of the House to 
propriation deemed necessary to enable the Government 

{nin work these enterprises should do. The coal tests 

{ have been conducted under the appropriations heretofore 
a s testified to by Members of this House representing 
districts, have been tests of coal produced by private cor- 
nor ; and for the purpose of determining for their benefit 
( t units or the relative units of heat which different 
coals produced by different producers contain. I want to ask 
g man this House what governmental function is per- 
formed by the ascertainment of the relative heat units of 
a] produced by this man from this mine or of coal produced 
by w er man from a different mine. When the gentleman 
of these tests was before the committee one of the 
chief 1 ms he advanced for the $250,000 appropriation was 


of 


in ge 


th that these investigations were developing the utility 
( ( products of coal. He also said that the results of 
th sts would materially enhance the profits of the coking 


companies of the United States. 


Mr. ¢ irman, if we are going into the business of develop- 
ng the relative values of natural products produced by differ- 
ent corporations, or into the business at the Government ex- 
pens investigating the by-products of great corporations in 
ord o show how their profits may be increased by the 
utilization of these by-products, then, I submit, you can appro- 
priate money for any purpose in the interest of any individual 
or in the interest of any corporation. When we once com- 
t m this plan of governmental development of private 
enterprise there is no point at which we can stop. The com- 
mit t that in appropriating or recommending $100,000 for | 
this p se we were doing all that could be reasonably asked 
for tl evelopment of the coal deposits and the intrinsic value | 
of the coal on the public domain. We did it in the hope that 
the gation that was now going on might be completed 
dur next fiscal year in so far as the Government itself 





is interested in developing the fuel resources of the public 


We did not intend that a dollar of that amount 

he expended for the testing of coal at Government ex- 

pense private parties. 
Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, if it is not a proper function of 


to authorize some bureau or department to make 
investigations to determine the value of coal, why 
ypriation made at all? 

AWNEY. 

statement. I don’t think there ought to be any appro- 

)) it the majority of the Committee on Appropriations 

» with me, and I agreed to stand by the $100,000 in 

hich the committee reported in the belief that that 

ll be expended in determining the value of the 

ite that has been discovered on the public lands 

States, which is the public domain, and that to 

und to that extent alone could we justify the ap- 

Mr. Chairman, I know the tendency of the times 

government aid to private enterprise. But it is 

hould be stopped. It is demoralizing the individual 
pauperizing the States. [Applause.] 

rman, if my time is about to expire, I ask 


ge 4 1 
( 1 


for five 
‘AIRMAN, The gentleman from Minnesota asks unan- 
it for five minutes more. Is there objection? 
sno objection. 
NEY. If you can justify the expenditure of this 
for the purpose of determining the value of coal 
u can justify the expenditure of the public money 
tigation of gold mines and silver mines. The 
nm between the investigation and the development 
ine and a coal mine. And I repeat that it not 
business of this Government to engage in private 
It is the duty of the Government, State and na- 
overn and to allow the people under that government 


‘re 18 


is 
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Mr. Chairman, the gentleman evidently did | 
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the opportunity of developing the resources of the nation. Be- 
yond this the Government can not legitimately go. [Applause. | 
Mr. DIXON of Montana. Mr. Chairman, in reply to an in- 
quiry made by the gentleman from Maine a few minutes ago 
as to a specific case where this appropriation has resulted in the 
development of the coal fields of this country, I want to make 
a statement to this committee which I do not believe that many 
of the Members know at this time. As has been stated by my 
| friend from Wyoming [Mr. MonpeLt], in enumerating the great 
and vast fields of lignite in the western part of this count 
the Director of the Geological Survey reports about 145,000 
square miles of lignite. At the present time it is practieally 
valueless. The Government yet owns 70,000 square iles of 
these lignite coal fields, that with the present treatment of 
the lignite coals renders them practically useless for commercial 
purposes. Under this appropriation heretofore made, I now 
state to the gentleman from Maine that 


during the investigation 
in St. Louis the Geological Survey did determine this one thing, 
that by taking the lignite coal, which at 


present is of no value 
or of little value, they have invented, I might say, an engine for 
driving the gas from the coal and using the gas directly in a 
gas engine. From these experiments they have determined 
that this use of the gas direct from the lignite coal produ 


two and one-half times the power that the best bituminous coal 
does in the old-fashioned way of making ste: 


m under a steam 
engine. They have determined that this great 150,000 square 
miles of lignite coal is equally as valuable for power purposes 
as the best coals in western Virginia or western Pennsylvania. 
This is one thing these gentlemen have performed with the 


bagatelle that has been appropriated here for the past three 
years. [Applause.] 


Mr. TAWNEY. I move that the debate close on this amend 
ment. 

Mr. GROSVENOR rose. 

Mr. TAWNEY. How much time does the gentleman from 


Ohio desire? 
Mr. GROSVENOR. I would not want to belittle myself by 
speaking less than ten minutes. [Laughter.] 


Mr. TAWNEY. I move that the debate close in ten minutes, 
and that the time be allowed to the gentleman from Ohio. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can not make that motion. 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. I will ask the gentleman from 


Minnesota—— 
Mr. TAWNEY. We will have to close the debate on this. 
Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. As a substitute to the motion 
the gentleman from Minnesota, Mr. Chairman, I move t! 
debate on the pending paragraph be closed in twenty-five min- 
utes. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Colorado moves to 
amend the motion of the gentleman from Minnesota by insert 
ing “ twenty-five minutes” in place of “ten minutes:” so that 
the debate will close in twenty-five minutes. The question is on 


the amendment. 

The question was taken; and the Chair announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. Division, Mr. Chairman. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 34, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question recurs on the motion of the 
gentleman from Minnesota to close the del 
graph and amendments thereto in ten minutes. 

The question was taken; and the motion 


noes 50. 


ate 


upon 


was agreed to 





Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I will only use five 
minutes. It is my opinion that the distinguished chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations is mistaken in his estimate of 

| the public importance of the investigation provided f in the 

| amendment offered by the gentleman from Penn inia I 
would not advocate this proposition if I thought that the be it 
in a whole or in a majority, to go from it was to go to pri ‘ 
individuals or private corporations. 

I represent a district in which upward of 40 per cent of the 
good grade of coal production of Ohio is mined It L ¢ | 
and of a condition that needs no aid from the G vil 
the tests necessary for the establishment of the charactet 
what is called the Hocking and Sunday Creek coal have alre 

| been established, and I have no interest in this res But, 
Mr. Chairman, the question of the coal supply of the United 
States is a very grave and serious one. So much so that | 
learn with great interest the fact that i s 
shortly, as appears by the news] r pres ef 
to have it read—that it is the purpose of the ¢ 
Executive Department, to ask legislation ; 1e | ( 
gress during this Congress to prevent the ! ( 


title to any of the 40,000,000 acres of coal and oil is now 
| belonging to the Government of the United States bj 
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parties for the purpose of holding on to, in the interest of the 
public, all the remaining deposits of coal. 

Not many years ago, Mr. Chairman, within the memory of 
the gentleman from Minnesota, we had a condition in regard 
to the production of coal in the United States that was extremely 
suggestive to the people of the United States. The fathering of 
of the great developments of anthracite by a great combi- 
nation of operators, precipitating a strike among the producers 
of the coal in the other deposits of the country which brought to 
the ml of the people of this country that there could not be 


one 


too much coal and that there could not be too great an under- 


ing of the character of the coal. 

Mr. Chairman, the Government of the 
and over again—that 
posits. It was the Government of the United 
es that made known to the owners of merchant ships—the 
that we have—the choracter of what is called “ 
coal: ” and it bas 
hip of the United States and every great merchant ship 
is carried on specifically under the provision that the test shall 
be e by Pocahontas coal or its equivalent. 

\ TAWNEY. 


SLA 

Why, 
has tested over 
0 


the coal cde 


St 
fev 
hont 
VW 


‘ROSVENOR. 
AWNEY. 


Certainly. 

Are you aware of the fact that the Navy 

and that the Navy has a coal-testing plant, 
ihere is new discovered anywhere in the 

1 of those coals are submitted to the Navy and the 
Navy makes test; and they made the test that developed 
the value of Pocahontas coal? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I know that, and have had 
growing out of my interest in a discovery in my own district 
] ‘ discovery made by some young men in West 
Virginia in whom I felt an interest, to know that the Navy De- 
partinent had made the test that the gentleman has spoken of. 
But at the same time, 

that we are apparently assailing from every direction, 
vhich T hope will be either redeemed from the operations 
imittee on Appropriations or abolished, I think that 
ctensive and widely disseminated interest can be better 
1 after than it can be in the Navy Department. 

ir. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman pardon me again? 

ir. GROSVENOR. Yes. 

TAWNEY. 


tests, 


coal 
the 
oceasion, 


“yer *)? 1 
ng é », and 


r. GROSVENOR. Now, if the gentleman while at the head 


‘ol Congress 


es—will get rid of duplication in all Depart- 


vith as much vigor as he is trying to get rid of it in this, | 


will vy “amen” to his efforts. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment to 


nent, 


» question was taken; and the Chairman announced that | 


yes appeared to have it. 
TAWNEY. Division, Mr. Chairman. 
committee divided; and there were—ayes 57, noes 44. 
TAWNEY. ‘Tellers, Mr. Chairman. 
Tellers were ordered. 
Mr. TAWNEY. May I unanimous consent that the 
1dment be again reported, so that Members may know what 
they are voting on? 
The CHAIRMAN, 
rain reported. 
The amendment to the amendment was again reported. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota 
TAWNEY] and the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALzeLL] 
will take their places as tellers. 


The committee 


ask 


Without objection, the amendment will be 


al} 


the amendment to the amendment was agreeé to. 
CHAIRMAN. ‘The question now is on the amendment as 
|. The Clerk will report the amendment as amended. 
as amended was read. 
[AIRMAN. The question is on 


bi 


‘ ryt stit 
eh bnie ment 


the 


taken; and the amendment as amended 


on Vas 


tinu 
hereafter be 
tely available. 
Mr. GILLETT of California. Mr. Chairman, I offer the 
amendment which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from California offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report, 


y of the public lands that have been or 
designated as forest reserves, $100,000, to be imme- 
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United States | 
is, often—the character 





| Square miles. 
Poea- 
come about that every trial of every | 


| marked. 
Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt 


| interested, and the people whom I represent are inter 
in connection with this mutilated depart- 


I 
| to know just exactly the reason of the Department why 
| wanted this survey made quickly and without any uni 
| delay. 
| made this statement, which I will read for the benefit of 
Members of this House: 


Does he not think this is simply a duplica- | 
service in respect to the testing of coal in the United | 
| its regular topographic work. 
y : | use in the administration of forest reserves except for gener 
committee, and I trust that he may be for a long time— | : iall 
| required, while in many reserves where active work in timber sales an 


[ Mr. | 


again divided; and tellers reported—ayes 83, | 


|} year ago. 


amendment as | 


| total area of the United States. 
tion of the United States is nineteen times as large it | 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
On page 77, in line 21, strike out “one hundred” and insert in jjoy 
thereof “ one hundred and thirty.” % 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment. 

Mr. GILLETT of California. Mr. Chairman, I presen; 
amendment because I believe that it is necessary that the 
area now included in our forest reserves should be survey; 
quickly as possible, to enable the Agricultural Department yy). 
erly to handle it and to protect the interests of the people iy. 
ing in the immediate vicinity of these forest reserves, 

At the present time our forest reserves embrace about 100. 
000,000 acres of land. Of this amount, about 44,000,000 gerex 
have been mapped and surveyed. Within the last year y 
added about 36,000 square miles of territory—timbered |) ), 
to our forest reserves, and we have surveyed only about 7,424 
At the present time there is a demand upon the (e5- 
logical Survey for a survey of over 3,000 additional squar 
Now, if we are to realize anything out of the forest rese) 
the sale of the timber or by the leasing of the land for < 
purposes, it is very important that the boundaries shoyii jo 
At present these boundaries are uncertain. A «yo: 
many of the lines run through the mountains, where the 
veys are very incomplete, and it is the purpose of the G 
ment so to mark the boundary lines that people can readi! 
where they are and whether or not they are trespassing 
the public lands. Now, upon these forest reserves there 
supervisors and rangers, placed there by the Government for 
the purpose of protecting the lands from trespassers and those 
going upon them for grazing or for timber, and unless these 
boundaries are well fixed and plain there will be endless trou- 
ble, and perhaps people who go there innocently may 
arrested. ; 

I had some conversation with the head of the 
estry in relation to this matter. 


this 
ge 


a as 


e 


ur- 
I'll- 
Wwe 
upon 
are 


be 
3ureau of For. 
I did so because I am much 
ted in 
Nearly one-half the territory embraced in my 
district lies within forest reserves. wanted 
they 
ssary 
At my request, Mr. Pinchot, of the Bureau of Forestry, 
the 


this question. 
Congressional 


Decrease in the special fund appropriated for the mapping of 
reserves would have harmful results not only in still further 
the mapping of reserves, but also in applying to reserve ma; 
scale of approximately one-half inch to the mile used by the Survey 
A map of this small scale is 


noissance purposes. A scale of at least 1 inch to the mile is 
in forest planting is going on a scale of at least 2 inches to the mile 
is necessary. 

To sum up, the fund hitherto appropriated for reserve ma 


yping is 


| already too small to provide promptly maps urgently needed for the 


development of the reserves. ‘To reduce it still further w 
tie up the resources of the reserves correspondingly, for m: 
solutely essential to the development of these resources. Without 
them, in most cases development can not even begin. ‘To t 
from the fund for mapping the forest reserves would be to : 
actual income from forest reserves by many times that amou 
out forest maps the reserves can not be made self-supporting. 


j e to 


[The time of Mr. Gitiertr of California having expi! 
unanimous consent it was extended three minutes. | 

Mr. GILLETT of California. Now, Mr. Chairman, | 
to say that the appropriation made last year was for 5! 
I see no reason why the same appropriation should not 
for the coming year. The work is of vast importan« 
tracts of land have been segregated from the public 
and it is necessary that we should know just exact! 
we are. It is of importance that the boundary line 


| run, and the Department having this work in char 


that it shall be done as quickly as possible. It seems 
be asking but little to increase the amount to what 
I therefore ask the House to adopt this «1 
to give to the Geological Survey the same amount 

appropriated last year, because it is necessary. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I want to 
few words in opposition to this amendment. The 
serves of the United States constitute one-twentieth | 
In other words, the ot 


the forest reserves. : 

The House has now fixed the appropriation for al! | rest +r 
the United States at $350,000 for the next year, and j s re 
give exactly the same proportion for the area of the 10! st el 
serves they would be entitled to $18,400. But the ie 
did not feel that it was possible to thus radically reduce a 
item so as to proceed regularly and uniformly wit! eer 
reserves and the property outside of the forest resctyes. 









e given the forest reserves in this bill five times as much, 
tively, as is given to any other place in the United States, 
by the amount fixed by the House increasing the appro- 
mn fixed by the committee. Unless the House wants to 
-y on the work more than five times as fast as it is pessible 
ry it on by the appropriation fixed by the House in the 
topographical survey for the rest of the United States, this 
idment ought not to pass. 
TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate on 
t] paragraph and amendments thereto be closed in eight 


Vir. 


j ites. 
: . CHAIRMAN. The gentleman moves that all debate on 
and amendments thereto be closed in eight 


this paragraph 
question was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 
MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I come from a region of 
country where we have large areas within forest reserves. I 
‘ate the value, the importance, and the necessity of these 
within forest reserves. I think they should be pros- 
i diligently, continuously to a conclusion, but I am of the 
n that the amount carried in the bill is sufficient to carry 
. work as rapidly as it is necessary to carry it on in the 
interest of the public service, in the interest of the Government 
of the people. It should be remembered that these surveys 
topographical in their nature. The rectangular surveys 
, the forest reserves are made by the General Land Office, 
vhen settlers go upon forest reserves and settle, and there 
necessity of surveying out the lands held by them, that 
y is executed by the General Land Office, under an appro- 
nrintion of $400,000 for surveying the public lands. 
Considerably less than one-half of the area now within the 
‘ovest reserves has been surveyed. About 7,000 acres were sur- 
i last year under the appropriation of $130,000. In all 
bability about that area or a little less could be surveyed 
with the appropriation carried in the bill, and at that rate in 
bout seven or eight years at the most we would have all the 
forest reserve area surveyed and completely mapped 
ppropriation as it now stands. In my opinion it is 
ter to proceed steadily and continuously with this work, rather 
than attempt a large increase for a year or two and then pos- 
bly have a considerable reduction. The work can be done to 
best advantage with an organization kept at about the same 


NESE 


nt 


with the a 


size all the time. My experience is that a largely increased ap- 
propriation forced from Congress is likely to be followed by a 


reduction below what the service actually requires. Therefore 


I am of the opinion that the amount should not be increased. 

I want to call attention to the fact that it is quite possible 
to trayel too fast in carrying out one of the purposes of this 
survey, and I think some work has been done in that line 
which might better have been somewhat delayed. This item 


is not 


only for survey of the lands within forest reserves, 
but of the boundaries of the forest reserves also. The bounda- 


ries of most of the forest reserves of the country are constantly 
being changed by the addition or elimination of territory. It 


will be many years before the proper boundaries of many of 
the forest reserves are definitely and finally settled. Until 
there is a definite and final settlement of the proper boundaries 
of forest reserves the boundaries should not be definitely sur- 
veyed and permanently monumented. 

I kt of one locality where the boundaries of a forest re- 
serve were surveyed at considerable expense and where what 
the boundary is now public land for some distance, 
nother part of the line the present is some distance he- 
» former and marked boundary and does not indicate the 
present boundary of the reserve at all. This condition is very 
confusing, beth to settlers and to the forestry service. 

should have been delayed until the boundaries of the 

serve were finally and definitely settled. That can 

after careful investigation, after settlements have 

nded to the boundaries, and the proper limits of the reserve 

‘n fixed, both in the interest of the people of the region 
the service. 


‘ILLETT of California. 


St 


vas ¢ e 


Does the gentleman know how 
settlements extend to the boundaries of the public 
lands now set aside in California and Oregon? 

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman from Wyoming does not pre- 
tend to know what the boundaries of the forest reserves in 
‘Toriia are, and neither does anyone else, I presume, know 

Mr. GILLETT of California. I want to say that that 
what want to do, we want them pointed out so that 
heed not be arrested for trespassing upon them. 

Mr. MONDELL. I ean not yield any further, because my 
Ume is limited. The ordinary blazing and marking of the 
boundaries, the ordinary marking of forest reserves to indicate 


a man 
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the boundaries, so that settlers and stock growers may 
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know 
where they are, this can, and is, done by the forestry guards, 
by the rangers, and can be done without an expensive, per 
manent survey and monumenting, which is proper and yaluable 
when the reserves are finally and definitely defined. I doubt 
if there is a forest reserve in the United States to-day th 
boundaries of which will not be changed very considerably. 
There may be places where the time has now arrived 
Mr. GILLETT of California. Mr. Chairman 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 
Mr. MONDELL. I can not yield now 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 





Mr. GILLETT of California. Then, Mr. Chairman, I desire 
to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. GILLETT of California. Having offered this amend- 
ment, I want to know if I am not entitled to close the debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. Not under the limitation imposed by the 
committee. The committee, by vote, has fixed the time for clos- 
ing debate. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I do not want to be misun - 
derstood. I am not criticising what has been done further 
than to point out the fact, known to every man who lives in 
the public-lands States, that the boundaries of forest reserves 
are being constantly and necessarily changed, and that there- 
fore this expensive, final, definite surveying and monumenting 
of boundaries should be done only when there is little prob 
ability that the boundary will be changed. The marking of the 
boundary by tree blazing or otherwise, so that people in the 
locality may be informed, can be done by any forest guard who 


is worth his salt. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. GILLETT of California rose. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is recognized for three 
minutes. 
Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I understood the gentleman 


from Wyoming to have the floor. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Has not the Chair already 
the gentleman from California for three minutes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I thought the gentleman from Wyoming had 
consumed the cight minutes of time. 

Mr. MONDELL. I understood that I 
eight minutes, but I have no desire to go on. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair had no power to recognize the 
gentleman for eight minutes, because we are working under the 
live-minute rule. The gentleman, under that rule, was recog- 
nized for five minutes. His time has expired. The Chair 
stated to him, and thereupon the gentleman from California 
was recognized for the remaining three minutes. 

Mr. GILLETT of California. Mr. Chairman, it is well known 
that a person who goes upon public land and trespasses there 
and removes timber from it has committed a crime. It is very 
important that the people who are settling the country and 
developing it should have some knowledge of where the bounda- 


recognized 


was recognized for 


BO 


and prosecution by the Government. It will 
to ten years to make the necessary surveys, even if we 
priate $130,000 a year. It seems to me that this is a very small 
amount of money. We ought to make the survey as quickly 
as possible. It is very important to all concerned that the 
boundaries should be established. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman 


eight 


appro 


take from 


permit an inquiry? 


When these forest reserves are created by proclamation of the 
President, are not their boundaries fixed—not the exact 
boundaries, but their general boundaries—and can anybody 






















make an entry on public land in the Land Office within the 
forest reserves and within that boundary? 


Mr. GILLETT of California. I want to state this, that when 
our surveys were made through the mountains they were very 
imperfectly made. No man can go there to-day and find where 
the survey was made. They were in some instances fraudu- 
lently made. Under an act that passed the House the other 
day, people have a right to go on the forest reserves and take 
up homesteads where the land is agricultural. They have a 
right to know where the boundaries are. They have a right to 
locate and to settle there, and they have the right to be pro- 
tected when they go there. It is the duty of the Gover! 
to fix the boundaries so that we shall know what our rights 
are and what our property is, so that we shall not be liable to 
arrest every time we turn around by some supervisor or some 


ranger. I suppose if this bill provided for the fixing of bounda- 
ries for the coal lands in Wyoming the gentleman from Wyo- 
ming [Mr. MonbDELL] would vote for $200,000 instead of $100,- 


000. The law-abiding people of the country want to know where 
the boundaries are. The law-breaking people of the country 
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don’t care to know where they are. Our people are law-abiding, 


| they want the Government to fix the boundaries so that we 
‘an know where our property is located and can know where 
vem <o without trespassing. 


rhe CHIAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from California. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
TAWNEY) there were—ayes 29, noes 45. 

Mir. GILLETT of California. 


sThe CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from California demands 
tellers. As many as are in favor of tellers will rise and remain 

nadir until counted. [After counting.] Fifteen gentlemen 
hh “risen, not a sufficient number, and tellers are denied. 


















Mr. Chairman, I demand tel- | 
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JUNE 14, 


H. R. 19815. An act to authorize the Georgia, Florida and 


| Alabama Railway Company to construct a bridge across ¢t}o 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


Chattahoochee River between 
Ga.;: 

If. R. 16125. An act authorizing a license and permit to {he 
Corinth and Shiloh Electric Railway Company to construct a 


track or tracks through the Shiloh National Park, and to operate 


Columbus, Ga., and Franklin, 


| electric cars thereon; and 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Hereafter, in the settlement of the accounts of deceased officers or 
enti nen of the Army, where the amount due the decedent’s estate 
i t 1 $500 and no demand is presented by a duly appointed legal 
ive of the estate, the accounting officers may allow the 
ind due to the decedent's widow or legal heirs in the following | 
edence: First, to the widow; second, if decedent left no | 
the widow be dead at time of settlement, then to the children | 

, per stirpes; third, if no widow or descendants, then to 

{ t }3¢ | mother in equal parts, provided the father has not aban 
doned the 1 rt of his family, in which case to the mother alone; 
f it either the father or mother be dead, then to the one surviving ; 

the * no widow, c , father, or mother at the date of settle 

n » brothers and sisters and children of deceased brothers 

Wi sist a stirpes: Provided, That this act shall not be so con- 
las to prevent payment from the amount due the decedent's estate 

1l expenses, provided a claim therefor is presented by the person 

or | s who actually paid the same before settlement by the account- 

ing offic 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, reserving the point of order, 

I would like to inquire the purpose of that legislation. It 


seems to be new. I refer to the item on page 136 about the 
settlement of accounts of deceased soldiers. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will say to the gentleman that that provi- 
sion is in accordance with the practice to-day, which practice 
has existed for a long time, but under the present Auditor for 
the War Department, there being no statutory authorization for 
the distribution of this money as it is now distributed where 
the amount is less than $500, he declines to make the distribu- 
tion and insists that he is right. I personally think he is. This 
provision is merely to legalize the present practice. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. It legalizes the present practice? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Then I withdraw the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For erection of ecourt-house, with fireproof vaults, 
Alaska, to replace the one destroyed by fire. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend: 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


at Fairbanks, 


On page 139, line 14, after the word “ fire,”’ 
teen thousand dollars.” 
The CHAIRMAN. 
nent offered by the gentleman from Minnesota. 
The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


insert the words “ fif- 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Grosvenor having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the 
Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that 

had agreed to the report of the committee of con- 


Senate, by 


, 


the Senate 


H. R. 10106. An act providing for the setting aside for goyeyy- 
mental purposes of certain ground in Hilo, Hawaii. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed tho 
following resolution; in which the concurrence of the House 
of Representatives was requested: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring 
That the President be requested to return the bill (S. 1510) entitled 
“An act granting an increase of pension to Byron K. May.” 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The committee resumed its session. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Defense of suits before Spanish Treaty Claims Commission: For 
salaries and expenses in defense of claims before the Spanish T) 

Claims Commission, including salaries of Assistant Attorney-( 
in charge as fixed by law, and of assistant attorneys and ne 
employees in Washington, D. C., or elsewhere, to be selected and 
their compensation fixed by the Attorney-General, to be expended und 
his direction, so much of the provisions of the act of March 2. 1% 








providing for the Spanish Treaty Claims Commission, as are in ne 
flict herewith notwithstanding, $92,000, of which not exceeding $200 
may be expended for law books and books of reference. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I wish to raise a point of 
order to this section. As I understand—and if I am wrong in 
this, I will be corrected by the committee—this provision au- 
thorizes the expenditure of this money in a way that is not now 
authorized by law, because it expressly says that this is to be 
expended, so much of the provisions of the law of March 2 


1901, as are in conflict therewith notwithstanding. In other 





| words, it does change those provisions. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, the reason that I wish to make this 
point of order is not that I am so very anxious about the manner 
in which this money should be expended, but it does seem to me 
that the long continuance of great expense for the Spanish Treaty 
Claims Commission should in some way be stopped. If it can 
be stopped by a point of order, I would be glad to assist in stop- 
ping it in that way. I do not know how far the members of the 
Appropriations Committee have jurisdiction over the amount to 


| be allowed and how far these items may be fixed by express 


law, but I apprehend that to some extent these allowances are 
not made in conformity with the provisions of the statute law, 
but are allowances made for the purpose which, it seems to me, 


should be in some way stopped. 


The question is on agreeing to the amend- 


ference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 19482) to authorize 
additional aids to navigation in the Light-House Establishment. 

Tix sssage also announced that the Senate had passed bills 
of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House 
of Representatives was requested : 

S. 6445. An act authorizing and directing the Secretary of the | 
Interior to sell to the city of Los Angeles, Cal., and granting 
rights over, and through the Sierra Forest Reserve, the 
Sant Barbara Forest Reserve, and the San Gabriel Timber | 
[, Reserve, California, to the city of Los Angeles, Cal. ; 


s. 6462. An act 
{ol sil MUITpPOSses 5 


granting lands to the State of Wisconsin for 


S. 6301. An act granting an increase of pension to William C. 
L l 

£ An act granting an increase of pension to Ann 
Thon 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
} . 


out amendment bills of the following titles: 





H.R. 1DS16. An act to authorize the Georgia, Florida and 
Alabama Railway Company to construct three railroad bridges 
across the Chattahoochee River, one at Gr near the city of 
KNufaula, Ala., and two between said city of Eufaula and the 


city of Columbus, 


Ga. ; 


Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. 
“an explain in a word. 

Mr. PERKINS. I shall be glad to hear any explanation. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. I think the gentleman 
from New York is in error. The act of March 2, 1901, estab- 
lished the Commission, and in that act the permanent specilic 
appropriation of $50,000 was made which goes on automatically 
from year to year. The appropriation bills since 1901 have car- 
ried, under the title “* Defense of suits before the Spanish ‘Treaty 
Claims Commission,” an amount additional to the $50,000 per- 
manently appropriated. That $50,000 goes on, as I have said, 
automatically from year to year, and this language is eu 
ployed in this act in order that it might not be construed to cut 
out the $50,000 which is permanently appropriated. ‘To make 
that more clear, the $50,000 goes on from year to year, 2 d, in 
addition, this $112,000 is granted for the purpose of defending 
the suits before the Spanish Treaty Claims Commission. 

Mr. PERKINS. Under what authority? 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Under the authority o! 
the statute. 


Mr. Chairman, I think I 


Mr. PERKINS. I do not see, Mr. Chairman, that the 
tleman has replied to the point of order. The Spanish ( anne 
sion, of course, has been created by law, and still continues to 


exist, until such time, which I hope will not be long, as It Indy 


be abolished. That appropriation, of course, is authorized by 
law, but the gentleman has referred to no provision © ‘ghd 
which authorizes the appropriation of $92,000 to be expenteca ©) 
counsel or other officers in the defense of suits before that Con 
mission. The Commission must act automatically, as lc * * 
The Government must pay the $50,000 due the Commiss! * “s 


that does not authorize the Appropriations Committee or 
body to appropriate for an expense, to be incurred in tie hee e 
ings before that Commission, of $92,000, or any other Sa 
money. We must pay for the Comunission, but we are oe 
bound to appropriate, and there is no provision of law aes 
quires us to appropriate for the expense of the hearings be! 












| 
| 
; 


















1906. 


the Commission. We can leave them there in their own dig- 
nity, paid, but not acting. 
Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I thought 
1 made it clear, but it seems I have not. The act of 1901 es- | 
tablished this Commission, and in that act provision was made | 
r the defense of these claims. In that act they were to be 
ynder charge of the Attorney-General, who was authorized to 
point his force for the purpose of defending the claims be- 
fore the Spanish Treaty Claims Commission. Therefore there 
is authority of law for the defense of these claims in the or- 
ic act. Now, it was thought when the act was passed $50,000 | 
would be a sufficient appropriation. Later it was discovered | 
t, owing to the expense ¢f taking testimony in Cuba, much 
ore would be needed, and hence this $112,000 was appropri- 
{1 subsequently from year to year. 
Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas rose. 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York yield 
to the gentleman from Kansas? 
Mr. PERKINS. I do. 
fr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. One hundred and twelve thou- 
sand dollars is appropriated for preparing defense to suits that 
being prosecuted. Is that correct? 
Ir. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. 
Vir, CAMPBELL of Kansas. 








That is correct. 
Are there any suits being prose- 
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Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. The information contained in 
the hearings is not very accurate if that is not correct. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. About the time of the hearings, to my 
knowledge, an inquiry started on which I think the «1 
alone consumed something like two weeks. I am stating from 
memory as to the time. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. But, as a matter of fact, no case 
has been tried on its merits in that court? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. If I may be permitted to suggest 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Is that a fact? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. No; I think that is not true, but that 
nine-tenths have been disposed of on their merits. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. The gentleman is in error 
in that. Fully nine-tenths of the cases have been disposed of 
on demurrer and motions to dismiss or for 
Certainly not more than 10 per cent have be 
the merits. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. The gentleman and myself differ as to 
words and not as to meaning. What I mean to say is that the 


lack of prosecution. 


n disposed of upon 


precedents established in the decisions of this tribunal, as 
shown in the hearings, disposed of about nine-tenths of these 
cases, and in that sense nine-tenths of the cases have been dis 


posed of on their merits. Now, I want to call the attention of 
the House to some of the peculiarities of this whole matter. 


cuted at this time? Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Now, right there. If it is true 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Yes; there are now, ac- | that propositions of law have been laid down that dispose of 
cording to the last report of the Commission, some 321 cases | Hine-tenths of these cases, upon what theory can the gentl % 
pending before the Commission. justify an additional appropriation of $112,000 for the purpose 


Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. But is it not a fact that these 
eases have been on the docket or have been filed for some years, 
and that there is no one now pressing them, and the Commis- 
sion is practically without anything to do? 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. 


man it is my judgment that—— 


Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I thought it was germane to 


the extent of $112,000. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts (continuing). The Com- 
mission, in my judgment, might very well be abolished, and I 
have introduced a bill for that purpose. But, as a member of 
ihe Committee on Appropriations, I felt obliged to vote for this 
appropriation, because if the Commission is abolished by this 
Congress on September 2, 1906, as my bill provides, the appro- 
priation, at all events, should be made, in order to enable them 
to continue their work until that time. If Congress should 
abolish the Commission, the unused portion of that appropria- 
tion would be covered back into the Treasury. If it does not 


abolish the Commission, the appropriation will be needed. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. The gentleman says “ continue 
their work.” Will he specify any work they are doing? 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. It would not take long 
to tell how much they are doing. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to dis- 
cuss the point of order, because there may be a line or two in 


this language that is subject to the point of order. I do want 
to : al to the gentleman from New York [Mr. PERKINS] to 
W ll this point of order. This bill as passed carries with 
it $50,000 a year. This pays the judges, if I may style them 
su the commissioners, the clerks, or the functionaries, in this 
quasi-judicial tribunal, or perhaps this fully judicial tribunal. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Is the gentleman think- 
ing of the $50,000 now? 

MITH of Iowa. Yes. 
Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Then that is correct. 


‘ 


SMITH of Iowa. Now the proposition is, with this Com- 
continuing in existence and drawing $50,000 a year in 
for themselves and their subordinates, to strike out all 

tions for the Government counsel. This is to abso- 
ure that during the fiscal year these Commissioners 
subordinates shall continue to draw their salaries 
lederal Treasury, and that nothing whatever shall be 

a their court. 

CAMPBELL of Kansas. 

three or four years? 

MiTH of Iowa. I will say, in answer to the gentleman, 

ul k he is very far from correct. 
I \MPBELL of Kansas. 
ti le 
ITH 
\MPI 


oi he 


Was it not kept in that way for 


case on its merits? 

of Iowa. That is not correct. 

ELL of Kansas. Is it not true that all the cases 
fore that Commission have gone out through motion 
ITH of Iowa. That is not correct. But even if it 


rect. 


we 


That is hardly germane | 
to the }»int we are now discussing, but I will say to the gentle- | ‘ : ’ 
| to cover the expense of the attorneys of the United Stat 


cases 


Is it not true that they have not | 


of taking testimony and making further defense in cases that 
are four years old and more on the docket? 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. 


These appropriations, or part of them, 


; are for the taking of testimony in Cuba and Spain. Twenty 


thousand dollars of this money is for the purpose of taking Gov- 
ernment testimony in Spain and in Cuba. 


The other 





the agents of the United States in Spain and in Cuba who have 
searched and are searching for evidence for the defense in these 
cases. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Will the gentleman, while not 
discussing the point of order, tell the committee some of the 
things that these agents and attorneys are doing? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. If the gentleman will allow me to 
proceed, I will tell the House with great pleasure some of the 
difficulties which have confronted this Commission. When the 
United States representatives went to Paris to negotiate the 
treaty of peace with Spain, they took with them $29,000,600 of 
claims against the Spanish Government that they tried to utilize 
in making a settlement. For the purpose of settling w 
we claimed that these $29,000,000 of claims were genuine bona 
fide claims, and then we assumed all claims of Americans against 
Spain in favor of citizens of the United States. Of course, im 
mediately we turned right square around and claimed that none 
of these $29,000,000 worth of claims that we were trying to colle 
off Spain were valid, but claimed they were invalid, put these 
before the Spanish Claims Commission, and were re 
quired to take a position directly at variance with the position 
oflicially taken by our own Government in the negotiation of the 
treaty of Paris. 

That is not all. We had persistently refused to recognize 
that a state of war existed in Cuba. We had refused to recog 
nize the Cuban people as belligerents, and yet as soon as these 
claims, which had grown to $60,000,000, were fil 
Government of the United States we turned square around and 
planted ourselves upon the proposition that a state of war 
was raging over a territory 700 miles long in Cuba and that the 
injuries inflicted on the \ 
such war. So that the task intrusted to the counsel for the 
American Government before the Spanish Treaty Claims Com 


th Spain 


“l against the 


qj ‘ . Di ae 1. - 
MAlMIANIS Wwe » dtirectivy enaused by 


mission was the task of rep Wiating everything the United 
States has contended for at Paris and everything United 
States had contended for before we took possession of the 


island of Cuba. 
Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. All that is far from a just 
tion for five or six stenographers and interpreters here in W 


ington, located in and about the Commission rooms here i 
Ii street. Do you know what they are doing? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I am not going to assume to k: 
what every clerk under this Commission is doing individual 
Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. <A part of this approp: on 

| is for their salaries, is it not? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I am going to answer you As 

' ter of fact, when we concluded to change our nid ind that 
| a state of war did exist in the island ef Cuba for | 


we took possession of the island, the first thing to do wast “f 


evidence of that fact. 


SoU8s 


Mr. PERKINS. Yes; but what has that to do with the 

resent question whether this appropriation shall be further | 

ied? The question is not what has been done in the past, 
lier re is any. necessity or propriety of doing more 

aud the future. 

SMITH of Iowa. If I could proceed without interrup- 

I could make it plain. 
The gentleman 


tu 


sent 


RIKINS would have to make it 


} } 
il i ie 


CILATRMAN, 


} . 
His, 


Does the gentleman from Iowa decline to 


| of the House believe it. 


SMITH 


vield. 


of Iowa. I prefer to proceed, but I do not de- 
Now, it was not a question whether war existed 
» whole 700 miles, because these losses were not sustained 
» place, nor were the losses, so to speak, affected by the 
var at any place except where the injury was inflicted ; 
l came up, in these 


i ol 
fw 
ay, each claimant’s case 
0O worth of claims, it was necessary—— 
HW7AIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 
iil of Iowa. I ask unanimous consent to proceed for 


t¢ Ssaiv as 


ction. 


T “Aa 
wa it was 


io OD it 

necessary for us to take up 

» and attempt to demonstrate that a state of war 

‘e where the loss was inflicted at the time 

curred. In order to do that we had to take 

Spanish officers. We did not know who those 

ers were. For a long time after the war cur relations were 

not so pleasant with Spain that the Spanish Government was | 

cooperating to advise us just which officers could give us the 
information. 

Mr. CAMPBELL 

iestion just there? 

Mr. 


Mr. ¢ 


Olli I 


of Kansas. May I ask the gentleman a 


SMIETIL of Iowa. 
AMPBELL 


Yes. 
Kansas. Have you succeeded yet 
ng the fact as to whether war did exist? 
MITEL of Iowa. At each given point, no. 
evidence us to many points and many days. 
4 Of 


of in 
, | 


We have} 


Kansas. How many points yet remain to | 


SMITH of Iowa. I am not claiming such detailed knowl- 
progress of this litigation as to be able to inform 
gentleman upon that. I have informed him that nine- 
ths of these cases are practically disposed of, almost all of | 
t] favorably to the Government of the United States, in the | 
face of the fact that we ourselves vouched for them at the time | 

the negotiation of the treaty of Paris. 
Now, there is about one-tenth of this business undisposed of. 
It will be disposed of, say the Commission and the legal 
branch, in about a year, and here it is suggested that at this 
hour in the transaction of this business, without abolishing the 
(‘ommission, we shall simply strike out the pay of every legal 
ollicer of this Government in charge of the defense of those 
claims in order that the salaries of the Commissioners and their | 
may go on and no business be transacted and at 
the end of the fiscal year have no progress made over what has | 
this hour. I submit it is against the public in- | 
s destructive of the publie interest. It is wasteful 
the public money to keep the court going but to refuse the | 
for the counsel who are in defense of the claims against | 
Government. 
CAMPBELL of Kansas. Do you not think that every | 
1d of the Government could be subserved by | 
these claims to the Court of Claims and that we 
ke money by paying the salaries of the Commis- 


the 


ol 


so 


subordinates 


made at 


it 


peen 


oney 
(merican 
terest 
till make 
ther vear? 
SMITH lowa. Every dollar provided in this bill 

have to be expended for counsel to defend the cases in 

ihe Court of Claims. You would not save a penny of this 
i iid save the salaries of the Commission, cov- 

the $50,000 appropriation. But I want to say that the 
the Commi provided that after two years 

sion should die, except as extended from time to 
months by of the President of the United 
henever the President of the United States fails 
tending the life fer six months this C 
will fail to that order whenever the 
hettered by abolishing this Commission: 
folly to transfer these cases from a 
questions of international law in- 

of which I have given an examination myself 
exceedingly difficult, and turn the over 
not familiar with the subject-matter of the 


of 


} 1 wo 


mission 


order 
er i ih- 
and he cive 
will | 
would he 

Ss studied tl 
me 
to 
that 


be cases 
is 
vation. 

Mr. PERKINS. 


Mr. Chairman, I regret exceedingly to insist | 
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| it never ends, unless by positive act of Congress the thing 


| and say that in another year we will come to an end, | 


| it is not always true. 
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upon a point of order when my friend from Iowa says that it js 
folly to do so. If I thought there was any benefit in it, if my 
experience did not show that when a commission is once create: 
forced to come to an end, I would not make this point. This 
Commission has gone on in desuetude that has become moro 
innocuous, but not less costly, every year. Finally, when at- 
tention is turned to it the gentleman says the judges come jn 
ao 
I do not believe that one-quarter of the a 
But if now this provision be passed. 
the pretense of work can be kept up on the part of the Com. 
mission, but if it is stricken out it will quicken the pulse of the 
House to pass the bills that are already pending and to do away 
with the court itself. My friend says that the judges have li(t/o 
to do now; but so long as we allow them to remain they w!| 
draw $50,000 a year. Is that any reason why we should appro- 
priate $92,000 more and increase the expenses of an organiza- 
tion admitted on all sides to have long survived its usefulness? 
Mr. Chairman, I insist on my point of order. ; 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Will not the gentleman 
reserve his point of order long enough for me to make 
explanation? 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly I will reserve the point of order. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I would 
like to discuss the matter briefly. I am in Sympathy with 
the sentiments of the gentleman from New York, and believe 
that this Commission ought to be abolished at the earliest possi- 
ble date. But I think it would not be wise for Congress to 
strike out the appropriation for the defense of the claims while 
the Commission itself is left in existence. If we succeed in 
striking out the $92,000, the Commission will stand, and the ap- 
propriation of $50,000 for the expense of the Commission itself 


not believe it. 


an 


| will remain. 


Mr. PERKINS. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Ina moment. The result 
will be that the Commission will not have any work before it 


| to perform, but will be continued under the law with its sala- 


ries preserved. Now, while the Commission exists we ought to 
make a provision for what is the only useful branch of the 
service, in my judgment, namely, that branch that establishes 
the defense to claims and which is under the immediate charge 
of the Assistant Attorney-General. Now I yield to the gentle- 
man frem New York. 

Mr. PERKINS. Does the gentleman think anything would 
have more effect to hasten action in reporting the bil! which 
the gentleman himself has introduced to abolish this Commis- 
sion than just such action as here will be taken, and does he not 
believe, does he not fear, that in the absence of such action his 
bill and similar bills will sleep the sleep of the just, and that 
this Commission will be continued for many a long day if not 
many a long year? 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. If I did concur with the 
gentleman in that belief, I would not have voted for the :)) 


'O- 


| priation as it appears in the bill. 


Mr. PERKINS. But we know that an item being in this ap- 
propriation bill is no evidence that any particular member ot 
the committee voted in favor of it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. It may have that appear- 
ance after what has taken place here in the last few days, but 
This Commission was established in 1901. 
Under the law in six months after its organization, which was 
effected April, 1901, all the claims had to be filed, and there 
was a provision that for just cause shown other claims could 
be filed in the following six months. Under that limitation all 
claims were filed which can possibly be brought before the 
Commission for adjudication. The total number was 54-. 
There have been 221 disposed of. Three hundred and t\ 
one, or a large majority of them, still remain to be adjud 
The claims aggregated some $60,000,000 in amount. Tlu 
ber disposed of aggregated $10,000,000. There 1s 
£50,000,000 worth of claims remaining. Now, the Com: 
can not disposes of these claims unless the testimony | 
in Spain and in Cuba. If this item is stricken out, the 
be no provision for taking the testimony in Spain and In 
and the result will be that the Commission will be left 1 
with magnificent salaries provided for them and with ab 
nothing to do. 

Mr. PERKINS. Does not the gentleman believe it 
fact, does he not know it to be the fact, that of this gre 
of $50,000,000 of claims, 95 per cent, like the great Vv 
mest damage claims, will never be pressed, and are 
possible validity, as is known to the claimants just as mit 
to anyone else? 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. 


nh as 


On the contrary, | think 








1906. 





the hope of the claimants to get favorable action upon their 


i 


- PERKINS. Then why haven’t they pressed their claims 
| these years? 

. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. The reason, to be very frank 
he gentleman, is because the Commission has laid down 
n rules of decision which the claimants believe will cause 
ses to be decided adversely to them. For that reason they 
ought in every way possible to postpone action upon their 
and the Commission has been very accommodating to these 
nts, probably realizing that the longer they postpone ac- 

» Jonger they will be allowed to draw their salaries. At 
simply playing a waiting game in order to see what 
may do. There is a bill pending now for certiorari, 
which these claimants hope to get relief. There is an- 
ll pending, introduced by myself, calling for the aboli- 
the Commission on the 2d of September, 1906, and the 
{1 - of the remaining claims to the Court of Claims upon 


that aay 


SS 


rhe CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
ir. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I ask unan- 
nsent to proceed for five minutes. 
CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks 
ynanimous consent to proceed for five minutes. Is there ob- 


rhere was no objection. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the 
cent in a question. I don’t know whether this bill for cer- 
tio has passed the House or not. 

SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. It is in the Senate, I am 
if d. It has not passed the House. 

ir. LITTLEFIELD. If it should become law, it simply 

pens up not only cases that have already been decided, 
bly would render valid quite a number of claims now 
which would come within the line of suggestion of the 
n from New York [Mr. PEeRKINs]. 


‘ir. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. I do not care to discuss 
ri bill now, but I do not think the gentleman is quite 

g iat assumption. If I am correctly informed, the bill 
; certiorari only in those cases that are pending, but I 

| say this in candor to the gentleman, that if that bill should 
pass I think it would be immediately followed by another bill 


asking that the claims already decided adversely could be re- 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The purpose of the bill, and the gentle- 
nd the bill, is to reverse the rule of law laid down by 


the iission, and if the Supreme Court should reverse that 
rule, then you have another avenue of litigation opened up. 
Chat is the logie of it. 


there is no doubt 


Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. I think 
t pass. Personally 


ld result if- the certiorari bill should 


I | will not pass. I trust the committee of which the gen- 
t distinguished member will do its duty and have a 
1 the bill to abolish the Spanish Treaty Claims Com- 
miss | report that bill to the House at this session. 


LITTLEFIELD. My impression is that they have al- 
ready reported the other bill favorably. 

LLIVAN of Massachusetts. The gentleman means the 
bill in the Senate. 
I(TTLEFIELD. Yes. 
Ir. WM. ALDEN SMITH. 
of appeal, does it not? 

LLIVAN of Massachusetts. 


The certiorari bill gives them the 


Practically the right of 


M M. ALDEN SMITH. It makes no final decision. 

M ULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Oh, no; it gives a review 
to tl me Court, which may remand the case to the Com- 
mis in for further action. 

) Mr. Chairman, I had the honor of being a mem- 
committee that reported this Spanish treaty claims | 
M LIVAN of Massachusetts. Well, I think that is a 

V | haner. [Laughter.] 
I think it is, too. I know it was the thought of 
ttee that it could not last long. Are we continuing | 
Chis ( ion simply because those who have claims to pre- | 
ng to present them? Can not we abolish that Com- | 
_— endment on this bill? 
Pe LIVAN of Massachusetts. I wish the gentleman 
— l ‘ that attempt, and I trust he will succeed. 
wm Si\tsS. Then the gentleman would not make the point of 
ae 
that] Sl rps of Massachusetts. I assure the gentleman 
ot 


It is true, as the gentleman from Tennessee 
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ali events, it seems to me that the claimants and the Commission 


8509 


[Mr. Stms] says, that when this bill was passed by Congress in 
the Fifty-sixth Congress it fixed the limit of two years for tl 








winding up of this Commission’s work, and no one dreamed then 
that it would take longer than two years to dispose of all the 
claims. In order to guard against all possible contingencies, 
a proviso was included giving the President the right to extend 
he life of the Commission for six months at a time, and since 
March 2, 1903, he has extended its life six times under 
provision. I remember very well the statement of 

man from Ohio [Mr. GrosvENor] at that time. He \ ( 
convinced, as were the Members of the House, that this 
sion could dispose of this work much more speed tl 
Court of Claims. The argument was advanced that ( 0 
of Claims was congested, that,it was not up with its work, and 
that great injustice would result to these claimants if th 
claims were submitted to thaf tribunal. Subsequi e ts 
have shown that Congress was wrong in that assumption and 
that the Court of Claims would have disposed of these cases far 
more speedily than this Commission has done. 

Mr. PERKINS. Did the gentleman ever, in his experience as 
a lawyer or as a politician, know of any commission chat dis- 
posed of business with any degree of promptitude? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I as 
unanimous consent that I may be permitted to proceed for { 
minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent to proceed for five minutes. Is there ob- 
jection? 

There was no objection? 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I agree 
with the gentleman that the tendency of all temporary ec lis 
sions is to make their tenure permanent, particularly where 
the salary is large. In this case each of the five Commissioners 
receives a salary of $5,000 a year, and it seems to me they have 
stretched the law to the utmost in providing the salaries for 


special counsel and assistants, ete. 

The annual salary roll of this Commission is about $114,000 
and I would like to read the roll briefly. There are Co 
missioners at $5,000; then there are five Commissioners to tal 





’ 


testimony, one at $2,500 and one at $2,100 and three at §8 | 

diem. There is one clerk at $3,500, two assistant clerks at 
$2,000, and one at $14,000; six interpreters at $1,800; seven 
stenographers at $1,200; one typewriter at $1,200; three mes- 


sengers, two at $720 each, and one at $1,000; one 
Attorney-General at $5,000, and one special counsel at $5,000. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, I believe that the has me 
done all the work that it ought to have done. In t 
1901, it did not dispose of a single case. In the second y 
it disposed of only two cases, and those were tw 


Commission 


Li€ 


’ 


o of the batt 





ship Mafne cases, and they were disposed of on demurrer. In 
the third year it disposed of 157 cases and only 7 of them wi 
ordinary cases, and the other hundred and fifty were | 
ship Maine cases, and they were heard on demurrer and dis 
posed of on a single principle and as a single case. In 1904 
the Commission did not dispose of a single case, although 
was then three years in existence and fully equipped for its 
work. In 1905, 49 cases were disposed of, and so far in 
1906, 18. That makes a total of 221 cases. But in considering 
the rate of progress of the Commission it is fair to consider 
those 152 battle ship claim cases as one case, because the 

| were all disposed of on one principle and upon demurrer. 
| Therefore, if we add that case to the other 69, it really ma! 
70 cases, or an average rate of 14 cases per year, which is a 
very small rate indeed. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Will the gentleman permit me 
to make an observation there to the effect that in the early 
history of this Commission they had no authority to take testi- 

|} money, as I understand it, in Cuba or in Spain. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. I think the gentleman 
entirely wrong about that. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I think I am right about 
|The question arose as to whether or not the Spanish Gove1 
|} ment had used such force to put down the insurgent rebel l 
las they were required to use under the rule of international 
law in order to shift the burden of legal responsibility fr r 
| own Government, and in order to understand fully the tion 
they were obliged to go there and take testimony. And I d 
| sent wholly and completely from the statement that this Com 
mission has not shown both diligence and ability. 
| Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman tell 
me whether any of the Commissioners reside in his own State 


or in his district? 
Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Yes. 
Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. 


Yes? 


Assistant 


t 





WM. ALDEN SMITH. 
LLIVAN of Ma 
the argument of the 
WM. ALDEN SMITH. That does not make any differ- 
let me say to the gentleman. The gentleman from Michi- 
vho is upon that Commission has plenty to do, is an able 
his services in his own State are in demand at any 
his services to the Government are highly creditable. 
'LLIVAN of Massachusetts. I will supplement the 
upon that Commission has plenty to do, is an able 
but he in active practice, and he is trying cases at 
rly all the time, and devotes very little of his time to 
the work of this Comission. 
The gentleman has raised a question as to the power of this 
Commission 
The CHAIRMAN. 
Mr. SULLIVAN of 
I may proceed for five minutes longer. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
un us consent to proceed for five minutes longer. 
The 


Mr. 

Afi 
answer 

Alr. 


I am proud to say they do. 
ssachusetts. I will go on now 
gentleman. 


ri 


and 


» is 
is 


home hi 


The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Massachtsetts. Mr. Chairman, I ask that 


Massachusetts 
nin 


» was no objection. 
rROSVENOR. I want also to say 
it Commission from my State also, and in order that 
wan may be fully advised, I will say that I think he 
m the same town I do. 

LLIVAN of Massachusetts. 
a member of the Commission. 
NOR. I want to 


Mi. ¢ 
ber of 
the g 
COoTne i! 

Mr. Si 
why he is 

Mr. GROSVE 
a fact that 
small in 
of these 
now dis of 
band? 

Mr. SULLIVAN 
rely right in ‘that 
mission ma the ent, with which the Attorney-General 
for the deft of ¢ agreed, that if the Commission ad- 
hered to the principles already laid down they would dispose of 
fully SO per cent of the remaining cases adversely to the claim- 
ants. I think right here I might correct a statement of the 
gentleman from Iowa, which I am certain he made inad- 
vertently, and that is that these cases were likely to be wound 
up in one year. As I recall the testimony of the Commissioner 
the ynent was this, that SO per 
would be dis within 
number questions, 


stion 


I think that is possibly 

[ Laughter. ] 

the gentleman if it is not 

while the number of cases decided and disposed 
number, apparently, that the principles on which 

leading cases have been disposed of practically 
a very large majority of those remaining on 


ack 


some 
D se 
Massachusetts. I think 
assertion, 


of the gentleman is 
ent 
de state 


nse laims 


State 
posed of the next year. But, although I 
of I could get no definite answer 
as to how long it would take to dispose of the re- 
maining 20 per cent of these cases. 

Now, the gentleman from Michigan has said that 
doubtful whether this Commission had power to take 
abroad. I am aware that that question did arise, 
think there was any substantial ground for it. It 
the Con 
claimants to file briefs with them upon that proposition, 
they submitted those briefs to the Senate, and that matter 
become a public document. But if you consider that in 
organic act the Spanish Treaty Claims Commissioners were given 
power to appoint commissioners to take testimony, and consider 
the further fact that the theater of war in which these claims 
ar was Cuba, you will wonder how there could be a scintilla 
of doubt that these 
take estimony. I think it was a useless quibble, which con- 

! six months, if not more, time of the 
The question finally settled in June of 1902 
n of Congress itself. There has been no doubt 
the power to take testimony in Cuba, and 

02 to 1906 the Commission has not had that 
lay. 
WM. ALDEN SMITH. They have shown reasonable dili- 
in view of the importance of their task. 
LLIVAN Massachusetts. I think 


asked 


the qu 


imission 


Se 


least 
was by 
since 
ut 


as anh excuse 


SI ot 


the 


asks | 
Is there | 


cent of the remaining cases at tudemenk. 
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from September 26, 


that there is a mem- | 


and the president of the Com- | 


| 


| existence of two yea 
to | 


it was | 
testimony | 
but I do not | 
is true that | 
required the attorneys who represented these | 
and | 
has | 
the | 


commissioners must perforce go to Cuba to | 
| missioners taking 
Com- | 


| man, 


therefore | ; Y 
| as to the authority to take testimony 
| doubt as to authority to appoint anybody but a citi 


gentleman | 


taken about their having shown reasonable diligence above | 
| taking six months in hearing the question. 


unissions. I can point to the action of a good many 
missions where they have proceeded at a much greater 
I will not take the time of the House to 
. with the consent of the committee, 
other commissions tn the Rrecorp. 
The gentleman unanimous 
the Recorp. Is there objection? 
hi none. 
1d to is as follows: 


then 


to put ‘ases of those 
TL. AIRMAN. 

to insert matter in 
pause.] The Chait 


The matter referr 


asks 
[After a 


i's 


American and British Claims dis 
against the United States and 19 
cases—in exactly two years—that is, 


Mixed Comn 
s whole docket of 4 


Great Britain—in all, 


ission on 


8 cases 


497 


‘ 


cite | 
I would like 


consent | 
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1871, to September 25, 1873—with no more cost 

to the United States than $273,672.94. This Commission had to take 

testimony in almost every State and Territory of the United States 

iu all the British provinces of North America, in Mexico, in seyera) o3 

= West India islands, England, Scotland, and Ireland, and jn 
egypt. 

The French and American Claims Commission disposed of its who), 
docket of 726 cases against the United States and 19 against Fran, 
in ail, 745 cases—in three years and three months, from Decem)e,y 
1S8S0, to March 31, 1884. The total expense to the United State 


$525,000, 


in 


5 was 
SPANISH-AMERICAN CLAIMS COMMISSION, 
{[Aet March 3, 1821; 3 Stat. L., 639.] 

(Moore, V, 4500.) 

Three Commissioners, at $3,000 per annum. 
annum. Clerk, at $1,500 per annum. 

Convened June 9, 1821. Adjourned June 8, 1824. 
three years. Over 1,800 cases decided. 
$5,454,545.13. 

Amount provided by act of Congress for payment of awards limited 
to $5,000,000; therefore sums allowed were abated 83 per cent on each 
claim. 

Government not defended. 

FRENCH-AMERICAN CLAIMS COMMISSION, 
[Act July 13, 1832; 4 Stat. L., 574.] 

(Moore, V, 4461.) 

Three Commissioners, at $3,000 per annum. 

annum. Clerk, at $1,500 per annum. 

Convened first Monday in August, 1832. Adjourned December 31 
1835. Total existence of three years and five months. ; 

Number of claims presented, 3,148. Number of claims allowed, 1,567 
Amount of claims presented, $51,834,170.15. Total amount awarded 
$9,352,193.47 5; 

Government not defended. 

MUXICAN-AMERICAN 
[Act March 

(Moore, IT, 1249.) 

Three Commissioners, at $3,000 per annum. 
annum. Clerk, at $1,500 per annum. 

Convened April 16, 1849. Adjourned April 15, 1851. 
of two years. 

Number of claims presented, 292. 
Total amount awarded, $3,208,314.96. 

Government not defended. 

FIRST COURT OF COMMISSIONERS OF ALABAMA CLAIMS, 
[Act June 23, 1874; 18 Stat. L., 245.] 

(Moore, V, 4639.) 

Five members of court, at $6,000 per annum. 
annum. Shorthand reporter, at $2,500, 

Also allowed “ necessary ac tual expenses of office rent, furniture, fuel, 
stationery, and printing, and other necessary incidental exp: to be 
certified by the presiding judge of said court, and to be audited and 
paid on vouchers under the direction of the Secretary of State. 

Convened July 22, 1874. Adjourned December 31, 1877. 
S rs five months. 

Number of claims filed, 2,068, amounting to $14,499,316.99 
Total amount awarded, $9,316,120.25 
SECOND COURT OF COMMISSIONERS OF ALABAMA CLAIMS, 
[Act June 5, 1882, 22 Stat. L., 98.] 

(Moore, V, 4660.) 

Three judges, at $6,000 per annum. Clerk, at $3,000 per annum; 
increased to $4,400 in year 1885. Shorthand reporter, at $2,500. 

Also allowed *‘ the necessary actual expenses of office rent, furni 
fuel, stationery, and printing, and other necessary incidental expenses. 
to be certified by the presiding judge of said court, and to be audited 
and paid on vouchers under the direction of the Secretary of 
Counsel to receive fees or $8.000 per annum. 

Court organized July 13, 1882. Adjourned December 31, 
tal existence of three years five and a half months. 

Number of claims adjusted, 11,377. Total amounts awarded: 
class, $3,346,016.32; second class, $16,312,944.53. 

First-class awards paid in full. Second-class awards pai t pro rata 
from fund remaining in Treasury, ags gregating $10,089,004.96 

Iixpenses, exclusive of the compensation of the officers expressly pro 
vided for by law, $341,216.34. 


Mr. SMITH of Iowa. 
which you refer, about which you were asked about 
testimony abroad, it required them 
citizens or to take the oath of allegiance to the United States 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. I did not hear the gente- 
and therefore do not understand him. 

SMITH of Iowa. Is it not a fact that the query a 
abroad by reason ol 
en ot 
allegiance? 
to the 


Secretary, at $2,900 per 


Total existence 


of 
Amount of claims al! 


wed, 


Secretary, at $2,000 per 


CLAIMS COMMISSION, 

3, 1849; 9 Stat. L., 393.] 

Secretary, at $2,000 per 
Total existence 


Number of claims allowed, 198, 


1874, 


Clerk, at $3,000 per 


*nses, 


Total 


elusive 
iusly 


State 


To- 


1885. 


First 


Is it not a fact that these cases to 


the Com- 


to be 


arose 
the 
the 


Mr. 


United States or one who had taken an oath of 
Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. I think you reicr 
ease of taking testimony in Spain. 


Mr. PERKINS. That question could be dispose 1d of without 


him 


9 anes- 
1 qu 


Mr. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
tion? 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. Do you think there would be any «ic 

abolishing the Commission if the other Members woul 
the example of the chairman and get into a controyel 
legislation? [Laughter.] 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. I do not kn 
will state to the gentleman I have found considera! 
in getting the Commission abolished. 

Mr. MANN. I think if you would get the other 


MANN 


lifficulty in 
about 


put I 
le difficulty 


two gentle- 
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i 


Chait 


proud 














» f 


e CHAIRMAN. 


r which his office was created. 


vill be sustained by the Chair, and then the question will re- 


ted, and I then took a very earnest position in favor of the 


U iitely the international law involved herein. 
» token I have opposed always and earnestiy oppose | 


ter. | 


SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. I would like to read 
from the testimony concerning the time put in by this 
Although I asked for a statement of the time 
spent by this Commission in their hearings, and that 
it was promised to be supplied to us, later the president 
‘ommission sent a letter to the committee stating that 
re no records of the time spent by the Commissioners. 
The time of the gentleman has expired. 
ULEIVAN of Massachusetts. I will ask for about two 
; more. 
CILATRMAN. 
] irs none. 
SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Two members of the Com- 
without naming them, because I think the gentleman 


sion. 


VV 


The 


Is there objection? [After a pause.] 


| Michigan is sensitive on that——— 


11 
) 


"M. ALDEN SMITH. I am not at all sensitive; I am 
of all the Commission. I would like you to name them. 
SULLIVAN of Massachusetts (continuing). Have law 
their own homes; they are very able lawyers and very 
engaged in practice at home. The special counsel of 
nmission, who gets $5,000 a year, was sent abroad as 
msel mn the Alaskan boundary arbitration at London. 
1 a fee from the United States Government for his | 
in that connection and at the same time drew his salary 
| counsel for the Spanish Commission. 
GAINES of Tennessee. How much were the counsel fees 


it ( 


\ 


ive 


og sion? 
SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. I can not answer that 
That special counsel, by the way, is a lecturer at one 
w schools in Washington and also has a private prac- 
iother member of the Commission is a lecturer in that 
|, and the president of the Commission himself, it is 
for me to say to the House, has been very diligent in 
* to every business under the sun except the business | 





GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, while I understand that 
a question of order pending. I am going to assume that 


1 the appropriation. 
I want to go back to the origin of this Commission. 

lv connected with that fact is the suggestion that is now 
de to send these cases to the Court of Claims. There | 
harp eontest in this House when the Commission was 
ssion, rather than in favor of sending the matter to the 
of Claims. If there is a place on earth that the people 
» United States ought to carefully avoid as much as possi- 
from some place that is immoral in its nature, it is 

of Claims of the United States of America. 


Mr. SULLIVAN], who is intelligently posted upon every- 


nnected with this matter, that nothing could be more in- | 


And in | 
tion I want to suggest to the gentleman from Massa- | 
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n on the same line of work you would have no difficulty. 





Soll 





to estop our denial, and the positions that we may take in fut 





to the best interests of the people of this country than 
an amendment of the statute that would in the first 
| these cases to the Gourt of Claims, and thereby open 


‘to the Supreme Court of the United States to adjudi- | 


change in the statute that would give to these claim- 


right to go to the Supreme Court of the United States | 


The United States never did undertaken any such 
as that in the Spanish treaty. We simply ag 
pay the claims that arose under the stipulation of the 
t of the gentleman from lowa |[Mr. 
sa correct one, that we found ourselves greatly embar- 
our position as a country. We had taken the position, 

that one Doctor Reiss had been murdered in 

son, and that he was a citizen of the United States. 
serted our claim against Spain to pay and make good 
to our citizen. When that case came before the 
Claims Commission it turned out that we had no right 
io interfere, and yet we were practically estopped by 


aa 


" 
a 


lm. Thatisoneofthe claims that has been allowed 
but not nearly so large a sum as was originally 


our Government against the Government of Spain. 
fore undertook to audit and pay those claims. We 
late how it was to be done. At length comes this 
ll we open an avenue by which these claimants, 
im are without merit, shall have permission to go to 
Court on appeal, and thereby force our court to 
‘ precedents in regard to adjudications upon questions 


WI} 


nal law as in the long future ahead of us will rise up | 








reed to | 


controversies of a similar character? 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman from 
Ohio allow a question? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes. 2 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Do we not now nd th 
French spoliation claims to the Court of Claims to report on 1 
law and facts and send the same to Congress, Congress t \ 
appropriating the money to pay them? And let me ask the i 
tleman if the Court of Claims does not by its decisions ¢ 
precedents in those cases. I should like to ask the gentleman a 
further question. Does he think that the Supreme Court of the 
United States would render a decision which was wrong, and 
therefore make a wrong precedent for the future? And if the 


of any precedent created thereby ? 


Supreme Court decided the question right, should we comp! 


a 


The CHAIRMAN. 


The time of the gentleman from Ohio has 


expired. 


And by | 





Mr. GROSVENOR. I ask for five minutes more. 
There was no objection. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. At the beginning of it, I want to ask the 
gentleman from Massachusetts if he would like to have a 
more French spoliation claims haunting this Congress and th 
people of the United States? A relative of mine had one ot 
these claims, the Lord knows how long ago. I voted to p: 
some of the claims here, and they are coming and going con 
stantly. That was the very ground I took, the reason why I 
have opposed any more Supreme Court adjudications of thes 
claims that really appeal rather to benevolence than to 
legal status. 

This Commission therefore has undertaken to decide tl 
cases. I leave the situation as it was described by the gentle 
man from Iowa [Mr. SmiruH], who made a fair statement, so 
far, at least, as I heard and understood it. 

Now, what is to be done? Shall we at once now destroy the 
efliciency of this Commission, or shall we permit it to go on, 
with the admonition that certainly it must recognize in the 
light of the discussions here to-day. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
from Massachusetts made the statement just now that some one 


of the members of this Commission was actively practicing law 
at home. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. I have no doubt of that. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Two of them. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. I have no doubt 


he says. 


ef that. I am actively 
engaged in the practice of the law sometimes. Does the gen 
tleman think there is anything objectionable in that? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. It is to be regretted that Mem 
bers of Congress have to practice law at home at all: but 
I was trying to ask the gentleman, Does he hit If kn that 
some of these Commissioners are actively practicing law 
home? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I am not a witness here. The gentle 
man from Massachusetts says it is a fact. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. It is conceded in t 
hearings. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will certainly take the stat ent o 
the gentleman from Massachuseits, if he tively sserts 


thing to be a fact. 
own knowledge 


Really, I would take it in preference to 1 





Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. He says it is admitted in the 
record of the hearings. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not think there is any doubt about 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. I do1 want the g 
man to think that I am opposed to this appropriation. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not; I unders Ml the gentlen 
position. Now, speaking about the pra¢ of law at lh 
these gentlemen live within twelve or fourteen hours’ travel 1 
the place in which they practice law at home. Is there 
impropriety, under certain circumstances, that these 
should go home and try a special case if they did not y 
the business that brings them here? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. It seems that one of the C 
missioners lives in Michigan. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is not very far away. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. It is twelve or fourteen hour 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is a very short distan I 
can do the most of that in a night. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask tl 
man a question. The gentleman from Ohio was in ; 
when the act was passed and the sal vi fix 1) 
he think at the time the salaries were fixed $ () 
five men that it was supposed by Congress that that Ix 
to give its entire time to these matters 1 not that s 


bers would draw $5,000 a year and practice law besides? 
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Mr. GROSVENOR. I supposed they would give so much 

ue as was necessary for the efficient discharge of their duties. 
I sny that it is yet to be shown that they have not done that. 

Mr. PERKINS. The gentleman will concede that they have 
re ed six years’ pay, and that the work is far from done, and 
that that undoubtedly is a very much longer lapse of time than 
i thought to be necessary at the time the Commission was 
established. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, the gentleman is making a speech 
ime. I can not understand what he is saying, but I know 
he is making a speech by his gesticulations. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PERKINS. Did the gentleman state to Congress when 
dvocated the bill that this court would take six years to 
Its 


in my t 


he 
get through 
XT 


DUSINESS ¢ 
r. GROSVENOR. Certainly I did not; nor did 
slightest apprehension, no more than the gentleman from 
York has now, of the magnitude of the difficulties that 
Commission has encountered. Imagine yourself going to 
of Madrid and undertaking to find out who was the 
f a Spanish company located at Post A, in the island 


Hiss 5 


‘ity 


f Iowa. Will the gentleman pardon me? The 
for Government didn’t even know what company 
as that was loeated there; they had first to find out what 
it was and who the captain was. 

GROSVENOR. That is true. 
i the Commission has suceeeded in cutting down 


rey 
it vi 
company is 

Mr. ; 
whole is that 
the 
under §1.000.000. 

LLIVAN of Massachusetts. To $322,000. 
ian from Ohio if he considers that is an admirable 
ept upon the assumption that they have dealt justly 
claimants? If the claims were just ones, then cutting 
down t awards would be an injustice. I do not think they 
are entitled to credit unless the law and the facts warranted 
them in cutting down the claims. 


! 
Mr. GROSVENOR. They are entitled to this: 


gentile! 
ex 
ih the 


ry Thre 
i I 


There stands 
affirmative of the claimant and the negative is the Govern- 
of the United States. The affirmative is prepared with 
idence to enforce its claim, the Government of the 
ates is not only without any evidence but primarily 
ut any information. 

SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Following out the gentle- 
reasoning, the excellence of the Commission would be 
‘eater if they had allowed nothing at all. 
e CHAIRMAN. 
1 


7] 
thy 
roeant 1e 
ey 


ic 
d St 


ern 
7] 
rey 


Mr. GROSVENOR. 


» t 


Mr. Chairman, I will ask for ten minutes 
ime, and then I will promise to speak no further to-day. 

CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio requests that 
ie be extended ten minutes. Is there objection? 


Now, 


re \ ho objecti 
GROSVENOR. 
I achusetts 


ion has bee 


the suggestion of the gentleman 


n unjust in its awards to any one of these 
believe they have, 
jracies and villainy than ever surrounded 
ull the annals of time. While I am going to 
mimission directly, I do think that in the in- 
‘ec Claims, that in the adjudications which 


do not 


cons 


I have | 





the burden of proof is upon the claimants in the first instance 


The best answer to the | 


would be valuable if he can show that the | t 
acter 
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| cussion here has hinged about appropriating money for ¢ 


aed Wt | this: Is that a rule of this Commission? 
claim of $10,000,000 by actual adjudication to something | 


| make this further suggestion or ask this further question. 
| it the practice of this Commission to require the claimants to 
| take their testimony at the pleasure of the Commission as is 





but they have been | ‘44t% 
; mission has waded through all that. 


| body goes home to try a case there, cuts no figure, in im) 


1, they have been eminently conservative, emi- | 


! eminently efficient. 


SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. 
‘ at I 


I hope the gentleman will 


ink the only criticism that can be 

1 I think that under the treaty 

ir creation every one of these cases, when it 

idicated, ought to have been dismissed perma- 

within a very brief period of time, just 

‘or an able lawyer to prepare a motion for a re- 

procedure that the Commission might see 

the nature of giving to the claimant every op- 

done him. Inasmuch as they have 

, according to the statement, 

administration, and I will tell 
uk 1 is to come from. 

had knowledge that there has been a purpose on be- 

* of these clair claimants represented by many of the 

‘st and most distinguished lawyers in the United States— 

secure in some way an avenue to the Supreme 

and there is a degree of modesty in every judicial tri- 

that is worthy of the name not to cut off appeals, not 

to prevent rehearings; and I have suspected not only that idea 

in the minds of the Commission, but I have thought it was 


rever 
other 


Ee il stice 
; to stand the 
ke in their 


» trouble 


e 


nants 


| mony is going constantly forward. 


am not attempting any criticism of their | Commissioner for that purpose is still at Habana. 


| mittee on Appropriations to ascertain whether there 


| come over here and got a naturalization paper that the) 


JUNE 14, 


—— 


just barely possible that there might be one or more of the 
Commission who would be glad to see appeals granted. Ww) it 
would be the result? To give an appeal to the Supreme Coyr¢ 
of the United States in $50,000,000 worth of claims against this 
yovernment. Why our great grandchildren down to the re. 
motest generation to come would never hear the end of the 
Spanish Claims Commission. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Do I understand the gep. 
tleman to say that if the claimants could have their cases {a|cey 
to the Supreme Court that that court would allow $50,000,000 
worth of claims? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. No; I did not say anything like that. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Then, Mr. Chairman, 1 
misunderstood the gentleman. I will say this: I think one ef. 
fect of it would be that possibly some claims would be remanded 
to the Commission and the Commission would be obliged to hear 


| them again, and in that manner the life of the Commission woul 
| be prolonged still further. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Eternity would be too short to reach the 


| end of those claims. 


Mr. CAMPBELL*of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, much of the dis- 


etting 
testimony on the part of the Government. Is it not a fact that 


Mr. GROSVENOR. It certainly ought to be. 
Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Well, what I want to know j 


- 


Ss 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Let me tell the gentleman. I I 


think 


| will give a little bit of secret history. 
Let me ask } 


Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. And in that connection let me 


Is 


the custom in the Court of Claims? 
Mr. GROSVENOR. I think they limit the time when they 
shall take their testimony, and there is no question that the 


| ruling is a proper one, that the burden of proof is upon the 
| man who asserts a fact, which is like any other questi 


m. J 
will say to the gentleman now, inasmuch as he has gone to the 


| brink of the question, when that Commission was first organized 


some of the ablest lawyers in the United States, and others 
whom I believe have no superior, came before that Con: 


and for days and days they argued that the Commission was a 


nission 


' mere auditing board; that it had nothing to do with the ques- 


The time of the gentleman from Ohio has | tie2 of whether the injury had transpired or not, and | have 


been told that two members of the Commission voted to sustain 


| that proposition; that the whole question was a question of 


auditing, and if a fellow came forward and proved that he 
could 
not inquire into that, and then when he asserted his claim and 
made a prima facie showing of it they were bound to pay it 
and that was the end of it. They resisted vigorously and bit- 
terly any consideration of the question of the fraudulent char- 
of one-half of the naturalizations, and at least two- 
thirds of the questions of amounts in controversy, and the Com- 
The fact that t! 
intervals when they do not have a case to try and thin 


some- 

judg- 

ment, in derogation of the efficiency of the Commission. 
Now, a few words more and I am through. Why 

this Commission to death? I am told that the taking 

I know that the }) 

Wi 


ngle 
testi- 
ipal 
ther 
there are too many clerks, too many stenographers, too many 
messengers, I do not know. It would be the duty of 


3; any 
surplus help there, but let us give them an efficient ! . and 
I would not object to a limitation, but it seems to me | 
is a limitation in the law that can be readily enfor 
President of the United States. But if we want to ab 
Commission, let us do it by a statute and not do it by s 
tion. ‘That is my point. Now, Mr. Chairman, I am tl) 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I demand th 
order. 
Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
upon the point of order that I made. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman had not made 
this time. . 
Mr. PERKINS. Oh, I beg the Chair’s pardon; + 
point of order at the beginning. : 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the se! 
reserve it. a 
Mr. PERKINS. I did not so intend it. At any rate, 
the point of order now. 


there 
y the 
h that 
gula- 
ih. 
regular 
that the Chair rule 
up to 
de the 
an to 


I make 









1906. 





In lines 14, 15, 








e CHAIRMAN. That is the regular order. 
id 17, this language occurs: 
s, mueh of the provisions of the act of March 1901, providing 
f; Spanish Treaty Claims Commission as are in conflict herewith 
. tanding. 
the opinion of the Chair that modifies the statute and is, 


lb 
» 


t] ore, legislation. The point of order, therefore, is sus- 
‘ | 
SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following as 
paragraph at this point. 
| CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa offers an 


iment in the form of a new paragraph, which the Clerk 
port. 

Clerk read as follows: 

. of suits before Spanish Treaty Claims Commission: For sal- 


| expenses in defense of claims before the Spanish Treaty 

Commission, including salaries of assistant attorney-general in | 
fixed by law, and of assistant attorneys and necessary em- | 
Washington, D. C., or elsewhere, $92,000. 


PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order | 


‘ir. SMITH of Iowa. I submit that the point of order 
( taken. 
Mr. PERKINS. 

SMITH of 

{ mn. 
Vr. PERKINS. Cite your authority. 
‘| CHAIRMAN. Did the gentleman make a point of order? 
RKINS. I did; yes. 
HAIRMAN. On what ground? 

PERKINS. On the ground that I am not aware of any 
authority. The act, as I remember it, authorizes the 
of the court, authorizes the payment of the 
nbers of the court and other officers, but it does not 

appropriation of any unlimited sum of money 
the court. The court might have no busi- 
court might have gone out of existence. The au- 
mtinue to make appropriations for expenses for pro- 
court does result from the fact that the 

may still continue in existence. 


is 


Where is the statutory authority for it? 
Iowa. It found in the act creating the 


is 


salaries | 


om 
es peLore 


not 


"NEY. May I ask the gentleman from New York 
Mr. J Ns| a question? 
\ ERKINS. Certainly. 
\WNEY. The gentleman from New York makes the 


er on the ground that there is no statutory author- 
en he calls upon the committee to cite the authority. 
Mr. Chairman, that the presumption in favor of 
r authority act, and the gentleman who makes 

burden of proof that there no 


is 
for the 
order has the is 

thority. 
RKINS. I 
the 


think, Mr. 


decisions made by 


Chairman, that I might reply, 
the Chairman on this bill, that 
inly no presumption of statutory authority in favor 
1 contained in this appropriation bill. 

IRMAN. The Chair is of the opinion that the gen- 


¢ the proposition should show affirmatively that 


rity of law. 
til of Iowa. The act creating this Commission pro- 
e litigation of these claims before the Commission. 
that having created the Department of Jus 


AN. Will the gentleman cite that act and send 


has it? 


Massachusetts. 


Lie 


ALIVAN of It is the aet of March 2, 


ri lowa. This act created this judicial tribunal. 


lispensable that the claims filed before the Com- 











| be defended. The law creates the Department 

iarged with the defense of claims against the 

and under the authority creating the Department 

“lL with the defense of claims and the law 

( inission to adjudicate these claims, I insist 
ty of law for the payment of indispensable aids 

I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 


Tow Certainly. 
; Hiow many years has this Commission been at 
M [L of Iowa. About five years. 
ME LACKY. IT would like to ask him if he does not think | 
Wise to transfer this entire business to the Court 
ma Sand quit this thing? 
a ‘ITH of Iowa. In this case the question was fully 
ee u. I have answered that quite fully. It would be a 


y, 2 my judgment, 





eo 


X I i—— 033 
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The CHAIRMAN. What is the specific point 
against this by the gentleman from New York 


of orde! iInade 


[ Mr. VERKINS 
Mr. PERKINS. I would say, Mr. Chairman. that the act 
creating the Commission in the first place creates the Con 


mission and authorizes their pay. Of course, no point of order 
could be raised to that until the Commission had been abolished. 
But that is no portion of the $92,000. It 
Commission to appoint certain clerks. 


then authorizes 


They are 


the 


hot proy ided 
for by this section. It says: 

The President shall appoint one assistant attorney-genera wl 
shall-hold his office * * ° It shall be the duty 
attorney-general and assistant attorneys to appear ! d 
counsel for the United States and defend the United Sta I 
ceedings before the commission. 

Now, the provision offered by the gentk 1 from Iowa pro 
vides generally for salaries and expenses in defense of ¢] 
including the salary of the assistant attorney-general, all to be 
selected, and their compensation fixed, by the Attorney-General, 
$92,000. 

I say, in the first place, there is no provision in the law th 


I find that authorizes the Attorney-General 
The only provision there is authorizes the 


fix these sala 


to 
President to 


one assistant attorney-general, who, with other officers, presi 
ably officers of the United States, not new offices to be @ 
but officers who shall attend to this business in connect 





the other business imposed upon them, sl 
suits. It needs no argument that where dut 
posed upon the Attorney-General’s Office, that does not 


fense of 


authorize the creation of a new ofticer to | iid f » | ( 
by the Attorney-General himself 

Doubtless the officers of the Attor1 l’s ( 
appointed under this statute. Th s l 
regular appropriation bills for the A ‘ 
That does not give any ithority to 1 } p 
$90,000 for salaries of th kin I a 
$92,000, they could appropriate $192.01 [f 
were given, they could cr nt l 
priation bills, not Dy the ereatio1 ot 1 
salaries, but by a gross appropriation for ee 
fense, any number of United States Is, : 
fixed, not by this body, but by the Atton feneral. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I would 1 to 
man from New York whetl | 
Paris treaty of | ( or this legis! ( & 
organie law and fut ‘ mple this 
tion, if the act creating the Comm a 

Mr. PERKINS. The treaty dees n 
to pay appropriatio 


Mr. 
the G 


WM. SMITH. It puts all the r 


and n 


vernment ssitates the I 

to give it effect. 

Mr. PERKINS. It ght impose a governmental 
bility, but it di not the right 
create United States « Ss and fix S 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH It { 
ment of such f required t 
and execute i ms s lay 
both in the tre ind in tl et «1 t ( 

Mr. PERKINS I say Id t 
that. 

Mr. MANN. Could treaty f t 


N. The ( 


The CHAIRMA is 
amendment offered by he ¢ 
sufficient exact s tl 
Wi 1 ; 
t | ‘ 
employees that | 
Mr. PERKIN r ! 
oL si Cs Lil l 
The CHAT] lhe | ) 
Mr. PERI \ i tl ord ] f 
! aeainst ap ria 
The CHAIRMAN 1 ring t | t 1 ‘ 
Sp hb rd i this OU bye 
Al] EXT ISeES Se } ’ \ 
| Commission and of it fficers and employees,” sl y 
would clearly contemplate officers provided for 1 1 
| ment of the gentleman from Iowa 1d necessary « 
From the language of the statute, the Chair is inclin 
opinion that the point of order is not well taken, and 


overrules it. 
Mr. SIMS. I offer this as a 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
substitute as an amendment to the para 


substitute to that 
from ‘Tennessee offers 


graph. 


sol4 


sad as follows: 
» pending amendment the words “‘ That the Spanish | 
Commission 


SMITH of Iowa. 


is hereby abolished.” 


‘against that substitute, that it changes existing law. 

» CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order, on 
‘ound that it is legislation and not germane. 

; It of Iowa. 


lines in the hearings in support of this amend- 


r, the claims filed before the Spanish Treaty 
rated S60,000,000, 


in number, of which 221 have been 


the two or three 


was 


221 


number. Possibly 
made. 
cases involve? 
S10.764,647.51 
the 321 cz 
lecisions already rendered so as to be 
an appeal is allowed? 
imply an estimate that I would 


disposed of, 
make would be 


the amount 
rendered and 


what would 
ed vy the 


he ao« 


you say as to 


already that 


decision 


illowed or not? 
it believe I quite catch that question. 


rendered ? 
$40,060,000, 


the 


ady 
ld estimate 


it appears from hearings 
niining three-fifths are covered by the principles 
the cases already decided; so that I was more 
vhen I stated that 
ffect, dis} 
in effect, disposed of. 
I have listened to charges made against these Commis- 
with that I have nothing to do and this appropria- 
to do; still I do think it only fair to these 
say that the evidence shows that they have 
idy to hear the cases whenever the Government 


s have been, 


rs, but 
nothine 
MULIIIS 


ners to 


attorneys for the complainants or claimants | 


Massachusetts. 

he think that they were always ready to 

to try their « 
vy should? 
Iowa. I 


ne counsel for 


"ases, 


ush the Government could 

nD the peculiar circumstances of this litigation. 
LLIVAN of Massachusetts. Do you not think 
ion should have ordered the Assistant 


IST\ as T 


i to move 
SMITH of Iowa. 


+1 ye + 
cently prosecuted, 


There have been no cases that have not 
except in The of 
ts were subject to dismissal under the precedents 
the court. An application was made to Congress 


this sense: cases 


of appeal, and the Commission has indulged these | 
after the end of this session of Congress, to see | 


until 
s gives them the right of appeal from the an- 
mel } the Commission. 

GAINES of Tennessee. 

SMITH of Iowa. Certainly. 

GAINES of Tennessee. The gentleman from Massa- 
ited that there are certain of these Commissioners 
law regularly at 
the record states that. 
SMITH of Iowa. The gentleman 
tter state 


that. 
law. 


GAINES of Tennessee. 


Congres 


nt de by 


3s has st 


ctice home 


from 


Not Senator Chandler, I dare 


e 


There are some of the Commissioners 


Towa. 


but they have always been here to try every | 


ady for trial. There has never been a delay of 
ius f the absence of any Commissioner, 
ence of the gentleman is without any point. 
vr. HINSITAW. May I ask the gentleman a question? 
r. SMITH of Iowa. Certainly. 
HINSHAW. What is your estimate of the entire expense 
Commission during the five years of its life? 
SMITH of Iowa. 
res; something like six or seven hundred thousand dollars. 
Mr. HINSHAW. What has been the amount of judgments 
ered by this Commission which the United States will be 
‘fed to pay? 


SMITH of Iowa. About $300,000. 
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Mr. Chairman, I make the point of | 


Mr. Chairman, I wish to call attention | : on" : 
| which the United States might otherwise have been com); 





ses undisposed of, how many are practi- | 


involved in | 
are | 
awaiting determination as to whether | 


involved in this 80 per cent covered by | 


, about two- | 
in nuinbet have been disposed of, and 80 per | 


I agree with the gentle- | 
to press their cases as | 
think the cases have been pressed | 
that | 


Attorney- | 


to dismiss many cases for lack of prosecution? | 


Will the gentleman yield to me? 


I want to know who they | 


Massachusetts | 
It is true that some of the Commissioners | 


so that 


Oh, I can not give you accurate fig- | 
| or routine work at home. 


JUNE {4 


’ 


Mr. HINSHAW. So that about $1,000,000 is the ; 
expense of the Commission and its .judgments, gs 
$60,000,000 of claims that were filed? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. That is correct. 

Mr. HINSHAW. Does the gentleman not consider ther 
fore, that from a business point of view the Commissio: 
been a remunerative one for the Government of the | 
States, by reason of the money that it has saved in 


gz te 


aly ist 


P- 


to pay? 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I think so, in every sense. 
Mr. SIMS. I should like to ask the gentleman a questioy 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Certainly. 
Mr. SIMS. I offered my substitute, not through any 


| that I have to find with the Commission, but it seems t) 
| parties for whom it has been created are not taking ad\ 


of it and that they are not pressing their claims, and I ¢ 
any use in continuing a Commission that they do not { 
vantage of. 

Mr. SMITH of lowa. The gentleman is in error about ¢i 
Every case that can be filed before this Commission } hee! 
filed and is being prosecuted now. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I move that all debate on the pending pyr 
graph be now closed. tied 

The motion was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offer 
by the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
word. 

The CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. GAINES of 


I move to strike out { 


Debate is exhausted. 
Tennessee. I ask unanimous 


cons 


nine-tenths of the cases had | place in the Recorp an extract from the committee hy 


ised of, because a great deal more than nine- | 


the question of absentee Commissioners, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee ; 
unanimous consent to print certain statements in the Rr 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 


Mr. SULLIVAN. Are members 
private practice of law? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Yes; 
their home residences. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Have 
the Commission? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should not use that word “ absenteeism.’ 
not consider it as applying. If you mean how much they 
here and how much at home, there is no record. All mé 
Commission must be held here, and the construction ne 
_— by us to the law as requiring our constant attendanc 
ngton. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. The law does not say so, and I did n 
ever construed it so—that they should give all of their ti: 
Mr. CHANDLER. No; we have not done that. I have 
law myself, although [ have given a great deal of gratuito 

private cr public questions to my friends. Mr. Fulle: 
have given continuous service, and have done no other 
except that Mr. Hannis Taylor, who is the special couns 
formerly our minister to Spain, possibly has a law ca 
while. I know he is engaged in the case of Louisiana 
sippi in the Supreme Court, and he went to London in 
boundary case. 

Mr. TayLor. He has no private law office? 

Mr. CHANDLER. No, sir; and he is not, 
pointee of the Government. He is special 
count of his ability, to assist Mr. Fuller. 

Mr. TayLor. He has no existing firm? 

Mr. CHANDLER. He has no existing firm. He goes to 
Attorney-General’s office every day, and practically giv 
time to the business. 

Mr. Suutiivan. His salary as special counsel to 
went on while he was at London on the Alaska boundars 

Mr. CHANDLER. Not salary; his monthly pay. He re 
month, and the State Department made him a further : 
think, two or three thousand dollars. : 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Does he lecture at the George Washin 
law school? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Indeed he does, and so does Mr. Maury 

Mr. Sutitivan. Mr. Chambers does not have any lectu 


of your Commission eng 
Mr. Diekema and Mr. Wood have 

Mr. Maury has law cases once in : 
you any record of absenteeism of 


strictly 
counsel, e! 


speak 


the 


} or private practice’? 


Mr. CHANDLER. No; Mr. Chambers’s home is in Sheffield 
in giving legal advice once in a while he has comparatiy 
practice. ‘ 

Mr. SuLutIvan. But Mr. Maury and yourself are the tv 
the Commission who devote practically all their time to | 
the Commission? : 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not devote all my time to it; I d 
things. g 

Mr. SuLLIvAN. Such as you have enumerated here? 

Mr. CHANDLER, Such as I have told you. : 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Can you tell me how much time out ot \ 
missioner Diekema and Commissioner Wood devote to pr! 

Mr. CHANDLER. I would not undertake to say. | W! 
best idea I can. When their law firms have a case [0 
help try the case, but so far as I judge they do very 11! 

Mr. SULLIVAN. They are rather active trial lawyers, are 

Mr. CHANDLER. They are the ablest trial lawyers 
States—among the ablest. 


The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending pareé! 








] ed. The question is on the amendment offered by the gen- 
4 n from Lowa. 
question being taken, on a division (demanded by Mr. 
‘ ind Mr. PERKINS) there were—ayes 105, noes 21, | 
dingly the amendment was agreed to. 
MANN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last | 
I do that to unanimous consent to print in the 


letter from Jane Addams in reference to the immigra- 


ask 


11 


h | 
CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unant- | 
isent to print in the Recorp the letter to which he re- 
there objection? 

e was no objection. 


etter is as follows 





| 
Hovusn, Chicago, June 11, 1906. | 
} 


t Pi G. CANNON, 


r of House of Representatives, Washington, D. C 








Mr. SPEAK Many of us in Chicago are much disturbed 
igration legislation at present before Congress, and we 
\ nd to you some of the reusous for our concern. 
n of the Senate and the imminence of similar action 
has taken by surprise many of those most interested in 
y important question. The present proposals seem to us 
. nwisely restrictive in some points and, on the other hand, 


ation, such, as 





le regulation of immi for instance, might 
' yer control steerag commended 
tion conference held in New York last December The 
i " ; not only the industry, racial compo 
America, but it immediately determines 
s inarticulate desiring to 


of race conditions, as re 


1 
ec 


persons 




























































n country and hundreds of others 
i ym ¢ rathe i re s rity of life d } 
a for their chi » people are 
ndred and dship to the entire 
l y lieve, nev e satisfied with the regulation 
tte whi has taken on such unexpected proportions 
I tiy } ( 1 cter durin the past decade, ntil it ; 
oO fol, impartial, and full inguiry, apart from 
f nd party motives. Because a similar 
ily a few hours’ debate. we venture to 
a substitute some such legislation as was 
I 3 resolution (H. J. Res. 161) establishing 
mn of inquiry into the subject of immigration, provid 
’ idening of the scope of the committee to includ 
t Legislature, but fitted by experience or knowledge 
vah as coworkers on such a commission. To state 
ections to some of the provisions embodied in H. R. 
Il. R. T7941 Che i ease 1d tax is rep rant to us 
ved tl | i i au rh i ing th 
! s of information p! “i to enable the grant 
ve DELLET ihe Viso Where t >» Ineou 
i tax in exce ‘ certain sum nid » diverter 
i d l ther i ‘ i it 
ct ? t } 1 t vrants in *& IT ) Pp t 
to themsely ad t tine yy distinctly | sen t I 
t loptes n V 
rd to ex n 1 spe d physical medical 
f to the present bill both f so of new pr 
t l aoes ot end tne “Ss 12 in certali 
feel tha a is lif W 1 genet 
egurs pers likely to be physically danger 
rden » is obviously justifiable, it should he 
opinion, by discretionary power to admit in 
who have 
! ) without 
i hich this 
( I ially inde 
Persons 
a simp 
ther ] their futur 
do with 
yn. I 
Iwi the 
ye:op}l l 
1 girls « 
i 4 ‘ a 
| ind 
d wi irred 
condition whi precluded he roing 
be taken away from her and sent 
i stel 
inds there is no power on ¢ irth that i ite this 
lt | the persons debarred on medical grounds the 
pector is final. If he fir if o “dl ft 
y r a previous attack of insanity with 
ppeal and no alte! ive to portation. Nel 
merece and Labor nor the President of the United 
person can interfere. 
adds to this list of . in which there is no 
uuSsly insane, the fecble-minded and imbeci the 
rsons certified to Ibe ) a low vitality or poor 
would incapacitate them for rt. My con 
t only does the law, as it now impe 
) somewhere the powe1 ex 
al but that in t 
5 5 I more da h 
, vories, clear that ich prov Ss 
x careful deliberation and cx with officials 
‘ istering the law who best } the kind of 
ws work unnecessary ha lip. 
‘ » exclusion of boys and girls under 16 coming without 
is liable to work very badly. Suppose a man ir 
c fe di abroad and who asks his sister to bring his 
{ have personally known many such cases. In re 
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gard to other points involved in this section, such as 

the law as to contract labor and assisted 

doubtedly also points which deserve further consideratio 
(3) Section 5.—In this section dealing with the import 

for immoral purp we note with s 

appear to be weakened by adding the « f 1s 

“ knowingly ” hold, and by striking out 

of imprisonment, leaving a maximum 

fi ay the ] that in a 


na 


ses Ir] t he 





rtunate, to 


is in the direction of r stringen t 
on this point 

(4) Section 12, requiring lists of p 
one we heartily desire to see carried { 

(5) Section The effect of ext ( ¢ 
portation is permissible from two y« » t ‘ 
representatives of publ id privy . 
sulted at length. It is an important t It t 
sider part of the immi nt fund 








creased tax) as an insurance fo f 
necessity, and to allow deportat it 
time to any } son W ‘ 
! itry unless the exp es of s { 
A VY i V é 
of ems s 
poll ¢ 
| is ) e \ 
{ ( nt 
l illite ( r loes 
it 
i | es t 
that re v 1 
ul test, whicl commission 
, ‘ ns i 
Ss) Section ) in regard to the requirs t of 
noney as a req ite for admissior 





a require 


i is a two-edged we 
likely to take : 

















the place of a more pat 
hood of self-support, which it vy ho me 
tend to give the impression t hose pt 
for a family or $25 for an idivid 
with which to ente the United 
‘ ) and oul e Jil the rner ] id, y 
petent to support 
instance, immigrants entering at 
seekers,” without address or 
money, find at present i nt ¢ yl 
piace of work, and ft! sce! on t 
raili 1 agents iking offers of « ) t h 
ighiy ral ) I ‘ ng 
i ids t On 1 
imn ints or to us In N \ n 
rhis ings pat d nt reg t 
pe to t ct eo £ ; : 
ility of legislation fr I 
they -n le I I \ 
l h id I m { 
to cl stats a 
eht. under ‘ ymat 
in Tex ‘ 1 New VY 
to Colorado; while he 
ni rel é ] 
This is ehs zes { t 
} » divert th® current fi y é 
(9) I l v 3 
rmodat 
. 
ts 
ted Si ‘ 
zrant 
y 
i ii ‘ 
ive t 
n would 
migh ‘ 
i 1 
on a iV I 
} <1 
he ~ ‘ 1 if 
i 
| 
} s follows 
| 
: , — ae 
i 
cts rd v ‘ re 
y { ied in ia priatior i 
jue pl ation et 
25, 190 itinue aval ie Gurl { seal y 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri Mr. Cl n. I 


ord in order 


the la 


St 
ota, chairman of the com 
5. 4 Liemnan 
that the committee would ‘ g 
Mr. TAWNEY. No; I said I would 1 
| mittee rise, and I am 
| Mr. CLARK of Missour 
| now ? 
| Mr. TAWNEY. I 
| ing and then we will 
to call up the conference 
Mr. BARTLETT. I 


make an agreement with 


rise 


ih at \ 


W hy loes 1 l 


roing to 


to have read 


rise, because, as I 


want 


report on the stat 


move to s 





S516 


do now 
Obio 


TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I moye that the committee 
rise. First, however, I will yield to the gentleman from 
[ Mr. BURTON]. 
CHAIRMAN. 


Mr. 


The But the Chair has recognized the gentle- 


man from Georgia. 


mn 


Mr. BARTLETT. I hope, Mr. 
mt will be considered as pending. 
fhe CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s amendment will be con- | 


Chairman, that my amend- | 


sidered as pending. 


Selt 


canal is reached I 


Mr. BURTON of Ohio. 
that when the 


may 


Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- | 
subdivision pertaining to the isthmian | 
have leave to address the House for | 


one hour on the subject of the type of canal to be adopted. 


cc 


is 


} 


ti 


The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous | 

that when the item in reference to the isthmian canal | 

reached he may have one hour. Is there objection? 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I do not object to that, but I 

nk if some other gentleman wants to advocate another type 
nal, he ought to be given an hour in opposition. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection? [After a pause.] 


hit 


nsent 


The 
irs none, 
BARTLETT. 


that 


Mr. Chairman, did I understand the Chair 
an amendment to the section read would be in 
rrow ? 
ILAIRMAN. The Chair thinks so. 
ion of Mr. Tawney, that the committee rise, was then 


committee 
Mr. Watson, Chairman of the Committee of 
on the state of the Union, reported that that 
1 under consideration the sundry civil appro- 
on bill and had come to no resolution thereon. 


Tose 5 


e had h 


STATEHOOD BILL. 


[AMILTON. Mr. Speaker, I call’up the conference re- 
1 the bill (H. R. 12707) known as the “ statehood bill.’’ 
SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan calls up the 
hich the Clerk will report the title. 
rk read as follows: 
‘T07) to enable the people of Oklahoma and Indian 
onstitution and government and be admitted 
‘qual footing » original States: and to en 
~w Mexico and Arizona to form a titution and 
e admitted into the Union on an equal footing 


staie 


con 


Ir. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
report and the statement. : 
there objection? [After a pause.] The 


¢ 


and statement are as foll#ws: 


CONFERENCE REPORT. 


of the 
(Hi. R. 


conference on the disagreeing votes 
ndments of the Senate to the bill 
le of Oklahoma and of the Indian 

n and State government and 
1 an equal footing with the original 
the people of New Mexico and of Arizona to 
and State government and be admitted into 
footing with the original States, having 
» conference have agreed to recommend 

i tive Houses as follows: 


numbered 


ituti be 


i respe 


from its amendments oT 
e recede from its disagres the amend- 


red J 


RQ 4 “~, Oo » » » 25, 26. 
| » 


finend- 


12, 


the 
8, 9, 10, 11, 


0 the 


amended sect 


with 


10N insert til 


same 


rsons over the age of twenty-one years 
"nited are 

tribe id Indian Territory and Okla 

‘esided within the limits of said proposed 

mths next preceding the election, are 

for and choose delegates to form a 

said proposed State, and all per- 

del 


States, or who members of 


in $: 


if gates shall be eligible to serve 
the delegates to form such convention shall be 
in fifty-five of whom shall be 
J the Territory of Oklahoma and fifty-five 
ople of Indian Territory, and one shall be elected by the | 
ors residing in the Osage Indian Reservation in the Terri- | 


and eleven number, 
: 


the Pp ple of 
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UNE 14, 
tory of Oklahoma; and the governor, the chief justice, anq 
secretary of the Territory of Oklahoma shall apportion the ‘Toy. 
ritory of Oklahoma into fifty-five districts, as nearly equal in 
population as may be, which apportionment shall not include the 
Osage Indian Reservation, but said Osage Indian Reser, tion 
shall constitute one election district, and the governor, the chief 
justice, and the secretary of the Territory of Oklahoma shall 
appoint an election commissioner who shall establish voting , 
cincts in said Osage Indian Reservation, and shall appoint ‘the 
judges for election in said Osage Reservation; and the Comjs. 
sioner to the Five Civilized Tribes, and two judges of the j hited 
States courts for the Indian Territory, to be designated by tho 
President, shall constitute a board, which shall apportion the 
said Indian Territory into fifty-five districts, as nearly equal jn 
population as may be, and one delegate shall be elected from 
each of said districts; and the governor of said Oklahoma Terri. 
tory, together with the judge senior in service of the 1) ited 
States courts in Indian Territory, shall, by proclamation 
which such apportionment shall be fully specified and 
nounced, order an election of the delegates aforesaid in said pro. 
posed State at a time designated by them within six months 
after the approval of this act, which proclamation shall be js. 
sued at least sixty days prior to the time of holding saiq 
election of delegates. The election for delegates in-the Terri. 
tory of Oklahoma and in said Indian Territory shall ly 
ducted, the returns made, the result ascertained, and 
certificates of all persons elected to such convention issu 
the same manner as is prescribed by the laws of the Ter 
of Oklahoma regulating elections for Delegates to Congress, 
That the election laws of the Territory of Oklahoma now jn 
force, as far as applicable and not in conflict with this aet 
including the penal laws of said Territory of Oklahoma relat- 
ing to elections and illegal voting, are hereby extended to and 
put in force in said Indian Territory until the legislature of said 
prope State shall otherwise provide, and until all persons 
offending against said laws in the election aforesaid shall have 
been dealt with in the manner therein provided. And the 
United States courts of said Indian Territory shall have the 
same power to enforce the laws of the Territory of Ok! 
hereby extended to and put in force in said Territory, as haye 
the courts of the Territory of Oklahoma: Provided, hoirer 
That said board to apportion districts in Indian Territory shall, 
for the purp id election, appoint an election commis- 
sioner for each district who shall distribute all ballots and ele 
tion supplies to the several precincts in his district, rr 

‘tion returns from the judges in precincts, and deli 
same to the canvassing board therein named, 
define the necessary election precincts, and appoint thie 
lection for each precinct, not more than two of wh 
the same political party, which judges may app 
i cl that said judges of electi 
vise the election in their respective | 
due return of the vote cast, to th 
district, who shall deliver said 
its to said board, which shall con 
nvassing board of said election, 
's of election to all persons elector 
various districts of the Indian 
s of election shall be prima facie 
» the election of delegates: Provided further, That 
dian Territory and Osage Indian Reservation nominati 
delegate to said constitutional convention may be made 
vention by the Republican, Democratic, and People’s 1 
by petition in the manner provided by the laws of the 4 
of and certificates and petitions of nomi 
said an Territory shall be filed with the districting 


S+ mi ut ’ 
Vas ug poaru, VhiO 


shall perform the duties of eleci 
mis 


the 


in 
an- 


COon- 
the 
d in 
itoryv 


sed 


Homa, 


) 


se of si 


establi 


of el 
be of 
ssary 
ted, shall super 
and n 


issioner 


I or CTKS ; 
pol 
1 


and canvass make 


for said 


1 
i 


COiu hit 
poll | and bal 
ultimate and finel ca 
shall issue certificate 
convention from the 


their certificate 


1- 
IAS, 


Oklahoma: 


laws, and shall prepare, p 
s, poll books, and election supplies 1 
tid election under said laws. The « 
said State shall temporarily be at the city of Guthr 
nt Territory of OkInhoma, and shall not be chan 
i to anno Domini nineteen hundred a: 
ll, after said year, be located by 


} 
said 


r ¢ . 
* Ol Si 


‘ 
the 
ction to be provided for by the iegi 

, however, That the legislature of said State, 
ll be necessary for the convenient transaction of 


‘at an ek 
the 
usiness of said State at said capital, shall not appropriat 
public moneys of the State for the erection of buildings for ‘ 
tol purposes during such period.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 17: That the House recede fr 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Str out 
“or in which the United States maintained laws prohibiting the 


ym its 
li, 


i 
liv 
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in intoxicating liquors.” And the Senate agree to the 
ndment numbered 27: That the House recede from its 
ecinent to the amendment of the Senate numbered 27, and 
to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
‘said amendment and insert : 
here any part of the lands granted by this act to the State | 
homa are valuable for minerals, which term shall also | 
; gas and oil, such lands shall not be sold by the said 
ce rior to January first, nineteen hundred and fifteen ; but 
me may be leased for periods not exceeding five years by 
ate officers duly authorized for that purpose, such leasing | 
nade by public competition after not less than thirty days’ 
ement in the manner to be prescribed by law, and all 
such leasing shall be done under sealed bids and awarded to the 
responsible bidder. The leasing sha!) require and the 


} 


ement shall specify in each case a fixed royalty to be 
iy the successful bidder, in addition to any bonus offered 
for the lease, and all proceeds from leases shall be covered into 
the fund to which they shall properly belong, and ho transfer or 
. nent of any lease shall be valid or confer any right in the 


» without the consent of the 
¢: Provided, however, That 
1 of such lands shall be reiml 
| damage done to said agricultural lessees’ interest therein 
son of such mining operations. The legislature of the 
may prescribe additional legislation soverning such leases 
conflict herewith.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 


proper State authorities in 
agricultural lessees in pos- 
sursed by the mining lessees 


OUSE. SOl7 


( 


rejection of the constitution submitted to the people 
Territories hereunder, and on the election of all offic 
election is taking place at the same 


said 
whose 


ot 


ials 





time, under such rules or 
regulations as said convention may prescribe. not in confliet 
with this act: Provided, That said registration lists shall an- 
Swer for both or all such elections, 

“ Sec. 25. That the delegates to the convention thus elected 
Shall meet in the hall of the house of representatives of the 
Territory of New Mexico, in the city of Santa Fe therein, « n the 
Second Monday after their election, but they shall t receive 
compensation for more than thirty days of seryi ind I 
organization shal] declare on behalf of the people of said 1 
posed State that they adopt the Con tution of the United 
States, whereupon the said convention shall be, and is ] by 
| tuthorized to form a constitution and State gover! t for 
| said proposed State. Thy constitution shall be repub] in in 
form, and make no distinction in civil or political rights on ae- 
count of race or color. except as to Indians not tax d, and shall 
hot be repugnant to the ( ustitution of the U; ited States and 
the principles of the Declaration of Independence. And said 
convention shall provide. by ordinance irr vocable without the 
consent of the United States and the people of said St: te 

‘First. That perfect toleration of religious Sentiment shall 
be secured, and that no inhabitant of said State shall « ver be 
molested in person or property on account of his or her m 
of religious worship; and that polygamous or plural marriages 
and the sale, barter, or giving of intoxicating liquors to Indians 


are forever prohibited. 





“ Second. That the people inhabiting said proposed State do 
ndment numbered 40: That the House recede from its | Agree and declare that they forever disclaim al] ght and ‘ 
dis eement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 40, and | to the unappropriated and ungranted public lands lying ! 
pos to same with an amendment as follows: In liey of the | the boundaries thereof and to all lands lying within said ] 5 
ih er stricken out by said amendment insert the following: | owned or held by any Indian or Indian tribes, except as here 
Sec. 25. That the inhabitants of all that part of the area of | inafter provided, and that until the title thereto shal! have 
the United States now constituting the Territories of Arizona | been extinguished by the United States the same shall vd 
und New Mexico, as at present described, may become the! remain subject to the disposition of the United States, and such 
State of Arizona, as hereinafter provided. Indian lands shall remain under the absolute jurisdicti m and 
Sec. 24. That all qualified electors of said Territories, re- | control of the Congress of the United States: that the lands 
vely, as described in this act, are hereby authorized to | and other property belonging to citizens of the United Ss} S 
ve for. and choose delegates to form a convention for said residing without the Said State shall neve r be taxed at a hig r 
rerritories; such delegates shall Possess the qualifications of rate than the lands and other property belongi; ¢ to residents 
wh electors. The aforesaid convention shall consist of one thereof; that no taxes shall be imposed by the State on la 1ds 
lred and ten delegates, sixty-six of which delegates shall be | or property therein belonging to or Which may hereafter be 
elected to said convention by the people of the Territory of | purchased by the United States or reserved for its y but 
Ne Mexico and forty-four by the people of the Territory of | nothing herein. or in the ordinance herein provided for, shall 
Arizo1 and the governors, chief justices, and Secretaries of 


h of said Territories, respectively, 
to be thus elected from their respective Territories, as 
nearly as may be, equitably among the several counties thereof 
cordance with the population as shown by the Iederal | 
us Of nineteen hundred: and Such governors, respectively, | 
. Within twenty days after the approval of this act by the | 
Vresident of the United States, by proclamation, in which sueh | 
apportionment shall be fully specified and announced, order an 
lection of the delegates aforesaid in their respective Terri- | 
es, to be held on the fifth Tuesday after the approval of | 
this act as aforesaid: and the proper officials, as now provided 
by law in each of said Territories, respectively, shall imme- | 
lv upon the approval of this act make, or cause to be | 
Ss the case may be, in time for the election, a supple- | 
tal or general registration, as may be hecessary, of the 
e citizens of the United States over the age of twenty-one 
s who shall have resided in said Territories, respectively, 
lor SIX months, in the county for ninety days, and in the pre- 
ward, or election district where they are to vote thirty 
ys next preceding the date fixed for said election, whose 
es shall be placed upon or added to the great registers, or 
<istration lists, as the case may be, exhibiting the names of 
the qualified voters of said Territories, respectively. And the 
versous So qualified shall be entitled to be so registered and to 
for delegates to the constitutional convention. Such elec- 
lor delegates shall be conducted, the returns made, and 
© certificates of persons elected to such convention issued, as 
is may be, in the same manner as is prescribed by the | 
said Territories, respectively, regulating elections | 
rein of members of the legislature, save that not more than 
judges of each of the election boards holding elections 
this act shall be of the same political party: Provided. 
lhat the secretary, or other proper officer, of the Territory of 
Arizona, into Whose. hands the result of said election in tl 
Ter ry of Arizona finally 


shall apportion the dele- 


Ws of 


1e 
comes, shall immediately transmit 


a rtify the same to the secretary of the Territory of New | 
Mexico, at Santa Fe. Persons possessing the qualifications en- 

Utling them to yote for delegates to the constitutional conyen- 
Hon under this act shall be entitled to vote on the ratification or | 


preclude the said State from 
property are taxed, 


taxing, as other lands and other 





any lands and other property owned 

by any Indian who has Severed his tribal relations ay d has ob- 
tained from the United States or from any person a title 
| thereto by patent or other grant, save and ¢ xcept such | Is as 
have been or may be granted to any Indian or Indians y r 
any act of Congress containing a provision exempting the lands 
thus granted from taxation, but said ord hance shall provide 
| that all such lands shall be exempt from taxation by said State 
so long and to such extent as such act of Congress may pre- 
scribe, 

“Third. That the debts and liabilities of said Territ ry 
Arizona and of said Territory of New Mexico shall be assumed 
and paid by said State, and that Said St: hall be subrogated 
to all the rights of indemnity and reimbursem. nt which eit] 
of said Territories now has. 

“ Fourth. That provision shall he made for th ! it 
and maintenance of a system of public schools, which ll be 
open to all the children of State nd free f; L se ian 
control; and that said schools Shall always be hi l in 

| English: Provide d, That nothing in this act gs] ull pre e the 
teaching of other languages ip said public schools 

| “Fifth. That said State shall never enzet any law restricting 
or abridging the right of suffrage on account of rac . r 
previous condition of sery itude, and that ability to-read. wi 
and speak the English language sufficiently well to conduct the 


duties of the office without the aid of an interpreter shall be a 
hecessary qualification for all State offic rs. 


“Sixth. That the capital of said State shall temporay ly be 


at the city of Santa Fe, in the present Territory of New Mexico, 
and shall not be changed therefrom previous to anno Domini 
nineteen hundred and fifteen. but the permanent location of 
said capital may, after said year, be fixed by the 

said State, voting at an election to be provided for by tl legis 
lature. 

“ Sec. 26. That in case a constitution and State ¢ 

shall be formed in compliance with the provisions o S act, 
the convention forming the Same shall provide by ordina: for 
submitting said constitution to the people of said pr d State 
for its ratification or rejection, at an election to be held on the 
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sixth day of November, nineteen hundred and six, at which elec- 
tion the qualified voters of said proposed State shall vote di- 
rectly for or against the proposed constitution and for or against | 
thereof ee submitted. The returns 
ection shall be made I 
sect ry of the Territory of New Mexico at Santa Fe; who, with 
the governors and chief justices of said Territories, or any four 
of them, shall meet at said city of Santa Fe on the third Monday 
ftei i nand shall canvass the same; and if a majority 
east on that question in each of said Terri- 
the constitution the said canvassing board 
result to the President of the 
statement of the votes cast thereon, and upon 
; or propositions, and a copy of said constitution, 
and ordinances, 
of said prop sed State are republican in form, 
ns in this act have been complied with in the 
it shall be the duty of the President of 
within twenty days from the receipt of the cer- 
the result of said election and the statement of the 
thereon and a of said constitution, articles, 
and ordinances from said board, to issue his 
‘ing the result of said election, and there- 
State shall be deemed admitted by Congress 
r and by virtue of this act, under the name 
qual footing with the original States, from 
yf said proclamation. 
said constitution, articles, propositions, and 
‘tion returns, and a copy of the state- 
s cast at 1 election shall be forwarded and 
the the Territory of New Mexico 
to the authorities. 

SEc. That until the next general census, or until other- 
wise provided by law, said State shall be entitled to two Repre- 
sentatives in the House of Representatives of the United States, 

h Representatives, together with the governor and other 

‘rs provided for in said constitution, and also all other 

ind county officers, shall be elected on the same day of 

tion for the adoption of the constitution; and until said 
are elected and qualified under the provisions of 
constitution, and the State is admitted into the Union, the 
‘itorial officers of said Territories, respectively, including 
shall continue to discharge the duties of 
offices in said Territories until their successors 
are duly elected and qualified. 

a) 28. That upon the 
Union hereby granted unto it, 
thereof ofore granted, four sections of public land in 

ch township in the proposed State for the support of 
free public nonsectarian common schools, to wit: 
numbered thirteen, sixteen, thirty-three, and thirty-six, 
where such sections or any parts thereof have been 
or otherwise disposed of by or under the authority of 
of Congress other lands equivalent thereto, in le- 
subdivisions of not less than one quarter section and as 
uous may be to the section in lieu of which the same 
en; such indemnity lands to be selected within said re- 
ive portions of said State in the manner provided in this 

Provided, That the thirteenth, sixteenth, thirty-third, 
lirty-sixth sections embraced in 

mal purposes shall not at any time be subject to the grants 

to the indemnity provisions of this act, 
qui ivalent thereto 
thereof; nor shall any lands embraced in Indian, military, 
‘ other reservations of any character be subject to the grants 


any provisions 


said el 


elect 


propositions, 
rovernhnment 
and if the provisi 
formation there f, 
United States, 


ite of 


3 1 
and 


CAST copy 
ions, 


1] 
I 


noun 


1 


rdinances, and 
nt of the vot 
over by 


sai 


turned secretary of 
State 


oT 
mt. 


orcers 


Jegates to Congress, 
ir respective 
of said State into the 
including the sections 


admission 
is 


there 
heret 


and 
sold 


any act 
ea] 


eontig as 


his act 
mnity provisions of this act: Provided, That nothing in this 
mtained shall rep: al or affect any act of Congress relating 

Casa ‘ande Ruin now defined or as may be here- 

lefined or extended, the power of the United States 

it, or any other lands embraced in the State hereafter set 

vy Congress as a national park, game preserve, 

vation of objects of archeological or ethnological interest ; 

and thing contained in this 
United States in any land hereafter set 
as national park, game preserve, or 
the said C Grande Ruin as it now 
after defined or extended by law, but 
in all whatsoever, shall be exercised hy 
States, which shall have exclusive control and jurisdic- 


as 


or 


and owne rshiy » of the 
aside by Con 
reservation, ¢ 
Ih: he 
legislation, 
United 
tion over the same; 
pe construed to prevent the 
Ruin, or national parks, g 
ifter established by law, of civil and criminal processes 
lawfully issued by the authority of said State; and said lands 


2Tess 


asa is or 


y i? 
Mt hil 


cases 


service 


here: 
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of | 
ry the election of fficers direct to the | 


| located in legal subdivisions, as provided in this act, are hyo 
United States, | 
And if the constitution | 


| zona, 


the | 


| to be safely invested and held by said State, 
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shall not be subject at any time to the school grants of th; 
that may be embraced within the metes and bounds of tho 
tional park, game preserve, and other reservation, or the 
Casa Grande Ruin, as now defined or may be hereafter def 
but other lands equivalent thereto may be selected for 
school purposes hereinbefore provided in lieu thereof, 

“Sec. 29. That three hundred sections of the unappropy 
nonmineral public lands within said State, to be selected 


act 
na- 
said 
ned: 
uch 


ted 
int 
granted to said State for the purpose of erecting legis! aa 
executive, and judicial public buildings in the same, anda | r th, 
payment es the bonds heretofore or hereafter issued theres for, . 

“ Sec. That the lands granted to the Territory of Arizoy. 
by the - ea February eighteenth, eighteen hundred and ejch+.. 
one, entitled ‘An act to grant lands to Dakota, Montana, Ari. 
Idaho, and Wyoming for university purposes,’ are | rebr 
vested in the proposed State to the extent of the full quantit; 
of seventy-five sections, and any portion of said lands that yy») 
not have been selected by said Territory of Arizona yay 4, 
selected by the said State. In addition to the foregoing 
in addition to all lands heretofore granted for such pur 
there shall be, and hereby is, take 
effect when the same is admitted to the Union, three hundred 
sections of land, to be selected from the public domain wit}; 
said State in the same manner as provided in this act, and the 
proceeds of all such lands shall constitute a permanent funq. 
and the incom 
thereof be used exclusively for university purposes. 
schools, colleges, and universities provided for in this act shaq)! 
forever remain under the exclusive control of the said Stat, 
and no part of the proceeds arising from the sale or disposa] 
of any lands herein granted for educational purposes shat be 
used for the support of any sectarian or denominational sclool. 
college, or university. 

“Src. 31. That nothing in this act shall be so construed, 
cept where the same is so specifically stated, as to repeal any 
grant of land heretofore made by any act of Congress to cither 
of said Territories, but such grants are hereby ratified and con- 
firmed in and to said State, and all of the land that may not, 
at the time of the admission of said State into the Union. have 
been selected and segregated from the public domain, may be 
selected and segregated in the manner provided in this act. 
“Sec. 32. That five per centum of the proceeds of the sales 


of public lands lying within said State which shall be sold by 


ighty- 


and 
pose, 


granted to said State, to ; 


SO 


| the United States subsequent to the admission of said State into 


| propriation shall not be paid. 


and | 
permanent reservations for | 


but other lands | 
inay be selected for such school purposes in | 


but such reservation lands shall be subject to the | 


| but shall be reserved for school purposes 


after deducting all the expenses incident to the same, 
said State to be used as a permanent 


the Union, 
shall be paid to the 


| the interest of which only shall be ex:ended for the support of 
| the 
Sections 


common schools within said State. And there is hereby 
appropriated, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, the sum of five million dollars for the use and 
benefit of the common schools of said State. Said appropria- 
tion shall be paid by the Treasurer of the United St: ites at 
such time and to such person or persons as may be authorized 
by said State to receive the same under laws to be enacted by 
said State, and until said State shall enact such laws said ap- 
Said appropriation of five million 
dollars shall be held inviolable and invested by said State, in 
trust, for the use and benefit of said schools. 

“ Sec. 33. That all lands herein granted for educational purposes 
may be appraised and disposed of only at public sale, the pro- 
ceeds to constitute a permanent school fund, the income from 
which only shall be expended in the support of said schools. 
But said lands may, under such regulations as the legislature 
shall prescribe, be leased for periods of not more than ten } 
and such common school land shall not be subject t 
emption, homestead entry, or any other entry under 
laws of the United States, whether surveyed or unsur) 
Ss only. 

. That in lieu of the grant of land for purposes 0! 


ears, 
pre- 
land 
eved, 


“ Sec. 3 inter- 


| nal improvement made to new States by the eighth sectio! 


or for the | 
act shall interfere with the rights | 
other | 


exclusive | 
the | 


act of September fourth, eighteen hundred and forty-one 
section is hereby repealed as to the proposed State, and 
of any claim or demand by the said State under the act o 
tember twenty-eighth, eighteen hundred and fifty, and 
twenty-four hundred and seventy-nine of the Revised St 
making a grant of swamp and overflowed lands to 
States, which grant it is hereby declared is not extended | 
said State, and in lieu of any grant of saline lands 


| State, save as heretofore made, the following grants 


but nothing in this proviso contained shall 
within said Casa Grande | 
rame preserves, and other reservations | 


oe 


from public lands of the United States within said 5i 
hereby made, to wit: 

“For the establishment and maintenance and support 
sane asylums in the said State, two hundred thousand 
for penitentiaries, two hundred thousand acres; for s¢ hoo 
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deaf, dumb, and the blind, two hundred thousand acres; 
niners’ hospitals, for disabled miners, one hundred thousand 
-- for normal schools, two hundred thousand acres; for 
. charitable, penal, and reformatory 
thousand acres ; for agricultural and mechanic 
. hundred thousand acres ; Provided, That the two national 
ypriations heretofore annually paid to the two agricultural 
mechanical colleges of said Territories, 
| the further order of Congress, continue 


al colleges, 


for the use of said respective institutions ; for schools of 
. two hundred thousand acres ; for military institutes, two 


| ired thousand acres. 
35. That all lands 


} 
} 


institutions, two hun- | 
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| or to the circuit court of appeals as they shall have had by law 
prior to the admission of said State into the Union. 

“Sec. 39. That in respect to all cases, proceedings, and mat 
ters now pending in the supreme or district courts of the aid 
Territories at the time of the admission into the Union the 
said State, the courts established by such State shall, respec- 


respectively, shall, | 
to be paid to said | 


cranted in quantity or as indemnity | 


} is act shall be selected, under the direction of the Secre- | 
of the Interior, from the unappropriated public lands of 
‘ tnited States within the limits of the said State, by a 
; nission composed of the governor, surveyor-sen ral, and at- 
{ y-general of said State; and no fees shall be charged for 
j « the title to the same or for the preliminary proceedings 
ec. 36. That all mineral Jands shall be exempted from the 
‘ = made by this act; but if any portion thereof shall be | 
1 1 by the Department of the Interior to be mineral lands, said 
C by the commission provided in section thirty-five hereof, 
, the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, is hereby 
ized and empowered to select, in legal subdivisions, an 
‘ | quantity of other unappropriated lands in said State in 
] hereof. 
237, That the said State, when admitted as aforesaid, | 
stitute two judicial districts, to be named, respectively, | 
ern and western districts of Arizona, the boundaries of 
‘ districts to be the same as the boundaries of said Terri 
{ : respectively, and the circuit and district court of said | 
a ets shall be held, respectively, at Albuquerque and Phoe 
1 the time being, and the said districts shall, for judicial 
p .s, until otherwise provided, be attached to the ninth 
ju 11 cireuit. There shall be appointed for each of said dis- 
{ . one district judge, one United States attorney, and one 
1 i Siates marshal. The judge of each of said districts 
§ eive a yearly salary the same as other similar judges 
United States, payable as provided for by law, and shall 
reside in the district to which he is appointed. There shall be 
p ted clerks of said courts, who shall keep their offices at } 
s \lbugquerque and Phoenix, in said State. The regular 
ti f said courts shall be held in said districts, at the places 
‘ id. on the first Monday in April and the first Monday in 
N her of each year, and one erand jury shal! be summoned 
in each year in each of said circuit and district courts. The 
cil and district courts for said districts. and the judges 
thereof, respectively, shall possess the same powers and juris- | 
‘ n and perform the same duties required to be performed | 
] . other circuit and district eourts and judges of the United 
States, and shall be governed by the same lnws and regulations. 


rhe marshal, district attorney, and clerks of the circuit and | 
d + courts of said districts, and all other officers and persons 


ming duties in the administration of jus 
rally possess the powers 


tice therein, shall 
and perform the duties lawfully 


p sed and required to be performed by similar officers in 
0 districts of the United States, and shall, for the services 
t] may perform, receive the fees and compensation now al- 
lowed by law to officers performing similar services for the 


i States in the 
tively. 

28 That all cases of appe 
‘ted and now pending in the Supreme Court of the United 
upon any record from the supreme court of either of 

rerritories, or that may hereafter lawfully 
iny record from said courts, 
by said Supreme Court of the United States. 
e execution or of further proceedil 
ne Court of the 
respectively, 

or to the supreme 


Territories of Arizona and New Mexico, 


state 


And the mandate 
igs shall be dire ‘ted by the 
United States to the circuit or district 
hereby established within the said State 
eourt of such State, as the nature of the 


( may require. And the circuit, district, and State courts 
] 1 named shall, respectively, be the successors of the 


ne courts ef the said Territories as to all such cases aris 
within the limits embraced within the jurisdiction of 
courts, respectively, with full power to procet 
and award mesne or final process therein ; 
iigments and decrees of the supre 
tories mentioned in this act, in any 
of the proposed State prior to 
iudgment shall have the same 
writs of error to the Supreme 


and that from 
“me courts of the said 
ease arising within the 
admission, the parties to 
right to prosecute appeals 
Court of the United States 


al or writ of error heretofore | 


be prosecuted | 
may be heard and determined | 


~d with the | 


the 








circuit or district courts by this act est blisl 1 might 

have had jurisdiction under the laws of the 1 g es had 
such courts existed at the time of the commencement of such 
ceases, the said circuit and district courts, r shall 
he the successors of said supreme and distric S l 
Territories, respective ly; and in resj to ; 
proceedings, and matters pending in the suprel - district 
courts of the said Tt rritories the time of th 1 Oo 
such Territories into the Union, arising with » | of 
said State, the courts est iblished by s s hall 
tively, be the successors 0} dad supr 
torial courts; and ill the files, re | ‘ ‘ 
ceedings relating to any such Ca f i to 
such cireuit, district, and State cour ‘ el nd tl 
same shall be proceeded W th therein in due course § f jay 
but no writ, action, indictment, cause, oF eedil 
pending, or that prior to the admissi of 71 st ‘ 
pending, in any Territorial court in s: id Terr s sl 
by the admission of such State ito the | 
shall be transferred and proceeded with in the preper | 
States circuit, district, or State court s the 
Provided, however, That in all civil actions, causes, L pre 
ceedings in which the United + rt C1 
shall not be made to the cirenit and district court | ted 
States except upon cause shown by ) 0 
the parties to such action or procet ¢ filed el 
court: and in the absence of such request suc! s | be 
proceeded with in the proper State courts 

“Spe, 40. That the c nstitutional convention shall by ordi- 
nance provide for the election of officers Tor a full Stat n- 
ment, including members of the legislature and two Re senta 
tives in Congress, at the time for the ¢ tion for the 1 
tion or rejection of the constitution, one f which Representa 
tives shall be chosen from a Congressional district ni 1 
of the present Territory of Arizona, to be known as he First 
Congressional district, ind the other from a Cong al 
district comprised of the remainder of said State, to be known 
as the Second Congressional distri but tl id State gov 
ernment shall remain in abeyance until the State shall be ad- 
mitted into the Union as proposed by this In se the 
constitution of said State shall be ratified by a m Ti t 
legal voters in each of said Territories \% ing 
held therefor as hereinbefore provided, but not ot} th 
legislature thereof may assemble at Santa be g | 
elect two Senators of the United States in tl 1 
prescribed by the laws of the United States; and tl 
and secretary of state ef the proposed State shall 
election of the Senators and Representatives 1 
required by law, and when such State 1s l 
Union, as provided in this act, the Senators anc Repres 
shall be entitled to be admitted to seats in Congress a 
rights and privileges of Senators and Representativ 
States in the Congress of the United States, and the ¢ r 
the State government formed in pursuance of said « iti 
as provided by the constitutional onvention, shall p dd 
exercise all the functions of State officers: and all laws ors l 
Territories in force at the time of their ad . » the 
Union shall be in force in the respective portions of § State 
until changed by the legislature of said Stat x s modi 
fied or changed by this act or py the con u f the Stat 
ang the laws of the United States shall have the s force 
and effect within the said States as elsewhere within the Unite a 
States 

“Seco, 41. That the sum of one hundred and fifty th d dol- 
lars, or SO ruuch thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appro 
priated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ’ 
priated, for defraying all and every kind and cl ter of 
expense incident to the elections and conventions p! led for 
in this act; that is, the payment of the expenses of registrat 
and holding the election for members of the constitutional 
vention and the election for the ratification of the « nstit 
at the same rates that are paid for similar services 
Territorial laws, respectively, and for the payment of tl 
age for and salaries of members of the constitut | 
at the same rates that are paid the said Territorial 
under national law, and for the payment of all pr 
sary expenses, officers, clerks, and messengers l 
printing and other expenses incident thereto: Provide That 
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expense incurred in excess of said sum of one hundred and 
fifty thousand dollars shall be paid by said State. ‘The said 
ey shall be expended under the direction of the Secretary 
Int r, and shall be forwarded, to be locally expended 
resent Territory of Arizona and in the present Territory 
i through the respective secretaries of said Terri- 
y be necessary and proper, in the discretion of the 
of the Interior, in order to carry out the full intent 
Anne OL 1 
the title ad: “An act to enable the people 
avhoma and of the Indian Territory to form a constitu- 
nd State government and be admitted into the Union on 
footing with the original States; and to enable the 
New Mexico and of Arizona to form a constitution 
government and be admitted into the Union on an 
vith the original States.” 
Bh. L. HAMILTON, 
A. L. BrRIckK, 
to the above recommendations except as to 
iment numbered 40; on this amendment I dis- 


auly 


rio 


His 


act. 


id oO as to re 


Ing 


ree 


JOHN A. Moon, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
Wa. P. DILLINGHAM, 
ALBERT J. BEVERIDGE, 
to above and foregoing recommendations 
pt as to amendment numbered 40; and as to said 
amendment I disagree. 


I agree the 


T. M. PATTERSON, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


MENT OF THE MANAGERS ON THE PART OF THE HOUSE. 


inagers on the part of the House at the conference on 
rreeing yotes of the two Houses on the amendments of 
ate to the bill H. R. 12707, to enable the people of Okla- 
nd of the Indian Territory to form a constitution and 
government and be admitted into the Union on an equal 
with the original States; and to enable the people of 
New Mexico to form a constitution and State gov- 
be admitted into the Union on an equal footing 
inal States, submit the following detailed statement 
ination of the effect of the action agreed upon and recom- 
in the conference report, namely : 
rece 
nu 


al id 
and 
e orig 
1 
I] 
senate 


use les from its disagreement to the amendments 
ibered 1, 2, 3, 4, 8, 12, and 
the with amendments, to the effect that 
a constitutional convention of the proposed 
a shall be 111—55 to be elected by the peopi 
of 0») by the people of the Indian 
y, al the Osage Indian Reservation—with a 
vision for establishing voting precincts in said Osage Res 
rvation for that purpose, and also provisions for districts in 
lah Territory, except the Osage Reservation, and for dis 
Indian Territory from which such delegates to said 

nal conventi hali be elected. 
Ilouse “les from its disagreement to the amendment 
ate numbered 15 and a es to the same. This amend- 
ision similar in character to the House provisions 
and provides in detail the election ma- 
lection of all delegates to the constitutional 

r laws governing the same. 

‘ecedes from its disagreement to the amendment of 
bered 16, and agrees to the same with an amend- 
‘t that the capital of the proposed State of Okla- 
pporarily remain at Guthrie and not be changed 
‘om till after 1918, and provides that no State moneys 
for the erection of public buildings there 
s during that period, except as shall be neces- 
hnient transaction of public business of the 


= , ~- af) 7% 
2, a ts Y, x0, il 


same 


erritory, and 1 trom 


s in the 
ns 
rece Si 
it 


oT 


recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ite numbered 17, and agree to the same with an 
no more than to change the words of 
Ilouse text, without any change in the effect of the 


which does 


edes from its disagreement to the Senate amend- 
IS, 21, and 22, and agrees to the same. These 
anges and additions of words without altering 

1e intended effect of the House bill. 
The Ilvuuse recedes from its disagreement to the amendments 
* the Senate numbered 19 and 20, and agrees to the same. These 
endments provide for the sale and use of alcohol in the part 
the proposed State now covered by Indian Territory and in 


) 
pee 


ti 


iin Indian reservations in Oklahoma by apothecaries, to | relative to the subject of statehood for Arizona and New Mex! 
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|; awarded to the highest responsible bidder, who shall pay 


| of such mineral lands shall be reimbursed by the mining le 
| for all damage done to his leasehold interest by such mining 


of the Senate numbered 28, which is a slight and immater 
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be used by them in compounding medicines, and regulate: 
use by them and provides for a bond that it shall not be 
for other purposes. 

The House recedes from its disagreement to Senate any 
ment numbered 26, which is a slight and immaterial change, 
to the time of payments of interest on State funds. 

The House recedes from its disagreement to the Sena; 
amendment numbered 27, and agrees to the same wit} 
amendment which eliminates all of said Senate amend; 
numbered 27 and provides by an amendment that all 


nt 
=~i “te 
lands valuable for minerals, including gas and oil, shall not hoe 
sold by the State of Oklahoma prior to 1915, but that such lands 
may be leased for mineral purposes for periods not to exceed 
five years, which leasing must be made by public competiti yn, 


advertised for not less than thirty days, under sealed bids, and 


St 


a 
fixed royalty in addition to the bonus offered in his bid, such 
leases not to be transferred without consent in writing hy 
the proper officer of the State; and that an agricultural lessee 


Lin 
operations. The legislature of the State may legislate upon the 
subject, not in conflict with this act. 

The House recedes from its disagreement to the amendmen 
ial 
verbal change explanatory of text. 

The House recedes from its disagreement to the amendments 
of the Senate numbered 29, 30, 31, 32, 38, and 34, and agrees to 
the same. 

These amendments add Tulsa and Chickasha to the court 
towns provided for in the House bill, and arrange for terms of 
court to be held at such additional places. 

The House recedes from its disagreement to the amendments 
of the Senate numbered 55 and 36. These are verbal changes 
merely and do not change the intent of the House provision in 
relation to the fees of officers of the Federal courts, which 
the subject of the clause amended. 

The Senate recedes from its amendments numbered 37 and 
38, leaving the House bill unaltered in the matter to which 
such amendments relate. 

The House recedes from its disagreement to the amendment 
of the Senate numbered 39, and agrees to the same. 

This amendment provides that the Osage Indian Reservation 
shall be and remain one county until its lands are allotted in 
severalty, and, further, until changed by the legislat of 
Oklahoma. 

The House recedes from its disagreement to the amendment 
of the Senate numbered 40, and agrees to the same with an 
amendment, to which the Senate agrees, and which amendment 
agreed to reinstates the original text of the House bill on the 
subject of statehood for Arizona and New Mexico, with certain 
changes to the effect as follows: 

The House bill provides that thirty days after the approval 
of this act the President shall order an election of delegates to a 
constitutional convention. This has been changed to twenty 
days on account of the shortness of time, caused by delay is 
legislation, and for the same reason the election of de! 
which was fixed in the original House bill on the tenth Tues 
following the approval of this act, is changed by this agr 
to the fifth Tuesday. For the same reason the time of holding 
the constitutional convention has been changed from the fifth 
Monday after the election of delegates to the second Monday, 
and instead of receiving compensation for not more than sixty 
days’ service the delegates can receive compensation for hot 
more than thirty days’ service. 

A further change of the House bill on this subject has been 
made which requires an election to be held for the adoption or 
rejection of the constitution on November 6, 1906, and that if a 
majority of each of said Territories shall be for the consti 
then and in that event statehood shall be perfected by 
proclamation of the President, as provided by the original I 
bill; otherwise not. 

This change from the original House bill, which finds fore 
and effect in these words of the conferees’ agreement*referred to, 
to wit, “and if a majority of the legal votes cast on that q - 
tion in each of said Territories shall be for the constitution, 
then statehood shall be perfected, means that if the major 
of the voters of either Arizona or New Mexico shall vot 
reject, then there shall be no statehood and each of these T¢ 
tories shall be left in statu quo; but if a majority of both | 
Territories shall vote at said election to ratify the constitu 
then they will be perfected into statehood under the nan 
Arizona under the provisions of the bill. 

The other provisions of the conferees’ amendment agree 


oe 
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lay 
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enated as No. 40, follow the original provisions of the House 
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d other institutions. In addition thereto, because of the arid character 
ill with a few immaterial changes, of the land, the proposed State of Arizona is given the sum of $5, 
. “2 2 ts 000,000, to be safely invested by the State in trust for the use nd 

4. Ld AMILTON, benefit of the common schools thereof. 
A. L. Brick, Each State, as is usual, after admission is to receive 5 per cent of 
Joun A. Moon, aa — rom Po — of _— o. Witte the : to 
at : : ; orm a permanent fund, the interest of which only can be used fi e 
Managers on the part of the House. maintenance of its common schools, and t usual restrictions, require 
ments, and safeguards are thrown around all of these donations to each 
LTON. Now. Mr. Speaker — 4 : of the States. 
HAMILTON. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of | An appropriation of $100,000 for the State of Oklahoma 1 of 
eport. | $150,000 for the State of Arizona, or so tl f in 3 
SMITH of Arizona. Mr. Speaker, before that is done I mee wwidea fo. ‘g maar, Wg defraying . expenses of t - 
t ad like to say a word or two. See ee oe cee end » to be expen i under the d 
HAMILTON. Very well; but I want first to yield five | It is provided that until the admission of the pr i 
es to the gentleman from Tennessee, if that will answer | eee: officers shall continue to perform their dut 
irposes of the gentleman from Arizona. a ae epertoyin RS se 
SMITH of Arizona. I am quite willing. tek a a in 
a _ . “he : F . Article » Sectilo 3, of the onstitution of the nites ) 
HAMILTON. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from vides that “new States may be admitted by Concress into t :. 
‘I essee [Mr. Moon]. but the Constitution nowhere defines the qualifications of ‘I le 
MOON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, at the request of the od mesenees Con a Ter refore h —— r as to \ ndi- 
‘ . owe . e ’ ons shal e required ol ‘ tories seeking ad st 
en on the ¢ onnnittee on Territories, I ask unanimous | “When the Comastitution wa oie ted tl a 1 lay ition 
nt to have printed in the Recorp the report of the majority | of less than 4,000,000 and comprehended the thirteen ‘ Sta 
he views of the minority on the statehood bill. There are | ®%,then bounded, together with the Northwest Territor a 
in that report that ought to be preserved, and the copies | guture division of the Northwest Territory into States to be ted 
ut all gone. i “whenever any of said States shall have 60,000 free inhabitants 
rhe SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani- th rt TO ie @ 60.000. nooulation for Territories ty +, 7 
1s consent that the reports of the majority and the minority | states was fac sometime ebacrved more or less closely. 
the bill indicated may be printed in the Recorp. Is there} Subsequently, in the case of Kansas, another 1 ‘was 
0 ion? | ing a population equal to the unit of ré ntation in Hlouse of 
; . : : Representatives, which was not thereafter hered to 
re was no objection. Nevada. which was admitted with an area of 109,901 square n 
[ ‘eports are as follows: and a population of 42,491 in 1864, by the census of 1900 had a poy 
ae 2 © 99o~ aho one-fifth e thea Onn tion fa 9] 
se Report No. 496, Fifty-ninth Congress, first session.] fF -< Fy yy ES, — — 
Committee on the Territories, to whom was referred H. R. 12707, } Of course area alone can not considered as a contr 
the people of Oklahoma and of the Indian Territory to form | cation. A vast area might never be capal f sust 
ition and State government and be admitted into the Union on popula ’ . 
footing with the original States, and to enable the people of | This nation now has a population of 80,000,000 1 ( 
\ \ ico and of Arizona to form a constitution and State govern- | without attempting to make any hard-and-f l f 
! e admitted into the Union on an equal footing with the | Territories eking admission as Stat he j t Peri 
States, report same back to the House of Representatives, and | tories should bear some rels num i ter 
id that it do pass. to the great body of the pop of tl li 
ANALYSIS OF BILL. SIZONA. 
ill. under a single title and enacting clause, enables two States Arizona was a part of the territory ac ed from the R 
imitted into the Union. Mexico by the treaty of Guadal lidalgo, Fe ry 2, 1848 1 
sists of forty-three sections, the first eighteen of which relate | by the Gadsden purchase of Decs r 30, 185 d wa ! 
posed State of Oklahoma, the area of which is to comprise | original Territory y Mexico, from which it wa ‘ i 
ent Territory of Oklahoma and the Indian Territory; and the org nized into a T in 1863 
ng seventeen sections relate to the proposed State of Arizona. It is 378 miles | 339 miles wide and con I 112,920 
of which is to comprise the present Territories of New Mexico miles. or 73,000,000 By the census of 1900 it ; } 
zona. of 122.931, of whom 2 ire Indians, being 1.1 pers to tl 
hole bill is drawn to conform as nearly as may be to the lan- il 
of previous enabling acts, and contains such provisions may is true that the census of 1900 is claimed to t 
nature be common to all, besides such additional p r does not give Arizo1 Ss many people as are claimed t nd 
made necessary by existing laws, Indian treaties, and lox izona claims | yf not less than 175,000 
_ ited in adopting speculative 
tions framed to provide similar objects for each of the pro- | s do not change the s t 
States are made to conform as nearly as may be with each | committee ses its decision. 
j : : — Of the population other than Indi: ab SO 
State of Arizona can be admitted into the Union not earlier than | mated by Governor Brodie t be A icans ‘ 
ven and a half months and not later than about eleven months from inhabitants of Mexican derivatior and lt 
approval of this act. counting Indians, Governor Brodie « oO! 
State is to be admitted into the Union by a proclamation of the illiter ev. The character of the popu 
ent of the United States, in the usual manner, after compliance | jt st nds above detraction and needs no 1 
in requirements. ; fhe Territory has a university, two no l 
tion which is equitably and properly safeguarded is pro con hool system. 
delegates to a constitutional convention for each proposed Tt papers are : “d 
fhe convention for Oklahoma is to consist of 112 delegates It } ‘total ; ep 
t for Arizona of 110 delegates. rep of the Se of $57,920,387 
nstitution framed must in each case conform to the usual a ter at its 
‘nts and be submitted to the people of each proposed State, ot tage ¢ 
for ratification at an election to be held for that purpose. repo! 
is divided into two judicial districts, and the proper re Y b nly i 
al provided therefor. The Federal courts of the proposed ire ¢ vy int s R 
s of Oklahoma are attached to the eighth judicial circuit, and the e Little Colorad nd the t I 
| | courts of the proposed State of Arizona are attached to the il irriga ‘ law s p 
idicial circuit. otherwise of little value, w 
provision is made in the usual way for pending causes in the er that law is in the experimet 
ial courts during the transition. In id regions the 1 ‘is d 
homa is allowed five and Arizona two Members of the House of | paked sui face of the earth into « i 
ntatives, representation being based on the last census, and | jy flo is of no value ur ; imy nded for n 
State is divided into Congressional districts. ~y eo 7 nmaeti en 
er provision is made in each State for nonsectarian common t to ir 
and the teaching of English therein. " nd dis 
ige is well guarded, and strong antipolygamy clauses are in | Arizor 
' EF $ it 
new States are to assume and pay the debts of the Territories, imity f 
tively. t a more im int ind \ 
capital of Oklahoma is fixed at Guthrie until 1915, and that of F 
{ 1 at Santa Fe until the same year, at which time it is expected The forest area in Arizona is th urgest in the U1 i l 
nditions will have so shaped themselves that State capitals may | eo, 6,400,000 res 
lished by elections provided for that purpose, with entire fair- Its chief industry is mining. and while great 1 
all parts of the States concerned. already been developed, it is asserted tha ! 
thoma is given 2 sections of nonmineral land in each township | as developed are small as compared with its | 
the present Territory of Oklahoma for the support and main- | “he Territory has within its ! 1.400 
of a system of public nonsectarian common schools, besides eas P ; . es 
n specific donations of land for its educational and other institu — _ 
Oklahoma is also given the sum of $5,000,000 in lieu of lands New Mexico was acquired from the Republic of Mexico 
can not be set apart for school purposes within the present | of Guadalupe-Hidalgo, February 2, 1848, and by the Gad 
f Indian Territory, because such lands are owned by the Indians | of December 30, 1853. 
cause of the great expense to which the new State will be put It is 360 miles north and south by 346 es east ! 
tablishing a system of common schools where none now exist tains 122,580 square miles, or 78.451.200 a , on 
State of Arizona, as in the case of Utah, because of the arid | of 1900, live a population of 195,310, being 1.6 | 
ter of the land, is given 4 sections of nonmineral land in each | mile. 
ship for the support of common schools. It is also given, as As in the case of Arizona, the census is imed t e it l 
ul, certain specific donations of land for the educational and | the governor of New Mexico in his ann ] 
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population of not less than 300,000; but here again the committee does | United States now known as Indian Territory, except so much 
not feel warranted in accepting speculative estimates. actually occupied by the Five Civilized Tribes and the Indian ;{ 

Thi mmittee considers the criticism as ill informed which finds | within the Quapaw Indian Agency, and except the unoccupied pa» 
it with New Mexico because of its alleged foreign population. the Cherokee Outlet, together with that part of the Unitea s 
' a population of 195,310 New Mexico has only 13,625 foreign- | known as the ‘Public Land Strip,’ is hereby erected into a tem 

jitants, a smaller foreign-born percentage than most of the | soyernment by the name of the Territory of Oklahoma. *- 

the Union ; ; % : : Whenever the interests of the Cherokee Indians in the land kn, 

‘xico was made a Territory in 1850, and ever since that time | the ‘Cherokee Outlet’ shall have been extinguished and the }) 

of that Territory have been electing their own legislatures, | shall make proclamation thereof, said Outlet shall therenpo 

‘ir own laws, conducting their own local government, and | without further legislation, become a part of the Territory of 61 

, revenue to the Federal Treasury. i . f | Any other lands within the Indian Territory not embraced wit}j 
it not that the two-tifths of its population which are native | poundaries shall hereafter become a part of the Territory of 0) 

of Spanish descent have been heretofore erroneously referred | whenever the Indian nation or a tribe owning such lands shal! 
reign, it would be an aspersion upon a patriotic people even to | to the President of the Ivnited States in legal manner its ann 

their loyalty. Le nalnangs three-fifths of its population | such lands shall so become a part of the Territory of Ok! : 
( ame charac ter as e people of Arizona. ; the President shall thereupon make proclamation of the same 
During the civil war, out of a total population of 98,567 New Mex- By this organic act it is apparent that it was not intended 1 
se! 6,561, men to fight for the Union, and in our war with Spain anv line of division between Oklahoma and Indian Territory, , 
; 1, of whom 500 were * Rou; Riders. Oklahoma should increase in geographical scope from time 
lation of property within the Territory for the year! within the limits of the original Indian Territory, by the 
~.CS, but it is asserted that for purposes of taXa-| “ony other lands within the Indian Territory *  * + 
returned at much more than 2U0 per cent of its | tno ‘Indian Nation or 2 tribe owning such lands shall sienifs 

2 = sre ‘ aaa President of the United States in legal manner its assent.” 

0, 1905, was $855,000, and its sinking ft It is therefore apparent from ft inic act that it 
ligations was $60,164.94. ‘ac tion of Congress that the « nal Indian Territory, together 
capitol building rected at a cost of $200,000 ; strip ef land mam westward to the east line of New M 
S000,060; a college of agricultural and me formerly known ws “ No Man’s Land,” should eventually | 

$150,000; an asylim for the insane, val State. 7 

nines a lnes « fer V- « niversi -elned o re) ‘ 

as as uae Mcaleed ot Q00bebs, ‘ Nititary saeth ——— Oktahoma hes been increased and opened to sett 
000, and other institutions for which large appr: In 1890, by the addition of the Sauk and Fox, Iowa, 

: watomi Indian reservations, containing 1,283,434 acres, in the 
part of what is now Oklahoma Territory, and the addition 
Cheyenne and Arapaho reservations, containing 4,297,771 
Whewech 5 Se a ee co, | the western part of what is now Oklahoma Territory ; 

: Se Perri rial IMStivations It has over filty sec 2. In 1893, by the addition of the Cherokee Strip, containing 

1ools, conducted by various religious denominations, with an | 239 acres: . 
eat of over 6.000 pupils : aS Pos = saan sas 2 3 . ae 

institutions ea the public school system of New Mexico | onan —— ae the addition of the Kickapoo Reservation, con 
and sustained by the Territory without the aid of the t’ In 1896, by the addition of Greer County by decision 
‘ament, exce pt by he usual grant of sections 16 and 36 | Supreme Court of the United States: and ‘ e 
purpeses, ee = from which rentals have only re- | 5. In 1901, by the addition of the Kiowa, Comanche, Apa: 
re ea eee eel oe ae 2 all Wichita reservations. 

—— oe nee dag pep A in rin ig ye = —. the | _ Within the present limits of Oklahoma there are still resi 

ys of the San Jean, Rio renin “the Seuhenn. ens Cannilon, settlement the Osage, Ponca, and Oto reservations, and the Ki; 
ron, the Gila, the Pecos, their tributaries, and some smaller Cees pasture reservations, in all amounting to about 2,00 

Oklahoma Territory, so formed, is now divided into twenty-six « 
ties, traversed by not less than 3,000 miles of railroad. 

In its report on the statehood bill in the Fifty-eighth Conger 
committee, referring to the resources of Oklahoma, said: 

‘In 1903 the wheat crop of Oklahoma was over 36,000,000 bushei 
the corn crop 65,000,000 bushels; the cotton crop over 200,000 
and 1,036,662 cattle, 304,713 horses, 234,218 sheep, and 63,452 mut 
were scheduled for taxation. 

“Tt has 280 grain elevators, 66 flouring mills, and 232 cotton gins 
‘oa “It has 79 national banks and 247 Territorial banks, the 

deposits in which on January 1, 1904, amounted to $22,456,510 

“It has 250 weekly newspapers, 28 daily newspapers, besides mont! 
and semimonthly publications. 

“It has 191,483 children of school age and 2,192 district 
houses.”’ 

While definite statements of the resources of the Territory 
year 1905 have not been obtainable in all cases, from all int 
available it is clear that there has been a substantial increase 
duction, wealth, and population in the Territory. It has a univ 
an agricultural and mechanical college, normal schools, a uni 
preparatory school, and a colored agricultural and norma! uniy 
besides denominational and private educational institutions. 

By the provisions of the erganic act, and by various acts of 
gress opening Indian reservations to settlement, 2,055,500 a 
land have been reserved for the benefit of common schools, 
normal schools, public buildings, and for charitable and pena 
tutions. 

Mineral deposits are said to have been found in the Wichita Mo 
tains; oil, coal, and gas have been discovered in various parts 
Territory, and salt and gypsum beds cover thousands of acres 
OKLAHOMA AND INDIAN TERRITORY. Construing the organic act of Oklahoma according to its obvi 

= . _ . - 2 inte ; withi » origi imits of a jan Terri 
) Oklahoma and the Indian Territory, this committee favor their = ae crentanlty we uumedh tine tar of iat ol ; 1 
a OS see | thereafter into a State, the question to be determined is whether the 
so-called Indian Territory is ready to be joined with Oklaho 
State, and whether it may be so joined equitably so far as the |: 
of Indian Territory are concerned. 

The Indian Territory is not an organized Territory, but is an 
of land occupied by the Five Civilized Tribes, viz, the Cree: 
taws, Chickasaws, Cherokees, and Seminoles, and certain sim: 
in the northeast corner of the Indian Territory who hold th: 
by patent. 

"Shane Five Civilized Tribes moved westward from certain 0 
Southern States with their slaves, and settled upon the lands co 
hended within the original limits of the Indian Territory, unc: 


ahom 


common school system, the buildings alone 
and the actual enrollment of pupils for the 
the ¢g ‘rnor’s report, being 36,111, and besid 


ising is the principal industry. 
has been said of the rainfall of Arizona applies to New Mex 
pt that the average annual rainfall of New Mexico is a trifle 
than that of Arizona. | 
mining industry of New Mexico is said to be rapidly develop- 
and it has about 2,600 miles of railroad. 
ter giving full consideration to conditions in both Territories this 
committee recommends the admission of Arizona and New Mexico 
joined in a single State, to be known as “Arizona.” 
The name Arizona is retained as the better name in the choice 
ween the names of the two Territories, one of which the committee 
feels ~ht to be given to the proposed State. 
The area of the proposed State, though vast, will be about 27,000 
square miles less than that of Texas. 

If national irrigation shall succeed and mining industry shall fulfill 
its flattering promise, the proposed State may become great in popu 
| ealth, and resources, but at present the population on the vast 
area proposed to be admitted as a State is only a little more than one 
person to the square mile, and is settled in river valleys, with moun- 
t and vast arid wastes between which can never support a popu- 


population of the proposed State, in the opinion of this com- 
has the educational, moral, and other elements to entitle it to 
» of a State and of the United States. 

eople of Arizona and New Mexico have developed the resources 
lerritor he best of their ability under present condi 
d as a State, with the aid of Federal irrigation, they wil! 
diy develop to the utmost the latent resources of their vast 


<lahoma has an area of 38,830 square miles, or 24,979,200 acres, 
the census of 1900 a population of 398,331. 
rerritory, which for convenience we shall refer to as a Terri- 
ug) has no Territorial organization, has an area of 31,000 
19,540,000 acres, and by the census of 1900 a popula- 
by everyone who has had opportunity for observa- 
census of 1900 the population of both Oklahoma 
rritoryshas increased with amazing rapidity, until 
lation is now probably nearly a million and a half. 
no better farming lands in the United States 
Territories, and vast areas which were unoccupied | ous treaties with the Federal Government. 
rapidly settled upon since that time. These treaties provided in effect, among other things, that | 
ms rtis Act” provision was made for the organ- | Tribes should have tribal governments of their own. 
he Indian Territory, and towns have been organized Having come from the South, their sympathies were natur: 
ug populations which are increasing with | the South in the civil war, although many of the Indians in the 
; ; ern part of the Territory kept faith with the Federal Governme: 
U boundary line between Oklahoma and In 1865 and 1866 treaties of peace were made with the | 
itself an argument in favor of their joinder | whereby they acknowledged the sovereignty of the United Stat: 
the progress made up to date in the gradual | agreed to abide by the Federal laws. 
vations to original Oklahoma, which, at the In 1866 certain of the Indians ceded the use of their lands w 
out one-eighth of the present Territory of | the present line of the Indian Territory to the Government 1 
; 3 occupancy of certain tribes of friendly Indians, and in 1589 the | 
lerritory, as originally set apart in 1834, practically compre- | and Seminole sold their interest in these lands outright to the ! 
what are now known as Oklahoma and Indian Territory, except | States. Thereupon followed the organization of original (Ok! 
aver County, formerly known as “ No Man’s Land,” was added | and the addition thereto of territory as hereinbefore described. 
Ok ma by act of Congress May 2, 1890 Meanwhile white people have been emigrating to the Indian 
Original Oklahoma, containing about 3,000,000 acres in the heart of | tory in constantly increasing numbers until now, when the 1) 
now constitutes Oklahoma, was opened to settlement April 2, | Commission estimates the number of people in the Indian Territo: 
ut no form of government was provided for the country so | about 700,000, of whom only about 70,000 are estimated to be in 
to settlement until May 2, 1890, when the organic act of the In 1893 the Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes, com 
of Oklahoma was approved. called the “ Dawes Commission,” was created. For the first five 
organic act it is provided “that all that portion of the! of its existence, down to the passage of the so-called “ Curtis law, 








1906. 


nl 





Commission was given only the power of negotiation, except that under 
‘ law of June 10, 1896, they were given. limited authority in rela- 
to citizenship rights. 


+~ the Curtis Act, however, its authority was extended so that the 

( nission to the Five Civilized Tribes now has authority for the 

ruishment of the national or tribal title to any lands within 

rerritory (the Indian Territory) now held by any or all of such 

; ns or tribes, either by cession of the same, or some part thereof, 

¢ he United States, or by the allotment and division of the same in 
, alty among the Indians of such nations or tribes.” 


act of June 10, 1896, empowered the Commission to determine 

tions for citizenship presented within ninety days from the date 

act, and even under that law “ applications embracing approxi- 

75.000 claimants were judicially determined.” 

business of the Dawes Commission, as finally defined by various 
‘reements supplemental thereto, was “to admin- 








and Indian a 





yn five great estates,” composed of about $10,000,000 of trust 
and 19,511,889.39 acres of land, as follows 
‘ conwer Te rerdnceteschtasts teagitn tyes catnh eplbasandadiatndaeaaeeetiienaagld 6, 950, 043. 66 
‘ BO eins e ekr dirs te misip can nian namviadeneinniatn 4, 703, 108. 05 
‘ p> Rete ee dint arees whic lienstocnsiadiatpan ite iy Gas anaes, ae 
 Neaiiewiet 22 ae oe 4 _--------- 3, 072, 813. 16 
Nation... se spinel gen etc eis teenies tn einai 365, 854. 39 
business did not relate to the dispositi on of wild lands or lands 
rm value. “It related to vast tracts, covered by the houses 
improvements of a great population, threaded in every direc 
th railroads, filled with villages and large towns of the most 
character,” and without a wigwam or blanket Indian within 
; of the Territory. 
the duty of the Commission to determine 
Who were the bona fide citizens entitled to possess these 
es: and 
d. To take an inventory of the properties to be divided, and 
on them equitably in severalty. 


THE PEOPLE AND THEIR CONDITION. 
from the population which has been attracted to the Territory, 
{ e five distinct classes of people having common property and 
( p rights, but differing widely in racial characteristics, viz: 
alled full-blood Indian. 
of mixed blood ranging from an alm 
Indian blood to nearly full-blood Indians. 
Intermarried whites. 
called freedmen, 
y slaves of Indians. 
\dopted citizens. 
ding to the recent Bonaparte report these five classes consti- 
it one-fifth of the inhabitants of the ‘Territory, and 
three-fourths are Indians in little more than name, 
cent of white blood, and in great majority 
iishable in appearance, language, and manners 





st infinitesimal infu- 


ot 


who were slaves or are the descendants 


of them 

with fro 

altogether in- 
from white 


) per 
pei 


intelligent, educated, 


»ple of mixed blood are, as a rule, and 


ent to manage their own affairs. 
remaining four-fifths of the inhabitants of the Territory 
ection whatever with the tribes and are white people, with a 
entage of negroes, attracted from the various States of the 
1 whose citizenship in the States from which they came has qual- 
ified them for statehood. 
herefi re appears that of the whole population of the Indian Ter 
ri arcely one-twentieth are full-blood Indians. 





have 


rR the Curtis Act and various agreements with the five nations. 
tt courts were abolished July 1, 1898, and all tribal relations and 
y nts of the five nations are to cease March 4, 1906. 

i sovernment of Indian Territory at present is a government by 
+} Secretary of the Interior, by four Federal judges having juris- 
d m in four several districts, and by various commissioners, which 
coul ind commissioners administer the Federal law together with an 
¢ sion of a part of the Arkansas Code. This government is known 
in indian Territory as ‘ court government.” 

| in Territory is without adequate schools, so far as white people 
a neerned, and is without asylums for the deaf, dumb, blind, and 


nly provision for free schools in the Territory is in the Curtis 
A } ich provides for free schools in the incorporated towns. 
le the incorporated towns the various Indian governments 
I tain schools, but it is asserted that at least 100,000 white children 
incorporated towns are without free educational opportunities. 
that a large white population is growing up in ignorance. 
ALLOTMENT. 
‘properties to be 
owned in common 
tribal funds. The act 
provided for “ the 


( ae 


As to the inventory 

( ission. Nothing 
the lands and 
Curtis Act, 


of 


is 


divided ”’ 
in the 
of June 28, 
making of rolls of 
otment of lands in the five nations in the Indian Territory ;" 
ant to the provisions of that law various agreements and 
ental agreements have been made with the Five Civilized 
roviding for the allotment of lands, the divisions of tribal 
1 the abolishment of tribal governments after March 4, 1906. 
law “and the agreements with the tribes, and acts of Con- 
latory and supplementary thereof, the Commission has pro 
to make rolls of citizens of each of the tribes, appraise the land 
tory to allotment, estimate timber apart land for town 
a large part of the Territory, subdivide the United States 
sical Survey sectional survey into quarter sections and in some 
arter-quarter sections, make improvement plats of the land 
and to allot the land to the individual members of the tribes.” 
mission was also authorized to gate coal lands in the 
and Cherokee country. 
to the Tenth Annual Report of the Commission to the 
ilized Tribes, “ the survey and appraisement work of the Com- 
is finished.’ 
coal and asphalt lands the Dawes Commission reports 
ds segregated under the provisions of the act approved 
over an area of 444,863.03 acres. These lands are 
ment, 
to the progress of the Commission in the enrollment of citizens 
the allotment of lands, the so-called ‘“‘ Bonaparte report,” trans- 
| to Congress by the President March 7, 1904, is as follows: 
the Seminole Nation the roll has been completed and finally ap- 
by the Secretary of the Interior. 
the Creek Nation the enrollment work is 974 per cent com- 


the Dawes 
Territory 
1898, known 
citizens and 


by 
Indian 
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“In the Choctaw, Chickasaw, and Cherokee nations 


the ¢ 
work is between 90 and 95 per cent completed. 


nroliment 


























































































“All of the land in each nation has been appraised and valued in 
tracts of 40 acres, and where timber of commercial value was found on 
the land the timber on each 40 was estimated and valued 

“Approximately 12,000 sectional improvement plats have been made 
and are now used in the different land nd this rk h | 
completed as far as it is deemed necess: ry it 

*In the Seminole Nation all selections of allotn sh ) le 
and the only work remaining to be dor in that tion t d 
ing of surplus lands, for which no provisi f N ¢ 
issuing of deeds 

“In the Creek Nation practically all allotment ve been 
and more than 60 per cent of the allottees have received " 
and homestead deeds to their lands. These decds a | d é 
Commission, and, when executed, ri led 

‘In the Choctaw an Chicasaw 1 i > D 
cent of ees y en mad ' 

‘In the Cherokee tion appr 25 =~ f it 
have been made. Under instr ons m the Secret e In 
terior all proceedings looking to the allotment d ( : 
Nation have been suspended since Ox er 7, 1 ew 
the act of Cx . lative to he segregation ‘ it the 
dex of t n ling s i | Ss ( 
bet, en the ar nd Cher 

\llotment-selection contests are being |] » in } 
nations. This involves in each cas of which ere are I ly 
tween 2,000 and 3,000, practically ; t trial to t 
improvements on land. 

“No statement attempted to be made of the incidental 
has arisen in the different nations from ti to t 
has, ver, been of considerable ma itu 

oe e seen, therefore, at thi e t! 

Commi w created, and which has been its 
its existence, namely, ‘tl extinguishment of the nat 
title to any lands within that Territory.’ is lv 
pletion. The work in the Seminole Nation i plet 
possible to complete it under existing legi I 
Creek Nation is substantially finished. It timated 
in the Choctaw and Chickasaw ions will Ml 
1905, and in the Cherokee Nation ly 1, 1905 
title to land in Indian Territory ll have be 
disposition made of all of the affairs of the Fiv | will 
have cost the Government less than 10 cents 
Memorandum showing condition of work of Com? the ( 
ilized Tribes on Decem! a 
1. How Mvucw Lanp Has Be: ALLO 
SEMINOLE NA‘ 
Total acreage subject to allotment . : 78. 92 
Allotted (allotment completed) 14 an} 
Excess land, for the disposition of which no provi- 
sion exists _..___ 1s 0, 6t 
CREEK NA 
Total acreage subject to allotmen af 1. 38 
Allotted (allotment practically completed 2, 448, 793. 20 
Unallotted land, which under existing law is to 
used as far as necessary in l g a 
ments sali ! 188. 18 
A provision of pendir ng Indian appropriation bill provid @ ¢ 
these surplus lands, the proceeds to be used in equalizing allotments 
CHOCTAW AND CHICKASAW NA s 
Total acreage subject to allotment- 9 6. 2 
Allotted at Choctaw land office 1, 742, S04. 20 
Allotted at Chickasaw land office 1, 664, 212, 42 
{ . ‘ 
BEING, aesieipectbenndcenes cis ‘ Be ) 
roximately 1,750,000 acres, includin | lands l 
1aking allotments. 
CHEROKEE NATION 
Total acreage subject to allotment : 1 400 TC 
Allotted to October 7, 1903 1, ¢ ‘ 
Unallotted ccliias $4,412. 69 
2. How LonG WILL tT TAKE TO FINISH iE ALLOTM 

In its report on the statehood bill in the Fifty-eighth Congress, th 

commit t¢ e said 
ninele Nation ent is completed 
eck Nation All is substantially completed 

Choctaw and Ch ations on lecembe« 31, 1 3. allot 
offices had been in o7 seven and a ha ’ , and a 
approxim one-th e k of : ent had be 
It is estin that practically all allotmer 34 ut 3 
been made in fifteen months from December 31, 190 r by M: j 
1905. 

“OCherolk Vat Allotme cffice had been in operation a 
mately and one-fourth months. when work was su 1ded ) 
ber 7, unde! truction from the Secretary of the I 
ee adjudicat io tl 1e rights of Delaware mem Ss t 
No nts have eI ade since that date i t 
office was in operati Ximately one-fourth of K 
me completed. estimated that with t 
allot force of the oflice, practically all ytmen ' i ( 
kee m can be completed in fifteen m s from t ‘ 
office shall be reopened.” 

Since that report was made the allotment of lands has 
ing and is approaching the end. The Ir De} 
by tl first of the next fiscal year all allotments 
completed, except in cases where the citizenship « ‘ 
under investigation or where the land is involved i: 

In his annual message, December 4, 1905, the Pres 

“I rec ommend that indian Territory and Okla 
one State and that New Mexico and Arizona lx l s 
There is no obligation upon us to treat te torial subdivis : 
are matters of convenience only, as binding us on the ques 1 of imis 
sion to statehood. Nothing has taken » more time in e Congress 
| during the past few years than the question as to statehood to 
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i to the four Territories above mentioned, and after aament 
ition of all that has been developed in the discussions of the | 
| ‘nd that they be immediately admitted as two States. | 
‘ation for further delay, and the advisability of 
Territories into two States has been clearly estab- 
CONCLUSION, 
the opinion of this committee, the Congress 
act of the Territory of Oklahoma, that all 
Territory, together with what is now Beaver 
State; and 
‘erritory of Oklahoma has for some time 
1ich has been deferred until the Indian 
» joined therewith in statehood; and 
he Indian Territory imperatively demand 
‘nment than now exists there; and 
ids will be allotted in severalty before the 
zo into effect as provided for in this bill, and 
forth in this report, this committee report in 
the Territory of Oklahoma and the Indian Ter 
h State to be known as the State of Oklahoma. 
end that the Territories of Arizona and New 
in one State, to be known as the State of Arizona, 
numend that the bill do pass. 


in 


ganic 


e one 


the 


of the minority. 

onclusion of the majority, and dissent 
creating one State from the Territories 
‘ror the following potent and manifest 
New Mexico 


and Arizona will contain 
square miles—vastly too large 
ical State government, even if no 
They are separated by the Conti- 
northern boundary line to Mexico, 
one of which lies through a rough, 


oining 
3. of 

and e¢ 
urge 
common 
every 


Divide 
' o of r 
} country 
mly two practicable routes to cross these mountains east 
southern pass, near the thirty-second parallel, is usec 
1 Paci and the El Paso and Southwestern ri 
r an elevation of 4,000 feet. The northern pas 
the thirty-fifth parallel, where the Atchison, T K 
ysses the line between the Territories at an altitude of 
t. There is no crossing north of this point. Between 
mentioned lies a distance of 175 miles of rough moun- 
ich 1 is no practicable passage from one ‘Territory 
On the Arizona side of this line lies the counties of 
Apacl on the New Mexican side, and adjoining these 
rant, Socorro, Valencia, and McKinley counties. 
Divide averages upward of 7,000 feet, with no 
the thirty-second to the thirty-fifth paraliel. 
at tilted blocks, with their precipitous faces to 
sides eastwardly. For any communication 
{ except along the lines of the railroads, 
people must travel vast distances at great expense 
This mighty mountain barrier between the two 
union an impossibility. It cuts off communica- 
The of New Mexico in trade follow the 
t ist; Arizona’s trade almost entirely 
more community of interest subsisting between 
] Maine and Florida. 
lopment of Arizona, her splendid civilization, and 
and population furnish unanswerable proofs 
imation of the people of the two commonwealths 
would be in the highest degree objection 
p y unfair to Arizona. 
England, iprising six States, 
irea of the Territory of Arizona 
>.916 square miles. 

Territories of N 
erged, is 235,117 square 
New H Vermont, 
York, Pennsylvania, 


ere 


as 


people 


o the e is 


tween 
in wealth 
d amalg 
tate gsovernment 
Corl 


about 65.000 


nearly twice 


is 


is 


Mexico and Arizona, 
miles, or greater 
Rhode Island, Connecticut, 
Maryland, and New Jersey. 
m one side of the proposed State to the other is as 
om New York to Chicago; it is 700 miles from the 
to tl ital of the proposed joint State at Santa 
900 m from the county seat of the county of 
Fe, and the distances are comparatively as 
opulous communities in Arizona. For fully 250 
ew Mexico and eastern Arizona, along the two great 
ich furnish the only practicable means of commu- 
il formation the country is such as to forever 
nt population to maintain even county governments. 
ind have their own public buildings, capitol, 
mal s¢ asylum, penitentiary, etec., and all the nec- 
for successful government. 
has a considerable bonded indebtedness, which would 
ust satisfactorily if the Territories were joined. The 
ict, and municipal indebtedness of Arizona is funded 
an act Congress into low interest-bearing Terri 
mand a premium. Every subdivision of Ari- 
No such funding law exists in New Mexico, 
there are insolvent, with a heavy and oner- 
by discredited securities which the owners 
ate will assume. 
the meager testimony before the committee to 
ratio of American as distinguished from the Spanish 
‘s up the population of New Mexico. The present 
the American as about 30, the Spanish or Mexican 
cent, but afterwards came before the committee and 
nion that they were about equally divided. We are 
tion to the Mexican population as such, but suggest 
different language as a reason against uniting these 


now pro- 
than Maine, 


impshire 


santa 


yf 
Ot 


Arizona 


hools, 


of 


enate Report No, 2206, part 1, Fifty-seventh Congress, second 
made by Senator BEVERIDGR, it is asserted: 

The greater majority are native New Mexicans of Spanish and 
mixed Spanish and Indian descent, and these practically all speak 
Spanish in the affairs of daily life, and the majority speak nothing but 
Sr anis h 
“Courts are conducted through the medium of an interpreter, and it 
impossible to conduct the machinery of justice without this official. 


(Testimony of Judge W. J. Mills, p. 2; Nepomuceno Segura, p. 4; 


is 


JUNE 14, 


William A. Gortner, p. 6; 
Judge McMillan, p. 110; 
and others.) 

“The interpreter interprets the testimony of witnesses to the jury 
the argument of counsel to the jury, and the charge of the court to tid 
jury. (Testimony of witnesses above.) , 

JUSTICES OF THE PEACE (SPANISH). 

“Coming to the courts of the people—justices of the peace pr: 
tically all of them speak Spanish, and the proceedings of their eo 
are conducted in Spanish. The dockets of nearly all. justices of 
peace are kept almost exclusively in Spanish. The statutes of the Ter. 
ritory in the offices of practically all justices of the peace are printed 
in Spanish. (Testimony of Jesus Maria Tefoya, p. 12; Felipe Bacay 
Garcia, p. 26; Francisco Anaya, p. 39; Charles M. Conklin, p. 40: 
Jose Maria Garcia, p. 41; Juvenico Quintana, p. 42; Leonardo Duran’ 
p. 48; Seferino Crollott, p. 52; Manuel Lopez, p. 98.) zs 

POLITICAL CONVENTIONS AND SPEECHES BY INTERPRETER. 

“In political campaings almost all political speeches are made eithor 
in Spanish or in English through an interpreter, and interpreters ; 
used in practically all (it may even be said in all) political conventio, 
(Testimony of C. M. Foraker, p. 74; H. S. Wooster, p. 
Garcia, p. 26, and others.) 

“This is true even in the ‘American’ town of Albuquerque. 
mony of C. M. Foraker, p. 74.) 

“An interpreter was used in the last Republican Territorial convention 
which nominated the present Delegate to Congress, and nominatin 
speeches were made through that medium. (Testimony of José | 
Sena, p. 32 


Judge McFie, p. 29; Judge Baker, p. 
Judge Parker, p. 96; Jose D. Sena, p. 


Ou 
’ 


re 


18; Felipe Bac ly 


(Testi- 


, 
g 
), 
ou.) 


“An interpreter is used in the legislature, and both councils (senate 
and house) have official interpreters. (Testimony of José D. Sena, 
yp. 32-33.)” 
PP his report, so far quoted, is not given as any argument against th 
people of New Mexico or as an argument against statehood for N; 
Mexico, nor to detract in any way from the citizenship of that Terri- 
tory, but to set forth such differences in the customs and language of 
the two Territories as show the folly and injustice of uniting them in 
one State. The minority is of the opinion from all that has been shown 
before the committee, and from what it can gather from former reports 
to Congress, and from the present Delegate and last ex-Delegate from 
New Mexico, that no one in either Territory is in favor of joint state. 
hood, all preferring separate statehood for each Territory, and those 
now consenting to a joint State do so for fear of being indefinitely held 
under the yoke of Territorial vassalage. 

Aside from these reasons, there is a moral if not legal objection to 
the union of Arizona with New Mexico or any other country whatever. 

The organic act, creating the Territory of Arizona, specifically pro- 
vides: 

“That said government (Arizona) shall be maintained and contin- 
ued until such time as the people residing in said Territory shall 
* * * apply for and obtain admission as a State on an equal footing 
with the original States.” 

Under that guaranty the people of Arizona laid the foundation on 
which they have reared a great and prosperous Commonwealth. After 
the expenditure of millions of dollars in public improvements by the 
‘people residing in said Territory’’—after building roads, digging 
canals, erecting schoolhouses, churches, hospitals, asylums, colleges, 
and court-houses in every county; after having by heavy taxation of 
themselves put into smooth and active operation every enginery of a 
proud State—to now condemn them against their will to hand all these 
things over to the management of the superior number of people resid 
ing in New Mexico, and with whom they have nothing in common, is a 
direct violation of good faith on the part of Congress, and can not be 
justified in either morals or statesmanship. There is not even the ex- 
cuse of political exigency. 

Against the proposed jointure of Arizona and New Mexico every 
protest that any people could make has been made to Congress by 
Territories. Their wishes should be respected. We are of opinion 
that such union can bring nothing but disaster to both Territories. The 
governor of New Mexico, in his report to the Secretary of the Interior 
for 1902 (p. 4), shows 8 Spanish-Americans to 5 of all other races com 
bined. ‘The roster of every legislature save one proves the predomi- 
nance of Spanish-Americans in New Mexico. 

Governor Otero, of New Mexico, in a protest against joining Arizona 
and New Mexico, said: 

“Our objection is not due to any innate animosity between the two 
Territories, but to the inherent differences in population, in legislation, 
in industries, in contour, in ideals, and from an historical and eth- 
nologic standpoint, not to mention that the consolidation of two Com- 
monwealths like New Mexico and Arizona into one is unprecedented in 
American history. 

“The new State would be an unnatural and unwilling 
would be the coercion of two populations which are unlike 
in ambition, and largely in occupation. The union would 
to both. Simply because the two populations are in the Southwest, 
country should not suppose that they are alike or sympathetic.” 

Iiundreds of protests from the people of Arizona confirm this state- 
ment of the governor. (Some of these protests will appear in the 
appendix hereto.) — 

There are many conflicts between the laws of the two Territories 
which can never be reconciled. All Latin races are infinenced by 
civil law. In Arizona there is no suggestion of civil-law ideas.  In- 
heritance laws differ radically from those of New Mexico. Irrigation 
laws have been made to meet Arizona’s peculiar conditions. Any change 
would necessarily seriously disturb vested rights. The readjustment 0! 
taxes and public debts would be a source of constant disagreement, If, 
indeed, they could ever be adjusted at all. <A further great injustice 
is done in the bill by forcing Arizona to contribute her share to the 
payment of the debts of New Mexico—debts in the creation of which 
she had no voice and in which she had no interest whatever and from 
which she received no benefit directly or indirectly. ; , 

If the governor’s report be true, the Spanish-American population of 
New Mexico is greater than the entire American population of Arizona. 
The latter has only a small percentage of citizens of Spanish descent, 
and nearly all of them speak the English language,.and their children 
attend the public schools and are living in perfect harmony with their 
surroundings and aiding through splendid citizenship the upbuilding of 
the Territory. The English language is the universal language 0! 
Arizona. ‘The Spanish is the dominant language of New Mexico. rhe 
people of New Mexico are a homogeneous people. The races by — 
contact of years have broken down prejudices, and there is no objection 
to the admission of that Territory as a single State. aS 

But we fear that the union of these two Territories against the wish 
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be abhorrent 
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ther will awaken in each the strongest of race and religious preju- passage of this or any bill uniting these two Terri 
which will retard for half a century the onward march of both. | a union obnoxious to either. : : 
crime, injustice will result, and the poor and uneducated will We herewith present an appendix showing that Arizona 1d New 








‘ ief sufferers. We can see no excuse or justification for forc- | Mexico are each entitled to separate state d. and also sett forth 
distasteful union between two Territories different in customs, | Some of the protests reaching Congress agains init the tw pro 
itions, hopes, ideals, purposes, and language; divided by an al- posed by the present bill. 
passable mountain barrier, which has made and will forever keep Respectfully submitted. at 
rangers to each other. JOHN A i 








n and Indian Territory are entitled to separate statehood, CHAS, : 
e prefer that each should be admitted as a State, but being con- JA MES T. I re 
d that the people of the Indian Territory prefer one State with I i 
ma, rather than no State, the minority reluctantly consent to oA ’ 
the measure if Arizona and New Mexico are struck from the . ah 








Republicans of the House and Senate defeated the Oklahoma ite a 
vod bill in the last Congress by the very tactics which they are APPENDIx No.1 
f 





ing to defeat it. There is no more reason to join Arizona and 



























































































\iexico to the Oklahoma statehood bill than there is in joining in | Protests to Congress against the passage of tl oint State b ; 
» measure the Territories of Alaska and Porto Rico. | dlerico and Arizona 
manifest purpose of the majority is to unjustly keep Oklahoma These protests are all to the ne purpose 1 y n 
the Union unless they can with greater injustice force Ari full only one or two and 1 r by t f 
The following resolutions we! lopted 
cret that we can not support the present measure on account | tion held May 27, 1905, at Ph« x ( ‘ d 
willingness of the majority to permit the Territories a pa league: 
on the question of the union of Arizona and New Mexico. | 
same reason we would support the bill for the union of Okla Ve, the members of the antijoint statehood nvé n, cl from 
and Indi Territory we oppose the part of the bill uniting politi il snalall wiston and ren t the ned ¢ the 
i and New Mexico as contrary to the will of the people residing of Arizona. in ¢ ere Hon assen led, do he leclare 
** Whe a8 ‘ } eason:s { i ° rat t tl co 
as we believe, the unanimous sentiment of the Democ1 we ners we | ary ee ee os _— ae tx q 
the House, and to exhibit to the people of these Territories 1 ge < selene int] : : 43 one Stat o t e tI 
position on this question, the minority in the comm Nae \fe ; nd 
amendment to the bill, fearing that no ai ae » authorized ee i bv t 
1 Pay har } hil . 7 a ay i I i i | 
oa 1 when the bill reached the House. Arizona to gir an ¢ x res ion f their v ws rard to s yosed 
ke the bill w *h relates to Arizona and New Mexico, eRe Neo ee ee A riean re unalte1 t 
leave a bill for the admission of Oklah¢ ‘erri- | union of A . ' 
one * 9 “And o1 i nst t 
11 called, every Democrat on the committee voted “Aye, of the p y { ly 1s 
ery Re lican voted “ No.” cae lanes al 1 of A 
ty then moved to “amend the bill by striking out every | tha tpion ie , 
elating to Arizona,’ so that Oklahoma and Indian Territory , “And } ‘ 
e in as one State and New Mexico as one State the « msent I ‘ ( 
ion being put and the roll called, every Democrat voted | gion of the sent nents of our peo tior i n to 
ery ' an voted “ No. ee po : , ip : 
rity then moved to insert the words “each of” on » 45, ‘ae = eet . 7 ; 
n the words “ Territories’ d “ yoting,” so it til aelaal aan ich aid 5 , ; ; reat 
of the State of Arizona shou not be adopted un a + ‘Meaatian. thi a the ¢ atne | 
the people in each of said Territories shoul eparately cs aie ome i i 
vor thereof, and declared their willingness to support th ‘ : ; : 
e if amended. The question being put, every Repu . ; : : ; ; 
voted *‘ No,” and every Democrat present voted “Aye tin : . Ps . : ! 
the Presi t's action in rv mendi: tl t assign Shs : 
for joint si ood for Ariz v i , and thus | Vy cata da / ‘ t N 
the lk expression of the R¢ tio: 1 On | éha 1 ei aa , 
n ¢ statehocd for the i ing Terri Ss. The Re; om nm as . State « 1} - | % \ é 
in 1 ; s plank in its platform ; ; Sar iy 7 ‘ 1 
vor the imi n of the remaining Territories at the earliest ant and hieth Sn tasioante the + ‘ } 
e dat avi e regard for the interest of the people of | air, on im. one } ol aint. anual i ; ’ 
ies ¢ of the United States.” the veorraphical d ' ; : . 
party in 1900 had this declaration : h union would be 
r home rule for, and the early admission to statehood of “We beli ve t Ns 
if Mexi rizona, and { nm i npt to a s the 
| are plainly 1 1 A anette : bee ‘ mur 
hood r each of tl we ld 1 : { a rr i : aif ‘ 1 } 
( ntatives in we of th Vv s Ts t { 
has a much str ? ‘ id} rl \ a end i 
a i when the stateh« : ’ i l | destroved 
I the beginning of th session, , nted a bill for the We further believe t vould I 
o 201 4 State r 
1 ol iy! 
rom ¢ ise iat 1 i S i 
a ; ee I } a ute | 
f his insisted onr ¢« } “+ t y 
of A i Pl one ahem ne 
ot ( tryi ‘tT ( ir ¢ j 
Why sl! | the Col i ¢ il d y 
1 nee to this What excuse can be given to the | yoces { the i i 
f t utter disre party pledges and failure to con us as a people 
wishes of ft 1 ; : 
this bill Arizona, being numerically the weaker, could bé 1 t ‘ sed . 
) ion W N \ M e} . -e is every Vote e voi Ww j I j j 
again 1 ns tion The t ger of the tw fairne 
‘ I ilessly coerce the « into union i 1 5 
i ettied ¢ ol I olity fo ae n ‘ 
ie j that rer j Uni \ 1 org thi s ‘ 
t right of t st l right to n 
the i etion < ('¢ i i it Vy i eapadil j 
I un and pop i is ne the dui and | y ‘ 
ire . tl } ’ ( 
l of t t, the reve of th licy by an bitrary - 
, by Cor s i I I } ral I f ‘l 
t will of tl re ‘ the e ul of peopl Wi 
l 1 d 1 ) i dical and | y re ) 
It is a pitiful I t f the d dation to which en ) 
fall when violati for | purposes, its plighted faith I l \ 
{ I ‘ e nat ily I 
: oa j } { pa { | wi 1 as l the l 1 | r 
i rig in t lf rtisan it l mat lt I : ‘ 
s, it will but ¢ l i nt ¢ my t pl i’ 1 i i 
lividual, ‘Territorial, and national rights to subserve partisan | I "i 
tion I 
imate good can come to any political party or to our comn a 
y tyrannizing any part of it. Arizona should have the 1 i of Clif ‘oe 
hether she will or will not accept this bill Her people | ] i ns of ¢ no ( I 
j iens nor strangers. Her citizenship is composed of the I e Cour 
from every State in the Union. They have built a great com I ra ) é 
h of which they are justly proud. They desire to preserve Protest of Democr: ral I 
It is their right. This bill is viewed by them as oppressive, Protest of citizens of ¢ eon, A 
s, and vindictive. Over their protest it should not be passed, Resolutions board of supervisors of Cochise ¢ 
best interest of Arizona and New Mexico alike, and for the Resolutions annual convention Arizona ¢ Grow \ tion, 
nterest of our common country as well, we protest against the Resolution John W. Owen Post, Phoenix, Ariz. 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. JUNE 14 


’ 


th 


at the ou 


‘rs Central Child Study Circle, Phoenix, Ariz. 
Men and Miners’ Association, Wickenburg, 


iness 


Church. 
irch, Maricopa County. 
enix 
omen’s Clubs 
il, Phoenix, 
Phoenix, 


ing, Tucson 
3,200 people of the State fair at Phoeni: 
es, and count of all refusing to sign 
it of the people 
Phoenix 1,200 names of protestants 
strict count and making no dis- 
7 persons refused to sign. 
iference, Phoenix, January 19. 
and many others too numerous to 
last the Secre- 


report just made to 


rnment, but, although en 
i and only asks to | 
merger where 
will be outvyoted and 
not in sympathy with 
f Arizona also beli 
are entitled to son 
! and county gover! 
vith public i 


ood, she is : King it, 
nd not : d into a 
ill be ] » 


miserabie 


ation 


institutions, 
political parties, the 
vn and hamlet have 


yuuld be an irreparable 


andidates for Congress 
f against joint statehood with New Mexico. 
New exico, and the | legislative ly 


int resolution memorialized Congress 


ninating < 
assenii 


against 


APPENDIX No. 2. 


Resources of Arizona. 
that 
iltivation. 
lot this 


Congress only 1 per cent of the area of 
Arizona is so large that even if 


area would be greater in extent than 


7.385 acres of land located and taxed; 
nd on the public domain; 26,089,600 
s. The balance of the Territory, 
or desert land, can never be 
h in minerals 
land which will be adequately supplied 
‘ojects now in conteniplation or under 
vernment. 
‘s Geological Survey, is authority for 
i Arizona which can | 
Valley alone there 
ter within two years 
tion. 
» irrigated land in 
which supports 


con- 


mountainous 


00.000 acres in 
River 
vith w: 


constru¢ 


» Salt 


south- 


Los 


r a of over 1 
erve contains } 
combined with 
to nearly 7 

) In the Black 
with an 
sco 
and 
506.740. 


f Government 


acres. he 
smaller re 
00,000, (Dept. of Int. 
Mesa there is 
average market 
Reserve 812,500 
measured, 


the other 


now 
value of 
acres, or 
This shows 2,743, 


less 


timber in Arizona is 
Department that with the intro- 

izing land can be greatly extended 
vation without irrigation are being 

l trict in Texas, in Colorado, and 
yw that a large part of semiarid 
yn is impossible, will eventually be profita- 
a few years ago that Kansas was considered 


oul 


ss Arizona 113 
of development. 
1.085 


producing mines in operation, 
On January 1 of that year 
patents and applications for 


1,620 patents and applica- 


een applied for previous to 


yn by data from 1870 to 1894, of 
3,620.70 (Table 203, Mines and 
x in 1904 the production of gold 
notwithstanding the great depre- 
production of copper during this 
ted to $119,566,G88. 
reports of the commissioner of 
iy, which transported most of 
n reports of directors of the 


e 


\ilroad construction has opened 

lastern Railway, the Arizona and 

and Eastern Railway run into the 
ninerali where mining has previously been 
Official figures not available, but it is common 
yut of our mines has doubled in three years, and 
now second in the production of copper, will step ahead 


I 


of Montana in 1906 and take first place. When it is realized tha; 
product comes from mines that can be counted on one hand, it j 
to predict the possibilities of the future. 

The mineral belt of this Territory is one of the largest in ¢] 
It reaches from Nevada and Utah In the northwest, passing dig 
through the Territory into the State of Sonora, Mexico, in the so, 
a distance in length of 437 miles by about 100 miles in width. 

The crazing belt extends frem the line of New Mexico on ; 
to the timber belt, 140 miles west. The timber belt is a yasj 
great pine forests, containing nearly 10,000 square miles of 
timber as there is in the world. 


Ss 


MANU FPACTURING, 


Manufacturing, except the smelting of ores, Is nearly all a { 
the future, but with our swift mountain streams to devel pp 
will come as it does in all well-settled countries. The streams 
ble for power are: Upper Gila River, San Francisco River, Lit 
rado River, Verde River, Concho River, Nutrioso River, Vire 
Bill Williams Fork, White River, Salt River. Five thous; 
power has already been developed on the Salt at the Tonto dai 

With this showing of resources that can and will be dey 
submit it is unnecessary to force the people of Arizona into 
tasteful and indissoluble union with New Mexico. 

With such a showing as this in our undeveloped resources, 
cultural lands, grazing lands, forests and mines, has any man 
to say that Arizona will not, even within ten years’ time, ran} 
in the list of States and Territories in her developed resources ; 
result, in population? : 
AGRICULTURE. 
In 1870 there were only 172 farms in Arizona, containing 
acres, of which 66.9 were improved and had a valuation, 
of $325,441. (12th Census, pp. 142-144, Vol. V.) 
thirty-five years ago. 

With the advent of railroads and the disappearance of hos 
we find in 1880 there were 767 farms, an increase during t! 
345.9 per cent, having a total acreage of 135,576, an incre 
per cent, with valuations aggregating $2,384,746, an 
per cent. (12th Census, pp. 688-693, Vol. V.) 

In 1890 the farms had increased to 1,426 in number, or 85.9 
the acreage to 1,297,033, or 856.7 per cent, while the 
amounted to $10,676,470, a gain of 547.7 per cent. The 
holdings during this decade averaged 910 acres to the fai 
per cent was improved. 

In 1900 the number of farms was increased to 5,809, the 
farm reduced to an average of 333, the valuations ir 
$29,906,877, an increase of 161.9 per cent, and even then 
cent was improved. h Census, pp. 696, Vol. V.) 

The total value of for the year 1899 (the last y: 

reports) was ‘ 7 Live stock, $15 PR. 
2,908,745 worth were sold for export; $296,013 were consur 
‘ritory. The total farm products for the year I 
$10,201,855, an average of $1,739 per farm, or $60.70 per acr 
lands. A portion of this profit should be attributed t 
belonging to the Federal Government, but all range « 
attened for market in the valleys that are irrigated. 

This summary of the increased production is an answer to 
ment that Arizona has not advanced “in three hundred yeai 

The following table will show the productiveness of Arizon: 

riod of ten years (Yearbook, issued by Department of Agri 

iWheat.—Arizona: Average bushels per acre, 21.5; value 
$17.47; value per bushel, 81.2 cents. United States: Averag 
per acre, 13.4; value per acre, $8.66; value per bushel, 64.6 

Corn.—Arizona: Average bushels per acre, 28.8; val 
$22.17; value per bushel, 77 cents United States: Ave 
per acre, 24.7; value per acre, $10.02; value per bushel, 40 

Oats.—Arizona: Average bushels per acre, $4; value per a 
value per bushel, 65.1 cents. United States: Average bushe! 
28.7; value per acre, $7.70; value per bushel, 26.8 cents. 

Hay.—Arizona: Average tons per acre, 2.63; value per a 
value per ton, $10.37. United States: Average tons , 
value per acre, $10.89; value per ton, $7.87. 

Special crops under high culture produce remarkable 
following are a few well-authenticated recent instances t: 
Salt River Valley: 


Mr. J. W. Toumey, of Glendale, 


with 
rhis 


hnerea 


census 


$ 
$ 


has produced 15 tons of 
the acre in one year which sells in the stack for $5 a ton. 

Mr. J. W. Black, near Phoenix, realized $1,200 per 
berries on a large crop from May to December. 

The cantaloupe crop yields from 150 to 200 crates per acre, 
to the early market nets the skillful farmer from $200 to $500 

Mr. A. G. Bailey raised 8,249 pounds of peaches from 1 ac: 
he sold on the spot for $412.45. 

The figures on citrus fruits are even 
require more time to come into bearing. 

rhirty and three-tenths per cent of the population of A! 
engaged in farming, as compared with 35.6 for the nit 
Kighty-four and one-tenth per cent of the farmers own their h 
only 5.4 per cent mortgaged. The average in the United Stat 
per cent own homes and 20 per cent are mortgaged. 

In 1900 there were in Arizona 519 irrigating canals complet 
gating 1,492 miles, costing $4,408,158, serving 185,396 
In 1902 there were 751 canals, an increase in two years of 0\ 
cent, serving an acreage of 247,250. (Irrigation Bulletin No. 1 


acre ol 


greater, but, of <« 


EDUCATIONAL. 


{Judge Layton’s report.] 


1905. 


School census 

Schools a 

Teachers ‘ | 538 
Expenditures. -_. $201 , 357. 89 533, 668.19 


= 165 pet 
Properties -- $414, 447.00 $925, 033. 00 

$ 

2 


— 23 pel 

Bonded indebtedness _ $425, 407, 83 

Excess value of properties 
indebtedness. 

Total expenditures 1895 to 1904, $8, 557, 784.11 | 
inclusive. | | 


over 
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RELIGIOUS. | The same authority places that for 1904 at 230,000,000 pound l 
[Governor’s reports. ] upon production of the larger properties 
hi SEBO RED a str? eS ee ee Output 1905 is 241,400,000 | nds 
: : iy 3 or N \ 
1895. 1905. Increase. | ‘ ‘ ; 
| New Mexico ikewise pre] ed it ! 
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108 171 | 66 per cent sources in New Mexico, t ae 5 k 


auad x ena wadeke Lil 128.8 per cent. 



































































03 nan o map minority of the committee in the 
ag napraaiesen toes ab aan rere aoe cm New Mexico was acquired f1 f Me 
, MORES a nence=s omen ¢ <2’ per cent. | of Guadalupe-Hidalgo Feb: » 18 : 
3 oa . ieee eer $594, 900. 00 57 per cent. | of December 30. 185 " 
sa ernie Tae ae It is 36 nd t 
LANDS AND SCHOOL CENSUS. | tains 1 square ke is 
* ru 1< 7 
fArea, 112,920 square miles. Acres, 72,268,800.] eeeare mile ig éleas , . : ; 
Apportionment. As in the case of A yna 
and forest reserves _ 26, 089, 600 acres, | the Delega m New Mexi la 
nou y and desert, largely mineral__ 21, 067, 200 acres. | 990,000 
inds. ublic domain, reclaimable 13, 854, 615 acres. tMS A> 
1 taxed, 1905 Li, 257, 385 acres. Number of farms, 1890, 4,458: 
- . 1890, TS7.882;: in 1900. 5.130.878 \ ‘ ‘ 
1895 1905 Increase. 10 141; in 1900, $53,737,824 Value of 1 
years. 1000, 20 SSS8.824 Val of f i | 
at : $1,151,610. Value of live stock, 1890, $25,111,201: 1900, § 
: Value of farm producis, 1800, $2 1. G00 Lin $1 
reage -. eos °, 201.5 per cent. in alfalfa, 1890, 12,139: 1900, 67 \ 
ith improvements 44 = 161.5 per cent. 91.745: 1900, 203.893 Butte 1 if 
valuation t, 870, G32. 48 $ ll per ent Ege¢ 1890, 2SO.O0O0 doz 1900, S40 00% | 
mprovements Not assess-d. | $14, 440,689.31 | Total $1.427.317 Cereals, 1900 TOM \ 1 
‘ iand other proper- $9, 199, 129.08 | $16,534, 828.47 | 179 per cent. Acres under irrigation, 326.87 I l 
; : A 
$58, 159, 713, 84 
Co a 30, 341.00 
$27 518,322.49 | $5 2.84 210 per cent. 
nsu anaes 15, 201 290 | 926 per cent. oe . 
t - 13,427 a 31 | 59.4 per cent. 
governor's est 77,000 170,075 | 120 pe nt. 5 c to entry} i the i 
1), 000 res Ir ed in t f 
ipita and <1 pproved by Congress, 9, 
ta rplus, and ite Land Claims, 1,900,94 icres i 
ess include 540,065 res to 
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738 fi J 0, 1900, to J . 
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I nsus reports and methods from the in school 
nd on increase of registered voters. From 1860 to 19900 New Mexico 1 a RAT ) 
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sessment was | 
including exemptions amounting to $2,235,615, leaving | 
to taxation of 5 


8.633,993.27. 
560.79, 
ent subject 


$39,596,951.79. Property in New 
ssessed at an average 


of only 20 per cent of its real value. 
TAXES 


COLLECTED. 
! the Territory the past three 
$1,.127,689.1S came from direct taxation; 
al year ending June 30, 1903; § 
cal year ending June 30, 1902, and § 
30. 1901. From other 


of years, $1.545,241.37, of 
$419,622.06 collected 
,o28.85 collected dur- 
} : 7 for the fiscal 
sources Territorial revenue 
amount of $407,542.19, $142,758.22 being received 

ending June 380, 1901; $118,005.17 during the | 
19vez, and $156,788.80 during the year ending 


> is 


to 
fiscal 
nding June "30, 
me 30, 19038 
| 1Or% 
r ending 
I al tax 


the 


appl disbursement in New Mexico during the | 


3.070. 


UO mills; 1901, 14.29 mills; 


ms for 


1903, 8 
1900, 


pri 


‘2 
rritori 14 1902, 13.99 | 


; on the situation. 
| ment to the report that is now before the House for considera 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS. 


Territorial institutions, 
is $2,000,000 without the grants of land 
: In ition the Territory grants subsidies 
an orphan asylum maintained by religious and char 
{ The value the public scheol property of the 
is $690,697.91, not counting the school sections in each town- 

> of t] ublic property of counties and towns, not 
towns like Santa Fe, Las Vegas, Socorro, etc., is 
value of public property, not including lands, 


Territory 
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m by 


and 
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and gre 
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the value of | 
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1902, $3 


1901, 19,451. 


545.02; 324,784.91; 1901 

1903, $454,342.38: 1902, $424.36 

re salary paid te 

in the Territory, $2,071, 

» schools, 42,925; annual ex- 
32; total expended for the 


* months; ay 

ol property 

in all 
hools, 


years, $ 


ol 


CHURCHES. 
New Mexico has 

i and 43 secular 
mission chur 
chial schools, 2 1 


for Indians, 


nureh in 
I iests 


e200 
hools 


aguring 


} ions, a number of 
' mission schools. 
preaching stations, 25 
of 1.562 pi 


scattered m 


mission 


nroilment 


1ations bay 


Albuquerqu 


towns. 


and 11 


inks; June 


State banks; 
30, 1901, 


June 1902, $9,- 
ker, the controversy be- 
of the 


Oklahoma and 


on the admission 
* some years 
in this body, 
the 


roverninent 


ople of 
f power in this ¢ 
hould be preserved in the Federal Sen: 
and have opposed the consoli- 

into two States. But in the 

oma and Indian Territory, we 

le that has always been sacred 
mand of the people of these | 

Yielding our own views 
ple might be obeyed, the mi- 

on Territories readily acceded to the 

for the union of Oklahoma and the | 

n y. the very same reasons that we agreed to 

» union of these two Territories we have opposed the union of | 
na and New Mexico, because it was apparent to us that | 
ople of those Territories did not desire union, and we felt | 

it was against the principles of good government, against | 
eherished theories of both parties, to force an unwelcome | 


ite 


tehood. 


kh } ° a iT 


| drawn from the two bodies, and again the matter 


; of 
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union upon these two Territories. [TApplause.] We yield to tha 
will of the people in both instances and sustain the prin ‘leg 
of free institutions. We saw this House by a large majority 
vote us down, as the majority of the committee had ‘done 
Again, in conference, after the bill came from the Senate we 
saw the contention of the House sustained by a majority of the 
conferees, and then, Mr. Speaker, we witnessed that ¥ hich 
seldom has occurred in this or any other body. 

The reports that had been made to the two Houses by the 
majority of the managers of both Houses were quietly with. 
vent into 


conference. In the meantime there had been a consultation on 


| the part of the Republican majority of the House and Seyate 


The result at the next meeting was the agree. 
tion—a unanimous agreement. Strange to say, it embod 
the very principles for which the Democracy has contende 
for six long years in this House. [Applause on the Deyo. 
cratic side.] It is not for me to say what induced the 
jority, having the power to pass a bill of another character, to 
yield to the will of the minority. Shall we attribute it to po- 
litical exigencies, or to the high sense of justice which the 
majority at last reached, m accordance with the views of the 
minority? 

Mr. Speaker, there is nothing more to be said on this ques. 
tion. We are ready to vote. We unite with the majority ip 
asking the adoption of the unanimous report of this committee, 
that the great people of Oklahoma and the Indian Territory may 
assume the powers of a sovereign State and come under the 
folds of the flag and the protection of the Constitution, and 
that the people of Arizona and New Mexico, in 
with the long-established doctrine of a free people, shall, 
their own voice, determine whether they shall enter the | 
States or remain Territories of the Republic. « 
longed applause on the Democratic side. | 

Mr. HAMILTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to 
gentleman from Arizona [Mr. SmitH]. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. Speaker, three times thr 
the House of Representatives, twice Democratic and once 
publican, and in a Republican House having the support of 
eral Members now on this Territorial Committee, we 
ceeded in passing bills for the creation of separate States « 
of New Mexico and Arizona. Born somewhere of a pai 
which it should be ashamed, a bill was brought into 
lutely closing the mouth of every man in 
a country for which those pioneers for forty-five years had 
fought, and alas, too many of them had died. Arizona was to 
be put at the mercy of New Mexico, and under the bill reported 
to this House we were to hold a constitutional convention, 
‘composed of delegates from each Territory. Whether we 
it or not, we were to form a constitution and submit it 
people, both Territories voting as one on its adoption, si 
should be a nomination of State officers and of the leg 
which should elect Senators, and in that we were to 
unit, and if every man in Arizona had voted against il 
have been compelled to submit, provided two-thirds of 1 
Territory wanted it. Against that we on the Democr 
have stood as one man; and, thank God, there w: 
united, though small, band of Republicans—alleged 
of the patriots of to-morrow—by their 
sistence of all blandishments called the attention of 
to the outrage that this House was attempting to 
against the unoffending people of the West. [Appla 
Democratic side. ] 

The less said about the way this original bill has 

tier for the history of this Congress, and I r 

into that part of it. There is a law in Ari: 

legislator trades with another on the legislation 

body he is guilty of a very high misdemeanor, and 
ernor in that benighted land to influ 
lation by promises of veto or the withholding of veto 
other legislation he goes to the penitentiary under the 
that land. 

I congratulate my people, and in their name I thank 
of the House, and doubly in their name do I thank t! 
honest, and incorruptible band of Republican “ insurgent 
by exercise of justice in statesmanship, have shed glor) 
names and gratified the honest constituency who ¢ 
their high place in this august body. When I consider : 
beset our path in this long and cruel fight, I congratu! 
zona that she at least shall say whether she will or wil! 
forced into an obnoxious union. For this we fought, 
battle has been won. At the next session of this 
when the returns from that election shall be known, we ‘\” 
hear no more of joint statehood for these Territories. ‘le hve 


les 
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1906. 


million bribe put in this bill will not seduce the manhood of our 
ople from their duty to their country, as it will show at the 
a ‘ing election by such a majority that this monstrous wrong 
will never again be attempted on the floor of this House. [Ap- 
Jayse on the Democratic side.] 
PM - CANNON. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DALzeELL). The gentleman 
fro! Illinois. 

ir. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the gentleman from 
M gan to yield to me for five minutes. 


Vr. HAMILTON. Mr. Speaker, 
from Illinois for five minutes. 


\ir. CANNON. 


I yield to the gentleman 
[Prolonged applause. } 
Mr. Speaker, as a Member of the House of 


\ 


Representatives during this session, as at all other sessions, I the bill H. R. 19432. y ten 2 
have represented my constituency and acted for the whole | _ The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ilinois [ Mr. Mann] 
peo} aecording to my best judgment. The coming into the | ealls up the conference report on the bill H. R. 19482, of which 
tnion of Oklahoma and the Indian Territory meets my ap- the ¢ lerk will read the title. 
pl 1. If I had my choice and were supreme I would infi- rhe Clerk read as follows: 
nitely prefer to see Oklahoma and the Indian Territory come ; A bill (H. R. 19432) to authorize additional aids to navigation in 
oparately, With an aggregate population of almost one and | thé Mebt-House Establishment. ; ’ 
one-half millions, with four Senators, rather than to see New Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to omit 
Mexico and Arizona come together, and God knows, rather the reading of the report. Beha, has 
4 to see them come singly, with less than 300,000 popula-| | The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
‘ion, with four Senators. It is not a secret as to my views as a | ‘ hair hears none. : 
Representative. I have sought to the best of my ability to voice The conference report and statement are as follows: 
my views. You have the result before you. Although every 
man in the Indian Territory should vote against statehood for CONFERENCE REPORT. 
{ w proposed State of Oklahoma, notwithstanding that} The committee of conference on the disagreeing yotes of the 
rotest the State would be and will be formed under this en- | two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H.R 
abling act. 19432) to authorize additional aids to navigation in the Light 
Mr. SMITH of Arizona rose. | House Establishment, having met, after full and free confer 
Mr. CANNON. I do not yield at this moment. There is no| ence, have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their 
rate vote there. There is a separate vote, however, as to | respective Houses as follows: 
the other—Arizona and New Mexico. So much for that. I} That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 7, 9, 
do not propose to go into the merits of this proposition at this | 10, 16, 17, 18. 
time. I would not have taken the floor had not the honorable! That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend 
centleman, the Delegate from Arizona [Mr. SmirH], made the | ments of the Senate numbered 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 11, 12, 18, 15; and 
remark that there was a high penalty for the governor of that | agree to the same. 
ferritory to attempt to influence legislation, or for one legis-;| Amendment numbered 1: That the House recede from its dis- 
lutive body or its membership to attempt to traffic in legislation | agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1, and 
\ the other, in order to secure certain other legislation, | agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In the first 
if I correctly state him. line of the language proposed strike out the words “ light-ship ” 
That remark could not have had but one motive and one} 2nd insert in lieu thereof the words “light vessel; and the 
meaning, and that meaning is that some one in the House has | Senate agree to the same. 
sought to affect legislation in the House as a matter of traftic| Amendment numbered 8: That the House recede from its dis- 
in order to secure action upon this matter in the Senate or in| @2greement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 8, and 
the House. That imputation implied, so far as it reflects upon agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In next to 
the Speaker of this House and, so far as I know or believe, upon | the last line of the language proposed strike out the words “ to 
uy other Member of this House, is unworthy of the gentleman | construct” and insert in lieu thereof the words “toward con- 
that uttered it and without foundation in fact. [Loud ap-| structing; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 
plause. | If it were hecessary to furnish proof of this statement, I Amendment numbered 14: That the House recede from its 
look about me here on my own side of the House on Members with | disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 14, and 
wh I disagreed touching the progress of this bill from time | 4gree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
to time, and upon that side of the House, and I pause and invite | the language proposed insert the following: “ Range lights, Su 
y Member present who has the least intimation, knowledge, | Perior pierhead, Lake Superior, Wisconsin, at a cost not to ex- 
‘even belief that the statement implied in the insinuation of | ceed twenty thousand dollars ;” and the Senate agree to the same. 
the gentleman is true to so state. [Loud and long-continued | _Amendment numbered 19: That the House recede from its 
applause. ] ; disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 19, and 
Mr. HAMILTON. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question, | 28ree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
rhe SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Hax- | the language proposed insert the following: “A light and fog 
I moves the previous question. see ao See ae agree W rt 1 Sound, 
he questi mag alan: < —— 5 ane roar Alaska, {i a cos no Oo exceed one hundred are twenty-five 
wae stion was taken; and the previous question was | eam eiiten:* nk tix Remake caves to the eae. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the confer- JAMES R. MANN, 
f report. F. C. STEVENS, 
The question was taken; and the conference report was ‘ W. C. ADAMSON, 
greed to. [Loud and long-continued applause. ] Conferecs on the part of the House. 
On motion of Mr. HAMILTON, a motion to reconsider the last IXKNUTE NELSON, 
vote was laid on the table. J. H. GALLINGER, 
THOMAS S. MARTIN, 
AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL, Conferees on the part of the Senate. 
; STATEMENT. 
Mr. WADSWORTH, from the Committee on Agriculture, pre- The managers on the part of the House, at the conference on 
a | the report of the committee upon Senate amendments to | the disagreeing votes of the -two Houses on the amendments of 
the agricultural bill; which report was referred to the Commit-| ihe Senate to the bill (H. R. 19432) to authorize additior 
ree of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and ordered | gids to navigation in the Light-House Establishment, submit 
printed Pc i , wad : ee Pee Sane 
a a ; the following statement in explanation of the action agree 
Mr. WADSWORTH. I am requested, Mr. Speaker, to give | upon and recommended in the Samtenenes report: ' 
: e that the minority report, covering one or two points in Amendment No. 1 provides for a light vessel near the e1 
a > ieee to-morrow. = _| trance to Buzzards Bay, Massachusetts. The House recedes 
, J@ SPEAKER. Without objection, the minority report may | from its disagreement with a verbal amendment. 
¢ filed to-morrow. [After a pause.] The Chair hears no ob- Amendments Nos. 2, 3, 4, 5, and 6 provide for g buoys and 


~~. 


v0 
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NAVAL APPROPRIATION 
Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I submit a conference report and 
statement on the part of the managers of the House upon the 
naval appropriation bill, and ask that the same be printed in 
the Recorp, under the rules. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois presents the 
report and statement of the managers on the part of the House 
upon the naval appropriation bill for printing under the rules. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


BILL. 











































































LIGHT-HOUSE BILL. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference 


report on 





various other aids to navigation, at a cost of $94,200, for lig 


se S930 


ing Ambrose channel, New York Bay, in addition to those car- 
ried by the bill as it passed the House. The House recedes 
from its disagreement to this amendment. 
Amendment No. 7 provides for a light-keeper’s dwelling at 
mington Breakwater, Connecticut. The Senafe recedes. 
({mendment No. 8 provides for a light and fog-signal station 
Southwest Ledge, New London Harbor, Connecticut. The 
des from its disagreement with a verbal amendment. 
endment No. 9 provides for a light and fog-signal station 
rreenville channel, New Jersey. The Senate recedes. 
ndment No. 10 provides for a light and fog-signal station 
rseshoe Shoal, Delaware River. The Senate recedes. 
endment No, 11 provides for a light and fog-signal station 
e Flogger Shoal, Delaware River. The House recedes. 
endments Nos. 12 and 13 increase the cost of the inspector’s 
er in the sixth ae district, provided for by the sum 
by the bill as it passed the House. 


; roc 


the limit fixer 
and agrees to the amendments. 

ndment No. 14 provides for removing the Superior pier- 

d range lights, Wisconsin, from the south pier 

at a cost of $28,000. The House recedes from its disagree- 

to the amendment with an 

* the Senate amendment and inserting in lieu thereof 


» O00 over 
liouse les 


rece 


\ 
ATi 


Senate 


lowing 
nge lis 


hts, Superior pierhead, Lake Superior, Wisconsin, 
t to exceed twenty thousand dollars.” 
nt No. 15 provides for a new engineer’s tender in the 
it-house district (California and Hawaii), at $150,000. 


Ise recedes. 


i¢ 
1 ligl 
5 il 


iment No. 16 provides for a light and fog signal at Kar- | 
of $50,000. | 


qui (Karquines) Strait, California, at 
The ite rece 

\mendment 
Islands. The Senate recedes 

Amendment No. 18 provides for a new light vessel at Swift- 
sure Bank, entrance to 
to exceed $150,000. 
endment No. 
on Cape Hinchinbrook, Alaska, at a cost not to exceed 
5.000. ‘The House recedes from its disagreement with an 
iment which will leave the definite location of the light- 
to be hereafter fixed by the Light-House Board and which 
the amount of the suthorization to $125,000, 
it is believed by the House managers is necessary for the 
construction of the light-house proposed. 

(he total amount of authorizations carried by the bill as it 

me the House were $1,513,500. The House agrees to 


ations added by Senate amendments to the 


a cost 


“les. 


seni 


cost not 


The Senate recedes. 
tion 
ST 
Amen 
house 


ases 


S1 l 


amount of 


The Senate recedes from Senate amendments carry- | 
The total amount | 


\uthorizations to the amount of $514,000. 
\uthorizations carried by the bill as agreed to in conference 
952,700. 
JAMES R. MANN, 
F. C. STEVENS, 
W. C. ADAMSON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The SPEAKER. 
OpK rt. 
question 


+ 
LO. 


Che was taken; 
rreed 


On motion of Mr. MANN, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following 
titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to their 
appropriate committees, as indicated below: 

Ss. 6462. An act granting lands to the State of Wisconsin for 
purposes—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

5. 6443. An act authorizing and directing the Secretary of the 
Interior to sell to the city of Los Angeles, Cal., 
lands in California; and granting rights in, over, and through 

Sierra Reserve, the Santa Barbara Forest Reserve, 
briel Timber Land Reserve, Cal., to the city of 
to the Committee on the Publie Lands. 
granting an increase of pension to 
Committee on Pensions. 


rorestry 


lorest 
» San Ga 
‘es, Cal. 
An act 
WOT to the 
An 


to the ¢ 


Ann 


LiOhbil) 


ms. O 


Long 


UT, act 


ommittee on Invalid Pensions. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 
H. R. 19150. An act to change and fix the time for holding the 
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to the north | 


amendment striking | 


JUNE 1} 


circuit and district courts of the United States for the yy), iddle 
district of Tennessee, in the southern division of the e : 
district of Tennessee, at Chattanooga, and the northeaste: diy “ah 
sion of the eastern district of Tennessee at Greenville, 
other purposes ; 

H. R. 9813. An act granting a pension to Harriet P. s 

H. R. 17663. An act to extend the provisions of the . 
March 3, 1901, to officers of the Navy and Marine Cor 
vanced at any time under the provisions of sections 15: 
1605 for eminent and conspicuous conduct in battle; 

H. R. 17510. An act to provide for a reconnoissance 4 
liminary survey of a land route for a mail and pack trai 
the navigable waters of the Tanana River to the Seward | 
sula, in Alaska, and for other purposes ; 

H. R. 15331. An act making appropriations for the 


and tor 


| and contingent expenses of the Indian Department, for 


ing treaty stipulations with various Indian 
other purposes, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1907 

H. R. 19642. An act to regulate the keeping of em) 
agencies in the District of Columbia where fees are 
for procuring employment or situations ; 

H. R. 18330. An act transferring the county of Clinton, in the 
State of Iowa, from the northern judicial district of Iowa to 
| the southern judicial district of Iowa; and 
H. R. 179838. An act providing for the erection of a 


tribes, 





No. 17 provides for a new tender at the Hawaiian | 


Juan de Fuca Strait, Washington, at a | 


19 provides for a light and fog-signal sta- | 


which | 


au- | 


The question is on agreeing to the confer- | 


and the conference report was | 


certain public | 


ment on Kings Mountain battle ground commemor: ti e 

great victory gained there during the war of the America 
olution on October 7 7, 1780, by the American forces. 

ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOR HIS APPROVAL. 

Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bijls. re- 
| ported that this day they had presented to the President of the 
United States, for his approval, the following bills: 

H. R. 1160. An act granting an increase of pension to Bliza 
Swords; 

H. R. 17 7982. An act to grant to Charles H. Cornell, liis 
signs and successors, the right to abut a dam across tie 
| brara River on the Fort Niobrara Military Reservation, Nebr., 

and to construct and operate a trolley or electric railway line 

and telegraph and telephone lines across said reservation ; 
H. R. 4478. An act to amend section 64 of the bankruptcy act; 
and 
H. R. 17881. An act permitting the building of a dam a 
the Crow Wing River between the counties of Morrison 
| Cass, State of Minnesota. 
COLLECTION DISTRICTS IN TEXAS. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, I present a conference rep 
printing under the rule. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the title. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 10715) to establish an additional collection dist 
the State of Texas. 


POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit 
ference report on the bill H. R. 16953, to be printed under tli 
rule. 

The SPEAKER. 
| conference report for printing under the rule. 
read the title. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 16953) making appropriations for the service of tl: 
| Post-Office Department. 


as- 


Nio- 


‘TOSS 


and 


a con- 


The gentleman from Kansas submits a 
The Clerk wil! 


BYRON K. MAY. 


| The SPEAKER laid before the House the following con 
rent resolution: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House concurring), That the Ir 
be requested to return the bill (S. 1510) entitled “An act granti 
increase of pension to Byron K. May.” 

The question was taken; and the resolution was concur: 

ADJOURN MENT. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do! 
adjourn. Pending that, I want to state that the House 
morning agreed by unanimous consent that from now on 
the close of the session the House would meet at 11 o'clock. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 27 minutes p. m.) the Il 
adjourned. 


granting an increase of pension to William C. | 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive ¢ 
munications were taken from the Speaker's table and refe! rred 
as follows 

A letter “from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting a te 

| sponse to the request of the House for information as to the 








1906. 


eost of armor plate and an armor plant—to the Committee on 
N ] Affi \irs, and ordered to be printed. 
, etter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
tine a copy of a letter from the Acting Attorney-General sub- 
ss ¢ an estimate of appropriation for credit to the accounts 
of \W. Curriden, treasurer of the Reform School of the Dis- 
te of Columbia—to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 
, jJetter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
tj . copy of a letter from the Acting Secretary of the Navy 
ting an estimate of appropriation for completion of ad- 
ration building at the naval prison at Portsmouth Navy- 
Y: 40 the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS 


I er clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 

titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 

and referred to the several Calendars therein 
, ads follows: 

BATES, from the Joint Committee on the Disposition of 

U s Papers in the Executive Departments, to which was re- 


} 
{ he 


{ the report of joint committee, reported that said papers 
various bureaus of the Departments be sold for waste 


therwise disposed of as provided by law, accompanied 


Clerk, 
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reports 





to pay R. B. Horton for compiling and indexin; 
hearings of the Committee on Insular Affairs and 
the Fifty-eighth Congress relating thereto 
Accounts. 

By Mr. PAYNE: A resolution (H. Res. 587) providi 
consideration of Senate joint resolution No. G0—to th 
tee on Rules. 

By Mr. BURGESS: A resolution (H. Res. 
the Court of Claims the claim of William H. 
Committee on War Claims. 


and 
of 


acts 


to the Committee « 


tha 
Lilt 


ing for the 


» Commit 


589) ref 
Sterli 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLU’ 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills 

the following titles were introduced and se 
follows: 

By Mr. BOWERSOCK: 

David H. Lewis 


TIONS 


and res yn 
verally referred 


A bill (H. R. 20211) for the relief 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. 
crease of pension to W. Greene 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROUSSARD: A bill (H. R. 2021 
the estate of Jean Cheri Verneuiel, deceased—t 
on War Claims. 





R. 20212) granting an in 


George 


By Mr. BURGESS: A bill (H. R. 20214) for the relief of 
| William H. Sterling—to the Committee on War Claims 
By Mr. CALDERHEAD: A bill (H. R. 20215) granting a1 
increase of pension to Riley J. Berkely—to the Committee 
Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 20216) granting an increase of pension ti 


1) port (No. 4927) ; which said bill and report were referred 
t llouse Calendar. 

(ir. McCARTHY, from the Committee on the Public Lands, 
to h was referred the bill of the House H. R. 19897, re- 
1 in lieu thereof a bill (H. R. 20209) granting lands | 
t State of Wisconsin for forestry purposes, accompanied by | 

(No. 4928) ; which said bill and report were referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 
LACEY, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 


was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3687) providing 

f » use of $1,000,000 of the moneys that would otherwise 
a part of the reclamation fund for the drainage of cer- 
ands in North Dakota, and for other purposes, reported 
me without amendment, accompanied by a report 
which said bill and report were referred to the Com- 

the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

BURTON of Ohio, from the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
12106) granting to the Batesville Power Company right to erect 
ustruct canal and power stations at Lock and Dam No. 1 

upper White River, Arkansas, reported the same with amend- 


1 accompanied by a report (No. 4930); which said bill and 
re t were referred to the House Calendar. 

iH Iso, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 18596) to enable the Secretary of War 
to it the erection of a lock and dam in aid of navigation in 


the White River near Batesville, Ark., and for other purposes, 
I (| the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(d 1931); which said bill and report were referred to the 
House Calendar. 


BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND 


» 


Under clause 3 


PUBLIC MEMORIALS. 


Mr. HUNT: 
Louis, 


A bill (H. R. 


State of Missouri, to construct a bridge across 


ssissippi River at St. Louis, Mo.—to the Committee on In- | 


ind Foreign Commerce. 
ir. MACON: A bill (H. R. 20207) providing for the use 
(00,000 of the money that would otherwise become a part 
‘eclamation fund for the drainage of certain lands in 
s and Missouri, and for other purposes—to the Commit- 
the Publie Lands. 
Mr. BEALL of Texas: A bill (H. R. 20208) to encourage 
promote commerce among States and with foreign na- 
ind to remove obstructions thereto—to the Committee on 
I tute and Foreign Commerce. 
Mr. McCARTHY, from the Committee on the Public 
! A bill (H. R. 20209) granting lands to the State of 
ae for forestry purposes—to the Union Calendar. 
- BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 20210) to authorize the 
St. Louis, a corporation organized under the laws of the 
of Missouri, to construct a “bridge across the Mississippi 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A resolution (H. Res. 586) 


] 


(No. | 


Cc. M. Parker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 20217) granting an increase of 
Ferdinand Kunkle—to the Committee on Invalid P« 
By Mr. CASSEL: A bill (H. R. 20218) 
of pension to George F. Steinheiser—to tl 

valid Pensions. 


pension tT 
nsion 
increase 


tee on ifl- 


granting an 


re Commit 


By Mr. CLARK of Florida: A bill (H. R. 20219) granting an 
increase of pension to Ellen Downing—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

sy Mr. FITZGERALD: A bill (H. R. 20220) to correct the 


military record of James Devlin—to the Committee on Military 


Affairs. 
By Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 20221) for the 
relief of Aaron D. Bright—to the Committee on Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 20222) granting an increase of pension to 


Henry C. Joseph—to the Committee on an Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 20223) granting an in of 
W. L. Clendening—to the Committee on Pensi 


By Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 20224) wale 


ase pension to 


yan increa 


| of pension to Philip Hamman—to the Committee on Inyalid 
| Pensions. 
By Mr. MAYNARD: A bill (H. R. 20225) for 


of Rule XXII, bill resolutions, and memorials | 
following titles were introduced and severally referred as 


20206) to authorize the city | 





| 


the relief of 


Lieut. Commander Kenneth McAlpine, United States 


the Committee on N 


‘aval Affairs. 
By Mr. RYAN: A bill (H. R. 


20226) granting an incre: 





pension to Catherine McCabe—to the Committee on Inyali 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SAMUEL: A bill (H. R. 20227) granting an increass 
of pension to Samuel 8. King—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

$y Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 20228) 
for the relief of the estate of R. S. Petway—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: A bill (H. R. 20229) granting an in 

| crease of pension to John F. Wotring—to the Committee on In- 
bia Pensions. 

By Mr. TYNDALL: A bill (H. R. 20230) g¢g ng pension 
to George W. Slay—to the Committee on Invalid Pt ons. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20231) granting a pension to Frederick 
Hartman—to the Committee on Invalid Pension 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20252) granting an increase of pension to 
Brooks E. Rogers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20233) granting an inerease of pension to 
Abraham Payne—to the Con mittee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20234) granting an increase of pension to 
John Nichols—to the Committee on Inyalid Pe 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20235) granting an increase of pension to 
3. W. Travis—to the Committee on Invalid Pens 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20236) granting an increase of pension to 
W. E. Richards—to the Committee on Invalid Per S 
Also, a bill (H. R. 20237) granting an increase of ] n 


Invali 


John H. Bird—to the Committee on d Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 20288) granting an increase of pe ta 


Archibald W. Mayden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 20239) granting an increase of pension to 
John Chaney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20240) granting an increase of pension to 
Richard E. Lewis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20241) granting an increase of pension to 
Comfort J. Holston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 20242) for the relief of 
the surviving members of Company C, Twenty-sixth Regiment 
New York Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

ty Mr. WEISSE: A bill (H. R. 20248) granting an increase 
of pension to Anton Heinzen—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: A bill (H. R. 20244) granting an 
increase of pension to Alfred Hayward—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 20245) to correct the mili- 
tary record of Corwin M. Holt—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: 
Firemen, of Norfolk, Va., against bill H. R. 5281 (pilotage 
bill)——to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, memorial of the legislature of California, for legislation 
to allow State of California 5 per cent of net proceeds of cash 
sales of public lands in the State—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

iy Mr. ANDREWS: Petition 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BABCOCK : 
No. 176, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, 
adoption of conference report on railway rate bill prohibiting 


Slou, 


passes to railway employees and their families—to the Commit- | 


tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


By Mr. BROUSSARD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of | 
*arish, La.—to the Com- | 


estate of Jean Cheri Verneuil, Orleans 
mittee on War Claims. 
By Mr. CLARK of Florida: Paper to accompany bill for relief 
2 


of Ellen Downing—to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, petition for bill H. R. 4549 (consolidation of third and | 
fourth class mail matter)—to the Committee on the Post-Office | 


and Post-Roads. 


Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of Aaron D. Bright—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, paper to acconrpany bill for relief of Henry C. Joseph— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: Petition of Merchants’ Association of 
New York, for appropriation for lighting Statue of Liberty in 
New York Harbor—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. HEDGE: Petition of O. F. Shaffer, Wellman, Iowa; 
Laughlin & Orn, New London, Iowa; J. R. Hughes, Mount 
Pleasant, Iowa, and Henry Wallingford, Bonaparte, Iowa, for 
pure-food bill and Federal inspection of meat packing and 
slaughtering—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merece, 

By Mr. HINSHAW: Petition 


of Cummings & Laughlin, 


Beatrice, Nebr., for a pure-food law and for complete Federal | 


inspectior law—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, petition of John P. Jansen & Son, favoring the Govern- 
ment assuming cost of meat inspection—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN: Paper to accompany Dill 
for relief of S. H. Williamson—to the Committee on Claims. 

hy Mr. LACEY: Petitions of Henry A. Der, Malcom; Snod- 
grass Brothers, Milton; J. C. Nordyke, Richland; J. F. Blank- 
enfeld, Maleom; H. Roher, Grinnell; T. B. O’Brien, John Bal- 
lisherger, and J. S. McLain, Fremont; A. C. Brudy, Richland; 
William I’. Jager, Eddyville; C. W. Robert, Hedrick; James T. 
Iledrick; R. M. Janes, Borns; and Conrad Hay, all in 
the State of Iowa, for the pure-food bill and Federal inspection 


Risk, 


of beef-packers’ products—to the Committee on Interstate and | 


Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MACON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of estate 
of Q. K. Underwood, Phillips County, Ark.—to the Committee 
on War Claims, 
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Petition of Brotherhood of Locomotive | 


Protest of 125 members of Baraboo Divi- | 
against | 
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By Mr. PADGETT: Paper to accompany bill for relic of 
M. B. Carter, executor of Fountain B. Carter—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Joseph 
N. Cadieux—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Maryland: Paper to accompany Dill for 
relief of Edwin D. Bates—to the Committee on Invalid Pep. 
sions. 

By Mr. STERLING: Petition of H. 8. Seitz, Normal, I11., for 
pure-food law and meat inspection by the Government—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: Paper to accompany 
bill for relief of R. S. Petway—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. WANGER: Petition of Brotherhood of Locomotive 
Firemen, against bill H. R. 5281 (pilotage bill)—to the Co. 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 


SENATE. 
Frivay, June 15, 1906. 


Prayer by Rey. Utysses G. B. Prerce, of the city of Wash- 
ington. 


NAMING A PRESIDING OFFICER. 


Mr. KEAN called the Senate to order, and the Assistant See. 
retary read the following letter: 


PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE UNITED STATES SENATE, 
June 15, 1906. 


To the Senate: 


of Out-Door Art League, of | 2 
. : : ; aa . aa 2 | JoHN KEAN to perform the duties of the Chair. 
San Francisco, for passage of California 5 per cent bill—to the | °° : ow 


Being temporarily absent from the Senate, I hereby appoint Senator 
Wma. P. Frre, 
President pro tempore. 

Mr. KEAN thereupon took the chair as Presiding Officer, and 

directed that the Journal be read. 
THE JOURNAL. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's 
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. Scort, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Kean). The Journal will 
stand approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 


agreed to the reports of the committees of conference on the dis- 
By Mr. ESCH: Petition of F. W. Storandt, Mindoro, Wis., for 
pure-food bill and Federal inspection of meat packing—to the | 


agreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Sen- 
ate to the following bills: 

H. R. 12707. An act to enable the people of Oklahoma and In- 
dian Territory to form a constitution and State government and 
be admitted into the Union on an equal footing with the original 
States; and to enable the people of New Mexico and Arizona to 


| form a constitution and State government and be admitted into 
| the Union on an equal footing with the original States; and 


H. R. 19482. An act to authorize additional aids to navigation 
in the Light-House Establishment. 
The message also announced that the House had passed the 


| following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
| Senate: 


H.R. 19571. An act to authorize the county court of Gas- 
conade County, Mo., to construct a bridge across the Gasconade 
River at or near Fredericksburg, Mo.; and 

H. R. 20070. An act to authorize the Chattanooga Northern 
Railway Company to construct a bridge across the Tennessee 
River at Chattanooga, Tenn. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to 
the concurrent resolution of the Senate requesting the l’resi- 
dent to return to the Senate the bill (S. 1510) granting an in- 
crease of pénsion to Byron K. May. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the [louse 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were there- 
upon signed by the Presiding Officer : 

H. R. 9813. An act granting a pension to Harriet P. § 

H. R. 15331. An act making appropriations for the current 
and contingent expenses of the Indian Department, for fulfill- 
ing treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, and for 
other purposes, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1907; 

H. R. 17510. An act to provide for a reconnoissance and pre- 
liminary survey of a land route for a mail and pack tra‘! from 
the navigable waters of the Tanana River to the Seward l’enin- 
sula, in Alaska, and for other purposes ; 


a lore ° 
anders ; 





] 
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H. R. 17663. An act to extend the provisions of the act of 
Viarch 8, 1901, to officers of the Navy and Marine Corps ad- 





ed at any time under the provisions of sections 1506 and 
i605 for eminent and conspicuous conduct in battle; 

il. R. 17988. An act providing for the erection of a monu- 
t on Kings Mountain battle ground commemorative of the 
t victory gained there during the war of the American Rey- 
tion on October 7, 1780, by the American forces ; 

H. R. 18330. An act transferring the county of Clinton, in the 
te of Iowa, from the northern judicial district of Iowa to 
southern judicial district of Iowa; 

Il. R. 19150. An act to change and fix the time for holding the 
uit and district courts of the United States for the middle 
rict of Tennessee, in the southern division of the eastern 
trict of Tennessee, at Chattanooga, and the northeastern 

on of the eastern district of Tennessee at Greeneville, and 

other purposes ; and 

R. 19642. An act to regulate the keeping of employment 

‘ies in the District of Columbia where fees are charged 

procuring employment or situations. 


at 


1] 
| 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


KNOX presented memorials of Local Lodge No. 498, 
herhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Huntingdon; of Local 
No. 742, Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Blairs- 
e: of Local Lodge No. 321, Brotherhood of Railroad Train- 
_ of Pittsburg, and of 83 railway employees of Pittsburg, all 
n the State of Pennsylvania, remonstrating against the adop- 
of a certain amendment to the so-called “railroad rate 
pill” to prohibit the issuance of passes to railroad employees 
| their families; which were ordered to lie on the table. 


MI 


yr 


Lo 


He also presented memorials of the Beatty Nickle Oil Com- 
pany, of Warren; of J. C. McDowell, of Independence; of Jerry 
Crary, of Warren; of Freeman E. Hertzle, of Warren, and of 
J. N. Pew, of Pittsburg, all in the State of Pennsylvania, re- 


nstrating against the adoption of a certain amendment to 
the so-called “railroad rate bill” in relation to pipe lines; 
1 were ordered to lie on the table. 


\Mir. DANIEL presented a petition of Local Union No. 47, 
J eymen Tailors’ Union of America, of Lynchburg, Va., 
ng for the passage of the so-called “eight-hour bill;” 


hich was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 


\ 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEE ON THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Mr. ALLER, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 6322) providing for the pur- 


chase of a reservation for a public park in the District of Co- 

lumbia, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 

thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on the District of 
imbia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 18666) to pro- 

vide for the reassessment of benefits in the matter of the exten- 

and widening of Sherman avenue, in the District of Co- 


lt ia, and for other purposes, reported it without amendment, 
i submitted a report thereon. 
lle also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
I (H. R. 14511) amendatory of an act entitled “An act to 
provide for payment of damages on account of changes of grade 
due to the construction of the Union Station, District of Colum- 
bia,” approved April 22, 1904, reported it without amendment, 


nd submitted a report thereon. 
ile also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 5565) to close certain alleys in the District of Columbia, 
eported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 
lle also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, submitted adverse reports thereon; which were 
rreed to, and the bills were postponed indefinitely : 


‘ 


A bill (S. 60) authorizing the extension of Kalorama road 
NW.; and 

\ bill (S. 5882) to provide for the reassessment of benefits in 
the matter of the extension and widening of Sherman avenue, 


in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes. 
Mr. LONG, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 17452) to provide for pay- 


ment of damages on account of changes in grade due to the 
elimination of grade crossings on the line of the Philadelphia, 


Baltimore and Washington Railroad Company, reported it with- 
t amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


DISPOSITION OF USELESS PAPERS. 


Mr. PETTUS, from the Joint Select Committee on the Dispo- 
sition of Useless Papers in the Executive Departments, submit- 
ted the following report; which was read, and ordered to lie 
on the table: 


, 


_ The Joint Select Committee of the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives, appointed on the part of the Senate and on the part of the House 
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of Representatives, to which were referred the reports of the heads 
of Departments, bureaus, etc., in respect to the accumulatio herein 
of old and useless files of papers which are not needed or useful in th 
transaction of the current business therein, respectively, and have no 
permanent value or historical interest, with accompanying statements 
of the condition and character of such papers, respectfully report to 
the Senate and House of Representatives, pursuant to an act entitled 
“An act to authorize and provide for the disposition of useless papers 
in the Executive Departments,’ approved February 16, 1889, as fol- 
lows : . 

Your committee have met, and, by a subcommittee appointed by your 
committee, carefully and fully examined the id reports so referred to 
your committee and the statements of the condition and the character of 











such files and papers therein described, and we find and report that the 
files and papers described in the report of the Secretary of the Treasury 
in House Document No. 689, Fifty-ninth Congress, first sessio dated 
April 9, 1906, and in the report of the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor in Mouse Document No, 608, Fifty-ninth Congress, first session, 
dated March 8, 1906, and in the report of the Secreta of inte 
rior in House Document No. 916, Fifty-ninth C first session, 
dated May 18, 1906, are not needed in the transacti f ti ‘nt 
business of such Departments and bureaus, and have » pe en 
value or historical interest, and should sold f waste | ( 





otherwise disposed of, upon the best obtainable 
law. 
Respectfully submitted to the Senate and House of I 


term 


tepresentatives. 
E. W. Pert 
J. H. GALLIN R, 
Members on the part of the Senate. 
ARTHUR L. BATES 
J. M. RICHARDSON 
Members on the part of the House. 
EXTENSION OF PUBLIC LAND LAWS, 
Mr. SMOOT. I am directed by the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 12323) to extend 


the public land laws of the United States to the lands comprised 
within the limits of the abandoned Fort Crittenden Military 
Reservation, in the State of Utah, to report it favorably, without 


amendment, and I ask for its immediate consideration. 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
eration. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. A bill of like import has passed the 
Senate, and I desire to offer it as an amendment to the pending 
bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
kota offers an amendment, which will be read. 

The Secretary. Add as an additional section to the bill the 
following: 

Sec. 2. 


its consid- 


y 
thi 


Senator from North Da- 












That all persons now having or who may hereafter file home 
stead applications upon any of the lands situate within the abandoned 
Fort Rice Military Reservation, in the State of North Dakota, : 
entitled to a patent to the land filed upon such person upon con 
pliance with the provisions of the homestead law of the United States 
and proper proof thereof, and shall not b uired to pay the aised 
values of such lands in addition to such compliance with id 
homestead law. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill to extend th 
public land laws of the United States to the lands co sed 
within the limits of the abandoned Fort Crittenden Milit 
Reservation, in the State of Utah, and f oth pr se 

EVERGLADES OF FLORIDA. 

Mr. FRAZIER. I am directed by the Committ n Agricul 
ture and Forestry, to whom was referred the t resolution 
(S. R. 65) directing the Secretary of Agricultui 
survey of the Everglades of Florida to determine the { ty 
and cost of draining said Everglades, and for othet rp to 
report it favorably with an amendment. 

Mr. MALLORY. I ask unanimous consent for the sent 
consideration of the joint resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution will be 
read. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Let it be read for 
The Secretary read the joint resoluti 


information. 


n, { follo 


VS. 








Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of Agriculture be, and he i reby 
authorized and directed to cause a survey of the Everglades of ri 
to be made, with a view to ascertaining and dete: ning the f li 
and probable cost of reclaiming and draining 1 Everglades for a 
ricultural purposes, and also to cause an examination the soil ji 
said Everglades with a view to determining its quality and adaptablilit 
and probable productiveness when reclaimed and devoted to agri 


tural purposes. 





Sec, 2. That the sum of $10,000 be, and is hereby, appropriated, « 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appr ted, for the pr 
pose of carrying out the requirements of this resolution, and t ‘ 
sum of $10,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, be ‘ 
from the sales of public lands in the State of Florida and paid 
Treasury of the United States in lieu of any portion of t $10,00 
hereby appropriated for the purposes designated by this 1 i 

Sec. 3. That the Secretary of Agriculture report to ¢ gres as 
early a day as possible the result of said surveys, with such recom- 


a 


mendations as he may think proper to make. 
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Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I want to ask the eaietee’ Mr. GALLINGER. 
How exten- | 
| to the Everglades of Florida. 


from Florida a question concerning this matter. 
sive in area are the so-called “ Everglades ” of Florida? 
Mr. MALLORY. They have never been surveyed. 
jite is that there are about 2,000,000 acres. 
Mr. GALLINGER. How much does the Senator think it 
1 the Government to drain those 2,000,000 acres? 
Mr. MALLORY. 
shall drain it, 
ible for drainage. 
flow from Lake Okeechobee. 
e 49 miles long and 40 miles wide. 
floods the Everglades and makes them uninhabitable. 
the lands are drainable or can be reclaimed is a mooted ques- 
tion, and it has not been settled. 
of Florida have been considering it for some time, and they 
contemplating making an effort to drain them; but there 


1? 


My esti- 


youl cost 
Government 


Is ieas 


» project is feasible. 


GALLINGER. I will ask the Senator if it is not safe to 


ic that if the Government determines that this is a feasible | 


¢, an appropriation will be asked for that purpose? 
Mir. MALLORY. I do not think so, for this reason: 
ultimately the lands will go to the State 
: they would go to the State of Florida now if they had been 
ved, but they 
not go, under the circumstances. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I have asked these questions for the rea- 
hat there is not a State in the Union, great or small, that 


I think 


son th 


has not swamp lands which it would be desirable to drain and ; !to é iL p0,0U) 
| be impossible for us to expend there for irrigation more t! 


make good agricultural lands if it could be brought about in 
that way. 

I notice a disposition to divert a portion of the irrigation 
fund to purposes of drainage. In other words, we passed a 
law to procure water for agricultural purposes, and now we 
‘ asked to divert 

iz rid of water. 

MALLORY. Unfortunately we in Florida are situated 

e tly in the opposite position from what they are in the 
West. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes; I know that. 

Mr. MALLORY. But the principle is the same. We only 
pese to use money received from the sale of public lands in 


State of Florida for this purpose, not for the purpose of | 


raining the land, but to ascertain whether it is drainable. If 
question should come 
c~“l to pay, the Senator would possibly object to it. 

Mr. HAN ROUGH. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
Hampshire yield te the Senator from North Dakota? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I presume the Senator from New 
Hampshire refers to the bill which passed the Senate recently 
providing for the setting aside of $1,000,000 of moneys arising 
from the sale of public lands in the State of North Dakota to 
be used for the purpose of drainage. I will ask the Senator 
if he can find any constitutional distinction between the irriga- 


t law, which provides for putting water on land, and any | 


bill whicl 
Mr. GALLINGER. 
i constitutional argument on this question. 


provides for taking water off of land? 
I merely want 


eastern Senator voted for and which I believe to be a 
hing, and if we 

ie swamp lands of the West and the South, of course, 
representing the northern country will ask that their 
shall be drained. It is to my mind a very serious 


} Ips 


er that we are entering upon a scheme of legislation which | 


become exceedingly troublesome in the future. 

to object to the consideration of the joint 
anted this information before it was voted on, 
0 give notice that if this is to be policy, we 


not going 
n, but I wv 


r aici 
i want 1 


if it is to be the policy of the Government. 

TILLMAN. Myr. President- 
BACON. 

Mr. GALLINGER. No, sir. 
Mr. BACON. These are Government lands. 
Mr. GALLINGER. 
glades of Florida are Government lands? I think they are not. 
MALLORY. As I have stated, they will ultimately go 

he State, but they have never been surveyed. 


5 . 
Mr. 
‘ 
t 


tn 
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This measure does not propose that the | 
but simply to ascertain whether it | 
The Everglades are subject to over- | 
Lake Okeechobee is a large lake, | 
It overflows annually and | 
Whether | 
| in Louisiana, Mississippi, and elsewhere—South Carolina } 
The authorities of the State | 


lly has been no survey made and nothing to determine that | 


of Florida. I | 


have not been surveyed, and of course can | 


a part of that fund for the purpose of | 


up hereafter, and the Government is | 


Mr. President, I am not going to enter | 


if we are to stand by the irrigation project, which | 
| do yet. 
are now to go into the matter of drain- | 


| agree to that. 
| which runs through the southeastern part of Missouri and the 


| found on earth, largely covered by water. 
| on foot among the people in that part of Missouri and in that 
any lands in the North which need irrigation that [ | 
but we have a great many thousands of acres | 
drainage, and we are going to get into that | 

the New Madrid earthquake? 


Are there any Government lands in the Sena- | 


I will ask the Senator whether the Ever- | 


JUNE 15. 


But they are not now Government lands. 
So the suggestion of the Senator from Georgia does not app|y 


Mr. BACON. I understand the Senator to say that ultimately 
they will go to the State, but that they are now the property of 
the Government. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Ultimately we would like to sell our 
swamps to the Government. 

Mr. BACON. The title is now in the United States Goy 


ment. 
Mr. President, I wish to suggest to the Seny- 


Mr. TILLMAN. ‘ 
tor from New Hampshire that there are a good many swanps 
up and down the Atlantic coast, some in New England, soo 
iS 
some—and when those of us who have swamps see the benetj- 
cence of this Government expended in putting water by iryj 
gation on arid lands and in draining, as the Senator from North 
Dakota obtained the passage of a bill through the Senate—] 
do not know what was done with it in the House—to take water 
off of land in his State, I agree with the Senator from Now 
Hampshire that if this kind of cake is to be served out I wi! 
want my piece of it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is right. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President, I crave the indulgence 
of the Senate for a few moments, that I may explain the pil] 
which passed this body some two months ago. I do not pro 
pose to interfere with the Senator’s joint resolution, and I wil] 
not object to its consideration, of course. 

The situation in North Dakota is this: That State has put 
into the reclamation fund up to date about $5,000,000. It wil! 
nan 
$500,000. In the eastern part of my State, in the great Red 
River Valley, there are a million acres of land to-day under 
water, the result of excessive rainfall. That has been the 
condition in that section for the last seven or eight years. 

So, Mr. President, it occurred to me at the opening of the 
present session that it would be a good idea if North Dakota 
might be allowed to use a portion of the money arising from 
the sale of public lands within that State to drain the wa 


| off of land in the Red River Valley, and that was the nature of 


the bill which was passed by the Senate and is now in the House 
of Representatives. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North 
Dakota yield to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Certainly. 

Mr. STONE. I desire to ask the Senator from North Dakota 
if the lands that would be drained under the bill he introduced, 
which has passed the Senate, and which I understand has been 
favorably reported from the House committee to that body, 
would be private lands—lands belonging to individuals—or 
would publie lands only be drained? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Both private and public, but the larger 
portion of the lands are in private ownership. I will say to 
the Senator from Missouri that there is not an irrigation project 
to-day eontemplated by the Reclamation Service that is not 
largely composed of private lands. So there can be no distin 
tion, it seems to me, in that respect. 

Mr. STONE. I should like to say, if the Senator will permit 
me 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. 

Mr. STONE. 


Certainly. 

I voted for the bill and approved of it, and I 
I think there is no more reason why money should be 
expended to reclaim lands by putting water on them, than it 
should be expended to reclaim them by taking water off. | 
We have in my State the St. Francis River, 


northeastern part of Arkansas and empties into the Mississipp' 
River. Along the St. Francis River in the State of Missouri 
alone there are 6,000 square miles of as fertile land as can be 
A movement is ow 


part of Arkansas to secure Congressional action looking to the 
reclamation of those lands. 
Mr. TILLMAN. Are those the lands that were submerged by 


Mr. STONE. . Yes, sir. 
Mr. TILLMAN. I thought so. 
Mr. HANSBROUGH. I want to say on this general question 


of drainage, that so far as I am concerned I would be very 


glad to fayor any proposition which would relieve the situation 
in any of the States of the Union, whether it be in New Hin) 


| shire, or Missouri, or Arkansas, or South Carolina, or elsewhere, 


with respect to drainage, and I believe it is proper for this 
Government to favor an enterprise of that kind. 
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TILLMAN. Mr. President, I understand the Senator 

BURROWS. Mr. President- 

PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North 
. vield to the Senator from Michigan? 

1:ANSBROUGH. Certainly. 

BURROWS. Mr. President, it is apparent that this mat- | 

of such moment as to consume much time in debate if it | 

sidered now. This is entering upon a new field of legisla- 
seems to me, and if this policy is to be entered upon, we | 


L 
t 





D 


. large quantity of land in my State that we will want to | 
irained by the Government of the United States. 
HANSBROUGH. I would favor including Michigan in 
st of States to be benefited by it. 

BURROWS. Mr. President, I object to the present con- 
tion of the joint resolution. 

PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made, and the 

solution goes to the Calendar. 

HALE. Let it go to the Calendar under Rule IX. 
BERRY. I hope it will go over without prejudice to it, 
Senator from Maine objects té its consideration. 
HANSBROUGH. I should be glad to have the joint reso- 
In eg over without prejudice. I certainly did not intend—— 
BERRY. If the Senator from Maine will permit me, this 

proposition to drain land, but it is simply a proposition 

land that has never been surveyed by the Govern- 





‘ 


vey 


HALE. 
The Senator from Michigan has objected to its considera- 


IT am not debating the merits of the joint resolu- | 


BERRY. 
not be called up. 
I1ALE. I do not propose that it shall be called up in the 
» of Senators who take an interest in it. 
Mir. BERRY. 
pods ll try to take that advantage. 
\ HALE. Mr. President, what will be the result of the 


I hope it will not be put in a position where | 


rhe PRESIDING 
th endar. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. 


OFFICER. 


I hope it will go to the Calendar with- 


out judice, and that the Senator from Maine will withdraw 
] uest. 
PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair does not think it 


( i go elsewhere than to the regular Calendar, because it was 
d this morning. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 6463) waiving the age 
l x admission to the Pay Corps of the United States Navy 
in the ease of Frank Holway Atkinson; which was read twice 
title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
TELLER tntroduced the following bills; which were sev- 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 


sions: 


\ | (S. 6464) granting an increase of pensisn to Simon 
Collier ; 

\ bill (S. 6465) granting an increase of pension to Jason 
Shaeffer; and 

\ i (S. 6466) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
M (with an accompanying paper). 


McCUMBER introduced a bill (S. 6467) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John M. Smith; which was read twice by 
. and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
SUTHERLAND (for Mr. Nrxon) 
6465S ) 
ng Re 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands and 


~ e 


as 


of pension to John W. Hudson; which was read twice by 
, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
on Pensions. 
Mr. GALLINGER 
ashington Market Company 


Ii 


introduced a bill (S. 6470) in relation to 


which was read twice by its 


> 
tt ind, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
m » on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. ALDRICH introduced a bill (S. 6471) granting an in- 
C » of pension to Ella EB. Kenney; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

lle also introduced a bill (S. 6472) granting an increase of 
pe n to John McDonough; which was read twice by its 
ti and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


ir. McCREARY introduced a bill (S. 6473) for the relief of 
L ‘th Bevins; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
‘ompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 
also introduced a bill (S. 6474) for the relief of Henry H. 
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I do not suppose the Senator means that any- | 


The joint resolution goes to | 


introduced a bill (S. 
‘eding certain lands appertaining to the post-office build- | 
no, Ney., for use as a street; which was read twice by | 


WARNER introduced a bill (S. 6469) granting an in- | 


$530 


Baxter; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 


| companying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 6475) granting an inere 
pension to Harvey Key; which was read twice by its title, and, 


ise of 


| with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 
AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment providing for th 
| publication of the names of heads of families of the Firs 
Census of the United States, iméended to be proposed by him to 
the sundry civil appropriation bili; which was ordered to | 
| printed, and, with the accompanying papers, referred t ! 


Committee on Appropriations. 


A 


Mr. MILLARD submitted an amendment providing that the 


provisions of the act of August 1, 


TROY? 





1906, relative to the hours of daily service of laborers and m« 
chanics employed upon the public works of the 1 1 Sta 
and the District of Columbia, shall not apply to unskilled alien 
laborers employed in the construction of the isth e 
within the Canal Zone, intended to be proposed by him t 
sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
He also submitted an amendment proposing to pay to Georg 
R. Butlin, J. B. Haynes, and Ernest H. Djureen $500 
| for services rendered by them in the preparation of 
lytical index to testimony taken before the Senate C 

on Interoceanic Canals, intended to be proposed by him 
| general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred 
| the Committee on Interoceanic Canals, and ordered to 
printed. 

| COMMITTEE ON EXAMINATION AND DISPOSITION OF I MENT 
| ; : , , 

| Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution: which 
1 * . 

considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

| Resolved, That there shall be added to the Select Commit f 
Senate the Committee on Examination and Dispos n of j 

Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution; which 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

_k&esolved, That the following constitute the Select € t tl 
Senate on Examination and Disposition of Documer Mr. B 
(chairman), Messrs. KEAN, HOPKINS, GEARIN, and WuHy' 

Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution; which w 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the C g 
Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Select Committee on Examination nd | 
tion of Documents be authorized to employ a messenger $1 
annum, the same to be paid out of the contingent ind 

Mr. HALE submitted the following resoluti } 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Appropriations be 
instructed to provide for a clerk of the & Cor 
tion and Disposition of Documents, at an annual sala 

ASSISTANT CLERK TO COMMITTEE ON MILITARY 

Mr. WARREN submitted the following resolutio: . 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the ¢ 
Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the salary of the assistant clerk to t ( 

Military Affairs, authorized by resolution of June 5, 1 
per annum be, and it is hereby, increased to $1,500 
| paid from the contingent fund of the Senate until o 
| by law. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS—WILLIAM C. PATTEN., 

On motion of Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas, it was 

Ordered, That on the application of William C. Patten 
| ized to withdraw from the files of the Senate all s 
Senate bill No. 5907, Fifty-seventh Congress 
bill to correct the military record of William C. VP 
| been no adverse report thereon 
BLACKFEET INDIAN RESERVATION, IN rANA 
| 
| Mr. CLARK of Montana submitted the 

The committee of conference on the disagr r votes of 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill I 
19681) to survey and allot the lands embraced within the | 
| of the Blackfeet Indian Reservation, in the State of M 
and to open the surplus lands to settlement, having m« 
| full and free conference have agreed to recommend and 


recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 


follows: 

Strike out all of the Senate amendment 
thereof the following: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby au d 
directed to immediately cause to be surveyed all of the | 
embraced within the limits of the Blackfeet Indian I 
in the State of Montana, 


and insert 





That the House recede from its disagreement to the amen 
| ment of the Senate and agree to the same with an amendme: 
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| 


“Sec. 2. That so soon as all the lands embraced within the | 


Indian Reservation shall have been 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs shall 
same be made under 
of the United States to all persons having 
tribal relations and may rightfully belong on said reserva- 

That there shall be allotted to each member forty acres 
‘ irrigable land and two hundred and forty acres of additional 


nd valuable only for grazing purposes, or, at the option of the 


Blackfeet 


tribal rights or hold- 


ion 


the entire two hundred and eighty acres may be taken | 
purposes, and for the irrigable | 


valuable only for grazing 
allotted there is hereby reserved out of the waters of the 
ion sufiicient to irrigate said irrigable lands, 
Stites shall and does hold said reserved water in trust 

‘ urtenant to the lands allotted for the trust period 
naimed in the patent to be issued: Provided, That such reserva- 
tion and trust shall only apply to such waters as may be ac- 
tually and necessarily appropriated for the irrigable portions 
Indian allotments within two years from the date of the 
ince of the proclamation by the President opening the un- 
aul ited lands to settlement; and pending such actual appro- 
iation of water by and for any Indian allottee, all of said 
shall be subject to use under the laws of Montana, 
shall not be held to create a right adverse to any In- 
who actually appropriates water or for 
appropriation of water is made to the extent that 
be necessary for use on the allotment within the time limit 
said, but, on the contrary, 


SO 


sSui 
} 


ters 
a] use 
allottee 


ictual 


and the | 


but | 


whom | 


surveyed the | 
cause allotments of the | 
the provisions of the allotment laws | 





each Indian allottee shall have | 


enjoy the prior right to appropriate water actually neces- | 


for the irrigation of his or her allotment at any 


wit] 
af 
pr 
with streal 


resnid: And provided further, That, 
all water rights and privileges on or connected 
us within or adjoining said reservation shall be sub- 
ject to the laws of the State of Montana: Provided further, 
hat the Secretary of the Interior may reserve such lands as 
ay deem necessary for agency, school, 

to remain reserved so long needed and so long as 
school, or religious institutions are maintained thereon 
benefit of the Indians, not exceeding two hundred and 
to any one religious society; also such tract or 
iber lands he may deem expedient for the use 
if the Indians of said reservation in common; but 
served lands, any part thereof, may be disposed of 
to time in such manner as the said Secretary may 
Provided, That there hereby granted two hun- 
eighty acres each to the Holy Family mission, en Two 
k, and the mission of the Methodist Episcopal 
r Browning, to be selected by the authorities of said 
spectively, embracing the mission buildings and 


ts thereon 


visions, 


as 
Cy. 
the 
tv acres 
ts of t as 
nefit « 


or 


is 


ree 


‘hat upon 


the Unit 


e persons to inspect 


the completion of said allotments the 
d States shall appoint a commission con- 
, appraise, and value all of the 
have been allotted in severalty to said 
the Secretary of the Interior or other- 
n to be constituted as follows: 
on holding tribal relations with 
izen of the State of Montana, 
Indian agent or Indian in- 


shall not 
1 by 
said commissio 
. pers 
resident cit 
nited States special 
» Interior Department. 
thin thirty days after their appointment said com- 
ill meet at some point within the Blackfeet Indian 
and organize by the election of one of their number 
iu. Said commission hereby empowered to select 
t a salary of not to exceed five dollars per day. 
said commissioners shall then proceed to personally 
id classify and appraise, by the smallest legal subdi- 
forty acres each, all of the remaining lands embraced 
vation. In making such classification and 
lands shall be divided into the following 
‘icultural land of the first class; second, agri- 
third, grazing land; fourth, 


he second class; 
; — ul land, not to be appraised. 


ner shall be : 
one a 


is 


ser 


doll: ir's me “di ly eac n ‘ville actually ‘employed in the 
and classification of said lands; such inspection and 
ion to be completed within nine months from the date 
organization of said commission. 
‘Sec. 4. That when said commission shall haye completed the 
classification and appraisement of all of said lands and the 
game shall have been approved by the Secretary of the Interior, 


Classificat 


OL the 


time | 
in two years after the issue of the President’s proclamation 
subject to the foregoing 


and religious pur- | 


salary of not to | 


the land shall be disposed of under the general provisions of the | 


homestead, mineral, and town-site laws of the United States, 


| timber lands; 


except such of said lands as shall have been classified as ti; 
lands, and except such sections sixteen and thirty-six of , 
township, or any part thereof, for which the State of Mon: 
has not heretofore received indemnity lands under existing | 
which sections, or parts thereof, are hereby granted to the State 
of Montana for school purposes, And in case either of s aid | sec. 
tions or parts thereof is lost to the State of Montana by re: 
of allotment thereof to any Indian or Indians, or otherwise. ‘the 
governor of said State, with the approval of the Secretary o¢ 
the Interior, is hereby authorized to select other lands not occy- 
pied or reserved within said reservation, not exceeding tw: 
tions in any one township, which selections shall be made 
to the opening of the lands to settlement: Provided, That the 
United States shall pay to the said Indians for the lands in saiq 
sections sixteen and thirty-six, so granted, or the lands within 
said reservation selected in lieu thereof, the sum of one dollar 
and twenty-five cents per acre. 

“Sec. 5. That the lands so classified and appraised shall pe 
opened to settlement and entry by proclamation of the Presi- 
dent, which proelamation shall prescribe the time when snd the 
manner in which these lands may be settled upon, occupied, 
and entered by persons entitled to make entry thereof, and no 
person shall be permitted to settle upon, occupy, or enter any 
of said lands, except as prescribed in such proclamation, until 
after the expiration of sixty days from the time when the same 
are opened to settlement and entry: Provided, That the rights 
of honorably discharged Union soldiers and sailors of the late 
civil and the Spanish wars and the Philippine insurrection, as 
defined and described in sections twenty-three hundred and four 
and twenty-three hundred and five of the Revised Statutes, ag 
amended by the act of March first, nineteen hundred and one, 
shall not be abridged, but no entry shall be allowed under sec- 
tion twenty-three hundred and six of the Revised Statutes: 
Provided further, That the price of said lands shall be the ap- 
praised value thereof, as fixed by said commission, which in no 
case shall be less than one dollar and twenty-five cents per acre 
for agricultural and grazing lands and five dollars per acre for 
but settlers under the homestead law who shall 
reside upon and cultivate the land entered in good faith for the 
period required by existing law shall pay one-fifth of the 
appraised value in cash at the time of entry and the remainder 
in five equal annual installments, to be paid in one, two, three, 
four, and five years, respectively, from and after the date of 
entry, and when the entryman shall have complied with all the 
requirements and terms of the homestead laws as to settlement 
and residence, and shall have made all the required payments 
aforesaid, he shall be entitled to a patent for the lands entered: 
Provided, That he shall make his final proofs in accordance 
with the homestead laws within seven years from date of entry, 
and that aliens who have declared their intention to become 
citizens of the United States may become such countrymen, but 
before making final proof and receiving patent they must re- 
ceive their full naturalization papers: And provided further, 
That the fees and commissions at the time of commutation or 
final entry shall be the same as are now provided by law where 
the price of land is one dollar and twenty-five cents per acre: 
Provided, That if any entryman fails to make such payments. or 
any of them, within the time stated, or to make final proof 
within seven years from date of entry, all rights in and to the 
land covered by his entry shall at once cease, and any payments 
theretofore made shall be forfeited and the entry shall be for- 
feited and canceled: Provided, That nothing in this act shall 
prevent homestead settlers from commuting their entries under 
section twenty-three hundred and one, Revised Statutes, by 
paying for the land entered the price fixed by said comission, 
receiving credit for payments previously made. 

“ SEC. That if, after the approval of the classification and 
appraisement, as provided herein, there shall be found lands 
within the limits of the reservation under irrigation projects 
deemed practicable under the provisions of the act of Congress 
approved June seventeenth, nineteen hundred and two, known as 
the “ reclamation act,” said lands shall be subject to withdrawal 
and be disposed of under the provisions of said act, and settlers 
shall pay, in addition to the cost of construction and mainte- 
nance provided therein, the appraised value, as provided in tliis 
act, to the proper Officers, to be covered into the Treasury - the 
United States for the credit of the Indians: Provided, That all 
lands hereby opened to settlement remaining undisposed of at 
the end of five years from the taking effect of this act shall be 
sold to the highest bidder for cash, at not less than one dollar 
and twenty-five cents per acre, under rules and regulations pre 
scribed by the Secretary of the Interior; and any lands remain- 
ing unsold ten years after said lands shall have been opened to 
entry shall be sold to the highest bidder, for cash, without re- 


her 
ich 
ana 


Ws, 


son 


seC- 


) 
prior 
t 
L 











1906. 


——— 


rd to the minimum limit above stated: Provided, That not | 
ore than six hundred and forty acres of land shall be sold to 
iv one person or company. } 
“Sec. 7. That the lands within said reservation not already 
eviously entered, whether classified as agricultural, grazing, | 
per, or mineral lands, shall be subject to exploration, loca- | 
iu, and purchase under the general provisions of the United | 
tates mineral and coal land laws, at the prices therein fixed, | 
pt that no mineral or coal exploration, location, or pur- 
inse shall be permitted upon any lands allotted to an Indian. 
‘Sec. 8. That lands classified and returned by said com- 
sion as timber lands shall be sold and disposed of by the 
retary of the Interior, under sealed bids to the highest bid- | 
for cash at not less than five dollars per acre, under such | 
es and regulations as he may prescribe: Provided, That the 
d timber lands shall be sold in tracts not exceeding forty 
s, with preference right of purchase to actual settlers, in- 
cluding Indian allottees residing in the vicinity, at the highest 
ce bid. 

‘Sec. 9. That after deducting the expenses of the commission 
lassification, appraisement, and sale of lands, and such other 
lental expenses as shall have been necessarily incurred, in- | 
g the cost of survey of said lands, the balance realized 
from the proceeds of the sale of the lands in conformity with 
this act shall be paid into the Treasury of the United States and 

“1 to the credit of said Indian tribe. Not exceeding one- 
ihird of the total amount thus deposited in the Treasury, to- | 
her with one-third of the amount of the principal of all other 
funds now placed to the credit of or which is due said tribe of 
Indians from all sources, shall be expended from time to time 
by the Secretary of the Interior as he may deem advisable for 
benefit of said Indians, in the construction and maintenance 

of irrigation ditches, the purchase of stock cattle, horses, and 
{ implements, and in their education and civilization. | 
The remainder of all funds deposited in the Treasury realized | 


~ 











ner 
LS 


f such sale of lands herein authorized, together with the | 
remainder of all other funds now placed to the credit of or that | 
shall hereafter become due to said tribe of Indians, shall, upon | 
the date of the approval by the Secretary of the Interior of the | 


itiments of land authorized by this act, be allotted in severalty | 
to the members of the tribe, the persons entitled to share as | 
ibers in such distribution to be determined by said Secretary. 
The funds thus allotted and apportioned shall be placed to the 
credit of such individuals upon the books of the United States 
Treasury for the benefit of such allottees, their legatees, or | 
heirs. The President may, by Executive order, from time to 
1 order the distribution and payment of such funds or the 
est accruing therefrom to such individual members of the 


in his judgment would be for the best interests of such 
individuals to have such distribution made, under such rules 


regulations as he may prescribe therefor: Provided, That 
as the United States shall hold the funds as trustee for 
ember of the tribe, the Indian beneficiary shall be paid 
est thereon annually at the rate of four per centum per 


Sec. 10. That there is hereby appropriated, out of any money 

Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of sixty- 
thousand dollars, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
iy for the lands granted to the State of Montana and for 


reserved for agency and school purposes, at the rate of 

one dollar and twenty-five cents per acre; also,the sum of seventy- 

housand dollars, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to 

the Secretary of the Interior to survey, classify, and 

the lands of said reservation as provided herein, and 

» to defray the expense of the appraisement and survey of 

town sites, the latter sums to be reimbursable out of the 
s arising from the sale of said lands. 

11. That nothing in this act contained shall in 
ner bind the United States to purchase any part of the land 
n described, except sections sixteen and thirty-six, or the 
equivalent in each township that may be granted to the State of 
Montana, the reserved tracts hereinbefore mentioned for agency 
school purposes, or to dispose of said land except as provided 
in, or to guarantee to find purchasers for said lands or 

part thereof, it being the intention of this act that the 
ted States shall act as trustee for said Indians to dispose of 
| lands and to expend and pay over the proceeds received 
‘om the sale thereof only as received. 

Sec. 12. That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby au- 
iorized and directed to reserve and set aside for town-site pur- 

es, and to survey, lay out, and plat into town lots, streets, 
leys, and parks, not less than eighty acres of said land at or 
' the present settlements of Browning and Babb, and each of 
i other places as the Secretary of the Interior may deem 
hecessary or convenient for town sites, in such manner as will 


aise 


} 


Th wa f 


gi 


provements on such lot 
enter, 
fixed for the public sale, and at 


any | 
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best subserve the present needs and the reasonable prospective 


growth of said settlements. Such town sites shall be sur- 
veyed, appraised, and disposed of as provided in section 
twenty-three hundred and eighty-one of the United States 
Revised Statutes: Provided, That any person who at the 
date when the appraisers commence their work upen the 
land, shall be an actual resident upon any one such lot 
and the owner of substantial and permanent improvements 
thereon, and who shall maintain his or her residence and im- 


to the date of his or her application to 
to at any time prior to the day, 
the appraised value thereof, 


shall be entitled 


enter 


such lot and any one additional lot of which he or she may also 
be in possession and upon which he or she may have substantial 
and permanent improvements: Provided further, That before 


making entry of any such lot or lots, the applicant shall make 


proof to the satisfaction of the register and receiver of the land 
district in which the land lies of such residence, possession, and 
ownership of improvements, under such regulations as to time, 


notice, manner, and character of proof as may be prescribed by 


| the Commissioner of the General Land Office, with the ap- 
proval of the Secretary of the Interior: Provided further, 
That in making their appraisal of the lots so surveyed it shall 


be the duty of the appraisers to ascertain the names of the resi- 
dents upon and occupants of any such lots, the character and 
extent of the improvements thereon, and the name of the re- 
puted owner thereof, and to report their findings in connection 


with their report of appraisal, which report of findings shall be 
taken as prima facie evidence of the facts therein set out. All 
such lots not so entered prior to the day fixed for the publie 
sale shall be offered at public outcry in their regular order with 
the other unimproved and unoccupied lots: Provided, hgiever, 
That no lot shall be sold for less than ten dollars: And pro- 


vided further, That said lots when surveyed shall approximate 
fifty by one hundred and fifty feet in size.’ 
W. A. CLARK, 
I’rkeD 'T. Dusots, 
Moses E. CLaApp, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
J. S. SHERMAN, 
CHAS. CURTIS, 
Wma. T. ZENOR, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was agreed to. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills were severally read twice by th ties, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce: 

H. R.19571. An act to authorize tl county court « Gas- 
conade County, Mo., to construct a bridge across the Ga inde 
River at or near Fredericksburg, Mo.; and 

H. R. 20070. An act to authorize the Chattanooga N i 
Railway Company to construct a bridge across the T essee 
River at Chattanooga, Tenn. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS 

A message from the President of the United S ! Mi 
B. F. Barnes, one of his secretaries, announced tha he Presi- 
dent had approved and signed the following acts: 

On June 11: 

Ss. 4299. An act to amend section 4421 of the Revised utes 
of the United States, inspection of steam ves 

S$. 63829. An act authorizing James A. Moore or | a s to 
construct a canal along the Government right of way « t 
ing the waters of Puget Sound with Lake Washington; | 


S. 2623. An act f the extension 
ian Hill, District of Columbia. 

On June 14: 

S. 2418. An 


enable the Ind 


act to ians allotted lands in 
severalty within the boundaries of drainage district No. 1, 
in Richardson County, Nebr., to protect their lands from over- 
flow, and for the segregation of such of said Indians from their 
tribal relations as may be expedient, and for other purposes. 
STATISTICS RELATIVE TO THE SUEZ CANAL. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, [ ask an order for the printing 
of a letter which I hold in my hand on a very important sub- 
ject that is now before the Senate. 

In our duties that we are performing now daily under the 
regular order that has been on the Calendar before the Senate, 
| the Senate and the country are having a great deal of anxiety 
about the amount of money that is to be expended in the con- 
| struction of the Panama Canal, no matter whether it is a sea- 

level or whether it is a lock canal, and they seem to have lost 


sight of the question which lies still further off, as to whether 


S538 


this is going to be a remunerative enterprise in either form or 
type of canal that may be constructed. 


[ took occasion to write to Gen. George W. Davis, who is the 
whom I know of, in regard to the situation | 
of the Suez Canal, as to its capitalization, as to its reserve | 


best informed man 
funds, as to the dividends upon the stock, and the amount of 
tonn which passes through that canal. He very kindly re- 
plied to my inquiries, and I will read the letter to the Senate 
in order that they may have some idea of its importance: 


[Senate 


Letter from 


ive 


Document 


Mr. 


No. 492, Fifty-ninth Congress, first session.] 


George W. 
Canal. 
WASHINGTON, D. C., June 14, 1906. 
in SENATOR: Replying to your favor of yesterday, I give you 
‘ wing data respecting the Suez Canal: 
» original capital of the company, issved before 1870, was 400,000 
at 500 frances each; but these securities do not answer 
n either of stoc 
Under the terms of issue there was a condition that 
ould be redeemed in certain proportions at stated periods and 
‘no redeemed they should be no longer an interest-bearing 
ut should ntinue to constitute an asset to the 
r the extent that he should participate in all sur- 
the company; but the interest provided by the 
stopped when the bond should be called for 


Suez 


to the 
earned ly 


» per 


shares 


cent 
i 1 I i 
On » Sist 


still out 


of December, 1904, there were 385,460 of these shares 
tanding, and they continued to enjoy participation in the sur- 
profits of the company. But the interest on the resi- 
bonds had ceased; that is to say, on 14,600 shares. The 
urities of the Suez Canal Company are bond 

follows: First, 
out In order to 
being rm ily to make 


pius be ‘ts or 
due of 1 

other outstanding 
issues, as 
unpaid coupons on the original issue, this 
a deficit arising in the earlier years of the 
cperation of the company, when its reyenues were small. These bonds 
were entitled to 5 per cent interest, and the value of those still unre- 
deemed and outstanding is 32,919,310 franes. Of the loan of 1867-68, 


take up 


good 


i was in 300-franc shares, there was still outstanding on the date | “ = : oe a 
| cent in four or five years after the canal is completed, if it takes 


pecified 53,160.600 francs. In 1871 
shares was made, of which are yet unpaid 1,678,000 francs. A 
an was made in 1880 at 3 per cent, of which 24,575,770 
ained unpaid at the end of 1904. 
s7 there was still a furthe loan negotiated at 3 per cent, 
l ! of which still remaining unredeemed is 97,362,450 
agezregate of all these stock and bonds, 
96,130 franes, or $80,500,000. 
ez Canal Company, except that there remains an 
1e company to pay 10 per cent of their surplus profits to 
al founders, constituting all those who 
Mr. De Lesseps exploited. These founders’ 
100,000, and each now receives about 
as the owners of each original share received. 
reserve of which I can get any trace, maintained by the 
i Company, is one of $5,000,000, which is required by the 
» maintained, so as to equalize profits and losses and to pro- 
» There is another fund of small amount main- 
1 and retirement 
g standing and of 
is not a large one. 
ion for Suez Canal stock that I have seen is for May, 
as quoted at the Bourse as 4,515 francs. As the par 


500 francs, you 
premium 


900 per cent ] 
dend paid last year on the original shares was a net of 141 
share. ‘I included the 25 francs (5 per cent interest) 
to above as having ceased on certain of the shares of the 
that had been called in and redeemed. 
here » about 2S 


13,00 


a still further issue of 100- 


issues, 


interests 


rally 


recognized merit. But the aggre- 


mt) 
is fund 


quotat 


n it W 


e share is 


,00O net tons, and the toll rate was 7? francs per 
rms of the concession, which extended 
te of completion of the canal—1869- 
retired and canceled on maturity, 

rranged to that end. 

nt of England paid almost exactly £4.000,000 for the 

| Beaconsfield from Khedive. The 
year for the benefit of the British Government 


for ninety-nine 
all the securities 
and amortization 


the 


for the 


a French 


information contained in the above, are: 

publication with which you are no doubt 

he Statist. an English pnblication devoted to statistical mat- 
recently published work on the Suez Canal, by J. Charles- 

tled “‘Lilsthme et le Canal de Suez,” Paris, 1901, and The 
ge Official Intelligence for 1905. 

the above will meet your necessity, I remain, as ever, 


sincerely, 


rities, 


Gro. W. DAvIs. 
T. MonGAN, 
Capitol, Washington, D. C. 
Mr. President, I desire to have this letter printed as a 
ent for the use of the Senate. It certainly is something 
of the very greatest importance. 

h to say in connection with it that I hope we will get 
rid of any hysterical idea in discussing the great proposition 
that is before us to the effect that we are wasting money upon 
it. We may be spending money very improvidently, and I 
think for the want of a proper system and management we 
are doing just that thing; and it is going to require very care- 
ful work on the part of the Senate of the United States and 
the Congress of the United States to devise and put in force 
a system of expenditures and accounting there that will prove 
to be justly and properly economical in the handling of this 
great fund. 
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| in an investment. 


Davis, giving certain data relating to the | 


to our | 
ks or bonds, as they partake of the character | 
the | 


original | 


an issue of 400,000 shares, at 85 franes, put | 


the | 
francs. | 
came to the total | 
This is all of the capital stock | 
obligation | 


one-half as | 


| take the risk, whatever it may be. 
fund, disbursed for the benefit of | 
| we are putting our money down at the wrong place. 


can readily see that these securi- | ; 
P | statement of General Davis. 


| printed as a decument for the use of the Senate. 


The per cent of | 
The tonnage passing the Suez Canal | 


dividend on | 
was | 


| men’s bill,” which was considered yesterday. 
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But, Mr. President, what we are putting into this canal js 
I will suppose that it is $500,000,000: it js 
still an investment. It is not money thrown away. It is no+ 
money loaned out and lost. It is not money expended in y 
or money given to benevolent purposes and the like of that, y+ 
it is money invested. 

Now, as to what is the likelihood of profit upon the invest. 
ment can be best ascertained by a reference to these figures of 
the Suez Canal. Nine hundred per cent 

Mr. CULLOM. I wish to ask the Senator if there is state 
in the letter the exact cost of the Suez Canal, the whole eos: 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes; the whole amount expended. I do pot 
know whether it is for the canal proper, as it first was, o, 
whether it is for the canal with the betterments that have )eo) 
made to it since. General Davis has not divided that; but ir 
it is necessary, I can get that information from him, I haye 
no doubt. 

What I wish to say is this, Mr. President: When the stor: 
of the Suez Canal, with 13,000,000 tonnage passing throug) it 
annually, not a sailing ship going through it, all steamers. 
worth a premium of 900 per cent on the Bourse in Paris, thers 


need not be any despair or any excitement or any apprehension 


|} among Members of Congress or the people in regard to tho 


outcome of this work when it shall be completed. We haye 
the ability to take hold of this work, and by taxing our people 
to pay bond issues to complete it without ever stopping a whee! 
in the whole work for a second. If it should last for twenty- 
five years we have got the ability to doit. But that is not what 
I am acting upon. I am acting upon the idea that if this canal 


| gets only 13,000,000 tons of transportation on which tolls are to 


be charged we could run the stock of the canal up if it were 
a commercial enterprise, a stock enterprise, to 400 or 500 per 


twenty years to complete it. 

I wish to say that I regard this as the very best investment 
that any Government has ever had an opportunity to make of its 
money in any work of permanent improvement. I say that, 
Mr..President, notwithstanding I have always said—and it is 
unnecessary that I should repeat it—that I have very great 


formed tt fits to | misgivings as to whether or not after all we shall be able to 
ormed the original | overcome the natural difficulties that confront us in the build- 


ing and maintenance of this canal; but we have got to take the 
risk, and we are ready to take it. I have not any doubt about 
the determination of almost every man in the United States to 
I have no right to make 
predictions about it, but I can not resist, in justice to my own 
opinion, reserving to myself the apprehension that after all 
That is 
my judgment, and I have thought so from the beginning. 

That is what I wish to say in regard to this very important 
I will now ask that it shall be 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama 
asks for the printing of the document to which he has referred, 
for the use of the Senate. In the absence of objection, it will 
be so ordered. , 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there further concurrent 
or other resolutions? If not, the morning business is closed. 

FIRE DEPARTMENT OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. SCOTT. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of House bill 4464, being what is known as the “ fire- 
It will only take 


a moment to complete its consideration. The Senator from 


| Maine [Mr. HALE], who yesterday objected to the bill, has since 
| investigated the matter, and I believe is now satisfied that t! 


bill shall pass. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 4464) to classify 
the officers and members of the fire department of the District 
of Columbia, and for other purposes. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PANAMA CANAL. 


Mr. KITTREDGE. I ask unanimous consent that the un- 
finished business may now be laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re 
quest? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 6191) to pro- 
vide for the construction of a sea-level canal connecting the 
waters of the Atlantic and Pacific oceans, and the method o! 
construction. 

Mr. TELLER obtained the floor. 
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\1r. McLAURIN. Will the Senator from Colorado yield to | with the expectation that it would be passed without debate, 


‘ r 2 moment? but I can not yield further. 

PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colo- The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made to the fur- 
woo vield to the Senator from Mississippi? ther consideration of the bill. 
“\r) ‘)ELLER. I should like to know for what purpose. Mr. McLAURIN. I want to make one statement to the Sen- 
yhen I can decide. ate with reference to the bill. This is a very important matter 
“\ry McLAURIN. I desire to ask the Senator if he will yield | to this man. 
to ,»w me to ask unanimous consent of the Senate for the Mr. TELLER. I must decline to yield if the bill is to lead 
ee t consideration of Senate bill 1291, for the relief of | to further debate at this time. It can be passed later. If I 
7 W. Watson. It will take but a few minutes to dispose | yield to one Senator I must to everybody, as it is a debatable 
ai subject. 

\lr. TELLER. I will yield, reserving to myself the privilege The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Colorado 
of uning the floor if the bill shall lead to debate. has the floor. 


Mr. TELLER subsequently said: If the bill which the Sen- 


i 


JAMES W. WATSON. eat 
ator from Mississippi [Mr. McLaurtn] called up can be passed 


\r. McLAURIN. I now ask unanimous consent for the pres- | without further debate, I will withdraw any objection to its 
ent consideration of the bill (S. 1291) for the relief of James | consideration. F 
W ison. Mr. McLAURIN. I do not know whether or not it can be 
being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of | passed without further debate, if Senators object to it, but 
the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill; which had been re- | [ should like to have it considered and I should like to have it 
ported from the Committee on Indian Affairs with an amend- | passed. 
ment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: I repeat, this measure is a matter of very great importance 


the balance due from the Merchants’ National Bank of Helena, | to this man. He is not morally responsible for the loss of any 
Mot James W. Watson, ¢ ing 3,113.69, be, ¢ 2 same . thie a Sas een tell sila ities ' , ; 
“f louaa tar the Office of Indian: Mises ans toe secu = — aes me is guilty a ae moral wrong, and the Depart- 
vticers of the Treasury Department, and said accounts of James W. | Ment Say that he is not. The man has nothing in the world 
late acting United States Indian agent, Crow Agency, Mont.,| except his salary. He has been an officer of the Army 
6 him to be fully discharged from any twenty-odd years, for he went to West Point about 187 
fort oSthat the said James W. Watson, after the balance of his | think, and after he graduated he went into the Army and has 
. hall have been passed upon by the court before which they | been in the Army ever since. He has made a splendid officer. 


pending, be authorized and allowed to submit the same to! Jf this measure does not pass, it will drive him out of the Army 
Otice of Indian Affairs, for the purpose of correcting his record : ee 


8, I 





ofan: and there will not be a dollar recovered for the Governm 
s ;. That the said Watson be, and he is hereby, authorized and em- | That is all I can say. 
) show before the court the expenditure of said moneys charged | The PRESIDING OFFICER Is there objection to the fur 
him under the act of July 4, 1884, and other acts or parts of ther gt iderati > oh Rae a ata Le 1” is ae 
supplemental vouchers, or facts, or other testimony which | ter consideration of the bill at this time? The Chair hears 


iccepted by the court, such as showing to the satisfaction of | none; and the bill is before the Senate as in Committee of the 
the expenditure of said sum so charged back for the uses, | Whole. 
nefit, and good of said agency and the Indians thereof. 


sec. 4. That this act shall take effect and be in full force and effect| Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I have no objection to this 

| after its passage and approval. | bill, so far as it relieves this officer from liability for moneys 

| PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The question is on agreeing to | deposited in the national bank at Helena and lost through the 
the amendment reported by the Committee on Indian Affairs. | failure of the bank and through no fault on his part; but it goes 

Mr. SPOONER. I should like the Senator who has the bill in | beyond that and authorizes him to make supplemental youchers 
charge to make some explanation of it. | for money that he had disbursed. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Mr. President, the Senator from North| Mr. McLAURIN. If the Senator will allow me a moment, 
Dakota [Mr. McCuMBER], who reported the bill, is really more | I can explain to him that there is not only nothing wrong 
f liar with the facts than I am. This is a bill to relieve, as | in that, but there is nothing illegal in it and there is nothing 
the title states, Capt. James W. Waison, of the Tenth Cavalry. | inequitable in it. The Government furnished him clerks. One 
He was appointed just before the Spanish war as an agent at | was C. H. Barstow and another J. A. Gogarty. Those clerks 


the Crow Indian Agency, in Montana. When he received the ; fixed up the vouchers, and if they made a mistake of a dollar in 


appointment he found certain moneys, to be used for the benefit | a thousand-dollar voucher that thousand dollars is charged to 
of the Indians, deposited in a bank. He left that money in the | Captain Watson, and every other dollar of it has been paid. 
bank. Afterwards the bank failed while the money was there, | The bill only allows him to go before the court and shew how 
I think amounting to about $38,600. Twenty-odd tnousand dol- | much money really was paid out by him and to give him credit 
lars of the money has been paid by the bank since it has been in | for every dollar paid, and nothing else. That is all the bill 
uidation. proposes to do. 
Mr. SPOONER. Was it a national bank? Mr. SPOONER. All right. 
Mr. McLAURIN. I do not remember what bank it was, but The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
the report shows. to the amendment reported by the committee. 
Mr. McCUMBER. It was a national bank, Mr. President. I The amendment was agreed to. 
am acquainted with the facts. The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
Mr. SPOONER. What does this bill permit the claimant to | 4mendment was concurred in. ; 
do in the court that he could not do without it? The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
Mr. McLAURIN. I will state to the Senator, unless the Sen- | the third time, and passed. 
ator from North Dakota will answer that question—— SITE FOR PUBLIC BUILDING AT GREAT FALLS, MONT. 
Mr. SPOONER ; Wi it in a word. ‘ - . . ‘ 
Mr. SPOOMERES, See Sees ee Ore Mr. CLARK of Montana. I ask the Senator from Colorado 
M [cCCUMBER. I think the Senator from Mississippi could 4 7 . : 
: ; rs : to yield to me that I may enter a motion. 
answer, but I will simply say that legally Captain Watson | 


| Mr. TELLER. I yield. 

Mr. CLARK of Montana. Yesterday, when the bill (S. 544) 
to provide for the erection of a public building in the city of 
Great Falls, Mont., was under consideration, some amendments 
to it were adopted which it is now found require further con- 


would, of course, be responsible, but not morally, considering 
the course of the dealings in the matter of Indian funds, which 
had been kept in the same bank by his predecessor and which he | 
supposed he had a right to keep in the bank, although it was | 





hot a Government depository. He had really no legal authority | saoration. I therefore move that the vote by which the bill 

7 ng = ee : - excuse him for the loss of funds by | .4, passed be reconsidered, and that a message be sent to the 
\ Mer, Sere "7 are ld say to the Senat f Wis | House of Representatives requesting the return of the bill, in 
a , ad Li. wou a say Oo ne penator irom iscon- ease it has been sent to that body. 

sin [ can have the attention of the Senator 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion to reconsider will 
be entered; and, without objection, the House of Represen 
tives will be requested to return the bill. 


SPOONER. I am listening. 
McLAURIN. I,will say to the Senator that by the law 








a8 it Stood at the time when this transaction occurred, if there | Be ys i he ; Se : 

were any mistake in a voucher, even if the voucher were for | HOMESTEAD ENTRIES ON COLUMBIA INDIAN RESERVATION. 
‘10.000 and there was a mistake of a dollar, the law required Mr. PILES. Will the Senator from Colorado yield to me? 

tl ‘ whole amount be charged against the agent. As shown| Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, the Senator from Washington 
by the report, it was impossible for the agent to be at all the | appeals to me to yield to him; I do not know for what | se 
pis where these moneys were expended. The Government Mr. PILES. I ask unanimous consent for the present con 
‘urnished him clerks sideration of the bill (H. R. 18668) ratifying and confirming 


dir, TELLER. I yielded for the consideration of this Dill soldiers’ additional homestead entries heretofore made and al- 
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lowed upon lands embraced in what was formerly the Columbia 
Indian Reservation, in the State of Washington. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colo- 
rado vield? 
Mr. TELLER. I yield. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ent consideration of the bill? 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 
Mr. PILES. 
The PRESIDING 


amenament, 


Is there objection to the pres- 


OFFICER, 


he SECRETARY. line 3, after the word “all,” 


it is proposed to strike out “entries” and insert “ applications 
to make entry ;” and at the beginning of line 7 to strike out 
accepted at” and insert “ filed in;’ so as to make the bill 
read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That applications to make entry under section 
2306 of the Revised Statutes of the United States for lands embraced 
i hat was formerly the Columbia Indian Reservation, in the State 

‘ashington, heretofore made in good faith and filed in the local 
f of the land district in which said lands are situated, under 
suant to the practice of the Department theretofore existing, 
ratified and confirmed, and the Secretary of the Interior is 

) issue patents in all such cases in which patent has not 


On page 1, 


» amendment was agreed to. 
ill was reported to the 
nt was concurred in. 
endment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
a third time. 
‘he bill was read the third time, and passed. 


Senate as amended, and the 


> read 


JUDD J. HARTZELL. 


Mr. ALLISON. 
me for a moment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
rado vield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. TE ER. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. I am directed by the Committee on Finance, 
o whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7771) for the relief of 
Judd Hartzell, to report it without amendment, and I ask 
unanimous consent for its present consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Iowa for the present consideration 
of the bill named by hint? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary 
Treasury to pay to Judd O. Hartzell, of Laharpe, IIL, 

, to reimburse him for that sum paid by him for a technical 
violation of the internal-reyenue laws of the United States. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


I ask the Senator from Colorado to yield to 


Senator from Colo- 


1 


W hole, 


tie 


or- 


PANAMA CANAL. 
Thea 


ideration of 


Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
the bill (S. 6191) to provide for the construction 
sea-level canal connecting the waters of the Atlantic and 
ie oceans, and the method of construction. 

TELLER. Mr. President, I desire to present some mat- 
in connection with the character of the canal that we have 


\Ir 


ters 


ermined shall be built to connect the waters of the Atlantic 


with those of the Pacific Ocean. I do not expect to go into the 
history of the canal. That has been done pretty thoroughly 
by the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. KirrrepGe], who has 
the bill in charge, and also by those Senators who have spoken 
in favor of the lock plan of canal. 

In the early part of the session I submitted my ideas as to 
what the character of the canal should be; 
there been statements made and arguments advanced 
hat I wish very briefly to controvert. I desire, first, to ad- 

myself to the proposition whether the type of the canal 
iould be determined by the question of cost. Here is an enter- 

‘ise which I think everyone will admit is in magnitude, and 

rhaps in effect, the greatest national enterprise that any na- 
undertaken; certainly it is the greatest in mod- 
There may have been in the history of the world, 
particularly in prehistoric times, some enterprise carried on 
that may have required more labor and more effort than this, 
but certainly in modern times there has been no expenditure of 
money by a nation in any work of this character that would 
equal the amount that it is probable we shall be compelled to 
expend to complete the construction of the Panama Canal. 
That statement holds true whether we shall expend the amount 
of money estimated by the engineers of the world or whether 
it will require an expenditure that some who are not connected 
with the work believe will have to be made. 


have 


has ever 


rh times, 
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I move the amendment which I send to the desk. | 
The Secretary will state the | 








but since that time | 
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We have declared before the world that we are 
build an isthmian canal. A quarter of a century ago, when 
the French company undertook to build a canal across the 
Isthmus of Panama, we said in a very quiet way that there wag 
no objection to a French company building such a canal: but 
if the French company failed, as it was anticipated by many 
that it would, then this Government would object to the French 
Government building the canal. So when the canal ¢o) ipany 
did fail the French Government was prohibited and preclydeg 
from taking any part in the work of taking up the con truce 
tion of the canal, even if it desired so to do. 

The Senator from Illinois [Mr. Hopkins] the other day said 
he thought they were too wise to do so. I doubt whether 
at that time they were too wise. The French people had put 
$262,000,000 in the enterprise, and it was supposed then that 
$100,000,000 more would complete the work. If that stippogj. 
tion had been well founded, which it was not, it would yp. 
doubtedly have been wise for the French Government to haye 
saved, if possible, to the citizens of that country their invest- 
ment. 

I do not know that I am quite willing to subscribe to ihe 
suggestion made a few moments ago by the Senator fro) Ala- 
bama [Mr. Morgan] that this ¢anal is going to be such 4 great 
commercial success. That is a matter about which we 
differ. 

We have assumed the right to build this canal, and we aye 
denied the right of any other Government to build it. 


going to 


may 


Ty day 


| we deny to any company or any corporation or any combina- 


tion of capitalists the right to build it. We stand there say. 
ing, “ We will build this canal.” That being so, shall we stop 
and consider what it shall cost? The individual who enters 
into an enterprise, great or small, should rightfully and prop. 
erly consider whether his resources will enable him to com- 
plete it. Does anybody here, Mr. President, believe, whatever 
may be its cost, whether it be $247,000,000 or $500,000,000, 
that this Government is able to complete this enterprise? It 
is too late, in my judgment, to consider the element of «ost. 
Then, there is another element, upon which appzrently both 
the junior Senator from Illinois [Mr. Hopkins] and the Sen- 
ator from New Jersey [Mr. DrypEN], who spoke yesterday, 
place much reliance. That is the element of time. In my 
judgment, we have not any business, under the conditions that 
now exist, to consider how much this canal will cost, neither 
have we any business to consider how long it will take to com- 
plete the enterprise. Other people might possibly have com- 


pleted it in less time, but they were not allowed to do so. 
When you have considered the question of cost, in the first 

instance, and when you have considered the question of time, 

vou have got to consider what is the type of canal that the 


business of the world demands. What kind of a canal is 
it that we are under obligations to build? Not only a canal 
that can take the small ships from one ocean to another, but 
one that will take every ship and any ship that comes. Our 
determination to do that is foreshadowed and declared by the 
Spooner Act. 

I know, Mr. President, that the minority of the Board of En- 
gineers say that it is doubtful whether the great ships of the 
world will ever want to go through the canal. I do not know 
that they will; but I think that will depend upon the type 
of the canal. I am sure it will be very doubtful whether the 
great ships of the world will go through it if it is built with 
locks. 

It is necessary to refer briefly, but not in detail, to what has 
been done on this canal. When the man who had won fame 
by his success in building the Suez Canal had taken hold of 
the project of a canal across the Isthmus of Panama, it was 
thought that it would be carried to completion; but when the 
money that ought to have gone into the canal had been l:urgely 
wasted, -at all events, when the De Lesseps Canal Company had 
reached a point where no more money could be secured, they 
stopped work on the canal and stood still, and the company 
went into bankruptcy. Then there was organized anotiier, & 
French company, with a moderate amount of capital compared 
with the amount that would be required to complete the work. 
Everyone who knows anything about it knows that that com- 
pany was organized to save as much as possible out of the 
wreck of the old company. They had then under their con- 
cession from Colombia nine years in which to complete the 
canal. A board of engineers of European reputation and some 
American engineers were employed by this new company to 
determine how they could save something out of the wreck. 

Let me say that when this technical commission came 0 
make their report—and I have it here on my table—they said 
it “has been demonstrated, as far as we have gone, that « sea- 
level canal is feasible.” That was one of the first enunciations 
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that board of engineers; but they then said—not in the 





sa t language, of course, that I am using—‘ We have got 
nine years in which to build the ‘anal. It will take us one 
vear to organize and secure money enough to go on. Can we 
build the canal on the original plan within the time and for 
the money we can raise?” They decided that they could not, 
ind the company’s instructions to the board—and any Senator 
van read them here; I am not going to stop to read those 
things; but they are printed in a document here to which 
eyery Senator can have access—were: “ You must consider two 
items when you come to decide this question. First, can you 
build the sea-level canal in eight years? We have nine years 
\\ n which to do it, but it will take us a year to get ready 
to start.’ The answer was, they could not. Then it was 
asked, “Can you build it for the money we can raise?” The | 
epzineers answered, “ No.” ‘Then they said, “In determining | 
the type of the canal you must keep in sight all the time the 
conditions under which you are to build it. First, you have 


not time to build a sea-level canal, and, secondly, you have 
not the money with which to build it.” 

\ir. President, I have read everything, I think, that has been 
published upon this subject in the last twenty years, and I say 


here that no board of engineers have at any time said that it is | 


impossible or impracticable to build a sea-level canal. 


Individ- 


ual engineers may have said it. In 1879, when the engineering 
talent of the world was assembled at Paris, nearly ten times as 
m engineers declared in favor of a sea-level canal as de- 
clared in fayor of a lock canal. I challenge anybody to show 
me that any engineer in that meeting ever suggested that a lock 
canal would be better than a sea-level canal. On the contrary, 
the American engineers who objected to a sea-level canal ob- 
jected solely and entirely upon the ground that the commerce 
which would go through the canal would not justify the build- 
ing of so expensive a canal. I state this to meet the statement 
which has been made twice on this floor that the technical com- 
mittee declared it was impracticable to build a sea-level canal— 


impracticable, as they said, under the conditions existing, pov- 
erty and lack of time. 

Mr. President, I have read the report of the majority of the 
rd, and I have read the report of the minority of the 
I have read the report of the Isthmian Canal Commission. I 
have read all these papers carefully. Yet I venture to say nota 
report has come here, except within the last year, which would 
justify anybody in saying that if the cost of a sea-level canal 
was the same as that of a lock canal it would be better to build 
lock canal. 
only the element of advantage, I venture to say you can not get 
in this country 5 per cent of the respectable engineers who 
would not assert that a sea-level canal is better than a lock 
eanal, 

I have had the opportunity in the last ten years of consulting 
and conversing with a large number of American engineers, 
some of whom have been on the ground. One of them was one 
of the best engineers in this country. He has had no connec- 
tion with these recent transactions. He is as able as any man 
on the Board. He spent a year down there. I believe every 
man 
for the same money, of course you should build a sea-level 
eanal.” 

Th 


art 


ns 
OU 


} 
I 


‘ 


se, Mr. President, are the points with which I want to 
out. As I have said, I do not intend to make an extended 
speech on this subject. I went over the matter at considerable 
length in the early part of the session. I listened yesterday to 
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. DrypEN], and I am sorry his 
speech is not in the Recorp this morning, so that I could quote 
iim exactly in the somewhat pathetic appeal he made to us to 
build the best canal that could be built. I sympathize with him 


st 


in that sentiment. I put myself on record in December last that 
there was an obligation on us, which the world expected us to 
fulfill, to build the very best canal that could be built. The 
Senator from New Jersey concludes and certifies himself that 
the best possible canal which can be built is a lock canal He 
quoted the chairman of the Commission, Mr. Shonts, and he 
(jl i also the Chief Engineer of the canal in support of the 
declaration that if you could build a sea-level canal for the same 
mor you ought not to build a sea-level canal, but you ought 
to build a lock canal. Mr. President, Mr. Shonts is not an engi- 
neer. He is a railroad man and has been engaged in running : 
railroad across the praries of Illinois and Indiana. There is no 
evidence that I know of that he has ever dealt with any great 
el irises in any shape or manner. I can tolerate that state- 
nent made by a layman. But Mr. Stevens is an engineer by 
profession, by education, and by experience, and when he says 
2 Board of Engineers, when he says to the country at large, 
th 


in his judgment, a sea-level canal is not as valuable as a 
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soard. 


Eliminating the element of cost and considering | 


of that class will say “If you can build a sea-level canal | 
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lock canal, and that, eliminating the idea of expense, he would 
build a lock canal, I say, with all respect, that he discredits him- 
self before the engineers of this country. 

I venture to say that no man who is not a partisan of a par- 
ticular type of canal, and who has not an end to serve, and who 
has any reputation as an engineer, will stand before the world 
and say that an open-water cut across the Isthmus is not better 
than climbing an elevation of 85 feet. 

Mr. President, I desire to say a few words about time. As I 
have said, I do not think we should consider the matter of time. 
What difference does it make to the American people whether it 
takes eight years or twelve years? Are we to derive so much 
immediate benefit and advantage from the building of the canal 
that we must make haste to build it? I desire to call the atten- 
tion of the Senate toa statement made by the head of the Panama 
Canal at Atlanta on the 30th day of May. Mr. Shonts made an 
address at a banquet: 





In his formal address this evening Mr. Shonts said that between the 
time of the selling of the supplies which will enter into the construction 
of the Panama Canal and the period when the opening of the canal 
will result in the development of the country a gulf is fixed. How 
great and how wide that gulf is will depend on the type of canal se- 
lected. Mr. Shonts spoke in favor of a lock canal, as recommended by 
the minority of the consulting board and indorsed by the Canal Commis- 
sion. He said, in conclusion: 

“The practical question for all sections of the country How 
long shall we want before we can enter upon the period of development 
which the opening of the canal will bring to the country? I am not 
surprised that European countries are indifferent to the early comple 
tion of this canal. I am not surprised that they are indifferent as to 
how much this canal may cost our Government. I am not ! 
that they can view calmly an indefinite postponement of the 
this great waterway. ‘They are neither paying the bills, nor will their 


is, 


su 





open 


commerce and industries suffer by waiting for the completion of this 
undertaking. 

**But I am surprised that those who are supposed to represent the 
| best interests of the American people— 
| That, I suppose, refers to the American Senate and the 
! . 
| American House— 
| should try to throw obstacles in the way of realizing the benefits of 
| this work at the earliest possible date. When we can get a better 
canal for less money, and receive the benefits ourselves, why wait; 


| why make it a heritage to our children, with the possibility of their 
being deprived of its benefits through some unforeseen contingency ? 

I have spoken of a gulf. Now, how wide that gulf shall be depends 
on the people. Do you want to reap the t of this undertaking 
yourselves, or do. you want to transmit to your children or 
your children’s children? 


benefi 


a hope 


Mr. President, Mr. Shonts’s idea is accepted by the Senator 
from Illinois [Mr. Hopkins] and the Senator from New Jersey 
{Mr. DryDEN] as to some extent controlling us in our deter- 
mination of this question. That is particularly true of the 
Senator who addressed us yesterday, the Senator from New 
Jersey, who dwelt with much force upon the idea that he ad- 
vanced coming from Mr. Shonts and Mr. Stevens. I was 
sorry that one or the other of the Senators did not tell what 
| the immediate benefit is to be to this country from the canal. 
I am one of those who do not look forward to any immediate 


as 





advantage, nor in the future to any great advantage that will 
accrue to us as a nation. We will open the canal to all the 
world on the same terms that our own citizens use it. Every 
American ship will pay according to its tonnage the same rate 
| as every European ship will pay. It does not make any dif 
ference whether the ship is going to China or going to San 
Francisco from New York, or any other city; it will pay the 
| same. 
| If, as anticipated, there shall be a tremendous commerce 
| going through the canal, the money that we put in will re- 
| turned in the way of interest. But I am not one of those who 
have been so hopeful of this return. However, no one of the 
| advocates of the lock canal has yet told us why we should 


sacrifice the character of the canal for the sake of saving time 
or money. It is true, the other day the junior Senator from 
Illinois [Mr. Horpxins] told us that all the money put into the 
canal which was wasted, or the money that was put in beyond 
what was necessary, came out of the taxes paid by the people. 
That is true. It all comes out of the taxes paid by the people. 
The people who do the business of this country will pay for it. 
But if the canal is to be so advantageous as Mr. Shonts and 
some other gentlemen think, then it will make but little differ- 
ence whether it costs $247,000,000 or $325,000,000. If it pays 
a good round interest, it will be a good investment. I wish I 
could be as optimistic about it as is the senior Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. Morgan], provided, he says, it is a success. 

Mr. President, if there was to be immediate gain, if there was 
prospect of immediate returns to a considerable extent 
than anybody now claims, I do not believe we would be 
fied in sacrificing the character of the canal for the purp< 
immediately participating in those gains. If the canal is built, 


more 


ti 
Istl- 


=e Ol 


it ought to be as good in a thousand years, or in two thousand 
y 


ars, as ever, and if the interests of mankind demand a water- 
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way across there to-day, they will certainly demand it in all 
e. I join with the Senator from New Jersey in saying that 
this is the opportunity for us to get the best canal that can be 
made. I deny the conclusion at which the Senator arrives— 
that the best canal which can be made will have locks by which 
ships of the world must climb over a mountain. 
* course, I know there are lock canals which are a success. 
In w York is the Erie Canal, from Buffalo to New York. It 
has been a great success, and the State is about to expend a 
hundred million dollars more on it to increase its capacity; 
and it will be a success. But it is not anything like this canal, 
nor will this canal be anything like the New York canal. I 
know there is a canal between the Great Lakes. 
‘Soo Canal.” It has earried a tonnage greater than any 
eanal in the world, and it has been a great success. 
to the Government of the United States. 
help to comn That canal is 2 
1.6 miles. It has a lock, 
feet and a fraction, if I 
that is to be built 
ically 30 feet—almost 29 feet. Instead of there being one 
there are to be three locks on the Atlantic side and three 
n the Pacific side. The Manchester Canal has 
locks, but their lifts are nothing like the lifts on this canal. 
Mr. President, I cha 
tem to show ‘here in the 
There is none. There is no place on the Manchester Canal or 
any other canal in Europe where there are three locks in suc- 
cession by which a ship must climb a hill. 
into details, but I wish to suggest to the 
gest to intelligent business men, whether 
difficult to carry on a canal] with three locks, one above the other, 
than it is a canal with one lock. I want to ask any intelligent 
man—he need not be an engineer—what would happen to a 
‘eat ship like one of those that Mr. Hill is running now from 
- western ports to Asia if, in going across from either side, 


other 


1erce, 


am not mistaken. It has one lock. 


anyy 


Senate, I wish to sug- 


should go with its great weight 


The gate 


would go down clear through to the bottom. The 
a hundred to one it would carry the flight with it. 
If anybody doubts that, let him take the testimony of Mr. Hun- 
ter, who is on this Board and who has had as much to do with 
this question as any man in the country, unless it may be Mr. 
Davis. 

But you do not need an engineer to tell you the danger 
lock ¢ anal. 


gates will 


giutes, if 


enhances are 


of a 


weigh 450 tons. They 
that if we get the right kind of gates. 
tons, and they will weigh 800 tons. The 
have seen made by anybody has been 750 tons; and the minority 
of the committee says 450 tons. These gates must be handled, 
not as we handle the gates on the old Erie Canal, where they 
put in a couple of gates, with a long timber sticking out, and a 
man goes on the timber and moves the gate and swings it 
around. That can not be done with these gates. With 30 feet 
of water against them they can not be opened and they can not 
be closed except by machinery, and delicate yet powerful ma- 
that. 

I may forget it, I wish to suggest here that in these 
dynamite it would be easy for somebody to step in and 
with a piece of dynamite which he could carry in his vest pocket 
every lock in the whole flight. It may be said that will 
not be done. Probably not in ordinary conditions; probably 
not in the usual conditions of life. 
trouble 
on the I 


ve it 


will weigh practically twice 


hineryv ; 
Cninery iat 


lor 


day s of 


fear 


disable 


with some foreign power, and we had our Pacific 

’acific side and wanted to bring it across. 

would be difficult for some power to shut off our right 

way, you may say, across the Isthmus? How easy it would 
“ Oh,” they say, “ you can guard it.” 

army to guard it. 

On the other end there is to be a lock under any conditions. 


it 


fleet 


Chere must be. 
bill n ch rge, 
case when he opened it, 
half the time; nay, more than half the time. 
if destroyed, wi 1 not destroy the canal. 
the other side will be within reach of the great guns of the 
navies of the world, and every one of those locks can be put out 
of commission in an hour by a great naval ship. 
anticipate such troubles. I will not anticipate a war. I will 
anticipate that persons hostile to the carrying of ships through 
there may do this, and they can do it readily and easily. 
yet the minority of the committee tell us that they prefer a 


in the admirable presentation he made of this 
It is a lock which, 


on 
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We call it the | 


It belongs | 
It has been a great | 
miles long, or to be accurate, | 
a lock which lifts less than 20 feet—19 | ment. 
on this canal will have a lift of | 
| ought to be a sea-level canal; 
| & Sea- level canal on the Nicaragua route, I would vote to aliow 
some | 
| fit, and if he could make proper 
llenge the friends of the lock-canal sys- | 
world a lock canal like unto this. | 


| lock canal. 
I do not care to go | 


| who would advise the building of a dam where the W 
an error should occur in the handling of the ship and the ship | 
against one of those gates. | |] 
has not been built, and it never will be built, which | 
would hold one of those ships, and when it strikes one of those | 


I see the minority of the committee say that these | 
They should weigh 800 | 


lowest estimate I | 
| body of water 85 feet high. 


| is the best way you can build a dam. 





| us at the other place, that they had bed rock. 
But suppose we were having | 
| does not determine the cha 
Do you be- | 


But you would need 


| are two places of several hundred feet where no foundati 
As was said here by the Senator who has this | 


that is a lock which will stand open | 


| tion. 
But the flight of locks | 


But I will not | 
| that the weight of the water 85 feet high will be upon « 


And | 


JUNE 15, 


lock canal to a sea-level canal, because they say a ship cay ep 
through it quicker than it can through a sea-level canal. y}), n 
the ship enters the water at sea level, it will steam cautiousiy 
through, I admit. But it does not make much differeyca 
whether it goes through in fifty-five minutes more or fifty 
minutes less. The question is, Can the ship go through sa; 
and through which canai can it go with the greater safety’ 
Mr. President, I desire to touch very briefly on the = 
of the dam. I will say that I am not going into an ext 
argument on this subject, for, in my judgment, every ator 
has alre eady pr: ictically made up his mind for what kind of a 
canal he is going to vote. I will first speak of the character of 
the canal which the President is going to build if we do not 
intervene. It is said the President will build a lock can 
eause he is authorized to do so by the Spooner amend 
That was a remarkable amendment, I admit, one which ) 
ought to have been modified. I voted for the Spooner «; 
I voted for it with the declaration from my place | 
that I did not believe we ought to build a canal at all. | 
for it with the declaration that if we built the canal at 
and because you could not | 


ive 
ly, 


ion 


sive 


} 
ve. 


ent, 


the President to build the canal on the Panama route, if he say 
arrangements with the French 
eompany. So I voted for it. 

We had a plan submitted by our Commission for 4 ‘ 
across there, if we undertook to build it, and that was to be ; 
T knew it was a lock eanal. If the President of the 
United States has any authority to build this canal without oy, 


| indieating how it shall be built, he is bound to build the ceang} 
it is not much more | 


which was thus laid out for him to build. He has no right to 


| build any other. 


The Walker Commission proposed a dam at Bohio. The pres- 
ent proposition of the minority of the committee is to build a 
dam at Gatun. To-day there is not an engineer in the country 
aikxer 
Commission or the Isthmian Commission suggested it ought to 
ve built. Nobody pretends that it could be built with safety 
there. The Commission on two occasions declared that it was 
the only place where they could build a dam across that river; 
that there was no other place between that and Colon where a 
dam could be built. 

But it is said that the President has a right to build a dam 
somewhere else. I deny it. Therefore I think it is incumbent 
on us to fix the type of the canal and fix the place where the 
dam shall be built, if dams are to be built, and of locks, if locks 
are to be built. 

Mr. President, I will spend very little time on the question of 
the dam. The Senator from New Jersey yesterday went into an 
extensive discussion of the character of the dam. He said that 
it would be a mile long and half a mile thick and is to hold a 
That dam can undoubtedly be 
built, and the plan the minority suggest is the best possible way 
that it can be built—that is, by the use of water, transporting 
the material to the dam through water and depositing it. That 
I have no doubt that you 
"an build a dam there that for a time at least will hold the 
water that is put in it. I doubt myself whether there would 
be very much seepage through a dam built in that way of the 
width that it is proposed to build it. 

But, Mr. President, that it not the vice of this dam. The 
vice of this dam is in the foundation; it is in the ground upon 
which you build it. The same objection rests at Gatun that 
rests at Bohio as to the foundation. They tell us, as they told 
Yet when a man 
went there who knew enough to see that one hole down tlre 

racter of the subsoil and does hot 
show what is below 100 or 200 feet, it was found that 
they had called a bed rock were simply floating rocks the 
mud and débris that had been washed in there. The same 
identical thing exists at Gatun, except that it is said that there 
is some clay somewhere there. Yet it is admitted that tere 
ean 
be had. 

It has been suggested, and it was suggested before the com- 
mittee a that difficulty could be met by putting in a founda- 
But that is not the plan of the minority. The p! 
the minority and of the minority board is to put a dain 
and depend upon the weight of the dam to hold the water 
the horizontal thrust and keep it back. They have lost 
of the fact that this dam will cover a large area of groun 


square foot of it. Everywhere the weight will be pressing dow. 
They admit that in the borings they made they found that 
water percolated through. I notice that our committee sa 
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i the water evidently did not come from the river, but prob- | yet when you build a dam of that kind, upon which the whole 
| 
| 





ame from the hills. character of your canal rests, there should be no possibility of 
President, it did not come from the river, and it did | its going out. That river might rise double what it has for 
from the hills, and it shows that there are waterways ex- | the last twenty years and produce twice as much water. The 


now under the dam. If it had come from the river the | dam must be built with reference to that. You must prepare 

‘ of the water might have kept it out, but it is coming | against a possibility and not a probability. 

fr, the hills above, and when the pressure of the water shall| Mr. President, some of the best engineers in the world have 
1 


1e water down into that soft, muddy ground it will meet | declared that it is recklessness to build a dam at Gatun. The 
tle rils coming from the hills and you will find your | Senator from New Jersey yesterday spoke of Mr. Hunter | 
with water seeping under it and ultimately washing it | some criticism. He said Mr. Hunter had been in favor of 
new French lock canal. He was given this question to deter 
least, Mr. President, this is an experiment. There is no | mine: “ You must find for us a canal that we can build wit! 
lam on the face of the earth and never has been. I chalJ- | eight years, and you must devise a canal that we ean build 


ith 
\ 


| ny member of the committee to show any dam that cor- | the money that we can probably raise.” So he said the lo 
r \ds in character with it. No dam has ever been built upon | canal was the best under the circumstances. I have here son 
{ character of ground without some preparation to protect | where Mr. Hunter’s letter. I am not going to 1 1 it. but I 
t] ierdrain. There are very few engineers who will not | wish Senators who want to know something about this subject 
testify that that is the danger which threatens this dam. It is | would send for Document No. 456 of the Fifty-ninth Congress 
it the dam will be pushed over by the weight of the| the present session. In that document there is a statement 
made by Mr. Hunter. I know no reason why Mr. Hunter 
President, for twenty years I have made a study of dams. | should misstate anything in connection with this matter. It is 
I e made it because in my section of the country it is nec- | a letter that he writes addressed to the Senator from Alabama, 
to some extent that we should do those things. I have | who has given much attention, as all know, to this question for 
i t because I have had a taste for those things all my life. | the last twenty-odd years. I wish Senators would read Mr. 
I state here that I believe I have read a description of the | Hunter's letter. 
cl] ter of practically every great dam in the world, and I} Mr. President, looking at the clock I discover that I : 
w that no engineer has been brave enough or reckless |} keeping my pledge that I was going to make a short spee 
( heretofore to propose the building of a dam under the | I will practicaily quit. I want to say only a few word 
‘ onus you propose to build this dam. If anybody doubts | If we build this canal, every impulse of our American spi 
ment I am making let him go to the records. Go to} ought to require us to build the best canal that can be built. 1 
ary and take the works upon dams. Take the French | am not enthusiastic about it. I can not see the benefit th 

The oldest dam in the world, outside of. India, and the | come to the American people by building it that some of you « 

¢ dam in the world is in Spain. It is three or four hun-| But I am enough of an American to feel that I would rather we 
dre ‘ars old. I do not deny but that you can build an earth | would sacrifice ‘that extra hundred million dollars 4 
d t I do deny that there is any reason to suppose that you | would rather you would sacrifice the entire cost of the canal 
( maintain a dam on that character of a foundation. than that you should build a canal which the business men of 

w years ago in France a dam was built upon what they | the world would condemn. 

s solid rock. It was a dam considerably less in height I am not afraid of bankrupting this Government. I know 
th is. It stood for a number of years, and then it went out. | our expenses are great, but our income is great, and if we 
lt sa masonry dam, and five or six hundred feet went out | choose to borrow the money to build this canal we can borrow it 

gle time. cheaper than any other people in the world. 

i y years ago, or thereabouts, I should say—and I speak If we have to build this canal, let us build it not looking 
only from recollection; it may not have been more than thirty, | simply to the question of its cost, but what will be the type 
f ve not looked it up—the city of Bristol, in Great Britain, | that shall meet the demands of the world now and for all 
| . dam for city water. It had stood a number of years, | time to come. If it pays, well and good. If it does not pay, 
al hen it suddenly went out, to the great destruction of | let us contribute like men to the world’s advantage. At least 
property and a considerable destruction of life. The best en-| we will have the satisfaction of knowing that when we com- 
g ing talent of Europe was called and sat there for weeks | menced a great enterprise we concluded it in a way to be cred- 
and nths to determine the defect in the dam. They unani- | itable to the American nation. 
mously reported, when they got through, that all the highest| There are a hundred things which might be said about this 
engineering talent had been displayed in thé building of the | canal that I thought I could say in less time than I have been 
dam and that they could find no reason whatever why the dam | speaking, and that I should like to say under other conditions 
went out; but there was the patent fact that it had gone. | than those which now exist here at the close of the sessio 

Mr. President, you can not depend upon a dam, not even Mr. President, I want to say a few words on another point, 


made of the best material. No man can say whether a/ though I dislike to criticise anybody. In the early pari 
dam will be safe or not, and any man who thinks, without | of this session we had questions of salaries and criticisms of 


knowing all the facts connected with its foundation, simply | conduct of officials. I want to repeat what I said one day in 
guesses as to what it will do. the Senate. . 
Mr. President, I suppose most of us remember the Johnstown | ‘The engineering questions of this canal are settled. There 


} 
iti 
flo« I understand the fault about that; and I am not going | is enough engineering experience now to know what you w: 
to say that the same trouble which grew out of the Johnstown | to do and how to do it. What you want now down on the 
d s likely to grow out of this dam if built at Gatun. I | Isthmus is a man who can organize the labor and carry it on 
t is very doubtful whether there will ever be a flood big | and do it. There will be difficulty in getting that kind of man 


enough to fill up this dam to such an extent that the water | I know. We had a man there, Mr. Wallace, from whom I i: 
will go over the top. But if it ever should do so, that would be | tended to quote some things he said about the canal if I had 
i nd of the dam. If a waterway as big as my arm should | had the time. Mr. Wallace is not only an engineer, but ai 
fi way under that dam, with that great pressure on it, it | executive man. I do not think, as the junior Senator from 
would go as certainly as if hundreds of cubic feet went over | Illinois [Mr. Hopkins] thinks, that he is so prejudiced that h 
th testimony is not to be taken into consideration. We had him 


Johnstown the dam had stood for many years. Suddenly | there on the Isthmus. 


it out with a great flood. There was no core built up. Mr. President, here have been the headquarters of the 

N rth dam ever built ought to have been built without a/| canal. Here are the headquarters of the canal now. The 

( it, a cement core, a stone core, or something of that | superintendent is here; Mr. Shonts is here; Mr. Stevens is 

Looking over the reports of the engineers, I find that | here. I admit they are engaged. They have been traveling 
y if there had been a core in that dam when the wate: | around the country telling us what kind of a canal we ought 
ut over the dam struck the core the dam would have | to have. I suppose they will continue to draw these imme 

he t and the disaster would not have occurred. salaries of theirs, salaries that I do not complain of if t! 
President, this is a case where when you come to build a | will go on the Isthmus and attend to their business. But w 

d ou should build it in such a way that there is no possibility | a man is drawing in two months or less as much as I dr: 

of soing out. The Chagres River, which is being considered a year for my services here, common decency requires th 

‘ ust be considered in connection with this enterprise, has | should be where, in my judgment, his duties properly cal 

in ‘ last thirty years had some tremendous floods. It had a| I do not believe that you can build this eanal from her 

i me years ago such as has not occurred since and may | There has been nothing done on the canal since the ist day of 


I cur in a hundred years. The floods are somewhat like | last August that amounts to anything at all. How long will 
earthquakes, They come when you do not expect them. But | it be before there will be more done? 
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Now, Mr. President, I am not making haste. I notice that 
the Senator from Illinois ,[Mr. Hopkins] said it would take 
twenty years to build a sea-level canal. The Senator from New 
Jersey |Mr. DrypEN] simply raised it five years, and said it 
would take twenty-five years. The minority said it would take 
fifteen years. I presume the committee of our body knows bet- 
ter what it would take than even the Commission, who are so 
confident that they know best what kind of a canal we are to 
have. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I may not have understood the Senator cor- 
rectly. The Commission said it would take twenty years. 

Mr. TELLER. What the Commission said was fifteen years. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Oh, no; let me correct the Senator. 

Mr. TELLER. You can not correct it, because my statement 
is correct. I think I can turn to it in a minute. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The Commission say twenty years. 
the Senator is wrong. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not care myself whether it is fifteen 
years or twenty years, only I thought it was hardly fair—— 

Mr. HOPKINS. I only wanted to correct the Senator, as a 
matter of fact. The Senator will find, if he looks at it, that the 
minority report of engineers fixed it at fifteen years, and the 
Commission, when they examined it, fixed it at twenty. 

Mr. TELLER. Does the Senator refer to the Canal Commis- 
sion? 

Mr. HOPKINS. 

Mr. TELLER. 


I know 


Yes, sir. 
Oh, I did not mean the Canal Commission. 


There are some members of that Commission whose judgment | 
would be worth something, but we submitted this question to | 


a board of engineers noted for their ability. Eight of them 
said that it could be done in twelve or thirteen years. The 
others said it could be done in fifteen years. 

Mr. HOPKINS. That is right. 

Mr. TELLER. That is what I am talking about. 

Now, Mr. President, I doubt myself whether it can be done 
in twelve or thirteen years, and I should be surprised if the 
lock type of canal does not take twelve or thirteen years. 


1 might spend a little time to show how long it will take to | transcontinental canal which could be adopted was the Tehuan- 


build these lecks. As I have said before, there have been no 
such locks built in the history of mankind. No engineer can 
tell how long it will take. The locks must be built with care. 
There is not a man who has given any attention to these ques- 
tions who does not know that you can build a lock that will 
not have half the resisting strength if you hasten it and build it 
carelessly. The amount of time necessary to solidify and pre- 
pare it for use is considerable. When the locks are done, when 


the last mechanic leaves them, there ought not to be a drop of | 


water put in the locks for the next twelve or eighteen months. 
That is the way the whole body, 3,000 feet in length, with its 
two flights of locks, may become homogeneous, and it will not 
be homogeneous if you begin to use it immediately after it is 
completed. 

Safety is worth more than time to us in this matter. 
all, the question is, What is the best canal we can build? I 
think everybody will admit that we ought to have the best. No- 
body is willing to deny that, and yet we hear that a better canal 
ean be built if you put in locks than if you cut a waterway 
clear across the Isthmus. 

Now, Mr. President, I have taken more time than I had in- 
tended to take, and I am very sure I have taken more time than 


was profitable to the Senate; yet I should like to take up—and | operation, and the work proved to be a great success. 


| Eads was the engineer who built the great steel bridge at St. 


{ would do it if it was the beginning of the session—these sev- 
eral items. I would show the difficulty and the danger in 
every step that the minority propose. I believe it can be dem- 
onstrated before the American people, as it was demonstrated 
before the board of engineers, tht the only safe canal is a 
sea-level canal. 

Mr. President, the Senator from New Jersey dwelt with con- 
siderable force upon the fact that one more American engineer 
had declared for a lock canal than had declared for a sea-level 
Nationality not 

am proud of 
to many an engineer who never put a foot upon American 
engineers who have solved the greatest questions that ever 
1 the engineering world. 


canal. does 
While I 
liat 
Alhat t 


Soil 
li 


intereste 


have not been heard on this question who are as capable as 
any man of the minority or of the majority, and they stand 
with me that it should be a sea-level canal. I will arrange on 
my side of this controversy every practical shipowner and ship- 
master of this country, without exception. 
find a single shipmaster who will ever tell you that a lock canal 
is better than a sea-level canal. He will protest from a prac- 
tical standpoint that-it is not safe to put a great ship in a lock. 

Mr. President, I want to say one or two words on one other 
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After | 


| engineer on American soil. 
| jetties at the mouth of the Mississippi River, a project 


give men brains nor judgment. | 
American achievements, I take off my | 


the canal. 
| sea or in the river; 
You will find on American soil to-day engineers whose voices | 
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proposition. When this canal is built you will have to meet 
the competition of the Suez Canal; you will have to meet the 
competition of the transcontinental routes; you will have to 
meet the competition of the line recently built across the 
Tehuantepec Peninsula. 

I have on my table here a statement made by an engineer 
whom I will put against any engineer who has been connecteq 
with this matter, and that is Mr. Wallace. I have Mr. Wa). 
lace’s statement as to what the Tehuantepec Canal can do py 
way of carrying freight across that canal, the ship unloading 
it in the Gulf harbor, the railroad taking it from the ship in 
the Gulf harbor and putting it again on the ship in the Pacifie 
harbor. 

Mr. President, you will have to lower your tariff on the 
canal. That railroad across there can carry a ton of freight 
taking it from the ship and putting it on the other side, for legs 
than you propose to charge for carrying it across the Isthmus on 
this canal when it shall be completed. You will have to meet that, 
Mr. President. You will have to meet other competitors. Yoy 
will have to meet in the next fifteen years five or six more 
transcontinental lines. Therefore, if you mean to make a finan- 
cial success of this enterprise you must secure the business of 
the world, at least the business of the world that goes to the 
Pacific sea. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, before the Senator takes his 
seat, if he will permit me, in connection with the mention of 
the Tehuantepec route, I want to state a fact which is probably 
not as well known to the public now as it was twenty or thirty 
years ago. There is in the Navy Department now on file 4 
most interesting report of the commission that was appointed 
to survey the Tehuantepec route. The profiles and the esti- 
mated cost and the practicability of the work are all set out in 
detail. 

For myself, while I never made any effort on that line, 
because I realized that it would be useless in view of the 
consensus of opinion in favor of the more southern route, 
I have always been of the opinion that the best route for a 


tepee route, with 40 miles of a navigable river sufficient for the 
floating of very large vessels. There are 40 miles of that river, 
the name of which I have forgotten. It is a Mexican name. 

I do not know whether or not the business of the world is 
going to develop to the extent which would justify more than 
one canal, but if it does, in my opinion the time may come 


| when that will be the most formidable rival that we shall have 


for the business of an isthmian canal between the two oc: 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, at the risk of extending my 
remarks somewhat longer than I intended, I want to say that 
a good many years ago I examined this question pretty thor- 
oughly in connection with the late St. Louis engineer, Mr. 


ans. 


| Eads, who considered that question in connection with the canal 


and also in connection with a ship railway. I had the pleasure 
of a personal acquaintance for many years with Mr. Eads, 
whom I regarded at the time of his death as the greatest 
He was the man who built the 
con- 
demned by every American officer and engineer of the Army, 
and condemned by a very large proportion of the American engi- 
neers on this continent. On his guaranty the Government agreed 
to pay a large amount of money for putting those jetties into 
Mr. 


Louis, a bridge which I suppose everybody here, more or less, 
has crossed over. He devised a system of railroad tracks on 


| which to haul a ship out of the water and drop it into the 


water on the other side of the Isthmus. I am not certain but 


| that, if he had lived, he would have carried out that plan. I 
| know engineers differed as to whether or not that plan was 


feasible. While his plan was not by any means so sitisfac- 
tory for handling ships as a canal would be, yet he could have 
carried a ship across the Isthmus in that way. There would 
have been the same liability to accident in that method of 
transporting ships as there will be in carrying ships through 
But, Mr. President, the place for the ship is in the 
it is not on the land. When a shi gets 
out of water it is like a fish when it gets out of water. ‘The 
fish is not at home, and neither is the ship, and both are liable 
to all sorts of accidents. While I was a great admirer of Mr. 
Eads, I always had my doubts as to whether his was as wise 


| a plan as the plan of crossing the Isthmus by a canal. 
I challenge you to | 


We have had various routes selected for a ship canal. ! am 
not at this hour certain that we have selected the best place 
for such a canal to cross the Isthmus. The only question as 
to whether Darien is the best place is as to whether or not the 
mountains, which in the prosecution of such a project have to 
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neled, are granite. 


‘e granite. 

ive gone into the construction of this canal without 

hought and practically without much knowledge. I am 

Mr. President, when we get through with it, we shall 
for it we have made a mistake. I do not want a further 


made when we build a lock canal because we can build 
mewhat less time than we can a sea-level canal. 
I can say, in conclusion, that I wish Senators who 
vote on this subject would look into it and study it, and 

have any partisan feeling about it—I do not 
| partisanship, but I mean if they feel they are com- 
to one canal or the other, I hope they will feel free to 
r it and determine between this session and the 

for, of course, I am confident we are not going to 
. of this matter by any vote we may give here—so that 
‘ settle this question in such manner that the nations 
of earth will be satisfied with our effort to accomplish what 
f e last four hundred years has been considered more or 
| the whole world. 
-ident, this is a great enterprise. 


is, 


1’re 


It can bring to us 


Nobody knows to-day whether or not | 


mean | 


next | 


tors much more capable of dealing with this important question 
than I am. 

I will not attempt, of course, Mr. President. 
said on the former occasion, or even to ma 
I will simply state, in order that the ection m 
served, that I had endeavored to present to the 
reasons why this was not a proper piece of legislation for the 
United States Congress: that the creation of a 
Congress should be limited to the creation of 
as are required for the performance of gre numental fun 
tions, or for the performance of functions which corporations 
created by the States can not perform. 

{I had called attention to the proposition that ev 


to repeat wha 
no l SyVhops zs of 
conl i be | 
senate sol 
corporation by 
‘ 


such corporations 


it gover 


nm conced- 
ing—which we must do under the decisions of Supreme 
| Court of the United States—the fact that a « ition which is 


, -redit and great glory, and it can bring to us much discredit | 


erace if we build a canal which ought not to be built. 

KITTREDGE. Mr. President, if no other Senator de- 
sires at this time to address the Senate upon the unfinished 
hi ss, I ask unanimous consent that it may be temporarily 
] de. 

PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FLint in the chair). In 


t] sence of objection, the unfinished business will be laid 
e temporarily. 


LAKE ERIE AND OHIO RIVER SHIP CANAL, 
M PENROSE. Mr. President, under the unanimous con- 


ment obtained last evening, I now ask that the Lake 
I | Ohio River Ship Canal bill be laid before the Senate. 


purposes of 


intended to subserve the interstate commerce is 
one which justifies Congress in the chartering of 


Lt cor 1 
to be thus engaged, at the same time that was not the cl 
acter of corporation which should be so chartered if that we the 
sole function to be performed and if that function could $ 
well performed by some State corporation. In that co 0 
I had called attention to the fact that doubtless an act char- 
tering a corporation of this kind, in which it is recited. as it 
is in this proposed charter, that it is for the purpose of perfor 
ing a governmental function, would be held by the Supreme 
Court of the United States to be a constitutional enactment. Th 

| would be so held, because the Supreme Court would oO 
behind the action of Congress to question the sincerity of ¢ 


rhe PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the 
SX the bill (H. R. 14896) to incorporate the Lake Erie and | 
O} River Ship Canal, to define the powers thereof, and to | 
f ate interstate commerce. 
» Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill. 


rhe PRESIDING OFFICER. 


The pending question is on 
agreeing to the first amendment of the bill as it has been 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President—— 

CLARK of Montana. Before the Senator from Georgia 
proceeds, I wish to suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Kean in the chair). The 
absence of a quorum being suggested, the Secretary will call 
the roll. 

Mr. BACON. I will state that I do not want the roll called 
on LA count. 


gress or to question whether or not that expression was l 


simply for the purpose of saving it from the condei 
unconstitutionality on the part of the courts of tf I I 
States when they come to pass upon that question. The Suj 
Court would not go behind that, and however insincere Congress 
might be in that recitation, however well known it 
that the purpose of that recitation was to save it { 
stitutionality, the Supreme Court would not undertake so 1 

I had stated to the Senate the proposi that when 
to the responsibility of Congress in the enactment of such a 
| law, there was a high duty upon Congress to conside! nd 
determine the question whether or not the purpose was in 1 
and in truth to subserve some great governmental function 
which could not be equally subserved by a corporation created 
by a State; and that if, in the exercise of our duty, it w 
| opinion that the purpose was not to create corporatio 
the performance of some governmental function tl! Si 
corporation could not equally well perform, even thoug! 
might be satisfied that the Supreme Court would hold si \ 
law constitutional, our high constitutional duty was to « 
; out and make effective the spirit and intent and purpose of 1 
constitutional restriction. In that connection I had quoted 
very marked utterance of Mr. Webster in his argument in 


| great case of Gibbons v. 


rhe Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- | 


| to their names: 


Daniel Kittredge Penrose 


Al Dillingham Knox Perkins 
; ! Dolliver La Follette Pettus 
Dubois Long Seott 
n Flint McCumber Simmons 
B e Foraker McLaurin Smoot 
B Foster Mallory Spooner 
J Frazier Miilard Stone 
hi l Fulton Morgan Sutherland 
( Hansbrough Nelson Teller 
( Mont. Ilemenway Overman Warner 
( : Kean Patterson Warren 
fhe PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-eight Senators have an- 
swered to their names. There is a quorum present. The Sen- 
in Georgia is recognized. 
Mr. BACON. I regret, Mr. President, that I was not per- 
to finish the remarks I was proceeding to make upon | 
t! uestion when the bill was previously before the Senate, 
rticularly regret that so much time has elapsed since 
it it is diffieult to resume and have the matter which | 
s! ver to-day directly connected with and relating to that 
\ [ endeavored to cover on the former occasion. 
T 


I regard this, Mr. President, as a very grave question, not 
7 I 


Ogden, where he w mtending for 
the exclusive power of the United States Government in t! 


particular instance where the right to 


us Cc 


exclusive power in a 


| matter which related to interstate commerce was called in ques 

| tion, and where the right to concurrent power on the part 

| the State of New York was contended for by the other side. 
Webster, while maintaining the authority of the United States 
and the right of the United States and the duty of the 1 ed 
States to control exclusively all matters which essential], d 
necessarily relate to interstate commerce, recognized that ¢ 


; affairs of the States in such way as to preserve the e 


| 


si with respect to the particular measure now before the | 
si although that is a very grave one, but also in respect 
ol precedent that it sets as the beginning of what will be a 
marked departure, if we shall continue to follow it, and, 
is | shall endeavor to show, one of very wide and far-reaching | 
colsequences in the future business of this Government and the 
Telitions between the General Government and the States. 

; ourse I am not going to elaborate these great questions, 


for they are great enough to elicit not only all that I might say, 
vul all that might be properly said by a great many other Sena- 
AL 


ror 


vou 








gress should draw the line in legislation affecting the inte: | 


Xe se ol 
their proper functions by the States. 

That utterance of Mr. Webster was in response to the co 
tention of those who represented the right of the State of New 


York to exercise concurrent authority in this matter. TI 
the contention the part of those 
That if it be true that the simple fact 


on representing New \ 


that a matter referred 


to interstate commerce vested exclusive power over it in the 
Congress of the United States and there was no concurrent 
power in the State, the conclusion necessarily followed that if 
not only related to that particular instance involving the rig 
to control interstate commerce, but that it necessarily extended 
to every corporation or every agency which could be created 
er which might have part in the earrying on of inters 


merce. Mr. Webster replies to that by the 
have previousiy read, which is the pith of that pat 
gument, that that conclusion was not a nece 
it did not necessarily follow; but that 

which were essential in interstate commerce 


statement w! I 
Sssary sequ hy 
while 


and 


that they could not be performed by the States or 

tions created by the States, and that for the States to 

such performance would cause confusion and conflict, still 
a reasonable construction must be given to the Constitution— 





8546 


1 ‘ 
i si eS, We 


and powers of the States in the performance of their 
pate and proper functions. 

vo over again, Mr. President, the argument which I 
d to submit upon that question when I addressed the 
Ss ago upon this subject. 
vhat I had in mind on 


¢ 


hot 


LWo d ii 
the former 
our from this well-recognized 
more than a hundred years; for, while it is 
ime noted instances there has been a chartering 
y Congress for 
of those instances 
} uliar and did 
Mir. Webster. I read from 91 United 
re, in speaking of the circumstances under 
had chartered transcontinental railways, the court 
peculiar circumstances which justified Congress in 
mi the well-recognized practice which left to the 
irtering of t railway companies. I will take 
‘it again in order that the connection may 
i am about to say. Referring to this act, 
a transcontinental railway, the Supreme 
f the United States v. The Union Pacific 
United States, 
was passed in the midst of war, when 
n yni were deemed inadequate, and the public 
to the necessity of uniting by iron bands the destiny 
l and Atlantic States. 
And again in the same paragraph: 
But vast as was the 
to build it, the growing 
military nece the 


departure 


—the circum- 
rule as 
States 


the noted ones 
within the 


come 
Re- 


nNeress 


ese 


Sayvs: 
has been stated, 


ition 


t df 


f } > 
( t > il 


work, limited as were the private resources 
wants as well as the existing and future 
country demanded that it be completed. 
Mr. McLAURIN. From what case is the Senator 
Mr. BACON. The case of the United States v. 
Railway Company, in 91 United States Reports. 
An additional fact which is alluded to in the decision, 
which is known to us all, is that at the time of the chartering 
of that railroad possibly nine-tenths, certainly four-fifths, of 
that line of proposed railway lay across the public domain of 
the United States, then comparatively an unsettled, wild 
country. 
it is true, Mr. President, that there can be found upon the 
statute book instances where some minor corporations 
been chartered by the United States Government which would 
not by rea 
to the importance of these transcontinental railways which 
were thus chartered by the United States Goverument; but we 
know the fact that sometimes charters of that kind go throvgh 
nem. con., nobody noticing particularly, whereas if they were 
challenged, possibly they would not have gone through. How- 
ever, I think it may be asserted as a fact that in the 
course of the legislation of this Government the general rule 
has been recognized that the chartering of corporations, even 
where within the law of constitutional right, has been limited 
to ¢: where such were essential to the per- 
formance of governmental functions and where the perform- 
‘ ’ those governmental functions could not be as satisfac- 
accomplished by corporations chartered by the States. 
Mr. President, whether we are to adhere to 
iractice, even where we have the constitutional 
or whether we will go beyend and open all 
sequences which must inevitably flow from such a 


* part 


sities of 


Union Pacific 


iseS 


re rporations 


yond, 


eall 


rter, 


intend to attention to some of the 
this chi and then I will probably 
as to the question of the consequences 


m this proposed action on the part of Con- 


is to be taken as a precedent and followed 


SPOONER. Mr. 


a question? 
RESIDING 


a 


(Mr. Kean in the chair). 
i reorgh vield to the 
N. Always, with pleasure. 


rhe Senator, I 


OFFICER 


hii 


inl itself? 
and I would 
rather 
very 


give 


infinitely prefer 
than it should grant 
much prefer that 
my re before I 


iO if 
si,) 
I would 


and I will ason 


1) 
POONER. If the 


exyereise tS 


( M Ve 


d it 


rnment might buil 
right to choose 


constitutional 
built? 


the 


( ii 


by which it shall be 
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a construction as, while it preserved the power of the | Mr. BACON. I do not dispute the constitutional pic 
t uld still protect and recognize and respect the | 


My purpose to-day is | 
oceasion in | 
attention of the Senate some of the practical | 
rule | 
the purpose of interstate com- | 


laid | 


which | 


reading? | 


and | 


have | 


son of any particular necessity for them measure up | 


long | 


President, will the Senator allow me to } 


Does | 
Senator from Wisconsin? 


suppose, has no doubt that | 
| ton v. 


the | 
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ht, 89 


far as the question would be decided by a court to be 0) not to 


be constitutional. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Go, 
yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me until | 
my sentence, then I will yield with pleasure. But I gs: 
Senators come to legislate they are not to be limited 
discharge of their duties to the simple question whether 
the court will decide a thing to be or not to be consti) 
but that the high duty rests upon the legislator not 
limit himself to such matters as in his opinien wil! 
within the condemnation of the courts for unconstitutioy: 
but to limit himself to legislation which, in his opini 
accordance with the intent and purpose and practica| 
of the Constitution, even though when he goes beyond th 
may be in a case where the court itself would not inierfero 
Now I yield with pleasure to the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. CULBERSON. The Senator from Georgia and the geno. 
tor from Wisconsin seem agreed that the Government of the 
United States may itself construct a canal between Sta; 
Without expressing any opinion myself upon that qu 
should like to ask the Senator from Georgia upon what 
sion of the Constitution he rests that power. 

Mr. BACON. I would rest it probably upon the same pro- 
vision that I would rest the right to construct the Panama 
Canal—a matter of importance to the Government in military 
defense, or in various ways; the improvement of the commen ' 
of the country; in the same way and for the same reason that 


gia 


finish 
When 
in the 
Or hot 
tional, 


only to 


| the Government improves a harbor or anything of that kind, | 


think it would be legitimate. 

Mr. MALLORY. In other words, the Senator would put it 
on the ground that it was a governmental function. 

Mr. BACON. Yes; the performance of a governmental func- 
tion. 

Mr. CULBERSON. But the Government of the United States 
is one of limited powers. Those powers are supposed to be 
enumerated in the Constitution. It would be a legislative act 
to authorize the construction of a canal, and I simply made 
this inquiry in order to invite an expression of opinion from the 
Senator from Georgia and the Senator from Wisconsin as to 
what specific authority there is in the Constitution for the Goy- 
ernment itself to build and construct a railroad or to construct 
a canal. 

If the Senator will pardon me, in a sovereign State that 
power is the essence of sovereignty, and it may do anything 
which its own constitution does not prohibit. But the 
ment of the United States is one of limited and enumerated 
powers, and if you undertake to say the Government of the 
United States may do this or that, then the question is, Where 
is the authority for it found in the Constitution? 

Mr. BACON. Where does the Senator from Texas get the 
power for the Government to spend millions and hundreds of 


Govern- 


| millions in building works in rivers to improve navigation? 


Mr. CULBERSON. I have simply sought to invite an « 


X] res- 


| sion of opinion of the Senators who have announced theiselves 


on this particular question. 

Mr. KNOX. Mr. President 

Mr. NELSON. Will the Senator from Georgia allow me to 
ask a question? 

Mr. BACON. I must yield to one Senator at a time, and I 
now yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania. Then I will yield 
to the Senator from Minnesota. 

Mr. KNOX. Thanking the Senator from Georgia for 
courtesy, I should like to answer the question propounded 
Senator from Georgia by the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. BACON. If I may do so, without the act being ! 
strued, I will sit down while the Senator speaks, u 
shall be very glad to hear from the Senator from Pennsyivaula 
not only briefly, but at length. 

Mr. KNOX. It will be for only a moment. 

Mr. BAGON. Iam not objecting at all. 

Mr. KNOX. I should like to answer in the language of 
Supreme Court in a recent case, decided in 1893, in vi 
iistory of this class of legislation. I refer to the cas: 

North River Bridge Company, 153 United State 

It can not at the present day be doubted that Congress, 
power to regulate commerce among the several States, as 
provide for postal accommodations and military exigencies, h 
ity to pass these laws, 


41 


1 


This is speaking now of the law granting a charter 


| bridge to be constructed across the Hudson River betw 


itself, of | 


Jersey and New York. 


The power to construct or to authorize individuals or corpor: 
construct national highways and bridges from State to State } 
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‘ the complete control and regulation of interstate commerce. | Mr. KNOX. It is from 
\ thority in Congress to establish and maintain such bigh-| Mr. PATTERSON. Let me ask the Senator cate cally 
‘ ridges it would be without authority to regulate one of the | r a : aa d 
tant adjuncts of commerce. This power in former times | Whether it is his opinion, based upon the decisions of e su 
| to a very limited extent, the Cumberland, or National, road | preme Court of the United States. and the int t vacates 
st notabie i fence. ; clause of the Constitu ». that 1 Ch nn 
ourt goes on further, but I picked that out as being con- and own and operate railroads throughout the 1 el St - 


( ‘ Mr. KNOX. My opinion of the 1 ‘s of the Federal Gov 
»ACON. I have that case before me. ' 1 


a 3 aft erninent under the Constitu 1 is | iu n the opinions of 
NELSON and Mr. PATTERSON addressed the Chair. 





b : 5 , the Supreme Court, and | { t d { 
SIDING OFFICER. Jdoes the Senator from Georgia Supreme Court decided that « = a if 
» Senator from Minnesota? that is not a satisfactory answ and if I mn « 
ON. I yield. individual opinion, which of « em 1 the 
NELSON. I desire to ask the Senator from Texas under opinions of the court. I have not the sl! st dou it 
itutional power he justifies the right of the Govern- “Mr. PATTERSON. That it has th er? 
ppropriate money for the constr a canal at Mr. KNOX. It has. 
thur. W holly witl in the St ite of | eXas, and also to Mr. BACON. Mr. Pre lent this is a most I ( ( 
te money for c2nalizing Buffalo Bayou? Under what | tion, and one of the class which I wish our ] ' e 
ni) of the Constitution does he find warrant and author mere in the habit of cor | r—t{ t lL i ho 
e appropriations for works wholly within the State | jj yostis ». Ir t—I have said it sev il time t 


would be declared titutional the decisic of the 
LBERSON. Mr. President - | Supreme Court, broadly announcing the doctrine a those: ak 
RACON. I promised to yield next to the Senator from cisions have, that any charter « rr = tn -epbiole 
( here should be a recitation ' the purpose to f e 
RESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia tate commerce would be declared by the court ) ( u 
Senator from Texas to answer the Senator from | tjgnal. 1 repeat. li wever, that that is t 4 sft 
: we are to be guided in the enactment of L < ( 
\CON. Certainly. are prepared to say that we will in prac » fi 
CULBERSON. Acting upon the courtesy of the Senator charter all corporations which are to engag n 
{ ( ‘gia, I will say to the Senator from Minnesota that he merce and which may so claim and apply to us to be 
t 1e question I put to the Senator from Georgia and the tered. , 
S r from Wisconsin rather too seriously. I expressed no I suppose no one will dispute the fact that if we were to 
( to that proposition myself, expressly stating that I} go so, ‘there would be an im ise revolution in t 
y reserve my opinion. But I wanted to hear from those | o¢ this country and in the relation of the Siaton: to 
Z . , ress and the corresponding relation of the G ral Go i 
‘ in the speech I made on the rate bill I stated that ment to that business. I am going to have a littl e to sa 
wl r the power to regulate included the power to construct. | ghout that somewhat later, and I simpl: pass that point now 
ther the Government of the United States, being one of for the purpose of emphasizing the proposition that de 
and enumerated powers, could construct and operate | termining whether a charter shall be granted it is no 
ids the same as a government of general sovereignty | the question whether or not an act in porating a ¢ 
than of limited sovereignty could do, was a question | yi} be decided by the courts to be constitutional. unless we 
1 ssary to be determined. I am disposed to believe that if | aye prepared to go to the extent of saying that we are re: to 
the ¢ ernment of the United States can construct and operate | eharter all e rporations which are going to be engnged in 
ds and canals at all, it must be rested upon the authority | state commerce. because all of them would be held bv the Si 


to reguinte interstate commerce. 
Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President 
| PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia 


yield to the Senator from Colorado? all corporations engaged in Interstate commerce in 1 
Mr. BACON, I do. 


Yr. 4 States, or should we in the exercise of our duty and our high 
constitutional obligation follow the suggestion of Mr. W 
which I have twice quoted—I am applying what » snid su 
stantially in the matter of what ought to be our du that vw 


preme Court to be constitutional 
But while they would be so held to be constitutional. would 
it be consistent with our duty to go to that extent and ? 


{ PATTERSON. The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Knox] read a decision by the Supreme Court of the United 
s s, which was based, I believe, upon an act of Congress 
ing the construction of a bridge over a navigable stream 





au should, in determining whether or not a certain charter should 
he two States, and he read the language of the decision to | pe eranted. be cuided by the great rule. is it ne , 1e 
tl t that Congress had not only power to grant such au- | performance of a governmental function, which f 
t to others, but the power to construct such works. Does be as well performed by a charter granted by a State? In every 
from Pennsylvania conclude from that decision | ease where that function can not be as well perfor he « 
ight and power exist in the Government to construct, orporation chartered by a State. then there is th ( 
( l operate railways, as well as the works used by other | peason why we shoul 1 exercise the } 
( 1 carriers, extending through several States? Mr. Pre ident. I am going to ; Seven that: t ' 
.NOX. If I may be permitted in the time of the Sena- diately, because I propose to return to ; tin | —- I 
t Georgia— shall make a little more practical illu , 
RB. IN. Certainly. iene I take of our duty in regard to that 3 
MI NOX. I will say that the language I read, while it is ticular charter. I say it will not be a corp ; | 
1 the report of the case in which the question was i. di ae ae: —_ avent ‘ , 
is to the validity of legislation authorizing the con-| 1 3¢ pe equally well discharged 
s n of the North River Bridge, was taken from the opinion en Sates of ‘Pens viventa and Ohio | 
istice Bradley in California v. The Pacific Railroad. So ae 3 te not the 1 e of ¢ y 
t t elf answers the question propounded by the Sena- The Kenta fact that orcat : 
Colorado, which is, Can the United States authorize the ‘will not bring it thin tl ( s d 
n of a railroad? Speaking of the validity of that ote eurth ee 1 sav that all carrie over 
h did authorize the construction of a railroad, the ee . nen are wfcurming : ba] , 
he that an equal obligat 1 restS upon us to g = . 
to construct, or to authorize individuals or corporati ™S | to every great r ‘oad or steam t or ste; shin « 
national highways and bridges from State to State is : te Gee ae : Det 
to the complete control and regulation of interstate com engaged in interstate commerce over which ¢ t 
commerce is to flov 
a notable case, with which we are all familiar, I | In the second place, I say conceding all that is said 
so, having been born on the line of the road, that of | learned Senators from Pennsyly: , who have | 
iberland, or National, road, which was constructed by he Senate on this subject, as to the \ 
‘ running from this city, and which was intended to go to | struction of this work and the great W 
‘ ti, but at Indianapolis was overtaken by the develop- |} therefrom and the great evil which will r rv 
he railroads. | to construct the canal, our refusal to grat cl 
PA'TTTERSON. The Senator has not given us his view. prevent the construction of the canal, and t 
rates the views of the Supreme Court of the United I hold in my hand a pamphlet which has 
~ 


1 connection with that act of Congress, and then re- | desk of every Senator, in regard to this t l 


{i the construction of the National road. ‘the fact of the authenticity of every st 
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the fact that the pamphlet comes from 
are interested in the procurement of the charter. 
r, if he has not disposed of it, 
upon his desk, and on page 29 he will find the fact 


from 


States of Pennsylvania and Ohio. This pamphlet 
the 
ry 29, 1904, in which there were addresses delivered 
eminent men, among them Mr. DALZELL, at present 
mber of the House of Representatives, and Mr. John EF. 
v, who I take, from the allusions made to him and from the 
tself, to be a prominent citizen of Pittsburg, one fully 
to speak with regard to that enterprise, because he 
ave been one of the most active men in its advocacy 

“| prosecution. 
vill read from page 24 of this pamphlet, where, under 
listory of the ship-canal project,” he says: 


l 
i. 


legislature of 
e practicability of 
‘ir use 
not read further from that part now. I will turn to 
r, and [ will now resume where I first proposed to read, 
29, under the subhead “ Canal can be built at once.” 
h Mr. Shaw stated this at that meeting: 
i their exhaustive examination of the 
a tremendous bulwark it would be in both 
Pittsburg’s commerce and trade, and 
industries, proceeded a step further to clear 
could a reality. 


ee, after 
her 


pecome 

itor will listen to what I am going to read, 
every Senator who is going to vote on this question 
seat to hear it: 


in censtruction, and 
about one-half in Penn- 


lopted as being the most economical 
ommercial interests, lies 
ialf in Ohio. 
ured 

ship canal 
from 


CesT 
a one-!i 
itts 
‘izing a 


prom 


general law to be enacted in Pennsyl- 
- company to be organized to construct 
i ship canal the headwaters of the Ohio River via 
Mahoning to the Ohio State line. 
as passed in the 
ustruct and operate a ship canal from Ashtabula on 
ennsylvania State line on the Mahoning River, and 
give in both States to consolidate their franchises at 
and operate 
ipal \ 
is not only the separate authority given by the 
Pennsylvania and by the State of Ohio for the con- 
1 of this canal within the limits of the particular State. 
is a reciprocal piece of legislation by the two States, that 
at the State line and consolidate as one company 
metruct and operate this canal. 
Mr. KNOX. Mr. President—— 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Dees the Senator from Georgia 
ield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 
BACON. Certainly. 
KNOX. It is very 
to neeal that fact. 
been laid on the desks, 
BACON. No; of course there is no intention to suggest 
ch purpose to conceal 
KNOX. I wish the Senator would read the next para- 
raph. it indicates why they ought to have a national charter. 
Mr. BACON. I have no doubt reasons can be suggested. 
Mr. KNOX. There is no dispute about that. 
BACON. I am speaking of the fact that, so far as the 
m of this work is concerned, they have every authority 
proceed with construction, and that a 
of Congress to charter it will not interfere 
mstruction of the work. It on upon the next 
will read it if the Senator desires I should in this 


] : » 
na rivers 


inv to co 


to the 


there 


nv Ineet 


obvious that there has been no at- 
Otherwise the pamphlets would not 


r now to its 
the part 


goes 


» went a step further, realizing that this canal was but 
link between the waterway systems of the Creat 
and Mississippi rivers under the control of the Fed 

1 would sooner or later be taken over by the 

de a part of ‘ederal waterway system, even if 

a private « ] introduced a bill in 
inder a nationa rter to a corporation to build this 


Congress 


to the fact that the 
ites will ultimately take it over. 

that as being correct. I 

‘t, for I understand it to be the fact, 
sition was first presented in the other 
i But I am 
question whether or not the granting 
arte to the prosecution of this work, even 
cede all that is said as to its great importance and 
tial character. Evidently it is not. There could not 

t more complete piece of legislation on the part of two States 


assumption, F course, as 
the Uni 


SuUy)- 


passage in a previous Congress, 
; +1 
ISSilUg Like 


is essential 


has a copy of this | 
authority to build this canal has already been | 


proceedings had at a meeting in Pittsburg | 


Pennsylvania appointed a commission to | 
such a waterway, and appropriated | 


| ation by a State. 


Ohio legislature authorizing a ship | 


| ereignty ” 


‘ incorporate that in a measure, these great corporations 


| to authorize the construction and operation and maintenay of 


the canal than there already has been both by the &t: 
Pennsylvania and the State of Ohio. q 

Mr. President, I want to ask the attention of the Se 
present to a consideration of what are the evil conseg 
which are to flow from the doing of this unnecessary t) 
the granting of this charter. In the first place, I called 
tion on a previous occasion to the fact that when a eh; 
granted by the Federal Government the States -have no 
to tax the franchise. The taxing of a franchise I beliey 
modern development, but franchises have come to be recov) 
as a very important part of the taxable property of tl, 
poration. When the Federal Government exercises its 
and goes into a State and charters a company, even 
under the law all the visible property of that company 
ject to taxation, the franchise, an important part of the t; 


of 


| property of that corporation when created by the United sj, 2. 


ceases to be taxable by the State. While of course we a]! pec. 
ognize the truth of that proposition, I want to read what the 
Supreme Court of the United States said in a case 127 
United States, California v. Pacific Railroad Company, where 
the question before the court was whether or not a State haq 
the right to tax the franchise of a corporation which had heey 
created under a charter granted by the Federal Government, 
The court says this: 

Taxation is a burden, and may be laid so heavily as to dest; 
thing taxed or render it valueless. As Chief Justice Marshal! 
McCulloch v. Maryland, *“ the power to tax involves the pow: 
stroy.”” Recollecting the fundamental principle that the Const 
laws, and treaties ef the United States are the supreme law 
land, it seems to us almost absurd to contend that a power giv: 
person or corporation by the United States may be subjected t 
The power conferred @manates from, and is ; 
tion of, the power of the government that confers it. To tax it 
only derogatory to the dignity, but subversive of the powers 
government and repugnant to its paramount sovereignty. It is 
essary to cite cases on this subject. The principles laid down 
court in MeCulloch v. Maryland, 4 Wheat., 316; Osborn v. The Bank 
the United States, 9 Wheat., 738. and Brown v. Maryland, 12 \\ 
419: and in numerous cases since which have followed in thei: 
abundantly sustain the views we have expressed. 


Mr. President, it may be a small matter that in one particular 
instance the United States Government will charter a corpor: 


a through canal from the Ohio River to Lake | tion in a State and thus deprive the State of a very valusble 


part of what should constitute the taxable property of 2 State, 
but if we are to have this as a precedent and to go further and 
charter all corporations engaged in interstate commerce, it can 
be seen at once what an immense influence it must hav« 
the revenues derived from taxation in a State. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President- 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
gia yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. BACON. I do, with pleasure. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Should the act creating the corporation 
expressly grant to the State the right to tax the franchises of 
such a corporation within the State, might not then the fran- 
chises be taxed by the several Commonwealths? 

Mr, BACON. In the case I have just quoted, I will ss 
answer to the inquiry of the learned Senator from Colorado, 
the court indirectly recognized that power. But the language 
used by the court shows how inconsistent they consider it with 
the dignity and power of the United States Government to 
delegate any such power to a State. 

I will read——— 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia 


upon 


Senator from Geor- 


| yield to the Senator from Minnesota? 


Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me just a moment 
until I finish the reply to the Senator, I will yield to him wit! 
pleasure. The Senator will recall that in the paragrap!) 


| I just read from this decision these words oecur : 


Taxation is a burden, and may be laid so heavily as to dest! 
thing taxed or render it valueless. As Chief Justice Mars 
in MeCulloch v. Maryland, ‘the power to tax involves the po 
stroy.” Recollecting the fundamental principle that the Cor 
laws, and treaties of the United States are the supreme law 0 


| if seems to us almost absurd to contend that a power given to 


or corporation by the United States may be subjected to tax 
State. The power conferred emanates from and is a portir 
power of the Government that confers it. To tax it is not 
atory to the dignity, but subversive of the powers of the Go 
and repugnant to its paramount sovereignty. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President——— 

Mr. BACON. So, if the Senator from Minnesota wil! 
Ine 2 minute, even if the right does exist and if Congress 


| confer the right, it would be in conflict with what the 8 


dignity ” and “ prerogative ” an SOv- 
and even if, for the purpose - 
nua 
ich 


Court designates as the “ 
of the Government; 
avoiding what they concede to be a hardship, Congress 


in the aggregate, all over the United States, would make au 
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le force, would haye it in their power to come to Con- | court can be denied it by reason of the fact that con 
| get relief from this burden by securing amendments | jurisdiction is given to a State court. 
; ‘any power granted to the States to tax these fran- I wish the Senator from Pennsylvania or the Senat 
; | Minnesota would show where the Supreme Court of the 
‘RESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia States has ever decided that in such a case, where con 
the Senator from Minnesota? | jurisdiction is thus given, it was not within the power 
BACON. I will yield. I said to the Senator I would | party to claim his right under this constitutional p 
him. | under the exercise of a right which had not 1 denied. 
\LSON. I wish to say to the Senator from Georgia | he asserted his right to be heard in a Federal court. If 
is precisely what we have done in the case of the | is such a case let either of the Senators point it out. 
anks. We allowed them to be taxed. | Mr. NELSON. Mr. President 
\GON. Undoubtedly. The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from G 
ELSON. That does not, as far as I know, derogate | yield to the Senator from Minnesota? 
f authority of the United States in any degree. Mr. BACON. I do. 
; ACON. That is true, and we have gone further in the | Mr. NELSON. Whenever a Federal question arises t! 
if national banks. We have also made them subject to | ute provides for a transfer to the Federal yurts, al 





' sdiction of local courts. But nevertheless the propo- where a case is litigated in the State court hen i 
‘ I have stated it. The matter of banks, Mr. Presi- | reaches the supreme court of the State, if there is a 
different. The banking business of the country is of a question involved it can be taken up to the Supreme C 
kind from the business of common carriers or from any | the United States. 
dustrial enterprise. I will not stop to turn aside to | Mr. BACON. I had previously been well aware of the 
e what those differences may be. Mr. NELSON. It does not cut off the State courts f 
\ Mr. President, another result which flows from Congress | gation. The matter can be reviewed in the Supreme ¢ 
F the States and chartering their business enterprises | the United States, but in the first instance the St 
5 it takes away from the jurisdiction of the State courts | nisi prius court, and the supreme courts of the Stat 
ent of the controversies between the people of those | diction and try the case- 
nd these corporations thus chartered and confers it all Mr. BACON. That is not the question. 
courts of the General Government. It is a very grave | Mr. NELSON. And the case goes up to the Su 
to my mind whether, under the constitutional provi- | of the United States not because the lower courts e 
h gives to the Federal courts the jurisdiction between | jurisdiction, but because there is a Federal question in 
tizens in cases arising under the laws of the United | Mr. BACON. Well, Mr. President, I think we all mu 
Congress can by any enactment take that jurisdiction | that fact. We are all fully familiar with that rule 
the Federal courts in the case of a company char- jut that has nothing whatever to do with the proposit 
Federal law and confer it exclusively upon the courts | discussing. 
e Mr. NELSON. That law works in all other commer: 
NOX. Mr. President- | business transactions of the United States. Why in 
-ESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Geor- | apply that same law and that same principle to the m 
g to the Senator from Pennsylvania? ; the construction and operation of this canal? 
ACON. I do. Mr. BACON. Well, Mr. President, the Senator is not 
OX. The Senator from Georgia must surely know | point I am on at all, or else I clearly misunderstand hin 
is exactiy what Congress has done in respect to na- | proposition which I make is one upon which I chalk 
ks. | Senator from Pennsylvania, or the Senator from M 
\CON. I have just stated the fact that jurisdiction in | either, to furnish a decision. If there be such a decis 
s has been conferred on the State courts. The Senator | I bow to it. of course. It is this: In a case arising under 
tening. laws of the United States (which in the removal cases 
\ ‘NOX. No; the Senator answered the question of the | eral court says involves all cases arising under a 
. im Minnesota on the‘question of jurisdiction. granted by the Federal Government), where concurren 
BACON. I added, in response to the Senator from Minne- | diction is vested by law both in the Federal and in 
t the law had gone further and conferred jurisdictien | courts, and where a party interested in a case arising und 
‘ourts in regard to controversies involving United | laws claims a right and seeks to exercise the rig t 
nks. case tried in the Federal court, where has the Supret ( 
Mr. KNOX. Then I think the Senator has answered his own ! the United States ever held that he should be denied 
and that the case must be brought in the Stat 
BACON. No; not necessarily. I have doubts- very fre- | concurrent jurisdiction has been given by Congress to t 
nd I have no doubt the learned and distinguished | courts? 
Se has, as to the correctness of legal propositions, even | Mr. KNOX. Mr. President—— 
wl have been decided by the courts. I do not think I Mr. NELSON. That is not denied. Is there anything 
sstating any fact in that case. | bill which denies that right? 
\ ELSON. I wish to call the attention of the Senator, if The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator fr 
low me, in connection with the point he last made, to | yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 
iat in the judiciary act conferring jurisdiction on Mr. BACON. I do. 
and district courts of the United States, the very Mr. KNOX. If the Senator from Georgia had not fi 
of the act is that those courts shall have concurrent | dressed me as the Senator from VPennsyl and « 
with the courts of the several States, and under | me to produce an authority, I should n have in 
iptcy act jurisdiction is left with the State courts. | him. But as I have not contended that there is any s 
Mr. bACON. Yes; that is true. I do not dispute that. sion I am not at all interested in searching the autho 
Mr NLSON. That is the case under the Federal bank- | see whether I can find one. 
r w. So there can be no difficulty in dividing the juris-| .Mr. BACON. I beg the Senator’s pardon Possibly 
| a little too abrupt in my address to him. There was 
-ACON. I am very much obliged to the learned Sena- | certainly further fram my mind than by word or n 
tor { ling my attention to facts as to these matters that of | say or do anything in the least degree offensive, and 
course we need to be reminded of, but which, I presume, every | guilty of it, it was certainly without the slightest « 
sen present is fully aware of. That does not change the! ness on my part. I judge from the Senator’s reply tl 
nm that to my mind there is a doubt as to the correct | so consider it; and I beg of him to think otherwise, 
on of that section of the Constitution which gives | there was nothing further from my intention. 
mn to the courts of the United States in cases arising Mr. KNOX. If I may be permitted, I will say I ha 
laws of the United States. as to whether or not the | slightest feeling about it, but it seemed to | so dir 
nn of the United States court can in any case be | what the Senator regarded as authority upon that subj 
dd one who has the right to claim it. | not recognizing the relevancy of the proposition t 
t mean to say, Mr. President, that the Congress can | fore the Senate, I did not think it worth while to bot 
the right to a concurrent jurisdiction to one who! Mr. BACON. The relevancy, if the Senator will p 
nything under the laws of the United States, who may | is just this: I was speaking of one of the gr c 
a go into the State court. The question upon which I} would result from the Federal Government entering 
have ubt is whether, where a case arises under the laws of | domain of granting charters to industrial enterpris 
the | ed States, one who claims a right to go into a Federal | ous kinds engaged in interstate commerce in the States 
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t! 


8990 


the State courts would be deprived of their juris- 


quencs 


ator will pardon me just a moment, 
ure. I have not finished the 
It had been suggested and state; 
from nnsylyania and myself that 
f that chara in the ¢a 
jurisdiction had been 
te courts 
had gone 
there ha 
Federal 


ield to him with pleas 
* the prop sition. 

: 1¢ 
cter 


by the 


given 
instanced other classes 
d been such concurrent jurisdiction 
tatute. My reply to that had been 
necessarily restore the exclusive jurisdiction to 
for the that if the controversy 
the laws of the United States, as every contro, 
arise in a case where there has been a Federal charter, 
party had his right under the Constitution to the jurisdi: 
fF the Federal courts; and that even if the right of concurrei 
“ic I; ; m were 
e Fed 

n it was 
that if 


6% r 


further and 


esota 

here 
¢ ied the 
that it dik it 
the St courts, arises 


reason 


will 

the 
‘tion 
it 


under ersy 


of 


that, possibly with too much earnestness, I 

I were in error the Senator from Pen usylvania 

Minnesota would be able to produce 
That I think, Mr. President, shows 

yant to the question involved. 

Mr. President—— 

‘YICER. Does the Senator 


from 
the contrary. 
xtremely rel 
M TL] SERSON. 
The E ‘RESIDING O} 
yield to the Senator from Texas? 
Mr. BACON. ee 
Mr. CULBERSO I hope the Senator will pardon me, 
President. 
point, and probably 
relevant, but I 
from Georgia to it anyway. The fact to which I refer 
the Supreme Court of the United States in what are known as 
“the Texas and Pacific Railway cases” has decided that by rea- 
son of the charter 
right to remove all its cases to the Federal courts for trial. 

Mr. BACON. ‘The Senator is quite correct. I had referred 
to them generally as the removal cases. I had not given the 
f the 

ULBERSON. The 
BACON. Yes; I 
15, if I correctly 


gia 
Mr. 


what I am going to say is not altogether 


hame ¢ 
Mr. ¢ 
Mr. 


cases. 
Texas and Pacific Railway cases. 
know the cases. In two volumes, 111 
remember the numbers of the volumes, 
what are known as the removal cases are found. I had stated 
the sition; but I am obliged to the Senator for again call- 
ing attention to it. 

Now, Mr. President, I am, of course, occupying 
more time than I had any anticipation of doing. 
attention to the fact that 
for any carrier engaged in 


prop 


very much 
I have called 
in the granting of a Federal charter 
interstate commerce in a State, the 


right to tax the franchise by the State is taken away, and next | 


that the right to the enjoyment of the trial of cases in State courts 


is practically denied where a party claims his right to trial in | 


the Federal courts, even where concurrent jurisdiction is 
ferred by the law upon the State courts. 

Another most grievous evil, to my mind, is the entering by the 
ue deral Government in a wholesale way upon the exercise in 
States of the right of eminent domain. If the time shall some 
win n the Federal Government, acting upon what we recognize 
as the doctrine laid down by the Supreme Court of the United 
States to charter all those enterprises engaged in inter- 
colnmerce, then we have not here and there in isolated in- 
stances the exercise of the power of eminent domain by the Fed- 

Government, but in a widespread system, reaching every 
nnd corner of 
eral Government entering upon the exercise of this great 
ental and highest of all prerogatives, which takes a citi- 
nerty without his consent. 
ELSON. Vill the Senator 
RE SIDING OFFICER. 
oO Senator from Minnesota? 
BACON, do. 

P SON.. I want to call the attention of the Senator 
Cr x, in « ction with what he has just stated, that 

i1error. Under sections 11 and 12 of this bill the right of 

domain anal company is to be exercised under 
ws of the respective States, so far as it concerns the State 

, under the la that and so far as it relates to 
ate of Pennsylv under the laws of that State. So we 
t withhold the of the right of eminent domain 
the States in any measure whatsoever. 

BACON. I am very much obliged to the learned Sena- 
am not discussing this particular charter in this par- 


con- 


, proceeds 


state 


V \ 


vield to me a minute? 


bv this « 
ws of State, 
ania, 
exercise 

Mr. 
tor. I 


a State where railroads penetrate, we have | 


Does the Senator from Georgia | 
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ticular connection, but even if I were, it would none ihe 
be the exercise of eminent domain by the governments] 
and authority of the United States. Even though y; 
machinery prescribed by the State, it is none the 
going into the State by the Federal Government an.1 | 


Mi 


| every remote corner of it in the exercise of the right of e 


to | 
se of the national banks | 
Federal statute | 
and in the Federal courts; and the Senator | 


| tion, 
admitted there could not be any denial to him | 
‘ral jurisdiction if he claimed it and insisted upon it. | 


oe I am not iking as to this particular eas, 

‘ limiting it to this case, but what will be the resu} se 
po upon this general policy of going into a State er reach. 
ing every corner of it in the exercise of the right of e 
domain by the United States Government. 

Now, in this particular case, Mr. President, coming to th; 
it is true, I repeat, as stated by the Senator, readfng fro) 4), 
particular section of this proposed charter, that it is presepjheg 
that the exercise of this right shall be according to the Jay ,; 
each of these States. But it is none the less the exercise of th, 
power by the Federal Government. 

I am sorry that many Senators who are to vote upon thi 
and some of whom are directly interested in this matte; 
are not here to hear it discussed. I want to call attention to the 
wide, far-reaching provisions of this bill under which the yj. cht 


spea 


hinent 


MS ques 


| of eminent domain by the authority of the United States is to ha 


| exercised, not simply in the two States that the Senator speal 
an | 


from Geor- | 


I have a heard all the discussion on this immediate | 
concluded to call the attention of the Senator | 
is that | 
| public 


of that company alone by Congress it has the | 


| tion to its particular features. 


; nent 
| rights of the States, 


| brooks, 
| of water supply sufficient w ater for the purpose of constru 





iKS 
of, but also in the State of New York, because a part of tho 
territory covered by this charter in subjecting water courses, 
etc., is in the State of New York, although it is not named. 

I wish to read some of the powers here. I read from page 8 
section 11: 

Sec. 11. That the said company, 
nent domain as granted in section 2 of this act, may, at its own ex. 
pense and subject to and in conformity with the laws of the § 
respectively, through which said canals may be constructed, r upon 
and take such lands as are necessary and proper for the m: king nai 
taining, and operating of the canals, feeders, and other works of 
company hereby authorized, and it shall have the authority, at its own 
expense and subject to and in conformity with the laws of the States, 
respectively, through which said canals may be constructed, to alt 
any and all highways, waterways, railroads, and other works 
or private, necessary for the making. maintaining, and’ opera 
ing of the canals, .feeders, and other works of the company. 


Now, Mr. President, while that is to be done in accordance 
with the machinery of the States, the power and authority are 
the power and authority of the United States. 

But there is another feature of the exercise of eminent do- 
main in this bill which is a very much more serious one than 
that, and that feature is found in the twelfth section, which 
authorizes this corporation to control all the waters of certain 
streams, with certain exceptions mentioned, and which I will 
read, of every kind in three States—Ohio, Pennsylvania, and 
New York—which, while I cfn not, of course, state with ac- 
curacy, I judge by such an examination as I am able to give 
it upon the map will certainly cover an area of between 10,000 
and 20,000 square miles. 

Mr. KNOX. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BRANDEGEE in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Georgia yield to the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania? 

Mr. BACON. 

Mr. KNOX. 


in the exercise of its right of emi. 


either 


I do. 

I know the Senator wants to be accurate, 
therefore I call his attention to the fact that it does 
the control of all the waters of the Allegheny 
Franklin, but only the flood waters. 

Mr. BACON. I am coming to that. 

Mr. KNOX. The Senator stated that section 12 provided for 
the whole control of the waters. I only want to call attention 
to the fact 

Mr. BACON. I said with certain exceptions, which I would 
name the Senator. 

Mr. KNOX. That is not an exception. 

Mr. BACON. Well, limitations, then. I was careful 
guard my language, but was possibly not accurate in its use 
When I said “exceptions” I had that particular thing in my 
mind, and I think that possibly the language might be sutfici ‘nt 
for the general purpose. When I used the word “ excel tions 
I meant that it was not unlimited, and that I would call 
Now I am going to read that 


and 
not permit 
fiver above 


i) 


section, Mr. President. 


12. That the said company in the exercise of its right 
domain as granted in section 2 of this act may, subj 
respectively, through which said canals 

or any of the municipalities thereof affected thereby, to 
control the same, obtain, take, and use for the construction 1 
tion of the said canals, feeders, and other works from the rivers 
streams, water courses, ponds, reservoirs, and oti 


Src. of emi- 


source 
, mall 
taining, operating, and using the s er works 
hereby authorized. 

That certainly is without limitation. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I ask the Senator to 
proviso of it. 


said canals, feeders, and o! 


read the 
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\Wr, BACON. I am certainly going to read it all. The Sena-| manner of taking, but in no particular to prohibit or in the 
tor 1 1 not doubt that. I simply pause at that point, Mr. | slightest degree to limit the taking 
' ent. for the purpose of saying that where the semicolon Mr. President, to continue with the reading where I | off 
7 in line 19, up to that point there is no limitation or ex- | without the omission of any words, I am goi to read ! 
ception. through, including the proviso, which the Senator 1 1 Minne 
the rivers, lakes, brooks, streams, water courses, ponds, reser- | Sota Has twice called to my attention. In the enumeration of 
nd other sources of water supply sufficient water for the purpose | POWers 1t goes on to say: 
tructing, maintaining, operating, and using the said canals, Control and reeulate the flood waters of the A nw Bis 
and other works hereby authorized. Franklin, Pa., and the Beaver, Mahoning. ¢ me — § 
ere is no exception, no limitation; and I repeat, Mr. Presi- _ ptvunmun a" Gakaetien ee . ; 
d that, so far as 1 can judge by simply inspecting the map, | dams 
there is an area of territory between ten and twenty thousand | That is sufficient up to that point. That simply means, of 
ire miles upon which there is this absolutely unlimited | course, Mr. President, that as to these great 1 s 1] flood 
nower to take and use, and, as will be seen in the succeeding | waters are to be impounded in the same way that waters are 
: on of the section, which I shall read, there carries with it | to be impounded under the irrigation scheme, and as to that 
the power to divert and to impound; and there is not a| there is no particular objection; but that has no pat lan 
6 i or a brook or a rivulet or a stream or a reservoir or a/| relation to it. That is divided by a semicolon. and it h no 
pond in all that vast area but what, with the great power of the | relation whatever to the power previously given, which auth 
United States behind it, this corporation can go into it and take | izes this corporation to utilize, divert, impound, and take to 
for its own use, of course paying for it. But who can pay for | themselves all the waters referred to in the first part of th 
he damage done to a neighborhood in drying up a stream, | section after the semicolon in the nineteenth line Chat wer, 
in the impounding of its waters, and the consequent drying up | up to the word “dams” in the twenty-third line, refers to deal- 
of the bed below? Who can pay, what money can pay, in aj ing with flood waters: but the words which I now read do not 
vast territory such as this, for the absolute sequestration and | refer to flood waters. The section continues: 
co ition of all the water of every kind and from every | anq divert. alter, or impound the waters of any river, k 
source upon which the health and the comfort and the pleasure | stream, and the tributaries of said streams or w: " 
of a great people are so dependent? And yet there is no limita- | 52me is necessary to the making, maintaining, : ns ‘ 
tion to it. | said canals, keeders, and other works hereby authoriz 
\Ir. President, it is bad enough for the State to grant such a| President, there could not be a broader grant to this 
_ but it is infinitely worse for the Federal Government to grea’ ene ~ go ce this Ww og Sere OF m tory 2 nd 
do it. When a State grants such power, if the people are absolutely sequester and take to it elf all the wate ut ide of 
troubled by it, there is very little difficulty in their going to the the particular rivers to which the Senat vr from Pennsylvania 
loa ture and having it corrected: but who can estimate the has called my attention, all waters of every kind whatsoever 
difficulty which would attend the people who have this great, to and divert them and impound them and use t! There could 
say the least of it, inconvenience and trouble brought upon | 2t be a broader grant than is given in this section 2. 
them, when they come to Congress to contend with the in- I am now going to read, as desired by the Senator from Min- 
of a corporation with power to organize with a | 2e*ota, the proviso: 
‘ tal of $200,000,000, as is given in this charter? Who ean Provide l, That nothing herein contained shall authorize said com 
estimate their difficulty when they are to come here and ask 9 pp Mg ge Baga har Gappiy ef i oe a 0° a ee 
that Congress shall restore to them their springs, their brooks, | low the normal mini a” lneheiaain emer ase, 
their rivulets, their streams, their ponds, their reservoirs? Let | river or stream, or it to poll t 32 
Congress do that if it will, but it shall go down in the record Now, stop there. There is a protection of the water supply 
of this day’s proceedings that there was at least one man in the | necessary for the navigation of a river, but that does not pro- 
Senate of the United States to protest against it. Thea it | tect in the waters I am talking about. I am talking about the 
goes ol—— | water to supply this vast population in parts of three States 
Mr. NELSON. Mr. President—— in between ten and twenty thousand square miles of territory. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia | That relates simply to navigable rivers. It also relates to 
vield to the Senator from Minnesota? denying to them the right to “diminish at any time the water 
" Mr. BACON. Certainly. | supply of any city, village, or municipality.” That is the s 
Mr. NELSON. I desire to call the Senator’s attention—I do} restriction. So far as the farmer is concerned and so far a 
not think he states the question fairly—— | the general mass of the people throughout this vast territory 
Mr. BACON. I have read the quotation accurately. are concerned, who are dependent upon their springs and theit 
Mr. NELSON. All this must be done, the Senator will find | streams and their rivulets and their brooks and their creeks 
if he will read the first part of section 12, “ subject to the rights | for health and even life, there is absolutely no rest: . If 
of the States, respectively, through which said canals shall | the Senate is ready to pass a bill with such a provision in it, I 
pass, or any of the municipalities thereof affected thereby, to | repeat it shall not be said that it was passed without objection. 
regulate and control the same.” There is another proviso to the same section which reads: 
Mr. BACON. Well, I have read that. Provided, That no feeders to supply water shall P r 1 with 
Mr. NELSON. All that of which the Senator from Georgia or draw water from the Niagara River above the Nia I 
complains must be done subject to the laws of the States; and That is the entire section, and I repeat that it is an impos- 
he has entirely overlooked the proviso at the end of the section. | sibility for any legitimate construction of that section to get 


Mr. BACON. I have not got to that yet. I have said to the | away from the proposition that, outside of these large rivers, 
Senator that I was going to read it. I have already read the | where the use of water is limited to the flood waters, outside 
part 


ular words which he now quotes. of the use of water which would impair the navigability of a 

But, Mr. President, what does it mean when Congress passes | stream, and outside of the use of the water nec iry for the 
a law giving certain rights and powers under that law when| purposes of any city, village, or municipality, there is abso 
you say it shall be subject to the regulation and control of the | lutely no limit upon the right of this corporati to entire! 
States? Does it mean that the State can pass a law and nega- | take and use all the water which may be found in that country. 
tive this law? Would any man contend for a moment that any Mr. President, if anyone will look at that map, which was put 
law of a State could nullify any single provision of this charter? | here for the purpose of illustrating the nec tv for this great 
Absolutely not. It would simply be a question, Mr. President, | work, he will see that from the character of the streams there 
whether or not, when the Federal court comes to decide it, that | unless the water is to be gotten out of Lake Erie, ail the wat 
this law, with all these powers, is being exercised in accord-! that is found in these little streams will be necessary to suppl 
ance with the rights of the States. Can it be said that where | this great canal with a depth of 15 feet of water and 
Congress empowers a company to take a stream and to im-| of 167 feet at the bottom. The dimensions are ted 
pound it, or to take all the water from all the streams or all | pamphlet. It is to be a tremendous canal, and amounts 
the reservoirs in a State and impound them, that any State | to 2 great river. 
should pass a law and say they should not do it; that the Mr. PENROSE. It will be 12 feet deep, I will y to 
| r cranted by Congress would be negatived? No man will | Senator. 
‘ d that for a moment. We give the express power to do| The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator f1 G 
these particular things, and we give them without reservation. | yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 
The power given to the State “to regulate and control” does Mr. BACON. I do. 
not carry with it the slightest power to negative and destroy Mr. PENROSE. Little or no water will come out of Lake 
the powers given to take, divert, impound, and use these waters. | Erie. 
It only gives the power to the State to regulate and control the Mr. BACON. I am coming to that point a little later on 
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the question as to whether or not, when 

» all the water of every spring, rivulet, 

am of every kind, it is an idle grant, or whether 

hich, if this canal is to be built and operated, 

itate the use of these 
the use of them by the yx ople. 

t] point, Mr. President. We have passed through 

bill for the control and regulation of the waters 

for the preservation of Niagara Falls, and 

” Tt has also passed the House of Repre- 

now in e understand, upon 

That bill is most earefully drawn and is 

its i The necessity for it grows 

sides of the Niagara River the 

which would otherwise go over 


mference, as I 
provi 
on both 


vater, 


1OnS, 


that great attractive 
Therefore, we have passed 


destruction of 


’ is imminent. 


+1 
the 


he limit of the amount of water which would otherwise 
at Niagara. That limitation, Mr. President, 
the Niagara River itself, but it is extended 
s, Which supply the water which flows over the 


titers within the control and discre- 
such as that there shall not be 
way of water for this purpose out of the 
or tributary lakes except by his consent. But 
I hibiting the use of any water without the 
_ of War, we limit his discretion in this 

ias Dp issed, 
» approval of the Secretary of War 
may be used of the water of Niagara 


rtain ma 
tary of War, 


Ith Tit 


Senator has the bill before him— 
provisions herein permitting diversions 
rein permitted to be transmitted 
are intended as a limitation on 
War. 

ive him the discretion 
limits there is no 
authorize the use of any water be- 


the 
rsepower he 
aforesaid, 


ary ot 


within certain 


> can not 


r Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopce] before 

» two days ago gave notice of an amendment which 

Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner], in his 
move for him, and which uses this language: 

water 

d allowed by 


the Secretary of War. 
not sufficient if we are to 


nt, that amendment is 

from which I have just read. 

Secretary of War shall approve the use of any of this 

re to adhere to the policy which’ we have 

l further and say that no water 

‘om Lake Erie for this purpose which, in the 

other w taken, shall exceed the amount 

bill. That bill has not yet become a law, and 

is impracticable for me to allude to it or to cite it 

ich imposes a limitation; but I shall ask the Senate 

this amendment to the amendment of the Senator from 

husetts. In the first place, after the word “ Falls,” in 

line of his amendment, I would’ ask that there be 

d the words “either from Niagara River or its tribu- 
” so that the amendment as amended would read: 


, 
cessary to 2 


aters 


ond 


, 


no water shall be withdrawn from above Niagara 
iagara River or its tributaries, unless approved and 
tary of War. 
* Niagara River or its tributaries,” 
the bill which we have passed. Then I shal! 
added to the amendment these words: 


amount of water sham he ive of Pennsylvania and Ohio have already granted authority for 


| the building of this canal, and have had reciprocal legislation 


‘ies above Niagara Falls than shall 

» United States limiting the same. 

i it, I want to eall 

it it is perfectly practical, if I understand the matter 

it, to use an amount of water in the operation of this 

1 which would utterly destroy the Niagara Falls. It is 
hat what is known as the “divide” on the immediate 

e of the canal is some distance from Lake Erie, and if that 
be surmounted by a series of locks of course the 
water which flows from the lake into that part of the canal 
would be arrested when it reached this high ground, and there 
could be no great flow of water from the lake on that account; 


nud only 


waters to the absolute destruc- 


| Niagara Falls. 





discretion to be | 


| g@hanv Pivwar ara i tte Tow Yorlr 
shall be drawn from above Niagara Falls | S#eny River are in the State of New York. ha 
| tauqua Lake feeds one of the streams that is a tributary of the 
| Allegheny River. 
policy which we affirmed when we passed the | 
It is not sufficient to say | 


| given in this act. 
| waters of which this canal company is authorized to 


is found | , , : v 
| the expectation of defeating this charter; but, for sever 


the attention of the Senate to | 


| the construction and operation of this 


JUNE 15, 


but the important fact is this—and I ask the attention of tha 
Senator from Wisconsin to this fact, because he has beoy 
especially charged by the Senator from Massachusetts With 
the care of his amendment—that, according to the map which 
has been brought here for our information, that divide is sone 
distance from Lake Erie on the immediate line of this cans). 
but when we go northeast, into the State of New York, it y ill 
be found that the divide runs practically up to the lake—cor. 
tainly it is within a very short distance of the lake shore—anq 
that it is perfectly practieable by what is known as a “ feeder: ” 
to construct a canal northeast of the mouth of this proposed 
canal, which, leading from Lake Erie, shall go on the east side 


of this divide and conduct water to this canal upon the south- 


| ern side of the divide and furnish it with an unlimited water 
the | 
* manufacturing purposes and objects of a 


supply from Lake Erie. 
Mr. President, Senators may differ as to whether or not the 
Falls of Niagara are to be preserved; but the Senate at least 


, | has given its approval to the proposition that, so far as legisly- 
l, in which we have most carefully stipulated by accurate | 


tion can effect it, they are to be preserved. It does seem to me, 
therefore, that it would be the veriest contradiction of our 
former action for us to give a charter to a company which 
would have the power, under the conditions which I have 
named, to take from the Niagara Falls by drawing away from 
Lake Erie an amount of water which would practically destroy 
those falls. . 

As an illustration, Mr. President, of the importance of limit- 
ing this by law, and not leaving it to the discretion of the 


| Secretary of War or avy other one man, I will state that in a 


discussion of this question with a prominent Senator, who is 
not only fit to be Secretary of War but eminently fit to be 
President of the United States, if he should be chosen for that 
position, he said to me that he regarded the construction of the 
canal as of very much more importance than the preservation of 
So that if he should happen hereafter to be 
Secretary of War and should take that view of it he might give 
n consent which would result in the practical destruction of this 
great scenic feature of our country. 

There is another fact to which I want to call attention. 
Anyone who will examine the map will see that the tributary 
rivers, the tributary streams, brooks, etc., the taking of the 


| waters of which is authorized by this charter on this southern 


divide, run within a very few miles of the shores of Lake Erie 
in New York, and it is perfectly practicable, cutting to the east 
of that divide to the shores of Lake Erie, to connect the waters 
of those streams with the waters of Lake Erie, and in that way 
bring them down to the waters of the Monongahela. 

The waters to be affected are not limited to the State of 
Pennsylvania or of Ohio. The tributary waters of the Alle- 
The famous Chau- 
Its western shore is within a very few miles 
of the eastern shore of Lake Erie, and, so far as I ean judge 
from information had and from an examination of the maps, 
it would be a matter of the easiest practical accomplishment 
to cut what is known as a “ feeder” from Lake Erie to Lake 


| Chautauqua, and then cut from the southern shore of Lake 
| Chautauqua a channel which would make a feeder down to tlie 


Allegheny River. 
Mr. President, Lake Chautauqua is included in the 
Lake Chautauqua is one of the 


authority 
lakes the 
use with- 
out limit for the purpose of supplying this canal, and it is 
perfectly practicable, by cutting what is known as a “ feeder” 
at Lake Chautauqua to conduct its waters out to this proposed 


| canal, to lower the surface of that lake 6 or 8 or any other 
|} number of feet, according to the depth of the feeder. 
| New York is not to be consulted in the matter, and no « 


of the State of New York can possibly be heard relative t! 
Mr. President, I shall not consume further the time 
Senate. I had not,in the discussion of this matter, had in 


sons, I think it is a most unfortunate thing that it shou! 
granted. First, it is absolutely unnecessary, because tlic + 


tes 


which authorizes the two companies formed in the two Stil 
to meet at the State line and make a consolidated company for 
anal. In the md 
place, I am opposed to it because it opens a precedent, the ex- 
tent of which, if followed, is absolutely startling in its im- 
mensity. If this charter is granted, it will be upon the gr und 
that, under the Constitution of the United States, a company 
which is to be engaged in interstate commerce is a co!)|” ny 
which can be properly chartered by the Congress of the U! ted 
States. If that principle is to be adopted and carried out to 
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illest extent, it will relate to every railroad of any conse- | the Senator had observed, the pamphlet to which he ref W 
in the whole United States, and will absolutely turn | issued in December, 1904. 
the Federal Government and to the administration of Mr. BACON. Yes. 
‘al courts everything which relates to the management Mr. KNOX. And this letter written t | 
trol and business of practically all the railroads in the | Minnesota [Mr. Nerson], who reported tl 
1 States. What a revolution that will be in the internal | March 20, 1906. 
of each State is beyond the power of practical reali- Mr. BACON. ‘That is true But NN 
in its mere anticipation. my desk by the Sen tor or his colleagu ‘ 
m particularly opposed to it, Mr. President, because if we | and when I receive a statement dir f1 
. follow this precedent the States would absolutely lose | I certainly am excused if I do not ¢ 
itrol of matters of this kind in so far as they relate to} not it is correct. I wi: relying 
te commerce; they would lose control as to every cor- | Senator himself had put in my 
1. great or small, on the land or on the water, engaged | was not ne to go ful ! 
rstate commerce. Can it be said that we are not going | says the inf on I { 
‘ t? Are we to do it when any one of them asks for it? | statement, Sena I] ! 
> to grant a charter whenever a corporation comes up and any criticis: on it, although ] f 
nds it, or are we to say, “ We will be respecters of per- | stand how the estimated « 1D 
nd we will grant it in some cases and refuse it in others?” | raised from $270,000 per mile $800,001 
un we do consistently, Mr. President, but to say that, | Mr. KNOX. I do not ite that the 
ing the vast consequences which are to flow from this, rect. The information was absolutely co at t e it 
‘ant these charters in no case except where there is | was give 
i a great governmental function, the performance of Mr. BACON. I know: but I mean nov 
in only be properly accomplished through a charter | Mr. KNOX. The reason for the additional co ( 
by the Federal Government, and the performance of | plained in the report. I should < tl s 
n not be accomplished through a charter granted by a | occupied so much of the time of the Sen 
nment. | would at least have read the cor port. 
President, theré are a number of other details in this Mr. BACON. The Senator :s v" 
which I should like to call attention, but I shall very | I supposed when I received it from the 
llude to but one matter. This bill proposes that these | me to understand it was correct n ! 
tors be permitted to issue stock not exceeding $400,000 | Senator intended to mislead me. I kno 
and that they be authorized to issue bonds not ex- | ply suggesting to the Senator t ! 
$400,090 per mile, or a total of $800,000 per mile. I | document in which a statement 
this pamphlet, from which I have already read, the | sary to go further to see whether t! . 
es te by tet who have made an examination of the! and there was no inti i to n I 
i as to the cost of the construction of this canal. Re-! I repeat I do not see how the chang 
to page 24, after speaking of the fact that the legisla- years can cause so great a cha 
1 1899 had appointed a commission to inquire into the | Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Preside 
hility of this waterway and appropriated $10,000 for | Che PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senate 
t! purpose, it says—this is from the speech of Mr. Shaw, on | yield to the Senator from Texas? 
f ion of this great meeting in Pittsbure: Mr. car ON. Certainly. 
ported a canal could be built via the Beaver and Shenango Mr. CULBE R SON. Let me e¢all tl Se oO! 
to Conneaut Harbor at a cost of about $30,000,000. i matter in connection h the stat it h h 
sume that that is the most practicable route, or they | Phe Senator 2 - sears ah * ak ates : 
iot have selected it for that purpose. | ult Tt sectlo me, Stock to the amou c S400 . | 
President, in this same speech it is stated that the length | bonds in addition, to the extent of S11 v ' 
of that canal would be 122 miles. If any Senator will figure | issued against “this property. i call his 
ie will ascertain that it is about $270,000 a mile: and | fact, which to a een, ve ee » 
s a corporation, with a report which they themselves | Teferred to is limited paler Phapreeaggy 5 : 
ere and lay before us, which says the canal can be con- “and other,” ref rice Joedereyrte 5 e 
| at $270,000 a mile, asking us that they may put upon it |. 50, im addition 1 OCK at the 1 hontai 
0] ons to the extent of $800,000 a mile. oe eee of aeons a : ~ e 1 
ir. KNOX. Mr. President depteadness issued against Us prop —) 
e PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia | Which I do not understand, but which ee te : 
» the Senator from Pennsylvania? coe ae gd t} co bill « fn 1 e amount ; 
BACON. I do. | SEDIACICR Whatever In the Dill upon tne 
KNOX. I wish to direct the attention of the Senator | Which may be issu ‘d against the | ae £0 
f reorgia, as weil as the attention of the Senate, to the re- | Pe" — ee cae See eas iin 
f the Senate committee on that subject. The report of | Course there may be other Ince 
t S te committee shows that the unit cost of construction | than that evidenced by bonds. 7 . ' 
ry item which will enter into the construction of the |. - BACON. ram very much « t to the § 
( s advanced in some cases as high as 60 per cent; and in | fact to which he has alluded had es 
written to the chairman of the subcommittee, who re-| [| desire to call attention to one ' pita 
the bill, it is shown that the cost of the physical struc- | Se€cU oe v Phis ass u a tO be L$! r I ; 
lone on the present prices will amount to over $500,006 | the public, and the bill undertakes t on vl 
and that makes nb allowance whatever for damages to | the public is to be protected from improp 
| to property owners through whose land it passes or | #re used in the bill which were vaken fi u 
reams it may divert or other expenses incident to the | the ep shall } . hme aes cee ee ORG iat , 
( ction of the eanal. } tive. presume re pena or W ho fs red tl ) 7 
les, the matter of capitalization is absolutely guarded | the words “ fairly remunerative trom the Fal - — 
}hy Senate amendment. which prevents these people from | f vor striking out those words from this bill so as to it 
¢ a dollar of capital over and above that which is actually | “ Just and reasonable. Eee 
1 to construct the canal. Mr. CULBERSON. In what section is that? 
BACON. I will say to the learned Senator from Penn- Mr. BACON. I have forgotten where tI ularly 
. that if the bill is properly guarded in that particular, | Those words are in there- “just and r in nd f 
‘ the criticism which I make in that regard is an im- |} remunerative.” But the point I am calli: e 
one, and I would not insist upon it. I understand that | fifth section is this: In this provision the 
lor Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. LA FoLierre] has an tainly intended to be laid down and the und 9 | 
nt upon that subject. I have not had any opportunity | there should be only a fair remuneration 
ine it. The Senator will very readily recognize the | this enterprise for the work which the; 
that reading from a report which he himself had laid | vestment which they make. In addition to th 
me, I was certainly excused if I was misled into sup- | 5 provides this: 
. When that report stated that the cost of the canal would | sec. 5. That the said company may from 
| 1,000,000, that that statement was correct. If it is not | portion of its net earnings to be a sinki y ft d 
Ci t, I do not wish to make any adverse criticism upon it. | Se eee Senmention. ry 4 Sn osenienet Ear aiiadeiee oe denen 
Mr. KNOX. That is a very natural mistake to make; but if | wise, as may be determined by the board of directors. 
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liately thereafter in the next section it prescribes 

ver there has been as much as $5,000 for every mile 

and paid in there may be an organization, and there 

ision in the bill—I may be mistaken, and if I am I 

slad to be corrected—which requires the payment of 

nal money. Taking the two together, with this vast 

f bonded inde authorized and the unlimited 

Iness further authorized, to which the Senator from 

has called my attention, it is manifest to my mind—I 

vy be mistaken about it; I may draw an improper conclu- 
sion—that the scheme is to pay in $5,000 a mile, and to contract 
debt, and then to make the publie out of what it shall 

ie use of the canal pay ultimately for the canal. This 

ne t] is no limit on the contraction of debt 


‘btedness 


t] a great enterprise, in the interest of 
that those who go into it should pay for it out of 
and not out of the earnings from the people, 

ey use their own dividends when earned for the pur- 

paying it off. They should not themselves enjoy divi- 

1] at the same time have the right to make such 

will enable them in addition to lay aside money 
will ultimately pay the cost of the construction of the 


vockets 


President, I want to say just one verd in a matter I 
he constitutional question. I have no 


in speaking of the 
as I have repeatedly said, as to the ruling 


1 
dou in the world, 

of the Supreme Court in the future, as it has made in the past, 
Congress has the right to charter a corporation to engage 
tute commerce. I have as little doubt about that as 
» about the preposition that that was not the original con- 
tion of the framers of the Constitution. It is true it 
not what was in fact their intention, as we are to be 
i and guided by the present interpretation of the in- 
it by the courts of the land. But my attention has been 
0 the action of the convention which framed the Con- 
n, which illustrates the fact that such was not the pur- 

the framers of the Constitution. 
happened that a similar question to this was before the 
in the year 1869. That was a proposition to charter a 
id from the city of New York to the city of Washington, 
it upon the identical grounds that being engaged in in- 
inerce it was a legitimate matter of legislation in 
iting of a charter. That was debated in this body, and 
riicipated in that debate the present junior Senator 
ryland [Mr. WuytTe], who has returned to us after his 
f several different times in this body. In the speech 
on that occasion against the granting of that 


Con 


he made 
ter, which, 
an improper thing and refused to do, he read from the pro- 
of the Constitutional Convention. 

ne in the Congressional Globe. 


RESSIONAL ReEcorp—January 20, 1869. The Senator 


rvland [ Mr. Wy TE] read this extract from the Madi- peat it simply for the purpose of excusing inyself if I have 
‘s. The committee of the Convention had under con- | 


ion the clause in the Constitution which authorizes Con- | myself with unwonted earnestness it is because of the gravity 


to construct post-roads, when this occurred in the Con- 


Franklin article 


provide for cutting canals where deemed 


move 


“di to add after the words “ post-roads,” 
1 S, a power “to 
n seconded the motion. 

ted. The expense in 
ind the benefit accrue to 


in ybjiec 


such cases will fall on the 
the places where the canals 
of being an the 
source of revenue. 


an enlargement of the motion— 


x. Instead 
made a 
nh suggested 


expense to 


s particular point I call attention— 


gement of the motion 
‘ation where the interests of the 
lative provisions of individual States 
bject was, however, to secure an 
St: which the free intercourse 

for. The political obstacles 
natural ones as far as possible ought to 


into a power 


tes 


State from obstructing the 


ad divided 
ferred to 
ot conter 
itile monopolies. 


ting by canals the 


into partis 
3; the est: 


hy 


1 mentk d » imp » or facilita 
ion with tl! v tern t 
ed a to 


ion being 
limited to a canals, Penns 
voted for the proposition ; 
t, New Jersey, Delaware, 
it} rolina voted * no.” 
» other part fell, of course, including the power rejected. 


of Virginia, and 


Massachusetts 


Carolina, and 


j yivania, 
New Hampshire, 


Maryland, North 


; | they will go 
by the way, the Senate in that day considered to | 





United States, | 


United | 


being | 


a 
ition in those | 


imit a distinct question, spe- | 


JUNE 15, 


So we have here, Mr. President, not a side light, but a diye t 
light cast on what was the purpose and understanding of the 
framers of the Constitution. Railroads in those days were un- 
known. If they had been known, I have no doubt the proposj. 
tion of Mr. Madison would have included railroads as wel] 
canals. 

Mr. President, I presume the Senate will give me credii 
sincerity when I say that I had no expectation when I aroce 
this afternoon of thus occupying the time of the Senate. I 
repeat, [ regard it as a very grave question. We are to-day 
face to face with the proposition whether we shall in the exer. 
cise of this power grant these extraordinary corporate y+ ehts 
and powers to this particular corporation on the ground tha} 
it is to be engaged in interstate commerce, and at the same time 
have the mental resolve that we will not do so in the future 
and that we will deny similar applications in the future. or 
else that we occupy the alternative attitude that we put behing 
us now and forever the proposition that we are to leave to the 
States the exercise of the functions of granting corporate 
charters in cases not necessary and essential to the performance 
of any governmental function, and that hereafter wheneyer 4 
corporation comes here and says that it is to be engaged jn 
interstate commerce we will give it a Federal charter, e it 
the power to deny to the States the right to tax its franchise. 
and the right of the citizens to go into their own courts 
settle disputes which they will have with these corporations. 

We must do one of two things. We-must either occupy the 
attitude of being respectors of persons, of granting these ¢lar- 
ters in certain cases where certain influences may demand them, 
and of denying them in other instances where they may not be 
so fortunate. We have either got to do that, if we grant this 
charter, or else we have to open the door and say hereafter the 
States shall no longer, if parties choose to elect in favor of a 
Federal charter, have control of these agencies of commerce 
in their own States; that the States shall no longer have the right 
to tax their franchises; that the States shall no longer have 
the right to adjudicate the rights of citizens in their own States 
in controversies between themselves and these myriad agencies, 
Mr. President, what a revolution would that be in present con- 
ditions. 

Mr. President, there is another very serious consideration. 
We can not say to corporations when they come here, “ We have 
granted it to others, and we deny it to you.”. If we do not say 


as 


fi rc 


10 


| that, what is to be the political effect in this country of all the 


corporations engaged in interstate commerce having Federal 
charters, knit together by a common sympathy, and exercising 
power under 2 common authority? Who will doubt the fact that 
at once into national politics? Who can doubt the 
fact, whenever the great corporations of this country, solidified 


: | and unified as they are rapidly becoming, are all of them in the 
I have his speech | 
It was a date prior to | 


exercise of power under Federal authority, that they will exer- 
cise great influence over the affairs of the Federal Government? 
Mr. President, I repeat it is a most grave matter, and I re- 


occupied unduly the time of the Senate, and if I have expressed 
of this matter in my opinion, and I may be excused and ac- 


quitted by Senators who have an interest in this matter of any 
intention to interfere in any manner with those matters which 


| may seem more particularly to concern them, matters in which 


they have a very deep concern, and if any intemperate word has 
fallen from me in this discussion, it is due to my appreciation 
of the gravity of the question, and not because of any want of 
consideration of them. 


PUBLIC SCHOOLS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Mr. BURKETT submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (Il. 2. 
18442) to fix and regulate the salaries of teachers, school offi- 
cers, and other employees of the board of education of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, having met, after full and free confereice 
have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 8, 15, 
14, 16, 17, and 51. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the : 
meuts of the Senate numbered 1, 2, 3, 4. 5, 6, 9, 10, 11, 12, 15, 1, 
20, 23, 24, 25, 26, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 35, 37, 38, 40, 41, 4-2, 

45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 52, 53, and 54; and agree to the sau 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the a 
ment of the Senate numbered 7, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out in said amendment the 
words “in the grades;” and the Senate agree to the same. 


nend- 
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That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- Mr. BURKETT. Page 7? 
it of the Senate numbered 15, and agree to the same with an | Mr. NELSON. At the top of page 7. 
iment as follows: Page 5, line 14, strike out the werd | Mr. BURKETT. I will say to the Senator that at the top 
ols”? and insert before the word “ high” the word “nor- | of page 7 and at the bottom of page 6 the Senate r led f 
1: and the Senate agree to the same. | all those amendments, and put ‘it back in the « lition it was 
rat the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- | in when it came from the House, leaving it four and fi 
ent of the Senate numbered 21, and agree to the same with an | It puts domestic science teachers in the same class with phy 
iment as follows: In lieu of the word proposed in said | cal culture and drawing te rs. 
‘ ent insert the word “ four;” and the Senate agree to | Mr. NELSON. What about teachers of drawing in the high 
t nie schools? 
Mhat the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- | Mr. BURKETT. It leaves the bill in that respect just as i 
it of the Senate numbered 22, and agree to the same with an came from the House to the Senate originally. It drops out the 
endment as follows: After the word ‘“ School,” in the last | Senate amendment. 
e of said amendment, insert the words “ but this limitation | Mr. McCUMBER. May I ask the Senator what \ | 
ll not apply to pupils who have already entered upon a con- tion of the conferees in reference to the amend ‘ 
suous course of two or more years;” and the Senate agree to | qualifications of the assistant superintendent? 
the same. Mr. BURKETT. That was stricken out by th ( if 3 
Phat the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- Mr. McCUMBER. So that at p t no pat 7 li 
ment of the Senate numbered 27, and agree to the same with an | tions are required of the ass int superintend 
ndiment as follows: Strike out the word “board” in said | Mr. BURKETT. No. It is left just as it came from the 
endiment and insert the word “boards;” and the Senate | House. That was amendment numbered 51, I will say to the Sen 
agree to the same. ator, and the Senate receded. There is no qualification for i 
rhat the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-'| superintendent or the assistant superintendent, and for a good 
ment of the Senate numbered 34, and agree to the same with an | Many more for whom some qualifications ought to be pre- 


ey 


endment as follows: Page 8, line 9, after the words “normal | scribed. But, as we tried to explain in the first place, we did 
heels,” strike out the word “or” and insert the word “and;” | not go into the matter of organization very thoi 1] 








and the Senate agree to the same. Mr. McCUMBER. Is the Senator especially desirou ft] 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- | ing the report adopted to-day? Is there any occasion to | 


ment of the Senate numbered 36, and agree to the same with an | it adopted before it can be printed, so that we can see j 
ndment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted in said | the amendments are which have been agreed to and those from 
iiment insert the following: “of examiners. No person | which the Senate receded? 
ithout a degree from an accredited college, or a graduation Mr. BURKETT. So far as I am concerned, it is in terial 
certificate from an accredited normal school, such normal school | to me other than to comply with the request of other ibers 





g uate to have had at least five years of experience as a | of the Senate and House. The District of Columbia : pria- 
teacher in a high school, shall hereafter be appointed to teach | tion bill is necessarily being held up until we can get this bill 
vy academie or scientific subjects in the normal, high, and | through. As the Senator will remember, all the school lar 


anual training schools ;” also strike out the word “ board” on | in the District appropriation bill and all the appropriations for 
page 8, line 12, and insert the word “ boards;” and the Senate | the public schools were stricken out when the District appro 
igree to the same, |} priation bill was before the Senate. Of course, they can not 

rhat the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- | bring in a bill without filling in something, and they are w: 

it of the Senate numbered 39, and agree to the same with an | ing until we can get this bill through, so as to tell what amount 





amendment as follows: Strike out in said amendment the word | to put in. Of course, they are urging us all the way along, and 
“board,” in line 1, and insert the word “ boards;” also strike | the report ought to be considered here. We hoped to g it 
out the words “this board” and insert the words “these | over to the House this evening, so that it could be printed and 
boards ;” and the Senate agree to the same. | be taken up under their rules in the morning, and then 


E. J. BURKETT, 

N. B. Scort, 

JOHN M. GEARIN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

EDWARD MORRELL, 

WILLIAM S. GREENE, 

F. A. McLAIN, 


time to-mdrrc@ the conferees on the District appropriation bill 
could consider the matter. It is the haste of others that 
pushing the committee, which has made us want to have the 
report taken up and disposed of at once. 

I will say to the Senator, as the report shows, that the House 
receded from its disagreement to practically all of the Senate 
amendments. There are only six from which the § t 


Managers on the part of the House. ceded, and most of them are verbal changes. There was only 
one important one, and that was on the matter of the qualifica- 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Will the Sen- | tion of the assistant superintendent, where the Senate receded. 
ate agree to the report? | Mr. McCUMBER. That was to me quite an important amend 
Mr. McCUMBER. I wish to ask the Senator who has made | ment—in fact, I thought it was the most important of all the 
this report, as it is up now for action, to briefly state what | amendments made in the Senate. I wish the Senator could let 
the amendments are. Of course one can not tell merely from | the report be printed this evening, and it will be business, of 
hearing the report read as to what are the amendments made | course, which will take precedence over all other business to 
by the committee. | morrow. We could then see just exactly what changes have 
Mr. BURKETT. There are quite a number of amendments | been made. 
made by the conference committee. In the main they change | Mr. BURKETYT. It will delay it one day in the House, and 
words from the singular to the plural form, and relate to | that is why they have urged us to get it considered to-night, so 
terminology. I think the chief amendment, the one that is | that it may go over there and be taken up to-morrow It will 


most distinet, is the one that pertains to the qualifications of | simply delay the matter in connection with the District appro- 
high school teachers. The Senator will remember that the | priation bill. 





Senate agreed to an amendment to the House bill, providing | I understand the interest the Senator from North Dakota 

that a teacher of the high school must have a college degree. | took in this subject, and I will say to the Senator that the S 

‘I conference committee agreed to that with an amendment | ate conferees were loyal for four or five days hanging on to the 
pting a certificate from a recognized normal school. That | Senator’s amendment. I do not know whether I ought to tell 
the amendment to it. It is left as the Senate had it, but | that or not. However, after a good deal of discussion and cor 

accepting as a qualification a certificate of a normal school. sideration in conference it was obvious that it would have to go 


Mr. NELSON. Mr. President— 
rhe PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ne- ‘ lL upo 

bi a yield to the Senator from Minnesota? Mr. McCUMBER. I do not krow, Mr. President, that I will 
Ir. BURKETT. Certainly. insist upon the matter going over if the Senator is in a hur 
Mr. NELSON. Will the Senator be good enough to state | I feel that the time will come when we will need 


eut. I do not think any further conference could do other 
kill the bill if that particular amendment was insisted 


disposition was made of the amendment which I offered amendment to this bill. I think it is such an impr nt 
in the Senate striking out the word “four” and inserting | the law as it has heretofore stood that perhaps | had better 
“five,” so that teachers of drawing and others would get the | take what we can get, and so get a much better bill than we 
pay of class 5 and class A of class 6? now have, with the hope that we may secure a st be * Ol 
Mr. BURKETT. Does the Senator remember what page it | in the future. 
was on? Mr. BURKETT. I will say to the Senator that if the new 


¢ 


Mr. NELSON. It was on page 7 of the original bill. board which is created does not handle some matters and some 
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are without any particular merit in the estima- | should have invested the Congress with this power, or whether 
committee, it will be very proper for Congress at | the courts should have so construed the Constitution as to invest 
sion to do away with some of these supernumerary | the Congress with this power, are questions so devoid of prac. 
and reorganize the schools as they should be organ- | tical consequence as to be of little value. A discussion of that 
] subject is without significance. It might do for a debating gso- 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to | ciety, but it is of little value here. Such questions are settled 
report. questions, and I believe they were properly and wisely settled. 
report was agreed to. Mr. President, I have been all my life associated and in sym- 
pathy with that school of polities which believes in a strict 
construction of the Constitution. But the Constitution is jot 
te, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con-|a meaningless thing. It means what it says. Some of the 
n of the bill (H. R. 14896) to incorporate the Lake | wisest and greatest Democrats whose names and achievements 
ud Ohio River Ship Canal, to define the powers thereof, | adorn our history have stood for the exercise by Congress of 
facilitate interstate commerce. | just such powers as it is proposed shall be exercised at this 
PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to | time and through the agency of this measure. 
t amendment as amended. It is utterly useless to discuss in an academic way questions 
RACON. That is what amendment? | which have long since passed into the domain of well-settled 
PRESIDING OFFICER. On page 2. law. Granted, therefore, that Congress has, and unquestion- 
BACON. As I understand the amendment to the amend- | ably it does have, the power to create this corporation, we come 
it strikes out the last sentence of the words proposed to | next to inquire as to the policy of exercising that power. 
1 by the committee. | Mr. President, as to the question of policy—that is, whether 
4 Striking out the words: | the Congress should pass this bill and create this corporation— 
so vested with all such further and additional | Senators may very properly differ. 
sary to carry out the purposes of this act. When this bill was first called to my attention in the com- 
PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to | mittee, I seriously doubted whether it would be a wise policy 


LAKE ERIE AND OHIO RIVER SHIP CANAL. 


ment as amended sph v for Congress to create a corporation of this character. Cer- 
aniseed an aneamiiet was agreed to. tainly Congress ought to be very slow in granting charters to 
amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, in | business corporations. In ninety-nine cases in every hundred 
‘oe 3. line 4. after “railroad.” to insert “and ship | those seeking corporate franchises should be remitted to the 
make the section read: _ | States. But, Mr. President, whether Congress shall exercise the 
the company, in addition to the powers expressed or power of creating a Corporation, where it has constitutional 
act, shall have the right of eminent domain, which shall | Warrant to create it, is and should be a question to be deter- 
as provided in the case of railroad and ship canal com- | mined by the facts and circumstances of each particular case. 
ed under the laws, respectively, of the States of Penn- | nhere may be circumstances and conditions in particular cases 
| where the Congress ought to grant charters, and I think this 
ent was agreed to. is one of those rare cases. 
ndment was, in section 3, on page 3, line 7, This canal company is to utilize navigable waters under the 
d,” to strike out “three” and insert | jurisdiction of the United States. If we did not pass this bill 
and the company should be compelled to incorporate under the 
k of the company shail not exceed $400,000 per | laws of a State, it would be necessary for the company to come 
be constructed, ete. to Congress for authority to use navigable waters in the way 
was agreed to. it would have to use them, and so Congressional authority 
.. In line 9 the words “and other,” before | would have to be invoked in any event. Then why not 
» proposed to be stricken out. Congress act in the first instance? 
OFFICER. The Secretary has not yet Mr. President, I believe that the Government of the U 
t States itself ought to construct works of this character. \\ 
iat we pass on the committee | I came to consider this bill an objection arose in my mind 
ke up other amendments after- | cause this work, national in character, was to be committed 
ed the amendment the Senator | the hands of a corporation. But while that was true, I saw 
prospect of the Government undertaking the work for yeurs 
to move an amendment to the | come, if, indeed, it should ever do so. 
The United States are now engaged in the construction of : 
» not reached that yet. canal across the Isthmus that will occupy their attention 
in section 3. monopolize their energies and resources for many years to co 
‘ER. It is the next amendment, | and through that indefinite period it is scarcely to be hope! t 
nator. the Government will enter upon a like enterprise of the ima 
I know that the Senators in | tude of this. So it seemed to me that if we were to wai! 
‘nate are anxious to dispose of this | the Government to take it up we would wait for years withoi 
le, and it ought to be disposed of | assurance that it would ever be done. 
Mr. President, the commercial importance of this work 
not my intention to delay a vote on the bill by consuming | not be gainsaid. There is a real demand for the construct 
But, Mr. President, as I am a member of the | this canal. A greater amount of freight is carried to an: 
ii on Commerce, and as I was a member of the sub- | from Pittsburg to Lake Erie points than is carried in any ot! 
nittee to which this bill was referred, I feel as if I ought | similar area in the world. At this time over 50,000,000 
iy something with regard to it. I attended all the meetings | are transported between Pittsburg and the lake, and the to 
subcommittee except one. I voted to report the bill | is inereasing from year to year. This canal would open a 
to the whole committee, and afterwards to report it | highway for this commerce and greatly cheapen the cost of cir- 
ute | riage. It would open a cheap waterway to the Great Lakes and 
judge by the course the discussion has taken, it | to all the rich and prosperous country tributary to them. T 
Senators on this side of the Chamber are in| value of the enormous commerce that this canal might 
‘tion I intend to take and the vote I | modate is adequately and accurately stated in the report of 
therefore, to occupy a little time to | committee. 
to give a reason for my vote. I ex-| ‘There is no constitutional objection to the bill. Neither ca 
ze of the bill. I think it ought to be | any wise, well-founded objection to it be stated based on gro 
good reason why it should not be | of public policy. On the other hand there are commanuils 
to be no doubt about the constitutional | reasons of great commercial consequence why the canal should 
to grant this charter. | be constructed. Then why should not this act be passed: | 
greater part of the interesting speech de- One other thing, Mr. President, which has operated to induce 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] in| me to support this bill is the fact that for years | have 
iti ill, and I have listened to the speeches of | dreamed—I think “ dreamed” is the proper word—of a ¢! 
other Senators in criticism of the measure. No one who has | transcontinental waterway from New Orleans, on the Gul! 
opposed the bill has denied that the Congress is clothed by the | Mexico, to tide water somewhere on the North Atlantic coast. 
Constitution with power to grant this charter. There can be | say I have dreamed of this, but 1 have no doubt it is a dr 
no doubt that that power exists. Whether the Constitution | which some day will be realized. 


tT) 








1906. 


\Ir. President, I am not sure that the millions we are to expend 
construction of the Panama Canal would not be more 
ably and wisely expended if we should devote them to the 
struction of a canal from Lake Michigan to the Mississippi 
r, and thence down that great stream to the Gulf, making 
canal and the river navigable for such ships as ply the 
s. That is a project which Congress will be ealled upon 
day to deal with, and to deal with as a great national 
n—a problem to be worked out not by corporations, but 

» nation itself. 

Mississippi River has within its banks water in abun- 
to answer the needs of such a highway, if only these waters 
it under control; and they can be controlled and utilized 

of the ablest engineers of the country are to be believed. 

be a stupendous work to make this waterway, and a 

», too, but it will be well worth all it will cost in labor 
reassure, 

anal connecting the Lakes with the Mississippi River, and 
hat river so improved as to make it navigable for large 
s, thus connecting the Gulf and the Lakes, and thence 


one 


s the Lakes and through the Erie Canal to New York, 
ld make a waterway the like of which the world has | 
seen. Its value would be beyond the power of man to 


e; and, moreover, it would in large measure solve the 
utricate and difficult problems of railroad transportation. 
lieve this canal, built from Pittsburg to Lake Erie, 
be in the course of time but an arm to a great system 


e 


is that ought to be, and some day will be, constructed | 
great States | 


Government of the United States. The 
Mississippi Valley and the great agricultural and manu- 
ng States of the Middle West will some day demand 
s greater work shall be done, and they will be strong 

to enforce the demand. Because this Ohio River and 
Erie Canal will be a beginning and a part of the great 
system we ought to have, and are to have, is one rea- 
why I am for this bill. 
al provided for in this bill, I should infinitely prefer 

it since the Government is not prepared to enter 


as is, 


If the Government would build | 
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» work, I can see no legitimate objection to authorizing | 


wiation of 
omplete it. 
President, this bill has been criticised, as it should have 
Some amendments have been suggested to it and agreed 
committee that had it in charge labored assiduously 
hfully to perfect it, so as to guard, as far as possible, 
blic interest; and I believe we have brought a good meas- 
e. Senators have complained of this and of that, with- 
ng carefully examined the provisions of the bill itself. 
attention has been called in the course of the debate to 
ns in the bill that proved the folly of many of their 
isms. For instance, the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Ba- 
and perhaps others, thought it unwise and in some 
dangerous for Congress to create a corporation that 
the right of eminent domain. 
conferring upon a national corporation the power to 
State and condemn the property of citizens under the 
eminent domain. Whether that objection was well 
| or not, in an academic or a theoretical sense, in its ap- 
n to this bill it is absolutely without merit. Section 11 


enterprising American citizens to undertake 


exercise 


They cried out | 


| eral Gevernment granting charters to « 


_— = = 


( epeda 


see ho reason why a bill so constructed and servi! 
should not be enacted. 

So I looked at it, Mr. President, when it was before 
mittee, and feeling then as I do now I 


ig such ends 


the com 


voted to report it, as 
did every otber member of the Committee on Commerce who 
was present, without regard to party division. I intend now, 


though I may stand alone on this side of the Chamber, to vote 
for it again. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, I do not rise to discuss the pend- 
ing bill and should have said nothing but for the last remark of 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Srone]. I am a member of the 
Committee on Commerce. but I was not present time 
when the bill was pending before the committee. I was absent 


iLS 


iv 


in Arkansas. I did not know the bill had been pending before 
the committee until the delivery of the speech of the Senator 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Knox] a few days ago. Had I been 
present in the committee, I should have voted against a favora- 
ble report on the bill. I never have voted in favor of the Gen- 


har- 


rporations of this ¢ 
acter, and shall not do so now. 
I simply wanted to correct the statement that it was 


mous report of the committee. 


a unani- 


Mr. STONE. I said of those present. 

Mr. BERRY. Yes; I was not present, and therefore did not 
vote. I was not included. 

Mr. STONE. No: the Senator was not included. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask some Senator where this 


proposed canal will strike the Great ve 
ciently informed to tell me? I can not find out fr eading the 
bill. I do not know where it is. The point is not designated. 

Mr. KNOX. At or near Ashtabula. 

Mr. TELLER. Does it say so in the bill? 

Mr. KNOX. No; it does not. 


Lakes, if suffi 


The northern te inus not 
specifically located in the bill; but that is the plan. 

Mr. TELLER. That it shall be near Ashtabula? 

Mr. KNOX. Yes; and I will say to the Senator from Colo- 
rado that it will have to be located at such point as may be 
approved by the Secretary of War; and certainly his idea is to 
locate it at Ashtabula. 

Mr. TELLER. I want to eall the attention of the Senator t 
a provision here which strikes me as very remarkable, though 


I do not say thet it seriously affects the bill. 


It is this proviso 





on page 10: 

Provided, That no feeders to supply water shall be connected with or 
draw water from the Niagara River above the Niagara Falls 

Mr. KNOX. I believe the Senator from Wisconsin [M1 
Spooner] has an amendment to prepose to that proviso, which 
will make a very material difference in the reading of the bill 

Mr. TELLER. I want to say that no water could be gott 
into this canal from the Niagara River unless it run 
uphill. Niagara River is much below any point where, I thin! 
i this canal can be built to strike the Lakes. I do not sy 
this proviso will endanger the bill, but it looks somewhat 
ulous, and as if we did not know much about the geography « 
that section of the country. That happens to be a sectior 
country which in my early days I knew something abort 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will examine the map, he will 
see that the headwaters of the Allegheny River rise at about 


11. That the said company, in the exercise of its right of emi- | 
iin as granted in section 2 of this act, may, at its own ex 
i subject to and in conformity with the laws of the States, | 


ely, 


» Senate amended the bill as it came from the House so as 
ire the corporation in taking land, or in doing anything 
der the law of eminent domain, to conform 

rocedure to the law of the States. 
ke manner you may go through the whole bill, Mr. 

nt, and these objections, one after another, may be an- 
by pointing to the provisions of the bill itself. I see 
son why the Senate should stand in the way of the 

» of a bill so carefully drawn as this one is, and which 
guards the public interest; a bill which is unquestion- 

iuthorized by the Constitution; a bill against which no 

reason founded in public policy can be urged; a 

i meets a great public commercial need, and which, to a 

extent, satisfies it; a bill that would promote the public 

re, not only of the States through which the canal would 
it of a vast region of country in which many of the 
industries of the nation are located—a region populous, 
with resources beyond computation, and with a future 
I can 


DY 
si 


iL 


} 


lorious that no human foresight can circumscribe it. 





through which said canals may be constructed, enter upon, 


its action | 
So there is nothing | 


bill | 


Lake Chautauqua. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not need to examine the map. That is a 
country with which I am familiar. 

Mr. BACON. I withdraw the suggestion. I 
fact to be, however, as I suggested. 

Mr. TELLER. I understand that. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator 


understand 


ill pardon me, I was simply 
replying to his suggestion as to the impossibility of water com- 
ing from that direction by referring to the fact that the head- 
waters de rise in that neighborhood and flow 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, they do not rise anywher 
near the Niagara River. 

Mr. BACON. I beg the Senator’s pardon for undertaking to 
suggest anything on the subject. 

Mr. TELLER. It is an impossibility to get any water nt 
the Allegheny River from the Niagara River, and the uppei 
waters of the Niagara River will be a great many feet higher 
| than the others. Sut that is not a matter of any consequen 
to the bill, except that it rather mars the bill in the opinion 
| those of us who happen to know how ridiculous it is to | 
| in there. 

Mr. KNOX. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Cok 
rado yield to the Senator from Pennsylvani 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. KNOX. I only want to call the Senator's attention to 


R55! ; 


the fact that the provision was inserted by the committee. 
having been upon the committee, I can not tell why it was 
TELLER. 
iit 


CLAY. I 


I saw that the provision had been put in by 


will say to the Senator that I think it was 
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1 at the instance of the senior Senator from New York 


wer 
ROSE. Mr. President - 
PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator 
ld to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 
TELLER. Certainly. 
PENROSE. I ce 
Colorado 


ary 


from 


to state for the information of the 
he entirely right. That pro- 
ind it may be not proj in the bill, 
ying the lines of an amendment intro- 
tor from New York, to quiet the 

people who are fearful that further 
with the Niagara River 
ler that the provision 


‘tion or that it has ref- 


in 
that 


is 


‘ rly 


‘senior Sena 
many good 
will ocecur in ‘Ol 
Falls. I myself 


invthing, either as a prote 


‘LION 


. . 
ao not COnUSI 


itt is correct, Mr. President. I heard 
eorgia [Mr. Bacon] that we had p 
ing of water out of the Niagara River. 
t that fact, and I thought I kept fairly weil 
h with what going on; but that escaped my attention. 
f the right of C to interfere with the Ni- 
River. That right belongs to the State of New York. 
SPOONER. It is an international stream. 
TELLER. And anything may be done to that river that 
impair its navigation. When anything interferes with 
ation, the nation may undoubtedly have something to 
it except at its upper end it is scarcely a navigable river 
of its rapids, ete. 
nw there is a very sensitive feeling and very great ex- 
nt throughout the country about the destruction of Ni- 
Falls. That is a stupendous falls, it true; but I 
can not sympathize with the sentiment that complains 
useful appropriation of water for pswer, for irrigation, 
ny other purpose that is legitimate and proper. I sup- 
iot one person out of ten thousand 
s the falls. If the water power of those falls can be 
“1 for the benefit of commerce and the benefit of humanity, 
to be done. If there is anywhere a right to interfere 
protection of the falls, the Niagara River at that point 
z navigable and the Government not having anything 
ith it, that right belongs, in the first instance, in my 
t, the State of New York, though of course it is a 
line between the United States and Canada. 
se the same question ari with reference to the 
Canada. The Canadians are taking the water out 
as it is being taken out on ours, and the Cana- 
to take that water, whatever we may 
for the protection of Niagara Falls becomes a 
will be that while the Canadians are taking 
out on their side, we will have passed a 1: provid- 
people of the State New York shall not take 
their side. 


let al Lit’. 


ssed a 
are of 


deny neress 


‘COUT 


is 


utilize 
it ought 
for the 


rises 

their side, 
ans will continue 
rT bill 


situation 


do. 


‘¥ 
the of 
vil 
osed Erie Canal will not interfere with the 
i slightest degr« and I do not think it 
‘rom the lake that will do the lake any 
foes to the useful purpose of this canal 
se rive which the canal will 
mcerned, I do think there 


a 


Ts CTOSS, 


not is any 

this bill. 

is not cn any of those grounds. I object to 

hink the Government of the United States 
i when there is ample power in 

and they can do it just as well 


ao ahnnt 
ae avout 


The 
> stated. 
inmittee on Commerce was, in 
» word “ bonded,” to strike out 
the word “ exceed,” to strike 
in line 11, after the word “ mile,” 

» 12, before the word . 
before the word hundred,” to 
“eight: in line 14, after the word 
‘and ” and insert “Provided, how- 
the word “and,” to out 


next amendment of the 


out 


“debt, Lo 


out 
aiter 


to strike 
in li ) 


ne 13. strike 


That: 
paid in in cash and bona fide expended in the promotion, | section 4, page 4, line 8, after the word “ impaired,” to 


( 


“fully 


|} and descriptions, real, ] 
Colo- | 


from 


in the United States | 


That is one of the things that we | 


JUNE 


maintenance, and construction of said canals and works: 4) 
and to insert “ paid in in money, or property at its fair 
Provided further, That;” in line 20, after the word “ }y 
strike out “in larger amount” and insert “ more;” in li; 
after the word “bonds,” to insert “secured by a morteye 
deed of trust upon its property and franchises;” and on pace 
4, line 2, after the word “ company,” to strike out “ secured }, 
a mortgage upon its property and rights of property of al] 
ersopal, and mixed, including its 
chise to be a corporation; ” 


l by 
inds 
: Lran- 
so as to make the section read: 
Sec. 3. That the 


, capital stock of 
$400,000 per mile of 


canal proposed 


the company shall 
to be constructed, divided into 
and the bonded indebtedness authorized 
$400,000 per mile of canal proposed to 
im total of steck issued and bonded debt 
‘cd $800,000 per mile of canal proposed to be const 
cr, That the amount of debt created by the is 
no case exceed the amount of stock subscribed f 
, or prope at its fair value: Provided furthe 
the stock issued and debt created be more tha 
to construct, equip, maintain, and operate said can 
and in compliance with all the provisions 


not exceed 


{00 each, 
exceed 


at the < 


shares of §$ 


act 


shall 


rtv 


ye hecessaryv 
works pu 
act; and 
by a mort 


the ame §s 


ant to 
company is hereby authorized to issue its bonds 

ge or deed of trust upon its property and franchis: 

all be a first and prior lien to all other claims or dem 

upen the company. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Before passing from that amendment 
I wish to make an inquiry about the words “and other.” in 
line 9, on page 3. I understood when the Senator from Texas 
[ Mr. CULBERSON] brought up the consideration of those Words 
earlier in the discussion a short time ago, it was agreed that 
the committee amendment should be rejected and that the words 
“and other” should remain in the bill. The Senator from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. KNox], who has charge of the bill, informs 
me that be is entirely willing that those words should remain in 
the bill. I see the Senator from Texas is absent from the floor 
now, and I ask—— 

The PRESIDING 
amendment? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I ask that the vote be reconsidered 
by which that particular amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the amend- 
ment referred to will be considered as open. Does the Senator 
from Wisconsin ask to disagree to that amendment? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I ask that that amendment be 
agreed to. I understand the Senator from Pennsylvania in 
charge of the bill is willing to have that done, so far as he is 
concerned. 

Mr. KNOX. Mr. President, as I said the other day, I am not 
in charge of this bill. This bill is, I think, properly in charge 
of the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Netson], who has reported 
it. I merely called it up and have done some work in connec- 
tion with it at his request. What I have stated to the Senator 
from Texas [Mr. CuLsperson] before he left the Chamber, and 
what I have said to the junior Senator from Wisconsin | Mr 
LA FoiierTe], is that personally I see no objection to rest 
the words “and other.” It seems to me that the bill is n 
liberal to the corporation with the words restored than it 
with them stricken out, 

Mr. NIELSON. I will briefly state to the Senate the reason 
why the words “and other” were stricken out. It was made 
to appear to the committee—and we had several hearings on 
the subject—that in the construction of the canal the company 
oftentimes might be obliged temporarily to secure adiitional 
funds. In the first instance, they would issue a given quantity 
of bonds to build the canal, and then, as the werk prog l 
from time to time, they might find it necessary to incur indebt- 
edness for temporary purposes; but with the words “and 
other” in the bill they would be absolutely cut off fro y 

if their bonded “and other” indebtedness exceeded 
amount 
words ought to be stricken out. 


named in section For that reason I thin! 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, if the words 
other ” are retained in the bill, I am wholly unable to s 
the provision of section 3 limiting the indebtedness that 
incurred to $800,000 per mile will preclude the canal co 
from enlarging that indebtedness. Certificates may be | 
which, so far as making a charge upon this property i 
cerned, would be just as binding as would be the bonds th 
to be issued. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agr 
the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The next amendment of the Committee on Commerce wis, 11 


OFFICER. Does the Senator offer an 


dis- 


SO 
» th 
oO. ul 








1906. 


r shall any dividend be paid by the issue of additional cap- 
sock: ” so as to make the section read: 
t That no dividends shall be declared or paid whereby the 
of the company shail in any manner be reduced or impaired ; 
| cny dividend be paid by the issue of additional eapital stock. 
amendment was agreed to. 
next nmendment was, in section 6, page 4, line 20, after 
to strike out “ Pittsburg ” and insert “ Pitts- 
and in line 25, after the words “ vote of,” to strike out 
and insert “the capital stock represented ; ” 


is “ city of,” 
nresent ” 


t as soon as at least $5,000 of stock for every mile of 

} 1 to be constructed is subscribed and paid for in cash, 

norators named herein, or a majority of them, shall call 

| meeting of the shareholders, to be held in the city of Pitts 

Pa., for the purpose of electing a board of directors of said 

sisting of not less than nine of the shareholders, and of 

iny other business that may be done at a shareholders 

At such meeting the shareholders shall decide by a majority 

f nital stock represented, either in person or by proxy, 
of the term or terms of the directors, etc. 





endment was agreed to. 
xt amendment was, in section 7, page 5, line 25, before 
“] “make,” to strike out “to” and insert “may;” so 
the section read: 
rhat the directors of said company, a majority of whom 
stitute a quorum, shall hold office until their successors shall 
ted and qualified. They shall elect a president, secr 
iver and may provide for such other officers and c 
deemed advisable, and may make by-laws for the control 
nagement of the works, property, and business of the said com 








amendment was agreed to. 
next amendment was, in section 8, page 6, line 4, after 


i rds “city of,” to strike out “ Pittsburg” and insert | 


so as to make the section read: 


That the main office of the company shall be at the city of 
I h, in the State of Pennsylvania. and the annual meeting of the 
ders shall be held on the third Tuesday of January in each 


amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 6, to strike out section 9, 
Ss [OMOWS: 
Ss 9 That the said company shall be subject to the control of 
t tate Commerce Commission, the same as if it were a railroad 
and shall make such sworn statements and reports as 
juired by the said Commission. 
ert in lieu thereof the following: 


S 9. That Congress hereby reserves the right to regulate the tolls, 








d rates to be charged by said company for the use of said | 


and the said company and the said canals and all transporta- 
ym shall be subject to all the provisions of an act entitled 
act to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887, and all acts 
s sntal thereto and amendatory thereof now or hereafter enacted. 
Mr. NELSON. Before that amendment is acted upon I desire 
to move to amend the committee amendment by the amendment 
which I send to the desk. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
l t ill be stated. 
rhe SecrerTary. In the new section 9, page 6, line 13, after 
the word “ regulate,” it is proposed to insert “as to interstate 
and foreign commerce;” and in line 15, after the word “ all,” 
to in t the words “interstate and foreigu;” so as to make 
the tion read: 
s %. That Congress hereby reserves the right to regulate as to inter- 
t 1d foreign commerce the tolls, fares, and rates to be charged by 
iny for the use of said canals; and the said company and the 
s and all interstate and foreign transportation thereon shall 
t to all the provisions of an act entitled “An act to ulate 
e,” approved February 4, 1887, and all acts supplemental 


» and amendatory thereof now or hereafter enacted. 


amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
amendment as amended was agreed to. 

lext amendment was, in section 10, page 6, line 20, 
the word “to,” to strike out “lay out, construct, main- 
ind operate a’’ and insert “survey, ascertain, locate, fix, 
and determine a route for a ship;” in line 24, before 


the word “ Pennsylvania,” to strike out “ Pittsburg” and in 


The amendment to the amend- 











§ “ Pittsburgh;” on page 7, line 4, before the word “ ac- 
et le,’ to strike out “the most” and insert “an:” in line 
r the word “ near,” to insert “ Niles, Ohio; thence along 
{ honing River, in the State of Ohio, to a point at or 
I * in line 12, after the word “ Ohio,” to insert “ and there- | 
l ul therein to erect, construct, maintain, and operate 
s eanals;” in line 17, before the word “ construct.” to in- | 


in line 24, before the word “ forty-five,” to insert 
s than;” and in line 25, before the word “ twelve,” to 
not less than;” so as to make the section read: 


10. That the company is hereby empowered to survey, ascertain, 
mark, and determine a route for a ship canal from 





some 


the Ohio River, between Beaver, Pa., and Pittsburgh, Pa 


y the way of the Ohio, Beaver, and Mahoning rivers in the 
Pennsylvania, and the Mahoning River in the State of Ohio, 


S f 





| 


| 















to a point at or near Niles, Ohio then northw 
State of Ohio to an accessibl im! on I hey 
sylvania and Ohio State ie and { the Gi 
State of Ohio, including 1 ri 
of the Shenango River, in the 
the Sher 70 River to a point at . 
canal from a point at or near Nik oO 
River in the State of Ohio to a poi W 
thereupon and therein to erect on ' 
canals; tl aid main canal ‘ R 
to be of such dimensions as to 1 t 
of at least 12 feet in depth and l 
less than 1,800 juare feet f 
ate all_such locks, dams, towpat 
to supply water from any | 
reservoirs, ¢ it ppai 
necessary for tri 
locks on sucl 1A 
quoins, not n 45 a 
12 feet dey of w: ‘ 
and Lake E the t x 
The amendment w: 
The next canteen s n ii, 
the word “ may,” to insert “ at own e) 
and in conformity with the la the § 
through hich said canals mav be 
after the word “ canals,” to in l 
the word “ auth rity,” to i ‘Ti t it owl ¢ 
ject to and in conformity with 1 laws of th 
tively, through which said canals may | 
line 14, before the “ railroads,” to msert “ ‘ 
16, after the word “ canals,” to insert feed 
17, after the word unpany,” to strike out 
the making, maintaining, and operating of the 
works of the company it shall be ne sary to 
way, railroad, or other works, either pub ) 
said canal company and the owners of such ] 
or other works can not agree as to the char 
terms of such alteration, and there are no | S 
which the alteration is proposed applical t] 
same shall be determined by the district cour 
States of the district in which the alteration 
the district courts of the United States in tl 
which the canal herein authorized shall run 
with jurisdiction to hear and determine uch 
such rules as said courts may pr ribe, and 
acter, method, and terms upon which the alt 
made;” so as to make the section read 
Sec. 11. That the said com y, in exe! 
eminent domain as granted in i 2 this 
expense and subject to and in confo1 th the 
respectively, through which said $ Ly 
upon and take such I: are 1 Ly 
maintaining, and opera if the « 
the company hereby authorized, a1 it s i 
its own expense and by: t to 1 i l vy WwW 
States, respectively, through which said car mity 
il any and highways, rw I 
either public or private vy fe the i 
operating of the canals, fe d v 
Mr. MORGAN. I move to al ul the l 
committee by inserting in line 7, page 8, af 
be constructed,” the words “ and with their | 
so that the section down that far will read as f 
That the said company ext Ss! 
as granted in section Ss act, 
ject to and in conformi th the ’ S 
through which said Ly e t i n 
lative consent enter 
Mr. NELSON. I have no objection to 
amendment. 
The amendment to the amendment was 
The ; d nt a menace \\ ~ 
The next ainendment of i Co 
in section 12, page 9, line 10, 
“ subject to the rights of the States, 
said canals shall pass, or n f ‘ 
affected thereby, to regulate d trol s 
after the word “ said,” to strike ou eal 
feeders, and other works: ” line 18 ‘ 
to insert “ feeders: in the same |] { 
o insert “other;” on ] ] . fter 1 
to strike out “canal” al I f l 
same line, after the word “ and to 
ead 
e id « i i 
} ive 
ties there 
ders, and W 
courses, ponds, 
supply sufficient water f 
operating, 1 using the 
authorized; control and regulate t 
River above Franklin, Pa., and t Beav M 
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and Little Shenango rivers, and Sandy Creek, and the | 


dams, weirs, reservoirs, and 
impound the waters of any 
tributaries of said streams or water 
to the making, maintaining, and 
said canals, feeders, and other works hereby authorized. 
‘LAY. I suggest to the Senator from Minnesota that 
amendment is not exactly in conformity with the amend- 
ut of section 11. This 
Tes ”? I yy } orrant ¢ : Se ‘ 2 » « (rr ca 
States, I would sug t to the Senator the language 
ject to and in conformity with the laws of the States.” 
Mr. NELSON. I have no objection to the amendment to the 
mendiment. 
Mr. CLAY I move that amendment. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ment will ] 


streams 
and 
, Stre 


Same 


by reguiating 
divert, alter, 
and the 


essary 


or 


Is ned 


re ids, 


be stated. 
SECRETARY. 


sed to insert 


In line 10, after the words “ rights of,” it 
“and in conformity with the laws of.” 
amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
PACON. I suggest to the Senator from Alabama 


ani 
Pine 
is prop 
The 


Vf, 


tion 11 


is important in section 12 in order to make it har- 
monious. 
MORGAN. I had not 
» Senator will propose it. 
BACON. 
language 
line 7, on 
NELSON. 
ites,” and the 
vith the laws of the States.” 
Mr. BACON. I understand that. 
lnws of the States” 
tate to the exercise 
vided in section 11. 
ndment offered 
tion 


SECRI 


read the bill that far. 


Afr 
was inserted before the word “ 
page 8, would cover it. 

It reads, “subject to the rights of the 
amendment has put in “and in conformity 


same which 


in 
Mr 


en- 


of the right of eminent domain, as is pro- 
Let the Secretary read the language of the 
by the Senator from Alabama to the 
th se 
rary. After the words “States, respectively, 
igh which said canals may be constructed ” the words were 
‘and with their legislative consent.” 
BACON. If the words ‘and with their legislative con- 
’ are 1 at this point, it will make it harmonious. 
NELSON. I have no objection, although it is tautology, 
the amendment of the junior Senator from Georgia has 
! pted. 
BACON. 


tion 


Insertec 


I do not think so. I may be in error, but the 
to the method in which it shall be done, 
ive consent is required. 
It seems to me that the amendment proposed 
Senator from Alabama protects that entirely. 
» other section provides the circumstances under which they 
iddemn in a State, and it is made subject to the legis- 
“ent of the State, and this section is simply with re- 
to the exercise of that power. 
BACON. If the Senator thinks that limitation applies to 
twelfth as well as the eleventh section, I will not insist upon 


Ser refers 
re legislat 
KNOX. 


he senior 


e COI 


ment. 
ISIDING OFFICER. 
unendment ? 
No. Under the construction placed upon it by the 
om Pennsylvania, I will not offer the amendment. 
; PRESIDING OFFI ‘ER. The question is on agreeing to 
imendment of the committee as amended. 
amendment as amended was agreed to. 
reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
Committee on Commerce was, on page 10, line 7, after 
word “the,” to strike out “reasonable requirements of such 
illage, or municipality” and insert “normal minimum 
cross-section area of any such river or stream 


Does the Senator from Geor- 


r<rea 
7G 


— 


nothing herein contained shall authorize said com- 
iavigability of any river or stream, or to diminish 
ter supply of any city, village, or municipality be- 
ium discharge cross-section area of any such river 
manner to pollute the same. 
was agreed to. 
ent was, on page 10, section 12, line 10, after 
ert: 


f ders to supply 


water from tl Niagara I 


JONTER. 


achusetts 


water shall be connected 
ove the Niagara Falls. 


s' ; with 

hlver a 

Mr. SP ‘That amendment was moved by the Senator 

Mia [Mr. Lopce], who is absent. He gave no- 

‘a substitute for the proviso, which I agreed to offer for 
d which I send to the desk. 


PRESIDING OFFICER. The substitute will be stated. 


“subject to the rights of the | 
* sub- 
! 


The amendment to the amend- | 
| from 
| the 


[Mr. | 
‘[orGAN] that the same amendment which he offered to sec- | 


| 
| 
} 
} 
| 





draw water from Lake Erie. 


The Secretary. In lieu of the committee amendment j:; 
proposed to insert the following: 
Provided, That no water shall be drawn for the purposes 0; 
eanal, its branches or feeders, from above Niagara Falls, unle 

proved and allowed by the Secretary of War. 

Mr. NELSON. I have no objection at all to that amen: 
I want to say that the canal company dees not expect to a) 
any water from Lake Erie more than the water that wili 
urally come up to the first lock. 

The summit level is way in the interior, and they ean not \ 
You can put the Niagara ») ' 
It will not affect the bill one way 


is 


ment in any form you want. 
or the other. 
Mr. BACON. I am very glad to hear that from the § 
Minnesota. Therefore I suggest certain amendm 
amendment, simply with a view of perfecting it. 
printed amendment which I have is not that which was 
from the desk, and I am not able 
Mr. SPGONER. It provides that— 


No water shall be drawn for the purposes of said canal, its branc! 


| or feeders, from above Niagara Falls, unless approved and allow: 
; the Secretary of War. 


I hope | 


| ap tenees cate. iden ee aint *? 
| would prefer that the Senator would do it. | Biver or its tributaries. 


That is the only change. 
Mr. BACON. I suggest the words “either from Niagara 


I will state that that is substantially 


| the language in the bill we have already passed on this subject. 


Mr. SPOONER. 
Massachusetts. 

Mr. BACON. I understand. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have no objection to the amendment to the 


I am only offering it for the Senator from 


“In conformity with the | #™endment. 


does not cover the distinct consent of the | 


Mr. BACON. I move to insert “either from Niagara River 


| or its tributaries.” 


| it has not yet become a law. 


| the bill passed by the Senate authorized to be used by 


| taken from the moon, for unless there is some new met! 


Mr. TELLER. Mr. President 

Mr. BACON. TI have not finished. Then I propose to add at 
the end of the amendment these words: 

Provided, That no greater amount of water shall be diverted fron 
Niagara River or its tributaries above Niagara Fails than shal! be spe- 
cified in any general law of the United States limiting the sa: : 

I do not specify the bill which we have already psssed, as 
Therefore, I can not do it as we 
usually do. I am compelled to speak of the bill in general 
terms. Otherwise I would specify the law in the usual way. 

Mr. SPOONER. In the bill which has been passed the 
amount of water that may be drawn from Niagara River was 
indicated, and the Secretary was authorized to issue permits 
for various manufacturing establishments. This would 
flict with that. 

Mr. BACON. This would confiict with that? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. BACON. The bill or this amendment? 

Mr. SPOONER. This amendment. 

Mr. BACON. Not at all. That refers to a particular Dill. 

Mr. SPOONER. That bill refers to a certain quantity of 
water which may be drawn from Niagara River for maunufac- 
turing purposes. 

Mr. BACON. For any purpose. 

Mr. SPOONER. And for other purposes. 

Mr. BACON. For any purpose. 

Mr. SPOONER. If this canal should draw any water from 
Niagara River, it would to that extent limit the amount which 


col- 


these 
manufacturing establishments. 

Mr. BACON. As I understood the Senator from Minnesota, 
it is not the design to take any water from the Niagara Liver. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then what is the object of the amendment? 

Mr. BACON. To guard it in case others differ with him in 
that view as to the intention. If the bill which we have passed 
is to be effective—— 

Mr. SPOONER. I shall not contest it. The bill will go 
conference, and there will be carefully considered. |! 
object to the amendment to the amendment, so far as | 
concerned. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. 
a provision in this bill that water shall not be taken 
Niagara River. You might just as well say it should 


nto 


nov 
am 


President, it is perfectly absurd to put 
from 

e 
} of 
gravitation which will carry the water uphill it can not be 
done. It can not be done by any method I know of. I dis! 
to see go into a bill a statement so absurd, and there is le one 
who is familiar with that section of the country—and ! an 
very familiar with it—does not know that it is not possible 
to get water out of Niagara into this proposed canal. 

The headwaters of the Allegheny River, if this canal s! 


ike 


ceS 


' the Ohio where the bill says it shall, which is in Trumbull 
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_ at Niles, a county immediately south of Ashtabula 
Co which is on the lake, it will be 50 miles from the lake 
it strikes Niles—40 or 50 miles. It will be then a hun- 
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an niles, at least 75 miles, from Niagara River. Water 
could be put into the canal from Allegheny River. The Alle- 
ol rises in western New York. Some of the branches rise 
in ( itauqua and some in Cattaraugus County. There is a 
1 vide between that and the water which runs into Niag- 
ae river, a divide that never could be cut across with a canal, 
i re is not water enough on top of the divide to put in a 
cal ‘to make a feeder. 

I k with knowledge of this thing. I myself as a young 
a icht school in the neighborhood of the headwaters of 
the Allegheny River. I have been down the Allegheny River 
fy ts head to Pittsburg, and I have been to Chautauqua 
L { know that country, and to say this would be just as 
ake as to say that you shall not carry water uphill for the | 
hy of this canal. 

\ we it to the people, when we enact a law, that at least 
on the face of it it should have the appearance of knowledge 
on - part of what we are doing, and I think a committee | 
wl would allow such a proposition to go into the bill could 


not have given very much attention to the geography of the | 


concerning which this inhibition is to be inserted. 


‘lr. President, I do not suppose it will make much difference. 


n that country will look it over and probably say that 
e S te is not possessed of very much knowledge of geogra- 
Vv, | they will wonder, certainly they will have a 
Ps rise and curiosity, way there should be so much interest 
iting the water in Niagara River from 
‘oposed canal. They are going to utilize the water in 
Nobody seems to make any objection to that. All 
the er in Lake Erie that is not evaporated goes out through 
t River. 





or from Pennsylvania says, from the lake. There 

tural ridge all along from the Niagara River clear up to 

( id. I doubt very much whether there is any place 
vhere vou could cut a canal a half a mile from the lake where 
vou could fill it with water. People who have been along that 


Yr | which passes up the lake shore will, I think, recognize 
what I say to be the fact. I know the country whereof I 


While I am not very enthusiastic about this canal, and have 
some doubt whether it will every be built—I doubt whether it 


You can not use any water in this canal, | 


degree | 


being utilized | 


W very valuable when it is built—I think it will be more 
val le, perhaps, to those who build it and those who operate 
it in the time to come. However, that has nothing to do with | 
it. I dislike to see such a provision inserted in the bill as if 


there W 


water out of that river. As I say, if there are any reasons why | 
it uuld not be taken out of Niagara, the same reasons would 
operate as to Lake Erie, as Niagara is the outlet. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 


th endments offered by the Senator from Georgia to the 
supstitute. 
nendments to the amendment were agreed to. 
rhe amendment as amended was agreed to. 
reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
tl inittee on Commerce was, in section 13, page 10. line 21, 


the word said,” to strike out “canal” and 


amendment was agreed to. 
‘next amendment was, in section 14, page 11, line 6, after 


the word “ buildings,” to insert “ feeders ;” so as to read: 


as some sinister purpose in building this canal to get | 


insert | 


i4. That the said company may take, use, occupy, and hold, but 
nt 1ate, so much of the public beach or beach road, or lands cov- | 
( | the waters of the rivers, lakes, brooks, streams, water courses, | 
r or ponds, on or at which the said canals may start from, | 
t , cross. or terminate as may be necessary for the wharves, 
d ers, buildings, feeders, or other works of the company. 
amendment was agreed to. 
next amendment was, in section 15, page 11, line 13, after 
t! rd “canals,” to insert “feeders;” in line 21, after the 
W “canals,” to insert “ feeders;” and in line 22, before the 
v “ works,” to insert “other;” so as to make the section 
r 
; _ That the company shall prepare and file with the Secretary 
Oo r, for his approval, the plans, locations, dimensions, and all 
particulars of its canals, feeders, and other works between 
River and Lake Erie, and before such approval the construc- 
t f shall not be begun; and should any change in said plans be 
| during the progress of construction, such change shall be sub- 
the Secretary of War and be by him approved before such 
iall be made. Upon notice of the approval of the Secretary 
0 the company may forthwith begin the construction of its canals, 
tr and other works, or any part thereof, according to this act. 


> amendment was agreed to. 
XL——536 
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The next amendment was, in section 17, page 12, line 3, after 
the word “ that,” to insert “ the said canals shall be open to the 
use and navigation of all suitable and proper vessels or other 
water craft, by whomsoever owned or operated, upon fair and 








equal terms, conditions, rates, tolls, and charges; and;” in line 
9, after the word “canals,” to insert “ feeders in li 10, 
before the word “ works,” to insert “other:” in the same line, 
after the word “same,” to strike out “such reasonable” and 
insert “ just, reasonable, and fairly remunerative;” in line ‘9 
after the word “ charges,” to strike out “or” and inser ’ 
and;” in the same line, after the word “tolls.” ¢ e out 
“as may by its by-laws be determined:” in line 1: the 
word “charges,” to strike out “or” and insert rat ms 
in the same line, after the word “ shall.” t ke ou ier 
similar circumstances, be charged equally and inse e 
equal;” in line 17, after the word “or,” to strike « 

vance” and insert “ discrimination; ” in line 18, before t worl 
“tolls,” to strike out “or” and insert “rates, and: ” in 

after the word “ charges,” to strike out “or” and insert “r , 
and;” in line 24, after the word “ charges,” to strike « 
and insert “rates, and;” in line 25, after the word “ cl ges,” 
to strike out “or” and insert “rates, and;” on page 13, line 5, 
after the word “ less,” to strike out “then the:” in line 6, after 
the word “ notice,” to insert “than:” and in line 9. after the 


word “ conditions,” to strike out “And provided further, 1 t all 





















charges or tolls upon commerce within fl everal St es 
through which said canal as lecated shall 1 verned | l 
subject to the laws of the respective Stat which said com- 
merce shall be carried >” so as to make the s¢ mm read: 

Sec. 17. That the said canals shall be o 1 to the e andy C n 
of all suitable and proper vessels or other water « ft 
owned or operated, upon fair and equal terms, conditi 
and charges; and the said e de 
for its own er use, for all per Is and 
scription rted upon the said canals, fe ¢. and g, 
or in vessels ;: craft using the same, just, 1 i e- 
munerative charges, rates, and tolls; t all s i id 
tolls shall be equal to i i n 
classifica y to b established 1 the mt : 
duction, dra ack, or discrimination o nv s ms h el rat 
and tolls s : 4 e made dit or ind An Lid 
charges, ra 21 for tt ling yé s b 
lished, and or in eve » whe they ar 
lected on or the 15th day ) Kebr a 1 
s ll not b { { li i 
tice shall plainly state the hang po I I t 
rate ind tolls then in force and the time w it 
rates, and tolls will go into effect; rd t | i cl 
shown by printing new s« ! l ‘ 
schedules in force at the tir OF ) i 
vided, That the Interstate Commerce Commission may. in 
and for good cause shown n i ’ 
specified or modify the foregoing requirs S] t 
and posting of such schedules, either in 
general order applicable to special or peculia st 
ditions. 

Mr. NELSON. On page 17, line 11, in order to h t 
with the rate bill, I move to strike out the w g * 
remunerative” and to insert the word ind | 
words “ just” and “ reasonable.” 

Mr. FORAKER. I would suggest to the Senator that I ! 
in the paper this morning that the conferees had reed t 
out the words “ fairly remunerative ” from the rate bill 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 1 
the amendment of the Senator from Minn i to the end- 
ment of the committee 

The amendment to the amend it was it 

The amendment as amended was agreed 

The next amendment as, in s on 18 ] t 
word “ canals,” insert “ feeders;” so as to 

Sec. 18. That the canals, feeders, and other y ; her j 
shall be lawful military and post rou 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in s« n 19, p 1 } - 
fore the word “ canals,” to strike out “canal or some of the: ” 
in line 23, after the word “company,” to insert “shall: in 
line 24, before the word “ years,” to strike ou Six i Ry, 
“three;:” in line 25, before the word veurs to s 
“fifteen ” and insert “ten;:” so as to make the section 

Sec. 19. That if the construction of $ i 
not have been commenced, and a sum « to 10 1 
stock of the company shall not hays ded 
years ifter the passage of this act, ? Ss 
been finished within ten years after pa g t} 
chise herein granted shall cease : i » ] al v } 
lating the time aforesaid delays « da t s of ( 
enemy shall not be included 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 14, after li 1 { . 
out section 20, in the following words: 

Sec. 20. That the Government of the U: d States 1 t 
after fifty years from the opening of the canals to na ti 1 noe 
tice to said company of not less than one year, assume possess : 
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ownership of the said canals os om ag ae and of | all it must be upon principle, and I ean conceive of 

hts and privileges thereunto belonging, full title to which | a a ee < : $ ‘ ce 

ch assumption, be fully vested in the United States, and | objection which can be made to the amendment U] 
States shall thereupon pay to the said company the value principle, 

. to be ascertai and fixed by three arbitrators, or a The incorporators who are asking for this charter hy 


shall be appointed by the President | tapms of the bill propose to issue $400,000 of stock and s4 


Valid 


any 


the 


by said Lake Erie and Ohio River O04) 


third by the arbitrators thus selected, | of bonds for every mile of the canal from Lake Erie to ; 
t} 


1e Ohi ) 
{ hrough 


’ bonds 


' the value of the canals and amneh. 0° | River. Once issued, the coal and iron and grain shipped 
soudetred ter thie uae aa dee Ge a as | —— = be ae bay interest on all 
SANTINI si tae s aE ae" haroa | ANd dividends on aul the stock though it may not have cos hal¢ 
Saree ston tb a ie Oe in charge of $800,000 per mile to build, maintain, and operate the : a 
JSON. It was the sense of the subcommittee, and Phis is the vice of allowing public-service corporations to jgs 
ti is adented by the full committee. that there stocks and bonds without any Government supervision, requir. 
eg tes obi as a a sie ent Gane ing the corporation to make satisfactory proof that ever, dollay 
_ that se ction that —— day or mn _ of stocks and bonds represents actual bona fide investment, 
2 omy this canal. es aaa If this canal will cost $800,000 per mile to build, it is an eagy 
ic eee aan pa ge ths aaa matter for those who are asking this charter at the hands of 
MARE Le Ra eae oases - a matray | the Federal Government to make that plain to some duthority 
dager i oe If it is left out, it will be a matter of the Federal Government. 
. ai a epee ee question is on agreeing The transportation of this country is upon a false basis. The 
ENE eh eae ne question ts on asreems | steam railroads, the street cars and interurban companies. tho 
ee ae sleeping-car companies, the express companies, are—all of they 
in Salient: ae 14, line 21, to change the os Swe Known —-OveRetyernaee = exousky inflated. ‘The 
ection from “21” to “20: * ad te Mac Ba etter pe ple are charged transportation rates high enough to pay diyj. 
— trike out “canal” end fasert “camila dends on all stock and interest on all bonds, notwithstanq ng 
the eedtiedraan’ the fact that more than 50 per cent of such stocks and bonds 
tak a 2 =. represent no investment whatever. 
a a ee Reig mig Biggs Eos The difficulty in squeezing the water out after the stocks 
‘ ‘ration, or maintenance of the said | and bonds have been issued is at once manifest. Y: U are at 
yorks thereof, ete. once encountered with the plea—a false one, as I contend—tha 
ed to. | the stocks and bonds haye become the property of innocent pur- 
wmendment was, on et 15 , line 7, to change the | chasers. 
section from “22” to “ 21,’ But here we are at the outset of this proposed public enter. 
dinent was agreed to. | prise, the building of this canal, and before the stocks and bonds 
‘t amendment was, on page 15, line 11, to change the | are issued, before they have been sold, before there is any op. 
P the section from “23” to 22.” | portunity to put forth the claim that the stocks and bonds aye 
mendment was agreed to. | in the hands of people who gave full face value for them, the 
ext amendment was, on page , line 1 15, to change the | Federal Government should be clothed with authority to mat 
of the section from “ 24” to “ 2: “: certain that these incorporators have invested in this car 121 the 
amendment was agreed to. money for the stock and bonds issued. I believe that the Inter. 
siding of the bill was concluded. state Commerce Commission is the body to fhvest with ay- 
A FOLLETTE. I offer the amendment I send to the | thority to protect the public against overcapitalization. 
sik. I am not prepared to say that this canal will not cost $800.90 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wisconsin | per mile to build, but with its several branches, aggregating 
offers an amendment, which will be stated. | over 225 miles, an issue of over $180,000,000 may be made by 
T CRETARY. At the end of section 3, on page 4, insert | the corporation, no matter what the cost of the canal. This 
the following additional proviso: | would seem excessive. 
| further, That the Lake Erie and Ohio River Ship Canal | It was stated in the debate upon the isthmian canal that it 
see suicce — and ee pana Bag neh emanate would only cost $180,000,000 to build that great waterway for 
‘petiods of imare tham tercies auiedier ater aie eee ae | ocean vessels if we construct the lock and dam type. That 
state Commer ‘ommission may from time to time deter. | canal is to be built 200 feet wide and with a depth of 40 feet 


31 nably necessary for the purpose for which such issue of | The depth proposed in the pending bill for this canal is, I think, 
* bonds has been authorized. And the Interstate Commerce feet 
: : a eesidail 4 } cat . : only 124 feet 
s hereby auth “<d and empowered and it shall be its ‘ ‘ oe 
e, upon a ation, what issues of stocks, bonds. Mr. President, if the purposes of those who are back of this 
other evid ‘s of indebtedness may be reasonably | enterprise are clear and fair, and there is not an intention to 
ay the cost of construction, equipment, maintenance, and | haye the capital of this canal company watered and inflated, 
said canals and works. Said Commission shall render a : : raat : e 
an application for such issue, within thirty days after | then this amendment will not be objected to by them. 
hereon, which decision shall be in writing, shall assign | It is proposed, sir, that the Interstate Commerce Commissiot 
sani - ond she if anthorizines ene esne nite ce : 
for, and shall, if authorizing such issue, specify the | shall regulate the tolls and charges the commerce of the ¢ 
bonds or of coupon notes or of other 4 . i 
aforesaid which are authorized to be issued | MUSt Pay as it passes through this canal, and that they shal 
e8, te wi ~y the proceeds thereof are to be | have authority to so limit those tolls and charges that they 
al e filed in the office of the Commission, | sh: An 4 ww ara See ; ‘ orit then 
Gocision shall be Galivaeak oe tha aale eueat te hall be reasonable. If they are to be given that auth rity, then 
he same to be entered upon its records | YOu must make certain that there shall not be extrayaga 
on notes, or other evidences of indebted- issue of stock and bonds upon which dividends and inter 
aera issued. | Every certificate of stock, every | have to be paid in excessive tolls by the publie on its comm 
r evidence indebtedness of such canal company oper- aaa : as 3 
en upon the property of such company which shall be Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I am sincerely and hea ‘til 
or sold withot t compli ree ae — a be _— | favor of the construction of this canal. I have been u 
director o1 Sak cana comp: j rho a nt * 7 
» statement or shall withhold from the Inter utate Goa however, to take up the time of the Senate needlessl) 
ssion any information requested by such Commission to | cussing what I consider the merits of it. My own Siate, | 
proval of said Commission to any issue of stocks, or | ing on Lake Superior, at the great city of Duluth, is vitally 
pon notes, or other evidences of indebtedness shall be | rested ] , l 1 I should like e the canal built 
of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction thereof in the interested in this canal, anc snou ike to see the cana eo 
district court of the district in which such offense is | €S Soon as possible. 
ul be punished by imprisonment for a term of not less I have no idea that the General Government will undertake 
more than ten years, and shall likewise be liable to any | , If it is silane a ta ads ait f this kind it is 
1 com] for the full amount of damages sustained by | it. If it is not undertaken by a corporation of this kind it} 
| not likely to be built at all. 
FOLLETTE. Mr. President, it is not my purpose at | Now, to ingraft such an amendment upon the Dil! would 
hour of the session to tax the patience of the Senate | hamper and distress the company and prevent them 
extended remarks upon the proposed amendment. | rying on their operations. The effect of the amendmen 
se is plain. | the corporation could not organize, even, before the 1 
of Massachusetts and the State of Texas provide | ested in it would have to present the plans and specific 
atute that no public-service corporation shall issue stocks | the canal to the Interstate Commerce Commission, ' 
nds except that it first submit to a designated State au- | in advance what it would cost in order to lay the foundation 
\ tisfactory evidence that there is actual value back of | for issuing the stock. 
dolar of the proposed issue of stocks and bonds. This Now, under section 6 of the bill they are authorized to 
ndinent is drawn upon those statutes. I do not believe that | and organize as soon as $5,000 of stock for every mile saa 
can be objected to in form. If objection be made to it at | have been subscribed. The effect of this amendment woul 


rT 





a 
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pared and submitted an estimate of what the probable 
st of ti 
A . . 
a thing in the very nature of the case that they could 
vholly do in advance. 
n, more than that, the amendment goes) further and 
; all the stock issued by them, unless in conformity with 


prevent the corporations from being organized at all until they | 


he canal would be, with all its appurtenances and ap- | 
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rovisions of the other part of the amendment, absolutely | 


we n the hands of innocent purchasers. 
; company, in order to build the canal, have got to raise 
1 - they have got to raise it in the way money is raised | 
enterprises in this country; and if you impose any 
eich restriction as is attempted in the amendment you prac 
tically defeat the scheme. 
erefore I trust everyone who is in favor of the immediate 
eonstruction of this canal will help to vote down the amend- 
\ir. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, the Senator is entirely 
mi n when he says that the amendment which I propose 
W i interfere with the organization of this company and the 
subscription of its capital stock. It can embarrass no legiti- 


: enterprise to show that it is prepared to make a valid 
bona fide investment. 


tructed in the State of Texas; railroad companies 
‘ od and roads built in Massachusetts. It imposes no 
restriction whatever upon the organization of the corporation 


similar statute railroad companies are organized and | 


| Seoul, to be consul-general of 
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general of the United States of class 4 
Gordon Paddock, resigned. 

Henry W. Diederich, of the District of Columbia, now 
at Bremen, for promotion to be consul reneral of the United 
States of class 4 at Antwerp, Belgium, vice Church Howe 
nominated for promotion, to be consul-general of ‘ 
Montreal. 


George 


at Seoul, Korea, vice 


consul 


class 3 at 


Horton, of 








Illinois, now consul at that place, to be 
consul-general of the United States of class 7 at Athens. Greece 
to fill an original vacancy. 

Church Howe, of Nebras now consul-general at Antwerp, 
for promotion to be consul-general of the United States of class 
3 at Montreal, Canada, vice Alanson W. Edwards, resigned, to 
take effect June 30, 1906. 

Frank R. Mowrer, of Ohio, now consul at Ghent. for promo- 
tion, to be consul-general of the United States of class 6 at 
Adis Ababa, Abyssinia, to fill an original vacancy. 

Edward H. Ozmun, of Minnesota, now consul at Stuttg for 
promotion to be consul-general of the United States of class 3 





at Constantinople, Turkey, vice Charles M. Dickins« 


mn, appoint 


consul-general at large, 

Gabriel Bie Ravndal, of South Dakota, now consul at Daw 
son, to be consul-general of the United States of class 5 at 
Beirut, Turkey, vice Leo Allen Bergholz, nominate I 


tion to be consul-general of class 4 at Canton. 
Willard D. Straight, of New York, now 
the 


vice-consul-general at 
United States of class 5 at 


Mukden, China, vice Fleming D. Cheshire, appointed consul- 
general at large. 

Alban G. Snyder, of West Virginia, now secretary of the lega- 
tion and consul-general at Bogota, for promotion to be consul- 
general of the United States of class 5 at Buenos Ayres, Argen 


tine Republic, vice George C. Cole, 
be consul of class 3 at Dawso1 


nominated for promotion to 


Samuel M. Taylor, of Ohio, now consul at Glasgow, to be 
consul-general of the United States of class 5 at Callao, Pery, 
vice Elmer E. E. McJimsey, declined. 

Jay White, of Michigan, now consul at Hanover, for promo- 

| tion to be consul-general of the United States of class 6 at 
Bogota, Colombia, vice Alban G. Snyder, nominated for promo 


‘ subscription of its stock. It is a just provision, both to | 
t] ration and to the people. Without it there is no pro- 
ti cainst overcapitalization. 

It was suggested by the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
K earlier in this discussion that the bill sufficiently pro- 
t the public and the purchasers of stocks and bonds in the 
| » contained in lines 19, 20, and 21, page 3, section 3, 
W s as follows: 

l further, That in no event shall the stock issued and debt 
cr | be more than may be necessary to construct, equip, maintain, 

» said canals and works pursuant to and in compliance with 

provisions of this act. 
is the usual prevision found in such bills, and imposes 
no restraint whatever. There is no penalty attached to the 
issue of stocks and bonds in excess of the amount that is neces- 
sal It is very easy for the organizers and promoters of this 


scheme to fix a fictitious value upon the franchise and upon the 


tion to be consul-general of class 5 at Buenos Ayres. 

Joseph M. Authier, of Rhode Island, now ial agent 
at that place, to be consul of the United States of class 9 at 
St. Hyacinthe, Quebec, Canada. 

Julean H. Arnold, of California, a student interpreter to 
China, to be consul of the United States of class 7 at Tamsui, 
Formosa, vice Fred D. Fisher, nominated for promotion to be 


commer 


| consul of class 5 at Harbin. 


pros tive earnings of the proposed canal, and issue stocks and 
bonds that are nominally within the terms of those lines, and 
vet which are in excess, and grossly and criminally in excess, | 
of t fair value of the property. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the nement offered by the Senator from Wisconsin [| Mr. | 
LA I (TE]. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, I do not want to be cen- | 
sured, either in words or silently, for detaining the Senate at 
this late hour, and yet I wish to occupy enough time to give 
some pretty well defined views that I entertain about this bill. | 
if » Senator in charge of the bill would be willing to let it 
go OV until to-morrow, I should be very glad to have that | 
course adopted. 

\Ir. PENROSE rose. 

Mr. NELSON. I suggest to the Senator from Pennsylvania 
to make a request for unanimous consent that the consideration 
of the bill shall be resumed to-morrow morning. 


Mir. PENROSE. I ask unanimous consent, then, in deference 
the suggestion of the Senator from Colorado, that the bill 
may be taken up for consideration immediately after the routine 
mor ¢ business to-merrow. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
nia asks unanimous consent that the pending bill, H. R. 14396, 


The Senator from Pennsylva- | 


be taken up immediately after the routine morning business 
to-morrow. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. It is so 
Oo! , l. 

Mr. PENROSE. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- | 
sideration of executive business. 

motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 

consideration of executive business. After five minutes spent 
in executive session, the doors were reopened, and (at 6 o’clock 
ind 15 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
SS 


Saturday, June 16, 1906, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Erecutive nominations received by the Senate June 15, 1906. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE CONSULAR SERVICE. 


aa 


liam Haywood, of the District of Columbia, former secre- 
tary 


William P. Atwell, of the District of Colum! 


bia, now consul at 

Roubaix, for promotion to be consul of the United States of 

class 7 at Ghent, Belgium, vice Frank R. Mowre nominated fot 

promotion to be consul-general of class 6 at Adis Ababa, Abys 
sinia. 

William Harrison Bradley, of Illinois, now consul-general at 

that place, to be consul of the United States of class 2 at Man 


chester, England, to fill an original vacancy. 
James S. Benedict, of New York, 





now commercial agent at 
that place, to be consul of the United States of class 9 at 
Campbellton, New Brunswick, Canada. 

Gustave Beutelspacher, of Ohio, now commercial agent at that 
place, to be consul of the United States of class 9 at M ton. 
New Brunswick, Canada. 

Robert S. S. Bergh, of North Dakota, now consul at Gothen- 
burg, for promotion to be consul of the United States of class 7 

| at Diisseldorf, Germany, vice Peter Lieber, recalled. 

Albert W. Brickwood, jr., of Arizona, now vice nd d ity 
consul at that place, to be consul of the United § s of s 8 
at Nogales, Mexico, vice Albert R. Morawetz, promoted to be 
consul of class 5 at Bahia. 

Philip Carroll, of New York, now commercial agent at Green 
ville, for promotion to be consul of the United States of class 9 
at Manzanillo, Mexico, to fill an original vacan 

Edwin S. Cunningham, of Tennessee, now consul at Bergen, 
for promotion to be consul of the United States of class 6 at 
Durban, Natal, to fill an original vacancy. 

George C. Cole, of West Virginia, now consul-general t 
Buenos Ayres, for promotion to be consul of the 1 1 States 
of class 3 at Dawson, Yukon Territory, Canada, \ Gali 
Bie Ravndal, nominated to be consul-general of class 5 at 


y of legation and consul-general at Honolulu, to be consul- | Canada, for promotion to be consul of the United States of cl 


Beirut. 

Caspar §S. Crowninshield, of the District of Colu , 
commercial agent at that place, to be consul of the 1 ed St 
of class 9 at Castellamare di Stabia, Italy. 

Henry 8S. Culver, of Ohio, consul at Lo 


how Ont 


iassS 
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8 at Cork, Ireland, vice Edwin N. Gunsaulus, nominated for pro- 
motion to be consul of class 6 at Rimouski. 

Chapman Coleman, of Kentucky, former secretary of legation 
at Berlin, to be consul of the United States of class 8 at Rou- 
baix, France, vice William P. Atwell, ncminated for promotion 
to be consul of class 7 at Ghent. 

George A. Chamberlain, of N¢ 

nsul-general at 

tes of class 
ised. 

Haldeman Dennison, of Ohio, now commercial agent at 
nouski 


lass 5 at 


Rio de Janeiro, to be consul of the United 
at Pernambuco, Brazil, vice William L. 


eo 


well, dece; 


Bombay, India, vice William T. 
m to be consul of class 8 at Bremen. 
Doty, of New Jersey, now 


Fee, nominated for 
promoti 

William 
promotion to be 
Persia, to fill an original vacancy. 

William T. Fee, of Ohio, now consul at Bombay, for promotion 
to be consul of the United States of class 3 at Bremen, Germany, 
vice Henry W. Diederich, nominated for promction to be consul- 

eral of class 4 at Antwerp 

\lfred J. Fleming, of Missouri, now commercial agent at Stan- 

ridge, for promotion to be consul of the United States of class 

at Aden, Arabia, vice William W. 

isul of class 8 at Batum. 

‘harles M. Freeman, of New Hampshire, now commercial 
agent at that place, to be consul of the United States of class 
9 at St. Pierre, St. Pierre Island. 

Fred D. F of Oregon, now consul at Tamsui, for promo- 
tion to be consul of the United States of class 5 at Harbin, 
Manchuria, to fill an original vacancy. 

Ri S. Greene, of Massachusetts, now commercial agent 
that place, to be consul of the United States of class 6 
Viadivostok, Siberia. 

Wilbur TT. 
consul-general 


isher, 


at 
at 


ger 


Gracey, 


at 


of Massachusetts, now vice and deputy 
Hongkong, to be consul of the United States 


of class 5 at Tsingtau, China, to fill an original vacancy. 
Edwin 
to | 


tion to be consul of the United States of class 6 at Rimouski, 
Quebec, Canada, vice E. Haldeman Dennison, nominated for pro- 
motion to be consul of class 5 at Bombay. 

Joseph E. Haven, of Lilinois, now commercial agent at that 
pher, West 

John E, 
that to be consul of the United States of class 9 at Corn- 
wall, Ontario, Canada. 

Ge Ileimrod, of Nebraska, now consul-general 
to be consul of the United States of class 6 at Apia, 
amoa, to fill an original vacancy. 

Perley C. 
eburg, for promotion to be consul of the fT 

9 at Saigon, Cochin China, to fill an original vacancy. 

Scott 
promotion to be consul of the United States of class 9 at 
rt, Tasmania, to fill an original vacancy. 


Indies. 
place, 
rgze 
piace, 

S 


‘ebu 


xander Heingartner, of Ohio, now consul at Guelph, for | 


on to be consul of the United States of. class 9 at Riga, 
sia, to fill an original vacancy. 
orge N. Ifft, of Idaho, now consul at Chatham, for promo- 
tion to be consul of the United States of class 7 at Annaberg, 
Germany, vice John F. Winter, deceased. 
John BE 


(yi 


Dalny, Manchuria, to fill an original vacancy. 


consul of the United States of class 7 at St. 
\zores, vice George H. Pickerell, nominated for pro- 
1 to be consul of class 5 at Para. 
B. 
e, to be consul of the United States of class 9 at Port 
ntario, Canada. 
A. Le Roy, of Michigan, now consul at Durango. for 
to be consul of the United States of class 8 at Madrid, 
fill an original vacaney. 
Cc. M of Minnesota, now vice and deyuty 
to } 


? 
oO ve 


’ 
igeisson, 
at Beirut, 
lurkey, 


Bagdad, to fill an original vacancy. 
il of United 


the States of class 6 at Lucerne, Swiitzer- 


and, vie 
consul of class 5 at Stuttgart. 

William W. Masterson, of Kentucky, now consul at Aden, to 
be consul of the United States of class 8 at Batum, Russia, to 
fill an original vacancy. 
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w Jersey, late vice and deputy | 


for promotion to be consul of the United States of | 


consul at Tahiti, for | 
consul of the United States of class 7 at Tabriz, | 


Masterson, nominated to | 


N. Gunsaulas, of Ohio, now consul at Cork, for promo- | 


to be consul of the United States of class 9 at St. Christo- | 


Ilamilton, of Kentucky, now commercial agent at | 


at that | 


Heald, of Michigan, now commercial agent at Wal- | 
Inited States of | 


Hotchkiss, of Wisconsin, now ecensul at Brockville. | 


iward Jones, of the District of Columbia, now consul- | 
eral at that place, to be consul of the United States of class 


i’. Jewell, of Illinois, now consul at Martinique, for pro- | 


Killmaster, of Michigan, now commercial agent at | 


| be consul of the United States of 
I. Mansfield, of Indiana, now consul at Valparaiso, to 


e Henry H. Morgan, nominated for promotion to be | 


JUNE 15, 


Chester W. Martin, of Michigan, now consul at Amhersthyre 
for promotion to be consul of the United States of class 8 at 
Martinique, West Indies, vice John F. Jewell, nominated for 
promotion to be consul of class 7 at St. Michaels. 

Maxwell K. Moorhead, of Pennsylvania, now consul at st. 
Thomas, Ontario, to be consul of the United States of class 9 at 
3elgrade, Servia, to fill an original vacancy. 

Ifenry H. Morgan, of Louisiana, now consul at Lucerne, for 
promotion to be consul of the United States of class 5 at Stutt. 
gart, Wurttemberg, vice Edward H. Ozmun, nominated for pro. 
motion to be consul-general of class 3 at Constantinople. 

Milton M. Price, of South Dakota, now commercial agent 
that place, to be consul of the United States of class 8 at J 
| de la Frontera, Spain. 

George W. Shoits, of Michigan, now commercial agent at th 
place, to be consul of the United States of class 8 at Say) 
Ste. Marie, Ontario, Canada. 

Nicholas R. Snyder, of Pennsylvania, now commercial 
at that place, to be consul of the United States of class 7 
Port Antonio, Jamaica. 

John H. Shirley, of Illinois, now commercial agent at ¢ 
erich, for promotion to be consul of the United States of ¢! 
at Suva, Fiji Islands, to fill an original vacancy. 

Augustus G. Seyfert, of Pennsylvania, now consul at Strat 
| ford, for promotion to be consul of the United States of class ¢ 
at Durango, Mexico, vice James A. Le Roy, nominated for pri 
motion to be consul of class 8 at Madrid. 

Nicholas C. Schlemmer, of Texas, now vice-consul at M 
heim, to be consul of the United States of class 8 at Py 
Norway, vice Edwin S. Cunningham, nominated for promoti 
to be consul of class 6 at Durban, 

John §S. Twells, of Pennsylvania, now commercial agen 
that place, to be consul of the United States of class 7 at ( 
bad, Austria. 

Henry B. Wardman, of Pennsylvania, now commercial agent 
at that place, to be consul of the United States of class 9 at 
Aguascalientes, Mexico. 

Alfred A. Winslow, of Indiana, now consul-general at Guate- 
mala, for promotion to be consul of the United States of clasg 
| 4 at Valparaiso, Chile, vice Robert E. Mansfield, nominated to 

be consul of class 6 at Lucerne. 


at 


PROMOTION IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 


Cadet James Louis Ahern to be a third lieutenant in the 
Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


The following-named ensigns to be lieutenants (junior grade) 
| in the Navy from the 7th day of June, 1906, upon the completion 
| of three years’ service: 

Ernest J. King. 

William Norris. 

John P, Jackson. 

Arthur P. Fairfield. 

John H. Furse. 

Charles T. Hutchins, jr. 

The following-named lieutenants (junior grade) to be lieuten- 
ants in the Navy from the 7th day of June, 1906, to fill vacancies 
existing in that grade on that date: 

Ernest J. King. 

Villiam Norris. 

John P. Jackson. 

Arthur P. Fairfield. 

John H. Furse. 

Charles T. Hutchins, jr. 

Midshipman Omenzo C. F. Dodge to be an ensign in the N 
from the 2d day of February, 1906, to fill a vacancy exist 
that grade on that date. 

RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

Charles B. Timberlake, of Colorado, to be receiver of 
moneys at Sterling, Colo., his term having expired Decem 
1905. (Reappointment. ) 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Ecxccutive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 15, 19 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Commander Greenlief A. Merriam to be a captain in th 
from the Gth day of June, 1906. 
Commander John B. Milton to be a captain in the Navy 
the 6th day of June, 1906. 
| Commander Aaron Ward, an additional number in grade, to 
| be a captain in the Navy from the 6th day of June, 1906. 
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UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 


v im M. Mellette, of Indian Territory, to be United States 
y for the western district of Indian Territory. 


attorn 
POSTMASTERS. 
KANSAS, 
Join W. Skinner to be postmaster at Winfield, in the county 
of Cowley and State of Kansas. 
MISSOURI. 
\ in C. James to be postmaster at Higginsville, in the 
Ce of Lafayette and State of Missouri. 
NEW YORK. 
John M. Hamilton to be postmaster at Batavia, in the county 
of -ee and State of New York. 
George T. Salmon to be postmaster at Lima, in the county of 
Livingston and State of New York. 
OHIO. 
\\ m H. Cullen to be postmaster at Paulding, in the 
j of Paulding and State of Ohio. 
H. Fluhart to be postmaster at Continental, in the | 
( Putnam and State of Ohio. 
( ies A. Moodey to be postmaster at Painesville, in the 


if Lake and State of Ohio. 

richard L. Moore to be postmaster at Cuyahoga Falls, in the 
f Summit and State of Ohio. 

les W. Searls to be postmaster at Madison, in the county 


. and State of Ohio. 
PENNSYLVANIA. 
Franklin Wisener to be postmaster at Beaver Falls, in the 
C f Beaver and State of Pennsylvania. 
TENNESSEE. 
M. Haworth to be postmaster at Maryville, in the county of 


Blount and State of Tennessee. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Frmay, June 15, 1906. 


The House met at 11 o’clock a. m., and was called to order by 
Mr. ALEXANDER McDOowELL, its Clerk, who laid before the House 
the following letter: 

SPEAKER’S ROOM, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., June 15, 1906. 

I vy designate Hon. JoHN DaALZELL, of Pennsylvania, to act as 
pro tempore. 

J. G. CANNON, Speaker. 


Mr. DALZELL accordingly assumed the chair as Speaker 


pro tempore, 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and ap- 
proved 
L 

BUSINESS OF COMMITTEE ON WAR CLAIMS. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that to- 
morrow be substituted for war claims instead of to-day. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania asks unanimous consent that to-morrow be substituted 
for to-day for the consideration of business of the Committee 
on War Claims. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
tself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
| for the further consideration of the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill. 

motion was agreed to. 
House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. Watson in the 


CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 


on the state of the Union for the further consideration 
of the sundry civil appropriation bill. The Chair desires to 
Sti that last evening when the committee rose there was an 
i nent offered by the gentleman from Georgia pending. 
The Chair stated that the amendment would be pending at this 


ting of the committee this morning. 
lr. TAWNEY. Let the amendment be read. 
lhe CHATRMAN,. It was simply a pro forma amendment, to 


st out the last word: but the Chair announced that that 
7 


be considered as pending this morning. The gentleman 
i Georgia is not present; it is not the fault of the commit- 


t d the Clerk will read. 
‘Clerk read as follows: 
Vpinions of the Attorney-General: To enable the Attorney-General 
to ploy, at his discretion, and irrespective of the provisions of sec 
t (65 of the Revised Statutes, such competent person or persons 


ill, in his judgment, best perform the service, to edit and prepare 


| That legislation, as I remember it, simply provides for 
| sion. 


- Mr. LITTLEFIELD. 


| been adopted, : 


for publication and 


superintend the 


I printing of volume 25 of the 
Opinions of the Attorney-General, $500; the printing of said volut 
to be done in accordance with the provisions of section 383 of 


Revised Statutes. 
I offer the following new paragraph as 
an amendment to the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To systematize the preparation of law indexes, etc., and to pi ’ 
trained law clerks therefor: To enable the Librarian of Congress ) 
direct the law librarian to prepare a new index to Statutes at 
Large, in accordance with a plan previously approved by the J 
clary Committees of both Houses of Congress, and to prepare s t 
indexes, digests, and compilations of law as may be required for 
Congress and other official use, $5,840, to pay 
assistants in the law library, one at $1,800, one at 
and two at $720 each, and for the law libra 
to be paid to the law librarian notwithstanding section 
Revised Statutes. 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. 


objection to the adopt 


the 





10, one 
ian, $500, the said st 


1765 





there 


} 


I do not understand that 
that being 


ion of the. amendment, and 
case, I shall not take time unless an explanati: 
Mr. NORRIS. I would like to ask th 
amendment interfere in any way with thé 
is I understand a preceding Congress, 
ing for codification of the laws? 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. No; this 
sion, will provide for a scientific 
date. It proposes to authorize clerks for 
the data here in detail, I would 
dees not interfere with the code or 


n is desired. 
gentlemen, does tl 


y)?" igi ’ } 
provision that has 


in 


ame! 
indexins 
purpose I have 
to the gentleman 


consolidation o 


say 


the 


When revised, the men revising will probably take care 
of the index. 

Mr. NORRIS. Is it the intention that this amendment 
gentleman offers shall not go into effect until the revision tak« 


place, so that they will index the revision rather than the law 
as it stands now? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. This will go into effect at once. We 
have to-day thirty-three volumes of the Statutes at Large. 
There is no scientific index of them. No matter what the re- 
vision may be, the gentleman full well understands it will 
always be necessary to consult these thirty-three volumes to 


get an intelligent idea of what the law is. All we have to-day 
in connection with these thirty-three volumes arate 
index for each volume, which is very inartistic and unscientfic. 
This would enable these three clerks and two stenographers to 
begin work and make a scientific index of these volumes, for 
irstance, to bring it up to date. There was an effort made to 
produce an index of all the laws and have it published as what 
is called a “ consolidated index.” As a matter of fuct, all there 
is of that consolidated index is simply the work of taking the 
separate indexes of these thirty-three volumes and with scis- 


is a se] 


sors and paste putting them together. While it is absolutely 
unscientific, it is better than the existing thirty-three indexes 
only, because it puts them all in one book. It does not give 


any idea of what legislation has been repealed and what | - 


lation may be inconsistent—in fact, practically it is of no value 


so far as giving an intelligent understanding of what the law 
is. Now, it turns out, on investigation, that there has been 
going on, in connection with a number of the bureaus of the 
Government where they have legal work, a large am 
indexing on their own account; so that there has been lex 
ing going on in various Departments, and under this provision 
we will have these consolidated and no duplication of the work. 


Let me give an illustration 


Mr. NORRIS. If the gentleman will permit, I would like to 
suggest——— 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD (continuing). Last summer, when the 


Landis Commission wanted all the laws relating to the work of 
the Public Printer, a full index had to be prepared by the young 
woman who catalogues the documents under the superintendent 
of documents, and it was a very unscientific and unsatisfactory 
work, as well as expensive. Now, the purpose to have all 
the indexes of the legislation and the works of the various | 
partments combined down here in the law library, where 
ean be reached, where the work can be done accurately, 
where we can get rid of the duplication of the work of 

various Departments. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Chairman, I want to suggest 
tleman from Maine that I heartily agree with 
ought to have some method of indexing by which 
the laws passed by Congress, but it occurred to me 
provided in some way by a resolution or by a law passed 
that one of the committees of the House should revise the 
statutes that they have already reported, as far as the criminal 
code is concerned. If that is true 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. It is not true. 
Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] will explain. 


is 


1c 
and 
these 


} 7 
le gen- 


To fT g 

him that we 
we can find 
that we had 


The gentleman from 
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Mr. NORRIS. Would the index proposed by this amendment 


be applicable to the revision that is to be made by this com- | 


mittee; and if it would not, what is the use of it? 
Mr. HOAR. 
net to codify the laws and to prepare an index, and that index 
is about half done, for the revision of the laws. 
completed under the authority of that Commission, but 
all. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


NORRIS. What is the use of having two indexes? 
LEFIELD. In the first place, the index of the 
revision of the laws has no relation whatever, not the slightest, 
legal proposition or as 
proposed in this amendment. To illustrate, the 
spoken of by the gentleman from Massachusetts would give you 
no index at all for the thirty-three volumes of the Statutes at 
Large, and by it you couldn’t find a thing in it. Now I will 


as a 


dexes 


read briefly what is really proposed by the amendment, and | 


then I will be glad to answer any questions. 
The CITAIRMAN. 
has expired. 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. 
The CHAIRMAN. 


I ask for five minutes more. 
The gentleman from Maine 


Is there objection? 

There was no cbjection. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Before the gentleman begins to read I 
want to him a question. If we are to have, as we propose 


ask 


to have, a complete index of the statutes of the United States, | 


would it not be better to have the index project carried over 
to the end of this Congress so as to include this legislation, and 
let the index be a compound index of both the new codification 
nnd the reference to the old? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I think not, and I will explain why. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It seems to me that it is wholly pre- 
miuture to organize another commission to index the statutes 
which for practical purposes have become obsolete. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The thirty-three volumes of the Stat- 
utes at Large never will become obsolete. The revision simply 
gives the public statutes as they exist to-day. 


thirty-three volumes of the Statutes at Large contain a vast 


whount of legislation, private in its character, and also public | the meantime that could only be consulted in Washington? 


in its character, and that law will not appear at all in the 


‘eyision. an ere is abs telv i - af ane wi ; hose | < 7 7 ; . 
revision, and there is absolutely no index of any value to those | think the index of the thirty-three volumes of the Statutes at 


thirty-three volumes. No matter how complete the index is to 


the Revised Statutes, you will have no index whatever to the | 


legislation enacted in previous years and included in the thirty- | 9. we had current legislation that required indexing the card 


three volumes of the Statutes at Large. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Why not make it all at one time? 
the law as it stands to-day, and refer to the law in the Statutes 
at Large under one title. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. 
make an index of that kind. 
revision of 1878 which we have gives no reference whatever to 
the Statutes at Large for the various years. I never saw 


tempt to make one, 
proposition : 


Pian 


Now, I will read the general scope of the 


to systematize the compiling, digesting, and indering of law for 
Congress and the Executive Departments. 


I, PROPOSED PLAN AND PURPOSE. 

three trained law inderers in the law library in the Capitol 
200, and $900, and two stenographers at $720 each. 

> a standard of classification for the Federal statute 
sification scheme of the Century Digest, which cost the 

‘ompany $20,000, is rapidly becoming the standard 
law of country. A standardized classilica- 
saver for all who consult the statutes. 


33 volumes (35 


scheme 


case the 
tion will be a time 
Index anew the 
(including 
possible to gather quickly and 
to All who use the ¢ 
daitfere ) 2 d t 
< 
< 


tring a century, 


subjected to er 


each following his own ideas as to 
idiess search and uncertainty. By 
printing in small type the index to private 
'.), @ handy, compact index to the 33 volumes 
an be prepared. 
Members of Congress, their clerks, and sec- 
y the detailed knowledge of Federal law, its 
a small group of trained inderers would gain 
led attention to such work. This knowledge, to- 
ls, compilations, and digests, being easily 
could be utilized during the legislative 


or by 


> law library the compiling, digesting, and | 
7 | 
which are needed regularly | 
bureaus and divis- | 


cs of the iaw 


; of Congress, the 


; of American and foreign law in the law | 
} libraries in so | 


ng the development of law 
and ofiices of the Executive Departments. 
library a clearing house, as it were, for both 
digests, and indexes which 


, divisions, 
law 
unprinted 


nar bureat 
Make 


pri ited 


the 


and compilations, are 


The commission is now authorized by special | : YY, | 
| when the Landis Commission wanted all the law relating to ¢}, os 
That will be | 
this | 
proposition of the gentleman from Maine will not affect that at | 


|} ete., of 


a proposition of fact, to the in- | employ 
index | in the 


The time of the gentleman from Maine 


asks unani- | 
mous consent that he may have his time extended five minutes. | 





Of course the | 


Index | 


I think it would be impracticable to | 
For instance, the index to the | 


an | 
index of that kind, and I think it would be incongruous to at- | 


| own employees. 


390 pages) of the Statutes at Large | 
joint resolutions, treaties, proclamations), and thus make it | 
accurately all the jaw on any particular | 
isting indezres, made by different persons at | 
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prepared, and thereby provide against wasteful duplication 
nish @ central point from which all officers of the Governme ; 
secure prompt and accurate information on all such matters, 
Make it possible for the sudden and occasional need for this 
law work to be promptly, economically and accurately satisfied 


fur. 
may 
sort of 
» @ v 
of the Public Printer this summer the compilation and index E 
be prgpared by the young women who catalogue documents 

office of the superintendent of documents. 

II. NECESSITY FOR SYSTEM. 

The aggregate amount of compiling, digesting, and indexing 
on various topics which is now done for the various bureaus. diy 
the Executive Departments and the committees of « 
requires an average annual expenditure for services alone of 
$15,000. 

An excessive price is now paid for service because it is cust 
persons already in the Government service. They 
in the compiling, indezing, etc., at night and other odd tines, 
value of their service is based on the number of months or y: 
which the work has been prolonged, e. g., three years are Claimed jy 
have been spent by three or four persons in preparing the ¢ 
dated Index to the Statutes at Large, whereas two persons, giving th, iy 
whole time to the use of scissors and paste, could have done it 
or eight months. 

Most of the compiling and indexing of law Is at present done jy 
amateurs, Many of whom have had no law training, and have no 
familiarity with law literature, and no experience in the use of Jay 
reference books. 

Great deal of valuable time now lost in endless search to find all th, 
law on particular topics in the 35,390 pages of the Statutes at Large. 
Logically identical matter is indexed under various subject headings. 
and often without cross references. Many laws and parts of laws are 
not indexed. There exists no list of the laws expressly repealed, much 
less those repealed by implication. 

Mr. PERKINS. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Maine a question. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. PERKINS. Does this provide for an index that is to he 
published or only for a card index? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. It provides for a printed index as wel] 


of law 
isions 
Mgresg 
nearly 
ary to 
sandwich 
id the 
S Over 


onsolj 


in six 


as for a card index. 


Mr. PERKINS. The result will be published in book form? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Yes; from time to time. 

Mr. PERKINS. This commission is to be a permanent com- 
mission or a force of clerks? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Yes; so as to keep the current law 
index up to date. 

Mr. PERKINS. How often does the gentleman from Maine 
suppose it would be published, or would it be a ecard index in 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. To illustrate, my idea would be this: I 
Large would be published as soon as it was completed, or per- 
haps as soon as the thirty-fourth volume was published. Then 


index would be carried along with it in a scientific manner, and 
from time to time we would have an additional publication, so 


| that it would be available for general use. 


Mr. PERKINS. Why does the gentleman say that this 
would necessarily stop the work of the Department in their 
indexing, would they be furnished with a card index? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. PERKINS. Would they be content with that? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I can’t absolutely say, but if Congress 
adopts a general plan and makes a clearing house wl 
can scientifically do the work, I do not believe the Departments 
would go on and duplicate it. 

It would be entirely unnecessary for them to undertake to 


‘re men 


| duplicate it, for they could get better work by the central or- 


ganization here in the law library than could be done by their 
I do not think there is any reason to 4 
that they weuld attempt to make indexes on their own : 
and thus get a poorer index, in order to make the law that re- 
lates to the various bureaus available for their daily use 

Mr. PERKINS. May I ask the gentleman, without any i 
propriety —— 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. PERKINS. If this scheme of indexing, in its general 
features, in reference to which he has consulted with the Libra- 
rian of Congress, meets with his approval? wi 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Yes; it meets with the approval of tie 
Librarian of Congress; it meets with the approval of the Assist 
ant Attorney-General for the Post-Office Department, !! 
with the approval of the chief law oflicer of the Depart 
Commerce and Labor, and I think my friend from Nevrass 
[ Mr. KENNEDY] has a very vigorous letter from the Att 
General of the United States, who also approves of it. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I should like to ask the ge 
two or three questions. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Certainly. ; 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Is not this commission tit W® 
appointed to codify the laws, and that undertook to revise We, 
doing this same identical work? 


ssume 


ount, 


was 








1906. 


Mr. LIVTLEFIELD. Not at all. 

\ir. CLARK of Missouri. Is there not some kind of a com- 
n that we had a wrangle about here four or five weeks 
iauking some sort of an index of all the acts passed by Con- 


tTLEFIELD. No. 


LI’ 
ir. CLARK of Missouri. What was that ? 
I’ 


Mr. L r'YLEFIELD. No; they are simply making a private- 
hill index. I did not know that there was any such legislation, 


the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
lv making a private-bill index. 
r. PERKINS. Your index will not cover private bills at 
it? 


SmirH! tells me they are 


Wil 


. LITTLEFIELD. No. It will scientifically cover the 
thirty-three volumes of the Statutes at Large. 
- PERKINS. Private bills as well as public bills? 
ir LITTLEFIELD. I imagine so. 
MA NN. Not private bills, but private laws. The gentle- 
man said “ private bills.” 
ir. LITTLEFIELD. Private laws. 
Mr. PERKINS. Would they index a pension bill, for in- | 
Mr. 1 ITTLEFIELD. If pension bills or private claims were 
ried along in the general index, it would take up an im- 
menst space i in the index, and they would not be carried along, 
| should say, in the scientific manner that is proposed to be 
employed by these clerks, in the general index of the public 
laws: that is, they would not cumber up the general index of 
the public laws with an index of private claims and pension 
bills. Of course, it is entirely true that people may want to 


ertain what private bills have been passed, and that informa- 
tion ought to be available, and undoubtedly will be available, 
but not in this index of the public laws. Under this, very likely 





very properly, they might have an index of private laws. 

Mr. CLARIX of Missouri. If we establish this commission, 
what assurance have we that it will not be a continuing and 
perpetual performance? 

Mr, LITTLEFIELD. I am inclined to think, if the gentle- 
man from Missouri will excuse me, that it ought to be. It is | 
not a commission, or a bureau, but it simply authorizes the em- 
ployment of three additional clerks in the law library, with two 
stenographers. They can be cut off at any time, and if one can 
do the indexing that is necessary, and that we all concede we 
ought to have 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Of course. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. There is no question about it. It is 
not a permanent appropriation. It is an appropriation simply 
for this year. If they get their indexing up to date, and these 


clerks are not necessary, why, they can be cut off on any subse- 


quent appropriation bill. If one clerk, for instance, can keep 
the scientific indexing up to date, we can regulate and control | 
the matter by simply appropriating for one clerk; only the idea 


is to have some system for keeping the index up to date after 
ihey have completed the indexing now on hand, so that it will 
be current, and I have no doubt the gentleman will say that 
is entirely proper. 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I think it ought to be kept up, but 
here now you go and appropriate for one year. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Yes. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Can they do all that work in one 
year or not? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I doubt if they can. They can 


bring it up to date in one year. 


+ llivectree ; 
iustration, 


Let me give the gentleman an 
I A scissors-and-paste index—and that is what first 
1 

i R 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





fication of the laws is necessary a 
| tion is necessary, 
| 





8567 





Mr. TAWNEY. It has not been paid for. 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Nothing has been paid for that index 
as yet. It has been printed at great expense, but nothing has 


been paid as compensation for the making of it. 


Mr. MANN. It has been made at great expense up to date? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. That is true. 

Mr. MANN. And is valueless? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. No; I will not go quite so far as to 
say that. I do not think that can with propriety be said. 

Mr. MANN. It is so nearly valueless that the gentleman 


already wishes to supersede it before it is paid for. 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. That is right. 
Mr. MANN. I should say that comes very near to being val- 
ueless in the gentleman’s opinion. The gentleman's proposition 


is that he wishes to have some person who is scientifically able 
to make an index, prepare an index, of both the private and 
public laws comprised in the volumes of the Statutes at Large. 
Am I correct? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman not think that in 
if we have a codification of the laws, the index of 
tion and the index of the Statutes 


any 
the 


event, 
codifica- 


at Large ought to be made on 
the same lines, so that a person who becomes familiar with the 
index to the codification can find something he wants to find 
in the index to the Statutes at Large without learning the new 
system? 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. There is something in the suggestion 
of the gentleman. 
Mr. MANN. In other words, two different men never make 


an index in the same way. 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Let me eall the gentleman's 


attention 
to this fact. The Commission that is now in charge 


of the 


re- 


vision of the statutes is making an index of that revision. 
They go out of existence unless Congress increases their tenure 
as soon as they complete that work. Of course the gentle- 
| man concedes, because every gentleman who i« intelligent on 
| the subject will, that a proper index is necessary of these 
thirty-three volumes of the Statutes at Large. Of course that 


is one of the great things involved in this proposition. 

Mr. MANN. I certainly will « that if a proper 
proper index to the cor 
and if that codification is made in the 


mecede codi- 
lifica- 


proper 


manner, it will contain side notes on each page giving a his- 
| tory of every public statute, which itself is the best index 
possible of the public statutes. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Let me eall the gentleman’s atten- 


tion to this, 


not 


called my attention to this need—has been made now of the | 
thirty-three volumes, and there was an estimate made in the | 
State Department that the value of the work for doing that 
simply by the use of scissors and paste—and the gentleman who 


le the estimate did not know how it was done, did not under- 


stand the lack of scientific value—was from ten to fifteen thou- 
id dollars. Now, these three clerks and two stenographers 
ld undoubtedly make a scientific index of the same volumes 
t least two years’ time, and probably less, for which that esti- 
te of something like from ten to fifteen thousand dollars was 
le, and make it valuable. 
CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the gentleman’s time 
be extended for five minutes. 
‘ir. MATION, Mr. Chairman, I demand the regular order. 
Ir. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I would now like to ask the gentleman a question 


ir. LUYTLEFIELD. 
Mr. MANN. 

centleman for information—an index has recently | 
very great expense that everybody concedes to be 


Certainly. 


een made at 
valueless, 


Mr. Chairman, as I underst: oe I ask the | 


that many of the laws have been 
have their effect on existing cases. A 
does not show the history 


re ] e 
codification, 
of the laws which ae 


iled and yet 
of c 


been 1 pealed. 


urse, 


Mr. MANN. The gentleman’s suggestion is of value, but it 
came before I had finished my proposition. I have no doubt 
that there ought to be a method, an easy method obtained by 
which a person looking up a law ean find the law in an index, 


but it seems to me that it would be almost 


a valueless piece 
| of work to now propose to make an index to the Statutes at 
Large without including in that index the index to the codified 
laws and without having the index upon the same general 
schemes; and that in order to do that this matter ought to go to 
the Committee on the Revision of the Laws. I think we ough? 
| to authorize them to sit during the recess. If you make an 
index to this now without including the codification, you omit 
the main statute that you want to cover—the principal statute 
| at large of the public law—because you do 1 cover the codi- 
fication. The man who looks at the index ought to be able to 
find the law in the codified law and in connection with that on 
the same general scheme ought to be able to find the law in the 
Statutes at Lar 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I will say to the gentleman frankly 
that while that may be his view of it, I have had occasion in 
my time to examine a great many indexes and I never saw one 
built on that plan. I have examined the index of the re 
vised statutes of my State year after vear, and we have in my 
State legislation annually, and I never found an index of the 
revised statutes that would give me the necessary light in 
searching out the legislation from year to year. 

Mr. MANN. Well, the gentleman did not listen with his 
usual acumen. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I beg pardon. That may be ie, but 
I was endeavoring to do so. 

Mr. MANN. I do not say that the index to 1 cod tion 
ought to include the index to the Statutes at Lar ut | that 
the Statutes at Large ought to include the index to the codi 
fication. It is a perfectly plain proposition, I y 


man will admit. 
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Mr. LITTLEFIELD. That the index of the Statutes at 
Large ought to include the index to the codification? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois 
has expired. 

Mr. MANN. I ask, Mr. Chairman, for two minutes more. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate on this 
almendment be closed in five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Llinois yield to 
the gentleman from Minnesota? 

Mr. MANN. I do. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Minnesota moves 
that all debate upon the pending paragraph be closed in five 
Ininutes. 

The motion was agreed to. 
\ MANN. Does not the gentleman think that if the codifi- 
cation of the Statutes at Large is brought down to the date at 
which the index is concluded, it would be wiser if we would 
include the statutes which have been codified—— 
LITTLEFIELD. Oh, I do not think we ought to include 
all. IT am under an entirely different impression. We 
to-day the revision of 1878—that is, the Revised Statutes 
the United States—and in the back part of that volume there 
is an to the Revised Statutes of the United States, and 
that is all that that relates te—— 

Mr. MANN. And all that it ought to relate to. 

LITTLEFIELD. We have thirty-three volumes, or will 
hi ur, perhaps, when this index is completed, and 
of those thirty-four yolumes, if I am right, and 
the n I am, all that the index ef those 
four volumes ought to relate to are those thirty-four vol- 
I do not think, if the gentleman will excuse me for 
a suggestion, it has any necessary or proper or legal 
tion with the index of the revision, and it seems to me it 

2g to be 

Mr. MANN. But the gentleman will see if the index is not 
completed until the law is codified it will necessarily include 
the index of the codified law, because that is one of the statutes 

will be published as part of the session’s laws. 
1dex of the revision and the index to the Statutes at Large 
uight to be on the same scheme in regard to the same subject. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I appreciate the force of the gentle- 
man’s suggestion, but it is impracticable to take them that way. 
This C 
they complete their work. 

Mr. MANN. 
during the 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. 


fu 
‘il. 


Mir. 
that at 
have 
of 


tnadexX 


*ty-fe 


under impressic 


making 
conne 


recess, 


Now, this present proposition, as I 


hearty approval of the Committee on Revision of the Laws. | 


Rey 


yT, 
Jil 


ision of the Laws—— 
. MANN. I do not so understand it. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I so understand it, that 
hearty approval of the Committee on Revision of the Laws. 


‘his index can have no earthly relation to the index made by | 
It is entirely independent and separate from | 


the Commission. 
it, and it is impracticable, if the gentleman will permit me, to 
include the two. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
the gentleman from Nebraska? 

Mr. MANN. I believe the time is mine. 

Mr. KENNEDY cf Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, I would like to 
ask the gentleman from Maine to have read at the desk in his 


time before the debate closes the Attorney-General’s letter to | 


me on this subject. 

Mr. MANN. 
RECORD. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska. Would it be asking too much 
to request the gentleman from Illinois to have the letter read in 
his time? 

Mr. MANN. 

ike a 


the 


It would not be if the gentleman will wait until 
suggestion. » I understood the gentleman from Maine 
Committee on the Revision of the Laws was in favor 
this ypu nosition. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. 
Mr. MANN. 
' +} 


Sy 


I so understand. 

I taiked to two gentlemen the other day prom- 
chairman, and I did not so understand. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Then I may be in error. 

Mr. MANN. It seems to me that the wisest thing to do, if 

we are going to permit this committee to sit during the recess, 

would be to let that committee consider this question. It is 

right in the line of their work, and let them ascertain what 

kind of an index we ought to haye made and how it shall be 

brought about, without putting it in here where there may be 

a conflict. 


mnimission to revise is going out of existence as soon as | 


Does the gentleman from Maine yield to | 


I will be very glad to have that printed in the | 


the Committee on the Revision of the Laws, including | 
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Mr. LITTLEFIELD. This amendment expressly provides—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I want the amendment read, 
I was not present when it was read before, and some other gey- 
tlemen would also like to hear it. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani- 
mous consent that the letter written to me by the Attorney. 
General of the United States covering this matter be read to i) 
House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Nebraska asks unani- 
mous consent that a letter addressed to him by the Attorney- 
General be read. Is there objection? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, we have consumed almost 
hour on this proposition. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. LITTL£FIELD] will be 
again read. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the letter referred to 
by the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. KENNEDY] be prinied in 
the REcorp. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Manx] 
asks unanimous consent that the letter referred to by the gentle- 
man from Nebraska be printed in the Recorp. Is there objec. 
tion? 

There was no objection. 

The letter referred to is as follows: 


an 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
Washington, June 12, 1906. 
Hon. JoHn L. KENNEDY, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Sir: I have received your letter of the 7th instant, inclosing [louse 
resolution No. 538 relative “to the preparation of a thoroughly good 
index to the Statutes at Large and such other compilations, divests, 
and indexes as may be required from time to time for the use of Con- 
gress or other official use,’ and you are at liberty to say that I heartily 
indorse the object of your resolution. 

A new index to the public acts and resolutions found in the thirty- 
three volumes of the Statutes at Large would, if thoroughly done, be 
of great use to this Department. It is frequently necessary, not only 
to know the existing law, but the statutes which preceded the existin 
law and the interpretation which the courts have given the earlier 
statutes, as, for example, the various bankruptcy laws. 

As rapidly as the chapters of the new edition of the Revised Statutes 
are enacted they ought to be indexed by expert law indexers; and each 
year the new statutes of general and permanent interest ought to be 
indexed in accordance with the same general plan. 

There is undoubtedly a certain quantity of compiling, digesting, and 


is 


| indexing of law required by the bureaus, etc., of the Executive Depart- 


oe ae _ | ments and the committees of Congress. 
But I understood this Commission wants to sit | 





| 
j 
| 
| 
j 


| 


Until a particular werk is 
printed, few, if any, outside of the particular office in which it is pre- 
pared know about it. It is impossible to estimate accurately the pres- 
cnt cost of this work, because it is prepared under so many dierent 
circumstances—special appropriations in some instances and regularly 
employed clerks at different salaries in other instances. If the work 
were systematized at some central point and placed in the hands of 
specially trained law clerks, it would undoubtedly be better and wore 


W. H. Moopy, 
Attorney-General. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to again reporting the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Lirrie- 


: | economically done than it is at present. 
it has the | 


Respectfully, 


| FIELD]? 


There was no objection. 

The Clerk again read the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. LitrLerrerp]. 

The question was taken; and the Chair announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Division, Mr. Chairman. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 45, noes 42. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I desire to address myself 
to the preceding section, and only for a minute or two, if the 


| committee will not object, in reference to the enforcement of 


the antitrust law. I ask unanimous consent that I may pro- 
ceed for a few minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous conseut 
to return to the preceding section. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Yes; for five minutes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will consent to it if it is to be simply a 
pro forma amendment. 

Mr. BARTLETT. That is all. 

Mr. TAWNEY. For discussion? 

Mr. BARTLETT. That is all. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none, and the gentleman from Georgia | Mr. 
BARTLETT] is recognized for five minutes. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I shall detain the committee but for 4 
few moments. The enforcement of the antitrust law under 
the act of Congress specified in this section is a provision which 
I had the honor to offer and have placed upon the legisla- 
tive, executive, and judicial appropriation bill in December, 








1906. 
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» which became a law February 1903, and provided 
an appropriation for the enforcement of the law against 
ts. This law has been, in a measure, enforced since that 
t - In 1902 I offered an amendment appropriating only 
eo5.000, That was met by an amendment offered by the gen- 
voyan from Iowa [Mr. Hepsurn] increasing the sum toe $500,- 
’ I take the floor merely to call attention to the fact that 
we appropriated $500,000 in 1902 there still remains, 
paying—I will not say exorbitant, but large—salaries 
torneys and other officers of the Department of Justice in 
rosecution of these trust companies, on March 17, 1903, 
ended $379,000 of this fund. 
TAWNEY. Will the gentleman yield? 
BARTLETT. Certainly. 
TAWNEY. I want to say there is a little over $100,000 
Forty-five thousand dollars has been appropriated out 
it fund for the coal and oil investigation, and this bill 
an appropriation of $160,000 more out of that fund 
» same purpose. The committee believing that this money 
ppropriated for the investigation of violations of the anti- 


law, and as this investigation is now going on along 
line, the money heretofore appropriated should be made 
ble for that purpose. 


BARTLETT. I agree thoroughly with the gentleman 

.e committee that they did the proper thing. I have no 

( sm to make of the committee, but I merely call attention 
fact that the amendment I offered for $250,000 four 

eo nearly was ample to answer all the purposes that the 


\ istration has undertaken to carry out in the enforce- 
of the antitrust law since then, and that the $500,000 


led for by the bill in 1902 was unnecessary. With the 
sums spent in the investigation of the violations of the 
ist law, with the large sums paid to detectives for in- 
¢ into these violations, and the large salaries paid to assist- 
ttorneys and special attorneys the Administration has 
ot yet been able to expend $250,000 that was provided in the 
iment that I offered to the bill in 1902. 
| will not say anything further in reference to that, Mr. 
an, except to ask permission to incorporate in the Recorp 
vidence of witnesses who appeared before the Committee 
propriations and the statements made before that commit- 
tee in the hearings, which I hold in my hand, in order to show 
untry what has been done with this sum, and the amount 
which has been spent and the manner it has been paid out. I 
ask that permission, Mr. Chairman. [Loud applause.] 
‘CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to 
xtend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none. 
he matter is as follows: 
ENFORCEMENT OF ANTITRUST LAWS 
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ise.] 


Mr. TAWNEY. Can you tell us how much money has been expended 
f that special fund of $500,000? 

Mr, Guover. I can not tell you; I don’t know. 

Mr. Lirraurr. We would like you to find out; you have the accounts, 
you not, in your charge, the accounts of the Department? 

Mr. GLover. Yes; I am chief of the division. 


\l 


Lirraurr. I would like to have you make up a statement and 
t to us as early as you can, covering all the expenditures included 
appropriation of $500,000, the balances which have been reap- 
ated from year to year, made available from year to year, that 


taken place since the appropriation was made for the enforcement 
antitrust law. 


Mr. Guover. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Livineston. The amounts paid, and to whom. 
Mr. Livravugr. Including, of course, the expenditures to the Ist of 
ry from the time the amount was originally available. 
\ir. Kmnnarp. The amount paid to each person? 
Mr. Lirraver. No; the amount paid each year, and in the fiscal 
1905, and for the half year of 1906. 
KENNARD. The total amount. 
LirTavuER. The total amounts for each year. 
LIVINGSTON. And we want the amount paid to each person. 
TAWNEY. If it is practical. 
GLOVER. We have a whole lot of necessary employees of the 
Government, but I don’t think the committee would want to have all 
t in here; it may be a disclosure that you would not want. It 
t be a benefit to some of these antitrust people, who would be glad 
ow who was employed to run them out. 
r. LirrTauER. Put it in as full shape as you think the proper inter- 
of all concerned warrant, 





ENFORCEMENT OF ANTITRUST LAWS. 
he next is the enforcement of the antitrust laws. 

FIELD. The estimate merely provides that the unexpended_bal- 
shall be made avatiable for the next fiscal year. That has been 
very year since the $500,000 appropriation was started. 

. SULLIVAN. What balance is there? 

V'IeLp. ‘The unexpended balance at present, after deducting the 

0 transferred to the Interstate Commerce Commission, is $298,000. 
is the unexpended balance to-day. 

- SULLIVAN. Up to what date? 

. FIELD. Up to to-day. 


atig LLIVAN. That is excluding the $40,000 for the Tillman-Gillespie 
LutION ¢ 


} FIELD. Yes. 
Mr. Taveom, That was $45,000, was it not? 





[After | 





M.D. Purdy. 





Mr. Fretp. It was either $40,000 or $45,000. 
The CHAIRMAN. You have submitted to the committee at 


this Con- 
gress a detailed statement of the expenditures out of the fund? 


Mr. Firetp. Yes. That was incident to the urgent deficiency Dill. 

The CHAIRMAN. It was printed in full in the hearings on the urgent 
deficiency bill. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Is the Department of Justice now prosecuting any 
trust cases? 

Mr. Frevp. I can hardly answer that. I am not familiar with just 
what prosecutions the Attorney- General is making or preparing to 
make. There are several cases under investigation, but in just what 
state the prosecutions are I could not answer. 


The CHAIRMAN. 


One is the tobacco trust. 
Mr. SULLIVAN. 


What is the status of the 
The CHAIRMAN. I do not know. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. You are through with the beef cases now, 
gress should grant.an appeal? 

Mr. Frevp. I understand so, 


beef cases? 


unless Con- 
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JUSTICE, 


January 16, 


DEPARTMENT OF 


Washington, 1906. 


Hon. L. M. LITTAvER, 


Chairman Subcommittee on Deficiency Appropriations, 

House of Representatives. 
Str: In response to a verbal request made by 
Is of this Department at a hearing on the 


DEAR 


your committee 
of officia 


urgent auhcomaey 


bill on Saturday last, the 13th instant, for a statement of the amounts 
expended under the appropriation for the enforcement of the anti- 
trust laws, I have the honor to send you herewith a statement show- 
ing in detail the expenditures under this appropriation from March 
17, 1903, to January 16, 1906, giving the names of the parties to whon 


payments were made and the date, purpose, and amount of payment. 
Respectfully, 
M. D. Purpy. 


Acting Attorney-General. 


Statement showing amount erpended under appropriation “Enforcement 
of antitrust laws,’ 

















| 
Name. | When paid. Paid for A m« Total. 
WA DGG ccteuns March, 1908 ....| Salary ..............- $291. 67 
91. 67 
OD cn tcceinnst DI WR... cccclewnwn i ahiiiaicdchicndbbinti 576. 90 
M.D. Pardy.....}..... CO ircnieccsiemenialneinind iL nasitinneidiate 412.10 
W. M. Collier ....}..... ( SERA ete a 210.16 
J.C. Morcock..../....-. i cicutnitvinasinns ckenitennicsiinannivand . 16 
| | - 1, 234. 32 
D.T. Watson ....| May, 19038....... Expenses ...... 500. 90 | 
a a ld Professional services 10, 000.00 | 
NO oh ene ersten SRN Seireemntiiinitnns 
M.D. Purdy iis oe OD dctiicecn tivated ERROR ey >. 
W.M.C ollier ....| acai inning aii Ch cnisaiensiatntaenee : 
J.C. Morcock....}..... icccansniitninidaean ip iitaiintntedenetintetineve 136. 20 
— 12,042. 30 
Smith Bros.....- | June, 1903 ...... Expenses ............ 180.00 
| B.S. Taylor .....}..... | See Fi 80. 00 
Te ko oh cealen dil chains iii NIE A ccrnistinnicccihholen 576.90 
el Ee ES ein cl ears i cmitainiatviandiclad | ae 412. 10 
W. M. Collier ....}..... p eas Niet la 370.90 
G.C. Todd ie aaa 39.56 
J.C. Morcock ae Bene 131.90 | 
J.H. Graves -.... as Pe eis caw se i sdsbktic cath ti 31.90 
1,923. 26 
ir > Di Be octets C3. eee titi ahi 89. 70 
MM. D. Purdy - i Be ie rie 421.20 | 
W.M.¢ ‘ollier -.__|- eae Re I aie hcl . 379.1 
G.C. Todd ....... |-----do Dicciedaisienit Raanved Mik | 34.80 
J.C. Morcoek..-.|-...- OT sieenneabeidtivaen, i chitetinithapetecsancaien 34.80 | 
J.H. Gonna) shssaln naaieieinieantiete iatctietiateaanaties 134. 80 
| — } 1,794.40 
Lf * August, 1908 ...!..... BD cceveresvecanecel 589.70 | 
M. D. Purdy omen Pe Se dsctastantiiaaeliicaivn a 21.20 
W. M. Collier ....}__... eatin ee Lil tneteineicneabedlic } 379.10 
G. C. — De hcaaes ald , Sena Uree il iiaieiinlainitice 4. 80 
| 1,818.25 
W. ADR . cause. September,1908).....do ...............- 61.50 | 
Do. pied Bint aun aera 570. 60 | 
M.D. Purdy re a ichestansdivaim iinnetnidevetsniiiens 407. 60 
W. M. Collier ..../..... RR eee a lhe dena 366. 80 
Oi Cr i ensdnelncnead Wi itnidisttiat eles. ile ectiiacaiibiiet stimaciacinn 130. 40 
J.C. Morcock .../..... SRE ON I tialicctiaseptnttcceindibiens 130. 40 
J.H. Graves.....|....-. ee aisigies tickecniiainiaiies) i cacisiarieniaictiy taba 130. 40 
—~-- 1,797.70 
W. Ac DRR cs cccn- ee ee 89. 70 
M: D. Paréy ....-}....- ep teecctdniciea indeed | eae 421.20 | 
W. M. Collier ..../..... Miiceccttsen = RCS SETEERS 379.10 | 
G.C.Todd...... iain Siiiencaithacsdinass 134. 80 | 
J.C. Morcock....}..... OA eatee to Ta 134. 80 
J.H.Graves....-./_.... IN cacti deciikaniin li cslecdhseuninbbaiehanadastie 30. 43 
| — 1,690.03 
W.A. Day ....... November, 1998 '___.- cise teerteninneiiebe 570. 60 
M.D. Purdy ...../.... ake ace teckel Ee 407. 60 
W. M. Collier ..../..... a di nieatieiiealmemard a 366. Si 
ee RN a ee CR cinta atsenen 130. 40 
GS acco Rauakesecd i csncmenatiiecd Se \aknsttetinecsiamwun 130.4 
— 1, 605. 80 
H.N.Saxton ....| December, 1908) Expenses -........... 127.73 
We A SE scien BEY do STEN kicetmenanrtoun 589. 70 
i ee iden coin Siskinicmeenttaions it ienateneien: 421. 20 
mF 4:.0UlU ee eee eee ee Si diiniiainiantctehtepinan 379. 10 
ne a aetiis hed Ginn eames ee ia nseccccieatunhesins 134. 80 
d.C. Morcock....}.....do .......... a aide ica tcinciiinbenas toaienns 134. 80 - 
_ 1, 787.33 
W.A. Day .......| January, 1904 ..}....- BD wwcecewwee ceveee 596. 20 
Sienna isateabel i Siicake ante Weenccll wennenwsen eecece 425. 80 | 





ment showing amount ¢ - nded under appropriation “Enforcement 
st laws ”’ 


of antit) 


When paid. 


W.M.¢ ollie January, 
(a l oe | ee 


..do. 


1904 


Ww i ‘ 
M.D. Purdy 
W.M. Collier... 


Septemt 


October, 1% 
do 


Nove 


January, 1906 


3 & O. R. R.Co 


vis 
anil 


istrum 


mber, 1904 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Continued. 


Amount. 


$383. 20 | 
170. 30 | 
136. 30 
557.60 
388. 40 
358. 60 
159. 40 
127.40 


412.10 
370.9 
164. 50 
131, %) 





131.90 


500. 00 


165. 66 

102.9) | 

358. 30 
. 35 | 


Expenses 
Salary and expenses. 


Salary 


Salary and expenses. 


' 
Salary and expenses 


62.7 
208. ¢ 
500. 
1, 000. 
1, 000. 
s-| 1m 
| 1,000. 





Expenses 
Salary and expenses. 





Transportation 
Expenses - 


Salaryandexpenses.! 490.05 | 


Total. 





| E. 
| V.N. Roadstrum 


|} Pullman Co 


| G.C. 


| F.B. Kellogg - 


| E. St. Clair 
iQ. i 


Statement showing amount expended under appropriation “ Enforce, 
of antitrust laws’ 


= | 
Name. | 


H. B. Duncan -.- 
E. St. Clair 
r. I. Porter 

S. E. Simonson 
Ww. z ‘Me Dermott 

Do 

A. M. Tillman 
N.C. Dolan 


| J. b. > s! 
| R.H.° 


Taylor 

H.B. Duncan..../....- do 
F. M. Tate do _.. 
H. x Don: igi Pate 
a. _...d0 
oO. E. agiz do 

F. ° , do 


June, 
a St. Clair 


.McDermott!...- 
RPGER Re - 
iy 4, eee ae li 


Tenn. Cent. R.R- 


Penna. R. R 
IO... 

Todd 

E.N.Hill 


F.H. Levy. 
H. W.Taft.....--| 


C.,C.,C. & 8t. L. 
Rwy. 
H. B. Duncan...- 


7 a 

V.N. Roadstrum 
G.E. Burns 
E.J.McHugh - 
L. Richey 

T.- Sertee 





: | S.E. Simonson 


2, 415. 64 | 


2,939. 99 


| F.N. Judson 
| J. Harmon 





Do 


| ED rerey...... 


A.B. Clark aaa 

C. Starek .- 

HM. Stac k 

M.D. Purdy -.---- See do 
W.J.MecDe rmott| 

G.C. Todd--. 
J.H. Graves _....|__.-- do 
eS ae Secbanieaa 


H. B. Duncan...- 
T.K. Bruner --.--} 
W.D. Miles 
V.N. Roadstrum 
E. St. Clair 

T.I. Porter 

G.E. Burns......| 
E. J. McHugh....| 
O. E. Pagin 

L. Ric hey 

E. P. Grosvenor ms 
J. F. Johnson .... 
E.N. Hill ..- 
G.C. Todd 
J.H.Graves.....! 
A.K. Morrison -- 





L.& N.R.R.Co - | September, 1905 


So. Rwy. Co 

V.N. Roadstrum 
W.J.McDermott 
E. P. Grosvenor - 


| 5 hone 


H.B. Duncan 
E.J.McHugh 

E. St. Clair 

Gunthorp-War- 
ren Printing 
Co. 

T.I. Porter 

E. P. Grosvenor -| 


O.E. 
ras 
E.N. 


G.C. joo go I iia ence canal 


When paid. 


August, 1905 -_.- 
i ete 


aleitaats do .. 


..-| Sal ry 





JUNE 15, 


*—( Continued. 


Paid for— 


Amount. 


Salary 
Salary and expenses 


$50.00 | 
181.96 | 
4,181. 42 | 
310. 49 | 
128. 57 
112. 65 
175. 05 
198.95 | 
179. 40 
218. 40 
200. 00 
221.45 
226. 70 
208. 38 
1,963. 88 
559.00 
700. 00 


Salary 
Go... 


“Professional se 


513. 0: 
180. 
245 
348, 
125. 
188. : 


Salary 
Salary and expenses. 
Salary -..-.- 
7s ranspor tation 
20 
. 65 
~00 
22.00 
00 
Salary 208. 34 
Professionalservices | 200. 00 
2.50). OO |} 
1,000.00 
1, 000. 00 





or 


oo. UO 


Salary 

3a) ary and expenses. 175. 32 
117.85 
100. 67 
477.99 
251. 40 | 
222. 50 
270.75 
115. 20 


Expenses 
Salary and expenses. 
610.0 On 
4.20 
152.73 
150. 00 
2U8. 33 
208, 33 
100.00 
200,00 
4,000.00 | 
4, 000. 00 


Salary and expenses 





425, 12 » 
248. 00 
217.00 
216. 07 
168. 00 
120.83 
25. 00 
150. 00 
208. 33 
208. 33 
25. OO 


Salary and expenses 


Expenses 
Salary and expenses 


Expenses 


25.00 | 
19.95 

oeeey and expenses | B88. 39 | 
Salar 120.00 
125.00 

11.95 | 

203. 60 | 

287.50 | 

53.10 | 

206.35 | 
226. 45 
168. 57 


Salary and expenses. 
Expenses 


| Salary and expenses. 


Salary 7 . OA | 
Professional services 500, 00 
200. 00 | 
208. 34 | 


— 


ment 


8, 407.75 





1906. 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. SOT 1 


tatement showing amount expended under appropriation “Enforcement 
of antitrust laws ”—Continued. 


Name. | When paid. 





1. Graves....-| September, 1905 
K. Morrison .-|...-- WE hd de teaee 
St. Cla ...<s- October, 1905_ _- 
N. Roadstrum)...--. do 
J.McDermott .....do 
B. Duncan..../....- do 
EB. Pagin'......|....-d0 
. Porte? sin ceclacund do 
[. Donaghy -.-|.-...do 


Davis Site ae 
M. Stackhouse! _....do 
1.rraves — do 
P, Grosvenor -|.....do 
1. McDermott}.....do 


N. Roadstrum|) November, 1905 








do .. eccce 
s ( I do ines belie ei ence 
ter ee ccaedae 
H. T. Donaghy stint nice’ 
E.d BOG wcclass oa is seiakeus 
| ees) i cts akadede 
L.R ‘ ae | Se 
H. B. Duncan ....}....- | Ee 
E. A.Gormon ...!....- OL tis 
O.E. Pagin I i a ical 
M.D. Purdy -.- le as anos 
H. B. Duncan . Re ee 
1H. ves sari i iale tain 
WATT. cs nckeewud te 
a. N. iste seecenstteases Sete conkin 
Baltimore and | December, 1905 
Ohio R.R 
Central of Geor- |_..-- GO scnnasseee 
gia R.R. | 
Seaboard : - ASP (A sccasM cectcnsce 
Line Rwy. | 
W.J.McDermott}__.-- Me ceeadunes 
V.N. Roadstrum!_.... et coiasnce 
Bm tees... 3. De I i att al 
B. St. Claim ...-.afecc. | nde Bag 
E. P.Grosvenor .}.....@0.......... 
©. EB. Patt cw ee 
Ta J . ee ee 
E. J foal eae 
L. Ri | ccs owasaue 
F. M. T: ; . ae 
H.T. Donaghy , ee See 
J. IN. CHROME sacle ccs cecaaaced 
Gunthorp-War- |_...- WPS cctetinak 
ren Printing 
Co 
O. 3: Pease ca cccte ee Nseries 
SE cen Gee GP = Js ctiaten 
J.H. Graves ...s.|.<o<- O05 duién | 
A. F’. BEOBPY..... lnc stedabacescuien 
H.B.Duncan..... January, 1906..| 
W.J. McDermott) .....do..........] 
W.D. Mil do 
\ 





Grand total 
ss disallow- 








Paid for— | Amount. 
} 

GO Shicciiianandin | $208. 2 
ae , 75. 00 
so Re tae 166. 67 
Salary and expenses. 405.12 
a ES: 150. 00 
Salary and expenses 294. 00 
PEO 0.2556 a ndece 120.51 
Salary and expenses.| 240. 94 
seine M a ate iii | 264.00 

ecenabive hice ells kine 216.95 | 
aon Gasceckousancutesl 212. 25 
SIs = svduasadisedhlbipaaeiaii 212. 66 
OO. cnudscannh deck 241.35 
eel pA Loe! ail tica! 135. 80 
re oe ee 26. 50 
II esi cipiartc niche 133. 33 
Salary and expenses.| 5. 00 
prea | 16. 6 
Salary and expenses.} 229.01 
Salary cdekne conn } 120. 00 
a a a 90. 28 
RE ae eee | =. 208. 38 
a Re a ee | 52.50 
CMI igre oer | 33.33 
Professional services | 125.00 
SO at ele eae 150. 00 
do ~ A he ae 350. 00 
Transportation ---.... | 10.00 
a sais iaaeaes euaaita ail | 10. 00 


Salary and expenses. 





ST kt Gderbae sackasneee 141 
ENE odudtedcductkee 2,500 
i ai ing 208 
Seles a alt ne annansiin 70 
Salary and expenses 424 

5 TN cs abies - 158 
Salary and expenses-| 538 
NE ceca saa oneal 425 
Salary : 166 
Salary and expenses. } 254 

Sai cial ictieaecea ia elite 1 
SE esis) accent wie dee 253 

: Dien cass actin 319 
| Salary -...- a atenank 200 
Salary and expenses 254 
do Feats 6 ited j Oo 
a ea | 50 
ae adg nab ntpebleeas j 7 
SOM ikts cintene es a 7 


Salary 166 


Professional services| 7,500. (f 


6, 000 








| 
a 
SE aia ali l i | 
Salary and expenses 319. 12 
SL cA Gndstibatadenkwes 219. 50 
er | ee ee | 248. 63 
wistlesi Es xscgedtieatohaiesa 248.40 | 
we adewdaun ‘ 248 50 | 
caeteee WiGticctontaennst 297.70 
eal do simatic ilettdied 
pS EES 
do ts ee ee 
Salary and expenses 
NE sine ada ceiinel 
ns a rd aaa ; 
Professional services 200. 00 
Transportation -..... 54.00 
inn I chk eos yaeioaan 25.00 
ee do ......-.--------} 6.40 
NE cin acca aes 120.00 
Salary and expenses 379.14 
OO ra 200. 00 
af:cemts Ex ib pera ae 166. 67 
Si tact ciateannae 166. 67 
Co ae 137.55 
Salary and expenses 324.17 
un eR eas 240. 66 
Fe ON oi Paces kevcee aoa 240.00 
cane ei DS oh a ote | 241.02 
a a re te 240. 20 
eae | 50. 00 
Lous WP ukianwaswieneen 18.00 


35 
00 
. 34 
00 


. 84 
00 
83 
Ol 
. 67 
30 
pO 
92 
92 
| 
46 
00 
.20 | 


00 | 
. 67 
} 
| 


) 
OO 


ances 


Total amount 
expended. | 





Total. 


$4,470. 44 


4 


3 


5 


282. 88 


, 561.31 


S292 17 


, 465. 32 


20, 692. 34 


10. 00 


, 682. 34 





| have the tests referr 





RECAPITULATION. 
Total amount appropriated_ $900, 000. 00 


Total amount expended______ 120, 682. 34 
Balance ___- peed . 879, 317. 66 


The above covers the period from March 17, 1903, to January 16, 
1906, inclusive. 

Mr. WILEY of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent to return to page 77 for the purpose of introducing an 
amendment, which I send to the Clerk’s desk, and ask that the 
House hear the amendment before passing on my request. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey 
unanimous consent to return to page 77 for the purpose of offer- 
ing an amendment, which the Clerk will report for the infor- 
mation of the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


1 
askKS 


On page line 18, add: “ Private individuals or corporations may 
av <i to in the last two paragraphs made under the 
United States authorities in charge by paying to the Un 


ited States 
Government the actual cost of such tests, in accordance wit! 


method and rules now in vogue for private testing at the Watertown 
Arsenal.” 


Mr. TAWNEY. I object, Mr. Chairman, 
The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. 
The Clerk read as follows: 





For salaries of United States di 











istrict ind expenses of 
United States district attorneys and their re istants, $475,000 
Provided, That this appropriation shall be available for the payment of 
the salaries of regularly appointed clerks to United States distri 
|} torneys for services rendered during vacancy in the offices of the 
United States district attorney: Provided further, That clerks and me 
sengers in the office of the United States district attorney for t 
southern district of New York all hereafter be paid f 1 this 
propriation and subsequent appropriations for salaries and exp 3 
of district attorneys, by the disbursing clerk Depart t 
Justice, in such number and at such salaries be fixed t 
Attorney-General, and that such office expenses of di rae 
as may be approved by the Attorney-General s!} ) 1 in the 
same manner and from the same appropriations as sit ex ses 
in other judicial districts, notwithstanding the provisions of section 


836, Revised Statutes. 


Mr. OLMSTED. MI offer an amendment. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I rise to reserve the point of 
order, beginning with the word “ Provided,” in line 25, page 144, 
and going to the end of the paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentlem: 
from Pennsylvania that as long as the point of order is reserved 
his amendment is not in order. The gentleman from New York 


* 
reserves the point of order on that portion which the Clerk 
has just read, beginning with “ Provided further,’ at the bottom 


| of page 144. 


Mr. PERKINS. That provision, Mr. Chairman, is not based 
on anything that is contained in existing law. But if the 
gentleman in charge of the bill can furnish an explanation of 
this change that is satisfactory to me, I shall not press the point 
of order. I do not understand the provision, and do not 
why it should be made. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, this provision was inserted 


in the bill upon the recommendation of the Department of 


cee 


Justice or the Attorney-General. Mr. Glover, of the Department 


pratt 
of Justice, when before the committee, made a very full state 











ment in regard to the necessity for this legislation, and if the 
gentleman from New York will turn to page 1133 of the hear 
ings he will see. A question was asked: “I observe that you 
recommend a change of law here.” 

Mr. GLOoverR. Yes; that is made necessary. I also had int 
duced in Congress, introduced by the cl f the C t : 
the Judiciary of the United States Sen the e 
of the House. The district attorney formerly paid f 
southern district of New York, but by a rovision i the approp 
tion bill last year he became a salaried officer Under section 834 of 
the Revised Statutes he was als itled to expe s of his office. and 
he rendered monthly accounts He does yet under the law, nd 
renders bis accounts for what he pays for ‘ i ot 
expenses. This is to make them paid lil men in 
other districts—paid by the disbursing « t 

The CHAIRMAN. And is that I J 
estimate above your present “lati $475,000? 

Mr. KENNARD. That does not af the 0} t 
That legislation would not change the ar ny WwW: 
It would merely provide a different way Dp 

Mr. GLOVER. It would affect the amount paid from this ap 
tion. They are now paid from miscellaneous expenses of the | l 
States courts. 

Mr. SuLLivan. So that hereafter his clerks and messengers w d be 
paid directly, and not upon accounts by him? 

Mr. GLover. Yes; as other salaried officers are paid a 
ing officer, rather than have the district attorney pretend that 3 
paid all these clerks and had rendered an account as if he d 
paid them. 

It was in the interest of better administration, and the « : 
mittee felt that it should be enacted. 

Mr. PERKINS. I would like to ask the gentl f ) 
Minnesota whether, when the United States : for the 
southern district of New York was paid by fees, he paid out of 





8572 


his fees the salaries of those he employed, or were those em- 
ployed paid by the General Government? 

Mr. TAWNEY. ‘he salaries of his assistants were paid out 
of the fees of lice heretofore. 

Mr. Vhile it was a salaried office? 

Mr. 


filowed to 


the of 
PERKINS. 
TAWNEY. 
pay out the fees of the office, and he reports as 
having paid the miscellaneous expenses. Now, he simply ren- 
‘ount of having paid so much miscellaneous expenses, 


aers an ace 


and the disbursing oflicer of the Department of Justice allows | 
requir- | 
employed in his office to be paid directly by | 


him that 
ing all the people 
the disbursing officer, and the disbursing officer will then know 
and the Department of Justice will then know whether he has 
these pe actually employed or not. 

Mr. PIERKINS. I will say to the gentleman from Minnesota 
that my objection to this change is not to the manner in which 


amount. Now, this is for the purpose of 


le 
pric 


these expenses are to be paid by the disbursing officer, which | 


be a more convenient way; but the section also provides 

‘number of the clerks and employees in the office of the 

tes district attorney and their salaries shall be fixed 
-General. Is not that unusual? 


No; it is not. 


torney 


Mr. PERKINS. 
Mr. TAWNEY. 
' them except 
of all these 


In all district-attorney offices? 

My understanding is that-it is true in all 
this one. It is true, as my colleague suggests, 
Inasmuch as the expense account, 
complete expense account, is allowed in a lump sum, they 
never know whether the full amount is expended or not. 
Now, this provision will give the Attorney-General the power 
to determine, first, how many clerks he shall have, how 
assistants, and then fix their salaries, and they are paid by 
the disbursing officer of the Department of Justice, as all the 
other employees in all the other districts are paid. 

Mr. PERIKINS. Is it the case, for instance, in the northern 

New York that the number of clerks, the number 
and their salaries are fixed absolutely in the 
power and by the judgment of the Attorney-General? 

Mr. TAWNEY. That is absolutely true in every 
in the United States except this one. 

Mr. MANN. 
the amount appropriated for the purpose. 

Mr. TAWNEY. 
propriation. 

Mr. PERKINS. 
man. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, then I offer the amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania offers 
cunendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

‘mend by adding after the word “ Statutes,” in line 12, page 145, 
the following: “And provided further, That section 2 of the act of June 
20, 1902, being chapter 1335, as found in Statutes at Large, volume 
32, part 1, page 549, shall be, and the same is hereby, repealed.” 

Mr. TAWNEY. I reserve the point of order. 

Mr. OLMSTED. 
Committee on Appropriations will not press the point of order. 
The amendment does not affect the integrity of his bill nor the 

of the appropriation at all. In my judgment, the amend- 
yould not be subject to the point of order. 
itself would have been subject to a point of order, and no point 
being made against the paragraph a point of order would not 
lie against any germane amendment to the paragraph. 

Mr. TAWNEY. 

Mr. OLMSTED. It does not. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. KEIFER. I do not fully understand the object to be 
attained, and I reserve the point of order. 

PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the amendment be 
i reported. I was unable to understand it. 
. OLMSTED. I think I can state it. 


f 
Oo] 


offices. 


district of 


of assistants, 


district 


an 


amount 


1 iT 
Lie itt 


place 
niddle district in Pennsylvania. 
it was in the original act creating the district before the 
ction, which I propose to repeal, was injected into a 
i 1 act creating the district. 
Mr. BENNET of New York. 
tornuey’s office Of the southern district of New York? 
Mr. OLMSTED. Not at all, nor in any other district. 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio insist on 
iis point of order? 
Mr. KEIFER. IL withdraw the point of order. 
The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. OLMSTED, 
it was agreed to. 


district attorn 


, 
i 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


At the present time the district attorney is | 


It is true now in all the other 


the | 


many | 


Absolutely true, except that it is governed by | 
Why, certainly ; within the limit of the ap- | 


I withdraw the point of order, Mr. Chair- | 


Mr. Chairman, I hope the chairman of the | 
The paragraph | 


It does not carry any appropriation, does it? 
| the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 


It has reference only | 
or places of keeping the records by the clerks in | 
It leaves that matter just | 


passed in 1902 and approved June 30, 1902, amend- | 


Does this in any way affect the | 


JUNE 1%, 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. GROSVENOR hay , 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from { 
Senate, by Mr. ParkINson, its reading clerk, announced tht 
the Senate had agreed to the report of the committee of eon 
ference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
amendments of the Senate to bills of the following titles: 

H. R. 10715. An act to establish an additional collection dis- 
trict in the State of Texas, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 19264. An act making appropriations for the diplomat; 
and consular service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1907: 
and 

Hl. R. 18750. An act making appropriations for the naval sery- 
ice for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1907, and for other pur- 


the 


| poses. 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments bills of the following titles; in which the eon- 
currence of the House of Representatives was requested : 

H.R.118. An act to amend sections 713 and 714 of an act 
to establish a code of law for the District of Columbia, 
proved March 3, 1901, as amended by the acts approved January 
31 and June 30, 1902, and for other purposes ; , 

H.R. 8975. An act to amend section 5200, Revised Statutes of 
the United States, relating to national banks; and 

Hi. R. 15833. An act for the division of the lands and funds 
of the Osage Indians in Oklahoma Territory, and for other 
purp ses, 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bill of the following title: 

H. R. 3997. An act for the relief of John A. Meroney. 

The messaze also announced that the Senate had passed bills 
and joint re-clution of the following titles; in which the concur- 
rence of the Hiouse of Representatives was requested : 

S. 6451. An act to provide for a commission to examine and re- 
port concerning the use by the United States of the waters of 
the Mississippi River flowing over the dams between St. Paul 


} and Minneapolis, Minn. ; 


S. 6395. An act for the exchange of certain lands situated in 
the Fort Douglas Military Reservation, in the State of Utah, 
and other considerations, for lands adjacent thereto, between 
Le Grand Young and the Government of the United States, and 
for other purposes ; 

S. 6364. An act to incorporate the National Child Labor Com- 
mittee ; 

S$. 6214. An act for the relief of Jarib L. Sanderson; 

S. 5698. An act to regulate the practice of veterinary medicine 
in the District of Columbia ; 3 

S. 4184. An act to ratify, approve, and confirm an act duly 
enacteddby the legislature of the Territory of Hawaii to author- 
ize and provide for the construction, maintenance, and operation 


| of a telephone system on the island of Oahu, Territory of 


Hawaii; 

8. 4089. An act to place David Robertson, sergeant, first class, 
Hospital Corps, 0n the retired list of the United States Army : 

8.2732. An act for the protection of wild animals in the 
Grand Canyon Forest Reserve; 

S. 1442. An act to increase the efficiency of the militia and 
promote rifle practice ; 

S. 544. An act to provide for the purchase of a site for a pub- 
lic building in the city of Great Falls, Mont.; and 

S. R. 66. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of War 
to receive for instruction at the Military Academy at West 
Point Mr. José Martin Calvo, of Costa Rica. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to 


votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the 
bill (Hi. R. 19681) to survey and allot the lands embraced within 
the limits of the Blackfeet Indian Reservation, in the State of 
Montana, and to open the surpius lands to settlement. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bills of the following titles: 

H. R. 7771. An act for the relief of Judd O. Hartzell; and 

H. R. 4464. An act to classify the officers and members of tle 
fire department of the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
poses. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed tlie 
following resolution : 

Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to request the House 
Representatives to return to the Senate the bill (S. 544) to provide 
oe _perchane of a site for a public building in the city of Great Pa 
LO e 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The committee resumed its session. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For fees of United States district attorney for the District of Co- 
lumbia, $23,800. 
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PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
I should like to have some explanation from the gen- 
n in charge of the bill in reference to this provision. If 
erstand the law aright, apparently the district attorney of 
District of Columbia receives as compensation a sum 
+ twice as large as the Chief Justice of the United States. 
I t the law and is that the fact? 
TAWNEY. He receives a salary of $5,500 a year. 
PERKINS. Then explain to me what is meant by pay- 
m $23,000 of fees. 
TAWNEY. That covers all the expenses of his office. 
_ PERKINS. How much are the expenses of the office? 
much is the job worth, in other words? That is the ques- 
' | should like to have answered. 
ir. TAWNEY. Five thousand five hundred dollars is all the 
he can receive under the law. 
~ PERKINS. What does he do with the $23,000 of fees? 
ir. 'TAWNEY. He must pay his office help out of it, and the 
| e is turned into the Treasury of the United States. 
‘Ir. PERKINS. That is the balance above the payment of 


TAWNEY. His own salary and the salaries of his as- 
S s and clerks. The balance is paid into the Treasury of 
the United States. 

PERKINS. Where is the provision of law that requires 

Beeause this bill gives over to him $23,800 of fees. 
What does he do with it, and where is the provision of law that 
re ; him to turn it over? 

\ir. TAWNEY. There is a general statute which expressly 
1) es that he may retain out of the fees of his office his 
own salary of $5,500 and the salaries of his assistant attorneys, 
{ salaries of his clerks and stenographers and messengers, 
‘ he balance, if any, shall be turned into the Treasury of the 
Inited States. That is the general statute. 

PERKINS. Last year in this same bill the fees received 
hy the district attorney of New York, which made .that office 
ay enormous job, were abolished. I see the statute reads 
t] in no ease, except the District of Columbia, shall United 
States attorneys hereafter receive fees of office in addition 
to the salary provided by law. What was the object of that 
‘ ntion if, as the gentleman says, all that is done is the 
g22,000 is paid over to him and is by him paid back? Why is 
not the procedure in the District of Columbia made the same 


that it is in every other district, as I understand, in the coun- 
{ and why, when the committee changed the law in refer- 
ence to the southern district of New York, in order to prevent 
{ district attorney getting an enormous compensation from | 


as an exception made of the District of Columbia? I 


can not understand it, if, as the gentleman says, he simply re- | 


( sa salary, takes the fees, and pays them back again. Why 
1 not the process be the same as in every other district 


in country? 

j TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, the office of United States 
d t attorney of the District of Columbia is practically 
under the eye of the Attorney-General, under the eye of the 
disbursing officer, and it is very easy for the Attorney-General’s 


( to determine whether or not the discretion he has in | 
r t to employment, the payment of assistants and clerks | 


‘ abused or is not being abused, and I presume that is 


1 reason, The gentleman has asked me to give reasons for | priation, which he had estimated for. I hold in my h id a 


ion enacted many years ago. This I can’t do, except 
rence. 
PERKINS. It was reported by the gentleman’s own 
( tee last year. 
. TAWNEY. I have no knowledge of the reasons for the 








tion, although I am informed that there is a long story | 


land politics behind it. 


MUDD. I don’t think the gentleman has any informa- 


t out Maryland politics behind it, and such is not the fact. 

lr. PERKINS. The practical question is whether under the 

' this change, and the exception of the district attorney 

( » District of Columbia from the law which governs the 

attorneys, the situation is like the one in the southern 

of New York, which remained for years until the last 
did away with it. 

SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from 

ota will permit, I will respond to the gentleman from 

York by saying that the business of the district attorney 


' District of Columbia is very different from that done in | 


ithe rn district of New York. In the southern district of 
York the United States district attorney is prosecuting 


tly Federal offenses. In the District of Columbia he is | 


pl cuting all classes of offenses. The result is that last year 
] ‘ disposed of 4,638 separate and distinct cases, compared with 
which the number of cases disposed of in the southern district 








of New York was very trifling. In order to handle 4,638 cases 
and finally dispose of them he had to have five assistant attor- 
neys and an equal number of clerks. It must be that the gentle- 
man from New York realizes that where a United States district 
attorney has to conduct all the police-court business by himself 
or deputy and all prosecutions of cases that would ordinarily be 
conducted by the State authorities, as well as Federal cases 
proper, it vastly increases the amount of business that he has 
upon his hands. But it doesn’t seem to me that any of the sala- 
ries are too high or excessive. 

Mr. PERKINS. As I understand, the district attorney for 
the District of Columbia receives for his own use $5.500? : 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Yes. 

Mr. PERKINS. He fixes the salaries of his assistants? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. No; I think the Department of Jus- 
tice fixes those salaries. The salary of the first assistant is 
$2,650; the second assistant, $2,000; third assistant, $1,950: 
fourth assistant, $1,900, and the fifth assistant, $1.500. Now. I 
do not think this is an excessive force to handle the enormous 
number of petty cases that are in the charge of the United 
States district attorney. 

Mr. PERKINS. There is not much of a surplus left. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. No surplus. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Chairman, I fully agree with the gentle- 
man as far as he stated, but I would like to ask if this particu- 
lar paragraph commencing with line 13—that is, fees to the 
amount of $23,800—is the total sum of the salary of all of the 
ferce including the Attorney-General. How do you arrive 
that amount? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. As I understand, this is simply an 
aggregate of the salary of $5,500 for the district attorney and 
the salaries of the assistants which I have read, and the salaries 
of the clerks, which are one at $2,300, one at $1,800, 
$1,000, one at $900, and one at S600. 

Mr. NORRIS. That answers my question. 

Mr. PERKINS. Does this include the other expenses of the 
office? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. No; I think not. 

Mr. PERKINS. What is the total fees collected by the office? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I can not answer you that. What the 
other expenses of the office are I am not informed. I think they 
are paid out of an appropriation for the expenses of the dis- 
trict attorney’s office, and I do not think it is covered by this 
item. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For payment of regular assistants to United States district attor- 
neys, who are appointed by the Attorney-General, at a fixed annual 
compensation, $225,000, 


Mr. STERLING. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 


one at 


last word. In view of some letters that I have received I would 
like to ask the chairman of the committee if this appropriation 
is the same as the appropriation for last year? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Exactly. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, in answer to the gentleman's 
question, I will say that recently during the consideration of 
the bill I was shown a letter purporting to have been written 


by the Attorney-General or from his office, stating in substan 
that certain things could not be done because the Committee 
on Appropriations had not allowed the increase in thi 


statement on page 282 of the committee print of the bill giv 
all of the estimates of the Department for that service fri 
1895 down to 1907, and also all of the appropriations, 
estimate for this year was $225,000, and the appropriation 
identically the same amount. I do not know who wrote the 
letters. Somebody evidently was mistaken in saying that we 
had not allowed the amount which they had estimated. We 
have given them every dollar they have asked for in the annual 
estimates. 

Mr. STERLING. That is the same letter I think that I 
received. I would like to ask the chairman another « 
What assistant district attorneys does the Attorney-General 
appoint—all of them throughout the United State 

Mr. TAWNEY. My understanding is that he appoints all of 
them throughout the United States. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For payment of assistants to the Attorney-General and to Ur 
States district attorneys employed by the Attort 
special eases, $90,000. This appropriation shal! 
the payment of foreign counsel employed by A I 
special cases, and suclr counsel shall not be required to t 


office in accordance with section 366, Revised Statutes of 1 
States. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I see that in the appropriation bill of last year the 
amount for extra counsel was $85,000. Was that all expended? 
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Yes; and more, too. There was a deficiency 


10.000, 
Why 


force 


are all these special counsel employed 


for 


ie of 


the trust cases? 
the reasons is because of the trial of 
which occupied, I think, about two 


riation made 
“Y. O1 


Case, 


Gaynor 
ul a 


half. 

LETT. Three months. 

And the preparation of that case, of course, 
‘al of time. 


Additional counsel were employed in that 


rreat de 


Yes: 
them 
jue to that e 


YY. and foreign counsel were also employed 
over here. Practically all of that defi- 
xpense. 

So the gentleman does not think there is any 
item. 
No. We 
them, and they 
all expenditures, 
proper. 


i’ 
folloy 


this 
Pi 


in 
WNi 
] 


went into that very fully, and 
gave an itemized and detailed 
and we satisfied ourselves that 


ereafter, 

lerks af 
Territorial 

in Territory, 
ort and 
rity 

ected 

of 


under rules and regulations 
the United States circuit and 
courts, clerks of the United 
and the clerks of the United 
account for all moneys received 
for fees and costs, and to ré port 
or received by them on behalf 

judgments, fines, forfeitures, penal- 
‘y-General shall also hereafter require 
int for any other moneys received by 

whether on behalf of the United States 
ttorney-General shall hereafter prescribe such 
bo« he may deem proper to be kept 
in recording, reporting, and accounting for 
in this paragraph, and in recording all fees 
y them, which dockets or other books shall be 

1 by said clerks 
the Att rney-General. 


Washington. 
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CHATRMAN, 


: 4 


‘ITH of 


understand 
that 


T of New York. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the 


Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order. 

The gentleman from New York reserves 
order 
NEY. Mr. 
will reserve 
will have 


Chairman, I trust the gentleman from 
the point of order in order that the 
an opportunity to explain the reasons for 
proposition. 

“T of New York. 


I reserve the point of order, 


Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order now. 


Then the gentleman evidently does not wish 


y explanation of the reason for this legislation. 


»as to Cc 
MUDD. 


order 
TT. 


THATIRMAN, 


* SMITH of 
n just what is the paragraph. 


I make the point of order that it is new legis- 
The gentleman from Maryland has made 
order. 

of Iowa. Mr. 
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Chairn 
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1an, I want to ask the gen- 
consent to make the point 
‘the Attorney-General will 
int of order to the whole 
appropriation. 

he point of order to the whole para- 


te., and 


I make t 
The gentleman from Maryland makes the 

the entire paragraph. 

is a change of existing law. 

Does the gentleman desire to be heard on 


on 


It 


f order 

No; at I wish the ¢ 
It is our contention that the 
entleman to limit the point of order. to 
that that the paragraph is a sepa- 
the point of order does not go to the 


Iowa. except th 
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ontention the committee is 

a separate paragraph, and 


gentle! 
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juest ynstitutes 
thet the 
that 


of 


eye = | 
adpPrapil. 
Oh, Mr. Chairman, I think we will agree 
the contention of 


yD). about 


the gentleman from Iowa 


a new paragraph begins with and including line 6, 


the Government has and in addition to | 


in accordance with rules and regulations j 


Chair would |! 


nan from Maryland has made | 


this | 


JUNE 15, 


Mr. SMITH of Iowa. 
| be specific about, 
portion. 

Mr. MUDD. 
only to that. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman makes the point of order, 
The Chair is of the opinion that the entire paragraph is sy). 
ject to the point of order, and that the par: graph is the para- 
graph, or, in other words, down to where it is indented, wh), h 
ordinarily constitutes a paragraph in an appropriation bil! and 
in an ordinary grammar. Now, a portion of it being obnoxious 
to the rule, the entire paragraph goes out if the point of ordoey 
is made to the paragraph. The Chair sustains the point of 
order. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. 
paragraph begins? 

The CHAIRMAN. 
to line 2, page 147. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. Chairman, I offer as a substitute for the 
paragraph stricken out the paragraph which I have sent to the 
desk to be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Masachuseits off 
a new paragraph, which the Clerk will report. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 147, at the end of line . 
1906, no sums of money shall be payable under and by virtue of the 
act of Congress of June 4, 1897, providing for the revision an nd codit- 
eation of the criminal and penal laws of the United States, 
subsequent acts of Congress of March 3, 1899, and March 3, 
enlarging the duties of the Commissioners appointed under aid act, 
and the said Commission so created shall, on or before said Octo t. 
1906, complete the duties imposed upon them thereby, and shall pi 
their final report thereon to the Attorney-General, in accordan 
the provisions of said act, before said date, and shall turn over 
Attorney-General all papers, documents, and correspondence yy 
ing to the work of the Commission, and all furniture, books, etc., in 
their possession and employed by them in the prosecution of their 
duties under said appoirtment; and all acts and parts of acts relative 
to their duties, powers, and employment shall thereupon be repealed. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of 
order. ‘The purpose of the amendment is to abolish the Codifi- 
cation Commission. I had a talk with a member of that Com- 
mission this morning, and he told me the Commission would not 
be prepared to make its report earlier than the 15th of Decem- 
ber. The amendment is clearly subject to the point of order, 
in my judgment, and if the gentleman from Massachusetts will 
change the date from October 1 to December 15 next. I will 
withdraw the point of order, but otherwise I will be compelled 
to insist upon it. 

Mr. KEIFER. 
order. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I hope the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts who offered the amendment will permit me to make an ex- 
planation. I believe that there is ample justification for reaching 
an end of this Commission, but I think it ought to be done in the 
most satisfactory way possible to reach the end intended by its 
original organization. Now, between October 1, when Congre 
will not be in session, and the 15th of December, when Con 
will be in session, is a matter of two and a half mont! 
time, and so far as I am concerned I am perfectly willl 
concede and waive any question of order if that date 
fixed. I was going to propose the 1st of January, but 
much as the gentleman from Indiana has stated the a 
December, I am perfectly willing to accept that proposition 

Mr. PERKINS. I can not hear what the ene n 
Ohio 1g. 

Mr. 


That is what I asked the gentleman to 
and to make his point of order only to that 


I am willing to let it be understood that ij 


foes 


It is clearly subject to the point og 


Where does the Chair hold the 
That seems to be the real question. 
It begins line 6, page 146, and continues 
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2, add: “On and after Octo! 


er 


and the 
1901, 
s 

sent 
. ‘with 
to the 


rtain- 


Mr. Chairman, I insist upon the point of 


<8 
rress 
is of 
x to 


he 


Is Sayii 
GROSVENOR. I was proposing simply this: 
ment as proposed by the gentleman from Massachusetts 
is the 1st of October, and I propose to make it the 15t 
| December, when Congress will be in session, and then I wo 
provide for turning oyer all the material on hand, and I t 
it is fair to take the statement of the Commission itself w! 
I have in my hand, that it will be unable to finish its 
satisfactorily as early as the 1st of October, and on 1 
it will be seen, I think, by any Member of Congress if we 
journ here not earlier than about the 1st of July, in the i i 
of the hot weather, we could not expect a great deal of 
to be done. 

Mr. eas What date does he propose to sub 
for October 1? I did not hear. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. ‘The date proposed by the amendm 
| the 1st of October. 

Mr. BARTLETT. What date do you suggest? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. And the gentleman from Indian: [ Mr. 
CRUMPACKER] has suggested the 15th of December, with which 
| I am content. 


Mha at 


bit 


Ss 


nt i 











1906. 





BARTLETT. So am I. | 
\IITH of Kentucky. Well, agree to that. 

HOAR. I am content to accept the date on behalf of 
. Committee of Revision of the Laws suggested by the gen- | 
and while I do that I ought to state to the House, in | 


Mr 


Nir. S 
' 


e to the Committee on Revision of the Laws, that the 
in of the Cemmission came before the Committee on | 
R ion of the Laws and stated they could complete their work | 


| 

| 

xty days from the Ist of July, which would bring the | 
date to the 1st of September, and the Committee on Revision | 
of the Laws went over very carefully the condition of the work | 
| 
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Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I only wish to add that I think 
that when 


we are through with this Commission that we will 
want another codifying commission in order to codify thei 
| work and to revise it in conformity with existing law. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I suggest that the gentleman from 
Massachusetts modify his amendment and I will withdraw th 
point of order. ‘ 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the date be changed 


in the two places reading October 1 
December 15. 
The CHAIRMAN, 


by substituting therefor 

















The gentleman from Massachusetts offer 
he Commission and was satisfied that their date which they | a modification of the amendment, which the Clerk will report 
‘hen fixed was accurate. But the most important thing is to} The Clerk read as follows: 
have the work of the Commission ended, and the expense | pn page 147, at the end of line 2, add: “On and after December 15, 
“l with the Commission cease as a public charge on the | 1906, no sums of money shall be payable under and by y 
And therefore I am content, because I believe this | ef Co of June 4, 1907, providing f n and 
is of great moment and great importance to the | ree Con ee >. 1. 
/ y, to accept the date of the 15th of December. | duties of the Commissioners app i i 
KEIFER. I would like the gentleman who offered this | Commission so created shall, ou or bak 
nt to state whether the index or any considerable part | gnaf report t! te tha aaa Af sts 
of it complete. provisions of iid act before 1 > 
Mr. HOAR. ,The chairman of the Commission asserts that an | an ER, On PORere. ae aa 
index is more than half completed, or can be easily completed | possession and wanleped te inane 4 < ee 4 
» Commission by the 15th day of December. If this is not | under said appointment, and all ¢ rf a 
true, the little work that will be necessary to complete the in- | their duties, powers, and employmen pon be 1 
dex can be done at an infinitely cheaper cost to the Government | Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the point 
than to maintain three Commissioners each at a salary of $5,000 | of order. 
r, each having their separate and private clerk, and also a | Mr. TAWNEY. 


ral clerk of the Commission. The work, in my opinion, can | 
finished by the 1st day of October and the index practically 
ed, but I am content to accept the date that has been 
ioned. 

ir. KEIFER. The revision can not be indexed until it is 
completed by Congress. There is force in what the gentleman 
fron. Massachusetts says about its having to be completed later | 
but the Commission has been charged with the matter of 
reparing an index and has to a considerable extent performed 
k, and it is engaged now, I understand, in trying to | 


le 
( i 


— 
voy 


t tC WOrkK, 


Mr. Chairman, I 
this amendment be now closed. 


move that all debate upon 


Mr. BARTLETT. A parliamentary inquiry. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. BARTLETT. It was impossible to hear what was said, 


and I want to know the status of the amendment. So 
has been read. Is that a substitute for the former ar 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will inferm the gentleman, 
that after the paragraph went out on a point of order the gen 
tleman from Massachusetts offered a new paragraph. 
Mr. BARTLETT. I understand that. 












lex its own work. But I beg to say, Mr. Chairman, as I} ‘The CHAIRMAN. Debate has been had upon that; the point 
understand it, this Commission, in its work of revision, has} of order was reserved to the new parner ph by the gentlema 
been undertaking to make laws and unmake them, and I am} from Indiana. and that has been withdrawn. 
fi some of the younger men here will be as gray as I am Mr. BARTLETT. What is the date fixed by the am \dment 
before Congress adopts this revision. It is the fault of the law| ‘The CHAIRMAN. The 15th dav of December. Cries of 
that authorizes them to undertake to revise our statutes and | “« Vote!”] The question is on the ‘m ition that debate be now 
the work of Congress. Many sections of existing law have been | ¢losed. 
omitted and may important provisions have been added, ac-| The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 
CO ¢ to the notion of one or more members of this Com- | The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the w para 
mis and I do not believe that, considering the state that}! graph, offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts 
the revision is in, we are likely to do very much in the direc- | Mr. LILLEY of Pennsylvania. Can the amendment be agzin 
tion of adopting the revision of the Commission. I will be | reported ? : 
content if the amendment is so modified as to fix the termina- | The CHAIRMAN. It has been reported three times, but 
1 f the Commission on the 15th of December next. there be no objection it will be reported again 
Mr. GROSVENOR. If the gentleman from Ohio will allow| Mr. TAWNEY. I object. 
e an interruption, I will say that I have had the same feel- | The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. 
x that he has had about what seemed to me to be a usurpation The question was taken: and the amendment was ag eed 
on the part of this Commission in the matter of changing the | The Clerk read as follows: 
existing statutes of the United States and introducing into Sanedttes Qatiel Meare is 
the bod¥ of the statutes an absolutely new provision. Not] gor drawing complaint for search wa 
long ago there came to my knowledge—I do not care to} same, 50 cents; and for issuing se 7 
speak of what it was—the fact that into one of the chapters Mr. MUDD. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of ordet S 
there has been inserted a measure that afterwards made its | that paragraph that it changes existing j 
ppearance here in the House of Representatives and was The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman f I land 
overwhelmingly defeated by a vote of the House. I ealled point of order against the paragraph just | 
(tention of the chairman of that Commission to that fact Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman. this pr , 
and to the other facts connected with this action of theirs, | tne pin upon the recommendation of the At ( 1 to 
and he cited me the statute under which they were created; put a stop to an abuse that exists to-day. If th ! 
nd while it seems to justify what they have done, I doubt! Maryland makes the point of order, it will have to go out. 
uch whether they have not put a rather forced construc The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman makes the poi! ef ord 
1 upon the statute itself. This is the statute under which | phe Chair sustains the point of order. 
t were appointed, The Clerk read as follows: 
d the imperfections of the original text; and may propose and Hereafter a United States commissioner 
( y in such revision changcs in the substance of existing la : a tre ript only when 1 } is an ex 
In order to justify some of the things which they have done, tion 1014, Revised St 3 of the United 5 
| must construe that language, “ changes in the substance of Oe ee ak a ee oo ' 
ting law” so as to read, “to provide new substantive legis the an ‘ a poor ivict f . 
I am sure the Commission has put a very erroneous R Statutes of the United > 
construction upon that provision, and if they have not, then the | United Sta commissioner nearest the p 
n that regard is clearly unconstitutional. This Commission Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I move to s ‘ 
is not a Congress. last word. 
Clearly they had no such power. One word further. Com Mr. Chairman, during the general debate at tl y 
. to the particular section of the statute about which I com- | the consideration of this bill the gentleman fr \M 
Plain, I learned to my utter amazement that it was drawn in| [Mr. SULLIVAN] criticised the ; 1 of the S 
the Attorney-General’s Office and carried to the codifying Com- | culture, Hon. James Wilson, in connection w 
n, and they were requested by the Attorney-General to | for which this proposed approp to | 
put it into the statute. | say at the outset that, in my judgment, the Secretary of Agri 
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of the 
building is an 


statute under which he is con- 
erroneous one. I do not believe 


construction 
this 


culture’s 


tinge 
thes 




















on 
The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the pro forma 


amendment will be withdrawn. 











| 

that the statute authorizing the construction of a building for | The Clerk read as follows: 

t Department of Agriculture authorized the construction of | DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 

t two buildings now in course of construction. | To pay Robert Brent Mosher for use of his plates in printing, he 
Rut if I understood the gentleman from Massachusetts cor- | use of Congress, 1,500 copies of the Executive Register of the 7 ited 
tly, he not only charged that an erroneous construction had | States, 1789 to 1902, $1,000. 

put upon the st aeane, but charged that the Secretary of | Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 

' ure had inter lly acted illegally. From that prop- | against that paragraph. 

i lissent. The Secretary of Agriculture has been | The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman desire to discuss the 
zen of Ie for more than fifty years; and from the hour | point of order? 

that , citizen of that State there has never been, so} Mr. SLAYDEN. Only to state that it is new legislation ang 

{ S eX between the Mississippi and the Missouri | a claim, and [ can not see that it has any proper place in thi ig 

rivers who doubted his honesty of purpose or the integrity of | bill any more than other claims recommended for payment by 

his it The Secretary of Agriculture came to his present | the various Departments. 
ff th a higher training than any man that ever filled that | The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa desire to 

1 ( We have had able men fill the office of Secretary of | be heard on the matter? 

Agriculture, but never had a man before who, through a long | Mr. SMITH of Iowa. As I understand it, this is not a Claim ; 

course of veal had received special training for that place. this is a proposition to appropriate money. 

He h ¢ heen a member bs the faculty of one of the largest | Mr. SLAYDEN. The gentleman will admit it is new legisla- 

and bes v1 ral colleges on the continent. He came to/| tion, and not warranted by law anywhere. 

his present high office with rivactinenis training and has filled | Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I think there has been an authoriza- 

it 1 on wy credit; and it is my judgment that in| tion for the printing of the book in some form, and, as [ un- 

the last eight ve the re has been no more popular member of | derstand it, the plates were borrowed in place of making new 

t! n sterling old James Wilson, Secretary of Agri- | ones, and thus obtained at a less cost than they would haye 

culture of the Unite tes. [Loud applause.] | been obtained if we had made new ones. 

I ‘et that re is any doubt as to the buildings conforming The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Iowa inform the 
to the true construction of the law authorizing them; but I | Chair whether there is any authorization in law for the pay- 
have no doubt of the high purpose which led the Secretary of | ment of this item? 

A ture to enter upon the construction of ae buildings. Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I have just stated, Mr. Chairman, that 

I 2in prepared to go even further than that, and say that, in my | as I understand it, the publication of the work was authorized. 

judgment, the act we passed was a mistake, and he it the build- | It had been compiled by this gentleman, and his plates were 

ings that are being erected will be, when completed, for the | borrowed in place of making new ones. There is no further 
best. I do not think a building constructed strictly in accord- | authorization than that. 

ance with the statute would have been adequate for the public} The CHAIRMAN. The Chair js of the opinion that if this 

ne In any event, these buildings have had appropriated | item can go in any bill, it properly belongs on the defi iency 

for tl more than $900,000, and there is but one course for us bill under the law and not in this bill, The Chair sustains 

{ from a business standpoint, and that is to proceed to | the point of order. 

finish the buildings as they have been started on the present The Clerk read as follows: 

pian Committee on Department Methods: For actual traveling expenses, 

lad that the distinguished gentleman from Massachu- | 22d for per diem not exceeding $4, in lieu of subsistence when absen 

eatts is at least generous enough to doubt whether the Secre- | from home and traveling on duty outside of the District of C ibia, 
Sees : : of members of and persons employed by the Committee on Department 

tary of Agriculture had intentionally and upon his own motion | Methods appointed by the President June 2, 1905, and for oth: COS- 

‘ i tl erection of these buildings in violation of law. I | Sary expenses of said committee, including not exceeding $5,000 for 

} 7 oceiin aailil : i antl cl 7 a aed cae salaries or compensation of persons not otherwise employed by the 

gehts Ammann upon that subject. I do not know whether | {ited States, $25,000. No part of this appropriation shall be | 

] encouraged to erect the buildings that he is now con- | as additional salary or compensation to any person serving in connec- 

ng by some one above him or not. | tion with or for said committee who is at the same time employed in any 

I do knoe that law imposed upon him a responsibility | ¢ ‘apacity by the United States: Provided, That there shall be —_ 

3 : : ~» | bursed out of this appropriation to the reclamation fund any sum that 

l that James ison is too courageous and too loyal to try | may be paid to persons in the reclamation service while they are on 

ilond that responsibility upon any other human being, | det ail to and in the service of said committee. 

joever he n b {Applause.] Twenty-one years ago last! Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order on this 

ng U. S. Grant was writing his memoirs, at a time when | whole paragraph. 

l ery life was being eaten away; but he was poor, and he was| The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee makes the 

§ on in the hope that the product of his literary labor | point of order upon the paragraph. 

migh port his family when he was gone. At that time,| Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I am not complaining at the work 

when he wa spliying more of heroism than he ever displayed | of the Keep Commission, but its work is the investigation of 

\ battlefield of the civil war, a bill was pending in the | Department methods, and the Departments being ql located 

( ss of the United States to put him upon the retired list | in Washington City, I can not understand why we chouid pro- 

Ar W » that bill was pending here for his retire- | vide for traveling expenses. 
th pending a contest for the purpose of un-| Mr. TAWNEY. The gentleman makes the point of order. 
gr euber of this Chamber, this same James Wilson, | There is no use discussing the matter. 

of Towa. 1 r rules then in force a filibuster was going! The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Tennessee make 
to prevent his being unseated. At last, realizing that if — the point of order or reserve it? 
ust ere continued to save him, the bill for the retirement Mr. SIMS. I will reserve it for the purpose of hearing tle 
U. S. Grant iid not pass in that Congress, which was then | gentleman from Minnesota. 

ng to 2 close, James Wilson stood upon a desk in the rea Mr. TAWNEY. I will explain to the gentleman that this ap- 

‘e I now stand and appealed to his Republican brethr« propriation has been allotted for traveling expenses, to defray 

him to be sacrificed and cast out of this House that | the expenses of specialists or experts in and outside of the De- 

8 t might be placed upon the retired list, and thus! partments to visit large manufacturing and industrial institu- 

be ca | to the patient sufferer at Mount Mac- |! tions for the purpose of studying their methods of bookkeeping 
Appl and management, in order, if possible, to improve the govern- 
n to his friend, the same loyalty to his duty, | mental methods, or modernize them and make them conform as 
zness to sacrifice himself for others, has always | nearly as practicable to the methods employed to-day b) 
{ plain James Wilson, the Secretary of Agricuiture | large institutions of the country. 

‘ 1 Sta who, whatever may have been his mistakes Now, to send these men out for that purpose will require 

his duty as he saw it, and has a tried | travel, and of course their traveling expenses must be provided 

{ pon anybody else. [Applause.] for. In addition to that, there are men employed in the Recla- 
\ [VA Massachusetts. Mr. Chaivauan. I move to! mation Service whom the Commission will utilize, men who are 

‘ ord. I th the matter has been fully dis- | out in the field for the purpose of studying the business meth ds 

l, 2 » not want to add anything to what I said the! in local land offices—other portions of the public service and it 
d ( pt this single comment, that the speech of the | is for the purpose of defraying the traveling expenses of all 
sentiel from Iowa [Mr. Smirmt] amounts to this, that the | the men sent out for these purposes, and for the purpose of 

Ss tary has violated the law, but that his heart beats warmly | gaining information concerning the best methods employed in 

for his country. [Laughter.] | the larger industrial institutions in the United States. 
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ir. BRUNDIDGE. 
- TAWNEY. Yes. 
BRUNDIDGE. This is an appropriation for the Keep 
( nittee. Is there any law authorizing the President to ap- 
nt the committee in the first place, and was not the appoint- 
absolutely unwarranted and without any law enacted 
Congress ? 
TAWNEY. No; the appointment of this Commission 
tot an illegal appointment. 
BRUNDIDGE. Where is the law authorizing it? 
vr. TAWNEY. ‘The people appointed on this Commission are 
uployees of the Government. They are in the service of 


Will the gentleman yield for a question? 


hy 
i 


Government, and they are simply assigned to do this addi- | 


j work. . 

-RUNDIDGE. Is it not the fact that some of them are 
he employ of the Government? 
AWNEY. No; only employees of the Government were 
nted on the Keep Commission. The hearings disclosed 
act. The committee inquired very carefully into 


it 
l 


PADGETT. Will the gentleman yield? 
TAWNEY. I am using the time of the gentleman from 
essee, not my own. 
ir. PADGETT. 
priation ? ; 
TAWNEY. It is only an annual appropriation. 
i PADGETT. How many years it contemplated 


I want to ask if this is only a temporary 


is 


PERKINS. Nobody can say. 

ir. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. 
up the Augean stables. 
PADGETT. I want to the chairman of the com- 
how long it is contemplated the Commission will be in 


Until the committee 


ask 


TAWNEY. The gentleman from Massachusetts has 
t so well I will not undertake to improve it. 


an- 
[ Laugh- 


\ir. SIMS. I want to know if the gentleman thinks that the 
ents are Augean stables? Mr. Chairman, I made the 

of order, or reserved it, but I have no criticism to make 
Keep Commission. They may go on and do more good 


I never knew a commission that did not make a report 
hey had earned their salaries. “ But are our Departments 
h a deplorable condition that we have got to appoint 
men, experts, and then have got to send them— 
TAWNEY. If the gentleman will permit me, I want to 
further statement. There is nobody on this Com- 
n who is getting any salary in consideration of the service 
is rendering. 

LUTTLEFIELD. 

y { l th means. 


L\WNEY. 


one 


In excess of his regular salary, the 
In excess or beyond his regular salary. It is 
use there is any corruption in the Departments that 
estigation is being made. It is for the purpose of in- 
iting the various methods employed in the Departments 
Government with a view to simplifying those methods, 


them more efficient and simple and less expensive, and 


ng that it is necessary for these men to go outside the 
Washington, because the governmental service is not 


| to the District of Columbia. In order to guard against 


receiving too much for traveling expenses we have limited 
unt that can be expended for this purpose to $5,000. 
SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I say that I am not complaining of 


rk of the Keep Commission. From what I knc L think 


Ww 


e dene some good work, of which I heartily appr 
I think that Congress ought to do this investigating, as 
ng these methods by a committee of this Congress 
the committee that the gentleman has the honor to so 
ide over or a special committee. Here is appointed 
ion of experts from the Treasury Department, and 


! 
are going to provide $25.000 fer these eX] 
country and inform themselves 
stitutions, that they may become educated at the Gov- 
Us expense, appears from the statements of the 
an of the committee reporting the bill, and inform Con- 
f what improvements can be made in 

ls by reason of such junketing. 
PERKINS. Doesn’t the gentleman think that if we 
experts that they ought to give valuable opinions without 

‘ling over the country ? 

SIMS. The word “ expert” implies that they are already 
to give advice. To go junketing around over the country 
public expense in order to investigate the methods of pri- 
‘Institutions does not seem to me wise. A commission usu- 


XL- 


‘rts to travel 
ds pri 


of meth of 
as 


he Department 


, 


\ 





Kor 
vob 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


this | 


to | 








ally is at least half like Melchisedee, 


it has beginning of days 
but usually has no end of years. [Laughter and applau 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. May I ask the gentleman a quest mm? 


Mr. SIMS. Certainly. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I would like to ask the gentle 

which he thinks is the most valuable way to obtain the informa- 

tion in this matter, to investigate the subject-matter or to the 

orize about it? 
Mr. SIMS. 
Mr. 


I would have a practical investigation. 








LITTLEFIELD. Exactly so. That is what t pro 
vides for. 

Mr. SIMS. And I think Congress is able, thi n 
mittees, to make such a practical investigation val it 
to adopt the best practical department methor 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. If I get the scope of the s ect we are 
discussing, that is what the bill provides for, $ 
tigation and examination for the purpose of getting é l 
mation that is of value. 

Mr. SIMS. By a commission. 

| Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I don’t know what it is by. 

Mr. SIMS. ‘To be sent out to | lucated. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Oh, the gentleman certainly « 1 r 
stand me that they were sent out to be educated. 

Mr. SIMS. To investigate methods of privat : 
Isn’t that educating them? 

Mr. TAWNEY. It is not educating the men who : 

Mr. SIMS. What is it for? 

Mr. TAWNEY. It is for the purpose of asc 
with a view of adopting them and applying them to the 0 
istrative Departments of the Government. ‘Th 
not claim it is the educating of the men who go ¢ 
you obtain information concerning the practical 
of a great industrial corporation unless you : 
there for it? 

Mr. SIMS. What is education? It is only ] rn y 
thing that we do not know, and you are sending out ‘ S 
sion to learn that which they do not know in ler i the 
inay obtain information and give it to Congress or to th® Ds 
partments. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I presume there at 86 
House who could be sent out for the pul 
education that they would derive would be of i ) 
country. 

Mr. SIMS. No doubt of it; but let Cong ) | 
mittee, because the life of a Congres ids « 
but as for a commissio lool it th i u { 
had here this morning 
seem never to get through 7in \ 
to admit by appointing this 
are in a bad way and need g 
ing anything they have done, I do not l 
priations for traveling expenses when all the ] 
in Washington. I make th 1) tC Of ort r t I 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachu . I ( 
the gentleman will reset » his po OL ¢ r 

Mr. SIMS. I resery l 

Mr. PERKINS. Oh ‘ 
with it. 

Mr. TAWNEY. If the gentk 1 
of order, let him make it now 

Mr. SULLIVAN of M rchus : l 
will ithdraw his point of orde i I 
intention is good, he « 
of ongress to reach th ses ot ) 
be remedi by this coi ssio1 
which ¢ nezress t ul Ss h i 
with ¢ cence in tl resu \ ( 

minittees. We ] ‘ 
itt on Appro] ) 
recognized to exist hn the ¢ ( f 
United States Lat funds | 
they are not 1 lired law to 1 ‘ ‘ 

Attorney-General. T Ss Wai! 

their hands could be ascertained na 

defect in tl system the committes 

vision requiring an accounting to e ’ 

upon an enterprising gentleman, a M r feu 
looking after his own clerk of his own n't 

order the result of which is to continue th 

that I have no faith ‘ommittees of Congress d 
abuses of this kind. I think the Administration 

scious of the extent of bad administration 

ington and elsewhere when it first suggested Keep | 


| mission. 
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Mr. PERKINS. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Yes. 

Mr. PERKINS. Wherein is the necessity of the Keep Com- 
mission sending people all over the country to find out how dif- 
ferent concerns keep their books? Why can not the Keep Com- 
mission, if competent, continue this work in Washington, as it 
has gone on and done? The objection made is not to the Keep 
Commission, but to sending a lot of people around the country 
to find out how books are kept by different corporations. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Oh, no. 

Mr. PERKINS. That is where the expense comes in. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. I think the gentleman is 
mistaken as to the intention of the Commission. 

Mr. PERKINS. No; the intention of the appropriation. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. The Keep Commission, | 
as | understand it, is made up of men who are now in the Goy- 
ernment employ. They understand the methods of their Depart- | 
ments. It is because of their expert knowledge of Government 
methsds that they are of value. It is true that they are em- 
powered to hire experts to assist them, in giving advice, and it | 
is true they may send agents of the various Departments of | 
the Government throughout the United States. It is not the | 
primary purpose of the Commission to investigate the manner in | 
which private corporations do their business, but only inci- 
dentally and in a very small degree. The main purpose of the | 
work is to try to bring the administration of the Government's 
business up to the level of efficiency of the great corporations | 
and business concerns of the United States. Now, when the 
Administration seeks to deal with an acknowledged abuse, an | 
abuse which has grown up under a Republican Administration, it 
seeins to me that Members upon this side of the House ought | 
to welcome the suggestion and ought to encourage the reform. } 
I am aware that there is no sanction of law for it, but if the | 
point of order is withdrawn the sanction of law will be given it | 
by the passage of this bill. I have no doubt that members of | 
this Commission, who have already been investigating. have | 
found that horrors have been accumulating upon horror’s head | 
in various Departments. It is to remedy a situation, which a 
Republican President acknowledges to be a bad one, that this 
Commission is sought to be established. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Massa- | 
chusetts bas expired. 

Mr. SIMS. I wish to ask the gentleman from Massachv- | 
setts a question. The gentleman is proceeding upon the as- 
sumption that grave abuses exist, and the chairman of the com- 
mittee denies the abuses, but simply wants to improve the 
methous. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. I understand the denial 
of the chairman of the committee only went to the corruption 
which was suggested and not to the bad business methods of 
the administration. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Is it not a fact that up to date this 
Cominission has accomplished extremely valuable results to the 
Government? 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Yes; the committee 
the unanimous opinion it ought to be allowed to go on. 

Mr. SIMS. My point of order does not abolish the Com- 

m it simply prevents an appropriation for traveling be- 

yond Washington City. They can go ahead in their work. All 

the good that has been done has been done here in Washington 

City. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I beg the pardon of the gentleman; his 
amendment goes further than that. You simply leave the Keep 
Commission where they can not spend a dollar and prevent | 
their further investigation. Is not that right? 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. That is practically right. 

Mr. SIMS. ‘They have not spent anything so far in their 
raluable investigations. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. They did not need to. 

Mer. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. I understand all their | 

stigations have. been conducted at Washington so far, and 
» was no requirement for travel. 
SIMS. The good work has been done so far without any 
rressional appropriation, except the salaries of the men, 
lich are not increased by this amendment. 

ir. LITTLEFIELD. And a unanimous committee of Repub- 

and De say in order to continue the usefulness | 
and efficiency of this Commission this appropriation ought to be 
made, and the gentleman makes a point of order against it; 
otherwise the Commission would have to pay their traveling | 
expenses out of their own pockets. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, the assumption of the gentleman | 
from Maine is they must travel in order to keep up the good | 
work. They have not traveled heretofore, and they have done a | 
great deal of good work, as I understand from the gentleman, | 


is 
of 


sion? 
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and I am perfectly willing they shall keep up their good w rk 
without traveling; so I make and insist upon the point of order, 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman insist upon the point 
of order? 

Mr. SIMS. Yes, sir; to the paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is the Chair correct in assuming that no 
law has been cited? 

Mr. TAWNEY. No, Mr. Chairman, there is no statutory 
authority for the Commission. The Commission has bee) ap- 
pointed by the President of the United States, but it is limiteg 
to employees of the Government, and therefore needed no je. 
cial statutory authority. The President simply assigned to 
these employees of the Government the duty of investigating 
the departmental methods, with a view to improving those 
methods. ‘This appropriation is for the purpose of employing 
experts outside of the Government service, for which there js 
no authority of law, I concede, but the employment of which 
is very essential in order to render the Commission efficient. 

The CHAIRMAN. The merits of the proposition are 4g]! 
right, but the leading authority seems to be wanting. 

Mr. TAWNEY. ‘There is no authority. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. TAWNEY. There is one matter that I want to refer to. 
The gentleman from Illinois this morning asked me in respect 
to the appropriation for the salaries of assistant United States 
I stated that the committee had reporied 
and allowed the full amount estimated by the Department, which 
was $225,000. My attention has just been called to the fact 
that the Attorney-General sent a supplemental estimate to 
Congress, but in some way it escaped the attention of the com- 
mittee in making up the bill; and I was incorrect, therefore, in 
saying that we had allowed the full amount estimated by the 
Department for this purpose. I now ask unanimous consent 
to return to that item for the purpose of offering an amendment 
and increasing the appropriation to the amount estimated by 


| the Attorney-General. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Taw- 
NEY] asks unanimous consent to return to a paragraph which 
has been passed. 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. 
page 145. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I want to say, Mr. Chairman, that we gave 
the full amount included ‘in the annual estimate. This simply 
illustrates the necessity of some law requiring the Departments 
to submit in the Book of Annual Estimates the estimates for the 
entire service for the next fiscal year. There is no excuse for 
their not doing so, but they don’t. The Committee on Appropria- 
tions had in the neighborhood of 100 supplemental estimates for 
this sundry civil appropriation bill, aggregating about $32,000,- 
000. These supplemental estimates kept coming ia from the 
time we commenced the consideration of this bill until we had 
finally completed it. And the same is trte of all other branches 
of the Government. Supplemental estimates are sent here. Ii 


The paragraph is found on 


| is to be hoped that Congress will soon enact a law that wil! re- 
| quire all the estimates to be included in the Book of Estimates, 


except estimates that are necessary by reason of the enaciment 
of laws during the session of Congress for which the annual 
estimates have been submitted. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Minnesota? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the amount be in- 
creased from $225,000 to $250,000, on page 145, lines 18 and 19. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota offers au 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 145, change the amount in lines 18 and 19 to $250,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of tlie 


| amendment. 


The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to 
The Clerk read as follows: 
PUBLIC PRINTING AND BINDING. 
¢ 


For the public printing, for the public binding, and for paper for ta 
public printing, including the cost of printing the debates and pr 
ceedings of Congress in the CONGRESSIONAL RecorD, and for Ii! 
graphing, mapping, and engraving for both Houses of Congress 
Supreme Court of the United States, and the supreme court 
District of Columbia, the Court of Claims, the Library of Cong 
Executive Office, and the Departments; for salaries, compensation 
wages of all necessary clerks and employees; for the purchase 1! 
instruction in, cost, audit, and inventory sys 


ress 


for bicycles, horses, wagons, and harness, and the care, drivins 


| subsistence of the same, to be used only for official purposes, 


vehi 
official use of officers of the Government Printing Office when |: 
ing ordered by the Public Printer; for freight, expressage, te:< 
and telephone service; for furniture, typewriters, and carpets 
traveling expenses, stationery, postage, and advertising; for direc! 
technical books, and books of reference, not exceeding $500; for : 





1906. 


ing 


I 
é 
é 


\i 


T ‘ 


L Lie 
veY] offers the following, which the Clerk will report. 


ind 


eraph, 
. sent to the ¢ 
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numbering machines, time stamps, and other machines of 
character; for repairs; for other necessary contingent and 
aneous items authorized by the Public Printer; and for all nec- 
materials needed im the presecution of the work, $5,000,000 ; 
em the said sum hereby appropriated printing and binding shali 
e by the Public Printer to the amounts following, respectively, 
TAWNEY. Mr. 


Chairman, I offer the following as a 


titute. 
e CHAIRMAN. 
e paragraph. 


The Clerk has not yet finished the reading 


TAWNEY. He has finished the reading ef the first 
and I ask unanimous consent to substitute what I 
Clerk’s desk and ask to be read, for the whole 
paragraph on public printing. 
CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
» paragraph. 

TAWNEY. To dispense with the reading of the para- 
and ask that the matter sent to the desk be read, and 
t he substituted for the other paragraph in respect to 
‘jnting. 

». CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

ve was no ebjection. 


CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota 


rhe Clerk read as follows: 


Str 


or; 
5,000 for the Hydrographic Office. 


$1 


the 


i 
$487 


I 


on 
R 
an 


ir 


or the 


nM) 


e out all after line 9, on page 160, together with pages 161 and 
nd line 1, on page 163, 
» following: 
printing ‘and binding for Congress, including the 
yates, and for rents, $1,993,500. And printing and binding for 
s chargeable to this appropriation, when recommended to be 
y the Committee on Printing of either House, shall be so recom- 


roceedings 


in a report containing an approximate estimate of the cost 
gether with a statement from the Public Printer of estimated 


<imate eost of work previously ordered by Congress within the 


ear for which this appropriation is made. 
‘the Department of State, $42,000. — 
the Treasury Department, $325,000: Provided, 


Intries of the Copyright Office. 


the War Department, $275,000. 
r the Navy Department, $153,000, including not exceeding | 


‘ the Interior Department, 


including not exceeding $25 
vil Serviee Commission, 


»,000 for 
and not exceeding $20,000 for the publi- 


of the Annual Report of the Commissioner of Education, 
ime 

the Smithsenian Institution, for printing and binding the 

Reports of the Board of Regents, with general appendixes, 


under the Smithsonian Institution, for the Annual Reports 
National Museum, with general appendixes, and for the Annual 
of the American Historieal Association, and fer printing labels 
nks, and for the Bulletins and Vroceedings of the National 
m, the editions of which shall not exceed 4,000 copies, and bind- 
half turkey or material not more expensive, scientific books and 
ts presented to and acquired by the National Museum Library, 
for the Annual Reports and Bulletins of the Bureau 
in Ethnology, $21,000; in all, $70,000. 
r the United States Geological “Survey, as follows: For engray- 
illustrations necessary for the Annual Report of the Director, 
monographs, professional papers, bulletins, water-supply 
and the Report on Mineral Resources, $45,000. For printing 
iding the Annual Report of the Director, the monographs, 
papers, bulletins, water-supply papers, and the Report on 
| Resources, $145,000; and said amounts shall cover all printing 
iding on aeeount of said pebtte ations of the Geological Survey. 
‘ the Department of Justice, $23,000, 
the Post-Office Department, exclusive of the Money-Order Office, 


the Department of Agriculture, including not to exceed $25,000 
Weather Bureau, and including the Annual Report of the Sec- 
of Agriculture, as required by the act approved January 12, 
S500, 000, 


r the Department of Commerce and Labor, 


Census and the Coast and Geodetie Survey, $500,000. 


the Supreme Court of the United States, $10,000; and the 
< for the Supreme Court shall be done by the printer it may 
unless it shall otherwise order. 
r the 


supreme court ef the District of Columbia, $1,500. 
r the Court of Claims, $15,000. 
the Library of Ca ineluding the copyright department 
publication of the Catalogue of Title Entries of the Copyright 
ind binding, rebinding, ane repairing of library books, $205,000. 


the Executive Office, $2,000. 

the Interstate Commerce Commission, 
the Bureau of American Republics, $20,000.” 
MANN. I reserve the point of order, Mr. Chairman, and 
an inquiry to see whether the paragraph is subject to 
int of order or not. I do not know that I will press the 
f order, but I wish to ask the gentleman a question, if I 
the floor. You struck out that part of page 160, 
ig and binding for Congress. ‘That is in the substitute. 
TAWNEY. Yes, sir. 

MANN. Then you provide in the next paragraph that 


$58,000. 


+ 


‘ 
Ave 


ore than one-half of the allotment of the sum appropriated 


he 


expended in the first two quarters of the fiseal year. 
in this next fiseal year, Congress will be in session one 


year, 


[Mr. | 


and insert in lieu ef the matter stricken | 


That no part | 
s sum shall be expended for the publication of the Catalogue of 


of | 


pro- } 


incInding the Bureau | 





| out the last word, 


Mr. TAWNEY. That provision has been carried in the bill 
for the last twenty-four years, and is in now. 
Mr. MANN. I think the gentleman is in error in saying that 


it has been 


earried in the law for twenty-four years; but 
whether it has or not, I would like to know what is the object 
in making the appropriation sufficiently large, so that only one- 


half of it is going to be used? It 
eording to this, you can not use 
simply ask for information. 


is perfectly 
the whole 


plain that, ae 
appropriation. I 


Mr. TAWNEY. Why, the gentleman surely does not think 
that we restrict them to only one-half of the amount appro- 
priated? We restrict them to an expenditure not exceeding 


one-half of the appropriation during the first half of that fiseal 
so as to prevent them going on and expending all the ap 


7 7 | propriation i » firs ‘ ‘ TY C ing in : » bezinning 
sey] asks unanimous consent to dispense with the reading | propriation in the first half and then coming in at the beginning 


of the-next Congress with a deficiency. 

Mr. BARTLETT. May I ask the gentleman a 
the time of the gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Does this amendment make any 
the public printing law of 1895? 


question in 


ehange in 


Mr. TAWNEY. It does not. Now. if the gentleman will 
pardon me, and if the committee will give their attention a 
moment—— 

Mr. BARTLETT. If the gentleman will yield a moment un- 


til I ask him another question, then the gentleman can answer 
both. Does this amendment or substitute you have offered con 
tain the provisions that are on page 167 and page 168, which 
provided that all the printing for the Departments shall be 
printed in the Government Printing Office in place of the De- 
partments where they are now doing the printing? If it does, 
I want to make the point of order. 

Mr. TAWNEY. It does not. This is an appropriation to 
pay for the printing that is done for the Departments, w 
it is done in the Departments or in the ent 
Office. 

Mr. BARTLETT. That is satisfactory to me. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I move 
in order to get some information. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Well, I have the floor; if you ask a question 
I will try to answer it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair begs pardon of the gentlema 
The Chair thought the gentleman was through, and had yielded! 
the floor. 


hether 


Governn Printing 


to 


strike 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I would just as lief ask the que 
tions in his time as not. Is the sum total for the Printing 
Office less or more than last year? 

Mr. TAWNEY. A little more than a million dollars less 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Does it say that all printing done 
by the Government in Washington shall be done in the V 
ment Printing Office? 

Mr. TAWNEY. If the gentleman from Missouri will see to 
it that no point of order is made against it and the provis 


earried in this bill is enacted into law, that is what will hay 
in thirty or sixty days after this bill is passed. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 


Soe faras lI: m concerned, th ‘ 
be no point of order, because that is where it ought to be dor 
| Now, another question. My recollection is that the cha 
of the Committee on Appropriations made a furious fight a 
or so ago, and several other gentlemen, too, and I stood by « 
senting——— 

Mr. TAWNEY. I never made a furious fight in v life 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri (continuing). Shuttine off these 
Departments from having private carriages to run about Wash 
ington. Was not that true? 

Mr. TAWNEY. That is the law now. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Did you not do that? 

Mr. TAWNEY. That was the gentleman from Indiana I 
would not take any credit that belongs to my friend from Ind 
ana [Mr. Crarres B. LAnopts]. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Let me ask you this question, then 
Has not this Government Printing Office had three station wagons 
made, and printed the name of the Department so low id 
such a small type that nobody ean readily distinguish it, for t! 
purpose of using them as their private property to run und 
Washington and visit socially? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I am not advised as to that. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Why are you not advised? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Because the suggestion was never le. If 
it had been made, I am certain that the committee w 
interrogated the Public Printer about it when before 
mittee. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I make it now, so that you may get 


at it at some other time. 
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Mr. TAWNEY. All right, 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
about reform in the Printing Office, and my distinguished friend 
from Indiana [Mr. Cuarites B. Lanpis] and my distinguished 
friend from Georgia |[Mr. Griacs] and others have been en- 
gaged in that arduous occupation, and I want to ask you a ques- 

tion in reference to it. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Before proceeding to ask a question relating 
generally to the Printing Office, I want to make a statement re- 
garding these appropriations, the allotment that has been 
nade, that Members may understand it. I have offered a 
substitute, and I want the committee to understand just what 
the effect of it is, and how we came to offer it. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. If you will let me 
tion I wiil let you alone. 

it not true, in this reform administration down there 
that they have created these offices, new offices—a chief in- 
spector, at $3,600 a year; two assistant inspectors, at $2,000 each ; 
female inspector, at a salary estimated at $900; one Office 
physician, $2,000 ; 
mated at $1,400; one statistician, at $2,000; two additional ste 
nographers and typewriters, at $1,200 each; four additional 
sistant stenographers and typewriters, at $960 each; making 
iggregate in expense in the Printing Office at $19,900 a year? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will say, in reply to the gentleman, that 
men have been appointed to these positions by the 
Printer, and under the law during this current year he 
$60 0 in a lump-sum appropriation, which distributed 
discretion and according to his best judgment in 
of mechanics and laborers and persons in 
the service requiring employment. I will say 
my belief that if 
if the that are performed by the men 
‘cupying these positions had been performed years before, 
penditure in the Public 

than they have been. I want to add that at the 
; fiscal year the Public Printer will turn back into the 

of the United States, $1,000,000, 

‘been turned back by any one of his predecessors. 

CLARK of Missouri. Now, let me say just 

I have asked this question for information. not 
consume the time of the House. I congratulate the 

if his statement is true, and possibly it may be. I 
the leave of the House to print this newspaper extract 


we will be very glad to do it. 


or 


sO 


ask you one 


qu 
ju 


one 


as- 


0.01 is 


in his 
employment 
branch of 
that 


any 


it is 


fore, and services now 
cn 
ex 
end of 


Treas- 


about 


ao 


man 


RM. AN. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
print a newspaper extract in his remar Is 


KS. 
. 


‘tion. 
s follows: 


1s 
ho opje 


SOME F AS TO THE 
tINTING OFFICE 


ILLINGS’S FAIR 


WHAT? IGURES 
SHOULD INVESTIGATE PI 
IN SULLIES MR. ST 


COST OF 
AND SYS 
NAME. 
» diversity of opinion in the Government Print 
» of the new régime which 1] gen 
y systen IHlundreds of the employe 
nd do not hesitate to say so when the 
watch the movements their’ 
are of the personnel of that s 
‘t, with much earnestness and apj 
ystem. If it be not a spy sys 
of Mr. Stillings’s administ: 
Id by so many who cor 
therefore qualified to 


daily 

its 
Ss, extravagant, and 
marked, if it is not a 
») perform which 
attend to 
investig 
uld go down to 
men who know 
able to detect every 

This new syst 


is able now to 


incompetent 
Spy system, 
foremen and 


Sys- 
assistar 


of the 
the 


th 
t 


ressional ation 
tigation she 
help of 


1 1 
ould 


Government 
The 
he Government 
effort to throw 
iould be m 
its approxi- 


bone. 


he 

be 

tizators 
Standa 


em sl osi 


rd 


as follows: 


five 


sieetatinameig: ae ee 
82.000 each). ‘ : "4. 000 
ated) OOO 

— ew =, OVO 
ited) e a 1, 400 
2 O00 
?”, 400 
3. 600 


y estin 


ysician (salary estim: 


vriters ($1,200 each) 


ewrite ($900 each) — 


tvpe 


ers and ty} rs 


5 $19, 900 
above total will 
to he added 

scattered 
‘m would 


mM, the 
would have 
res of spies 
of the syst 
low-workmen 
that 
anything 


not by any 
the ti lost 
in all parts of 
necessarily lose 
and making reports to 
Charles A. Stillings permitted 
so odious.—Washington Stand- 


table 
» to be 
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There has been a great deal of talk | 





JUNE 15, 


Mr. TAWNEY. Now, Mr. Chairman, with the consent of 
me committee I want to make just a brief statement with re. 

gard to the allotment of this appropriation. The committee 
reduc ‘ed the aggregate a million dollars. Then when we e« 
to allot the $5,000,000 appropriation we counseled with the 
Joint Committee on Printing of the House and Senate. \y n- 
bers of the committee know that this Congress adopted two 
joint resclutions which it was claimed would have the ef ‘ect, 
and I believe is having the effect, of making very great redyc- 
tions in the expenditures for printing. The Committee on Ap- 
propriations called to its assistance the Joint Committee on 
Printing, and this allotment is the result of the work of the 
Joint Committee on Printing, and has been made in accordance 
with the provisions of the two joint resolutions which the joint 
committee reported and the passage of which they secured at 
the beginning of this session. If there are any questions that 


me 


| gentlemen desire to ask concerning the allotment, I will yield to 


one assistant Office physician, at a salary esti- | 


an | 


the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
has charge of the matter, to answer the question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois 
MANN] withdraw his point of order? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I will in a moment. If the 
committee will indulge me just for a moment, I will say that 


CHARLES B. LANpIs], who 


[ Mr, 


| this paragraph gives a very graphic illustration of the results 


Public | 
has | 


the | 


further | 
these positions had been created be- | 


the | 


Printing Office would have been much | 


100 per cent more than has | 


one | 


THE | 


| bet 


of hysterical legislation, and sometimes of reform legislation, 
I notice that the paragraph omits something which has been jn 
the current law for several years, forbidding the publication of 
illustrations, photographs, engravings, and so forth. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The gentleman from Illinois knows that ig 
the permanent law. Why should we carry it in the appropria- 
tion bill? 

Mr. MANN. It is not in this paragraph. 
point of order, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois withdr 
the point of order. The question is on the amendment pr 
by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. TAWNEyY]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And no more than an allotment of one-half of the sum here 
priated shall be expended in the first two quarters of the fis 

ind no more than one-fourth thereof may be expended in either 
the last two quarte rs of the fiscal year, except that, in addition the 
in either a rters, the unex#ended balances of 
rs may be expended: Provided, That 
? * printing and binding the Annual Repo 
} griculture, as required by the act approved 
, Shall not included in said allotment. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I 
strike out that proviso. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
page 163, strike out all 
to and including line 12, 

Mr. MANN. What is the reason for that? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Under the present law, or under the printi 
law which we have passed, this proviso is no longer necessary, 
because it is provided for in the general law, as I am informed 
by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CHaRLes B. Lanpts], chair- 
man of the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. MANN. Does it not cost a large sum of money to print 
these yearbooks? 

Mr. TAWNEY. 
Secretary of 

against the 
partment. 

Mr. MANN. 

Mr. TAWNEY. This 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I want to say 
include the printing of the Yearbook. 

Mr. MANN. Does the printing of the Yearbook 
first quarter or in the last quarter of the year? 

Mr. BARTLETT. How can it come in the first quarter? 

Mr. MANN. If it comes in the first quarter and this item is 
stricken out, you will not get the Yearbook. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. The printing of the Year! 
extends largely through the entire year. It is used in the Gov- 
ernment Printing Office largely in what is known among print 
ers as “ time copy.” 

Mr. MANN. Of course the gentleman from Indiana knows 
ter than I that the composition work of the Yearbook is & 
small item. The principal item is paper and binding. If It }s 
to go in the first quarter of the year and they are restricted 
from the use of more than a proportionate sum in the first 
quarter and this is the main item of printing from the Depart 
ment, you won't get your Yearbook. 


I withdraw the 


aws 


] " sed 


of sai qua 


January 


in 


offer an amendment to 


On after 


the word “ expended,” 
down 


in line 8, 


ng 


The printing of 
Agriculture is now 
allotment for 


the annual report of the 
chargeable under existing law 
printing to the Agricultural De- 


to the Yearbook? 
is the Yearbook. 


This does not refer 
that this 


come in the 


le 
1OOn 








10 jb. 





\Iyr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I want to say to the gentle- 
that it will not interfere in any manner with the printing 
¢ the Yearbook. 

e Clerk read as follows: 

, enable the Public Printer to comply with the provisions of the 

anting thirty days’ annual leave to the employees of the Govern- 
Y Printing Office, $325,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 
\ir. SMITH of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the 
folowing amendment. 
rue Clerk read as follows: 

, page 163, line 17, after the word “ necessary,” insert the follow- 
That from and after the date of the passage of this act the 
ees of the Government Printing Office, whether employed on 
wk or by the day, shall be allowed by the Public Printer leaves 
nee with pay for thirty days in each fiscal year, exclusive of 

3 s and legal holidays.”’ 
\ir. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order on 
amendment, that it is a change of existing law. I will re- 

e the point if the gentleman will limit his time to five 


‘ } 
i 


Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, this amendment ap- 
plies only to employees in the Government Printing Office and, 


\lopted, will place these employees on the same footing as | also been decided by that act—namely, the type of the canal— 


those of the Executive Departments. 

In each of the Executive Departments of the Government em- 
1) 
sence with pay, exclusive of Sundays and legal holidays. 
ild a discrimination be made against the employees in the 
Government Printing Office? Why should they not have their 
thirty days’ leave during the fiscal year with pay the same as 
loyees in each and all of the Executive Departments? 
employees of the Government Printing Office are probably the 


shi 


emp 
iil} 
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lovees are, by existing law, entitled to thirty days’ leave of ab- | 
Why | 


The | 


hardest-worked people in any department, bureau, or office in | 


the service. During the sessions of Congress much of the work 
of the Printing Office is “ rush work; ” all of this work must be 
on time. Why should not those Government employees be 
entitled to the same consideration as employees who are not 
compelled to do this “rush work” incident to a busy session of 


qaone 


Congress ¢ 
The employees in the Government Printing Office receive no 
better pay, and in many instances far less, than many of the 


employees in the Executive Departments, and, ‘as I have before 
stated, all the employees in the Executive Departments receive, 
under existing law, thirty days’ annual leave with pay, ex- 
clusive of Sundays and legal holidays, while the employees in 
the Printing Office receive thirty days’ leave with pay, inclusive 
of Sundays and legal holidays occurring during such leave. 
Speaking for myself, will say I am always for the working- 
man. I have been one of them all my life, and I do not hesitate 





SOS I 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That no part of the sum herein appropriated shall be used 
for the construction of a canal of the so-called “ sea-level type.” 

Mr. BARTLETT. To that amendment, Mr. Chairman, I re- 
serve the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. By unanimous consent yesterday given to 
the gentleman from Ohio, he is now recognized for one hour. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, the problems relating 
to an isthmian canal have caused discussions in Congress as 
Tong continued and as earnest as those pertaining to great ques- 
tions of political or economic policy. Three principal questions 
have been discussed. The first question was whether the eanal 
should be built by the Government or by private initiative. 
After the expenditure of vast sums of money and several con- 
spicuous failures under private enterprises it was decided by the 
act of June 28, 1902, that the Government of the United States 


should undertake the task. The second question was where the 
canal should be located. Numerous routes had numerous ad- 
vocates. The same act of June 28, 1902, known as the “ Spooner 
| Act,” registered the conditional decision of Congress in favor of 
the Panama route. It was supposed that a third question had 


and it is generally accepted that a lock canal should be the one 
adopted and constructed by the Government. 

But of late a great deal of controversy has arisen on this sub- 
ject. There has been widespread agitation for a sea-level canal. 
I shall endeavor to point out that the act of 1902 committed us 


to a plan under which locks and an elevated level were to be 
employed, but before doing so I wish emphatically to dissent 
from the opinion that we can afford to postpone the removal of 
this question from the domain of controversy. It is not fair to 
the President and to the executive officers of the Government 
who have this great enterprise in charge to say to them with 
| one breath, “* Proceed with the canal with all the speed you may,” 
and with another breath to say, “ We have not yet made uj; 
minds what kind of a canal you shall build.” It is unjust to 
the subordinates who have gone to the Isthmus to give to the 
work the best years of their lives and their best efforts, to ham- 


to say that all of them who are worthy should be placed on an |} 


equal footing. 

The amendment seeks to obtain that meed of justice which 
s due to employees in the Government Printing Office, whether 
ile or female, which is already accorded to employees of the 
xecutive Departments of the Government. Can or should any 
representative of the people on this floor object to this? The 
only interest which I have in the matter is an earnest and hon- 
est desire to place on an equality with all other employees in 
the Government service those men and women in the Govern- 
iment Printing Office who are absolutely entitled to equal con- 
sideration. 

I trust the gentleman (chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations) will withdraw his point of order and permit the com- 

ttee of the House to decide by their vote whether or not this 
amendment shall be adopted. The amendment does not neces- 
carry an additional appropriation. The appropriation 
you provide for is based on the number of employees in the 


m 
bo 


Stil 


service at the time the estimates were made. Since then many 
of the employees have been discharged or laid off, and I am 


advised that soon after the adjournment of Congress five or 
hundred more will be discharged or temporarily laid off. 

[ desire to urge in the strongest manner possible on the mem- 

hip of this House the absolute merit and justness of this 

ndment and earnestly urge the support of every friend of 

lubor and honest toil in the support of same. 

CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 


The 


Minnesota makes 


the point of order, and the Chair sustains it. 

‘he Clerk read as follows: 

'o continue the construction of the Isthmian Canal, to be expended 
ur the direction of the President in accordance with an act entitled 
om act to provide for the construction of a canal connecting the 


an of the Atlantic and Pacific oceans,’ approved June 28, 1902, 
is lollows, 


‘ 


Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
it, with the request that it be now read and be permitted 
remain pending during the remarks of the gentleman from 


mie 
to 


Ohio 


| Company, and also to acquire from the Republic of C 


per and embarrass them by failing to decide this question. 

I am informed that some are now contemplating leaving the 
Isthmus with the thought that this delay means either that the 
construction will be indefinitely delayed that 


or there is a 
strong element here which does not desire any canal at all. A 
little later I will point out some specific practical reasons why 
a conclusion should ‘now be definitely made which will leave 


no indication of doubt, but, in the first instance, I wish to call 
attention to the Spooner Act of 1902. Under this act the i 
sion between the Panama and the Nicaraguan routes was 
to the President, with a direction that if certain conditions 
could be complied with, that at Panama was to be selected. 
He was authorized to acquire, at a cost not exceeding $40,000,000, 
the rights, property, etc., owned by the New Panama Canal 


dex l- 


laf 
eft 


olombia, 
upon such terms as he might deem reasonable, perpetual con 
trol of a strip of land not less than 6 miles in width from sea 
to ocean, with the right to construct and maintain a canal. This 
control should include the right to maintain and operate the 
Panama Railroad. He was also authorized to acquire 
diction over the strip and the ports at the end thereof, 


juris 


to make 


such police and sanitary rules and regulations as should be 
necessary ‘to preserve order and preserve the public heaith 
thereon, and to establish such judicial tribunals as might be 
| necessary to enforce such rules and regulations. If he could not 
comply with these provisions of the act, he was to obtain the 
necessary territory from Costa Rica and Nicaragua and pro 
ceed with the construction of the Nicaraguan Canal. He did 
obtain by treaty with the newly organized Government of 


-anama a strip 10 miles in width instead of 6, and made satis 
factory arrangements for our continued possession for the pur- 
pose of constructing and operating the canal, also for policing 
and for sanitary purposes. He secured a satisfactory title to the 
property of the New Panama Canal Company on payment of 


$40,000,000, and after accomplishing this he was directed to 
proceed by the specific language of the statute, as follows: 

The President shall then, through the Isthmian Canal Commission 
hereinafter authorized, cause to be excavated, constructed, and com 


pleted, utilizing to that end as far as practicable the work heretofore 
done by the New Panama Canal Company of France, and its pred 


sor company, a ship canal from the Caribbean Sea to the Pacific Ocean. 
By this paragraph he was expressly directed—not *rely 
authorized—to undertake the construction of the canal. 


Now follows a direction which may be regarded as a limitation 
upon his authority, or rather, as a specification of the kind of 
canal to be built: 

Such canal shall be of sufficient capacity and depth as shall afford 
convenient passage for vessels of the largest tonnage and greatest 
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draft now in use, and such as may be reasonably anticipated, and 
shall be supplied with all necessary locks and other appliances to meet 
the necessities of vessels passing through the same from ocean to ocean. 

In section 5 an appropriation is made and authority is granted 
to make contracts and to incur obligations for further expendi- 
ture to an amount set forth in the act. The section reads as fol- 
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lows; 

Sec. 5. That the sum of $10,000,000 is hereby appropriated out 
of iy money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated toward 
tl project herein contemplated, by either route so selected, and the 
Pre ent is hereby authorized to cause to be entered into such contra¢t 
or contracts as may be deemed necessary for the proper excavation, 
col tion, completion, and defense of said canal, harbors, and de- 
fenses the route finally determined upon under the provisions of this 
a Appropriations therefor shall from time to time be hereafter 
made, not to exceed in the aggregate the additional sum of $135,000,000 
should the Var route be adopted, or $180,000,000 should the 
Nicaraguan route be adopted. 

Thys he was directed to proceed with the canal with the 
S] ication that it should be of such capacity and depth as 
should afford convenient passage for— 

vi ; of the larcest tonnage and greatest draft now in use, and such | 
as reasonably anticipated, and shall be supplied with all neces- 
sary ks and other appliances. 

\ broader authority has perhaps never been given to the Ex- 
e than by this act. The measure clearly indicated the | 
d f the people for a prompt and effective prosecution of 
1 Of course it will be conceded that Congress has the 
Y by repeal other action, to take away the authority 
y l and reverse the decision made at that time, except that | 
contracts made or obligations incurred would be binding. 

aT 


M 





Ir. WILLIAMS. 
he CHAIRMAN. 
Mr. BURTON of Ohio. I 


‘hair 1 
Cpairman— 


Does the gentleman yield? 






will say that I would rather not 
be interrupted. My time, while an hour, is very short, con- 
sidering the magnitude of the subject. However, if I make any 


ent which is not clear, I am not only willing to answer 
cuestions, but ask Members to interrupt me. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. That the point. The gentleman* has 
ad the language of the Spooner Act, which is in substance 
that the President shall provide such locks as are necessary, 
and I understand the gentleman to be arguing that that neces- 


is 


sarily enns a lock canal. Is it not true that even in a 
sea-level canal there must be at least one lock, and probably 
more? 


Mr. BURTON of Ohio. 
The use of the word “ locks” instead of “ lock,” while signifi- 


There would be a lock, but not locks. 


| berme or shelf 50 feet in width just above the water level. 


cant, might not be regarded as conclusive. I was about to say 
that the necessary implication from the whole act is that a 


lock-leyel canal was intended. In interpreting this statute we 
must consider for river and harbor appropriations and 
some other appropriations of the Government which Congress 
had been making for years, and of the phraseology and purport 
of which both Houses of Congress must have been well informed 
when this measure was passed. In river and harbor appro- 
priations the direction of Congress is to the Secretary of War. 
An appropriation is made and the Secretary is authorized to 
contract for certain works, with the usual provision that the fur- 
ther cost shall not exceed a certain amount, the werk to be paid 
for from time to time as appropriations may be thereafter made. 
The amount of appropriation and authorization is invariably 
based upon estimates before Congress. Sometimes the direction 
is to prosecute the work rather than to complete it. Under 
these acts the Secretary is authorized, and by necessary impli- 
eation is directed, to proceed with these works, making con- 
tracts for their completion or prosecution. The amounts ac- 
cruing under these contracts are appropriated for from time to 
time in sundry civil acts. The act is a specific direction, how- 
ever, to proceed, and should the contracts be made and Congress 
fail to make appropriations in pursuance thereof the contractor 
could bring suit in the Court of Claims and recover the amount 
due him under the agreement made. Now, let us notice the 
amount of the authorization. It is $135,000,000. At that time 
both House and Senate had before them a report of the Isthmian 
Canal Commission created in 1899, stating that a lock canal at 
Panama would cost $135,000,000 and a sea-level canal would 
cost $240,000,000. This Commission estimated also the prob- 


acts 


able cost on the Nicaraguan route at $180,000,000 in case the 
President should proceed with the Niearaguan Canal. I have 


given round numbers, but the figures were understood at the 
time. If it had been the intention of Congress that there 
should be a sea-level canal there would certainly have been 
mention of the two hundred and forty millions, the estimate 
before it for that type, or at least some language giving to 
he President authority to expend in excess of $135,000,000. 

It is true that under the directions contained in the act the 
plan in the engineers’ report which was before Congress in 
1902 had to be changed. It was necessary that the depth 
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should be greater. The proposed depth under their report Wag 
only 35 feet and the bottom width 150 feet. In order to afford 
passage which would be convenient for boats of the lay: st 
size, it was decided that a depth of 40 feet and a bottom wiqi), 
of 200 feet would be required. There was also a change j; 


iil 





— 


th 
Lhe 


size of the locks, but with greater information on the sy) joo; 
he 


by a saving in some places, it has been maintained that 4), 
eanal on the lock-level plan can be completed for $129,705.00 
to be expended after the beginning of our oceupation, an amoynt 
only slightly in excess of the original estimate. This, of eoyrso 
does not take into account the $10,000,000 that was pai ; 
Panama and the $40,000,000 paid to the New Panama (yy) 
Company or the expenses of sanitation and of government. 

In discussing the comparative merits of a lock and a se 
plan it is desirable to state some general facts and considera. 
tions. The length of the Panama route from deep wat 
the north side, or that of the Caribbean Sea, to deep wa 
the south, or that of the Pacifie Ocean, is 49.15 miles, 
maximum elevation on the axis cr center of the proposed , 
was, in its natural condition, 333 feet above sea level. This } 
been excavated to a considerable extent. A recent stat 
makes the present height 210 feet. 

Four chief cbstacles may be mentioned whatever typ 
be adopted. The first may be said to be the magnitude of i} 
work. It is the greatest engineering problem ever undertaken. 
and yet it presents, save in one or two particulars, nothing 
untried or exceptionally difficult. In comparison with the two 
other canals, which are without locks, it should be stated th.; 
the Suez is 104 miles in length, as against 49.15, and the Cor 
is only 2 or 3 miles in length. In the Corinth Canal the m 
mum exeavation is slightly in excess of 200 feet, in the Suez 
about 70 feet. The latter goes through what is practically a 
desert, though there are lakes on the way affording a wid 
ehannel for a part of the distance. The greater magnitude ot 
the work at Panama is noticeable from the fact that the actua 
depth of the excavation to sea level is 333 feet. If the sea-level 
plan should be adopted, this would be inereased 40 feet, the 
depth of the proposed channel, or to 3735 feet. But it must also 


be stated that at the point of the canal where it crosses the maxi- 


Ss 0 


ith) 
‘ 1 


| mum elevation the cross section of the ground to be excavated 


is in a curved shape and slopes rise to a higher elevation on both 
sides of the proposed route. The bottom width of the navigable 
channel would be 200 feet, in addition to which there should 
be on each side where the excavation is more than 160 feet a 
The 
object of these bermes would be to afford access along the canal 
at places where there is deep excavation, and also to detain, in 
part at least, from going into the canal, any earth which might 
slip down from the slopes either during its construction or after 
its completion. 

As regards the location of bermes and the height of the 
eut at which they would be used, these are matters of detail 
and might be changed. In order to provide side slopes it 
would be necessary that the width should be increased as the 
excayation approaches the level of the ground above, and in 
view of the greater elevation on both sides of the center of 
the proposed route there would be, with a sea-level canal, an 


| approximate width of 1,100 feet at the top of the cut in one 


location and a height of 600 feet. At this point the excaya- 
tion is in hard and soft rock, The maximum width at the 
top of a lock-level canal would be about 170 feet less, or 930 
feet, and the maximum height 85 feet less. The figures which 
I have given are in accordance with the best estimates obtiin- 
able, though the nature of the rock and the necessary extent 
of the slopes may change them somewhat. As compared with 
these figures it should be stated that the greatest excavation 
in this country in a cut for a canal or railroad, of which I have 
been informed, is 250 feet, which is on a low-grade freight !inc 
of the Pennsylvania Railroad near to the Susquehanna River, 
and this excavation appears only on one side. 

Another obstacle is that of sanitation. The average rainfall 
on the Caribbean side of the Isthmus is about 140 Inclies, 
about one-half that amount on the Pacific side, and over ‘) 
inches in the interior. This maximum rainfall of 140 inches 
is four times as much as the average along the Atlantic «ost. 
In addition, there is the extreme moisture incident to so lirge 
a rainfall and constant tropical heat, though the temperature 
does not, save in the lowest portions, reach an exceptiy | 


figure. Sanitary conditions were inferios when our Gove’ 
ment took possession on the Isthmus. The ports at tlic two 
ends were subject to epidemics of yellow fever and oft 


dangerous diseases. None of these presents any insurmount: ble 
obstacle, although the work will be seriously handicappe’ )y 
the severe climate and the interruptions arising from \°') 
frequent rains. 
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\ third obstacle is the circuitous route which must necessarily 
.dopted. Generally speaking, four ridges extend along the | 
1 nus, though very much interrupted and not continuous. 
are located, one near to the seacoast on each side, and two 

je high portions of the interior. It would be impossible to 
ruct a canal without taking into account these ridges. The 

e of the canal must be adjusted to the course of the 
The proposed route crosses the Chagres River, of 

1 mention will be made, at least eight times. The next 
«reatest obstacle, both to the construction and operation 
eanal, is the Chagres River, the “ terrible Chagres,” as 

been called. Why is it called the “terrible Chagres?” 


1 ise of its extreme fluctuations and sudden rises. In the | 
1 ater stage it has shown a discharge at Gamboa which, 


¢ the period of recorded observations extending over 
thirty years, has been as small as 383 cubic feet per | 

1. At its maximum high-water stage it has been 76,000 
‘eet per second. The magnitude of this torrent may be 
stood when it appears that its maximum discharge is 
than one-third aS great as the total average flow from the 
F Lakes going over Niagara Falls. It reached, in 1890, | 
cubie feet per second. It will be observed that the 

n in the flow has been, if you compare the minimum and 

ium. as 1 to 200. It rises in the very high ground east 

( . proposed route, and in the lower portion has friable 
_ Jt is necessary that a considerable part of a sea-level 

| should be constructed near to its course because its 
’ must be adjusted to the ridges extending along the Isthmus, 
( hich I have spoken. This ungovernable river has bafiled 
of many engineers and destroyed the most sanguine 


i ans 
‘vow. with the consent of the House, I will approach the maps 
and explain the situation more completely, endeavoring to show 
the distinetive features of the two types or plans of the pro- | 
i canal. For 7.15 miles from the Atlantic side to Gatun, 
in a bay and partly through ground easily excavated, 
their course would be substantially the same. At this point in 
the lock plan the level of the canal would be raised 85 feet by | 
t] locks, each of a lift of 284 feet. These locks are sue- | 
( e, or in flight, and would be built in duplicate, or side by 
There would be six locks in all, each 900 feet in length 
95 feét in width. The eanal would be carried upon this 


level for 82 miles to a place known as “ Pedro Miguel,” on the 
side sloping to the Pacific, where, according to the plan of the 
minority of the Board of Consulting Engineers appointed by the 


President, a lock would be constructed in duplicate to a lower 
level, about 380 feet. From thence, through an artificial lake, 
the channel would lead to Sosa, a distance of about 54 miles, 
where two locks would be constructed, again in duplicate, which 
would lower the leyel to that of the mean or average tide of 
the Pacific Ocean. From thence to deep water in Panama Bay 
would be 4.28 miles. This project of the Consulting Engineers, 
however, is likely to be modified so that the three locks on the 
Pacific side will be located at Pedro Miguel and below at! 
Miratlores, having the same lift as suggested in the plan of the 
minority of the Board. 

The sea-level plan contemplates a lock on the Pacific side to 
guard against the tide, which has a range of 20 to 23 feet, | 
while on the Atlantic side it does not exceed 2 feet. 

An essential feature of both types of canal would be the 
construction of great dams. The lock level would have a large 
dam in connection with the three locks at Gatun, which would 
create a lake 30 miles in length, in which would be impounded 
the waters of the river Chagres and its tributaries, as shown 
upon the map here representing the proposed lock canal.¢ 
Through 23 of these 30 miles the channel of the canal would 
lie. On the Pacific side, also, three dams would be constructed, 
impounding in a similar manner the waters which flow to the 
Pacific Ocean, again affording a deep and wide channel on the 
Pacific side. These latter dams would not be constructed if the 
iodification- suggested should be made. 

the sea-level plan contemplates the construction of a dam 
at Gamboa here [indicating on the map], impounding the 
waters of the Chagres, which flow down from the higher ground 

ve; also numerous other smaller dams to prevent, or check, 
lie waters of impounded streams from flowing into the canal. 

On the large map here are two lines, or routes, showing the 
approximate width of the proposed canals. The upper one 
begins here on the Atlantic side, or in deep water on the 
Caribbean Sea, and represents the lock-level canal. The lower | 










e ee Plate I, annexed hereto, for lock canal; Plate II for asinitel 


canal, 


*See Plate III for a section of this map. 





represents the sea-level canal along the same general route, 
For 44 miles the course is nearly from north to south from 


| Limon Bay, near to Colon, to the mouth of the Mindi River. 





If you will follow the map, you will observe an int, and 


I may say vital, difference between the two proposed canals, 
and when this is understood you have the yery strongest argu- 
ment for the lock cqnal. I think the feeling of every one of 
us would be that if it were practicable within reasonable 
limits of expense to build a sea-level canal, if the ba ; would 
not cave, if it could be readily maintained, if large | ts could 
be readily steered and could go through without grounding or 
| running against rocks at the side, a sea-level can ild be 
the enterprise which we weuld prefer. 

But such a canal convenient for modern shipping and for 
prospective shipping would, in the judgme of those who have 
most carefully studied the subject, cost the su f $400.000.000 
and more, and would exhaust twenty years and 1 in build- 
ing. It is proposed that the sea-level canal should be HOO feet 
wide for the first 44 miles. The channel would be « | for 
this distance by dredging in a bay or in ] land 1 to a bay 
From that point for 40 miles I wan 0 call ¢ ert n to n 
apparent misapprehension. These routes represe! 1 | 
dicating] are not one above the other or ie 
They are each oa practically the same line, :tapo- 
sition on the map here. The sea-level « me t, * 40 

| miles would in earth excayation be 150 f E 
cavation 200 feet wide. To give exact figure DO fe 
or 20.39 miles, 200 feet for 19.47 miles. So 
iniles there would be an average width of : TD 
| feet. A lock-level canal contemplates the 
first 44 miles, and then a width of 500 feet to 


Gatun locks. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Chairm 
and instructive speech of the gentleman from Ohio 
interesting to Members of the House over here as to t! 
are immediately surrounding that gentleman, and I raise the 
point of order. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. I think if gentlemen will be seated 
I can make this plain, so everyone can understand 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Inasmuch as the interruy n has tal 
place, I wotld like to ask the gentleman f Ohio to 
how much distance there is between the direction of the 
level canal and the lock-level canal. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. They are virtually along the same 


line; there are variants, but those are not important Cha 
involves so much detail I think it hardly w h hile to 
go into it. At the Gatun locks, as I have stated, it pre 
posed to have in suecession or flight three locks, having an 
aggregate lift of 85 feet to the highest level. Beside tf! » locks 
at Gatun there is to be located across the channel of the 
Chagres, and impounding its waters, a dam 7,700 feet long. It 


is to be 135 feet high at the highest point, with a width 


| thickness at the bottom of half a mile, tapering to 100 feet 


the top. Calculations have been carefully made to the effect t! 


| the water will rise for 85 feet of the 135 feet height of tl 
| dam, at which point the thickness of the dam will be 374 fee 


In the central portion of this proposed dam there is a 
elevation through which a spillway would be constructed to 
take care of the waters while the canal is under construction, 
and to discharge the surplus after jit is completed. In this eon- 
nection it may be said that one of the greatest difficulti 
either type will be the disposition of the waters while 
is building. 

There can be no question of the strength or permanence of 
this dam. There are some other questions relating to it which, 
if I have time, I will take up later. I think, however, all are 
solved with absolute certainty. This dam would raise the level 
of the Chagres and its tributary streams which flow on this side 
of the Isthmus to a level of 85 feet above the sea. It would 
create an artificial lake of an area of 118 square miles, 30 miles 
in length, through 23 miles of which the channel of the canal 
would lie. 

Now, what are the differences between the two plans by 
reason of the creation of this artificial lake? At the beginning 
of the channel above the dam at Gatun in the lock canal, in- 


natn‘) 
latuUrstt 


es under 


the canal 


| Stead of a channel 150 feet wide and 40 feet deep, as proposed 


in the sea-level canal, there would be a channel 1,000 feet or 
more wide and 75 to 80 feet deep, and that very materially 
greater width and a materially greater depth on the higher 
lock level would continue for 23 miles. I just want, gentlemen 
of the committee, to put two figures over against each other. 
For 40 miles of the route, under the plans of the majority and 
minority of the Boar? of Consulting Enginters, the average 


| width of the sea-level canal would be 175 feet, the average 
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— ; - aera 7 . 
width of the lock-level canal would be 600 feet 
would thus be in evidence 
length of the canal. Under the | 
width and depth would be even er fo1 
of the route. This difference alone 
equal advantage, should turn the scale in if r 
° plan. 
‘ Mr. MARTIN I ( 1 
a I ‘ ul 
Mr. BURTON of O! B 
Ir. MARTIN. W t 
ordinary |] I 
BI LON i Onio i 
j er is t, I take 
cab LS i 
I it Ll¢ ) l 
r the lock me \ 
lentiy S ( ~ j 
A nd Il 
Mr. OLMSTED. ‘ 
Mr. BURTON of ¢ | 
vented fi hn er s if ‘ 
beh 3 
. Cl eres U Li ‘ le i 
% dam here G | 
= l evel ) ) 
q a 1 
oO tl e t.>f ‘ ) } 4 
wn uw to a 170 t. o ) 
? ” plan for a l »d 
4 that at Gatun. Keach woul ( 
a $ would have to , considerabl 
> < part of the se: e} } ( 
Y foundations for them, and tl! 
‘ Ke * tien, does not seem, by any n 
oO studied as that at Gatun. 
0 ~ Mr. WANGER. In the est ate of ! 
Zz as I understand, you referred d 
Oo Mr. BURTON of Ohio. § Y« 
- Mr. W \GER. rust ¢ D 
i 5 Mir. BURTON of Ohio. i t is tl ‘ i 
- | come to that. 
_ ul | Mr. WANGER. And farther a the s 
e ” | Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Farther down os 
=) ©. mated that the flowage would be h 
4 2 z 65,000 and the 76,000 which I have 
Oo - would be impounded here {indicat 
rc o on the map|. There would be a s| 
U ” | maw diseharge would be 15,000 cubi er s | 
aS Now, let us study the contour of this canal and vf 
LJ uJ i river near toit. The course of the proposed vel « 
> a whole distance from Gamboa or ¢ po here vh to 
- an | miles, is near to the Chagres and lower ed 
< < Many of you have seen canals Lilt t ] 
x uw do not believe one of you ill recall * 
mf n the canal was not abev tlie ve 
a. eR | struc ed, 1 ause no other |} i l in g 
= « | That is not all. In case a be ¢o 
oO % | boa, the comparative num et 
VU x | 10 miles below, originating below the d S 
os S | the Chagres, would be one-half the amoun 
c |} pounded at Gamboa—tbat is, if there are 7 t 
second, the maximum discharge in reco I 
, | would be gathered by the Chagres at this | it be 
| boa dam], another 38,000 would e ty into th 
| tributary streams below this dam at Gamb 
| would be near to and a menace to a st 
seventeen of these tributary streams flo 
| the waters of which, directly or ectly, 1 
to the canal below this dam at } fa > to 





to reach it. It is proposed to take care of 
streams by dams on the principal tribu 
canals, and, in a large degree, by allowing this wat 
over into the sea-level canal. Now, what would 


3 If it were a bread stream, 400 or 600 feet wide, th 
| perhaps take care of a large volume of water; 
| first thing that would happen? With the f ng in o 
of thousands of enbie feet of water per second 


freshet a very large amount of silt would be carried i 

eanal, and there must be constant dredging, with serious dans 
| that at times the channel would be seriously impaired. W! 
would be another result? Some of you have seen a very go 
illustration just below Niagara Falls, where 8,600 cubic fe 
of water comes through a tunnel into Niagara River a sho 





@See Plate IV for comparative cross sections at 
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distance 
reaching 


below the falls. There is a resulting cross current 
alinost across the river, and that, too, although it is 
a short distance below the great cataract. 
h might enter the canal would be included not only the 
15,000 feet from the spillway at Gamboa, but the still larger 
quantity—very materially larger, probably—which in time of 
freshet would flow in from the lower Chagres and its tribu- 
This would not only deposit a great quantity of silt in 
the canal, but would raise the current concededly to 2.64 miles 
per hour at thé time of maximum flowage. 
Now, Suppose you have a vessel 600 or 700 feet long. 


sur }y} 
Wabi 


taries. 


The 


bill provides that provision shall be made for the largest vessels | 


how in use or those that may be reasonably anticipated. A 
boat bas been launched nearly 800 feet long. 
feet wide, with a current cf 2.64 miles per hour, it would cer- 
tainly be difficult if not impossible to steer her. In some por- 
tions of this reute at the side there is not only dirt, but rocks. 
But it is said the Suez is even narrower. I wish to say that 
there can be no comparison between the two. In the Suez 
Canal the difficulties of construction, in the first place, are not 
In the second place, it is through a sandy desert, at 
no place having an elevation of more than 70 feet through which 
they had to excavate. If a boat runs its nose against the side, 
it is against soft sand, and no serious injury can be done. 

against a rainfall of more than 100 inches per year on the 
Isthmus of Panama, that on the Suez at the Red Sea is 1 inch, 
increasing to 3 inches at the northerly end. Yet, further, the 


so great. 


Suez Canal does not afford a waterway for boats of nearly so | 


large a size as is intended at Panama. Again, the curvature in 
the sea-level Panama Canal would be greater than in the whole 
of the Suez Canal. Although the Suez is 104 miles in length, 
there are only 15 curves, with a total 
as against 19 curves at Panama, with a total of 597° 
The total curvature, as I recall it, is 13 per cent of 
the route in the Suez and 38.8 per cent at Panama; indeed, 
in the portion excavated in the land 47 per cent. In other 


miles. 


words, taking the whole canal, there is nearly three times as | 


much curvature, relative to the distance, in the Panama Canal 


as there is in the Suez Canal, and in that part outside of bays | 


more than three and one-half times as much. This is for the 
most part eliminated by the lakes under the lock plan. 
I now 


Let us consider the objections to the proposed locks, and the 
dangers to shipping arising from the use of locks, on the one 
hand, and, on the other hand, from narrow channels with swift 
currents. 


They would be 900 feet long and 95 feet wide. 


in depth. 


o 
of 


But there has not been an occasion to build 
a larger size, and so the trial has not been made. The in- 
crease in size is not greater than has been successfully accom- 
plished in almost every species of construction. The last thirty 
years has witnessed a development in sky scrapers. 
years ago there were no sky scrapers in Chicago or New York, 
but now a building more than twenty stories high is regarded 
as quite as safe as was one of six stories of that time. Thirty 
years 
1 


Later they said that such an important advance had been made 


that one pier would be sufficient, and still later it was unani- | 
agreed that if expense should be disregarded a bridge | 
2.200 feet long and 150 feet above the water could be constructed | 
without any pier, giving absolutely a clear passageway under | 
These are illustrations of improvements in con- | 


mously 


the bridge. 

struction. 
‘The 

of great stability; the upper locks would no doubt be provided 


with double gates and, if necessary, above the lock there would | 


be located a movable dam, to be raised in case of accident. In 
the fifty years during which the “Soo” locks, in St. Marys 
River, between Lakes Superior and Huron, have been operated, 
those who are opposed to a lock canal say that three accidents 
have occurred. These are all they can enumerate in fifty years, 
during which time a traffic of 400,000,000 tons has passed 
through, 44,000,000 tons passing through last year without a 
minute of interruption and without any accident. When the 
accidents occurred the repairs to the gates and to the boats were 
easily made. 

But where have the accidents happened? In channels 300 
feet wide or more, below the locks in St. Marys River, where 
the current is not 2.64 miles, but 14 miles per hour, and at the 
St. Clair Flats Canal, where the current is 14 miles. In these 
channels, more than twice as wide as the prevailing width in 
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In the amount | 


In a channel 150 | 


AS | 


curyature of 4674°, | 
in 49.15 





wish to make a comparison here with other channels 
as regards some of the alleged disadvantages of the two types. | 


It is said that locks of such magnitude are not safe. | 
They are not in | 
advance of existing locks in length or width, but are in advance | 


locks | 


Thirty | 


ago, in a proposed plan for building a bridge 2,200 feet | 
long and 150 feet above the water level, on the Detroit River, it | 
was decided by engineers to be necessary to put in two piers. | 





masonry of the locks would be 40 to 45 feet in thickness, | 


JUNE 


Ld, 
the proposed sea-level canal, with maximum currents half 
maximum there, there have been during the fifty years | 
tioned a long list of disasters arising from collisions, 
grounding, and, perhaps worst of all, as the result of boats 
being driven athwart the channel. By these accidents ship) 
has been delayed many days, with the result that the dan 
te traffic upon the Great Lakes has assumed. very large I 
portions. If these boats, which until recently averaged Jess 
than 400 feet in length, would meet with such accidents in 
channels of greater width and in currents not so swift. What 
would be the probabilities in a canal where the specifications 
require provision for boats 800 feet long and of very 4 uch 
larger size? Thus, when we take into account the danger that 
may arise from locks they are far outweighed by the danger 


tne 
n- 
from 


o 
iS 
se 


arising from the narrowness of the proposed sea-level channel 


and the current that might be created in it. These velocities 
of 14 miles per hour in St. Marys River between Lakes Suporior 
and Huron and 1} miles per hour in the St. Clair Flats Canal 


| have been recently furnished by General Mackenzie, Chief of 
| Engineers, and are official figures. 


It has been said that this maximum current would only occur 
occasionally. In answer to that: In the first place, any water- 
way should provide for navigation every day in the year, and 
should be built in accordance with the extreme demands upon 
it. In the next place, with so great a rainfall, strong currents, 
if not reaching a maximum of 2.64 miles per hour, would be 
frequent and cause very great difficulty and danger. 

I have no question about the stability of these locks, their 
permanency, or their sufficiency. Of course, there might be 
damage to them by great earthquakes, and if I have time I 
will come to that later. 

Objection is also made to the Gatun dam here, the dimensions 
of which I have already given. The safest of dams, I take it, 
is an earthen dam of very large dimensions, which in this case 
would be one-half mile wide for the bottom width and ef such 
a heighth and massive dimensions that it would be impossible 
to wash it away. Is there any danger of percolation under it, 
any danger of its being washed away by a fissure or anything 
of that kind? Certainly not. The danger of percolation has 
been thoroughly examined, borings have been made everywhere 
in the neighborhood, and it bas been found that the seepage or 
percolation would be insignificant, negligible, as the report 
states. Even if there were some degree of seepage, by the use 
of cement grouting, or by the putting down of steel plates, this 
could be absolutely shut off. 

Now, as regards the advantages of width, of safety, of the 
absence of current, every argument is for the lock-ievel canal. 
There are a great many who have the idea that on the upper 
ievel the channel is just as narrow as on the lower level, and 
the moment that you tell them that there is an average of 600 
feet on the upper level and 175 feet on the lower level, it de- 
stroys the force of the arguments which have influenced them 
and creates an absolutely different impression of the compara- 
tive merits of the two. It is now time that I-should call atten- 
tion briefly to some practical reasons why this question should 
be put entirely beyond peradventure. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Will the gentleman yield for a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Why, certainly. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. There is one question I would like 
very much to have the benefit of the gentleman’s information 
and judgment upon. We are going to build this canal not for 
the present generation, but for generations to come and for the 
centuries to come. Now, assuming that we: construct a lock 
eanal, will the same character of ships, the size of ships, pass 
through that canal as is contemplated to pass through a sea- 
level canal, and what would be the difference as to time? 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. As regards time, in case of a large 
traffic boats could pass through the lock-level canal more 
quickly than by a sea-level canal. Why? Because in these 
portions here there is a greater width, boats would have ample 
opportunity to pass each other and need not slow down at 
points where they might meet. With a sea-level canal, | will 
say, generally speaking, that a small boat could go through 
more promptly. It would not be compelled-to slacken speed 
so much as a large boat because of curves and narrow chanuels. 
But a large boat could go through the lock-level canal more 
promptly. The passage would depend very largely on the time 
required for going through six locks as against one lock by the 
sea-level plan. It will be conceded by everyone that, apart from 
the lock portion of the canal, progress can be very much more 
rapid in the lock-level canal than in the sea-level canal, espe- 
cially with a boat of large size, because of the necessity of 
checking speed in the latter, the danger of collision and of run 
ning against the banks, and especially because of the danger that 
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ve ship might be lodged across the channel. Further an- 
ng the gentleman, I do not antic ipate that there would be 
ossible need for a larger canal than that under the lock plan 


fifty years to come. Of course, that is a matter of conjec- 
it would provide for boats with 40 feet draft and 90 
hoam. I say 40 feet—that is, 38 feet, practically. It would 
for a length of 780 feet to 800 feet or more. The very 
est boats that have gone through the Suez Canal since 
ry 1, 1905, and, I take it, the largest at ~ time since 





ning, was one which had a draft of 26 feet 3 inches and 
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gth om ve feet; another having the greatest width was the | 


‘h war ship the Terrible, having a beam of 78 feet. 
¢ our et ins it is well to provide for the centuries to come, 
< also well to provide that we do not reach the next cen- 
t hefore we finish the canal. [Applause.] 
OLMSTED. I would like to ask the gentleman a ques- 


In | 


rhe gentleman from Ohio mentioned one lock or a series | 


ks with an aggregate lift of 85 feet. I merely want to 
= there would be other locks and what would be the aggre- 


ft? 

BURTON of Ohio. Eighty-five feet up and 85 feet down, 

ocks on the Atlantic slope—that is, on the Caribbean 
Goo side—and three on the Pacific slope. 


OLMSTED. In the Rideau Canal in Canada, which 
long, of course not so wide as this nor so deep, there 
vate lift of over 300 feet. 

TO? V of Ohio. That is true. Of course it should be 
in candor that no such sized boats as are contemplated 
aa ugh the Rideau Canal. 
ir. OLMSTED. They carry boats of over 

RTON of Ohio. They carry boats of very considera- 

hut this to be built for not only the very 
its, but with provisions for safety. 
WILEY of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I would like to 
» attention of the gentleman to one fact that seems to 
ped his attention, and that I think, he stated there 
iles of lake navigation of lock-level canal and there is 
h of 7D feet. 


is 


100 feet in length. 


largest- 


is, 


aw? i 


URTON of Ohio. I think I so stated, gradually ” di 
¢ to 40 feet, the channel beginning at a width of 1,000 
ir. WILEY of New Jersey. The point was this, that the 
coming through that lake navigation could go at a 
h higher speed than they could through the canal. 
BURTON of Ohio. Certainly. 
WILEY of New Jersey. On account of the wash on the 
; they are obliged to maintain a slow speed. 


BURTON of Ohio. Yes. 


WILEY of New Jersey. Through that lake they would 

ly go at full speed. 
} URTON of Ohio. Yes; they might; but probably they 
try to attain their maximum capacity for speed. In 


Li 


t distance they would not go under 
\ [LEY of New 
onsumed i 


full headway 
Jersey. hat would more than 


locking. 


abrogate 


BURTON of Ohio. It would with a large ship certainly. 
maller ship could go through more quickly on a sea- 

ul. 
ething was said not long ago to the effect that this wide 
li not be a good thing, notwithstanding there is in 
sa thousand feet of channel, because it gradually becomes 
hallow at the edges, and it is said that the sea-level canal 
have an advantage, because the pilots would see the trees 
sides. I do not take that seriously. A pilot does not 
on trees, but on his knowledge of the channel, and this 
1,000 feet wide for 16 miles and 800 feet for 4 miles 
uiside of shallow water would be buoyed, and every i 
to keep track of buoys. If he can not, he does not 


s business. 
BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
the statistics of the number of accidents that happened 


last fifty years in the Soo Canal. I would ask the g i 

f he has the statistics as to the accidents that have hap 
i the Manchester Canal? 

BURTON of Ohio. There may have been more there, 
tis a very simple proposition. 

BURKE of South Dakota. Then I wanted to ask the 
in in that connection what would happen to a lock-level 


ich as the gentleman has de 


seribed if an accident 
o that the ship would 


down through 


should 
would carry 


£0 
BURTON of Ohio. In the first place, it an impossi- 

if the locks and approaches are properly constructed and 

rly managed. It is beyond belief. It would be necessary, 
course, that there should be approach walls above and below 


is 


} 


| 


the locks. The Manchester 


Canal does not have these of a kind 
that would be constructed here and which common prudence 
would require should be constructed. Then there would be 
double gates and, as I said, a movable dam above the upper 
lock which could be put up in case of damage. All the dangers 
that have been exploited by the opponents of the lock canal 
have been met and solved at the Soo, every one of them. They 
have gotten along there for these fifty years without difficulty. 


I was about to speak of reasons of a practical nature why 


,this matter should be settled beyond question. I desire now to 
have the profile maps brought here. There is an idea that we 
can go along in a lucky-go-easy way and the work will apply 
alike to a sea-level or to a lock canal. Let us examine some 
reasons why such is not the case. Here are the profiles and 
plans for the canal.* I will say that this profile of the ss 
level canal is erroneous in one important particular. At the 
northerly end it represents the old line selected by the French 
company, upon which there has already been a good deal of 
excavation, but this line has been abandoned, so that from that 
point [illustrating on the map] the ground is not yet below 
sea level. Now, the three great problems in a locl Mn! l, as far 
as construction is concerned, would be the building of this dam 
at Gatun here, the building of the locks at fen and the 
cutting down of the Emperador-Culebra He¢ here. The 
question is, which will require the longest time? In dg 
ment, the construction of the three locks at Gatun will take the 
longest time, and work should be commenced upon them at once 
If a lock canal should be construct what should be don 
This channel could be dredged here 7.15 miles to the proposed 
location of the locks, so that material might | , 
there by a direct channel from the Thus cement could be 
brought from Gulf ports or from other seaports, and 
opportunity would be available to obtain other neces 
rials—lime, gravel, sgnd, crushed rock, « Now, if it » be 
a sea-level canal the natural plan for making excavat vould 
be to use your railroad so as to work along up here upon th 
upper level without turning your force in the di ‘ n 
ticned. ‘The method of cons Gatun affords 


ructing the dam at 
another : l 


reason for 








an early decision he dredged 1 | al 
from the canal ow Gatun should be utilized. Earth di ed 
from water would afford a better material than dry earth 
brought from other sources, and it uuld be con 1 to the 
dam _ by pipes conne ! direct \ l e dredges r at 
hand or th scows ig tl | ‘ more 
ite points. 

But there are two or three otl which ‘ uch 
more important than either of these. Here your summ if 
3 feet rising like the sides « cup both sides If sa 
lock canal, the excavation at the top would naturally b t le 
170 feet narrower than for a sea-] | inal \ | 
rational and economical way in which to proceed h t 
excavation? It is to begin at the « edge on b l i 
would be necessiry to locate ste; hovels nd ¢ 
removal of earth on the up cr f the cros h 
canal. In ex ting this cut it i nded that 
a slope with frequent shelves or | hes rh 
It will be necessary to locate nun u | 
way tracks. The general slope of tl f ! é 
inated, would be what is called lon 1 hat f g 

f S5 feet there would | in addit ) » fer ] 
readily be recognized that if you | L « 1 
begin 85 feet farth out on either side I ! : 
for a sea-level canal and then de ( 
mous amount of unnecessary excavation would have 
If you begin as for a lock canal and th 
niar it wil ha 1 ssary to « re { x of 
he slopes at the sid The ¢ se 1° eS l 
bw the i ive t ljustme ot Tl I a « 
t mi: BO. i to t 11 ) 
excavation for a i-level plan is GO0,000  ¢ c Y Is 
this ent; for ] only 53.700. y 

there is of i n not » impo ] ery 
substantial one. You must take care to exclude th 
streams from the cut even on its highest levels. I 

hile construction is in progress to dig ditches 
of the proposed excavation to divert the waters ef tl 
these ditches will have to be dug through jungles 
deal of difficulty. Now, if you are goil o have ) 
1.100 feet they would have to be outside of 1.100 feet 
of 930 feet, you can locate them so mu to 
of the canal and construct them with a great deal less 

The third reason arises from the method of dispos 
excavated material. In the dredging on the higher ‘Is the 
“See Plates V and VI for profiles of lock 1 sea l » re 


spectively. 
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removal of the spoil is the all-important consideration. Digging 
ean proceed much more rapidly than removal. The question is, 
Where shall this earth after it is exeavated be deposited? If 
a sea-level caval should be constructed it would be dangerous to 
locate it in the valleys below the heights, because numerous 
streams crossing the banks of the deposited earth at right 
angles ‘would foree great quantities of earth toward and into 
the canal. If, instead, under the lock plan a great lake should | 
be crented, this spoil could be placed upon the outer edges of the | 
lake in comparatively quiet waters in which it would settle 
and be taken care of. At any rate, what would be the case if | 
any one of you were to undertake an enterprise where this all- | 
important question was undecided? You could not prosecute it | 
with the same vigor and vim, with the same certainty in your 
ealculations. And so I appeal to this House, by its vote, at | 
least, to register its opinion in what way that canal is to be | 
constructed, so that there may be no longer amy doubt or | 
hesitancy about it. It seems to me it is hardly worthy of us as | 
a people, that, undertaking an enterprise of this nature, after we 

have waited so jong we should still further postpone a con- | 
elusive decision. I admit that for years here I advocated as 

strongly as anyone not going ahead with the enterprise until 

we knew where it was to be and what its general plan was to 

be. In 1899, after a Senate amendment on a river and harbor 

bill, providing for the Nicaragua Canal, I brought in here a | 
conference report which provided for the first Isthmian Canal 

Commission, appropriating $1,000,000 and directing its mem- | 
bers to enrefully examine and report upon all routes. I did not 

helieve that the comparative merits of the different routes had | 
been examined. In 1900, vwrhen the bill was pending here to go | 
on with the Nicaraguan route, I did not believe we had the 

data sufficient to enable us to go on intelligently, and I voted | 
with the minority against that bill. Now, after these years 

of examination, and the work is begun,- we should prosecute 

it with vigor and with no degree of hesitancy whatever. 

[ Applause. | 

The CHAIRMAN. The hour granted to the gentleman from 
Obio | Mr. Burrow] has expired. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the gentleman from Ohio be permitted to conclude his re- 
marks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks 
unanimous consent that the gentleman from Ohio may be per- 
mitted to conelude his remarks. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. I do not wish to object, but I think we should 
have a limit of time in some way. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. TI do not think I shall occupy more 
than fifteen or twenty minutes. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman from Ohio may have thirty minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iineis asks unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman from Ohio may have thirty 
minutes longer. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. | 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. The sea-level canal would not have | 
been seriously considered except for the fact that a Board of | 
Consulting Engineers was constituted not long age, in whieh 
there were some foreign and some American engineers. By a 
vote of eight te five they favored a sea-level canal. I can 
readily imagine that a foreign engineer, with less knowledge 
of locks, with the Suez Canal as the great object lesson before 
him, would have, if not a bias, at least a predilection for a sea- 
leyel canal, It should also be said that two of the eight en- 
gineers who favored a sea-level canal in previous reports and 
when members of previous commissions declared in favor of a 
lock canal. 

Mr. WILSON. How many of the eight were American en- 
gineers? 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Three. General Davis, who, while 

‘ able and learned man, is not a man who has had 

as an engineer. He was one of the three Americans. 

‘s were Mr. Burr and Mr. Parsons. Mr. Parsons says 

: were a commercial enterprise, one where a return 

ent or something of that kind were expected, he would 

canal entirely proper. Mr. Burr, another member, 

nber of the Commission from 1899 to 1902, which 

full consideration, in favor of the lock-level 

' ! joined in a report to that effect. In the beginning, 

De Lesseps went there without any plan, without any borings, 
and went hastily ahead to eonstruect a sea-level canal. After 
the expenditure of $247,000,000—and it is rather a threatening 
coincidence when you are told by the majority of this Board of 
Consulting Engineers that the sea-level will cost exactly the 
amount that De Lesseps wasted upon it, namely, $247,000,000— 
it was resolved that they would have to do something. A com- 
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mission was convoked for the study of the plans. The members 
of that commission decided unanimously in favor of a lock 
canal. They did not put it on the ground of cost, either. Then 
there was another committee which made a report in 1898. It 
was called the Comité Technique, and it was intended to include 
the best engineers in Europe and America, and they unani- 
mously reported in favor of a lock canal. M. Choron, an emi- 
ment engineer who was chosen as chief engineer of the new 
enterprise, in a paper which was read in London, said: 


The gentleman has conveyed a misunderstanding: he seems anxious 
to convey the idea that I am opposed to the sea-level canal because of 


its expense, which is not the case. It is because of the impracticability 
of the plan. ; 

Then the Isthmian Canal Commission of 1899 was constituted, 
and they reported unanimously in favor of a lock-level canal. In 
all, thirty-four of the best engineers of the world, including Mr. 
Hunter and Mr. Burr, two of the eight who recently favored 
a sea-level canal, declared for a lock-level canal, and there was 
no opinion given, after mature consideration, by any commission 
or body of engineers in favor of a sea-level canal until this 
body, this thirteen, of whom eight favor a sea-level and five a 
lock canal. 

Mr. KEIFER. If the gentleman will permit me, I under- 
stand you to say that there were eight of the thirteen favored 
a sea level and five a lock level? I think it was nine to four. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. It was eight to five. 

Mr. KEBIFER. I would like to ask my colleague another 
question. You have spoken of the number of boards and engi- 
neers who have up to a certain day reported in favor of a loc! 
level canal. Was the question submitted to this Commission 
(1 do not mean the last one) as to the feasibility of making a 
lock canal and not the cost of making a sea-level canal? 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. By no means. When the question 
was submitted to this Comité Technique of the type of canal 
they would build they unanimously condemned the sea level 
and did not put it upon the ground of cost, but on the ground of 
its impracticability. 

Mr. KEIFER. I understood it was on account of the 
pense alone. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Not at all, although that question 
was considered. The Comité Technique in 1898 in making their 
report said, in speaking of the sea-level project: 


exX- 


It is not possible to think of utilizing the river— 
That is the Chagres— 


itself for the passage of shipping, by rectifications studied with thts 


lic is 
end in view; the irregularity of its fow and the violence of its floods 
are incompatible with a solution of this kind. The complete diversion 
of its course to the Pacific, far from the route of the cana as was 
formerly suggested and in part studied, would be a colossal undertaking 
which it does not seem possible to adopt. lence it is mecessary to ac 
commodate the character and needs of the river and canal to those of 
near neighbors, which it is very difficult to do in the se of a sea 
level canal. Even if the outflow of a large part of the drainage sin 
were confined in temporary reservoirs it must be recognized that is 
necessary to provide for the river by the side of the canal an ai il 
bed capable of carrying a very considerable volume in certain flood coz 

ditions. An artificial bed prepared above the level of the ! ‘ h 
could carry so large a flow would represent a work not only vy ith 


cult to practically accomplish, but also one which must be a 
menace to the canal. Thus it may be said that the princip 





to the realization of a sea-level canal arises less from t fi ; 
inherent to the execution of the grand cut at the continental divide 
than from those caused by the presence of the Chagres in the district 
which must be crossed before reaching this divide, and that it perhaps 
would be not too much to insist that here is an insurmountable stacle 
to such a conception. 

It is noticed that in setting forth these conclusions no men 


tion is made of cost. 

Then, again, Monsieur Choron said in 1901, in commenting 
upon a paper read before the Institution of Civil Engineers in 
London : 


The paper gave a clear account of the present position of the matter 





from a technical point of view. The author was not correct, however 
in stating that the technical commissio principal reason for putt 
aside the plan for a sea-level canal had been its cost and the i ss 
bility of its yielding a profit as a commercial scheme. The 1 had 
not been the cost, which, perhaps, might not be a much more i! rtant 


matter than in the case of the plan adopted, but the grave te 
difficulties presented -by the problem of regulating the Chagres Riv 
and protecting the canal against its floods. With a lock canal and t 
great central lake of Bohio, this preblem admitted of easy s t 
without that lake it was almost insoluble. Hence the 

that the nearer a lock canal approached to the sea level the 

would be, was not altogether justified, because really the ent 
difficulty of the regulation of the Chagres River would be \ 
increased by lowering the level of the lake of Bohio below that adopted 
by the technical commission. 


Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania. I would like to ask the gen 
tleman from Ohio if the adoption of a lock canal will obviate 
all the difficulties encountered from the flood waters of the 
Chagres River which would arise in case we adopt the sea-level 
plan? 
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Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Not altogether. There is no plan of 
any canal that will do away with all difficulties. You may just 
as well face that question; but they will be obviated in a far 
greater degree in this way. The most of the difficulty arising 
from the flow of waters is solved, and I may almost give an 
affirmative answer to the gentleman’s question so far as the 
Chagres River is concerned. It will be noticed that the waters 
of the Chagres River below this dam flow off here [indicating 
course of the river from Gatun dam to its mouth], and above 
the dam they are taken care of by it. What I say is that there 
will always be a degree of difficulty arising from the great 
rainfall, which so saturates the earth that it erodes readily 
and is easily carried into the channels and cuts. These dangers 
would be infinitely greater in the sea-level canal. The number 
of disturbing streams would be very much greater and would 
also include all those which under the lock plan would be cov- 
ered by the lake above Gatun. Then, too, the length of narrow 


channels in the canal, subject to erosion or overflow, would | 
The element of time at the | 
cut, in case there is a sea-level canal, assumes great 


multiplied several times over. 
Culebra 
importance. One hundred and ten million cubic yards would 
have to be taken out and 53,700,000 cubie yards for a lock 
level. On the sea-level plan it is estimated that fully 40,000, 
(00 cubie yards would be below the water level, much of it in 
the Culebra cut; it would have to be taken out of the water. 


Some means of communication would have to be adopted, so it 


could be carried away by the railway cars or in some other way. | 
‘rhe whole problem of the Culebra cut is not so much to dig out | 


; it is to carry away. 

Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania. A good part of the way, then, 
this lock canal will be above the level of the river? 
BURTON of Ohio. Not all the way. 
the level of the river down to here [indicating on the map] and 
farther up for a considerable distance. An important fact is 
that its level in the lake created by the Gatun dam would be 
ibove the present level of the river wherever it crosses it. 

Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania. Above all danger from flood 
water? 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Certainly. So far as the Chagres 

ver is concerned, there would be no danger to the canal from 
hat: but from the other streams and the rainfall there would 

some danger. 
ome now to the matter of expense. 
ILAMILTON. Before the gentleman 
ild like to ask him, if it was deemed advisable to make a 


\In 
Vir. 


2 


el canal in later years, if the lock type of canal is now 


sURTON of Ohio. 
e undertaking. 


t Gatun, 


Yes: although it would be a very 
and on the Pacific side, by the side of those which 
lowering 
| another lock here, continuing the 
ution to a still greater depth. It has been estimated that 
ould cost $208,000,000 to make that change. 
IILAMILTON. And it would be impossible for traffic to 


use, 


‘haps, 


RURTON of Ohio. Oh, no; traffic would continue with- 
ny interruption. Of course if traffic were to be inter- 

it would be a much easier matter to excayate to 
because then you would let the water out from the upper 
and dredge in the dry; but if the traffic continues, as it 
continued—because if you establish a 
route you must maintain it—there would be this great 
xpense. I will say, further, that of course if 
ing to have a sea-level canal it would be desirable to dig 

hat is, I mean a sea-level canal within 


sea 


have to be 


, ! 
! ¢ 


‘HAMILTON. If it were deemed better in 
Certainly it could be done. 

To have a wider and deeper canal, it 
f Ohie. Certainly, and the canal not be out 

while the change was being made. 

Here is a question I wish to ask: If 
Gatun should be a failure, then 

Is that so? 

That is so. 


for 
the 


any 
lock 
must be abandoned. 

Vir. BURTON of Qhio. 
plan. 

Mr. SIMS. What 
dam will be an 
question to be decided. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. The experience of men in building 
and maintaining dams in more difficult situations, and which 
are not by any means as massive, in different parts of the 


At least the 


has the gentleman that that 
It seems to me that is the 


assurance 


absolute success? 
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| dam at Gamboa. 
It would be above | 


leaves that point, | 


It could be done by putting in locks | 


this level behind them gradually, and | 
dredging or | 


com- | 
;} years. 
you | 


twenty or | 


years to} 
| to hear 


present | 
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Uy 


world—in India, in California, and even so near as Ma» 
setts—is a sufficient answer to that question. 

Mr. SIMS. Is there any dam now in existence th.; 
compare with this one in the amount of pressure that j; 
have to sustain? 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. I will say to the gentleman that 
very simple principle of hydrostatics will satisfy him . 
point. The pressure of the water upon a dam from 
paratively few feet behind it is just as great as it 
10 miles. That is, in case there is no current, and the 
be none here. If you will think of it a moment, you 
that such must be the rule. There will be here a 
water 85 feet high behind a dam 135 feet high, and dais haya 
been built to sustain the pressure of a column of water 12- 
feet high. There will be no trouble on that score. oi 
danger that has been suggested is percolation under 

Mr. SIMS. I think it is important that that questi 
be fully considered. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. I do not think there is any d.: 
that score whatever. There is another dam up here at 
which would be necessary if the sea-level project wer 
It is not quite fair for the advocates of one plan lx 


‘sachy- 


will 
Will 


a 
i that 
com. 
from 
Would 
ill know 
i of 


only 


hould 


|“ Your dam is impracticable, unsafe, and founded on ¢! 


but mine is founded on a rock; mine is sure to he 
cause there is just as much danger at Gamboa as the 
be at Gatun; just as much danger under the sea-ley 
at one place as there is under the lock project at the 

Mr. SIMS. Would there be a dam or anything 
breakwater? 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Certainly; there would hay 
How are you going to keep out all this water 
unless you have one? Also, how, except by other dam an vou 
keep the water of seventeen or more other streams from) wear- 
ing dewn the banks of the canal and swelling the currents of 
water in it? - 

Mr. SIMS. I understand what the gentleman refers to, 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. That is a dam to prevent the 
from getting into the sea-level canal. 

Mr. WILEY of New Jersey. The Oakland dam, at Oakland, 
Cal., is 115 feet high, whereas this dam at Gatun is only S85, 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. There are other dams which have a 
greater pressure to sustain without being of such massive con- 
struction. It has been estimated that this dam as projected 
here is six times as large as is required, but I think the people 
of the United States all appreciate a factor of safety. 

I want to speak briefly on the comparative expense. The 
proposed expense of a lock canal would be, according to the es- 
timates, $139,705,000. 

It is true that the majority of the Board of Consulting Fn- 
gineers did place the figures somewhat higher, but they conceded 
the cost of a sea-level canal to be $247,000,000, while the minor- 
ity placed it at $272,000,000. The difference in cost as esti 
by the Commission of 1899 was slightly in excess of $100: 


water 


| The difference in the estimated cost of $108,000,000 


very generally accepted. 

Now, about time. While I would not put my judgment 
that of a skilled engineer, I believe the controlling 
construction under the lock plan will be the locks at G 
on the Pacific slope, and these can be finished in eight year 
as to complete the dam, if those who have it in charg 
ahead without embarrassment, in 1914. It is said by those that 
favor the sea-level canal that it will take twelve or thirteen 
The most tedious process in building a sea level would 
no doubt be the excavation and disposition of 40 feet depth and 
200 feet in width below the sea level for 8.1 miles; and it would 
take a very brave man to give an estimate as to how long it 
would take to do that—twelve or thirteen years would 
minimum, and more likely twenty years. I should 
from some one who favors a sea-level can 
method to take away this excavation estimated at i2 
cubie yards, located a hundred to more than 300 feet | 


agaist 


can £0 


| natural crest of the hill, and all to be taken from ben 


surface of the water. All engineers who favor the 


| concur in the opinion that as far as exeavation is concer! 


possible speed should be made with the Culebra cut, “as it 
require the longest time to complete it. Suppose the plan is to 
take away the dredged material or spoil by railway; how will 
you accomplish it? Will the excavation be accomplished by 
dredge boats working in the water, or will the cut be kept free 
from water by pumps? 

Mr. RHODES. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Certainly. 

Mr. RHODES. The gentleman was speaking of the length of 
time that it would take to construct the different types ©! canal. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. There is a wide difference of opinion 








1906. 


wt it. Engineers say they can furnish a lock canal in eight 
~« and those who favor a sea-level canal say twelve or 
thirteen years. 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


have already expressed an opinion both as to cost and time. | 


are two other things I would like to touch upon. 

ISCH. Will the gentleman answer a question? 

3URTON of Ohio. Yes. 

‘rr. ESCH. I understand the canal is to be neutralized. I 
understand how the Gatun lock would be beyond the range 


1 re 
L 


Mr. I 
ir. I 


| depend somewhat upon the amount of traffic. I 


of fire. but under the project as the gentleman has explained it | 


Sosa dam comes yery close to the Pacific coast line and 
id be in range of fire from battle ships in the Panama Bay. 


‘ld it not be better, as suggested by Engineer Stevens, to put | 


ium at Miraflores or Pedro Miguel? 

BURTON. From a military standpoint, yes; but I am 
frank to say that in my judgment the only rational control of 
{ eanal is by treaty securing neutrality, just the same as the 
, Canal. The best protection is neutrality. So far as any 
fortress is concerned, I should prefer not to see a fort or a 

on the whole Isthmus, but have it protected entirely by 
emeut between nations. [Applause.] 


s 


Mr, OTJEN. Will the gentleman yield? 
BURTON of Ohio. Certainly. 
\ir. OTJEN. The gentleman has said that a lock-level canal 


would do for fifty years. 
uch longer than that? 


fi 
BURTON of Ohio. Certainly; and then it could be en- 
larged. The estimate for enlarging it from a lock to a sea-level 


canal has been put at $208,000,000, which, added to the $139,- 
0.000 of original cost, would make $347,000,000, as against 
17.000,000 for a sea-level canal at the beginning. The Govy- 
‘ nent would, however, save the interest on $108,000,000 be- 
the construction of a lock canal and a change to sea level. 
\ir. COOPER of Pennsylvania. How about the cost of main- 


Fi 


We l 


tenance? 

\Mir. BURTON of Ohio. I have given some attention te that, 
but | do not think we have any data upon which to base a 
reliable estimate. It is generally estimated that it would cost 
more for the maintenance of a lock canal. Why? Because of 
the maintenance and operation of the locks. It will not do to 


let every master of a vessel, careless or careful, go through the 
locks managing his own beat. It will have to be taken charge 
of by an expert responsible to the Government when it reaches 
the locks, and thus the maintenance would be a matter of con- 
expense, 

BUTLER of Pennsylvania. 


a question? 


1 
ie 


siier: 
Mr. 


Will the gentleman allow 


Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Certainly. 
Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. It is quite as important to 
T e cal 


‘e of the canal after it is built as it is to sail ships 
Does the gentleman know what progress has been 

o secure neutrality for this- Zone? 

BURTON of Ohio. I do not know that there has been 
ny effort—there is a general progress everywhere toward the 

neutrality of canals. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. It is the gentleman's opin- 

ion that there will be no difficulty in securing a guaranty of 


neutrality? 


over it 
1 in 4 
made to 


Ty 
il. 


| dition to that there are seventeen strea 


Is it not probable that it would do | 


Mr. BURTON of Ohio. None whatever. Neutrality for the 
Su Canal was secured, all nations joining but one, as I 
recollect. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. There were two or three | 


tions excepted. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Yes; but their refusal to become 
parties to the agreement did not assume any great importance. 
Mr. DUNWELL. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Certainly. 
Mr. DUNWELL. The gentleman promised some time ago to 
give us some opinions in regard to earthquakes. I hope he will. 
BURTON of Ohio. 

; of earthquakes more attractive to members of the commit- 

tce than some other subjects about which Members would like 

to talk, but I will try to say something about it. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Chairman, can the gentleman from Ohio 
‘uS any comparative estimates of the annual cost of opera- 
; these two systems? 

Ir. BURTON of Ohio. I would say in regard to that, that 
eral estimates have been made. One places the annual cost 
52,400,000 for the sea-level canal and $2,800,000 for a lock 

nal. Another estimate is that the cost will be $800,000 more 
a lock canal. I think, however, those are all in the air. I 
not believe anyone can make any estimate at this time with 

degree of accuracy. 


XL 538 


G 





I do not think I could make the sub- | 
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Mr. MARTIN. Is not that going to be a very important part 
of the problem—the annual cost of operating the canal? 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. It is an important problem. sut the 
immediate problem is the completion of the canal, so that it 
may be ready for use. We expect to receive a return in the 
way of tolls. It is all a dead investment, and will be until it 
is finished. On completion the expense of mainte! will 
do not antici- 
who have been 


ince 


pate the traffic will be nearly as large as those 
most enthusiastic about it expect. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentleman 
a question. If 


we lave a dam and keep the waters of the 
Chagres from rushing into the canal, will not the checking of 


the water precipitate the sediment or silt, and will it not, there- 
fore, go into the canal? 
Mr. BURTON of Ohio. No; because 


at times you must dis- 
charge through a spillway 15,000 cubic 


feet per second. In ad 
ms at different places be- 
low Bohio, and the cubie discharge of the Chagres is 50 per cent 
greater 10 miles below Gamboa, where the dam is, than it is at 
Gamboa. The chances are there would be a very large amount 
of silt in the canal, but the greatest amount of dredging would 
not be required naturally, because of silt carried in water, but 
by reason of the dirt washed into the canal by inflowing streai 


Mr. Chairman, if I have time, I wish to say just a few words 
in regard to earthquakes. Of course, no construction can be 


safe against possible earthquakes. I do not believe there is any 


great difference between the two types of canal as regards tl 


eos 


danger. There are divers theories about earthquakes. The old 
one was that they were due to the fact that the earth is a 
mere crust on the outside of a molten mass, and that the heated 
material within was seeking exit. That naturally « d the 
strata to rise in the places where the pressure was greatest and 
the crust was weakest. Under this theory earthquakes would 
be associated with volcanic eruptions. Another theory now is 
that they are caused by the slipping of strata. The danger of 
an earthquake to a lock-level canal would not, I believe, rest 
upon the great locks. Their masonry is too massive to be af 
fected by an earthquake unless it be of a kind almost beyond 
our comprehension. For instance, at San Francisco in the re 


cent severe earthquake the forts erected by the Government 
remained intact. Some tall buildings remained intact The 
Government building, which was the best constructed, remained 
intact, or that part of it which was completed. The masonry 


for these locks would far and away exceed in ness any 
of those structures that survived the San Francisco earthquake. 
The greatest damage to the locks would naturally fall upon the 
pipes through the masonry of the canal walls, which convey 


MASS 


the water for lockage, and I do not believe that would be very 
serious. It could be repaired without very serious difficulty 

On the other hand, this great excavation in the sea-level canal, 
373 feet deep at the lowest depth and with a maximum ek 
tion rising to 600 feet on one side, would be a sbi ¢ mark fo 
an earthquake. I do not believe that anyone can argue in 
of one side or the other, so far as the earthquake propos n 

| concerned. As regards this dam at Gatun, there are so d S 
in California like the one proposed at Gatun. These vived 
the shock and retained the water behind them | Ly 
difficulty. 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to suggest t] 
gentleman that the water supply of San Francisco ‘ ed 
in three reservoirs outside of that city—one in Lake Pilarcitos, 
one in Lake San Andreas, and one in Crystal Springs Lake. 
Those three lakes were located upon the fault which caused the 
recent earthquake. They are all artificial lakes, maintained by 
a dam, and the dam is constructed in a similar m er to the 
proposed construction of the lock canal; and they id as 
severe a shock as could possibly be given, and every one of 
those three lakes remained intact. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I thank the gentlemen 
of the committee for their very friendly attention. [Prolonged 
applause. | 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman who made the point 
of order upon the amendment insist upon it? 

Mr. LITTAUER. The point of order was reserved, Mr. 
Chairman, as I understood it. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask for the reading of the 
amendment, in order that we may understand it. 


Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, may I ask for a 
moment? The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Witey] has 
something which he desires to have inserted in the Recorp 
bearing on this subject, and I know from a cursory ex ination 
of it that it is valuable, and I ask unanimous consent that Ii 


| have two minutes, 
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The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Georgia yield? 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. I was not aware the gentleman from 
Georgia had the floor. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I yield to the gentleman from New Jersey 
for two minutes. 

Mr. WILEY of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I trust I may be 
pardoned for complimenting the gentleman from Ohio for the 
eloquent and instructive lecture which we have all enjoyed. I 
received this morning from Mr. Noble, who knows more about 
canals than almost all the engineering profession put together, 
a Very 
regard to a lock and a sea-level canal, and it is stated much 
better than anybody else could do it, and I therefore ask per- 
mission to insert Mr. Noble’s remarks in the REcorp. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani- 
mous consent that it may be read here. 

Mr. WILEY of New Jersey. It is twenty-one pages, and I 
think it is rather too much to have read at this time. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. It would not take 
twenty-one minutes to read it. 

Mr. WILEY of New Jersey. That is not my request. I will 
take the gentleman from Pennsylvania aside and read it to 
him whenever he may desire. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 

leman from New Jersey? [After a pause.] The Chair 

Tvs none. 


The communication is as follows: 


New York, June 1}, 1906. 

Hon. WILLIAM H. WILEY, 
House of Representatives, 
DEAR Mr. Wriey: I am sending with this some notes on 
1a Canal which you are at liberty to use in any 
lease, with or without mention of the writer. If they prove 
interest or use to you, I shall be gratified. Doubtless they are 
they been written hurriedly and disconnectedly. If 
ler points occur to you on which you would like notes, kindl 
ne and I will do what I can. 

Very truly, yours, 


Washington, D. C. 
the 
way 


to be 


problems, 


iffuse;: have f 
y 
A. NOBLE. 
‘otes on the projects for the Panama Canal submitted by the majority 
and the minority of the Board of Consulting Engineers. 
ilient features of the 


comparatively rrow 
} lanir ¢ 


sea-level canal as a navigation channel 
channel, which is 150 feet wide at the 
with sloping sides for a length of about 204 miles where the 
entirely in earth: 200 feet wide at the bottom for 194 
the bottom is in rock or the so-called “ indurated clay,” and 
nainder of the total length of 49.35 miles is made up mostly of 
entrances and has widths of 300 to 500 feet. For about half 
wth of the 200-foot channel 
clay and vertical from the bottom to and 
remaining half the top of the rock is under water, 
above the top of the rock sloping to the water surface 
tidal lock is iocated near the shore of Panama Bay to 
lock up from the Pacific into the canal at low tide and 
the canal at high tide. The extreme variations from mean 
bout 11 feet, making the maximum oscillation about 22 feet. 
al range of spring tide is 18 to 20 feet. 
main features of the lock canal, from the navigation point of 
view, are its locks and its broad navigation channels. Excluding the 
locks, there are less than 5 miles of channel which is less than 300 feet 
wide at the bottom, and more than two-thirds of the entire length ya- 
ries in width from 500 feet to lakes miles in width. 


THE EXAMPLE OF A SEA-LEVEL CANAL. 


example of a sea-level canal is the Suez Canal. The depth 
l is 31 feet, or 774 per cent of the depth proposed for Pan- 
‘he present minimum width is 108 feet, or 72 
1] for Panama, but is to be increased in the near future to 
feet, which will be 983 per cent of that proposed for Panama. 


ition is 


The 


UEZ CANAL IS BEST 


The best 


of this cana 


} ] 
147.6 
" 
| 


1 proportion to depth the width of the improved Suez Canal will be | 


considerably better than the proposed sea-level canal at Panama, the 
I m width of the 
hile the width of the sea-level Panama Canal is to be only 
three and three-fourths times its bottom width. 
in pass through the respective canals the Suez Canal 
f as it has greater proportionate width. 

ANAL AND ST. MARYS RIVER BEST EXAMPLES OF 

AND NAVIGATION IN EXCAVATED CHANNELS 
example of a lock canal from the traffic point of view is 
‘alls Canal, which completed its first fifty years of suc- 
r While the canal is itself short, less than 
borhood is a succession of artificial chan- 
and with materials varying from 


ce } W 
is ob- 
USE OF 
arys j 


shoals, 


varying from 300 to 1,500 feet, and the aggre- | 


20 miles; through a somewhat greater distance 

passes through rivers and small lakes, where the 

ater and the points of shoals projecting from the land 
are marked by buoys. 
hannels The conditions therefore 


sailing are 


which would be obtained in the proposed lock- | 


The ships traversing these channels are of 
than those of any other lock canal 
nnage through them is many times greater. 
» St. Marys Falls Canal is not a safe prece- 
is not a “ maritime” canal. 


a Panama canal, be use it 
e play upon words. 
yuilt to suit lock conditions. 
to carry 


iron ore, 


This is entirely erroneous. They 
for various uses passengers, to carry package freight, 
rain, to carry but mostly to carry ore. There 
vecial appliances to enable them to pass canals, and none are 
Any ship furnished with lines to tie up is adequately equipped 

canal. In view of its long and successful existence, the 


ete., 
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| May come more rapidly than they can be locked through and there 
| delayed there, they will be spared, in 


} at all awaiting lockage at Pedro Miguel; and the same at Sosa 
| like manner, ships arriving at the 
s . y - | on arrival. 
concise and careful statement of the pros and cons in} , 


| left 


| and was unsuccessfully fought by the canal corporation. 
over 


the sides are wholly of rock or | 
above the water | 


per cent of that | 


Suez Canal being four and three-fourths times its | 


| lock facilities in a lock canal, so that with a sea-level 


| the average of ships was much smaller than now. 
P 1e | the channel was opposed by many engineers and navigators, as si 
Center-line ranges are established 


in the | 


This | 
it has been said that the ships plying the | 
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minority of the Board was warranted in considering the experience 9. 
tained there as perfectly applicable to the Panama lock canal, and ; at 
experience was much greater than had been gained anywhere else. _ 


DELAYS AT LOCKS AND TRAFFIC CAPACITY. 
It is evident that while ships arriving at Gatun from the Ai! 


itic 
a of time, by passing the 
locks and then proceeding in regular order through the stretch t5 the 
next locks (at Pedro Miguel), and will be further delayed little oy yo} 
I} 
i Pacific may be delayed at x, 
awaiting lockage, but will find the Pedro Miguel and Gatun locks ; 
This kind of delay, due to the bunching of ship arriyg 

would occur with the sea-level canal at Sosa for ships from 


| direction and to practically the same extent as with the lock 


unless, as some of the sea-level advocates hope, the tide lock « 
open a part of the time. Whether this is practicable and 
saving is questionable. Mr. Tincauzer stated that the Kiel Canal Nop+) 
Sea lock is never opened through. At the Manchester Canal the « / 
requires that flood tide be admitted in order to discharge a yoly 
water from the canal into the Mersey at a point farther up to « 
bute to the scour of the river, a requirement justly considered on: 

Mr. Bate 

(p. 1690, Senate committee hearings, 1906) that no ships enter tl 
chester Canal with the inflowing tide, so that the assumption o 
saving of time by leaving the tide lock open is not quite war: 

and it is probable that the time lost waiting for a change 

would be fully as great as the time required for lockage. 
Marys Falls Canal affords valuable data as to the traffic capa 

a lock canal which, with due allowance for the greater number } 
size of locks at Gatun, are applicable at Panama. In the heavy trafic 
mouths of 1905 the traffic through one lock at St. Marys Falls Cano 
was at the rate of 40,000,000 tons per year; with duplicate 
which are to be provided at Panama, this would be doubled, 
eapacity of the St. Marys Canal lock is not nearly reached; the 
ity of the Panama locks would be much greater, and if the ships 

of greater individual tonnage, as will surely be the case at |’ar 
before the traffic capacity of the locks is approached, the capa 

the locks would be correspondingly inereased on that account, 
enormous aggregate would be reached. On the other hand, the greater 
lift. dimensions, and number of locks at Gatun would diminish the 
traffie capacity. Some time must also be lost refitting and making 
repairs to lecks and machinery, but with ample allowance for al! th¢ 
an enormous tonnage, which the minority believe would be as much as 
80,000,000 tons annually, could be passed without serious delays. [; 
can not be insisted on too strongly that this estimate is firmly grounded 
on actual experience. 

Vessels do not arrive at a port in uniform daily number, but for 
various reasons, largely from stress of weather, arrive in “ bunches.” 
When the capacity of the locks is approached and before it is reached, 
the delays to the last ships of the bunches become considerable, and 
when these delays become very large the traffic capacity of the locks 
is to be considered reached, although a still further increase is ; 
sible. The minority of the Board kept this consideration in view, and 
its estimated traffic capacity has reference to the amount which could 
be passed without serious delays. 

One of the advocates of the sea-level canal stated before the Senate 
committee (see page 1587 of hearings) that “all the ships that pass 
the Soo lock pass it practically on schedule time. * * ¥* ‘here 
is a regular procession of vessels—that is what it amounts to—vwit! 
fixed intervals between them. It is precisely like a railroad sched 
This is not an exaggeration.” In regard to this statement I can on 
say that it is astonishing that anyone who has had the least inforn 
tion about that traffic coyld make such an erroneous statement, 

I regret that Senator KITTREDGE was led to accept it. The passenger 
steamers, a very small proportion of the whole, keep within a few 
hours of schedule during two or three months of summer, varying 
more in the spring and fall; but nearly all of the vessels are freight 
carriers only, loading at various ports and unloading at various others 


| often delayed in both operations, but always leaving port immediately 


when ready, losing the least possible time, and running absolutely 


| without schedule. 


The section of channel less than 300 feet wide in the Panama 
plan is so short that the traffic capacity of the channel is unlimited, 
and as the capacity of the locks for traffic is limited, the sea-level ad\ 
cates say truly that the traffic capacity of the lock canal is fixed by 
traffic capacity of the locks. If, however, the vast capacity 
duplicate locks should be reached, others can be built, as has bee 
done at the Soo, and the capacity increased to any desired extent. 
The need of such an increase of facilities implies such a prodigi 
development of the world’s wealth that the cost of any needed in- 
crease of facilities would be no great burden. The same remark is 


f n | true in a degree for the sea-level project, but I have not the slightest 
For the largest ships | 


doubt that the demand for a broader channel in a sea-level canal woul 
be made and met long before there would be any need of increas 
‘anal the | i 
of improvements would come earlier when the cost could not 


| well borne. 


SUPERIORITY OF BROAD CHANNELS. 


That a demand for a widening of the sea-level canal would ari 


| very soon can not be doubted by anyone who is informed as to tlie 


universal experience in waterways all over the world and_ considers 
the matter dispassionately. The Suez Canal was first made 20 i 
deep and 72 feet wide at bottom, and was opened to navigatio 
1869. <A better channel was demanded almost rae. 
The widenin;: 


before the Senate committee (p. 2172, hearings), some of whom 
insisted that a wide canal would be more dangerous to vessels 
that the proper course was to build a second canal of the same Ww! 
as the existing one. Fortunately this was not done. The chan 
was widened and deepened with great benefit to navigation, 
refer to this ancient history of error only because the argument 
a narrow channel have been recently repeated before the Senate « 
mittee in justification of the sea-level width. 

In the year 1886, before the Suez Canal was enlarged, 6.1 per 
of the ships passing through it ran aground. This delayed other 
to the extent of 9 per cent of the number passing—in other words, 


| per cent of the ships —— the Suez Canal in 1886 were delayed 


by themselves grounding or by being obliged to wait because the 
ne! was choked by grounded ships. In 1899, after the bottom \ 
had been increased to a minimum width of 108 feet and in 





1996. 








as to 118 feet, the groundings were reduced te 2.1 per cent and 
per of other delayed ships to 4.4 per cent, or a total of 6.7 per 
considerably less than half the proportion in the narrow chan- 


in the following year, 1900, the proportion of ships grounding 
her reduced to 1.9 per cent; of other ships delayed thereby, 
cent—tmaking a total of 4.6 per cent. 


e traffic in a narrow waterway increases, the risks to the ships 

by reason of the greater number of meetings, and therefcre 
eresting to compare the proportion of ships delayed in the Suez 
sith that in the broader excayated channels between Lakes Su 
and Huron. In the latter the number of groundings in 1905 
rty-four, which was about one-tenth of 1 per cent of the number 
ps passing. The length of these channels is only about one- 
‘hat of the Suez Canal, so that the above per cent shouid be 
ed by four, making 0.4 per cent, which is to be compared with 
” the best figure quoted for Suez. The average daily num- 
g through the Soo cha Is in 1904 was about sixty- 
» the daily average through the Suez Canal was eleven in 1900; 
thstanding the vastly greater density of traffic in the Ameri- 















Ss 





une the danger of grounding was only about one-fifth as 
record of the groundings in the American channels for 


on taken, the comparison would have been still more and 
yvorable to them. ‘The only reason for the comparatively 
ng is the greater width of the American channels. Yet, 
is to the safety of navigation in these broad channels 
i one witness before the Senate committee questioned, 
ippeared to question, their relative safety, and over some 
yur pages of testimony, in which, however, no direct, unquali- 
nt to that effect can be found. 
.79ing data are conclusive as to the greater safety of ships 
1 channels as compared with narrow ones. It only remains to 
safety of ships in lock nd approaches to complete the 
In the report of the minority of the Board it was pointed 
the danger to a ship in the ordinary operation of a lock is 
nil, and this view was supported by the experience of fifty 
the Soo canals, with a total traffic of 360,000,000 tons, which 
ds that of all the four best known and largést forcicn 
During the first nineteen years after the opening of the 
s Falls Canal, from 1855 to 1874. before the bottom width of 
el had been everywhere increased from 65 to upward of 100 
while a rock slope remained in some portion, it was not 
for a vessel to collide with the rock, with injury to bilge or 
the latter date ships sustain no injury in the canal. 
» approaches to the Panama Canal lock would be 250 feet 
the sides vertical, ships would be even safer there. So far, 
it is obvious that the ship would be safer in a lock canal at 
han in a sea-level canal. 
ACCIDENTS AT LOCKS. 
one other possibility of danger to ships in a Panama lock canal 
be considered, which is that a ship bound down from the 














exce 


ut since 





may run down the gates of the upper lock, resulting in 
ry or destruction to the ship as well as very serious injury 


and a long delay to navigation. This subject is treated so 
» report of the minority of the Board (see page S89 et seq. 
t of the Consulting Board) that little can be added. The 
from such accidents at the Seo canals during their entire 
covering more than fifty years, is cited and the facilities for 
the movement of ships explained, the absence of which at 
hester Canal sufficiently accounts for the less successful ex- 
» there. I have read the rejoinder of the chief engineer of that 


) this portion of the report of the minority of the Board, which 
the conviction that if the Manchester Canal had been pro- 
th long approach piers to the locks instead of having none, 








’ ions had required ships to be brought to rest alongside 
1 wi 


en still several hundred feet distant from the lock, with 
irements in regard to speed and number of lines out to shore 
tering the lock similar to those enforced at the Soo canals, 
ients would deubtless have been avoided. The report of the 


of the Board proceeds to show how the risk can be dimin- 
additional gates, so that the summit level will always be 
y two pairs of gates, and if one of them should be carried 
danger to the other would not be great, so that the summit 
not be broken, and also points out that in other canals 
ave been provided for shutting off the current, even if all 
iutions should fail and the summit level be opened. Mr. 
ynceives the character of these devices and describes 
x the minority of the Board did not have in mind (page 1759, 






mise 


Ile appears to say that the minority did not finally pro- 
this device, but a reference to the detailed estimates will show 
ion for it. At the Soo canals, where suitable approach piers 


n provided, the locks have never been seriously harmed ; 


ter 


at 
which is remarkable by the absence of these precautions, 
n ruined, and.although even here no great disaster re- 
the margin was doubtless small. The lesson from these 
x experiences that better facilities should be provided at the 
ster Canal seems obvious. The minority make no claim that 
e not disadvantageous, but hold that their inconvenience and 
ive been grossly exaggerated. The inconvenience amounts to 
of about four and one-half hours to ships passing the canal, 
* all except small ships and a small traffic, is more than com- 
for b- saving of time in the lake navigation. 
a-leyel advocates have claimed that the upper lock of the Gatun 
ild not have a usabie length of 900 feet, as intended by the 
unless the summit level were deprived of half its gate protec- 
ad left protected by a single pair only instead of two pairs, as 
1 by the minority. The point was first raised by Mr. Parsons 
hearings, and when first brought to my attention I was inclined 
e with him, but a brief examination showed that he was in error, 
rrected my statement so as to show how a ship of the full 
f 900 feet would be passed without leaving the summit level 
ted for a moment by less than two pairs of gates. General 
) took up the question, and in more detail in his statement be- 
committee. The locks proposed by the minority have a usable 
f 900 feet and a usable width of 95 feet. 
| witnesses before the Senate committee have criticised with 
violence the flight of three locks proposed at Gatun. Premising 
is been shown by the minority that the danger of a ship break- 
gh the gates of a properly designed and equipped canal is very 
it may be said at once that if such an event should happen, the 
the number of locks in the flight and the greater the lift the 
* the probable injury to ships and gates; but, on the other hand, 
is even less chance of such an occurrence in a flight of three locks 
in three separate locks, because the movement from one lock 


ve ber 


} 
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into another involves even less risk than the movement from the ap- 
proach into the first lock. The reason for adopting the project with 
three locks at Gatun was not, as one witness before the Senate commit 
tee asserted (p. 1768 of hearings), that the minority adopted this 
project because it was cheaper. ‘his statement was unw: nted, be 
cause the witness could not have had ful! knowledge of the views o¥ the 
five members of the minority and because it is not true. The project 
adopted was preferred because it gives a ‘tter navigation and is \ 
complex, having fewer dams and waterways th: any other ] t 
which broad navigation channels are pre i 
same witness stated, also erroneously, that 
foot locks because the Gatun site would 
feet long (p. 1761, hearings). The reasons for rex 
of 95 feet and a usable length of 900 feet are given 
of the minority of the Board (pp. 80, 81, 
of Consulting Engineers). he matter 1 
combination of three locks in a flight 1 lers an ; d 
ship a little more improbable, but if an accident s} 1 « 
would probably be more serious fhe immunity 
St. Marys Falls Canal is cited as showing how sms 
accident are. The advantage of 
other possible projects, is the sma] 
and the better navigation, and in 
saving in cost. 
_ I will note only one more poit 
One of the witnesses 
-ommittee expressed a 
could pass the 
These ships are to be ab 
draft. As the clear k 
95 feet are in excess of the lengtl 
must relate to draft, 
KITTREDGE, who, in his 
* Furthermor 








reserved in any 

















} l . . 
locks proposed 





1 and 
and apparently was so u 
speech of May 28, 1906, sai 
is shown in the sm 
summit level of a lock plan is necessarily of fresh water, 
proposed by the minority do not affor i 
them to pass ships drawing 38 feet water, wl 
now building will require.” (See Co» 

A suflicient answer is to state the facts 
that salt water is heavier than fresh 
at sea will draw 39 feet in fresh water. 
in the summit level of the canal and the 
42 feet, leaving 3 feet of water under the keel, w! 
more than would be found under the keel near the At 
sea-level canal at mean or low tide. 
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THE GATUN DAM. 

The serious study of the Gatun site has ‘ 
that the conditions at Bohio are favorable: than had been s 
posed, and it would be of interest to review br 
of the Bohio project. The engineers of the ‘ 
aware that coarse material existed at the site adopted by ther f 
the Bohio dam, but believed the surface clay to be ¢ tinnous and 
form a blanket practically water tight. The dam pr ed by 1 
was to carry only 66 feet head of water; its crest was 1%) feet w 
and 10 feet above the surface of the res 
its width was 93 feet, or one-quarter of the 
at the base, about 450 feet, or about one-sixth the base width pr 
posed for Gatun. There was to be no core wall, ‘4 lat 
by the Isthmian Canal Commission of 1899-1901 was intend 
a greater head of water, its maximum height to be 9” feer, or 40 
cent more than the dam proposed by the F 
taken by the Commission showed that there were places in the 
of the dam where the permeable material in the river bed vy 
tinuous with that in bottom of the valley. On the Frenc! 
tion the Commission's borings showed that the depth to k “w 
at least 143 feet below sea level at the deepest part; ut anoth« te 
was found a few hundred feet farther downstream, where “ the great 
depth to rock revealed by the borings was only 128 feet belov 
and the Commission chose this site The dam was to 
horizontal to one vertical on both sides. ‘I crest 
above the surface of the reservoir, its width at top 
base about 650 feet. It was to have a core wall composed of 
filled with concrete sunk end to end by the pneumat 
rock, surmounted by a concrete wall. 

One member of the board, the late George S. Morison, 
gineers concede was by far the ablest en of his time, 
satisfied with this dam, and in 1903 presented to the A ican § 
of Civil Engineers a remarkable paper on this 
advocated a dam corresponding in its essential fe ) 
proposed by the minority of the Board of Cons x Engin 
for Gatun. The dam be 2,000 feet wide, a three 


was to be 
of the width proposed for the Gatun 
be sustained, 9 


2 feet, was a little gre 

He chose the French location, notwit! 
rock, and challenged the high estimates of 
lying sand and gravel which some d made 
Mr. Allen Hazen, a distinguished hydraulic engines iby M i’ 
Stearns, chief engineer of the metropolitan water al st ) 
of Boston, since then a member of the |] d of Consultir ne 
for the Panama Canal and one of the inorit of t 2 i lis 
project was much discussed and his 

The first Commission appointe 
Admiral Walker was chairman, caused 
at Bohio and found that t 
sea level, which made sinki 
cult as to amount to impra 
for a dam at Gatun, whic! l ‘ I 
years ago, was revived, mainl) y 2 of a i 
American Society of Civil Engineers by ! C2 F 
of this was an examination of the Gat si 
Although disappointing in not reveali rock 
more careful study of the results licated that I -a f 
able site for a great earth dam. Additional bor rs were 1 ested 
the Board of Consulting Engineers and n { I ! 
Canal Commission, and with the information is 
now under such general discussion was pre} d 

The Gatun dam is not unprecedented « in length or t 
the area of the opening to be closed by i ; f I 
equaled. 

In speaking of the height of a dam, reference s i be 1 to t 
head of water supported, when considering the work it has to do rath 
above the 6ur 


head of 


dam 


less 


followes 





a 





ervoir. At 
idth 
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have s s of 
was to t ~ 


20 feet a 


he 





late 

































than the height of its crest, because addMional height 
face of the reseryoir only adds to its stability. 


In respect to 
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water sustained, the Gatun dam is exceeded by several earth dams; it 
is largely exceeded by many masonry dams, and the Gamboa dam, 
proposed for the sea-level project, would exceed it nearly 50 per cent. 
The total length of the Gatun dam would be about 7,700 feet along 
the water line. For a little more than 5,000 feet the head of water 
against it would be 50 feet or more, and in this respect, and this only, 
the magnitude of the work it has to do is unprecedented. It has also 
unprecedented magnitudes in its features for giving greater safety, 
the height of crest being 50 feet above the surface of the reservoir in- 
stead of 5 to 20 feet, as customary; its breadth at the water surface 
being 374 feet instead of the usual 20 to 50 feet, and its breadth at 
the base being the immense dimensions of one-half mile, which is sev- 
eral times that of any existing dam of equal height. The distinction 
between the magnitude of the work it has to do and the magnitude of 
the features adding to and insuring safety have been confused in the 
discussion of this dam, and each of the three great magnitudes has 
been presented as adding hazard, while, in fact, two of the three add 
to satety. 

The ground on which the dam will be built is a clayey material, in 
which pockets of sand were found in the borings, and the deepest por- 
tions of the ancient gorges, two in number, were found filled with sand 
and gravel. The underlying material, into which most of the borings 
penetrated, was somewhat like that found in the lower portions of the 
Culebra cut, sometimes called “ rock,” but more appropriately termed 
‘‘indurated clay.” It is expected to stand vertical in the sides of the 
canal in that cut without protection. It is water-tight, and will carry 
any Joad. The material near the surface has been described by sea- 
level advocates as ** mud,” but the borings showed this is not the case. 
A great part of it is so firm, and the material contains so much clay, 
that borings were made through great depths without protecting the 

ies by driving pipes, which are usually necessary in making borings, 

were generally used at Gatun in the tops of the holes. 

some of the sand pockets water flowed over the tops of the pipes. 

tance has been seized by the sea-level advocates as showing 

» connection with the Chagres, from which a conclusion was drawn 

water would permeate freely through it. That water did 

through it freely was shown conclusively by the small out- 

the impossibility of a free connection with the Chagres was 

vident on the least reflection, from the fact that the tops of the pipes 
rom which overflow occurred were several feet above the river 

The slope of the river is so flat that its surface for 10 miles upstream 


ugh pipes 
) - 


cireums 
neate 


and 


from 


gradually 


come the river. The case was the ordinary one of ground water 
draining through the ground to the water course, and filling 
sand pock sandy soil wherever met. The height of the 
above the river in-the vicinity proved conclusively that there could be 
free communication with the river, and the overflow under such 
nditions showed the material between the boring and the river was 
sable in only a-slight degree, if at all. 
i ja some of the borings, 
indicating that 
ndition in which the finer particles of earth are also deposited, 
npact material, as contrasted with gravel, which is deposited 

carrigd along by strong currents. 
present bed of the Chagres as far down as Bohio, 10 miles 
Gatun, consists largely of gravel, and the river above Bohio is 
tial in flood time. From Bohio to the sea the valley is broad, 
rent slackens, and only the finer particles are carried in the water 
ted in the slack current. Under present condition and 
reological periods it does appear probable that any coarse 
carried far below the gorge at Bohio. Geologists 
» distant time there was a subsidence of the Atlantic 
time the gorges at Gatun were cut down into the 


» depo 
cent 


, and 
se sand and gravel in the bottom of the deepest gorge, re- 
rings, was doubtless deposited either before the subsi- 
rly period of it when the current of the river through 
till strong enough to move gravel. As the areas under 
became larger the gravel was dropped above Gatun, and 
al was brought there, and the upper portion of the 
y filled with it as it is now found. The great advantage 
ohio as a dam site is, that at the latter place the gorge 
with gravelly material, which in places is continuous 
surface to bottom of the gorge; while at Gatun the gravelly 
at the bottom of the gorge and is overlaid by 150 to 200 

» material, through which percolation will be inappreciable. 
rs would prefer a masonry dam on solid rock, and my 
e has always been for this type; but the foundation rock 
good quality to secure safety. Many question the advis- 
rting a core wall in an earth dam, but the pvactice has 
rt am 
e rock on which a core wall rests should be per- 


The criticism of the original plan of the Croton dam, 


R. Hill and quoted by Senator KITTREDGE, and | 


y Mr. Hunter in his letter to the Senate committee 
‘ulties in the construction of a dam for the borough 
from finding the material on which the core wall 


inferior to what the borings had led the engineer | 


ive of similar difficulties at the site of the Gamboa 
| plan should be adopted and the dam built. 
the variable in quality, the borings have not 
and it would not be surprising if disappoint- 
found there. It is not my desire to provoke 


rock 


leeply into it, 


oul be 


tability of the Gamboa dam, and I am confident that | 


1 be met there which engineering skill could not over- | that the Joint Committee on Printing may be directed to print 


a masonry dam where it is practical to build | 


> for 
tly exp 
Ohio when a 
95-1901. 


ressed. 


I favored the plan of a dam with 


developed no 
litional investi 
Mr. Stearns, 
elements of 

and the more 

am leave, in my 


and practical imy 


his view. 
and re- 


fact or weighty 
gations concerning 


argument against 
permeability made 


safety in magnitude beyond all precedent in 
favorable natural conditions there for an 
opinion, no question whatever as to its sta- 
vermea bility. 


CURVATURE. 

The sea-level advocates before the Senate committee stated correctly 
that the total curvature in degrees or, in other words, the total change 
in direction is a little greater in the lock plan than in the sea-level 
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| This 


| in the ground. 





level. | 
is below the tops of the pipes, and therefore the water could not have | Slightly displaced. 


| hension about an isthmian canal of any description. 
pipes | 


The finding of pieces of | 
instead of being a cause of alarm is reas- | 
the current when it was deposited was gentle, | 


| *") 
order? 


after this the whole formation subsided below sea | 





mg capable engineers, although it is particularly | 


The | 


member of the Isthmian Canal Commis- | ,,s¢¢a, pint ‘ ° ; 
I did not readily accept the plan proposed by Mr. | ™ittee on Printing could order that. 


r the Bohio dam, although convinced that the discussion of | 


the immense height and width of dam proposed | 
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plan. The difference is small and unimportant. The excess is found 
mainly at Bohio, where the sea-level canal is located across the hill 
while the lock canal, by reason of its higher elevation, can be jo. ited 
satisfactorily around it, following the valley. The facts as to sharpnosg 
to curvature have not been fairly stated by them. There is no » lane 
in the lock-plan canal where a curve of the ruling radius of the con 
level can not be laid down. In other words, in any of the ; ens 
where a change in direction occurs in the lock-plan canal, a sect)oy of 
the sea-level canal of its usual curvature could be placed without uch- 
ing anywhere the sides or bottom. With a narrow canal lone easy 
curves are essential, as shown by ample experience at Suez and elg,. 
where, and the sea-level canal is designed correctly in this respect. On 
the other hand, in broad channels, widened at the angles on the inner 
side, as in the lock plan, vessels will make the turn more easi|, and 
safely by turning more sharply, which the broad water permits, ‘This 
is also shown by even more ample experience in the St. Marys River 
In the lock plan ships could make all the turns on curves as easy ac 
those of the sea-level canal; but experience shows that with broad 
channels the ships are handled differently and with advantage. ‘pphis 
is illustrated by several diagrams attached to the report of the Board 
of Consulting Engineers, on which the actual courses followed by 
quite a large number of ships in similar cases are laid down. ; 
EARTHQUAKES. 

The San Francisco earthquakes have evoked from the sea-level adyo. 
cates renewed alarm about the danger to the locks and dams of 
canal. One of them (see page 7733, CONGRESSIONAL RECORD), after 
scribing how either a masonry or an earth dam, particularly the lat; 
might be harmed by an earthquake, adds, “ Personally I should not pe 
afraid of either of them,” which seems to be a_ judicious conclusion 
The locks, however, he believes would be, subjected to derangement. the 
summit level drawn off, and the lock mechanism thrown out of order 

opinion must have been written before the reassuring reports 
reached us of the entire immunity of the dams along the line of great. 
est earthquake intensity, both of earth and of masonry. An earth. 


as 


er, 


not | quake that was withstood by lofty steel-frame buildings could not hoe 


reasonably expected to destroy a mass of masonry practically buried. 

Many references have been made to “the delicate aq. 
justment of lock gates” and to “delicate lock machinery.” A Jock 
gate is about as simple and massive a piece of structural work as can 
be imagined, and could be operated even if the walls of the lock were 
Lock machinery is of the simplest character, The 
San Francisco earthquake should dispel rather than encourage appre- 


Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I wish to ask the 
usual leave to extend my remarks in the Recorp, as there may 


| be some tables, ete., which I desire to insert. 


The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Ohio? [After a pause.] The Chair 
none. 

Does the gentleman from Georgia insist upon the point of 
Without objection, the amendment will be again re- 


hears 


ported. 

The amendment was again reported. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Now, Mr. Chairman, I raise the potnt of 
order, and I think it ought to be sustained. This is not a lim- 
itation upon an expenditure of money solely. It undertakes to 
limit 

Mr. LITTAUER. Do I understand the gentleman from CGeor- 
gia insists upon the point of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia has made 
the point of order and is proceeding to argue it. 

Mr. BARTLETT. If anyone desires to discuss the question, 


| I am perfectly willing to reserve the point of order. 


Mr. GROSVENOR Will the gentleman from Georgia yield for 
a moment, that I may make a request pertinent to the discus- 
sion which has just taken place? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Certainly; I will state to the gentleman 
from Ohio that if anybody desires to discuss the proposition I 
will reserve the point of order. All I desire is to have it re- 


| served and passed upon. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mf. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Burton], in connection with 
the extension of his remarks in the ReEcorp, may print—re- 
duced copies of course—the maps with which he has illus- 
trated his address and such documents as 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will suggest to the gentleman from Ohio 
that the request ought to be in the form of an order. Under 
the law it could not be done except by the consent of the Joint 
Committee on Printing, but the House, of course, can order it 
to be done. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Chairman, 
these maps. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opinion that the Com- 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Not without the action of the House 

The CHAIRMAN. But the action must be taken in the 
House, and not in Committee of the Whole. ’ 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Very well; I will postpone it unti! 
House is not in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BARTLETT. If anybody else desires to discuss | 
proposition, I am perfectly willing to reserve the point of order. 
If not, I desire to make it and have it ruled upon. Now, the 
amendment, as I understand it, is a proposition to limit not Ue 
amount, but the proposition is to limit the discretion now ve ed 


the 


the 
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py law in the President as to how this canal shall be con- 
ieted and what its character shall be. Under the law en- 


| in 1902 the President was directed as follows: 

President shall them, through the Isthmian Canal Commission 
he after authorized, cause to be excavated, constructed, and com- 
: | utilizing to that end, as far as practicable, the work heretofore 
ne by the New Panama Canal Company, of France, and its prede- 
re sor company, a ship canal from the Caribbean Sea to the Pacific 
Oo _ Such canal shall be of sufficient capacity and depth as shall 
; i convenient passage for vessels of the largest tonnage and great- 
: iraft now in use, and such as may be reasonably anticipated, and 
: . supplied with all necessary locks and other appliances to meet 
; essities of vessels passing through the same from ocean to ocean, 
; shall also cause to be constructed such safe and commodious 

at the termini of said canal and make such provisions for 
came as may be necessary for the safety and protection of said canal 
nd harbors. 


The President, in his message, said that under the act as he 
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nad construed it Congress seemed to contemplate a lock canal. 
Now. Mr. Chairman, if that be true, the discretion being vested | 
hy this act of 1902 in the President to proceed as he has done, to 
finish and complete a lock canal, and which he will do, this pro- 
yision is unnecessary and this simply reenacts existing law, 


in the Fifty-eighth Congress: 


A limitation on the discretion exercised under the law by a bureau 
of Government is a change of law. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not mean when I make this point 
of order that I am in favor of a sea-level canal. I do not want 


I have come to the conclusion that we ought to have a lock 


canal or I am in favor of that kind of canal; but what I 
do mean to say is that I do not think that we ought on this 
ay ‘jation bill to determine by this amendment that we are 
to decide now in this way to have the particular kind of a 
canal that is suggested by the amendment. As we know, if 
I may be permitted to say so, the Senate is now considering | 


the question as to what type of canal it will declare shall be 
a lock canal or a sea-level canal—and they are to de- 
termine that question by a vote on next Thursday, the 21st 
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discretion. Congress says he may use it for a lock canal, but 
Congress says we appropriate nothing for a sea-level canal. 

Mr. BARTLETT. If the effect of the amendment does enact 
the permanent canal to be constructed, then it would violate the 
rule, would it not? 

Mr. OLMSTED. If we enacted a law here expressly com- 
manding—— 

Mr. BARTLETT. If the effect of the amendment is to fix 
permanently the character of the canal, then it does violate the 
rule. 

Mr. OLMSTED. No more than in the sense that if we should 
not make any appropriation at all we might be held to have vio- 
lated the whole law on the subject of the canal. 

Mr. Chairman, I am not going to take up time on this, but 
simply call your attention to a decision made by the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Payne], then in the cha found in see- 
tion 514 of the book on Parliamentary Precedents, where it was 
ruled by the gentleman I have mentioned that although the 


Postmaster-General had under the law discretion to transport 





|} the mails any way he saw fit, nevertheless a provision in an 


ond is therefore obnoxious to the rule. I will read to the Chair | 
an authority which I find on page 349 of the Manual, decided | 


appropriation bill limiting 
could be used only for tz 
tubes was in order. 

I will call attention to a later decision, in the second session 
of the Fifty-eighth Congress, found on page 2877 of the Recorp, 
which I will send to the Chair, in which the then occupant of 
the chair [Mr. BouTett] called attention to an earlier ruiing 


a certain appropriation so that i 
ansportation of mail by pneumatic 





| made in the same Congress. He cited this from the earlier 
to convey that impression. I do not want to say by that that 


ruling: 
The Chair will call attention to the distinction between a limitation 












upon an appropriation and a positive enactment which i t W 
| ers of Government officers under existing law 4 mere limitation of 
| the appropriation is in order. ‘There is no obligation on the H e to 

appropriate at all, and therefore it may pr le that tl ne ppl 

priated by it shal! not be used in any except ch manner 4s mey he 
specified in the bill. A limitation is best ex sed in tl ve, as 
that the appropriation 211i not be availa unl i tain 
way. That leaves an o ie ( 1, but 
| if used it must be in the manner spe No law i ise 
| there is no obligation to expend the at al 


nstart. The Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce | 


of the House have not considered anything in reference to this 
subject except to hear the testimony of the chief engineer, Mr. 


Stevens. I make this statement in order to show that I do | 


not make the point of order for the reason that I am opposed 

lock canal or because I am in favor of a sea-level canal. 
But I do not believe that this House, in this great work that 
we are undertaking, ought now and in this manner limit the 
eharacter of the canal. I believe this amendment is obnoxious 
to that provision of the rule which says that we can not change 
existing law or enact new legislation on appropriation bills. 


This is a limitation, as I understand it, on the discretion that 
is vested in the Executive by the act of 1900, and not merely 
on the manner of expending the money, and it does change 


the law as it now exists. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, this seems to me to be a very 
plain case. The proposed amendment does not change the 
law. It simply limits the appropriation. It has been held 
over and over again, and it really needs no argument to show, 
that by withholding an appropriation entirely Congress does not 
change any existing law. It may be, as the gentleman from 
Georgia says, that the President now has, under existing law, 
the discretion to build the canal either upon the sea-level plan 


‘upon the lock plan, but surely if Congress should withhold | 


an appropriation entirely it would not change that law. We | 
would simply leave the President in the air. He could do | 


nothing, but Congress would not have changed any law. 


lt has been repeatedly held that as Congress may entirely | 


frain from appropriating, so it may appropriate with such 


limitations and conditions upon the appropriation as it sees fit. 
it may not, or at least the House may not, under its rules, lay | 


hy command upon the President or any other officer, any posi- 


In a general appropriation bill, but we may appropriate money 
to be used in a particular way, or else not used at all. We 
Sinply refuse to «ppropriate money to be used in any other 

‘ir. BARTLETT. May I interrupt the gentleman? 

Mr. OLMSTED. Certainly. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I desire to ask the gentleman, if this 
amendment prevails, would it not become a permanent law so 
far as the character of the canal is concerned? 

; Mr. OLMSTED. It would become permanent only so far as 
the amount of money appropriated by this bill is concerned. 
It would not be incumbent or necessary for the President to 
use the money at all. In that sense it would not control his 





And then Mr. BouTELt proceeds: 
It appears, therefore, that the latest ruling by a Chairman of the 
’ 










ccmmittee on this question, in summing up all the previous decisions 
on this point, it perfect clear that an appropriation is ject 
to such limitati is that expr ed in this paragraph. 


I call attention to the paragraph which was then under dis- 
cussion, which was: 








That no part of the moneys herein appropriated for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations shall be available or expended unless expended thout re- 
gard to the attendance of any beneficiary at any ol ot a 
Government scho 

That was held to be a limitation, not upon the law, not upon 
the discretion of the officer, but upon the appropriation. The 
amendment now in question is even more clearly a limitation 
upon the appropriation merely and not a change of existing law. 
It does not say a sea-level canal shall not be built, but | 
that no part of this particular appropriation shall be used f 
that purpose. The same point of order made again 
ments of like character was overruled not less ¢! 
times in the Fifty-eighth Congress. [Cries of “R 

The CHAIRMAN. The Cl is « rly of the 0] 1 1 
the words of the amendment constitute a limitation on e 
propriation, and not a change of existing law. 7 
are so numerous and the rule is so \ established and cle 
defined that the Chair does not feel obliged to cite y at 


length or cite the precedents. The Chair ther 
the point of order. [Cries of “ Vote!” ] 

Mr. WANGER. I move to strike out the last word 

Mr. TAWNEY. I move that ll de ite on the amend nt 
close in ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentk n 
from Minnesota that before debate can be limited it must begin. 
There must be at least five minutes’ debate. 

Mr. WANGER. Mr. Chairman, above the din of conflict over 


| the relative advantage of the lock or sea level type of the isth- 
live command to do any particular thing in any particular way | 


mian canal—which unfortunately has taken a quite too intensely 
partisan character—may be heard in chorus the voice of all 
friends of the proposed waterway for an early and final deter- 
mination of that type in order that its construction may be 
speeded as greatly as the vastness of the undertaking and its 
manifold difficulties will permit. 

The Canal Commission and its distinguished chief engineer, 
the predecessor of the latter, and that grand patriot, Gen. 
George W. Davis, with all others connected or familiar with 
the question, agree that a point has been reached where the 
maximum satisfactory progress is no longer possible unless 
it is with a view to the construction not of either, but of one 
of those types. And while the subject has not had exhaustive 
debate in this body, we have had the advantage of such able 
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and exhaustive reports and reviews thereof and supplemental 

explanations and recommendations that we are doubtless more 

ordinarily well prepared to voice the judgment of this 

branch of the Congress, and fully as well as we may hope to be 
in the reasonably near future. 

Probably everybody prefers a sea-level canal of equal safety 

‘acility for navigation with locks, if it be reasonably 

1d proba ibly we agree that none such is possible, | 

iderably greater expense. It is, therefore, no less 

han one of sound business policy 

ur action upon this amendment. The 

nt to the Board of Consulting Engineers 

ly states the issue that reference to that 


e suffices. 


than 


as one 


ering 
iT ‘o] Oo 
Ik 


ot 


Engineers included men so distin- 
| profession and lofty in character, who gave 
tudious thought to the problem and were so thoroughly 
1 of all its phases, that had the report been unanimous 
untry might and doubtless would have accepted its con- 
however eminent the advocates of 

Is it not safe, therefore, to con- 


msulting 


n 
without question, 
type might be. 
project, 
of our faith, and that the estimates of time 
safely averaged upon the estimates thereof, 
‘h branch puts upon the project -which it 


‘ither 
yt} 
rtny 

r be 
? , 
Ny WH! 1 @ 
1 
nenas, 


areful, if not exhaustive, study of the reports of the major- | 


ity and minority 
eonvinees me that 
tion to all shipi 
after its 


] vy 


and of much other literature of the question 
either canal will afford satisfactory naviga- 
ing that will use the canal within many years 
; completion, and that the volume of that shipping will 
be much less thew is generally estimated. 
‘+h for the tonnage that is to be looked for in the imme- 


1u 


future to use the canal as it is measured by number or | 


» of ships, but for other all-sufficient reasons that I regard 
roject as one of the mightiest ever undertaken. 
e probable tonnage of the canal is an element that can not 


whether of the majority or of the | 


but also which it puts upon the project of the | 
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The men whose health is involved in their connection with 
the enterprise believe they may prudently continue in that !apo> 
if the canal is built with locks and share in their huym)}oy 
sphere in the honor of its construction avith a hopeful fuiy), a 
yond, and they will be inspired with zeal and confidence by tho. 
adoption of the amendment. Their pride in the Project 
less than that of the President, and although their cour; 
great they will be discouraged, if not dismayed, by the her ules 
task of excavating the Culebra cut to 40 feet below sea lo: rel, 

If this work were to be done in the Temperate Zone, wi{}) jt, 
superior climate and labor, the case would be very diffeyey; 
and a calculation of the probable daily capacity of steam x 
and period for digging through the Isthmus would be m. 
liable. Yet even here the uncertainty is great, as the statemens 
of Mr. Randolph of work on the Chicago Drainage (Cana) 
clearly shows. Mr. Quellennec, the eminent consulting enginee; 
of the Suez Canal, while stanchly advocating the sea-leye! type 
put on record his valuable judgment as follows: - 

From a general point of view I think that a sea-level canal is prefer. 
able to a multi-lock canal, and must be recommended as giving « . 
safety of navigation and facility of operation. But in makin: 
recommendation I feel the necessity of showing clearly to the U 


States Government the great difficulties which, in my opinion, 
occur in the completion of the Culebra cut. 


This conscientious adviser commends by his candor, no less 
than by his fame, his every utterance, and lends special sugnifi- 
cance to his other convictions, notably among which are: 

* * * I think that a lock canal should be considered only as 


temporary one, built in order to minimize the amount of imny 
work and first cost, and so constructed that it may be easily turne 


IS ho 
Is 


in 


Lovely 


> Te- 


nited 
will 


| into a sea-level canal. 


es in my judgment, if a lock canal should be constru 
it should have separate locks and a summit level of 85 feet, o} 

by adding to the 60-foot summit-level plan one more lock of aboy "30 
feet lift, placed on each side of the Culebra cut near Obispo and 


The 60-foot level canal will require the building of the Gamboa 
dam for the control of-the floods of the Chagres, as the addi- 


| tional summit level suggested by Mr. Quellennec would require 
| it to feed that level, and it is a question whether that dam is not 


iy be ignored in determining the amount to be expended in | 


initial construction. That tonnage can not be measured by 

because of the great difference in the location of the popu- 
m and trade of the world. Western Europe and southern 
eastern 
astern coast and South America, while our transcontinental 
lways will doubtless hold all but a fraction of the traffic 
en the eastern and western parts of the United States. 
has no such rivals. In 
Society Journal of December, 
ed the estimate of the 
Isthmian Canal Commission of 1899-1901 


ical 1908, Col. G. E. 
vie 
th and other data, 
2,000,000 tons per annum at its opening. 
will doubtless be exceeded, 
hy of consideration. 

Upon the trip of 
Isthmus Mr. Ws remarked that the building of the canal 
wo ransform the map of the world,” 


ions 


Ieker 
id “t 
eventually ; 
oceans, and ve 
Me 


$4.00. 


irs will pass before its harvest will be reaped. 


0 at 2 per cent per annum upon the investment in con- 
‘ting the cheapest type proposed, besides more than half 
that sum in maintenance and operation. 
ntry has such immense resources that it is able to 
nd five hundred millions or more in building the canal, 
y should we spend any larger sum than necessary to 
imodatg our Navy and probable commercial needs 
We may 
aterway that can be used with safety and convenience and 
in the iably near future require substantial enlarge- 
and that duty 
vigated on any day 
et long, and 35 feet draft. 


sir 
cou 


ac- 
is not 


reasol 


Asia have a traffic yastly exceeding that between | 


an article in the Koyal Geograph- | 
Church re-/ minority of the engineers estimate the period for the building of 
probable tonnage of the canal by | 





intime we shall have an annual interest charge of more than | think the Gatun dam and locks can be built in practically the sam 


but | . 
| years are required to build them, 


owe to the world as to ourselves to build | 
| pleting the canal at 60-foot level. 


ought to be fully met by a canal that ean | 
of the year by a ship of 93 feet beam, | 


» lock type recommended meets this requirement and is 


e hundr: 

in from three to five and possibly ten years’ less time 
thin the projected sea-level type, and as this amendment does 
bind the President and Canal Commission to any special 
feature of any type of lock canal, I shall vote for it; all the 
more heartily because personal association upon the Isthmus 
with engineers engaged in the work made me know their 
unanimity in behalf of such type prior to the report of the 
Consulting Engineers and the subsequent action of the Commis- 
sion, the Secretary of War, and the President in favor of the 
report of the minority of the Consulting Engineers. 


not 


d millions less expensive to build, and may be | 


an advisable feature in any event. It can have its foundations 
constructed simultaneously with the foundations of the Gatian 
locks and dam, and the consensus of the engineering eviden 

is that only in the actual construction of works are the real 
vonditions found. 

The surest expedition will be made in the building of the canal 
by having the work properly balanced, and the persuasive rea- 
son why a sea-level canal will take several years more than one 
of higher level is because the excavation at Culebra can not be 
hastened in proportion to the quantity to be excavated. The 


the Gatun locks will take nearly as long as the excavation at 


| Culebra to 40 feet above mean s evel. 
the conclusion that the canal would probably attract less | ea level 


While his con- | 


the facts he presents are | Commerce 


| locks and dam in six years, 
2 Of ung j * c ‘ 
the Board of Consulting Engineers to the | or eight years, to be conser 


andl 0 Geebiietn eill | pletion of the Culebra excavation should be done “ 


but it will not substitute land where there are now | 


Chief Engineer Stevens has practically the same opinion, hay- 
ing recently stated to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
of the House that it is possible to build the Gatun 
although he always figured on seven 
yative and safe, and that the com: 
in practically 
the same length of time—not to exceed six years.” He further 
said: 

Aithough I confess some of the engineers do not agree with me, I 

in 


aione il 


time as the Culebra cut under the lock plan. 
that opinion on the Commission. 


Now, if it develops that the project for the three duplicate 
locks in flight at Gatun is either impracticable in whole or in 
part after the foundations are uncovered, or that eight or more 
whereas Culebra cut can be 
excavated to within 15 feet of sea level in a less period, we shal! 
as greatly as vainly lament that we made no provision for 
The latter level is ver) 
tractive in and of itself, and a flight of two locks is less obje 
tionable than of three—saving nearly one-third the time of 
lockage, some of the water lost by leakage and by evaporation, 
a considerable percentage of the cost of operation and mainte- 
nance, and avoiding nearly one-third of the water pressure upon 
whatever pervious material or channels there may be under tlie 
Gatun dam. 

No apprehension can be reasonably entertained against th 
strength of the Gatun dam. But there is room for misgivin 
respecting the possible percolation or flowage through thi hot- 
tom of the geological valleys beneath it. The weight of the 
dam may compact the pervious material below the blanket of 
fine material, or it may have little or no effect upon it. The 
flowing water may come from the Chagres or other sources 
above the site of the dam and much below the intended water 
surface, and with additional pressure and supply may seri usly 


I know I am 


com- 


\f- 


’ 
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ish the volume of impounded water in the dry season. 
1 e it rose 10 feet above the river level it is assumed by 
, Stearns that it did not come from the river, as it is more 
son 10 miles upstream until elevation +10 is reached, and that 
" yme from adjacent high ground. 
Stearns may be right, but he may be wrong. There is 
t ndition presented that the bottom and sides of the valleys 
impervious indurated clay or soft rock, and over the loose 
ial through which the water flows is fine sand—a blanket 
nervious material, and yet the water is in there and it is 
‘ «, It is surely a problem for further thorough investi- 
, , whether there are not subterranean channels which may 
uncertain the filling of the Gatun dam to its intended 
and secure holding of the water, and if such channels 
pa there can be no question of the need of ample provision 
ag st possible failure either by closing those channels or by 
r ne the height to which water is to be impounded, or both 
well known that water flows through subterranean 
els for many miles, and there may as likely be subterra- 
as transverse crevices whereby the bottom of those ge ; 
d with water. 
of evaporation in the tropical climate is un- 


log 


levs 1S 


illevs fe 
quantity 
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kn .. but it must be great, and its effect upon Lake Gatun 
v f course, be felt, if felt at all, whenever there is a pro 

{ dry season and the volume of water for lockages and 
; vise escaping exceeds that flowing into the lake. If the | 
F of summit reserve water allowed for this season is gone 
¥ the inflowing streams are at their minimum flow the sub- 


reduction must be with accelerating speed until nature 
r ; the situation. 


e of protracted drought a great reserve such as Lake | 
+150 weuld be of inesii- | 


yould afford at elevation of 


ty mi y 


value, and the opening of the canal might be at least | 


several months earlier by its utilization. 
It is suggested by the minority report that if more water is 


| 








‘eason of such vast traffic that Gatun Lake does not | 


h: ilicient that a dam be built at Alajuela. The latter | 

sit iid then almost necessarily have to be cRosen because of 

tl if out of the lower part of the Gamboa site by Lake 
the dam would not have more than about one-fourth 


the capacity of a dam with equal head at Gamboa and be at 
least S miles farther from the hine of the canal. It would have 
to be guarded and closely inspected, and the distance is a mate- 
r ment. 


easier to build a dam at Alajuela than at Gamboa, 


h there is not the certainty of safety in the former that | 





is lly assumed. Replying to General Abbott’s contention of 
creater safety of a dam at Alajuela than at Bohio, the late | 
George S. Morison suggested that only in the ease with which 
ture might be erected was Alajuela a superior site, 


ferred to the limestone rock along the river above and | 
‘eoquent instances in which cavities exist in such rock and | 


the trouble that they occasion, 
assumed from borings and the study of geologic condi- 


tions that a good rock foundation for an all-masonry dam is at | 
sea level at Gamboa. Yet Mr. Queillenec pointed out to the 
Board that at the Assuan dam, and Mr. Sterns that at the | 


Wachusett dam, that when the foundations were dug it became 
sary to go 15 to 20 feet deeper before the rock was satis- 
‘y. It may be so here and may be so at Gatun. 
when progress is so desired and important, insure it by 
taneously prosecuting the great essential feature in the 


il 


Why | 


1 of the Chagres in the two types of canal, one exceeding 


50 and the other at or below that elevation, when each 
has so great inherent utility? Or rather, why not in the project 


\itial summit level of 82 to 87 (generally called 85) under- | 
te the work by an adjunct that will serve many useful pur- | 
of that plan and be invaluable in a possibly necessary | 


tive plan? 

re are contingencies of so many kinds incident to the con- 
tion of any form of canal that no man or body of men can 
tely state in advance the progress which will be made in 
great feature. The minority engineers believe that their 
is well balanced, but actual experience may show the con- 
ry and confirm the judgment of Messrs. Hunter, Wallace, 
id others that the Gatun lock and other structures will take 
‘ years longer than is expected; and hence the wisdom of 
eeding on such lines that the best conditions may be se- 
. If a suitable dam at Gamboa will permit the opening 
of the canal even two years earlier than without such structure, 

erection is fully justified. 
_ it was with reluctance that Congress and the country turned 
trom Nicaragua to Panama, the former being so many miles 
rer our mainland and shortening so substantially the dis- 
tance between our Atlantic and Pacific ports. But there was 
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the consolatory thought that at Panama at some time the canal 
might be at sea level, and the advantages of unimpeded navi 





gation and of a water supply that could only fail by the dryi 
up of the oceans, are so substantial that even the remote pos 
sibility of them were cogent in winning acquiescence in th 


final choice. 

And yet no promise was then held out that the initial con- 
struction of the canal at level practicable. On the 
contrary, the Isthmian Canal Commission, in it 


sea Was 





its re] t only 
said: 

This Commission concurs with. the vario French commissions 
which have preceded it since the failure of the old cot ny in re 
jecting the sea-level plan. : While such a plan ild be physically 
practicable and might be adopted if ng other s ition ‘ 
the difficulties of all kinds, and especi th ‘ 
would be so great that a canal with a t level rea 1 by loc! 


to be preferred. 

But in an appendix entitled “ Historical Notes Relative to the 
Universal Interoceanic Canal Company (1880 the 
Organization of the New Company,” it showed it it was the 
personal insistence and prestige of Ferdinand de Tess ps, who 
had so signally triumphed in the building of the Suez Canal, 
which led to the adoption of the “ constant-level” plan by the 
International Congress of Survey for an interoceanic canal in 
1879, and the notes state: 

By considering the names of those who abstained from yotir 
those who were absent, and of those who voted “no,” it is 
de Lesseps had against him a majority of the engine 
tractors who were members of the congrs 





1804) 
+! 


until 





rs and of tie 













Accordingly, in 1902, it was known that the great prep 

ance of professional engineering opinion was that the 
| portant elements of time and cost made a lock canal the ad 
visable form of construction, and those elements are at 
time almost as potential as they were then. And 
less reason now than there was then to indulge the | that 
when the yolume of tonnage and size of ships and mil y or 
| other necessities really require a canal at sea level that it can 
| and will be constructed. 

The board of consulting engineers unanimously ag 

* * * That it is practicable, from an engineering sta: ! to 
transform any lock canal which it has considered into a vel 
canai-—— 

And— 
that it is possible to turn any lock cana! ich ] consi 
a sea-level canal without interrupting traffic uj it 

The members of the Isthmian Cana nission enté l th 
realm of prophecy in their review of the reports of th mn 
sulting engineers and seem to all be of the opinion expressed by 
Admiral Endicott: 

An 85-foot summit lock canal once constructed mea ‘ il 
always. If a sea-level canal is desired, it must be built direct witl 
out first building a lock canal. 

And the other members of the Board state: 

The Board of Consulting Engineers is unanimous in th i 
which we concur, that if a sea-level canal is ever to be « i 
should be constructed as such from the first 

This is such a gross misstatement it to und urn 
how it came to be made, the Board having 

That if a sea-level canal is to be ns icted in ft fut 
it should be built directly without first building a lock « 

If the Commission will realize the material differe 
what is inadvisable at the present or in many rs 1 
from what may be not only advisable but 1 . t] 
what remote future, it may appreciate the prop: y of rtain 
features which would not otherwise be a] ! 

The construction of the Gamboa dam, if a od foundat 
exists for a masonry dam, will provide an all port: 
for possible future transformation to sea level w ever th 
may become advisable. And the omission to build that dam 
and the burial of its possible rock foundation under 82 to 87 
feet of water will be the introduction of a very serious ob 
struction to transformation. While we are saving our genera 

| tion one hundred and more millions and leaving to posterity to 
provide for its future needs, let us not add to the essential cost 
of transformation that involved in the failure to now demor 


strate the practicability of an all-masonry dam founded in bed 
rock at Gamboa, and if the project proves practicable the fail 
ure of its early construction. Especially when ist 
tion has its important advantages in any contingency and vital! 
important advantages in possible contingencies. 

The Commission in recommending the plan of the minorit 
very properly did it, “subject, of course to such change 
be found desirable during construction,” and 
his message, transmitting the report, said: 


} 
the 





In my judgment, a lock canal, as herein recommended, is advisab! 
If the Congress directs that a sea-level canal be constructed dir 
tion will, of course, be carried out. Otherwise, the canal will be built 
on substantially the pian outlined in the accompanying papers, such 
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changes 


being made, of course, as may be found actually neces- 
sary a 


And our legislation in adopting the lock plan should provide 
for whatever modification may become necessary, or advisable, 
as construction progresses. 

The authority to make substantial modifications in the plan 
should exist so that at no time need the President and those he 
puts in direct charge of the work be required to delay efficient 
action. 

With legislation of this character we may have every con- 
fidence that a splendid waterway will be built and be used by 
our Navy and a great number of ships of commerce and of other 
navies before the end of the next decade. [Applause.] 

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Chairman, in now renewing my motion 
to amend, which has been read by the clerk, I have no desire 
to attempt to amplify the arguments for a lock canal so master- 
fully presented to the committee by the gentleman from Ohio, 
whose argument, I trust, has convinced every Member on this 
floor. I will but call attention again to the fact that the so- 
called “ Spooner Act,” authorizing the building of the canal, of 
June 28, 1902, directs that it shall be supplied with all the neces- 
sary locks and other appliances to meet the necessities of 
vessels passing through the same from ocean to ocean. 
of this work, it was deemed necessary to provide specifically 
for the necessity of locks in connection with the canal. 
President stated to us in his letter to Congress of February 
19, this year, that “‘in my judgment, the lock canal is advisable,” 


and that he will direet that such a canal be constructed unless | 


Congress directs to the contrary. 
The scheme of a lock canal—the lake route—as developed 


by American engineers, is based on recent American experiences | 
with locks and is the supreme product of the efforts of Amer- | 
From a business standpoint, it means that this | 


ican engineers. 
great work can, if built on the lock type, be finished within 
the next ten years and at a net expense. to the Government of at 
a hundred millions, and probably two hundred and fifty 
millions less than the sea-level type of canal. 
The problems of the lock canal are theoretically and practi- 
lly solved. We know exactly, from past experience, how to 
le practically nearly every problem with its construction. 


lanact 
LCST 


I lock canal can be built so that ships can pass through it | 
successfully for a definite sum of money, while the problems | 


connected with the sea-level type are unsolved, even in theory, | _ 
| Eleyenth year: 


nd I believe in practice the undetermined problems in connec- 


tion with this sea-level type are five times more than those of | 
ype of canal, which means an indefinite sum of money | 


the loc 
and means the expenditure of a vast mass of fortune on a 


work whose result may, in the end, be questionable. 


The sea-level type of canal recommended by the Commission, 


at a cost of over $100,000,6G00 more than the lock canal, will not, 
in my opinon, because of its curvatures, prove satisfactory, 


even if built, and would probably entail an expenditure of an | 
amount of money as would be spent for its first con- | 
for its improvements, and enlargement, in order to | 
The | 
necessity of an early completion of | 


equal 
struction, 
feasible to pass ships through of the largest size. 
of the 
lis great waterway, require that Congress at this time should 


. 
make it 


lictates of economy, 


known its intentions relative to the type under which it | 
| Fifteenth year: 


uld be built. 
A lock canal can be built within a definite time for a definite 
m of money. 


1ection with the sea-level project are at least five times greater 
A declaration now for 
1e building of a lock canal would bring within ten years the 
ealization of our anticipation, while if we attempted to build 
a sea-level canal, no one within the sound of my voice will see 
hi 
will t 
tating the enormous expenditure of the people’s money to a 
questionable result. Instead of the strait through Panama, 


than those connected with the lock type. 
tk 
r 


it would result in a narrow tortuous sewer through a mountain | 
Business principles and the interest of the United States, | 
and the necessity of the world’s commerce demand early com- | 


range. 


pletion of this waterway, which will result from a determina- 
tion at this time to build a lock type of canal, which 
knowledge of the situation and careful consideration and weigh- 
ing of all the evidence determines is a wise solution of this 
great problem. 

A lock canal would be of greater capacity, a better canal, a 
safer canal, and a canal of quicker passage. 

Mr. LOVERING. Mr. Chairman, I desire to submit some 
calculations as to the cost of the Panama Canal, based on the 
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The | 
very language is conclusive evidence that, in the very origin 


The | 





A sea-level canal may be built, but within what | 
and within what expenditures I believe no man knows, | 

the unusually doubtful and experimental features in con- 
| 


p sail through the straits of Panama, but for years we | 
ve fighting with one of the bitterest disappointments, neces- 


a thorough | 
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Statement of Mr. Stevens, the engineer, that it will take about 
eight years to build a lock canal and about sixteen years to 
build a sea-level canal, and require the expenditure of about 
$18,000,000 per annum in either case: , 
[Allowing $18,000,000 per year for sixteen years for a sea-level canal.] 
First cost $50, 000, 000 
First year: 

Interest on $50,000,000, at 2 per ceftt 


B » 000, 000 
Amount paid for work, etc 


, 000, 000 


Total for first year , 000, 000 
Second year: 
Interest on $69,000,000, at 2 per cent 


, 380, 000 
Amount paid for work, etc 


5, VOO, O00 


Total for second year 
Third year: 
Interest on $88,380,000, at 2 per cent 
Amount paid for work, etc 


, 000 
, 600 


000 


8, 380 


, 167 
Ss, O00 
Total for third year__._.. , 147, 600 
Fourth year: 

Interest, at 2 per 
Amount paid 


, 162, 952 
% OOO, 000 
310, 552 
Fifth year: 

Interest, at 2 per 


, 566, 21 
Amount paid ; 


+ 000, 000 
; , 876, 763 
Sixth year: 

Interest, at 2 per 

ME IG csisictnes stn Paital siting iiss sidan 


O77 mor 
964, 535 


8, 000, 000 


854, 298 
Seventh year: 

Interest, at 3, 397, O85 
Amount paid , 000, 000 
» 201, 383 

Eighth year: 
Interest, at 2 3, 825, 027 
Amount paid , 000, 000 


OI is snaspeicichapcincmnaegnaiamostion O76, 410 


| Ninth year: 


, 261, 528 
" O00, OOO 


Interest, at 2 
Amount paid 


Total 


| Tenth year: 


Interest, at 
Amount paid 8, 000, 
i sis cv-ecinn ns cciscks shag ins singh kaw ctnintnsalina mado aiaie aaiaainaee 258, 044, 6 


Interest, at 2 
Amount paid 


, 160, 893 
, YOO, OOU 


IT seni css adslnation pascal ab a caialdliginiaiaadaae 281, 205, 589 


| Tweifth year: 


Interest, at 2 > 5, 111 
Amount paid 18, 000 
Total 829, 700 
Thirteenth year: 
Interest, at 2 
Amount paid 


», 096, 594 
, 000, 000 


, 926, 294 

Fourteenth year: 
Interest, at 2 
Amount paid 


, 57S, 525 


, 0OU, BOO 
3, 504, 819 


7, O70, 096 
8, OOO, OLOU 


74, 915 


Interest, at 2 
Amount paid 


Sixteenth year: 
Interest, at 2 : 7, 571, 498 
Amount paid , 000 

Cost of sea-level canal at completion, at the end of 
sixteen years, when it may begin to earn an in- 
come on its cost 

Cost of lock canal at completion, at the end of 
eight years, when it may be expected to be earn- 
ing an income on the cost 


404, 046, 413 


213, 076, 410 
Extra cost for sea-level canal 190, 970, 003 
Extra time for sea-level canal, eight years. 

AFTER COMPLETION. 


The annual interest charge on cost of sea-level canal would 
be on $404,000,000, at 2 per cent 

The annual interest charge on cost of lock canal would be 
on $213,000,000, at 2 per cent 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, in view of the great im- 
portance of the question that we are called to vote upon, and 
the hurry there is, which I fully appreciate, I ask unanimous 
consent that Members may have leave to print remarks upon 
this particular question of the Panama Canal within, say, five 
days. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opinion that general 
leave should be given in the House. 


$8, O80, 000 


4, 260, 000 
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Mr. GROSVENOR. I think it can be given in the commit- 
_ [ feel quite sure it can be. The bill is in Committee of 
‘he Whole and fully in its control. Its jurisdiction is untram- 
li eled. 


The CHAIRMAN. The rule as cited by the parliamentary 


-lerk sustains the point that the Chair made from recollection: | 


General leave to print may be granted only by the House, although 
Committee of the Whole a Member, by unanimous consent, may be 
cen leave to extend his remarks. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That has not been the practice in the 
House in my recollection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair remembers that it has been 
the practice. It was only from memory that the Chair made 

e remark. The gentleman can make his request in the 

. after the committee rises. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I can make the request for myself here. 

The CHAIRMAN. Certainly. 
GROSVENOR. I will do that now, with the understand- 
that when we go into the House I will ask general leave, 
iat others may participate in the privilege. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio asks unani- 
mous consent to print remarks on the subject under discussion. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PARKER. I make a like request. 
CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from New Jersey asks 
unanimous consent to print certain remarks in the Recorp in 
regard to the isthmian canal. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate on the 
pending paragraph and amendments close in three minutes. 

‘he motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, the effect 
of the adoption of this amendment will be to appropriate the 





rlLous 


[r. 
Mir. 


| 
a | 


The 


this appropriation upon the lock type. 
which the committee is voting upon. I am free to say that I 
have heard only one side of the case. If compelled to cast a 
al vote now, I should vote in favor of the lock type with 
» knowledge that I have at hand. I assume that many Mem- 
of the House are in the same predicament. We have 


That is the proposition 


gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Burton] in favor of the lock type 
of canal. Not one word has been addressed to the House 
upon the other side of the proposition. Manifestly there are 
two sides to this question, and it is a very important one. I 
think, therefore, that the amendment ought to be voted down, 
in order to give the House more time to deliberate upon the 
question, so that it may form a just judgment of the case. 


The House is not in the mood to decide this question this 
noon. The question is pending as a legislative proposi- 


tion in the other branch of the legislature. It seems to me 
it would be much better to have it come before the House as a 
legislative proposition rather than to have it presented to us 
as rider upon an appropriation bill. We are not deciding 
the question for one year or for five years or for ten years, 
but for the century, and it is extremely important that we 
shail make no mistake. I am willing to confess that I do not 
know enough about the question to deal with it justly myself. 
Many other Members must feel as I do. I hope, therefore, 
that this amendment will be voted down, in the interest of 
sife and sane legislation. [Applause.] 

Several Members. Vote! Vote! 

CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 

by the gentleman from New York [Mr. LItraAver}. 

Lilie 


The 


SULLIVAN Of Massachusetts) there were—ayes 110, noes 36. 
Accordingly the amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
for purchase and delivery of material, supplies, and equipment for 
construction and engineering and administration departments on 
he Isthmus of Panama, $9,032,814.24. 
Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. 
following amendment. 
fhe CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts #fers 
an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
Che Clerk read as follows: 
On page 165, at the end of line 2, add: “ Provided, That no part of 
‘ appropriation shall be expended for materials and supplies to be 
d in the construction of the canal or in connection therewith ex- 
pt as the result of bids advertised in the manner now established by 
Isthmian Canal Commission under existing law.” 
Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order 
on that. I do not know that it is subject to a point of order. 


2 The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman reserves the point of or- 
der, 


Mr. Chairman, I offer the 


”» 
“~, 


t} 


( 


+} 


question being taken, on a division (demanded by Mr. | 





S601 


Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I will 
briefly explain the purpose of the amendment. When the 


gentleman makes the point of order, I will discuss that. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman make or reserve the 
point of order? 

Mr. CURTIS. 
again reported. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
be again reported. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I withdraw the point of order, Mr. Chatr- 
man. I do not think it will lie, but I want to have a word to 
say in opposition to the amendment. 

Mr. KEIFER. I renew the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio make the 
point of order or reserve it? 

Mr. KEIFER. I make the point of order. It assumes that 
it is‘necessary in and of itself in order that the bids shall pro- 


Mr. Chairman, I ask that the amendment be 


Without objection, the amendment will 





| ceed. If there is an existing law, then this is unnecessary, but 
| there is no existing law, as I understand it, in regard to the 


| exact thing that is proposed to be required by this amendment. 


and then the canal will be constructed in part with | 


rd a very able speech, an hour or more in length, by the | 


Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Now, Mr. Chairman, I 
would like to discuss the point of order. The amendment re- 
lates to the purchase of supplies and materials for use in the 
construction of the Panama Canal, for which nearly $10,000,- 
000 are about to be appropriated. Under the present law there 
is no tariff duty levied upon supplies which are received into 
the Canal Zone to be used in the construction of the canal. 
The amendment which I have offered simply seeks to secure 
to the Isthmian Canal Commission the same free system of 
competition in the purchase of its supplies that it now enjoy 


vs 


| Under the present law there is no discrimination made in favor 
|} of American goods. 


The goods of all countries may enter the 
Canal Zone duty free if they are to be used in the construction 
of the canal. Therefore the amendment does not seek to change 
the law in that respect, but to secure the continued operation of 
the law. Now, the system that has been adopted— 

Mr. LACEY. If the gentleman will allow me, as I heard the 
amendment read it not only provides that it should be under 
bids, but bids under existing regulations. It attempts to enact 
these regulations into statute law by directly recognizing them 
without defining them. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. The amendment is not only 
in harmony with the law, but with the practice which has been 
established by the Commission. The Commission now solicits 
bids for its supplies. They are advertised throughout the United 
States, and, as a result of competitive bids, awards of contracts 
are made to the lowest bidders. That is the practice, and this 
amendment seeks to continue that practice, so the amendment 
is in harmony with the law and with the existing practice. 
The Chair will not have to seek far for 





a precedent to sustain 
the vaiidity of this amendment. The Chair- will only have to 
consult his own decision a few minutes ago in respect to the 


amendment offered by the gentleman from New York that this 
is simply a limitation on this appropriation. It not con- 
template a change in the law or any addition to the permanent 


does 


law. A subsequent Congress may adopt this provisik or re- 
ject it. It has no force beyond this particular appropriation 
bill. The gentleman from Pennyylyania well says we could deny 


the appropriation altogether. If this amendment is a 
then the money will have to be spent in accordance 
provision, but there is no compulsion about it. 
lar need be spent. 


lopted, 
with this 
Not a single dol- 
It is true the Canal Commission, if it intended 


to buy in the dearest market instead of the cheapest, would be 

| suspended in the air, as the gentleman from Pennsylvania sug- 

| gested in his remarks, and that would be the only effect of the 
| amendment in such a case. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, a word upon the point 

of order. It occurs to me that the point of order raises a 

question that is pretty close to the line. The rule authorizes 


amendments on general appropriation bills limiting appropria- 
tions. It forbids amendments on appropriation bills that ex- 
pressly control or limit a dfscretion vested by law in adminis- 
trative officers. The question in this case is whether the amend- 
ment controls or expressly limits a discretion vested by law in 
the Canal Commission. It would be competent, of course, to 
say that the money appropriated should be used in a particular 
manner, and that would incidentally limit the discretion of the 
Commission in the expenditure of the particular appropriation. 
But it might incidentally limit it. Take, for example, the amend- 
ment that was up a few moments ago, an amendment providing 
that no part of the appropriation for continuing the work of con- 
structing the Panama Canal should be available for the con- 
struction of a sea-level canal. That incidentally limited the 


discretion of the Commission and confined the appropriation as 
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al proposition to the construction of a lock-level canal ; 
if the amendment on its face had stated that the money 
» used in the construction of a lock-level canal, it would 
be obnoxious to the rule, because it would control the discre- 
tion vested in the President of the United States. This may be 
a technical distinction, rather a fine one, but it occurs to me 
that it exists in this case, and that this amendment is probably 
obnoxious to the rule in the respect that I have pointed out— 
that it directs and controls not only the appropriation, but ex- 
pressly limits the discretion of the Panama Canal Commission 


should | 


we! 


Mr. Chairman, the amendment which was just 


nmendment limiting and changing the dis- | 
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| 
| 
| 
| 


» Executive; but the limitation was only as to the | 


ation carried in 
use, the limitation was in order. 


propriating a certain a 


Now comes a propo- 


rroposed is i 


‘eady agreed to, limiting simply this appropriation— 
the discre 
the rules are concerned, we could say, after this item, 

That no portion of this money shall be expended 


r any white vessels, but only for black vessels.” 


> : y 
rovided, 


this bill, and hence, under the rules | 


mount of money, and the amend- | 
entically along the same Iines as the amend- | 


ion of the Executive as to this appropriation. | 
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material and furnished by foreign concerns. In other words. 
the American manufacturers are getting the benefit of 
trade and the Government of the United States is getting 
benefit of the American export price. I do not think it js 
wise for us to say at this time that this policy shall epp- 
tinue indefinitely. It will continue indefinitely, in my jude- 
ment, if Congress says nothing at all about it. I do not jo. 
lieve in our making an inflexible rule. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman a question, predicated upon the statement which he has 
just made. Suppose that they had not been buying these syp- 
plies in a market open to the bids of foreign producers as we}! 
as the bids of our own producers. Would we, in that eyenr. 
have succeeded in getting the supplies for the Panama Cana] 
at the competition price? Would not our producers haye 
charged us the home-market price instead of the foreign price? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I do not know as to that, but I will say this 
to the genticman 

Mr. WILLIAMS. In other words—— 

Mr. TAWNEY. Hold on just a minute. I will say this in 
answer to your question, that if they had not had the benefit of 


the 
+} 
t ’ 


| the open market the materials and supplies would have cost 


It is within | 


- of the House under the rules to put in any sort of a | 
u it pleases, and the amendment only proposes a limita- | 


on this appropriation, the sum mentioned here, $9,032,- 
It to 
the amendment 


amendment 


seems 
in order 
ruled in order. If we can limit the 
iscretion of the Executive as to the kind of a canal he can 
build with the money we appropriate, then we can Iimit his 
discretion as to how he shall buy the material with the money 
which we appropriate. We do not limit his diseretion in any 
other way or as to any other money, but only as to the money 
which is appropriated here. 

Mr. KEITFER. Mr. Chairman, I do not care to occupy much 
time. I 
MANN] is quite refined. We are here proposing to limit in no 
sense the use of the money, because we intend to use it all. We 
do not say how it shall be used in the sense that we have been 
limiting other appropriations. What we do say here is that 
the ‘tion of the President and others whose duty it is 
under existing law to expend this money shall be so exercised 
as that it shall be expended in a certain way. We have a law 
that vests in the 
method of expending the money, and it turns out that this 
iment simply new legislation. It a new mode of 
expending money in the matter of the construction of the Pan- 
ama Canal, and in that respect the gentleman who offered the 
amendment agrees with me, for he made it perfectly clear that 
the obi of his »mendment was to provide imperatively how 
the President and the boards under him shall use this money. 
So that it becomes absolutely a new law of direction as to 
the method of expending money in the construction of the 
Panama Canal and is subject to the objection under Rule XXTI. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that the amend- 
ment iy a limitation on the appropriation and not a change 
of existing law. Every limitation is, in effect, finally a limita- 

n the discretion of an officer. It is not permitted that 
affirmatively done, but it may be negatively done, and 
is amendment while not drawn in the usual form, and there- 
fore because of its language making it a somewhat closer ques- 
ion, is yet is substance but a limitation, in the opinion of the 
on the appropriation, and therefore the Chair over- 

he point of order. 
'TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I am free to say that I am 


was 


dis 


amen is is 


: OT 
Ss ol 


pe 


me that the Chair can not escape from | 
for the same reason that the | 


think the point of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. | 


President and in the boards under him the | 


| voted down. 


the Government more than the Government has paid. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. That is what I wanted the gentleman to 
say. In other words, that as long as we have the open bid to 
hold over them as a big stick, they give us the benefit of the 
prices they charge the foreigner instead of exploiting the Goy- 
ernment at the prices at which they exploit the American con- 
sumer. 

Mr. TAWNEY. We have had the benefit of the export price, 
and I believe we will continue to have that advantage, but I do 
not see any necessity to now fix a hard and fast rule in respect 
to the subject of the purchase of material for the canal. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, this is the converse of the 
proposition with which I think we are all familiar. The Sen- 
ate lately passed a resolution instructing the President to pur- 
chase in the American market all the materials for the con- 
struction of the isthmian canal, unless he was asked an unrea- 
sonable or extortionate price. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of .- Massachusetts. I 
pardon. “ Unreasonable and” 

Mr. DALZELL. 

Mr. PAYNE. 
tive it is “ or.” 

Mr. DALZELL. The proposition came ta this House and 
went before the Committee on Ways and Means, and has been 
favorably reported by that committee. That resolution is now 
on the Calendar, and it will be presented to the House within 
a few days for its indorsement or rejection. It is, as we be- 
lieve, an expression of the people of the United States that the 
American people engaged in the construction of an American 
enterprise, to be paid for out of the American Treasury, by 
money collected by way of taxes from the American people, 
shall be constructed of materials bought in the American mar- 
ket, made by American workmen [applause on the Republican 
side], and with American competition, and that irrespectiv 
of the question as to whether or not by reason of our sys- 
tem our American workmen are paid higher wages and their 
products command higher prices, if the prices are not unrea- 
sonable or extortionate, and I trust the amendment will be 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 

OLMSTED. 


beg the gentleman’s 
was the language. 

We will not quible about the word. 

It was “unreasonable or.” I am quite posi- 


} 


Mr. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following sub- 


| stitute for the amendment. 


‘ of the Commission continuing the policy it has here- | 


» pursued in respect to the purchase of material, supplies, 
equipment for the Panama Canal. I am not in favor, 
ver, of adopting an inflexible rule in respect to the pur- 
e of the material and supplies and equipment that will be 
in the eonstruction of that great enterprise. 
me the Panama Canal Commission has expended 
vr material, supplies, and equipment. 
mouut all of it 
irkets of the world, and all of it except $185,000 was 
purchased in the United States. In other-words, foreign manu- 
facturers and foreign producers had the same opportunity to 
bid that American producers had. Foreign manufacturers 
had their representatives in this country, who did bid on the 
various contracts, but, notwithstanding that fact, out of the 
$10,666,000 that has been expended for that purpose, only 
$185,000 was expended for foreign material, and $175,000 of 
that amount was purchased from American concerns dealing in 
foreign material, leaving only $10,000 expended for foreign 


ly 
present Ti 
f 
t< 


S10.666,000 


opr nh m 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania offers 
a substitute for the pending amendment, which the Clerk will 
report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Provided, That no part of the sum hereby appropriated shail | 
used in the purchase of materials, supplies, or equipment of for 


| manufacturers when similar articles, the product of American 


Up to! 


can be purchased at reasonable prices. 


Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
amend the amendment by striking out the words “at reasoni)ic 


Of that | Prices” and substitute “at the same prices.” 


was purchased as the result of bids in the | 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts mo\c 
to amend the substitute to the amendment, which the Clerk w 
report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out “‘ reasonable prices” and imsert “at the same prices.” 

Mr. WANGER. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. — 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania w''! 
state his parliamentary inquiry. nae 

Mr. WANGER. Is an amendment to the original propositio! 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts now in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes. 








Mr. WANGER. 
word “existing ’”’ and inserting the word “its.” 

\Ir. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. I make the point of order 
nst that, that you can not twice amend an amendment. 

\ir. OLMSTED. But you can perfect the original amend- 

nt before voting on the substitute. 

CHAIRMAN. The original amendment is the amend- 
at of the gentleman from Massachusetts, to which the gen- 
an from Pennsylvania addressed himself, and which he is 
» seeking to amend, and it is in order. 

ir. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Mr. 


ihe 


Chairman, I trust 


Chair will extricate us from the meshes of this parliamentary | 


tion by having the amendments reported in their final 


| CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the original amend- 


of the gentleman from Massachusetts will be reported, the | 
Pennsyl- | 


stitute to that proposed by the gentleman from 
| Mr. OLMSTED] and the amendment to that offered by the 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Sullivan]. 
\ir. WANGER. I also ask that my amendment be reported. 
he CHAIRMAN. 


amendments were reread. 
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Then I move to amend that by striking out 


By and by we will come to your amend- | 


ic CHAIRMAN. Now, the gentleman from Pennsylvania | 


. WANGERB]. 
WANGER. Strike out the word “ existing 
rd “its;” so as to read: 
iian Canal Commission under its law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The first question will be on the amend- 


” 


ment proposed by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
W ek] to the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. SULLIVAN]. 


\ir. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. 
t { proposition. 

\ir. PAYNE rose. 
CHAIRMAN. 


I desire to be heard on 


1 Lic 


The Chair will hear the gentleman from 

New York. 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I hope that these propositions 
will be voted down. [Applause.] I am for spending this 


money, so far as we can do so reasonably, for American goods 
mstructing this canal. I would like to have every dollar 
it spent in that way. The Senate has passed a joint resolu- 


{ 
Ol 





” . 
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Mr. WILLIAMS. To that I make objection. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I move that the debate to the paragraph and 
amendment thereto be closed in ten minutes. 

The question was taken; and the Chair announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

On a division (demanded by Mr. Wittrams) there were—ayes 
96, noes 67. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Let us have tellers, | 

Tellers were ordered. 


i 
al 


airman. 














Mr. TAWNEY. How much tim the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. Witttams] wat 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I think twenty minutes will be sufficient 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘Tellers have } n ordered; and the gen- 
tleman ‘from Mississippi, Mr. Wiiitams, and the gentleman 
from Minnesota, Mr. TAwNEey, will take their places as tellers. 

The House again divided; and there were—ayes 117, noes 50. 

So the motion to limit debate was agreed to. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield two minutes to the 
| gentleman from Pennsylvania W ANGI 

Mr. WANGER. Mr. Chairman, I pose we all ag that 
the materials and supplies for the isthmian canal ought to be 
secured by competitive bidding. But I take it that whatever 
propriety there may be in requiring by law that in all cases 
there shall be such bidding, nobody, not even the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Sutrivan], will insist that all of the 


and insert | 


regulations adopted by the Isthmian Canal Commission to this 


ime are perfection, and that there will not be occasion for 

| amendment of the regulations from time to time in the future. 
I may only mention one instance, wherein an inadvertent re 
quirement, as I have no doubt it was, cut out America) du 


cers and gave a large contract f 


rr cement to European man 
turers of that article, to demonstrate the need of end 
The proposals or invitations for proposals contained the condi 
tions that the cement should be delivered only in certain quanti- 
ties and at certain intervals upon the Isthmus. Those quanti- 


ties were less than even full schooner loads 


The requirement 


| was that the cement should be delivered by steamer, and the 
only lines of steamers that went to the Isthmus charged rate 


tion upon this subject, which came over here and has been re- | 


ed by the Committee on Ways and Means, and which will 


be brought up before the House for action, and which compre- | 


hensively covers this whole question, not for this present ap- 

propriation, but for all the money to be spent upon this canal. 
I want to read the terms of that resolution: 

t purchases of material and equipment for use in the construction 

thé Panama Canal shall be restricted to articles of domestic pro- 

President 


tor 


nate or unreasonable. 


Now, I think that act ought to pass. [Applause.] And it will 
pass. Why cumber up this bill with any of these amendments? 
Why not strike them all out? 
House will pass it, and it will become a law. 
ndments will be voted down. 
tr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, I wish it to be distinctly un- 
‘stood that I am utterly opposed to saving money in the cost 

iis canal at the expense of the American Iaborer. Every 
lion dollars paid for American locomotives or steam shovels 

ils for the Panama Canal or Railroad means $800,000 for 
rican labor, and the same sum paid for foreign supplies of 
haracter means that much American money taken out of 

s country and paid to laborers in other countries. It is bet- 
‘ for all our people that all these millions shall be expended 
home and kept in circulation among our own people. But, 
. Chairman, I realize that any amendment made to this bill 
apply only to this single appropriation, and that it will be 
tter to have a general law, permanent in character and appli- 
cable to all appropriations and all purchases until the canal is com- 
ed, and therefore upon the statement and assurance of my 
league from Pennsylvania [Mr. DatzeLt], a Member of the 
mittee on Ways and Means, and of the distinguished chair- 
in of that committee, the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
\YNE], that a satisfactory measure accomplishing the same 
rpose will be reported from that committee and passed at 
s session, I withdraw my substitute amendment. [Applause.] 
(he CHAIRMAN. In the Committee of the Whole an amend- 
ment proposed can not be withdrawn except by unanimous con- 


sent. 


I hope these 


YT 


\Ty 


Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
withdraw my substitute. 


1 and manufacture from the lowest responsible bidder, unless the | 
shall in any case deem the bids or tenders therefor to be ex- | 


Having passed the Senate, the | 


} 
} 
| 
| 


of about $1 per barrel, and for the small shipment permitted a 
less rate could not be gotten from a sailing 
from any tramp American steamer. 

The steamship lines from the other side of the Atlantic only 
asked about 55 cents per barrel to the Isthmus, and the 
ence in the bids was just about the difference in the rates of 
freight. Now, if that regulation of the Commission did not re- 


A AVL 


vessel, much less 


7 ~~ . 
auier- 


in such 


quire shipment by steamer, or did not require delivery 
small quantities and at such frequent intervals, American pro- 
ducers of cement could have underbidden the foreign pro- 


ducers, and American shipping as well as the American mann- 


facturer of cement would have been encouraged, because for 
full schooner loads an equally low rate would have been given. 

The needless conditions in this particular have been changed, 
but doubtless other conditions will develop from time to time 
which the Commission should have the power to change. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I reserve the balance of my time. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
The committee informally rose; and Mr. Grosve> havin 


taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the 
Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk 
the Senate had agreed to the report of the committee of con 


ary mmeed that 


ference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 18442) to fix and 
reculate the salaries of teachers, school officers, and other e 
ployees of the board of education of the District of Columbia 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed a bill 
of the following title; in which the concurrence of the House 
of Representatives was requested : 

S. 1291. An act for the relief of James W. Watson. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments bills of the following titles: in which the concur 
rence of the House cf Representatives was requested 

H. R. 12323. An act to extend the public-land laws of the 
United States to the lands comprised within the limits of the 
abandoned Fort Crittenden Military Reservation, in the State 


of Utah; and 

H. R. 18668. An act ratifying and confirming soldiers’ addi 
tional homestead entries heretofore made and allowed 
lands embraced in what was formerly the Columbia 
Reservation, in the State of Washington. 

SUNDRY CIVIL, APPROPRIATION 

The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I 
to be notified at the end of three minutes. 


upon 
Indian 


BILL. 


desire 
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the leader of the majority, in his desire to have only American 
used upon the canal. My amendment will not stop the 
sale of a single dollar’s worth of American goods. To-day, un- 
competition, without any assistance from any tariff, 
American manufacturers sell 99 per cent of the canal supplies. 
The proposition before us is not to substitute foreign for Ameri- 
can but to continue the sale of American goods to the 
‘nited States Government at reasonable prices, such as the 
export pi United States manufacturers, and not the 
extortionate which your tariff enables you to collect 
from your own here in the United States. [Applause 
the Democratic side. ] 
Now, why is the Senate proposition offered? If existing con- 
ditions are satisfactory to you gentlemen, why do you wish to 
change them? What is the purpose of the Senate amendment? 
It is to enable the men who make American dredges to sell them 
at exorbitant prices to the Canal Commission and prevent 
thei from buying the Scotch dredges, which they could other- 
vise buy for thousands of dollars less. 
sion to buy American cement at extortionate prices, 
ather than the low prices they buy it for now in open compe- 
un. It is to compel the Commission to buy iron and 
at the extortionate prices which the steel trust collects in 
United States, rather than the reasonable prices which the 
i Commission pays for them now in open competition and 
which every foreign buyer enjoys. 
Now, then, 


goods 


der free 


goods, 


ices) Of 
prices 
citizens 


on 


“ithiddis 


its 


because you say you will save expense. In the same 


you propose to fetter the Canal Commission and 
pel it to pay extortionate prices for supplies, thereby in- 
‘ensing the cost of the canal to the American people. 
had time I would read at length from the testimony produced 
our committee. I will read a single line. Mr. Shonts, 
ident of the Canal Commission, said: 
vor buying in the open market for the reason Mr. Ross, the 
sing agent, has stated, I think, that if we have that privilege 
to get our American-made material cheaper. I believe 
el combination, to illustrate, gives us the benefit of their 


canal 


fAiternoon 


before 


[ Applause. } 


I think that statement of Mr. Shonts explains the earnest 
position of the able gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 


Chairman, not more than 1 per cent of foreign goods is | 
American | 


the Canal 
only reasonable prices. The Secretary of War 
continued. The president of 
wants them continued, in order that 


ow by Commission. 
pay 


ng conditions 


They buy 
and 


ssion 


robbed by the protected manufacturers of 
A yote against the amendment which I 

a vote to the American 

nder the American people in the construction of the isthmian 


A vote for the amendment is a yote to continue 


enable 


the Commission, and, I believe, the President of the 
i States wants to continue. [Loud applause.] 

TTAIRMAN. The gentleman 

nd the gentleman from Minnesota has three. 
SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. I yield the 

time to the gentleman from Illinois. 

MANN. Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of the amendment 
1 by the gentleman from Massachusetts. The isthmian 
when constructed will not 
» United States. It is for the benefit of the world. 

ent which the United States makes to humanity. 
cht, in making that present to mankind, to make it at 
expense to ourselves. It would be 
in doing this work for humanity, to pay two 
rit. I do not think we are building the Panama Canal 
purpose of putting money into the pockets of the manu- 
of the United States who furnish materials. If we 
ngaged in that work, it would be better to consume the 
Is at home, where they would be for our exclusive and 
When we are called upon to expend all the 


remainder 


est possible 


; i 
ile for us, 


benenit, 

ni one to five hundred millions of dollars—and if a sea- 

al in the end should be adopted, more than that sum, 
in my opinion—we ought to do it with an eye to economy. The 
present Canal Commission, under the guidance of the Secretary 
of War and the President of the United States, has adopted the 
policy of buying in the markets of the world. Under that policy 
the United States has obtained 99 per cent or more of the con- 
tracts at reasonable prices; but if we can buy more cheaply 
abroad, let us buy abroad. Who proposes that the canal shall 
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Mr. Chairman, we unite with the gentleman from New York, | be built by American labor? 


It is to compel the | 


to sbow what inconsistency there is in your posi- | 
tions even-in a single day you vote to adopt the lock type of | 


| from Massachusetts [Mr. SULLIVAN]. 
If I} 





the | 
they | 
finish the canal cheaply, and that the American people | 
the 
have | 


manufacturers to | =!PP! to be in favor of my substitute, I certainly do not want 


the | 


conditions which your Secretary of War, your presi- | 


has two minutes remain- | 


be constructed for the benefit | 
It is a | 
We have 


worse | 


JUNE 15, 
We take foreign labor because we 
can get it cheaper. For the same reason we should take the 
cheapest manufactured products. [Applause.] ; 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I agree with my friend from 
Illinois that this is largely a gift to the world by the American 
taxpayers. I want to get what little benefit out of it I can for 
the American taxpayers, and as far as I can I want io pur. 
chase materials which are the result of the labor of American 
taxpayers, in order that we may do them all the good we are 
able to do—by using their products in the construction 
canal. 

We are taking foreign labor because American laborer 
want to go down there, because the conditions there 
suitable to the American man, and the American can noi 
f That is one reason; and the other res 


Ol the 


form labor there. 
because the American laborer has more to do at honie th 
can possibly do. There are not laborers enough to go a: 

Lat I did net rise to discuss the merits of this prop n. 
As I say, this joint resolution has been reported by the Co- 
mittee on Ways and Means witheut any amendment. I hoy 
get it before this House in a very few days; in fact, I s! 
like to get it before the House to-morrow. Then we will 
this question, and whatever debate there may be wpoi 
merits we will have then; but let us not encumber this } 
Let us vote down all these propositions and put them into | 
manent law at another time, so that hereafter we shall k: 
just what we are going to do about our expenditures i: | 
supplies for the building of this canal—from now uwnti! 
shovelful of dirt is taken out of the canal. [Applauc 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The first proposition before the | 
to perfect the original amendment offered by the gentleman 
Therefore, to that 
the first thing in order will be the amendment offered by 


end, 
the 


gentleman from Pennsylvania to that original amendment. 


The question being taken, the amendment to the amendment 
was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The next proposition before the House ig 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. SULLIVAN] to the substitute offered by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, who offered a substitute to the original amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Sut- 
LIVAN |. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, I thought I withdrew that. 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman 
rise? 

Mr. OLMSTED. I thought I had withdrawn the substitute 
in favor of the bill, which will be presently reported from the 
Ways and Means Committee, to more fully accomplish the same 
purpose 

Mr. WILLIAMS. 

The CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. OLMSTED. 


Oh, no; it was never withdrawn. 
There was objection. 
If I understand the gentleman from Missis- 


to withdraw it. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. 
The CHAIRMAN. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. 
order. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the proposed amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Massachusetts to the substitute 


Why, as a partial return to reason, yes. 
The committee will be in order. 
You ought to have called the other man to 


| offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 


‘he question being taken, on a division (demanded by Mr. 
WILLIAMS) there were—ayes 57, noes 113. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts to the substitute of the gentleman from VTenn- 
sylyania is lost. 

Mr. POU. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment 
to the substitute. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Carolina offers 
the following amendment to the substitute of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And provided further, That the price at which materials or sup- 
plies of American manufacture are offered to the Government of the 
United States is no higher than the price at which the same goods 
are offered to the residents of foreign nations. 

Mr. MANN. I raise the point of order upon that amend- 
ment that it is not a limitation at all. 

The CHAIRMAN. That involves an examination of 
original substitute. The Chair overrules the point of order. 
The Chair thinks it is clearly in order. ; 

The question is on the amendment to the substitute, which 
amendment has just been offered by the gentleman from North 
Carolina. 

The question being taken, the amendment of Mr. Pou was 
rejected. 


} 
the 





1906. 


rhe CHAIRMAN. ‘The question now recurs on the substitute 
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Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the pro forma amend- 























offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania to the original | ment. 
; endment offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. The Clerk read as follows: 

SULLIVAN]. a4 a For material, supplies, equipment, new buildings, and contingent 
he question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. | expenses for account of the government of the Canal Zone, $318,200. 
WirLIAMS) there were—ayes 28, noes 106. Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amerd- 

Sy the amendment was disagreed to. ment, which I will read: 
rhe CHAIRMAN. The question now recurs on the original Insert in line 18, page 165, after the word “ Zone,” the following: 
iment offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. “ Provided, That said materials, supplies, and equipment are bo 
; ; at prices no higher than the contemporaneous export prices ¢f Amer 
*ULLIVAN]. i manufacturers and producers where the same are known tv or can be 
. question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. | ascertained by the purchasing board.” 
v IAMS) there were—ayes 65, noes 120. The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
WILLIAMS demanded tellers. by the gentleman from Mississippi. 
ilers .were ordered; and the Chair appointed as tellers The question was taken: and on a division (demanded by 
WittiAMs and Mr. TAWNEY. | Mr. WILLIAMS) there were—ayes 52. noes 108. i 
rhe committee again divided; and the tellers reported that | The Clerk read as follows: © 
there were—ayes 59, noes 121. } In all, $25,456,575.08: Provided, That all expenditures from the 
the amendment was rejected. appropriation herein made for the isthmian canal shall . iid from, 
he Clerk read as follows: or reimbursed to the Treasury of the United States out of, tl ‘eeds 
? a of the sale of bonds authorized in section 8 of the said act approved 
pay of officers and employees other than skilled and unskilled | June 28, 1902. 
in the service of the government of the Canal Zone, $600,000. | Mr GILL. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment, 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last | which I send to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have read. 
xord. I do not like to impose upon the chairman of the com- {| The Clerk read as follows: 
mittee. I do not know whether he made any explanation in| Amend by adding additional paragraph to section 1, after the word 
reference to the form of the Panama Canal items in the bill | “ two,” in line 14, page 166, to r is follows: 
or not at any other stage of the debate. If he did, I do not} Ne co for the purpose of carrying out the provisions of public act 
. 7 . - NO 1, entitled ‘An act to authorize the Secretary of Com: ind 
\ t to bother him now. | Lator, through the Bureau of Coast and Geodetic Survey and the 
Mr. TAWNEY. I did not. { Bureau of Fisheries, to cooperate with the shell-fish commissioners of 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, in the bill which was passed in | el a land oaieee inte vars o6 See namere’ oyster beds, 
{ House in January last, making appropriation for canal | of $15,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary. in bere ates 
‘"\ _ and which subsequently became a law, there was a sec- | priated, out of any funds in the Treasury not otherw ppropriated 
1 I offered as an amendment requiring the Canal Commission | Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
to make detailed estimates as far as practicable. I suppose | that it is not germane to the part of the bill to which it is of- 
detailed estimates have been made, perhaps more in detail than | fered. The amendment, as I understand it, relates to the Coast 
showed in the bill. I suppose there is some reason to be offered ; and Geodetic Survey. 
by the committe for not inserting more in detail the items for| Mr. GILL. Mr. Chairman, the point of order made by the 
the canal. I would like to ask the gentleman whether, in the | gentleman from Minnesota 


sment of the committee, it was thought impracticable to in- 


sert items in detail in reference to appropriations, and espe- 
cially in regard to the high-salaried officials of the canal, such 


as is often done in other cases? 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, the estimates were submitted 
in detail, as the gentleman will find from House Public Docu- 
ment 821. This was submitted by the Acting Secretary of the 


Treasury under date of May 21, 1906. 
Now, the Commission submitted their items under eight 
that is, they lumped their total, segregating the appro- 
ns under eight specific heads. First was for salaries, 
officers and employees of the Commission, incidental ex- 
lenses, pay of the officers here in Washington. 
I might say, Mr. Chairman, that under that first item their 
tal estimate was 3170,000. I want to say that we did not pro- 


j 


le specifically for the office here in Washington, as I know 


i 
the 
T 
L 


’ 


[Mr. TAWNEY] is not applicable to 
this amendment as I have presented it here. The amendment 
is for the purpose of adding an additional paragraph to appro- 
priate the money necessary to carry out the provisions of a law 


|} Which has been passed by Congress and approved by the Presi- 


the gentleman from Illinois thinks we ought to have done, and | 
as I thought when the matter was before the House before we | 
would do, for the reason that this force at the present time | 


has reached its maximum. 
employees has reached the maximum and will be reduced from 
this on, and that that reduction can be effected more 
advantageously under a lump appropriation than it can be if 
we provided specific places with specific salaries. A man know- 
ng that he holds a statutory place with a fixed salary would 
be me likely to secure influence to aid him in holding that 
In order to enable the Commission to make the reduc- 
tion which we thought they ought to make, we gave them a 
lump-sum appropriation. When the force on the Isthmus is 
fully organized, we can then provide specifically for the force 
here. It will then be a permanent force. We reduced the esti- 
ite for the office force here in Washington about $40,000. If 
the gentleman will take that document and go through it, he 


time 


re 


Will see why and how we have made the reduction. 

Mr. MANN. I have examined the document. I want to make 
t] suggestion: Congress has left the fixing of these salaries 
Wholly to the Executive. ‘The salaries are not fixed by law. 
rhat being the case, it seems to me Congress ought to have an 

tunity to pass upon these salaries in an appropriation bill, | 

the only way to do that is to specifically provide for these 
salaries in the office at Washington in the appropriation bill. 
[ can not see why it would be any great detriment to the service 
tO GO SO, 

Mr 


SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I will say that it seems 


ie strange that the gentleman thinks that as we have in- 
trusted the fixing of the salaries to the President, we ought 
to proceed and fix them in an appropriation bill. 


I 


We are assured that the number of | 


dent and which provides that the money shall be expended for 
the purposes provided in that bill. It therefore perfectly 
proper as an additional paragraph to this section and within 
the rules of the House that it shall be offered here. 


is 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Minnesota de 
sire to be heard on the point of order? 

Mr. TAWNEY. No; I have nothing further to say than it 
is not germane to this part of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that it is offered as 
a new paragraph. 

Mr. TAWNEY. It is a part of the Coast and Geodetic Sur- 
vey. 

Mr. GILL. It is a new paragraph to section 1. It not an 
amendment to any paragraph of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is inclined to the opinion that 


it is in order and not subject to the point of 
Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. GILL. Mr. Chairman, I am sorry to detain the House 
for a few minutes, but I have not occupied the time of this body 
since I have been a Member of it, and I have not objected to 
the use of time by every other Member of the H i 


id the 


order, al 


use. As it is 
essential that money should be provided to carry out the provi 
sions of a law which this House and the Senate have adopted 
unanimously and which the President has approved, it seems 


to me unreasonable on the part of one here to object to an 


| appropriation to carry out the provisions of that act. I can 
not understand why the chairman of this committee could pos 
sibly object to this bill unless the money necessary to be ex- 
pended is already provided for, and if the chairman of the 
| committee can demonstrate to the House that that money has 
been provided already or is provided by existing legislation, 


| then there is no necessity for the 


adoption of the amendment, 
and I shall not press it. If, however, he ought 
to demonstrate beyond the possibility of a doubt that that 
money has been or is provided for by existing appropriations. 
If he does not demonstrate that, I hope the House will adopt 


. ; : —_ 
he does object, 


this amendment, and thereby provide the money necessary to 
earry out the law which it has itself approved of. Applause. } 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, in answer to the gent n I 
will say that I was advised this morning by the Superintendent 
of the Coast and Geodetic Survey that all that was n sary 
was to change the language of one of the appropria is in 
this bill for that service in order to give him autherity to ex- 
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pend the money for this work and increase the appropriation 
slight. extent, which we will do later on. We can not go 
back to it now. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Maryland. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by 
Mr. Grit) there were—ayes 56, noes 95. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 

W rise, 

The motion was agreed 

Accordingly the 


a 


to a 


to. 


e chair, 

» House on the state of the Union, reported that that com- 

had had under consideration the bill H. R. 

sundry civil appropriation bill—and had come to no resolution 

thereon. 

ALLOTMENT O] 

Mr. SHERMAN. 

on the bill (H. R. 19681) to survey and allot the lands embraced 

the limits of the Blackfeet Indian Reservation 

Montana, and to 


LANDS IN BLACKFEET INDIAN RESERVATION. 


within 
State of 
ing under the rules. 

the SPEAKER. The conference report and statement will 


be printed under the rule. 


SALARIES OF TEACHERS, ETC., IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Speaker, I present a conference report 
on the bill (H. R. 18442) to fix and regulate the salaries of 
teachers officers, and other employees of the board of 
education of the District of Columbia, together with a state- 

nt of the conferees thereon, for printing under the rules. 

The SPEAKER. The report and statement will be printed 


under the rule. 


school 


CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. COUSINS. Mr. Speaker, I present a conference report 
on the bill (H. R. 19264) making appropriations for the diplo- 
tic and consular service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
‘inting under the rules. 
SPEAKER. 
ler the rule. 


1 ie 


CONFERENCE REPORT, NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference report on 

val appropriation bill, and move that the House disagree 
‘conference report in order to make certain changes in 
f rt and that the House further insist upon 


FOSS. 


rence re 


agreement to the Senate amendment and ask for a fur- | 
| You can not prevent them from receding, and they receded 


erence. « 
SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois calls up the 
nce report o1 naval appropriation bill and desires 
that the Hoyse disagree to the report, being a partial 
report—it is a partial report, as the Chair understands. 

Mr. It is a partial report. 

Mr 


the conin 


the 


to move 


FOSS. 

RIXEY. 
ittee a question. 
in the report. 


Mr. FOSS. 


some error 


he time. 

Mr. RIXEY, 

‘e two or three amendments upon which there will be 
( to concur. Now, is the recommittal of this report for 

1e purpose of making any agreement as to matters already 


ij oy 1 + 
a reed to? 


ihere 


Mr. FOSS. No. 
‘ reported in disagreement. 


IXEY. 


iment of the Senate as to the battle ship. 
FOSS. Yes; that will be still in disagreement. 
SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman from 


; to ask unanimous consent to dispense with the reading | 


rt and the statement in lieu thereof, and to disagree 
rt; otherwise 
ive to be read or the statement. 
FOSS. I will ask that, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
Chair hears none. 
Mr. FOSS. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move that the House further 
insist upon its disagreement to the Senate amendments, and ask 
for a further conference. 


Mr 


The 
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committee rose; and the Speaker having re- | 
Mr. Warson, Chairman of the Committee of the | 


19844—the | 


Mr. Speaker, I present a conference report | Now the Navy has 8 cents a mile for travel, and after years ij 


in the | 
open the surplus lands to settlement, | 
together with the statement of the conferees thereon, for print- | 


together with the statement of the conferees thereon, for | 


Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the chairman of | 
I understand it is simply to correct | 

| of the gentleman from Iowa, if he insists upon it. 
It is to correct some provisions agreed to by the | 
Hiouse managers, the full effect of which was not understood at | 


I want to ask the gentleman this question: | 


The matters which are in disagreement now | 


the report, as it seems to the Chair, | 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman moves that the House s(jj| 
insist upon its disagreement to the Senate amendments, ang 
ask for a further conference. 

Mr. HULL. A further inquiry: 
ference report yet? 

The SPEAKER. 
agreed to. 

Mr. HULL. By unanimous consent? 

The SPEAKER. Yes. 

Mr. HULL. Then, Mr. Speaker, I want to call attention to 
amendment No. 4, on page 4 of the printed bill. I do not know 
what page it is of the bill that is in conference. The Senate 
struck out some language that was inserted by the House, | 
think very properly so. The House provision made a doy} 
method of computing mileage in this, that it gave a naval oflicer, 
whenever he had a short trip, all of his expenses, including }yjs 
hotel bill, and if he had a long trip he could get 8 cents a mile. 
Of course, it says it is under the discretion of the Secretyry 
of the Navy, but we know how those matters are adjusted 


Have we disposed of the cop. 


Yes; the conference report has been (is. 


] 
t 


iA 
i 


has been agreed it was fair compensation. The Army has 7 
cents a mile, and after years it has been agreed that that was 
fair compensation. I am not seeking to change the compensa- 
tion of either, but I want to protest against any change that 


| does not put them both on an equality, and just as sure as this 


provision is allowed to stand in the bill it will result in the 
Army coming in and wanting their expenses in these matters—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Point of order, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman submit any motion or 
proposition? 

Mr. HULL. I move that the House recede and concur in 
amendment No. 4. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa moves that the 


| House do recede in the following Senate amendment, which 


the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Amendment No. 4: Page 3, line 21, strike out all after “ dollars” 
down to and including “ allowed,” in line 25. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the text. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The words proposed to be stricken out being as follows: “Provided, 


| That hereafter in cases where orders for travel are given to officers 
The report and statement will be printed | 


of the Nayy or the Marine Corps the Secretary of the Navy, in his 
discretion, may direct that their mileage or else their actual and 
necessary expenses only shall be allowed.” 

Mr. FOSS. I suggest to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
Hut] that he allow us to go to a full conference on this 


| matter, and I say we will bring this back in disagreement if 
| we do not strike it out. 


Mr. HULL. What I am afraid of is that the Senate will 
immediately recede. If they recede, you can not bring it back. 


with such alacrity this time that I am afraid to risk it again. 
I have perfect faith in the statement of the gentleman, but 
the minute the Senate recedes the House conferees are tied up. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa moves that the 
House do recede from the Senate amendment No. 4 and concur 
in the same. 
Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I have no objection to the motion 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. Hutt]. 
The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 
Mr. BURTON of Ohio. As I understand, this amendment 
No. 56, pertaining to the battle ship, is to be again reported? 
Mr. FOSS. I have so stated to the gentleman from Virginia. 
Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary in- 
quiry. I desire to ask a separate vote at the proper time on 
amendment No. 6, and I wish to ask the gentleman in charge of 


| the bill if, as the conference now stands, an opportunity will be 
I give notice now, Mr. Speaker, to the chairman | 
committee that I shall ask for a separate vote on the | 


offered to vote upon that amendment? 
Mr. FOSS. Is that the one in regard to the civil-war vet- 


| erans? 


Mr. PERKINS. Yes. 

Mr. FOSS. Yes; that will be reported in this agreement. 

Mr. PERKINS. Very well. Then there can be a separate 
vote asked on that? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. The motion made by the gentleman irom 
Illinois [Mr. Foss] is that the House do further insist on 1 
disagreement to the remaining Senate amendments and ask tor 
a conference. 

The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to. — 

The SPEAKER announced the following conferees: Mr. 1055, 
Mr, LOUDENSLAGER, and Mr, MEYER. 











LEAVE TO PRINT. 

\r> GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I ‘ask unanimous consent 
that eral leave to print on the item of the appropriation bill 
- to the Panama Canal may be given for five days. 


Merhe SPHAKER. Is there objection? 
\Ir. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, do I understand that request 
to print remarks solely upon that question? 


\ ROSVENOR. 
M [LLIAMS. 
PHAKER. 


Solely upon that question. 
Then I have no objection. 
The Chair hears no objection. 

PUBLIC-LAND LAWS. 

SPEAKER laid before the House the bill H. R. 12323, 
ws to extend the public-land laws of the United States to 
: omprised within the limits of the abandoned Fort 


( en Reservation, in the State of Utah,” with Senate 
nts. 
r» LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to non- 
co! 1 the Senate amendments and ask for a conference. 
‘SAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LAcEYj 
noneoncur in the Senate amendments and ask for a 


Is there objection? 
; no objection. 
PEAKER announced the following 
ir. MONDELL, and Mr. BURNETT. 
NATIONAL BANKS, 
‘AKER laid before the House the bill H. R. 8973, “An 
t 1d section 5200 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
ting to national banks,” with Senate amendments. 

\ [ARTEL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House concur 

Senate amendments. 

,ILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to know some- 

ut that. 

SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. SxHar- 
that the House do concur in the Senate amendments. 
\ir. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have some 


conferees : 
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} and 
Mr. | 


about this, in order to know something as to what | 


[ARTEL. Mr. Speaker, the Senate amendment changes 
bill from the total amount to be loaned to one firm 
lual 

30 per cent. The House bill provides that a national 

loan 10 per cent of its capital and surplus, the total 

10 ease to exceed 20 per cent of the capital stock. 
This endment changes this item to 30 per cent, 
only : ‘t a very few, not a large number, of national banks. 
-ARTLETT. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 


Mr. SHARTEL. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BARTLETT. As I understand it, it does this: The bill 
ssed the Hovse provided that no one person should 


and will | 


by national banks from 20 per cent of the capital | 


l loan from one of these banks to exceed 20 per cent | 


pital and surplus? 

Vi HARTEL. Ten per cent. 

Mr. DALZELL. Twenty per cent of the capital. 
BARTLETT. The Senate has made it 30 per cent. 

Mr. SHARTEL. I will state the whole question for the gen- 
tlk s information, which will make it clear. The House 
bill providing that a national bank might make a loan 
per cent of its capital and 10 per cent of its surplus. 

put in a general limitation that no loan should be 
mia excess of 20 per cent of its capital stock. It does not 

difference what the surplus may be. It may be more 


/ 


than 8 


per cent. The Senate changed that 20 per cent to 30 
pt 
Mr. BARTLETT. That is what I asked the gentleman. 
Mr. SHARTEL. I ean illustrate it this way, so as to get the | 
id ir: The Senate amendment does not affect any bank 
th s a surplus of an amount less than equal to the capital 
S it there are banks that have a surplus of two or three 


» capital stock, and the amount they can loan is 30 per 
the capital stock. 
Mr. BARTLETT. That is, any man may now borrow from a 


I nn the capital steck and surplus; and they have changed 


20 to 30 per cent? 

DALZELL and others. No. 

Mr. WANGER. I desire to ask the gentleman a question. As 
tand it, the Senate committee reported an amendment 
1 Senate changing the per cent from 20 to 30 per cent. 
l senate adopted that amendment to the amendment, and 
u ed down the proposition. So there is no provision on 


t ‘t beyond the primary provision that a loan shall not 
ex lO per cent of the capital and 10 per cent of the surplus. 
; SHARTEL. No; the gentleman is mistaken. 
Mr. BATES. 


Will the gentleman allow me to ask a question? 
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As I understand this measure, the bill as it passed the House 
allowed a national bank to loan 10 per cent only of 
as it now is, and surplus as well. Now, the Senate amendment 
provided that at no time shall the loan exceed 20 per cent of 
its capital. They increased that 
that at no time can a | 
The SPEAKER. 
again reported. 
The amendment was again reported. 
The SPEAKER. The gen 
the House do concur in the 
Mr. MADDEN. Mr. 
proposes to authorize the lo: 
vidual by a bank having a eapital of $14 
it has large enough surplus to all 
seems to me that such provision Lhe 
thing to the banking interes of 
financial interests the cou! 
allowed to borrow large a pr 
of any bank, the danger that exi 


be that if a 


its capital, 


to 30 per cent ol 
an exceed 30 per cent 


Without 


the capital, so 
f the capital 


the an 


obj ‘ction, endment will be 





Speal 


any 


oi 


SO 


corporation, firm, or 
loan found itself in any 
bring the bank int y. 
hand, if only moderate loans are allowed to } 
concern, the capital of the bank is distributed 
business enterprises, and the chance 
continuing to do a legitimate business that 
of this amendment 

Then, too, the security of the depositor is red | 
an incentive to bankers to organi ! 
small capital and large surplus, thus r » ] 
the stockholders and making the direct 
ful in making loans. If 
of the steckholders offers 
The greater the liability of bankers to the i { 
conservative they are sure to be. 
institutions should be ene 


less lonns, makes the b: 


bankrt 


+} 1 
tie ¢« a) 


ks less safe, and t) 
business institutions of the country less secur« 
is the danger that banks will redu 
tion. Aside from this surphis is always : 
It may be carried on the | 
on account of lo This bill epens the d 
agement, to extravagant k to evasion of tax 
unwarranted and dangerous reducti 
fore afforded the depositor. It s! 

Mr. SHARTEL. The gentleman is entire 
he says about the taxation or the national 
tion, as I do not know of any State in the 1 
surplus of a bank is not taxed t! 
cbservation is that a large cash 
is much better protection to 
and unknown quantity of w 
stockholders on their liability on the stor r 
stockholders of a bank are willi! 
earnings to remain in the bar 
the best evidences of good manage! 
vency of the institution. 

This bill only places the national } 
to take care of the conservative busines rt 
my opinion, it has no tendency whatever to 
banking in any manner. 





ks when it should | ! 
SPS 


ans 


1e Same 
surplus in the 
the leposit 


Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gent 1 all 
a question? 

Mr. SHARTEL. I would like to sta 
does not seem to be understood, then 

Mr. Speaker, the prese n 


national bank to loan 10 per cent of its « 

firm, or corporation. The bill of tl 

the House, pri vided that a national bank « id 
son, firm, or corporation, 10 per cent of its 

10 per cent of its capital. This am m 
providing that no loan of this kind should exceed 


son, 


yunt wi 


per cent of the original capital stock. The Senate 
bill by striking out the word “twenty” and inserting WV 
‘thirty,” so that no loan under any circumstances, und 
Senate amendment, can exceed 30 per cent of the capital s 
Mr. PAYNE. And then only in case the surplus is 
amount to its capital stock and more. 
Mr. SHARTEL. Yes. A bank having $100,000 « 
| $100,000 surplus, under the bill as amended by 


could only loan $20,000, or an amount equal to 
the capital stock, to one firm or individual! 

Mr. MADDEN. Under the present law they can only 1 
10 per cent. 
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Mr. SHARTEL. They can only loan 10 per cent, no matter 
how large a surplus they have. Now, a bank having $100,000 
capital and $400,000 surplus could, under the Senate amend- 
ment, loan the original $10,000 on the capital stock and $20,000 
on the surplus, which would be $30,000 instead of $20,000, the 
limit in the House bill. I think the amendment is a good one. 
It does not endanger the banking business in the least, and is 
only in the interest of good business for the banks and the 
people. 

Mr. PADGETT. 

Mr. SHARTEL. Yes. 

Mr. PADGETT. Is not the effect of this to encourage small 
capitalization and a large surplus, so as to avoid assessment 
liability on stock in case of the failure of a bank? 

Mr. SHARTEL. No; I think not. 

Mr. PADGETT. Why not? You may loan the surplus, and 
there is no assessment liability on surplus. There is an assess- 
ment liability mn stock, so that there would be an encourage- 
ment to avoid stock liability and to organize a bank upon small 
capital and with a large surplus. 

Mr. OLMSTED. As 
will not be any assessment. 

Mr. PADGETT. But if the 

all individual liability. 

Mr. STAFFORD. In the bill you originally 
not have any limitat 
surplus: but afterwards you put in a proviso limiting it 
to a total of 20 per cent of the capital, and that 20 per cent was 
the express 


nent to 


Will the gentleman submit to a question? 


uy 


bank failed there would be a 
introduced you 
did 


of the 


for 


diminish their at the 
plus and 


the double liability to 


capital stock expense of 
sul 
which the gentleman from Tennessee 
[| Mr. Papecetr] has referred. And was not that proviso put in 
at the req the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. HILt1.], 
who stated that he would oppose the bill unless such a limit 
was put there? And now you are raising it 10 per cent more. 
Mr. SHARTEL. The gentleman’s statement is partly cor- 
rect and partly ineorrect. There was no mention made of 
certain limitation, but it was thought best by the Committee 
on Banking and Currency to put in some limitation for the 
reasons that have been stated. This Senate amendment would 
not, I believe, affect fifty banks in the United States. I doubt 
if there are more than fifty banks in this country that have 
three times as much surplus as capital. The bill relieves the 
situation as far as between five and six thousand national 
concerned in the United States. This increase to 30 
is a matter of very little importance, because the bank 
have twice as much surplus as capital before the limita- 
rould apply. 
STAFFORD. Are there 
have a great deal more surplus than capital? 
the Chemical National Bank in New York C ity. 
Mr. SHARTEL. Very few. 
Mr. STAFFORD. And banks in Pittsburg and Chicago and | 
ny other cities. 
SHARTEL. 
le num 
WILLIAMS.: I understand that there 
ks now that have twice as much surplus as capital stock; 
if they are e iged to increase their surplus while they 
crease their capiti il stock to avoid liability of the stockholders, 
the double liability which exists i 
it will not be I ng before there will be a good many banks with 
double as much surplus as capital stock. It seems to me this 
i irage them to double as much surplus as stock. 
man must keep in mind that the stockholders of the 
liable for 100 per cent of their stock—that is, they 
uble lial bility, and as far as they 
their stock they are limited by 
But if they are encouraged to decrease the stock and 
ase the surplus, they are encouraged to do an unsafe busi- 
It seems to me that this is rather an important question 
up and I would suggest that gentlemen let it go 
til the Members of the House have time to examine and 
‘ ut it. 
SHARTEL. In answer 


t from practical experie 


lest of 


banks are 
per cent 
must 
tion W 
Mr. 
that 


stance, 


For in- 


Not many. I think fifty will cover 


»y? 
Cl. 


are very few 


neouri: 


hava 
uaye 


how, 


to the gentleman, I want to say 
‘nce I do not think there is any better 
evidence of a good bank than one that is building up a large 
Whenever the stockholders of a bank are willing year 
after year to let their earnings remain in the bank, it shows 
their absolute confidence in the stabilty of the institution. I 
will further it has been the policy of the Government to 
encourage the building up of a good strong surplus. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Is not that true where there is no object 
to build up a surplus—where they do not exempt them from 


surpius. 


say 


| hot a sufficient number, and the yeas and nays are refused. 


long as the bank has a big surplus there | 


: |} amend the internal-revenue laws 
ion whatsoever on the 10 per cent loan | *™end th ns = 
| of its records, 


purpose so that banks would not have an induce- | ,, 
their | the 


avoid taxation in some States and in others avoid | 


| of Washington, 
any 


|} served for 
| State of Wisconsin, 





not many banks in large cities | 


the | 


| Great Falls, 


in some States, I am afraid that | 


liability in building up the surplus? I suggest the matter go 
over until the House can have time to think about it. 

Mr. MADDEN. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. SHARTEL. Certainly. 1 

Mr. MADDEN. Would it not be possible under the play Dro. 
posed to have a new bank organized with $50,000 capit,| and 
$100,000 surplus, whereas if the law was not in force they \ ould 
organize a bank with $100,000 and $50,000 surpius? 

Mr. SHARTEL. No; I do not think that would occur 
Speaker, I call for a vote. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on concurring in the Senate 
amendment. 

The question was taken; 
Mr. MAppEN) there were— 

Mr. MADDEN. 


Mr, 


and on a division (demanded by 
ayes 125, noes 70. 
I demand the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois demands the 
yeas and nays. All those in favor of ordering the yeas and p; LYS 


will rise. [After counting.] Fourteen gentlemen have ‘risen; 


The 
ayes have it, and the amendment is agreed to. 


On motion of Mr. SHARTEL, a motion to reconsider 
vote was laid on the table. 


PUBLICITY OF INTERNAL-REVENUE LAWS 
The Speaker laid before the House H. R. 14968, an 


the last 


act to 
so as to provide for pu! icity 


with Senate amendments. 
amendments were read. 
HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. 
House concur in the Senate 

The motion was agreed to. 

COLUMBIAN INDIAN RESERVATION, STATE OF WASHINGTON. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House H. R. 18668, an 
act to ratify and control soldiers’ additional homestead entries 
heretofore made and allowed upon lands embraced in what 
was formerly the Columbian Indian Reservation, in the State 
with Senate amendments. 

The Senate amendments were read. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House concur in the Senate amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 
SALE OF TIMBER ON LANDS OF THE MENOMINEE TRIBE, WISCONSIN 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House H. R. 13372, an 
act to authorize the sale of timber on certain of the lands re- 
the use of the Menominee tribe of Indians in the 
with Senate amendments. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
eur and ask for a conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER appointed as conferees on the part 
House Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. Curtis, and Mr. ZENor. 

PUBLIC BUILDING IN GREAT FALLS, MONT. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following reso- 
| lution of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of 
Representatives to return to the Senate the bill (S. 5441) to pro- 


vide for the purchase of a site for a public building in the city ‘of 
Mont. 


The request was agreed to. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled | 
of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 
H. R. 12707. An act to enable the people of Oklahoma and of 
the Indian Territory to form a constitution and State govern- 


The Senate 
Mr. Mr. Speaker, I mov: 


amendments. 


> that 


noncon- 


of the 


bi Ng 


| ment and be admitted into the Union on an equal footing with 
can operate on the | 
their personal double 


the original States; and to enable the people of New Mexico 
and of Arizona to form a constitution and State government 


| and be admitted into the Union on an equal footing with the 


original States; 

H. R. 10106. An act providing for the setting aside for 
ernmental purposes of certain ground in Hilo, Hawaii: 

H. R.19815. An act to authorize the Georgia, Florida and 
Alabama Railway Company to construct a bridge across the 
Chattahoochee River, between Columbus, Ga., and Frankliu, 
Ga.; 

H. R. 3997. An act for the relief of John A. Meroney; and 

H. R. 19816. An act to authorize the Georgia, Florida and 
Alabama Railway Company to construct three railroad b idges 
across the Chattahoochee River, one at or near thie city of 
Eufaula, Ala., and two between said city of Eufaula the 
city of Columbus, Ga. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills 
of the following titles: 


gov- 


and 
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An act granting a pension to William Ickes; | 
An act granting an increase of pension to Charles | 
H n Dusen ; 


1. 


1d. 


’ An act granting an increase of pension to James 
h Is; ' j " 
45. An act granting an inerease of pension to Sidney H. | 
* * ‘ : ‘ . 
44. An act granting a pension to Cornelius Sullivan; 
» An act granting an increase of pension to John A. | 
Al . ‘ . : 
7. An act granting an increase of pension to Harvey 
G Ce; 
51. An act granting an increase of pension to Rufus M. 
AS ; . . 7 . 
S 50. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
M ; : ; , 
iov, An act granting an increase of pension to John 
( 
~ 1459. An act granting an increase of pension to Edwin K. 
I _<? . e . } 
o1, An act granting an increase of pension to Abner R. 
B ; ; : 
~ 4390. An act granting an increase of pension to Rebecca A. 
\ ler ; 
= 4375. An act granting an increase of pension to David Mc- | 
('' 
$ ik. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 8. 
he es 
s 4268, An act changing the name of Douglas street to Clifton 
Ss 7. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
NM iL 5 
735. An act granting a pension to Phebe W. Drake; 
Gs. An act granting an inerease of pension to Obadiah 
I 


S.2122. An act granting an increase of pension to Erastus C. 


Ss. 2028. An aet granting an increase of pension to Helen C. 
S on: 

S.2S53. An act granting an increase of pension to Bridget 
Quinn ; 

S$. 2624. An aet granting an honorable discharge to Henry G. 
Thomas, deceased, Company C, Second Kentucky Cavalry ; 

S. 2566. An act granting an increase of pension to George H. 
Rodeheaver ; 

S.2501. An act granting an increase of pension to Jessie F. 
] S 

Ss. 2204. An act granting a pension to Michael Reynolds: 


S. 2270. An act for the relief of Nicola Masino, of the District 
of Columbia ; 

s.59. An act providing for the establishment of a uniform 
building line on streets in the District of Columbia less than 90 
fi n width: 


S. 4170. An act to amend an act approved March 3, 1891, enti- 


tic \n act making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the 
priations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, and for 
Dp vears, and for other purposes; ” 

s 76. An act to quitclaim all the interest of the United 
§ of America in and to a certain lot of land lying in the 
I) ‘t of Columbia and State of Maryland to heirs of John C. 


R s, deceased ; 


257. An act granting an increase of pension to Caleb T. 
6. An act granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo W. 
~ 
S. 1976. An act granting a pension to William N. Dickey; 
22. An act granting an increase of pension to George L. 
\ field : 
ss. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
4 
“.G1S7. An act granting an increase of pension to Martha | 
J solt : 





An act granting an increase of pension to Orlando H. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Calvin 
G4. An act granting an increase of pension to Julius 8. 
( let ; 
oo». An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel H. 
D 
: 4. An act granting an increase of pension to Edwin 
i 5 
| 41. An act granting an increase of pension to Ransom C. | 
l l: 
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S. 6188. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza P. 
Norton 

S. 6065. An act granting an increase of pension to Ellen M. 
Dyer ; 

S. 6041. An act granting an increase of pension to James N. 
srown ; 

§$. 5952. An act granting an increase of pension to Hyacinth 
Dotey ; 

S. 6606. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
N. Couch: 

S. 5898. An act granting an increase of pension to Louisa A. 
Clark ; 

S.5877. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
O. Bryan; 

8S. 5870. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel H. 


Morrison ; 


$. 5811. An act to amend section 2646 of the 


Revised Statutes 

of the United States, as amended by act of February 16, 1885, 
as amended by act of March 23, 1906; 

S.5810. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


McGowan: 


S. 5800. An act granting an increase of pension to James N, 
Davis; 

S$. 5598. An act granting an increase of pension to Almond 
Greeley ; 

S. 5543. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
A. Humrich; 

S. 5447. An act granting an increase of pension to Oliver 
H. Hebben: 

§.5353. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
W. Carter ; 

S. 5262. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank N. 
Nichols ; 

8.5148. An act granting an increase of pension to Mildred 
McCarkle; and 

8S. 4741. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
J. Workmen. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills and joint resolu- 


tions of the following titles wee taken from the Speaker's 1 
and referred to their appropriate conmittees, as indicated below 

S. 6395. An act for the exchange of certain la 
the Fort Douglas Military Reservation, in the 


able 


Das 


situated in 
State of Utah, 


and other considerations, for lands adjacent thereto, between 
Le Grand Young and the Government of the United States, 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

S. 6364. An act to incorporate the National Child Labor ¢ l- 
mittee—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

S. 6214. An act for the relief of Jarib L. Sanderson—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

S. 5698. An act to regulate the practice of veterinary medicine 
in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District 


of Columbia. 


S. 4089. An act to place David Robertson, sergeant t class 


it, i st 








Hospital Corps, on the retired list of the United States Army— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

S. 27382. An act for the protection of wild animals in e 
Grand Canyon Forest Reserve—ito the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

S. 1442. An act to increase the efficiency of the militia and 
promote rifle practice—to the Committee on Militia. 

S. R. 66. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of Wat 
to receive for instruction at the Military Academy Wes 
Peint Mr. José Martin Calvo, of Costa Rik to the Con ter 
on Military Affairs. 

S$. 1291. An act for the relief of James W. Wats to the 
Committee on Claims. 

LEAVES OF ABSENCE. 

$y unanimous consent, the following leaves of absence were 
granted as follows: 

To Mr. Manon, for five days} on account of sickness in his 
family. 

To Mr. GaAInes of Tennessee, indefinitely, on account of impor- 


tant business. 
LAND 
The 


400 
ededededy 


OF THE INDIANS IN TERRITOR‘ 


SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill H. R. 
“An act for the division of the lands and funds of the 
Osage Indians in Oklahoma Territory, and for other purposes,” 
with Senate amendments. 


OSAGE OKLAHOMA 


Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 1 yn- 
cur in the Senate amendments and ask for a conference 


The motion was agreed to. 
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The SPEAKER appointed as conferees on the part of the 
use Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. Curtis, and Mr. ZENor. . 
Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 47 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned until to-morrow, at 11 o’clock a. m. 


Ii 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII. bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were severally reported from committees, de- 
livered to the Clerk. and referred to the several Calendars 
therein named, as follows: 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill 
the House (H. R. 20097) to authorize the board of super- 
visors of Coahoma County, Miss., to construct a bridge across 
Coldwater River, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 4986); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Ilouse Calendar. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota, from the Committee on Inter- 
stute and Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill 
the IHlouse (HH. R. 20119) to authorize the village of Oslo, 
Marshall County, Minn., to construct a bridge across the Red 
River of the North, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 4937); which said bill and report 
were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. MANN, 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 


ol 


ol 


20179) to prevent cruelty to animals while in transit by rail- | 
rond or other means of transportation from one State or Terri- | 
the District of Columbia into or through another State | 
or Territory or the District of Columbia, and repealling sections | 
United States Revised | 


tory or 
42386, 4387, 4388, 43889, and 4390 of the 
Statutes, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 4938) ; which said bill and report were referred 
to the House Calendar. 

Mr. 


to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10502) ap- 


propriating the receipts from the sale of public lands in the | 


State of Minnesota to the construction of drainage works for 
the reclamation of swamp and overflowed lands, reported the 
sume with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4940) ; 


er : 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of | 


the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. McCARTHY, from the Committee on the Public Lands, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5998) creat- 
ing the Mesa Verde National Park, 
amendinent, accompanied by a report (No. 4944); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
Tlouse on the state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XITI, 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD, from the Committee 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 
lief of 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4939) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. | 


on 
682) 


Claims, 
for the re- 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

Py Mr. DALZELL: A 
TO ‘ovide for 


or uses of 


bill (H. R. 20246) 
refunding taxes paid upon legacies and bequests 
a religious, charitable, or educational character, for | 
ent art, and so forth, under the act of June 
S, and for other purposes,” approved June 27, 1902—to 
on Ways and Means. 
Ir. LOVERING: A bill (H. R. 20247) to make the cur- 
responsive to the varying needs of business at all seasons | 
1 ss the Committee on Banking and Currency. 
Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 20248) to authorize the | 
' Buffalo, N. Y., to construct a tunnel under Lake Erie 
fara River, to erect and maintain an inlet pier there- 
ind to construct and maintain filter beds for the purpose | 
ying the city of Buffalo with pure water—to the Com- 


Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


‘ouragel ol 


ittee 


al ‘tions—t 
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from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign | 


VOLSTEAD, from the Committee on the Public Lands, | 





reported the same with | 


to | 


1 
to amend “An act 





WILLIAMS: A resolution (H. Res. 590) that Mr. | 


JUNE 15, 


bees 


Robert Bowman, jr., be appointed assistant clerk to t! 
ference minority—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. MOORE: A resolution (H. Res. 591) to pay R, p 
Tompkins balance of salary for clerk hire—to the Comm} ‘ 
Accounts. 

Also, a resolution (H. Res. 592) to pay E. D. Bell balance of 
salary for clerk hire—to the Committee on Accounts. 


con- 


itee on 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS, 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions og 
the following titles were introduced and severally ref; 
follows: 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (CH. R. 20249) granting an in- 
crease of pension to David N. Louthen—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

sy Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 20250) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas McBride—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 20251) granting a pension 
to Regina O’Brien—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DIXON of Indiana: A bill (Hs R. 20252) granting 
pension to David Crouch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HI. R. 20253) granting an increase of pension to 
David S. Reed—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: A bill (H. R. 20254) granting an increaga 
of pension to George F. Irvine—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HASKINS: A bill (H. R. 20255) granting a pension 
to James L. Swan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20256) granting a pension to Lydia 
Walker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20257) granting an increase of pension to 
Manda M. Hill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN: A Dill (H. R. 20958) 
granting an honorable discharge to George H. Preddy—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. ’ 

By Mr. PATTERSON of South Carolina: A bill (H. R. 
20259) for the relief of Abram Gilchrist—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 20260) 
for the relief of the trustees of the Oak Grove Methodist 
Church South, of Jackson County, Ala.—to the Committee on 


‘tred as 


| War Claims. 


By Mr. SMITH of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 20261) granting 
an increase of pension to Burris Subers—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
| papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
By the SPEAKER: Petition of Jane Addams, of Hull House, 
Chicago, against certain features of proposed legislation in re- 
striction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 


By Mr. BATES: Petition of William Hamilton, president 
Erie Car Works, Erie, Pa., against the eight-hour bill—to the 
Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of H. K. Mulford Company, Philadelphia, for 


le * 5 | bill to regulate price of mileage tickets on railway transporta- 
Andrew H. Russell and William R. Livermore, reported | 


tion companies—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 


|} Commerce. 


Also, petition of S. W. Pennypacker, for amendment to naval 
appropriation bill to provide model of battle ship to be placed 
in each State capitol—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

3y Mr. BARCHFELD: Petition of National German-Amer- 
ican Alliance, for furtherance of treaties of arbitration—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Philadelphia Association of Retail Drus- 
gists, favoring the Mann bill (H. R. 8102)—to the Committee 
on Patents. 

Also, petition of H. K. Mulford Company, for the Sulzer Dill 
relative to regulation of railway mileage tickets—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. = 

Also, petition of Board of Trade of city of Chicago, for rigid 
inspection by Government of packing-house products—to tlie 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BIRDSALL: Petition of H. Helgwold, of Cl: rion; 
William Savidge, of Hampton; J. H. Tusler, of Dubuque; 1. 1. 
Conn, of Rowan; F. H. Dunlap, of Hopkinton; J. N. Crop), 0! 
Farley ; L. C. Kahrs, of Hubbard; Carl Besler, of Worthing); 
James McCulloch, of Hopkinton; A. Armstrong, of Iowa | Is, 
and O. H. Helgwold, of Clarion, all in the State of Iowa, lot 
pure-food law and Federal inspection of meat packers—to te 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 








1906. 


Mr. BOUTELL: Resolution of mass meeting, Chicago, 
11, 1906, against passage of immigration bill—to the Com- 


n Immigration and Naturalization. 
‘ir. BURKE of Pennsylvania: Petition of board of 
Board of Trace of 


; of Chicago, for a thorough Govern- 
nection of packing-house products—to the Committee 
wetate and Foreign Commerce. 
( 


petition of H. K. Mulford Company, favoring the Sul- 
relative to regulation of railway fares as mileage 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
petition of National German-American Alliance, for the 
of treaties of arbitration—to the Committee on 
] ril Affairs. 


\ir. CAMPBELL of Kansas: 


1] 


ce 


Paper to accompany Dill for 


f Thomas McRride—to the Committee on Vensions. 
Mr. DAWSON: Petition of National German-American 
\ . for the furtherance of the principle of arbitration— 


Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

\ir. DRAPER: Petition of National German-American 

\ e, for formulating treaties of arbitration acceptable to 

“ disposed nation to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

I \ir. ESCH: Petition of United Commercial Travelers of 
against consolidation of third and fourth classes of 

' matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and VPost- 


», petition of National German-American Alliance, for fur- 
t] e of principle of arbitration—to the Committee on For- 
\i. airs. 
By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of H. K. Mulford Company, for 
ger bill relative to regulating mileage tickets on rail- 
ro to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
petition of Philadelphia Association of Retail Drug- 
ists, for the Mann bill (H. R. 8102)—to the Committee on 
Pate 


thy “ILI 


nts. 


Also, petition of National German-American Alliance, for fur- 


therance of treaties of arbitration—to the Committee on For- 
elg (fairs. 

\lso, petition of Board of Trade of Chicago, for thorough 
Federal inspection of meat packing-house products—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


By Mr. GROSVENOR. 
protesting against passage of eight-hour bill from the 


following cities: New Britain, Conn.; Chicopee Falls, Mass. ; 
Ajansfield, Ohio; Rochester, N. Y.; Boston, Mass.; Somerville, 
Mass Cleveland, Ohio; St. Louis, Mo.; Dayton, Ohio; Keo- 
kuk, Iowa; Canton, Ohio; Minneapolis, Minn., and Cincinnati, 
Ohio. 

Also, petition of certain oil producers of Marietta, Ohio, 
gainst the pipe-line amendment in conference report on the 
so-crlled “rate bill” as destructive of their business—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of Bernhard Johnson and 16 others, 
of Rock Falls, IL, for thorough examination but not hasty 
ion on packing houses—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HUFF: Petition of oil producers, against the pipe- 
line ndment to rate bill—to the Committee on Interstate and 

I en Commerce. 

By Mr. HULL: Petition of Frank H. Jones, for bill to extend 


itl bounty of $100 to ex-soldiers of civil war who were 
to $100—to the Committee on War Claims. 

LACEY: Petition of J. A. Slater, of Batavia; John 
of Newburg; J. F. Judge, of Melrose; Loftus Fox 


Newcomer, 


and L. W. Shaw, of New Sharon; E. and C. E. Hatcher, of 
\\ heer, and G. L. Dutton, of Rutland, all in the State of 
lowa, for pure-food bill and Federal inspection of meat pack- 
‘ to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

by Mr. LILLEY: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Am- | 
I G. Bailey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of Board of Trade of Chicago, 
ficient Government inspection of slaughtering and meat 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


, petition of National German-American Alliance, for 
lation of treaties of arbitration that may be acceptable 
both to the President and Senate and meet approval of all well 


( ed nations—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
Mr. MANN: Petitian of Chicago Grocers and Butchers’ 
ition, for the Dixon bill (HH. R. 8090)—to the Committee 

Reform in the Civil Service. 

, petition of Adolph Kraus et al., Chicago, against 


\ in- 
( “l head tax on immigrants—to the Committee on 


Immi- 


g on and Naturalization. 
Also, petition of A. E. Burnside Post, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, No, 109, Department of Illinois, for the Hamilton pen- 


bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


di- | 


| 
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Petitions, in form of letters and tele- | 








SO11 


By Mr. MILLER: 


Petition of Martha J. Sleeth et al. for 
investigation of affairs in Kongo Free State—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. NORRIS: Petition of J. W. Hann, for an amendment 
to post-office laws and regulations making legal all paid paper 





subscriptions—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Vost- 
| Roads. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of South Carolina: Paper to accom- 
pany bill for relief of Abram Gilchrist—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of National German-American Alli 
ance, for furtherance of the principle of arbitration—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. WHARTON: Petition of Chicago Live Stock Ex 
change, for investigation of methods in the slaughtering and 
meat-packing business—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

SENATE. 
Saturpay, June 16, 1906. 

Prayer by Rev. Utysses G. B. Pierce, of the city of Wash- 

ington. 
NAMING A PRESIDING OFFICER. 
Mr. KEAN ealled the Senate to order, and the Assistant S« 
retary read the following letter: 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE UNITED STATES SENA 
J 1906 
| To the Senate: , 

Being temporarily absent from the Senate, I hereby nt Senator 
JOHN KEAN to perform the duties of the Chair. 
| Wa. P. I 

President pi 


Mr. KEAN thereupon took the chair as Presiding Officer, and 
directed that the Journal be read. 


THE JOtl 


RNAL. 


The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s 
proceedings ; when, on request of Mr. Scorr, and by unanimous 


consent, the further rending was dispensed with. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Kean). The Journal 
stands approved. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. C. R. 
McKENNEY, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had 





passed the bill (S. 4184) to ratify, approve, and confirm an act 
duly enacted by the legislature of the Territory of Uawaii to 
authorize and provide for the construction, maintenance, and 
operation of a telephone system on the island of Oahu, Terri 
tory of Hawaii. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the following bills: 

H. R. 8973. An act to amend section 5200 of the Revised Stat 
utes of the United States relating to national ban! 

H. R. 14968. An act to amend the ii nal-revenue laws so as 
to provide for publicity of its records id 

H. R. 18668. An act ratifying and confirming soldiers’ addi 
tional homestead entries heretofore made and | l upon 
lands embraced in what was formerly the Columbia Indian Res 
ervation, in the State of Washingto: 

The message further announced that the Ik had agreed 
to the reports of the committees of conference ) il il eres 
ing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate 


to the following bills: 


H. R. 18442. An act to fix and regulate the sa . ‘ ETS, 
school officers, and other employees of the board « education 
of the District of Columbia: and 

H. R. 19264. An act making appropriations for the diplon 
and consular service for the fiscal ye: ending June 30, 1907. 

The message also announced that the House had 4d ec] 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (TH. BR. 12823) to 
extend the public-land laws of the United States to the lands 
comprised within the limits of the abandon ort (C1 len 
Military Reservation, in the State of Utah, :; sa { 
with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of | 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. Lacey, Mr. Monpe.i d 
BURNETT, managers at the conference on the part I 

The message further announced that the House | 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H.R 2) 
authorize the sale of timber on certain of tl l 
for the use of the Menominee tribe of Indians § 
Wisconsin, asks a conference with the Senate on the dis er 
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ing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. 
SierRMAN, Mr. Curtis, and Mr. ZENor, managers at the con- 
on the part of the House. 
The message also announced that the House had disagreed to 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 15333) for the 
ion lands and funds of the Osage Indians in Okla- 
ma Territory, and for other purposes, asks a conference with 
the 
and had appointed Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. Curtis, and Mr. ZENOoR, 
Inanagers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had dis- 
agreed to the report of the committee of conference on the dis- 
‘ing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill CH. R. 18750) making appropriations for the 


berence 
the 


ay" dni 
aivis of the 


were 


naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1907, and for | 
its disagreement to the amend- | 
Senate numbered 4 to the said bill, and agrees to | 


other 


nent of 


purposes, recedes from 
the 
ame; further insists upon its disagreement to the remaining 
| nts; asks a 
Mir. LOUDENSLAGER, and Mr. MEYER, managers at the 
on the part of the House. 

The message also returned to the Senate in cop 

{ he bill (S. 


building in the city of Great Falls, Mont. 


COnLerelce 


qi est 


for 


a public 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the 
llouse had signed the following enrolled bills; 
thereupon signed by the Presiding Officer: 

S.59 An act providing for the establishment of a uniform 
building line on streets in 
feet in width: 

S. 257. An act 
Bowen: 

S. 1254. 
Langley ; 

S. 1422. An act 
Wakefield : 

S. 1956. An act 


Speaker of 


and they were 


granting 


An act granting an increase of pension to Orlando H. 


granting 
granting 
76. An act 


granting a pension to William N. Dickey; 
An act for the relief of Nicola Masino, of the District 


>” 
-- iv, 


wil 


mt 


An act granting a pension to Michael Reynolds ; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Jessie E. | 


2501. 


ct granting an increase of pension to George H. | 


An act granting an honorable discharge to Henry G. | 


leceased, Company C, 
An act granting an 


Second Kentucky Cavalry ; 


An act 


granting an increase of pension to Helen C. 


An 


An act granting an increase of pension to Obadiah | 


, 


S. 3735. 
S. 4047. 


An act granting a pension to Phebe W. Drake; 


Morehead ;: 
S.4170. An act to 


amend an act approved March 


‘ior years, and for other purposes ; ” 


S. 4268. An act changing the name of Douglas street to Clifton | 


An act granting an increase of pension to Henry S. 


act granting an increase of pension to David 


‘t¢ to quitclaim all the interest of the 
in and to a certain lot of land lying in the 
in and State of Maryland to heirs of John C. 


act granting an increase of pension to Rebecca A. 


act granting an increase 


of pension to Abner R. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Edwin K. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 


Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, | 


further conference with the Senate on the | 
x votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 


iiance with | 
544) to provide for the purchase of a | 





the | 


the District of Columbia less than 90 | 


an increase of pension to Caleb T. 


an increase of pension to George L. | 


an increase of pension to Lorenzo W. | 


increase of pension to Bridget | 


act granting an increase of pension to Erastus C. | 


An act granting an increase of pension to William | 
3, 1891, enti- | 


tled “An act making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the | 
appropriations for the fiscal vear ending June 30, 1891, and for | 


United | 


S$. 4651. An 
Ashley ; 

S. 4741. An 
Workman; 

S. 4961. An 

S. 50388. An 
Richards ; 

S.5148. An 
MeCorkle; 

$. 5155. An 
H. 

S.5195. An 
Cook : 

$. 5262. An 
Nichols ; 

S. 5353. An 
W. Carter: 
S. 5447. An 

Hebben: 
S. 5543. An 
A. Humrieh; 

S. 5598. An 
Greeley ; 

S. 5800. An 
Davis; 

S. 5810. 
McGowan; 

S. 5811. An 


H. 


An 


| of the United States, as amended by act of February 16 
| as amended by act of March 23, 1906; 


S. 5870. An 
Morrison ; 
S. 5S7T. 

Bryan; 
S. 5898. An 


An 
QO. 


} Clark ; 


S. 5952. An 
Dotey ; 

S. 6006. An 
N. Couch; 

S. 6041. An 
Brown; 


S. 6065. An 


| Dyer; 


S. 6138. 
Norton; 

8S. 6141. 
Russell: 

S. 6154. 
Freeman ; 
S. 6155. 
ivis: 

S. 6164. 
Cuendet : 

S. 6168. 
Lambert: 

S. G187. 
Jane Bolt; 

S. GISS, 
Young; 

S. 6192. 
Coker; 

S. 6222. 
Alden; 
S. 6264. 
S. 6272. 
Gamble ; 

H. R. 3997. 


An 
An 
An 
An 
Di 
An 
An 
An 
An 
An 
An 


An 
An 


H. R. 10106. 
| ernmental 


H.R. 12707. 


purposes 


JUNE 16, 


act granting an increase of pension to Rufus \ 


act granting an increase of pension to Andrew J 
act granting a pension to William Ickes; 
act granting an increase of pension to James 


act granting an increase of pension to Mildred 


act granting an increase of pension to Charles 


Van Dusen; 


act granting an increase of pension to Sidney 4, 
act granting an increase of pension to Frank N, 


act granting an increase of pension to Tho 


nas 


act granting an increase of pension to Oliver 


act granting an increase of pension to William 


act granting an increase of pension to Almond 


act granting an increase of pension to James N, 


act granting an increase of pension to Th 


mas 
act to amend section 3646 of the Revised Statutes 


ISS, 
act granting an increase of pension to Samuel H. 
act granting an increase of pension to Charles 


act granting an increase of pension to Louisa A, 


act granting an increase of pension to Hyacinth 


act granting an increase of pension to William 


act granting an increase of pension to James N, 


act granting an increase of pension to Ellen N, 


act granting an increase of pension to Eliza P. 


act granting an increase of pension to Ransom C, 
act granting an increase of pension to Edwin 
act granting an increase of pension to Samuel H. 
act granting an increase of pension to Julius S. 


act granting an increase of pension to Calvin 


act granting an increase of pension to Martha 


act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 


act granting an increase of pension to John 


act granting an increase of pension to Jolin A, 


act granting a pension to Cornelius Sullivar 
act granting an increase of pension to I! 


An act for the relief of John A. Meroney: 

An act providing for the setting aside fo 
of certain ground in Hilo, Hawaii 
An act to enable the people of Oklahoma 


the Indian Territory to form a constitution and State ¢ 
ment and be admitted into the Union on an equal footin 


the original States; 
Arizona 


and of 


and to enable the people of New } 
to form a constitution and State gover 


and be admitted into the Union of an equal footing wit! 


criginal State 


H. KR. 19815. 


Ss: 


An act to authorize the Georgia, Florida 


Alabama Railway Company to construct a bridge acro 


Chattahoochee 


Ga.; and 


Hi. R. 19816. i. 
Alabama Railway Company to construct three railroad brics 
across the Chattahoochee River, one at or near the ci 


River, between Columbus, Ga., and Fra! 


Florida and 


of 


An act to authorize the Georgia, 
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E _ Ala., and two between said city of Eufaula and the 
. Columbus, Ga. 
CUSTOMS COLLECTIONS IN THE PHILIPPINES. 
PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the fol- 
1 cablegram; which was read, and referred to the Commit- 
te the Philippines : 
MANILA, June 16, 1906. 
1 Srates SENATE, Washington: 
ed respectfully express hope that Senate bill attempting 
tlections Philippine customs prior to March 8, 1902, will 
ted, and urge Congress to do utmost to expedite appropria- 
ments following test case of Warner, Barnes & Co. 


> elit 
B f claims of British, Swiss, German, and other 
former bankers of native agriculturists, will enable such 
to partially resume accustomed advances on future crops, 
terially relieving agricultural depression caused by long ex- 
reasing financial stringency. Furthermore, present taxes, 
‘ssary, are admittedly burdensome on merchants, espe- 
careful consideration. Our earnest conviction is that 
1d will materially relieve present financial crisis, thereby 
benefiting Filipino people throughout the islands. 
T. H. Parpo pp Tavera, 
Commissioner (and others). 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 
ir. SCOTT. I submit telegrams as petitions, and ask that 
o! in advance to the desk be read. 
PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the tele- 
| be read. 
retary read as follows: 
WHEELING, W. VA., June 15, 1906. 
ott, Washington, D. C.: “ 


ou will exercise your influence against the pipe-line amend- 
rate bill. It should be entirely eliminated. It is not 
and will do great harm to producers of oil and natural gas 


H >. Se 


Tue NATURAL Gas Co. OF WEST VA. 


Geo. Hurp, President. 
ESIDING OFFICER. The telegrams sent to the desk 
x from West Virginia will be appropriately re- 


rT. I wish to say that the telegrams which I have 
titions are from a great number 


( n my State, stating that this pipe-line provision in the 


to large number of native Filipino claimants, prompt | 
claimants, | 





Cherokee Oil and Gas Company, of Warren; 18 citizens of 
Clarion, all in the State of Pennsylvania, and of J. T. Jones, of 
Gulfport, Miss., and the Midcontinent Oil Producers, of Bartles- 
ville, Ind. T., remonstrating against the adoption of a certain 
amendment to the so-called “ rate bill” in relation to pipe lines; 
which were referred to the conference committee on the railroad 
rate bill. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. FULTON, from the Committee on Claims 
referred the bill (H. R. 1572) for the relief of T 
gins, reported it without amendment, and 
thereon. 

Mr. CARTER, from the Committee on Public 





submitted a report 


Lands, to m 
was referred the amendment submitted by himself on the 2d 
instant relative to the survey of certain lands in Valley ty 
Mont., and also for the survey of the unsurveyed t hips 
lying between the Big Muddy River and the Dakota line, in- 
tended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill, 
reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred to t 
Committee on Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. DANIEL, from the Select Committee on Indusi | Ex- 
positions, reported an amendment relative to the | i 
by the United States Government in the Jamestown 
tennial Exposition on the shores of Hampton Roads, in N 
County, Va., in 1907, etc., intended to be proposed to the ; 
civil appropriation bill, and moved that it be referred the 
Committee on Appropriations, and printed; which w: g 1 to 

GASCONADE RIVER BRIDGE, MISSOURI. 

Mr. BERRY. I am directed by the Commitiee on ¢ 

to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 19571) to auth 
| county court of Gasconade County, Mo., to constr 

across the Gasconade River at or near F: i 

report it favorably without amendment. I cull ‘ 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Stone] to the | 

Mr. STONE. I ask for the present consideration of the bill 
just reported by the Senator from Arkansas. 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection 


of independent pro- | 


uin independent operators. 
RESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator desire to 
| telegrams referred to the committee of conference? 
OTT. Iask that they be referred to the Committee on 
Int t ommerce. 
M LUOM. Let them be referred to the committee of | 
| om 
\ SURROWS. They had better go to the committee of 
( te 
SCOTT. Very well; let them go to the conference com- 


heing no objection, the memorials of sundry citizens 
‘sburg, Clarksburg, and Sistersville, all in the State of 


Wes reinia, 


of Guifport, Miss., and of Bartlesville, Ind. T.., 
r trating against the adoption of a certain amendment to 
tl called “railroad rate bill” in relation to pipe lines 


rred to the conference committee on the railroad rate 


WARNER. Like the Senator from West Virginia, I 
eived numerous telegrams in reference to the pipeline 
L send only one to the desk, and I ask its reference 
\ thers to the conference comunittee. 
rhe PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the Secre- 
t will read the telegram. 
Secretary read as follows: 


INDEPENDENCE, KANS., June 14, 1906. 
LLIAM WARNER, 


| States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 
amendment to the rate bill now pending before the 
committee should be stricken out, as it will prac 
e all of your friends who are engaged in the oil business 
siness in the Kansas and Indian Territory fields. 

Ww. 


GEO. 


rence 


FINLEY. 
PRESIDING OFFICER. 
inference committee. . 
(ULLOM presented petitions of sundry citizens of Oak 
Normal, Sumner, Chicago, and Mattoon, all in the State 
Ss, praying for the enactment of legislation to amend 
ail laws relative to newspaper subscriptions ; which were 
| to the Committee on Post-Offices aud Post-Roads. 
LONG presented an affidavit to accompany the bill ( 
or the relief of Allison J. Pliley; which was referred to 
umittee on Claims. 
KNOX presented memorials of F. P. Hue, of Warren; 
P Shannon, of Pittsburg; S. R. Dresser, of Bradford: 
1 & Landis, of Kennerdell Mills; E. H. Jennings & Bros., 
o! ttsburg; Cornplanter Refining Company, of Warren; 


The telegram will be referred | 


| 
| 
| 


the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its coi 


- 
sideration. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and pass 
WICHITA MOUNTAIN AND ORIENT RAILWAY. 
Mr. WARNER. By direction of the Committee on Military 


Affairs, I report back favorably with an amendment the bill 
(S. 6444) to authorize the Wichita Mountain and Orient Rail 
way Company to construct and operate a railway throu e 





Fort Sill Military Reservation, and for other purposes; d lI 


ask unanimous consent for its immediate « 


nsideratiol 





The Secretary read the bill; and there being no ol tl 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 
eration. 

The amendment of the Committee on Military Affairs ! 
page 2, line 13, after the words “shall be taken,” to insert 
following additional proviso: 

Provided further, That before the said Wichita Mountain ar O t 
Railway Company shall be permitted to enter upon any p ! 
I tary reservation, a description by metes and bo is « ! 
herein authorized to be taken shall be approved by the 8S 
War. and adequate compensation paid by said railway 
privileges herein granted it, the amount of said « I ( 
termined by the Secretary of War. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, i the 


amendment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for 


a third reading, r ad 
the third time, and passed. 
TENNESSEE RIVER BRIDGE AT CHATTANOOGA. 

Mr. PILES. From the Committee on Commerce, 1 report 
back without amendment the bill (Ul. R. 20070) to authorize the 
Chattanooga Northern Railway Company to construct bridge 
across the Tennessee River at Chattanooga, Tenn. I ¢all 1e 
attention of the junior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. FRAzrreR] 


to the report. 

Mr. FRAZIER. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill just reported by the Senator from Wash- 
ington. 


The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amend: , 0 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and pass¢ 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 6476) granting an in- 

crease of pension to Samuel Johnson; which was read twice by 


its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 6477) to authorize the | 

Secreta of the Treasury to adjust the accounts of the Chi- | 

‘ », Milwaukee and St. Paul Railway Company for transport: | Mr. PATTERSON. 

ing the United States mails; which was read twice by its title, | CLay.] 

and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee | 


on Claims. 
7 


ir. BACON introduced a bill (S. 6478) for the relief of the 


estate of Gunther Peters; which was read twice by its title, and, | 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on | 
Claims. 

Mr. CARMACK introduced a bill (S. 6479) for the relief of 
the Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Charleston, Tenn. ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims 


BUI 





YKETE introduced a bill (S. 6480) authorizing the 
pr ‘ing of additional land for the site of public building at 
Nebraska City, Nebr.; which was read twice by its title, and 


refer 


ed to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
Mr. BURNHAM introduced a bill (S. 6481) granting an in- 


crease of pension to Henry A. Redfield; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. PILES submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$150,000 for the construction of a steel steam light vessel to be 
anchored upon Swiftsure Bank off the entrance to Juan de Fuca 
Strait, ete., intended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil 
apprepriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ‘‘TiLLMAN submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $200,000 for the examination of the water resources of 
the 
sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FOSTER submitted an amendment providing for the 
return to the Citizens’ Bank of Louisiana the money taken from 
that bank by the military order of June 19, 1862, ete., intended 
to be proposed by him to the general deficiency appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. WARREN submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $15,000 for completing the approaches, subdividing and 
finishing the attic story, and increasing the business facilities 
of the public building at Cheyenne, Wyo., intended to be pro- 





United States, ete., intended to be proposed by him to the | 


JUNE 16, 


the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. LA FoLierre], and the 
from Colorado [Mr. Patrrerson] is entitled to the floor. 
I yield to the Senator from Georgia [\, 


nator 


F. V. WALKER, 


Mr. CLAY. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consi(eratioy 


of the bill (H. R. 14928) for the relief of F. V. Walker.  [t jg 
| a bill which has passed the House, and it will give rise to yy 


discussion. 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its congiq. 
eration. It authorizes the Secretary of War, under the diree. 
tion of the President, to order Freeman VY. Walker, late cap. 
tain and assistant surgeon, United States Army, again before 
a retiring board for the purpose of a new hearing of his eage 
and to inquire into and determine the facts touching the nature 
and occasion of his disability, and to find and report the cayse 
which, in its judgment, has produced his ineapacity, anq 
whether such cause is an incident of the service, according ty 
the statute, and upon the findings of such board the President 
is further authorized, in his discretion, either to confirm the 
order by which Freeman V. Walker was wholly retired, or, jy 
his discretion, to nominate and, by and with the advice and con. 
sent of the Senate, to appoint him an assistant surgeon with 
the same relative grade which he had at the time of his retipe. 
ment, and to place him upon the retired list of the Army. Put 
no pay, bounty, or other allowance during the period between 
the time that he was heretofore retired and the time of the pas. 
sage of this act shall become due and payable by virtue of this 
act. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DAMS ACROSS NAVIGABLE WATERS. 


Mr. NELSON. Will the Senator from Colorado yield to me 
that I may call up House bill 8428? 

Mr. PATTERSON. I yield to the Senator from Minnesota 
for that purpose. 

Mr. NELSON. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 8428) to regulate the construction of dams 


| across navigable waters. 


posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was | 


referred to the 


and ordered to be printed. 


Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 


He also submitted an amendment proposing to increase the | 


appropriation for military posts from $750,000 to $973,750, in- 


tended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation | 


bill; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HEMENWAY submitted 
examination of fuels required for use by the Government, etc., 


an amendment relative to the | 


intended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation | 


bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment relative to the examination 
of mineral materials and products needed for use in the building 
and construction work of the United States, ete., intended to be 
proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. FLINT submitted an amendment proposing to increase the 
priation for the continuation of the survey of the public 
that have been or may hereafter be designated as forest 


Orr's 
al pipet 


lands 


reserves from $100,000 to $130,000, intended to be proposed by | 


him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
JOSEPH M’GUCKIAN, 
Mr. CARTER submitted the following resolution; which was 
to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent | 
| 0 of the ive¢ 
I J h Me kian be placed on the messenger roll of 
sala f $600 ‘annum, to be paid monthly out of the 
‘ t fund the Senate, and that he be assigned to one of the 
( t me now without a messenger. 
LAKE ERIE AND OHIO RIVER SHIP CANAL. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The morning business is closed, 
and the Senate proceeds to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
14296) to incorporate the Lake Erie and Ohio River Ship Canal, 
to define the powers thereof, and to facilitate interstate com- 
merece. The pending question is on the amendment offered by 





The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 
eration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LANDS AND FUNDS OF OSAGE INDIANS, OKLAHOMA TERRITORY. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 15333) for the division of the 
lands and funds of the Osage Indians in Oklahoma Territory, 
and for other purposes, and asking a conference with the Sen- 
ate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. LONG. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments 
and agree to the conference asked by the House of Representa- 
tives, and that the Chair appoint the conferees on the part of 
the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Presiding Officer ap- 
pointed as the conferees on the part of the Senate Mr. Lona, Mr. 
Cuapp, and Mr. STONE. 

EXTENSION OF PUBLIC-LAND LAWS. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the ac- 
tion of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 12323) to extend the 
public-land laws of the United States to the lands comprise 
within the limits of the abandoned Fort Crittenden Military 
Reservation, in the State of Utah, and requesting a conferenc? 
with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I move that the Senate insist upon its 
amendments, agree to the conference, and that the Chair be 
authorized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Presiding Officer ar- 


| pointed as the conferees on the part of the Senate Mr. HANs- 
| prouGH, Mr. Smoot, and Mr. McLAvuRIn. 


TIMBER ON MENOMINEE INDIAN LANDS. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate ac: 
tion ot the House of Representatives disagreeing to tlic amend: 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R., 13372) to authorize the 
sale of timber on certain of the lands reserved for the use of the 
Menominee tribe of Indians, in the State of Wisconsin. «nd Te- 
questing a conference with the Senate on the disagreei¢ votes 
of the two Houses thereon. : 

Mr, CLAPP. I move that the Senate insist upon its «melt 


’ 
the 
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ants and agree to the conference, and that the Chair appoint Ohio, secured charters for the construction of this identical 
nferees on the part of the Senate. | work. Before they came to Congress their agents vi 1 ( 
motion was agreed to; and the Presiding Officer ap- | lumbus and Harrisburg, and threugh their efforts bills were 
' 1 as the conferees on the part of the Senate Mr. La For- | passed which authorized the organization of this corporation, 
Mr. CLarp, and Mr, Dupots. the construction of the canal, and its operation for the benefit 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. of its owners. 

message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. C. R. | rhen, Mr. President, why should the men behind the pro- 

\oltenney, its enrolling clerk, announced that the Speaker of posed corporation come to Congress and ask for a charter to 


tions for the diplomatic and consular service for the 
| year ending June 30, 1907; and it was thereupon signed 
by the Presiding Officer. 
LAKE ERIE AND OHIO RIVER SHIP CANAL. 


Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- | 


sj ition of the bill (H. R. 143896) to incorporate the Lake 





E ind Ohio River Ship Canal, to define the powers thereof, | 


nd to fncilitate interstate commerce. 
Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, the bill before the Senate 


introduces a new departure on the part of the Government in | 
de with common carriers. An examination of the statutes 
shor that never before has Congress granted a charter to a 
company for the construction of a canal, ship or other kind, 
within the United States, and Congress has never grantéd a 
charter toa railroad company, except as in the case of the Union 
Pacific and its branches, to accomplish a distinet and essen- 
tially national end. THis measure but grants to a proposed 


eo on earrier the right to do business in the United States, 


id to construct, own, and operate the agency through which 


the business will be done. 
\hen the reason for such a departure was asked for, the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] was referred to a pamphlet, 


to which reference has been made a number of times, and told | 


he would find it set ferth in that. 

rhis is the reason the pamphlet sets forth: 

1 mmittee went a step further, realizing that this canal was but 
connecting link between the waterway systems of the Great 
nd the Ohio ar@ Mississippi rivers under the control of the 
Government, which would sooner or later be taken over by the 


iarily built by a private corporation, introduced a bill in Congress 
» for power under a national charter to a corporation to build this 


nt and made a part of the Federal waterway system, even if | 


This bill asks for no Government aid or appropriation, but does pro- | 


vide that its plans and works before construction is begun shall be ap- 
I “1 by the Secretary of War, so that when taken over by the Goy- 
el nt it will have a canal approved by the Government engineers, the 
same as if it was built primarily by the Government. 


So the only reason given for seeking a Federal charter to 


enable a private corporation to construct, own, and operate a | 


eanal is that there is a probability that at sometime in the 


future the Government itself may conclude to own and oper- | 


ate it. 
I am very glaa that the proposition comes from Pennsylva- 
nia and from the city of Pittsburg, through the two able Sen- 


ators from Pennsylvania. It is a strange but very appropriate | 


agency with which to familiarize the people of the country with 


iltimate government ownership of these great public-service | 





utilities, 
it will announce to the country that the reason it was moved 
to do so was to make it easy for the Government to some day 
own it itself and to operate it for the benefit of the commerce 
of the country. 

There is not a very long stride, Mr. President, between gov- 


When Congress passes this bill, as it doubtless will, | 


ernment ownership of such canals and government ownership | 


of railways. The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Knox] 
yesterday admitted that under the decisions of the Supreme 


-Court of the United States the Government might construct 


railways on its own account and take over, own, and operate | 


the railways of the country. 


the prdposition that the Government ought to own and operate 
for the common good the country’s railways, and when Congress 
nts a charter to a private corporation that authorizes the 
construction of 200 miles of canal by a private company for 
t avowed reason that ultimately the United States will take 
ver and operate it for the common benefit quite a step has 
i tiken toward the ultimate ownership and operation by the 
Government of all these utilities. 
Mr. President, I would not object to the bill for that reason. 
are a great many Senators, however, who would. I¥ the 


rea 


people are becoming more and more familiarized with | 


position for this canal had come to Congress from the West— | 


n Kansas, Nebraska, or the Dakotas, for example—I be- | 


it would have met with the solid opposition of most of 
Senators who are now ranged up in its favor. 
he intended exercise of its power by Congress in this case 
the more marked in view of the fact that this company have 
already, through the legislatures of both Pennsylvania and 


i 


| 


| 


s i } ‘ . . a At alran¢ . 
Hlouse had signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 19264) making | °° that for which they already | 





ly ve ae ‘ter? The reason 
they give is that ultimately the Government will beco1 
owher, wherefore it is desirable that 
proved by the Secretary of War. 

But, Mr. President, I doubt if that is the reason. I do not 


know that Pittsburg has citizens more patriotic and self-sac- 


ne its 


the plan should be ap- 


of approval upon the enterprise, and I think that th it reason is 
a financial one. 

A careful inspection of the bill Giscloses that it is in real ty 
a jungle. I suppose I ought to offer apologies to Upton S 
clair for using the term. If one will penetrate the jungle he 
will find a wild cat. If Senators desire to go wild-cattin 
the jungle of this bill, they will find the animal. 

Again, I suggest that if Senators from the West asked this 
body for a charter such as this, with the wildly loose provisi 
it contains for the promotion of the enterprise, the 
would be frowned or laughed out of the body. 

I think it may be accepted that millionaires from Pittsburg 
would not be willing to put money into any enterprise upon 
any other basis than that of four to one. The United St 
Steel Company is a sample of the financiering that th 
done along this line. 

Mr. KNOX. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colo- 
rado yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. PATTERSON. With pleasure. 

Mr. KNOX. Does the Senator know anything which will sub- 
stantiate that statement, beyond the fact that the people of 
Pittsburg managed to sell to the people of New York steel works 
for three or four times what they were worth? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Does not that establish what I stated? 

Mr. KNOX. It does not establish that the people of Pitts- 
burg created the United States Steel Corporation, and bought 
their own property at three or four times what it was worth. 
The facts are, as I understand them (and I know nothing about 
it except what I read in the newspapers), that an eminent 
financier in the city of New York conceived the idea of buying 
the steel properties of the United States, and the people of Pitts- 
burg were not foolish enough to take for them any less than they 
could get. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, I do not admit the legiti- 
macy of the defense interposed by the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania. I am inclined to think that the millionaires and multi- 
millionaires of Pittsburg were particeps criminis with the great 
financiers of New York. Can the Senator from Pennsylvania 
tell us where the United States steel conspiracy originated? 

Mr. KNOX. No. 

Mr. PATTERSON. But one thing is certain, Pittsburg mil- 
lionaires were the principal beneficiaries of the scheme, and 
they, with those in New York, succeeded in selling to the 
country—practically to the country—about $250,000,000 worth 
of real property for a billion dollars, $750,000,000 representing 
wind and nothing more. Yet more substantial than wind, Mr. 
President, was the power given to this company through the 
high tariff and the monopoly they secured under its wings to 
exploit the country and extort pro upon a billion-dollar cap- 
italization with but a quarter of a billion of real capital invested. 

Mr. KNOX. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colo- 
rado yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. PATTERSON. With pleasure. 

Mr. KNOX. There are 660,000 people in greater Pittsburg 


rificing than are the citizens of other cities. I am inclined to 
the belief that there is some other reason which sends these 
men to Congress to induce the Government to put its stamp 


proposition 


tag 


ey have 






and I think there is not one of them who is in hy way con- 
nected with any manufacturing establishment which sold out 
to the United States Steel Company. Therefore, there is not! 
ing in that argument unless you establish the identity of the 
individuals. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Oh, everybody knows th he great 
mass of a community are never the benefi f such dis 
reputable financial transactions. The trouble about s that 
there are but few beneficiaries, while the people of » country 
are compelled to pay the freight. I alluded to 1 United 
States Steel Company for the purpose of establishing what I 
suggested, that the millionaires of Pittsburg are quite unwilling 
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to make investments in these days of vast enterprise and im- 
in ' prof fits that will yield them less than four to one on the 
and I think I can denionstrate from this bill that 
ly what is propesed, and it is to just such a vast | 
“ess 


is 


pitalization that Cong 
thin; bill, there are certain 
important to erprise that are not 
capitalizati: pany is not fixed. 

incertainties of construction. The interest to be 
mds is not mentioned. The price at which the 
of the company may is not even sug- 
promoters this ent and I do not 
promoters have alrea it—may, 
ioved, 
and 


- . 
1O1 


be in the 
an honest ent 


n of the c 


. } 
food 


? . 
ve sold 


erprise 


tock 
that 
hat the 


is struck or a sin; 


SO of 


arranged 
yard of earth ren 
any upon the market 
price they may fix 
s anything in thi ure that limits the pric 
the stock the may be sold, I will 
way either to the Senator from Pennsylvania or 
r from Minnesota to ee it out. 
ut, according to tl 
.. at least two or t! iree years ago $3 
accepted cost of this enterprise. I will read 
an article copied from the Pittsburg Post of 
The printing of that article in this pamphlet 
in the m of the promoters of this canal 
s may be relied upon. I read from the article: 
that the new corp formed 
harters granted canal, and this step will be t: 
' the desire to hasten action, so that when the 
Congress much of the preliminaries 
i tegardi the financing of the compa 
st of $35,000,000 may seem a big sum, you know that 
pply the mney for tw that sum if shown that the 
sound investment. In fact, I understand that some 
surances have already been given on the financial end. 
nt that with an extract from’the speech of Mr. 
Shaw, printed in the same pamphlet. It is as follows: 
ern waterway has become a very exact science 
by the fact that the Kiel Ship Canal in Germany, lately 
traflic, rated to cost $39,000,000, Prussia agreeing 
» $12,500,000, the remaining $25,500,000 to be paid out of 
exche juel 
cost was 


itn, é2 feet; 


‘ ie square 
1 bonds of this com} 
} Iwac ot wha oe 
mseives at Wwhateve! 


bonds 


opu 
h 


ration is to be under the 
na 2Y 


was est 


ral 290,720. It is 61 miles long; 30 feet deep; 
s Ith, 216 feet. 
|! can fairly be compared with ours as to cost, as it is one- 
th, but twice the size, 
he Kiel Canal, held up for comparison in the matter of 
that of the proposed canal, demonstrates that $37,- 
should be about the cost of the proposed canal. 
Rut the Senator from Pennsylvania has suggested that the 
of material and labor have advanced since this pamphlet 
Was prepared, about two years ago. Not very much, Mr. 
President; but let us admit, for the sake of demonstration, that 
there has been a very considerable advance in the cost of canal 
material and construction, and add for it to the $33,000,000, 
estimate two years ago, the sum of 
the cost $50,000,000. Surely that is a 
the item of increased cost. I intend to make the comparisons I 
have in mind upon the theory that this immense sum—$50,- 
900,060—will required to place this canal in good working 
Ss operation. 
hen, Mr. President, what 
’ Fifty million doliars for construction and completion 


n the one side, 


tC with 


OO) OW) 


east 


so 
“] Cost 


he 


and busine 


sed mileage 
of the prop: upon the other. The proposed 
ige, according to the Senator from Pennsylvania, is some- 
» in the netghibarteod of 225 miles. One hundred and fifty 
s the estimate given by him the other day for the main 
nel d he estimated the two branches or laterals at about 
vile additional. 
Mr. KNOX. Mr. President-—— 
rhe PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Lone in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Colorado yield to the Senator from Pennsyl- 
val 
Mr. PATTERSON. 
Mr. K! 


prop 
proj 


sed mileage 


With pleasure. 
NOX. I wish to correct that statement, and the correc- 
very much in f r of your argument. The distance is 
W het stated that it was about 150 miles I was 
g upon ca canal going from Pittsburg, or the immediate 
of Pittsburg, to Ashtabula. But the Ohio River runs 
almost northwest, and that shortens the distance. Tak- 
from the point in Ohio to the mouth of the Beaver, it 
shortens the distance to about 122 milesy exclusive of the feed- 
ers. I can not give you a definite statement as to what the 
length of those feeders will be. No one could do that, 


vicinity 
north, 
ing it 
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Mr. PATTERSON Then, Mr. President, let us take the «: 
ment that was made by the Senator from Pennsylvania » 
his understanding of the length of the feeders, about 75 milk 

Mr. KNOX. Not to exceed that. 

Mr. P ATTERSON. That will make a canal with 
about 200 miles in length, and at $800,000 per mile, one 
bonds and the other half in steck, the sum will be $160,QuU0. 

Mr. KNOX. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from ( 
rado yield further to the Senator fram Pennsylvania? 

Mr. PATTERSON. With pleasure. 

Mr. KNOX. I know the Senator dees not want to be in: 
rate. 

Mr. PATTERSON. No; I 
Mr. KNOX. Therefore I 
act that there is nothing 


fer 
1 
j 
i 


do not. 

want to call his attention to 
: in the bill which provides th 
teck shall be $400,000 a mile and that the bonds sh 
$400,000 a mile. The provision of the bill is that the sto 
bonds shall in no case exceed that amount, and that the 
not be issued in any amount except on the actual cost o! 


£ 
I 
< 


| work. 


» pamphlet to which reference | 
3,000,000 was | 


the | 
$1 7,000,000, and make | 
generous allowance for | 


| ore fields of the Lakes, 
is there on the other side of the | 


and $400,000 per mile of bonds to the extent | 
and $400,000 per mile in stocks to the | 


Mr. PATTERSON. The first statement of the Senator 
Pennsylvania is correct, but the latter statement is inac 
I will read the very language of the bill fer the purp 
showing, as I think I will be able to show, that the stat 
of the Senator is inaccurate. 

So we have, Mr. President, $160,000,000 of liabilities 
way of bonds and stock that may be issued upon the b 
the canal and feeders, lines 200 miles in length. The qu 
Is there any limitation in this bill upon the amount 
bonds and the stock that can be issued within $800/ 
mile? In the first place, both the bonds and the stock 1 
issued immediately. The bonds and the stock may be 
before knowledge of what the cost of the work will be: 
there is certainly no limitation in the bill as to the ti: 
the issuance of either the one or the other of those sec 
If that is the case, who is to determine what these bon: 
stocks shall be sold at, or how much of them shall be j 
Certainly Congress exercises no supervisory power. The | 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. La FoLierre] offered an a 
ment which if adopted would give supervision over th 
penditure by the Interstate Commerce Commission, bu! 
that or some other similar provision absent from the bili there 
is positively no supervisory power by Congress or anybody 
else, except it be by the board of directors, as to the time when 
or the price at which these securities shall be marketed. 

I feel, Mr. President, that the whole plan is perfected. I do 
not know whether or not those whose names are mentioned in 
the bill are what are termed—I will simply use the teri to 
express what is in my mind, without intending to be offensive 
“dummies.” I do not know whether they are the n 
whether any of them are the men, who are to supply the f 
for the construction of this canal, but I have no question 
the arrangements are all made, that the understanding is 
plete, and that when this bill becomes a law the plans 
have been made will be promptly put into effect. I do 
know—perhaps the Senator from Pennsylvania does—whei 
the men behind this enterprise are the United States 
Company, and their purpose is to get connection with the 
so that their product may be trans) 
to their works in and around Pittsburg more cheaply 1! 
can be gotten there now, and so that their finished jr 
can be produced at a much less cost, while they will be e.: 
through the monopoly they hold under the protecting «zis of 
the tariff, to continue to sell that product at the same high. 
price they now command. I have no doubt but that an arranse- 
ment is already made by this monopoly to take the bonds «nd 
the stock, and I have no doubt, either, that the whole sum that 
will go into the enterprise will be but a sufficient am®un' to 
construct the work, and that and all the rest of the $160 000,000 
will stand as a lien upon the enterprise, a lien that will enable 
the owners, Mr. President, to exact unjust and unfair 
from those outside of the trust who must use the canal, 


Is, 


with 


not 


her 


tes 


nd 


| that will enable them to secure from the Government, lich 


times 


the time of purchase may come, a price three or four 
beyond what its cost was to them. ; 

Mr. President, am I right in the statement that there | 
limftation whatever upon the price for which the secu! 
shall be sold? Turning to section 3, we find this provision 

Sec. 3. That the capital stock of the company shall not ¢ 
$400,000 per mile of canal proposed to be constructed— 

Not of canal constructed, but of “ canal proposed to be 
structed,” in the neighborhood of 200 miles— 


and that the bonded indebtedness authorized by this act shall not ¢x- 
ceed $400,000 per mile of canal proposed to be constructed, so that the 
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ital of stock issued and bonded debt created shall not exceed 
100 ner mile of canal proposed to be constructed. 


that the capital stock is determined before the construction 
» amount of bonds and stock are determined before con- 
The right to place these upon the market and to sell | 
goes with the proposition that it may all be done before | 
truction. Is there any room to doubt but that those who 
arranged to finance this enterprise, who will own it, and 
he direct benefit of whose business interests it is to be con- 
J, will arrange so that this $50,000,000 enterprise will be 
y them with stock and bonds to the amount of $160,000,000 
bering it? 
President, there are provisos in this section, the true 
i of which I doubt if the Senators supporting the 
re have apprehended. I make the statement without in 
any reflection—for that would be something I could 
mtemplate for a moment—upon the intelligence of Sena- 
But, judging from the statements made by the Senator | 
Pennsylvania, if my construction of this proviso is right, | 
that he does not really understand its meaning. Fol- | 
¢ the part of section 3 to which I called attention is this 


ion. 





led, however, That the amount of debt created by the issue 
is shall in no case exceed the amount of stock subscribed for and 
in money, or property at its fair value. 
nitation—“ at its fair value.” That applies to property. 
President, the Senator will not claim, I think, that that 
<0 requires that the stock shall be sold and paid for at par. 
does not, then there is no guard whatever in the measure 
the price to be paid for the stock. If it does not provide 
the stock is to be paid for at par, then it can only mean 
it may be bought at whatever price those who have 
“1 this enterprise may see fit to fix upon it. 
w, with stock issued to the extent of $400,000 per mile of 
canal proposed to be constructed, with such price as these 
ters shall see fit to give or pay for that stock, then bonds 
be issued up to the amount of the stock—the face value 
k—not limited in amount to the price that is paid 
stock. The bonds may be sold for whatever 
may see fit to fix. So that when we read this proviso, to | 
I have ealled attention—and I will read it again—we 
sk what limitation or what protection that affords either 
Government or to the people, to those who will use the 


stor 


he pro- | 


ed, however, That the amount of debt created by the issue of 
shall in no case exceed the amount of stock subscribed for and 


in money, or property at its fair value. 
Ir. KNOX. Mr. President—— 
PRESIDING OFFICER. 


Does the Senator from Colo- 


I » vield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 
Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 
KNOX. Is it the position of the Senator from Colorado 
a provision limiting the amount of the debt to “the 


' stock subscribed for and paid in in money or prop- | 
fair value” means other than that it must be fully 


Lin? 
ir. PATTERSON. What I contend for is this: It does not 
that the stock shall be paid for at its face or its par 


KNOX. Mr. President, I think that is what it does 

and thinking that, I would not have the slightest objec- 

to words being put into this bill which would indicate it. 

show that the promoters of this enterprise thought that is 

it meant, if the Senator will examine this bill, he will 
that the proviso originaily read that— 


t 


amount of debt created by the issue of bonds shall in no case | 
i the amount of stock subscribed for and fully paid in in cash 
fide expended in the promotion; maintenance, and construc- 

said canals and works. 
. PATTERSON. “ The amount of stock subscribed for and 
paid in” would not meet the requirement. 

KNOX. Well, then, I do not understand the Senator’s 


na 





PATTERSON. If the Senator would provide, so far as 
particular feature of the section is concerned, that “ the 
int of stock subscribed for at its par or face value shall 
iid for in money,” then, so far as the stock is concerned, 
ild not be issued under the law for anything less than its 
Any provision short of that would not meet the proposi- 
that I have contended for. Does the Senator from Penn- 
hia state that, so far as this is concerned, he is willing to 
the language referred to amended? 
KNOX. As I have previously stated,;I have no more 
rol over this bill than has the Senator from Colorado, and 
ik simply from my personal standpoint. I never saw this 
until it came over from the House of Representatives, and 


| 
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| from the people 
|} mined by the 


know nothing about it nor any more about those who are back 
of it than does the Senator from Colorado, except that I 
from the names of these gentlemen, that are 
men, and are acting in absolute good faith. 


know, 


high-class 


they 


I am perfectly willing now—to answer specifically the Sena- 
tor’s question SO far as my vote is con ‘erned, to vote to pro- 
vide that the stock shall be paid for at its par value in money 


or in property at its fair value. 


Mr. PATTERSON. The Senator from Pennsylvania is will- 
ing to permit a certain amendment to be made—the amendment 
that I suggested—which would meet the criticism that I was 
making; but he is only willing to accept it so far as his indi- 
vidual vote is concerned. 

Mr. KNOX. That is the only power I have. 

Mr. PATTERSON. The Senator realizes, I think, that the 
is a wide difference between the two propositions. Unless 1 

| price at which the stock is to be sold is distinctly ed, the 
stock can be sold at whatever sum the promoters of this enter 
prise may see fit to fix for it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colo- 
rado yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator understand that stock cor 
porations can lawfully dispose of stock at less than its p 
value, so as to release subscribers from their liability for tl 
par of the stock? Is not the contrary true, except in cases 
where it is provided by law that stock may be sold for less than 
its par value? 

Mr. PATTERSON. I have no knowledge, Mr. President, of 
apy law of Congress that prohibits any tral m of that 
kind. 

Mr. SPOONER. But is not that the general principle? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Not at all. The markets are flooded 
with stocks that are sold at all the way from qu r of 2 
cent a share up to the par value, and other kinds of stock in 
enterprises of every kind and character. Unless you find upon 
the statute books of some of the States a provision th 
it impossible to do so, there is nothing to prevent stock | g 





placed upon the marl 
or the holders of the 
Mr. KNOX. 
The PRESIDING 


cet at whatever price either the com 
stock may see fit to fix. 


Mr. Preside 
OFFICER. 


ni 


Senator from 


Does the 


s = 
rado yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. KNOX. I have had some knowledge of « af- 
fairs, and I have never yet known a case where the stock of a 
corporation was sold for less than its par lue unless the 
was statutory authority to that effect; indeed, the 


of that character that I know anything about are the wild-cat 
Colorado mining stocks. 


Mr. PATTERSON. Well, Mr. President, I am now tal 4 
about Pittsburg wild-cat canal stocks. If the mining st 
the West are subject to the name that has been given 
| of them—and some of them richly deserve it—when the fe 
ures of this bill are clearly understood, the name is ju 
plicable to the stocks of this enterprise, although ther he 
a thousand million dollars behind it and within fort; vlit 
hours after this bill becomes a law they may com the 
construction of the canal under this authority. I do t | 


tate, Mr. President, to denounce any scheme, esp 
is to be a transportation scheme, an i 
scheme, a scheme whose profits are made thi 
whose amount of 
value of its li: 
do not hesitate 
scheme that will impose liabilities upon 
that amount to four times the of 
wild-eat scheme of the wildest character. 

Mr. MALLORY. Will the Senator permit me to asl 
question? 

Mr. PATTERSON. With great pleasure. 

Mr. MALLORY. I notice the Senator dwells upon the fa 
that the canal company is to be allowed to issue stock that m 
be sold at less than its par value. Just above that por : 
bill to which the Senator has referred is the foll 

Provided, however, That the amo 
bonds shall in no case exceed, etc. 

Does that mean bonds sold at their par value‘ 

Mr. PATTERSON. I think not. 

Mr. MALLORY. Why, then, should not 
which the Senator suggests for the regulation of the stock also 
apply to the bonds? Why does not the Senator s est an 
amendment that the bonds shall be sold at 
stock? 


nterstate tr: Spo! ! 


tolls is to be lar 
face 
stocks and bonds—I to denoun any su 
tha ' 1 ww 
ihe CON i V< 
its 


cost constru las a 


int of debt created 


par as Well 


SOLIS 


Mr. PATTERSON. I 
If the Senator 
that I 


t 


was coming to that a little later on. 
from Pennsylvania had agreed to the amendment 
sted that the stock should be subscribed and paid 
face or par value, I was then going to suggest that 
would place no limitation or restriction upon the 
vhich the bonds may be disposed of. 
<NOX. Mr, President 
RESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator 
rado yicid to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mir. KNOX. The Se from Colorado must have misun- 
derstood me. I said so far as I was personally concerned I 
no objection to that suggestion. 
PATTERSON. Well, Mr. 
argument, the amendment that the 

ribed and paid for at its par value. Then 

sold at any sum whatever, for the amount of 
that is, the sum of the bonds—is to be determined by the 
in shares of the stock at its par value, and there is 
osition contained in this measure that will require the 


even that 
Colo- 


from 


tor 


accept stock shall 


President, let us, for the sake | 
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| When I use the word “fraud” I mean a fraud practiced 


; pay, based upon the enormous amount of dishonest liapi! 


| cent? 
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over the amount of money that will be expended upon it. There 
should be some degree of certainty that when the stock ang 
bonds are in the hands of innocent holders they will represent 
approximately the real value of the work. 

Unless something of this kind is done the Government is ; 
ing itself a party not only to a possible, but to a probable, fra 


ak 
ud, 
on 
shippers by reason of freight charges they will be compelled to 
Liles 
to be attached to this canal. What the rate of interest upon 
the bonds will be, who can tell—6 per cent, 7 per cent, 5 per 
What the dividends that may be demanded will be who 
can tell? But they will all be based upon a stock and bond issye 
up to the full possibility of this measure. That means fr 


+ 
La 


| charges at least two or three times beyond what they should 


the bonds | 
the | 


be sold at their face value, or at 50 per cent of their | 


10 per cent of their value. Even with the amendment 

the Senator from Pennsylvania says he can see no 
obj if that is adopted, to prevent wild-catting through 
the rare 
part of the proviso that relates to bonds. 

When that done, Mr. President, what safeguard is there 
as to the amount that will be actually paid for the construction 
of this work? I am analyzing this bill from the standpoint of 
a Western Senator who, if he introduced a measure of this 
kind, wouid be compelled to meet the criticisms of the Senators 
from the East. What safeguard is there against twice the real 
value of this work being paid for it? 

I have little doubt but that the promoters of this scheme, 
those who will constitute the company and hold the stock and 
bonds, will be the construction company. There is no provision 
that this work shall be done by contract let on fair competition. 
There is nothing in it to prevent the owners of the stocks and 
bonds, whatever price they may pay for them, organizing them- 


el 


is 


nto a construction company—indeed, it would do violence 
mmon experience if we did not know that something of the 
would be done, and that those doing it would pay them- 

a sum for the work that is far in excess of its value. 


1 tl 
j 


So, 
1e promoters should be required to subscribe for the 


at its par value, and then they should arrange to take the | 


at much below their face value, through the agency of 
» construction company they could get every dollar back ex- 
pt the sum which would be necessary for the construction of 
is by reason, Mr. President, of these fatal omissions in the 
mensure that the amendment of the junior Senator from Wis- 
consin [| Mr. LA FoLLeTTe] is so appropriate and should be 
adopted. If this is to have the brand of the Govern- 
ment upon it, if the securities of this canal company are to go 
upon the market after they pass from the hands of the first 
owners to sell at par and to be received as gilt-edged, some 
ient should be attached to the bill that will give to the 
Government accurate knowledge of the cost of the canal, not 
| ; to the character of the work, but as to its cost, so that 
ates and tolis are fixed, or when the Government comes 
und pay for it, the rates and tolls will not be enormously 
what are fair and just, and the cost to the Government 

be three or four times the cost of the canal. 
Government is to put its stamp of approval on this 
why should it not be constructed, in a measure at 
inder the supervision of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
Why should not the estimates for the work be filed 
Why should not accounts of the cost of the work and 
» sums paid for it be filed from time to time 

Interstate Commerce Commission? 

* the debate on the rate bill I heard a number of Sena- 
lare that some method for the appraisement of the 
he property of all common earriers should be adopted, 
cost of the property might enter into the de- 
rates and tolls to be allowed. The proposi- 
al and appealed to the sound judgment of 
though no amendment was adopted put- 
ffect. But here is a new departure; 
roposition that, outside of the great 
ys, has never before received the indorse- 
Government. A charter demanded from the 
yvvernment. If the Government is to put its stamp 


} 
scneme 


amendn 


ts of the 


ontinental railways 


of the is 


1 Gi 


val upon the enterprise, then good faith to the people | 


investors of the country as well as to its shippers requires 
Government should exercise reasonable supervision 


| the majority of this Chamber, but I unite with the Senato; 


‘y of the bonds, a like amendment must be made to that | 


be; and when the Government comes to take over this property 
it means that the price to be paid will be three or four times j 
excess of what it cost. 

I suppose, Mr. President, as has been suggested, that the pil} 
will become a law. I can hardly conceive of any bill which 
would be fathered so earnestly and zealously as this is by 
Senators from Pennsylvania that would not receive the vote o? 


da 


in 


from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] in protesting against such a ; 
ure as this, whatever safeguards it might provide for fair 
honest construction. I protest against it because it is a 
parture from what hitherto has been the fixed and 


(lo. 
Settler 


| policy of the Government; I protest against it because it is the 


| but to 





initial step for the nationalization of the property of common 
carriers; I protest against it because it will stand as a prece- 
dent for the granting of charters, not only to canal companies, 
railway companies, and after a while there will be 
charters granted without many of the safeguards that are found 
in this bill. 

As this class of legislation expands, as such measures multi- 
ply, as railways and canals are put in operation under Federal] 
authority, we will find the power, the dignity, and the useful- 
ness of the States departing. 

Mr. President, I ask the Senator from Pennsylvania whether 
any of these incorporators are from any other State than Penn- 
sylvania or from any other city than Pittsburg? 

Mr. KNOX. I am unable to answer the question. I said q 
few minutes ago I never saw this bill until it passed the House, 
and while I know personally probably half of the people whose 
names appear upon the face of the bill, the others I do not 
know. Those, however, whom I do know are either from Pitts- 
burg or that vicinity, but not all living in the city itself. That 
is as nearly as I can answer the Senator’s question. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Are there any millionaires among them? 

Mr. KNOX. I think that is rather a peculiar question, but 
answering from my own impression of the standing of these 
gentlemen 

Mr. PATTERSON. 

Mr. KNOX. I shall answer the question, now that it has been 
propounded. I see one name here, that of a very prominent 
merchant, a gentleman who has made a considerable fortune 
as a dry goods merchant, who I presume is a millionaire. Out- 
side of him I do not notice the name of any man whom I 


Mr. President 


| should designate a millionaire. 


Mr. PATTERSON. I will not occupy the time of the Senate 
any longer. My purpose was to ecall the attention of the Se 
to the extraordinary omissions in this bill; to the opportunities 
that it gives for wild-cat promotion; to the paltry reason that 
the company offers for ignoring the charters given to it by the 
States of Pennsylvania and Obio; and to make the suggestion 
that I have as to the men who are really behind the enterprise. 
Of course I understand that the Senator from Pennsylvania is 
simply representing his constituency in promoting the pa 
of the bill. I have called attention to the paltry reason that 
is given for seeking a Federal charter, and to suggest tliat, in 
my own opinion, it is not an honest one. It is not the reason 
given by the Senators from Pennsylvania or either of them, or 


ate 


sige 


| by the Senator from Minnesota, who has reported the bill from 


the committee and is in reality in charge of it. 

I suggest that it is not an honest reason. I do not 
to have any greater knowledge upon the subject than any 
Senator. But the reason given bears the impress of insin 
upon its face. The idea that Pittsburg millionaires would 
seek a Federal charter simply because they expect in fifty or 
a hundred years from now the Government to become the pul- 
chaser is too absurd to be entertained for a moment. ‘The 
reason is they want the advantages that are given to eter 
prises of this kind that bear the Government approval. They 
wish to go upon the market when the first holders of the se 
curities will part with them and say, “This is in realify 4 

l 


! 
\ 


claim 
ther 


rity 
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1t Government enterprise; it is protected by the United 
es: it has rights and privileges that are not accorded to the 
mmon carrier, and therefore you can pay a larger 
. for these securities than you would pay for securities of a 
e character issued under State authority. 
rhen, again, it is quite likely that this bill, framed as it is, 
es the incorporators greater advantages than they could take 
themselves under the charters given by the legislatures of 
, and Pennsylvania. I know not what substance there 
y be in this latter suggestion, but we are in ignorance of 
‘terms of the Ohio and Pennsylvania charters. We may 
conclude that the reason they abandon those is that 
expect to get through Congress a measure which will give 


ary 


” 


to them greater advantages than they cou!d possibly have under 
the limitations that are placed upon them by the State legis- 
] 1Pr'é 


Mir. KNOX. Mr. President— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator 
rado vield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Ane PATTERSON. With pleasure. 


from Colo- 


\ir. KNOX. I desire to call attention of the Senator from 
Colorado to the fact that the Senator from Alabama | Mr. 
MorcANn| yesterday introduced, and it was accepted, an amend 


it which makes it impossible for this concern to do anything 
the State of Ohio or anything in the State of Pennsylvania 
the legislative consent of those States. So the whole 

{ ¢ will have to be dealt with by the States. 


aie 
\ ut 





Mr. PATTERSON. I recall that very well. That does not 
litate against my proposition. I understood very well the 
significance of the amendment that was offered by the Senator 
from Alabama; that the right of eminent domain can not be 
‘cised without legislative approval, but that does not mili- 
tate against the proposition I have made, that it is probable 


these gentlemen come to Congress for a charter because they 
can get better terms as to theil and bonds and in other 
important particulars through a Congressional act than they 
scot through the charters granted to them by the States of Ohio 
and Pennsylvania. 





. ale 
stock 





Mr. KNOX. May I ask the Senator from Colorado a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. KNOX. Does not the Senator from Colorado think that 


if there were any terms in the Ohio and Pennsylvania charters 
that Ohio and Pennsylvania ought to impose upon this enter- 
prise, they would impose those same terms when the company 
went back to get legislative consent to exercise the right of 
eminent domain, without which they could not move a hand? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Oh, Mr. President, we have no right to 
into the realms of speculation. How do I know what 
terms the legislature will exact? There is a simple proposition 
now to be presented to the legislatures of Ohio and Pennsyl- 
vania: “ This work has been chartered by the General Govern- 
ment. The money is in the treasury. The company is ready to 
proceed with its construction. All we ask from you—Ohio and 
Pennsylvania—is that we shall have permission to exercise the 
right of eminent domain under your State laws.” Neither does 
that militate against the proposition that these gentlemen come 
to Congress because they can get better terms from Congress 
than they were able to secure from the legislatures of Pennsyl- 
vania and Ohio. 

There is another matter I would suggest. Section 22 of the 
bill does not properly safeguard the taxing power of the 
State. The provision is that the States of Ohio and Pennsyl- 
vania may tax this company as they tax foreign corporations. 
1 do know what that means. One thing I do know, is 
that all the property and all the franchises of this company will 
be within the States of Ohio and Pennsylvania. I know it is 

a foreign corporation in the sense in which the-term is 
y used. A foreign corporation can not enter a State 


ly 
» do business 


enter 


not 


era] 
bell 


tt without complying with the terms that the 
State legislature imposes for the privilege, while this cor- 
poration may enter Fennsylvania and Ohio vi et armis, in defi- 


e of and ignoring every State statute that applies to foreign 
‘porations, and, having once received the authority to con 
( mn land under the right of eminent domain, to construct 
' work and proceed with their business in total disregard 

of State laws applicable to foreign corporations. 


[ discover also that this bill discriminates between property 


and franchises, and while franchises might perhaps be embraced 


inthe term “ property,” yetsince franchises have risen to pro 
nounced judicial and legislative recognition only within the past 
vy years as property that may be distinctively taxed as other 
property commensurate with their real value, it is of 


V¢ 





im- 


rtance that the distinction between franchises and property | incorp 
observed in other sections shall be observed in the provision | Great Lakes down the Ohio and 
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th S corpo 1 the two 
Siates. Before the p i on this |] 
intend to offer an a that | 
thi » two States beye 17 lure to tax i 
and the fr: ! 3 of the « , 

But, Mr. President, however this bill may be perfected, one 
thi y IS Ce uh la 1 CO lt $ ty ‘ Lé 
the wild-cat features cf t] l. 
to the bill the amendmen i junio { 

[Mr. LA FoLietre] or any similar amendme: | 0 

an amendment such as ] h | l 
deal can be secured for the of . nd 
those who may use the 1 fol i | Ol 

tl Government of the I l { 3 ¥ \ ome, 
if it ever <d 3 « > ww!) i ] ‘ i t 1 { ‘ 

Mr. Presiden ! t i us. 
passage should n of by t ‘ I 
not stand in the ul 0 t pul 
work. I should s I I viv 
to see the canal houild lik $ 11 et 
it constructed : uld s¢ i enterpl 
in the great West. I realiz full; $3 an ly can th 
preme importance of cheap and speedy freightage. I realiz 
that where channels are glutted or where the cost of ti | 
tion is high, prosperity is clogged, and bu is endang 

But, Mr. President, while I favor enterprises « i 


desire that they shall be const 
under authority from the States, and that the pi 
the floating of their liabilities shall be so guarded 
people can not be cheated and that 

ticed upon the Government. 


extortion can not be pr: 








I know, and everybody else knows, that when the Inters 
Commerce Commission shall undertake to regu 
will be largely controlled by the amount of the liabilities th: 
exist in the way of fixed charges against any transportation 
line. The Commission will first inquire the amount of bonds 
and the amount of stock. It will declare that the interest shall 
be paid upon the bonds and that fair dividends shall be paid 
upon the stock. It is only after these are provided for that a 
rate will be fixed, and the rate will be fixed with reference to 
them. When Congress swel h mount of the liabilities that 
may thus attach, away out of proportion to the cost of the work, 
away beyond what even in their wildest dreams the friends of 
this enterprise haye contemplated as its cost, it i $s upon 
the Commission a duty from which they can not escape, of fix- 
ing tolls to meet the interest and the divid ls; l the 
Supreme Court of the s, Should the C ssion 
fail in that regard, wou s finding and v freights 
and tolls that would provide for th 

The amendment offered by the junier Senator from W isin 
is fair and reasonable and just. It is legislation 1 has | i 
tested in the oldest of the States, and is found upon t! st t 
books at the present time. It is legislation wh y ex] 
rience has taught is necessary to prevent the pr f und 
extortion upon the people and to keep the cost « ¢ n S 
that are represented in the markets of the world by s s and 
bonds, within reasonable limits. If the amendment of the S« 


ator from Wisconsin, which I understand is taken almost bodily 


A i Pe] ‘ ‘ i i y 
from the statute books of Ma ehuseits, is adopted, then the 
real danger, so far as the financial end of the enterprise is con 
cerned, will be avoided. The amendment will not interfere in 
anywise with the speedy construction of the wor It will only 
place an impediment in the way of wildcat exploit 1 and of 
saddling upon the shippers of the country and ultimate upon 
the Government charges, and in the end a cost far beyond what 
they should be. 

I will not take up any more of the time of the Senate. I 


have done what I believe to be a plain duty. It would 
more n 1 to me to heartily 
Senatofs from Pennsylvania 


in any fashion. 


be much 
Support a measure that tue 


so earnestly urge than to oppose it 
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Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, until I heard the argument of 
the Senator from Colorado [| Mr. PATTEerson]| 1 supposed t this 
bill would be of some advaniage and be it to pe of the 
United States, and especially to those who are contiguous to the 
water courses which would be affected by this « But 
you take the drift of the Senator’s argu it, it al t] 
at least, in one part: That this is sim i 
on the part of certain people in Pittsburg to 

The construction of this great canal from t! f I] 
Erie to the head of navigation on the Ghio Rh g 
in which all the people of the Northw« ind ( 


sissippi Valley are interested. It 
rators. It 


is the matter of s« 


into the Mississi i River 
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purposes of commerce. No one ean question that the Federal 
Government has the right to construct such a canal. Neither 
can anyone doubt that such a canal is necessary in the interest 
of Whatever the Government can do, the Govyern- 
ment can delegate power to a corporation to do. As long ago as 
1819 Chief Justice Marshall, in the great case of McCulloch v. 
Maryland, laid down the doctrine which ought to be the con- 
trolling doctrine and the governing principle in this case. Chief 
Justice Marshall held that while the Constitution did not in 
terms authorize the United States to establish a bank, yet the 
United States was interested in a bank because of the necessity 
carrying on its fiscal operations, collecting and disbursing 
revenues, and hence the Government of the United States 
1 authority to establish a bank for that purpose and could 
vest the power in a corporation. 

if the United States has the power to establish a bank, and to 
vest the power in a corporation created by the National Govern- 
ment under the Constitution, construed by Chief Justice 
Marshall, manifestly under that much clearer power 
Constitution—the power to regulate commerce—Congress has 
the power to delegate that authority to a corporation. Con- 
‘ss has itself the power and the right to make provision for 
e construction of such a canal, and Congress can delegate that 
“a corporation created by Congress. 
any misgivings as to the constitutional authority on this 


commerce, 


ol 
its 
hy 


bial 


as 


wer to 
ive 
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in the next place you will find that Congress has from time | 


time engaged in such enterprises as this, not by creating a 
ration, but by delegating the power to the States to build 
ational highways, by giving them Congressional aid. 

ind, in k over the statutes of Congress, that in 1852 
ress granted to the State of Michigan the right to construct 
il—then called the “St. Marys Canal,” since called the 
» Canal ’’—to connect the waters of Lake Superior and the 
Lakes, the canal running through a military reservation, 


line 
Unlii, 


gave 
cnterprise. The State of Michigan proceeded to construct the 
ial and operated it for years, and in doing so it was acting 
the trustee 


the 


as the age and 
States. Whether 
struct an 


c TATION, or 


Government 


a corporation created by the Government, as is 
d in this bill, can make no difference in principle. 
That canal was constructed and operated for years by the 
te of Michigan. Afterwards, in 1881 or 1882, the Government 
possession of that canal. It took possession of it because 
ne to enlarge it and make it a much bigger canal 
the necessities of navigation on the Great Lakes. Since 
ernment has appropriated hundreds of thousands 
and extend that canal. It has built two 


CSSAary 


e GOV 

to enlarge 

rreat 

on that it is one of the great canals of the world, not in 

‘e, but in the amount and extent of the commerce which it 

ies, exceeding by many thousands of tons the commerce car- 

“dd by the Suez Canal. 

o Canal equals the commerce carried by all the other canals 
the world. 

Our own Government is to-day in the midst of constructing 

Panama Canal, a canal to be constructed outside of the 
boundaries of the United States, in territory over which we had 
st until we simply got a strip of territory sufficient to 
canal. If, for the interest of the Government, we have 
to build a canal across the Isthmus, and if it is in the 
of commerce, manifestly it is in the interest of the 
rovernnent to build such a canal as the one here provided for. 
This is not the only example, Mr. President. In 1827 a grant 
land was made to the State of Illinois for the construction 
a canal from Lake Michigan to the Illinois River, to connect 
with the Mississippi River. There was another instance where 
the Government of the United States delegated the power to 
construct an international waterway to one of the States of the 
Union, and it gave it a land grant of one-half, five sections in 
width, on each side of the canal. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President—— 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Minne- 
sota yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. NELSON. Certainly. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I simply want to say to the Senator from 
Minnesota that no one will controvert what the Senator is 
Every Senator who is at all familiar with the history 
of legislation knows that Congress has repeatedly aided States 
in the construction of canals. 

Mr. NELSON. But they are not State canals. They are 
interstate canals; they are canals for interstate commerce. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Oh, well, Mr. President, the New York 


rs 


loci 


no intere 

say 4g 
build the 
a right 


interes! 


oOo} 
ot 


saving. 


of the | 


So we need not |} 


the State of Michigan 750,000 acres in aid of that | 


of the Government of the United | 
confers the power to con- | 
international waterway upon a State, a municipal | 


‘s there and otherwise put the canal in such a | 


In fact, the commerce carried by the | 
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act 


and Erie Canal, the Wabash and Erie Canal, and quite a nuy.- 
ber of canals were constructed by the States. 

Mr. NELSON. I want to ask the Senater from Colorado 
what is the difference in principle between the Federal Gove; 
ment delegating power to a State to construct a canal for int 
state commerce and conferring it upon a corporation created 
the Federal Government? 

Mr. PATTERSON. If the Senator from Minnesota is 
able to distinguish between the granting of authority to a 


l- 


1 State 
to operate a canal wholly for the interests of the people of {| 
State 

Mr. NELSON. No; not for the 
of the people of the United States. 

Mr. PATTERSON. The Senator from Minnesota is entj 
too impetuous. He asks questions and gives no opportuni 
answer them. Everybody knows that when a State const: 

a canal, as it would be did the United States construct a ¢ 
the canal would be used for the benefit of the public, and 
for the purpose of exploitation 

Mr. NELSON. A canal—— 

Mr. PATTERSON. It would be run for the purpose of 
ing to those who would use such utilities the cheapest frei 
and the best service, while the private eorporation which 
structs a work would usually use it for the largest amou 
profit and the worst possible service that it could possibly ce 
along with. It seems to me, Mr. President, that there j: 
very wide difference. 

Mr. NELSON. The assumption of the Senator is ent 
unwarranted. The assumption that because an enterpris: 
conducted by private parties instead of by a municipal corp 
tion, the private parties are corrupt and dishonest—— 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. NELSON. That is an assumption unwarranted by 
facts. There is as much ground for assuming that a pri) 
corporation will be honest in the performance of its duties ag 
the public functionaries of a State. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Min: 
sota yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. NELSON. And the Senator’s own State bears witn 
that fact. His own city of Denver bears witness to the { 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President-—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Minn 
sota yield? 

Mr. NELSON. For a question. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Ob, only for a question? 

Mr. NELSON. That is all. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I do not want to ask a question. I 
simply wish to make a statement that would be but a 
reply 

Mr. NELSON. I am willing to answer questions. 

Mr. PATTERSON. A reply to what I might call almost in 
the nature of a personal appeal to me-—— 

Mr. NELSON. Oh, no; I am not appealing at all to the 
Senator. The Senator must not take it in that light. 

Now, in the case of the grant made to the State of Michigan 
in 1852, we authorized the State of Michigan to construct that 
canal. We gave the State of Michigan a land grant of 750.000 
acres, and we authorized the State of Michigan to collect : 
just the same as this corporation is authorized, and the State 
of Michigan had the right to collect tolls. 

The Senator is laboring under the impression that all the 
object of securing this national incorporation for building this 
waterway is simply a matter of private gain and private ex- 
ploitation. it is nothing of the kind. To construct this « 
without a charter from the Federal Government there 
have to be two corporations, one corporation in the Stat 
Pennsylvania and one in the State of Ohio. 

In the next place, one of the chief reasons why this sh 
be a national corporation is that it may be put under nati 
regulation and national control. 

Then, in the next place, in order to secure the necess 
water for this canal, water must be drawn from a great 
navigable streams; and as to the water from those stre 
the Federal Government and not the State governments is 
controlling power. 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator please indicate what are 
navigable streams from which this water is to be drawn? 

Mr. NELSON. The Allegheny is one of them. I can no! 
call all the streams. 

Mr. BACON. Is the Allegheny above Beaver a navig 
stream? 

Mr. NELSON. Yes, sir; it is navigable for a certain ¢! 
of boats above Pittsburg. 

Mr. KNOX. Mr. President—— 


interest of the State. | 
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foin 
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NELSON. There are other streams. The Senator from 
P csylvania can give more informatiqn, because he resides at 
j burg. 


_KNOX. I should like to state for the information of the 
R tor from Georgia, if I may in this connection, that this 
a er in terms provides for taking all the waters that occupy 
tl wd of the Beaver River, which is navigable for 12 or 15 


from where it empties into the. Ohio River, for vessels of 
considerable size. They are wholly within the control of 


+i United States, because the Beaver empties into the Ohio 

{ . at that point and makes an interstate highway. Of 

; . the State of Pennsylvania could not grant a charter to 
»yoration to take the water of Beaver River or occupy a 

' wn of the bed of the river. 

PATTERSON. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator 


Pennsylvania a question? 

e PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Minne- 
a vield to the Senator from Colorado? 

NELSON. Certainly. 


\ir. PATTERSON. May not Congress give to a corporation 
oreanized under the laws of a State the authority to do every 
ol f the things proposed in this charter just as it gives au- 
t] to construct a bridge across a navigable stream? 

\ir. KNOX. That is exactly what we are doing here. We are 


tl » to get that authority under this bill. 
‘ir. PATTERSON. But we could do that just as well under 
State charter, and there would be no controversy then 
over the propriety or impropriety of the new departure that 
this Government is asked to take. 





KNOX. Mr. President 
w PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Minne- 
‘ eld to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 
\ir. NELSON. Certainly. 


\ir. KNOX. Of course, there is no answer to that argument 
except that it is within the discretion of Congress to grant a 
charter when it sees fit. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Very well. 

Mr. KNOX. If the character of this enterprise is not im- 
1 nt enough to challenge the attention of Congress, they 
ought not to grant the charter. If the character of this enter- 
prise is of sufficient importance and the connection between the 
( t Lakes and the Mississippi Valley in large enough for our 
attention, then it is a matter of discretion. 

| want to add right here, talking about precedents, when in 
1S89 the Congress of the United States granted to a private 
corporation, for the purpose of facilitating commerce between 
the Atlantic and Pacific States, a right to construct a canal at 
Nicaragua, it did exactly what we are undertaking to do here, 
except that the interests of this country were far more indirect 
n that case than they are in this case. 

| might, as anotner historical fact showing the relations of 
the United States to this proposed canal, state that as far 
back as 1824 the Congress of the United States appropriated 
$10,000 to survey this very canal, and although they did not 
go on and construct it, the State of Pennsylvania subsequently 
did construct the ordinary type of canal between the Ohio River 

| Lake Erie and operated it until the days when the railroads 
caine upon the board, when it was set, aside and foolishly aban- 

|, as the canals of the country generally were abandoned. 
Mr. PATTERSON. Does not the Senator from Pennsylvania 
entiate between a charter by Congress that could not be 
granted by a State, a charter to construct a canal across the 
nus—— 

KNOX. The Senator from Colorado certainly forgets 
it is proper enough to grant a charter by any State to 
Operate or construct a canal or any other enterprise in a for- 
eign country. The United States to-day holds every dollar 

ock in the Panama Railroad, a corporation of the State 
New York, and is operating a railroad across the Isthmus 
Panama, 

Mr. PATTERSON. Oh, Mr. President, as a matter of course, 
' the Senator from Pennsylvania can see no difference be- 

en the Federal Government granting a charter to a corpo- 

nm to construct a canal at different points of the Isthmus 
) connect the waters of the Atlantic and Pacific and charters 
Uint are granted or taken out every day in the year under the 
] of the several States for the construction of domestic 
ind interstate enterprises, and an act of Congress for the 
truction of a railway or a canal within the limits of the 
ed States, then, as a matter of course, the argument ceases 
to be of avail. 

\ir. KNOX. Mr. President—— 

Mir. PATTERSON. Just one moment. We who have op- 
posed this bill have not opposed it upon the ground that Con- 
gi did not have the power. The Supreme Court settled that 


rt 
‘i 


Mr. 
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if 


he 








| bill upon my part when I exposed what I contend are 





long ago. It is more or less a question as to whether or not it 
is a wise policy, a sound and a safe policy, for the United States 
to put its brand of approval upon an enterprise such as this, 
when there is no impediment in the way of charters from State 
governments and the completion of the work under such char- 
ters. 

Mr. KNOX. Mr. President- 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Minne- 
sota yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. NELSON. I yield. 

Mr. KNOX. I owe the courtesy of the floor to the Senator from 
Minnesota for the time I am taking, and I apologize to him: but 
I do wish to say a few words in reply to the suggestion “if the 
Senator from Pennsylvania not any difference be- 
tween granting a charter to a corporation to dig a canal across 
Central America at Nicaragua and charter to a corporation to 
construct a canal which connects the Great Lakes with the 
Mississippi Valley,” I wish to reply that I do see a great differ- 
ence, and the difference in favor of constructing the 
here at home, where we get immediate benefit from it. 

There is less reason, in my judgment, Mr. President, why the 
Congress of the United States should charter corporations and 
turn them loose over the face of the globe in order to change 
its geography, even though we do get an indirect benefit from 
it, than to construct or to authorize the construction of great 
works in the interior of our country, which give the people 
cheap transportation, which help to regulate the domination of 
the railroads, and against which no honest objection based on 
anything else than innuendo and assumption has been advanced 
in this Chamber. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Minne- 
sota yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. NELSON. Certainly. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Undeniably the argument which has just 
been used by the Senator from Pennsylvania may be applied 
with equal force and equal logic to a railway corporation that 
is intended to extend and develop the commerce of the several 
States; and his logic simply leads irresistibly to the end and 
the result that those of us who oppose this bill anticipate—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Colorado 
will suspend for a moment. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the unfinished business, which will be stated. 

The Secrerary. A bill (S. 6191) to provide for the construc- 
tion of a sea-level canal connecting the waters of the Atlantic 
and Pacific oceans, and the method of construction. 

Mr. KITTREDGE. I ask unanimous consent that 
ished business be temporarily laid aside. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from 
kota asks unanimous consent that the unfinished 
temporarily laid aside. Is there objection? The 





does see 


is canal 


the unfin- 


South 
business 


Chair hears 


Da- 


be 


none, and it is so ordered. The Senator from Colorado will 
proceed. F 
Mr. PATTERSON (continuing). That the barrier will be 


broken down by legislation of this character, and soon Congress 
will be flooded with bills for national charters for the construc- 
tion of railways, and the functions of State in matters of that 
kind will be eliminated. 

The Senator has no right, it seems to me, to suggest that 
there was any sophistry or improper effort in dealing with this 
its short 


comings. The Senator has not undertaken to answer the propo- 
sition that I made with reference to the financiering of this 
concern. One of the strongest causes that can be urged against 


legislation of this kind is that the Congress of the United States 
will be called upon to put its seal of approval upon many en- 
terprises of this character, though not perhaps for canals, and 
measures may be even more loosely constructed w%h reference 
to fictitious values of public works than is this measure. 

It seems to me, Mr. President, that instead of using language 
which seems almost like epithets, it would be better for the 
Senator to meet the suggestions that I urge and to show that 
they do not exist. I understand, as a matter of course, there 
is nothing personal in this controversy. Ido not doubt the abso- 
lute good faith of the Senator from Pennsyivania; and I do not 
like to hear the Senator impugn mine. I have studied this bill 
with a good deal of care, and I have attempted to give no fa 
coloring to a single one of its provisions. With the provisions 
in the bill as they are the Senator should be content, if 
able to secure the approval of this body to it, and not indulge 
in reflections upon the motives of those who opposed it. 

Mr. KNOX. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator fron 
sota yield to the Senator from Pennsylyania? 

Mr. NELSON. Certainly. 


he is 


Minne- 
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Mr. KNOX. It is rather amazing that I have said anything | it was entirely on a different line and on a different ass; 


to impugn the motives of anyone who has seen fit to oppose this 
bill. I spoke of the arguments. I spoke of the arguments that 
based upon assumpition—assumption as to the character of 
mrties who were back of this bill, assumption as to their 

es, assumption to the results, innuendo as to the rela- 
of large organizations and capital with this enterprise 
which does not appear upon the face of these papers, and which 
I know to be absolutely without foundation. 

Now, if anything can be found in that expression which, by 
the most remote processes of reasoning, can be figured out to be 
a reflection upon anyone’s motive, I freely say to the Senator 
that no such 
how it is possible to de 

Mr. PATTERSON. 

The PRESIDING 
sota yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. NELSON. Yes. 

Mr. PATTERSON. 


were 
the 
pur] 


tion 


1 
i 
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luce it 
Mr. 


from what I have said. 
President 
OFFICER. 


whose names appear in this measure. 
Mr. KNOX. I know nothing about 
the face of the Is every Senator bound to 
who the gentlemen are whose names appear upon the 
the bill? As I said, the city from which I come is a city of 
600,000 people. I have the good fortune to know a great many 
of them and to know them well. I know some of these gentle- 
and th of them whom I 


it except what appears 


on papers, 


el, se 
they are millionaires, 

Mr. PATTERSON. In the absence, Mr. President, of definite 
information, and in view of the avowed purpose for which this 
bill ‘ing passed, it seems to me that Senators may very 
properly indulge in what they conceive to be logical deductions, 
view of the lack of definite information; and that was all 
L did. 

KNOX. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PATTERSON. So far as my suggestions were concerned, 
with the possibilities and even the probabilities, taking into 
consideration the provisions of this measure, the ignorance of 
the Senator from Pennsylvania about it, as he has repeatedly 
avowed, knowing nothing about it except as he finds it coming 
into this Chamber from the other branch of the Capitol, we 
are justified in probing, as we must probe since we can not get 
information otherwise, for the purpose of reaching something 
like an intelligent conclusion. 

My. KNOX. I think the Senator from Colorado must be la- 
boring under a misapprehension. 
or to the Senator from Colorado to disclose anything about this 
bill. The Committee on Commerce owed that duty, and have 
discharged that duty. I have assumed, the Senator fron: 
Colorado should have assumed, that that committee fully sat- 
isfied themselves as to the character of the parties who are back 
of this bill and their good faith. I think the Senator from 
Colorado must have been laboring under the assumption that I 
a member of the committee, which I am not, 

PATTERSON. Oh, no, Mr. President. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President 

Mr. PATTERSON. Just one 
rv the impression that the 


is | 


in 
that 
Mr. 


as 


an 
Mr. 


moment. I simply labored 
Senator is a Senator from the 
Pennsylvania; that he is a resident of the city of 
urg, and that he is a Senator of great knowledge and 
and ability. I also assumed, Mr. President, that th- 
on Cx made satisfied to certain 

But that does not preclude Senators, when the measure 
he body, from eking information from Senators 

be presumed to be able to impart it, and it 

et of criticism when an effort of that kind 
when it from the Committee on Commerce, 
the fullest and freest discussion and criticism 


mimerce Was as 
1 

se 
not 
made. 


is 


Is 
is 
comes 
from 
every 
is its due by reason of the fact that it was re- 
i of the Senate. No precluded. 
1 the work of a committee is rejected by 
no doubt in the world that the Senator 
share of that kind of work, 
it whenever he feels it to be his duty 


one is 


the 


done his 


< 


thought ever entered my mind, and I can not see | 


Does the Senator from Minne- | 





know | 
face of | 


> . 1 
know are men of the highest 
character, although they are not subject to the suggestion that | 
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I owed no duty to the Senate | 


ie being willing to give to the measure : 


; | 
» presumption, as have the other Senr- 


full 
well 


that it 
legitimate deductions 


of the bill and 


To 
mnight 


was open 


IO have opp. this measure, ] 


free 


Feat 
arawn 


discussion, an Hit 


both from 


the language 


Mr. 
of the 


NELSON. Mr. President, as I understood the main body 


argument of the Senator from Colorado on this subject, 


its surround. | 


| 


JUNE if 





nn- 
tion from the argunent of the Senator from Georgia [Mr Ba. 
con]. The Senator fré6m Georgia argued in respect to the bill 
as a matter of principle; but the argument of the Senator fron, 
Colorado, as I understood him, was based on the assump-tig;, 
that these men are not of much consequence; that it is 9 
gerous stockjobbing scheme, and that for that reason we x! 
halt in this measure. 

Mr. President, this is not a mere matter for the State of 
or the State of Pennsylvania. If it was a matter that onl, 
cerned those States, I should care little about the bill. | 
take no interest in it; but to my mind, next to the constry 
of the Panama Canal, there is no other canal project of ey 
importance to this country that is discussed at the pr 


lin- 


mld 


Ohio 


| time than is this canal. 


Mr. 
Mr. 


BACON. 
NELSON. 


Will the Senator permit me? 


Let me finish what I am saying. I will do 


|} as the Senator from Georgia many times does, and ask hin to 
The Senator from Pennsylvania has not | 
undertaken to throw much light upon the personnel of the men | 


let me finish it. 

The construction of this canal from the waters of tly 
to the Great Lakes not only connects with that entire 
system clear to Chicago and away up to Duluth, in my own 
State, but by means of this canal aud by means of the Erie 
Canal connection is made with the Atlantic seaboard, and cog} 
can be carried in boats through this canal over Lake Erie. 
through the Erie Canal, down the Hudson River, and along 
all the Atlantie coast. 

Congress is given the power to regulate commerce. The great 
virtue of a waterway of this kind is not only the fact that it 
affords a new and additional method of transportation, but the 


Ohio 


lake 


| greatest advantage of all advantages is that it is the best regy- 


lator of tolls and rates. 

We have had in the State of Minnesota for years a railroad 
commission, we have had the advantages of the Interstate Coy- 
merce Commission, such as it has been, with the limited powers 
it has had, but of all the benefits we have had in the matter of 
rate regulation the most important has been the fact that we have 
been in connection with the water system of the Great Lakes 
and could transport our traffic down those lakes. That 
been the one great advantage. 

This is a canal, Mr. President, that does not concern the 
people of Ohio, it does not concern the people of Pennsylyania., 
as much as it concerns all the other people of the country, all 
the great States bordering on the Mississippi River. From the 
Southwest Pass up the Mississippi, and from the junction of 
the Ohio clear up to St. Paul, and up the Missouri River, all 
the people along those water courses are vitally interested in 
this canal. It is no local project. It is a project of great 
national importance; and hence it ought to be constructed under 
the auspices of the Federal Government. 

If the Federal Government would construct this canal, I 
would much sooner see the Government do it than any private 
corporation, but to get the Government of the United States 


has 


| at this time, while they are in the midst of constructing the 


great Panama Canal, to undertake a great enterprise of this 
kind is hopeless. But public-spirited men are ready and come 
before the country and say, “If you will give us the authority, 
we will build this great waterway and afford these advantages 
to the people of the United States.” 

Now, not only is this a canal that all the people of the coun- 
try are vitally interested in, but there is another reason why 
the canal should be constructed under the auspices of the Fed- 
eral Government, through a corporation, if the Government will 
not do it. If it is a Federal corporation we can control it. 
This bill puts the power of regulating the tolls and rates to be 
charged on this canal under the Interstate Commerce Coimmis- 
sion, and under existing laws and any laws that may be passed 
supplemental and amendatory thereof. By section 15 of the 
bill the plans and specifications and the whole scheme of the 
construction of this canal are to be submitted to the Secretary of 
War, and must meet with his approval. = 

We have here, then, first, what we could not hope to have 1! 
this were a canal to be constructed under State 
eanal, the plans, specifications, and scheme for which 
submitted to the Secretary of War, representing the I‘ 
Government, for his approval. In the next place, tl 
state Commerce Commission is given the power to regu! 
control the rates of toll. 

I will now say a few words as to the criticism of the & 
from Colorado [Mr. Patterson] in respect to the c 
canal. The Senator read from a pamphlet stating wh 
supposed the canal would have cost years ago. Mr. Pr 
when the survey for this canal was made years ago, it \ 
a small ennal, and the expense of building it then wou t 
been much less. The estimate was based on a canal 0! 


11 | 
au , a 


have 
LAV 


very 
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- eee 


ted size, with fewer feeders and fewer obstacles to be wide into Kentucky. The coals from those fields are needed 


in the shape of building over railroad tracks, under rail- 
and over other similar works. 


bridges, 
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mimittee took especial pains in the consideration of this | 


i want to say to the Senator from Colorado that the com- 
which had charge of the bill considered it for several 
davs. A delegation of eminent men from Pittsburg were here 

npeared before us. We heard them, and they furnished 

nle evidence, as ample as could be, that the promoters and 
orators named in this bill were men of high standing, of 
nharacter, and with ample means. We took especial care 
those gentlemen what would be the cost of the 
; and why its cost had been increased. The proposed com- 
: was represented by its chief engineer and by consulting 
. | asked those gentlemen to furnish us the grounds 
is why the cost of the canal was so much larger than 
it first apprehended it would be; and I have here a-let- 
om those engineers, which I will ask the Secretary to read. 
BACON. Before that is read—the Senator has passed 
he point I wanted to interrupt him upon, for the purpose 
ot king an inguiry—I wish to ask the Senator from Minne- 
ething about the Chicago Canal. The Senator speaks 
of this as essential for the purpose of connecting waters 
of the Great Lakes with the Mississippi Valley. Is it not true 
| re is already a canal built at Chicago, which is a very 
re direct canal than this, and which can be enlarged 
ide a «anal which will furnish water communication be- 
the Great Lakes and the Mississippi? 
[r. NELSON. Not at all. 
Mr. BACON. Is not that true? 
ir. NIELSON. Not at all. The Senator is entirely mis- 
taken. There was a plan for such a canal, but it was never 


consummated. 


nire of 








the 


tween 


\ir. BACON. I did not say that it had been consummated. 

Mr. NELSON. It was never consummated, and never can be. 
The only canal there of any consequence at present—and that is 
not of any advantage for the purposes of navigation—is the 


so-called “ Chicago Drainage Canal,” which connects Lake Mich- 
ican and the Des Plaines River. The fact is that neither the 


upper IHinois River nor the Des Plaines River is at all navi- 
gab et. 

Mr. BACON. No: but is it not the fact that with the water 
that comes from Lake Michigan to the Chicago Canal, and 


with the water from the two rivers which the Senator has men- 
tioned, it is perfectly practicable to so enlarge that canal as to 
connect it with the waters of the Mississippi River? 

Mr. NELSON. Oh, no; not at all. 

Mr. BACON. Without any lock, I mean—say up to the point 
where you reach the river? 

Mr. NELSON. Not at all. 

Mr. BACON. There is no lock there, is there? 

Mr. NELSON. The whole river is so shallow and limited, 
that if you wanted a canal of the dimensions of this canal, you 
would have to lock the whole river, and whether you would build 


low in the canal or in the river would make but little difference 
in the matter of navigation. 

Mr. BACON. I want to correct the Senator, if he will pardon 
me. The Senator did not understand what I said. I said, 


without a lock from Lake Michigan to the point where you reach 
1 river, but, of course, there must be locks after you reach 
It is a larger canal, and is of more importance to 
merce of the Great Lakes than this proposed canal can 


pos ly be. 
Ir. NELSON. No; it is not. This canal has even greater 
iges than that. While that canal would be of great 


t.) 


tage, it would not be of the advantage that this canal will 
id I will explain to the Senator why this canal is more 
nt than even the canal to which he alludes. 
s canal passes through the great heart of the anthracite 
gion of Pennsylvania. That coal distributed to the 
portions of this country; and this canal will be one of 
t instrumentalities for distributing that coal. 
KNOX. Mr. President 
PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Penrose in the chair). 
e Senator from Minnesota permit an interruption by the 
from Pennsylvania? 
NELSON. I yield to the Senator. 
KNOX. I only want to make an additional answer to 
itor from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] to that which has been 
by the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Netson]. The Sen 
from Minnesota has already partially answered. The p 
ty of the commercial situation which demands the con- 
tion of this canal is this: The great bituminous coal fields 
» down from western Pennsylvania, through West Virginia, 


is 





' 


the shores of Lake Erie, along the shores of Lake Michit 


SH2: 


along 
in, and 
The ores of the upper Mich 


filoe 


along the shores of Lake Superior. 


igan Peninsula and the ores of upper Minnesota are needed 
all along that coal deposit. It is an economic fact that it is 
cheaper to haul the ore to the fuel than it is to haul the fuel 
to the raw material. Therefore there is freight both wav the 


coal up to the Lakes, and the ore down to the coal 
not be conducted by a canal from Lake 
upper Mississippi tributaries without bringing 
to Cairo and down the Ohio River, which is impos 

Mr. BACON, If the Senator from Minnesot 
further 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
sota yield to the Senator 


Mr. NELSON. 


which ean 
Superior to the 


orl)? ] wT 
i. Gown 


ACLOSS 





a will pardon me 


Does the Senator from Minne- 
from Georgia? 


Certainly. 


Mr. BACON. Nobody is disputing, of course, the fact that 
there will be found in any locality particular reasons why there 
may be particular freights which would be available there 
and which would not be elsewhere: or there may be more 
freight at some points than at others; but the Senator from 
Minnesota was expatiating upen the fact that this canal was 
essential and necessary to cennect the commerce of the Great 
Lakes and the commerce of the Mississippi Valley. I was 


simply pointing out to him, or endeavoring to do so, 


the fact, 


speaking thus generally, that between the Great Lakes and the 
Mississippi River there is already constructed, not a navigablk 
canal, but one which can be converted into a navigable canal, 
if my information is correct. 

Mr. NELSON. Oh, no; the Senator is wrong. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator from Minnesota interrupted me 
to say no. I simply desire to say that there are those who 
differ from him on that subject and those who have very great 
interest in it, and who contend that that can at some day be 
lade a navigable canal, and they propose to try to make it so. 


I was simply trying to direct the attention of the Senator 
to the fact that the question of the opening of water communica- 
tion between the Great Lakes and the Mississippi River was 
not dependent exclusively on this prejosed canal. 

Mr. NELSON. It more dependent on this than on any 
other canal. There no way by which boats larger than 
canoes or skiffs can now pass from Lake Michigan down to the 
Mississippi River from Chicago. 

If the Senator lived in 


is 


is 


the upper part of this country he 
could see the great importance of this canal. The State of 
Minnesota is the greatest iron and ore preducing State in the 


Union. Upward of 30,000,000 tons, 
twenty-eight or thirty million tons—of ore were shipped down 
the Great Lakes from Minnesota Within this last fiscal 
year. That ore is carried down to various points on Lake Erie, 
and from there it is distributed by rail to the different smelters. 


if I recollect aright 


ports 











Then the boats bring back the coal to Mimnesota. The coal 
is carried from the mines by rail to Lake Erie, and from there 
it is transshipped by boat to Duluth. Nearly all of the an 
thracite coal that is used in the State of Minnesota is shipped 
to that State by the Great Lakes, and distributed from Duluth 
westward, not only all of the anthracite coal that used in 
Minnesota, but the coal that is used in nerthern W msin, in 
the two Dakotas, and clear cut west even to Montana. 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator permit me again? I shall 
try not to interrupt him afterwards. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator ft Mit 
sota permit a further interruption from the Senator from 
Georgia? 

Mr. NELSON. Certainly. 

Mr. BACON. I desire to ask the Senator a qu 1: He is 
on the committee that recommended the passage of tf] bill, 
and has doubtless familiarized himself with all the history of 
the matter. The Senator fr Pennsylvania | Mr. KNox]| | 
stated the fact that heretofore there has been a canal over this 
route, which was operated and afterwards abando | Now, I 
want to know from t Senat from Minnesota whether he 
knows from what jurisdiction the charter was obtained, under 
which there was constructed a canal over this d t e | 
tween Lake Erie and the Ohio River? 

Mr. NELSON. I can not tell. That canal was co ructed 
before the days of railroads. It was one of the l sl 1 
horse canals, and it was abandoned as soon as r 
constructed. It was not an international waterway | I 
was simply ,a little bit of a canal, where the | pulled 
by horses. 

Mr. BACON. It furnished water con ion, though, b een 


Lake Erie and the Ohio River, did it n 
Mr. NELSON. Oh, well, in a limited w: 
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Mr. RACON. It was practically in operation. 
tor tell me whether that was constructed under a Congressional 
charter, or under a Pennsylvania charter? 

Mr. NELSON, 1 can not tell. 

Mr. BACON. Does the Senator know that it was not con- 
structed under a Congressional charter? 

Mr. NELSON. I do not know under what charter it was con- 
structed, or whether it was constructed under any charter at all. 

Mr. BACON. 
ask the Senator one more question, and then I will try not to 
upon him any further. The Senator spoke of the fact that 
one reason why the enactment of a Federal charter was needed 


trespass 


State of Ohio. 

Mr. NELSON. I will qualify that statement. Not necessar- 
ily two distinct corporations, but if it was a Pennsylvania cor- 
poration it would have to go into the State of Ohio to get 
authority as a corporation to build its canal in that State, the 
same as the railroads do. 


built through several States, and it is customary in such cases to 
have separate acts of incorporation from each State. I imag- 
ine if this canal were constructed at all under State auspices, it 


would have to be constructed by a Pennsylvania corporation | 
as to that part of the canal in Pennsylvania and by an Ohio | 


corporation for the part of the canal in the State of Ohio. 
Mr. BACON. 


here by those who favor the granting of this charter. 


Shaw, in which this oceurs, speaking about the steps which 
had been taken to secure the construction of this canal: 

The committee— 

That is, the committee which had undertaken to secure the 
necessary authority— 


The committee procured a general law to be enacted in Pennsylvania 
thorizing a ship canal company to be organized to construct and 


Lte a ship canal from the headwaters of the Ohio River via the | 


eave r and Mahoning rivers to the Ohio State line. 
That is what was done in Pennsylvania. 


A similar law was passed in the Ohio legislature authorizing a ship 


on Lake Erie, to the Pennsylvania State line, on the Mahoning River, 


and authority was given in both States to consolidate their franchises | 
at the State line and operate a through canal from the Ohio River to | 


Lake Erie by one company. 


Does the Senator know that that is a fact? 

Mr. NELSON. I am not prepared to say. I never saw that 
pamphlet until it was laid on our desks the other day. 

Mr. BACON. Well, then, it is the statement made in the 
address of Mr. John E. 
in Vittsburg for the furtherance of this enterprise, and of 
course the statement must be accepted as absolutely true. 

Mr. KNOX. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. KEAN in the chair). 
the Senator from Minnesota yield to the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania? 

Mr. NELSON. Certainly. 

Mr. KNOX. I think no one questions the statement which 
has just been read. The Senator from Georgia read that 
statement yesterday, and nobody denied it. 

Mr. BACON. 
will par 

had made statements which were inconsistent with that 
and he did not seem to be informed of the existence of 

t fact. : 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, before I was interrupted quite 
a while ago, I called attention to the reason why it was neces- 
sary 
issue more stock and bonds than had at first been thought neces- 
be necessitated in the construction of the canal. 
the committee took special pains to ascertain that fact. One of 
t] ngi rs of the company appeared before the committee, 


nd I asked him and the other engineers of the company who | 
ined and estimated for this work to send us a com- 
munication and give us the reasons why the canal would cost 


hh i exan 


more than they supposed it would cost in the first instance. 
Mr. President, I ask to have the letter of these engineers on this 
‘tt read. I think it will prove a complete answer to all 
the insinuations of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. PATTERson]. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the Secre- 
tary will read as requested. 
rhe Secretary proceeded to read the letter referred to. 


1] . 
subjec 
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Can the Sena- | 


While we are on the subject of charters, I will | 
| meeting of the subcommittee of the Senate Committee on Como 
| Saturday last, the 17th instant, and the cost per mile of constrycij 


| be informed on the reasons for the increased cost over and above 


was that otherwise there would be two charters, one a charter | it was estimated in 1895, when a similar bill was before Congress. | 
: ; : : | bill of 1895, introduced in the House, called f *k issue of $3004 
from the State of Pennsylvania and the other a charter from the | ;, : : Come Batock issue of $300 
| House in 1906, under No. 6003, called for a stock issue of $500,000) poy 
| mile and an equal amount of bonds, which latter figures were chanced 


| by the House to the former amount in amended House bill 14206 «| 


With the permission of the Senator, I desire to | 
rend from this pamphlet, which has been laid upon our desks 
On page | 


29 there is a statement, I think, made in the speech of Mr. | #bout 33 per cent above those in 1895. 


Shaw at the meeting which was held | 


Does | 
| eet ten years, as has also the number of boats, as wel 
sions. 


| much more frequent locking and increased speed of boats and better 
te 


I did; and I only read it again, if the Senator | 
don me, because the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NEr- | 


to amend the bill so as to allow the canal company to | 


because it had been found that additional expense would | 
I stated that | 





TAT , 
JUNE 16, 

Mr. NELSON. I ask that the remainder of the lettoy | 
printed in the Recorp without reading, as part of my rej); 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
will be so ordered. 

The letter in full is as follows: 


re 
Ss. 


In the absence of objectioy;. it 


LAKE ERIE AND OHIO River SHIP CANAL Company. 
Pittsburg, Pa., March 20, 1906 
Dear Senator: When House bill 14496, for the incorporation of j ho 
Lake Erie and Ohio River Ship Canal, was under discussion a; the 


such canal was under consideration, the said subcommittee Gesirea t- 
hat 
MM) 


per mile and an equal amount of a bond issue; the bill introduced 


in’ the 


“iso 


| of 1906, this being done without the engineers for the canal company 
| being s 
| requested in House bill 6003, 1906, over what was called for in 
| bill of 1895 is, of course, a result cf increased cost of construction 
1 . . | the canal. 
Let me explain to the Senator: In the West we have railroads |! 


heard in the matter. The increased capitalization per mile 
This increased cost is due to the following reasons - 

1. The unit prices used in 1895 were somewhat too low, even for that 
time, when the country was at a low-price era. . 

2. The unit prices of 1906, both for material and labor, are, of eour 
very much higher than they were in 1895, as, for example— 

(a) The units for excavation of earth and rock, both in the 
and in water, have increased on an average of about 50 per cent « 
what was assumed in 1895. 


(b) The units for masonry in locks, walls, dams, bridge piers, and 


se. 
’ 


dry 
ver 


| abutments and paving of banks have increased on an average of 20) per 


cent over and above what they were in 1895. 
(c) The unit prices for timber have increased about 60 per cent 
above what they were in 1895. : 
(d) The unit prices for embankments for reservoirs have increased 


(e) Cost of operating machinery for locks has increased about 40 


| per cent. 


(f) Cost of bridges has increased about 100 per cent over what they 


were in 1895, principally due to great increase in weight per foot of 
| trains and union wages of bridge erectors. 


(g) Miscellaneous accessories have also increased in cost. 
3. The engineers of 1906, having the benefit of the work of the 


| engineers of 1895, have developed the enterprise much more in details 


and have thus learned that several items of work are necessary which 
were not taken into account in 1895, as, for example— ; 

(a) Ten miles more of the canal will require masonry retaining 
walls for the banks. ; 7 

(b) A great deal more paving for bank protection is required. 

(c) The dams and locks have been changed somewhat in their loca- 
tion and canal levels have been lowered, thus requiring increased ex- 


; } cavation. 
company to construct and operate a ship canal from Ashtabula, | 


(d) In raising the bridges and railroads crossing the canal grades 
have been eased up, requiring longer apy roaches. 

4. The freight traffic between Lake Erie and the Pittsburg district, 
in the ten years that have elapsed, has increased over 100 per cent, 


| ealling for increased facilities on existing railroads as well as the 


building of new railroads in that ee This has been considered 
in planning the projected canal, as it will, of course, secure its share. 
(a) The number of bridges has increased about 15 per cent since 


| 1895. 


(b) The weight per foot of trains having increased, much heavier 
bridges have been estimated upon. 

({c) The now more crowded condition of the territory through which 
the canal runs, due to new railroads and double tracking ef existing 


; railroads, has made it necessary to estimate for the more expensive 
| bascule bridges than the simple swing bridges where drawbridges will 


be required. 
5. Freight traffic on the Lakes has increased correspondingly in the 
as their din 


(a) It being estimated that the canal will also get its full share of 
this increase in traffic, both on the Lakes and the railroads, requiring 


feasible by 


facilities for their passing in the canal, it has been deemed wise 
increase the width of the bottom of the canal whenever 
about 30 per cent. ! 
(b) To insure more safety to the vessels traversing the canal it h: 
been considered advisable to contemplate two gates at each end of the 
locks, so that should the inner ones be damaged the outer ones wil! pro- 
tect the vessels and allow continuous operation of the canal. A middle 
gate for smaller crafts has also been contemplated. This will, of 
course, increase the length of the masonry work in the locks 


} 


as 


| least twice the width of the lock gates, so that the total increa 
| cost of the locks, gates, and machinery over and above that estiu 


in 1895 is about 70 per cent. 

(c) Provision for a probable additional parallel lock t 
smaller has also been contemplated should future increase of 
demand it. ‘ 

(d) The increased locking, estimated from the so enormons') 
creased traffic, calls for additional water supply, and conseq\ie! 
additional reservoirs and feeders, and the total increase in cost of suc’ 
reservoirs will then be about 60 per cent and for the feeders abou 


somewha 
traflic 


| per cent over and above that contemplated in 1895. 


G6. The enlargement of the Erie Canal in New York State, which Js 
now an assured fact. will of course increase the traffic on the Lak 
Erie and Ohio River Ship Canal. : 

7. Such traffic will also be favorably affected by the present at 
future Government improvement of the Ohio River, which seems to 
now assured. : is 

8. The increased prosperity of the country through which the _canal 
has to pass has materially increased the value of real estate thro = 
out this region, besides more detailed investigation of this subjer t — 
probably something to do with the great increase in the cost of [a 
per acre, inasmuch as we have found that— bout 600 

(a) The increased value of land on the river divisions is a ou ro. 
per cent over what was estimated in 1895. The 1895 figure wa 
likely an error, 
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:. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I object to being placed, 


tion charges to the people of the Northwest because I 
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Forty per cent from Niles to Lake Erie. 
lorty per cent for the feeders. 
One hundred per cent for the reservoirs. 
above-enumerated causes for the increase in the physical cost 
canal over and above what was estimated in 1895, augmented 
present prosperous conditions and development of the region 
the canal traverses makes the present estimate of the engineers 
, to $500,000 per mile, in round numbers, for the physical con- 
on alone of sume. In addition to this there are a number of 
the cost of which can not be determined in dollars and cents 
ent, such as damages to existing works and rights, etc., with 
egal expenses, but which nevertheless enter into the actual cost | 
canal, feeders, reservoirs, and their accessories. These items | 
rge enterprise like this, experience shows, call for a very liberal 
e of increase in the estimated cost over and above the physical | 
neet the actual final cost of the project. 
iew of this, the permissible capitalization should be ample to 
ll probable contingencies, even though the issue of stocks and | 
should not be more than is actually required for the building | 
said canal, feeders, reservoirs, and their accessories, to thus 
the incorporators to carry the enterprise to a successful con- | 


' 
‘Very respectfully, yours, GEORGE M. LEHMAN, | 
Chief Eugineer. 
EMIL SWENSSON, 
THOMAS VP. ROBERTS, 
Consulting Engineers. 
Knute NELSON, 
The Senate Committce on Commerce, Washington, D. C. 
NELSON. I want to say in conclusion, for I am unwill- | 
» take up the time of the Senate any further on this subject, | 


this were simply an Ohio and Pennsylvania enterprise, | 
erely affected those States, I should take no special in- | 
in this bill beyond that of any other Senator: but the | 
ction of this eanal, Mr. President, is vital to all the | 
cial and industrial interests of the great Northwest and | 
creat State of Minnesota, which I have the honor to | 
it in part on this floor. We are as vitally interested in 
struction of this canal and in being placed in communi- | 
by water with the Ohio River and with the navigable 
s connected with that river as any portion of the people 
¢ along that water course or along the Great Lakes. It 
use of the national importance of this enterprise, it is | 
of the fear that the National Government itself will 
the immediate future embark in this enterprise, that I 


y implication, in opposition to securing reduced trans- 


fered some opposition to certain provisions in the bill as 
| by the committee. The State that I have the honor 
to represent is as much interested in this legislation 
State of Minnesota, and I have quite as much interest | 
ng reasonable transportation rates for the people of 

» and this country as the Senator from Minnesota has. 
example and illustration on every side of the overcapi- 
n of transportation companies, I ask Senators whether 
ent be not a pretty good time to make reasonably cer- | 
t the corporation which proposes to build this great | 
shall net be overcapitalized? It is no reflection upon the | 
integrity of anybody connected with this enterprise | 

‘st governmental supervision as a protection to the pub- 
| 


nst the stock watering which has been resorted to by 
other corporation in the country which is engaged in 
rtation. 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. KNox] said in opening 
ate upon this bill that cheaper transportation means 
iving for the people; that it means cheaper iron and | 
r coal. That would be true, Mr. President, if the market | 
’ steel and iron ané@ coal were not absolutely controlled 
steel trust and the coal trust. But with great combina- 
asters of the markets of these basic products of our 
ial life, who will be benefited by cheaper transportation 
iron aud steel and coal? Have we any guaranty offered 
Senator from Pennsylvania that, if transportation rates 
uced on iron and steel from the Lake Superior iron belt 
burg and upon coal transported through this canal from 
vania to the lake ports, have we any guaranty, I ask, 
consumers will get any benefit from the reduced rates? | 
n and steel and coal were sold in the domestic market, 
ee competition between independent producers, con- 
would realize a benefit in reduced transportation rates 
from the construction of this canal. But, Mr. Presi- 
um in favor of building this canal, and 1 hope to see 
when open competition between our own producers 
and steel and coal will be restored, and all of the peopie 
a share in the lower transportation charges which 
at waterways can secure to us when improved and the 
‘ce upon them regulated as the need may arise. 
Mr. President, I stand here in this body to urge that | 
this corporation is granted its charter the public rights | 
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shall be protected as well as the rights of the incorporators. 
I do not oppose the passage of this bill for the incorporation 
ef this canal company, but I shall contend here and else- 
where that the Government, State and national, shall put forth 
all its legitimate powers from this time on to prevent the over- 
capitalization of all public-service corporations. 

I ask Senators can any fact or reason be urged against the 
amendment which I have offered? Will anyone rise and de- 
fend watering the stock of transportation companies? Are 


Senators in favor of the products of the country being taxed at 
a rate that is necessary to pay dividends and interest on eapi- 


talization that is not represented by investment? When these 
questions go to the country, they will require answer, and that 
answer will have to satisfy the American people, who under- 
stand their rights and are fast making ready to assert and 
maintain them. 


The time has gone by, sir, when they will longer consent to 
see the transportation companies of this country capitalized 
beyond the amount of the investment necessary properly to 
equip those companies and to maintain and operate them. 


They clearly understand that every dollar of overeapitalization 
imposes an extra charge to be paid upon every hundredweight 
and every ton of traffic transported. 

Mr. President, Senators may regard me as unduly earnest and 


positive in my assertions. I do not believe I am. I lieve | 
can judge the temper of the American people as wel ; any 
other Senator upon this floor, and I say that with becoming 


deference. Within the last few years I have looked into the 
faces of thousands of your constituents in all the States between 
Pennsylvania and the Pacific slope, and I tell you here to-day 
that you underrate the interest and the intelligence and the 
determination of that great body of people if you think they 
will longer consent meekly to pay arbitrary trust prices for 
manufactured products and extravagant transportation charges 
in order to furnish an income to the holders of watered stocks. 

What is the proper time to limit capitalization to actual in- 
vestment? If not now, when we are on the threshold of char- 
tering this company, when will the Federal Government put a 
proper restriction upon the capitalization of this company? 
Surely the experience of this Government admonishes us to 
consider it now. 

Hark back over the years of the history of chartering trans- 
portation companies by the Federal Government. The North- 
ern Pacific divided the whole nominal amount of its stock, 
$100,000,000, among the promoters, who paid nothing for it, 
before scarcely any expenditure was made upon the road. The 
Central Pacific was likewise constructed by its promoters, and 
the greater part of the stock issued went to them as a gratuity. 
Mr. Poor, an authority who surely makes no _ statement 
prejudicial to the railroad companies, says the Union Pacific 
divided and carried to the credit of profit and loss over 
$100,000,000 more than a fair return upon the capital invested 
by them. 

The St. Paul and Manitoba Railway Company—the Great 





Northern, lessor—was bought on foreclosure at $3,600,000. Its 
capitalization was forced up to $84,000,000; to be exact. $S4,- 
500,000. The State of Minnesota through its courts 1 le : 
appraisal in the Great Northern rate case, and held that the 
eost of the reproduction of all the property of the co hy at 


that time would not exceed $44,000,000, showing nearly 50 
eent of water. 

The Atlantic Coast Line increased its capitalization S$50,- 
000,600 without any additional investment, to enable Morgan to 
get control of the Louisville and Nushville. 

J. J. Hill testified in an investigation in the Northern Se- 


curities merger case that in the purchase of $108,000,000 of 
securities of the Burlington by the Great Northern and the 
Northern Pacifie companies, $216,060,000 of new 4 per cent 
bonds were issued. In the recapitalization of the Rock Island 


$75,000,000 of Rock Island stock was converted into $75,000,000 
of bonds and $137,000,000 of new stock. 

The Chicago and Alton was capitalized at $30,000,000. When 
turned over to the purchasing syndicate in 1899 it was capital- 
ized at $94,000,000. 

Mr. President, there is not a dollar of water or inflation in 
the capitalization of the railroads of this country that does not 
impese burdens upon the consumers and producers of this 
country; and when we are to-day proposing t harter a canal 
company to construct a canal through which shall move all the 
inke commerce of that great inland sea, ean any Sen 
pose a fair and reasonable objection to a woposition wl h 
simply requires the Government to stand guard over this capi- 
talization and see that it is not excessive? 

I deny that any provision of that kind is a hindrance to the 
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enterprise. 
struct the 
ind 


organization 
in i 


ov 


of the company. I am willing to 
ng I put the gentlemen who are named 


1 
sO dol 


rporators in a more favorable light than do | 


assume | 


this amendment—I am willing to 
‘porators do not wish to overcapitalize the com- 
hey do not, they surely will not object to author- 


nose 
po 
avi 


vernment to say, “ When you issue so many thousand | 


and so many thousand dollars of stock upon 
e canal, we ask you to show that your cor- 


bonds 
n mile of 
nh 
I issue of stock and bonds.” 

ibly this is new doctrine in this Chamber. 
1 here but a few months. But if this legislation has 
ded for here before, you will hear more of it in 
future. Two States have statutes along lines similar 
endment which I have proposed to the pending bill— 

i Massachusetts. 

»n In my own in Wisconsin, I 
incorporating such a provision in the law regulating railway 
rates and 
State in 


yr } 
PpropOoSseca 


vee] mo 


eonten 


State, 


1905. The public-service corporations were strong 
ch in the State senate to defeat the legislation proposed in 
e with that recommendation, as they were able to de- 


enou 


mylay 
OLrGctilt 


tain other provisions of importance to the public in the | 


cted at that time. But in that State and in many other 


1d presently in all the States of this Union, the people | 
which } 


legislation 
the issuance 


will compel 
the States 


issue. 


control 


They 
within 


up this 

regulate and 

ks and bonds. 

It is time the National Government, through the action of 
this ate and the other branch of the National Congress 
should take like action with respect to every corporation over the 


of 


sen 


capitalization of which it may, under the Constitution, exercise | 


mtrol. 

PRESIDING OFFICER. The question on agreeing 

1cndment proposed by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
TE}. 

NELSON. 

» Senator from Wisc 

‘he PRESIDING 


al ¢ 


The is 


my 


msin. 


OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 


to the motion of the Senator from Minnesota to lay on the | 


table 


\f 


sil 


the amendment preposed by the Senator from Wisconsin. 
SNALLORY and Mr. PATTERSON Gemanded the yeas 
and nays, and they were ordered. 
Mr. CULBERSON. Let the amendment be read. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 
The Srcrerary. It is proposed to add at the end of section 
he following additional proviso: 
ed further, That 
its ieee ‘ assigns, shall 
d bonds, coupon notes, and other evidences of indeb 
twelve months after the date 
nission may from time to time deter 
> purpose for which such issue of 
And the Interstate Commerce 
empowered and it shall 
at is of stocks, 


the 


ssor issue only such 
. } 
periods of 
tate C 


ommer 


ma 


he 


lication, W ues bonds, 
of indel 
onstruction, 


vorks. 


ences 
equly 
Said Commission shall render a 
! issue, withig thirty days after 
mm shall be in writing, shall 
of coupon notes or of 
1id which are authorized to be issued 
to whi the proceeds thereof are 
he filed in the office of the Commission. 
cision shall be delivered to the said canal 
the to be entered upon its records 
on notes. or 
ued. Every certificate of stock, eve 
indebtedness of such canal company oper- 
erty company which shall 
compliance with this act si be 
id canal company who i j 
or shall withhold from the Interstate Com- 
ormation requested by such Commission 
Commission to any issue of stocks, 
er evidences of indebtedness shall 
neanor, ard upon conviction thereof in 
t of district in which such offense 
1 by imprisonment for a term of not 
nm years, and shall likewise be liable to any 
for the full amount of damages sustained by 


iS or 


eh 


same 


of such 


sna 


mn 


he absence of a quorum. 
ie question of agreeing to the 
; and nays. 


The yeas and nays have been 


ordered 
Mr. DANIEL. A roll call will show whether there is a quo- 
rum present or not. 


I deny that it defeats the purpose of the bill or will 


is made an investment of equal value for every dollar | 


I do not know; | 


Other States are struggling for such | 
recommended | 


services, which was written into the statutes of that | 


I move to lay on the table the amendment of | 


Lake Erie and Ohio River Ship Canal | 


its | 
itedpess may be reasonably | 


ment, maintenance, and | 


! assign | 
authorizing such issue, specify the 
1 other | 


to be | 


other evidences of indebted- | 
, | of sickness. 
to | 


or | 


is | 


less | 


—_ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The absence of 
being suggested, the Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to cali the roll. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I should like to know 
whether this is a yea-and-nay vote on the amendment or 4 call 
of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is a call of the Senate. 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the calling of the ro} 
and the following Senators answered to their names: ; 
Aldrich Clarke, Ark. 
Ankeny Clay 
Bacon Culberson 
Bailey Cullom 
Benson Daniel 
Berry Dillingham 
Blackburn Dolliver 
Brandegee Dubois 
Bulkeley Elkins 
Burkett Flint 
Burnham Foster 
Burrows Frazier 
Carter Fulton 
Clark, Mont. Gallinger 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-six Senators have an- 
swered to their names. A quorum is present. The question js 
on agreeing to the motion of the Senator from Minnesota [Mr 
NELSON] to lay on the table the amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin [Mr. LA FoLietre], on which the yeas and 
nays have been ordered. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CLAY (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopce}. 

Mr. HOPKINS (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the junior Senator from South Carolina [| Mr. 
LATIMER]. In his absence; I will withhold my vote. 

Mr. MALLORY (when his name was ealled). I have a 
eral pair with the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor], 
He is not present. Were he present, I should vote “ nay.” 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. 

Mr. PETTUS (when his name was called). I have a pair 
with the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Crane]. He 
is not present, and I withhold my vote. 

Mr. STONE (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the junior Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Crarx]. | 
am in receipt of a note from him, however, stating that I might 
be at liberty, during his absence, to vote at any time. So I will 
vote now. I vote “ nay.” 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Money]. 
I do not see that Senator present, and so I withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CULLOM (after having voting in the affirmative). I should 
like to inquire if the junior Senator from Virginia [ Mr. Marvin] 
has voted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
has not voted. 

Mr. CULLOM. I withdraw my vote. 
with the junior Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. CLAPP. I have a general pair with the senior Senator 
from North Carolina [Mr. Simmons]. I will take the liberty 
to transfer my pair to the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
DryYvDEN]. I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. CULLOM. I am informed that I can transfer my pair to 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor], so that the Senator 
from Florida [Mr. Mattory] and myself can vote. I[ vote 
“ yea.” 

Mr. MALLORY. I vote “nay.” I desire to state that my col- 
league [ Mr. TALIAFERRO] is detained from the Senate on account 


a quorum 


Gearin 
Hale 
Iiansbrough 
Hemenway 
Hopkins 
IKKean 
Kittredge 
Knox 

La Follette 
Long 
McCumber 
Mallory 
Millard 
Morgan 


Nelson 
Overman 
Patterson 
Penrose 
Perkins 
Pettus 
Piles 
Scott 
Stone 
Sutherland 
Teller 
Tillman 
Warner 
Warren 


gen- 





The Chair is informed that he 


I have a general pair 


“ee 


a * * * * * * 


The result was announced—yeas 33, nays 20, as follows: 


YEAS—33. 


Hale 
Hemenway 
Kean 
Kittredge 
Knox 
Long 
McCumber 
Millard 
Nelson 


NAYS—20. 
Frazier 
Gearin 
Hansbrough 
La Follette 
Mallory 


Penrose 
Perkins 
Piles 

Scott 
Sutherland 
Warner 


Aldrich 
| Allee 
nl ny 


ADA 


Carter 
Clapp 
Clark, Mont. 
Cullom 
Dillingham 
Elkins 

Flint 

Fulton 


Gallinger 


Bulkeley 
Burkett 
Burnham 
Burrows 


Overman 
Patterson 
Stone 
Teller 
Tillman 


Culberson 
Daniel 
Doltiver 
Dubois 
Foster 


Bacon 
Bailey 
Berry 
Blackburn 

i Clarke, Ark. 














NOT VOTING 3. 
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| 
| 
| 


| 
| 


| 


4 Dryden McEnery Proctor 
n } Foraker McLaurin Rayner 
1 ze Frye Martin Simmons 
c : Gamble Money Smoot 
( Vyo. Heyburn Morgan Spooner 
( " Hopkins Newlands Taliaferro 
( Latimer Nixon Warren 
1 \ Lodge Vettus Wetmore 
Dick McCreary Platt Whyte 
Mir. LA FoLiterre’s amendment was laid on the table. 
LA FOLLETTE. I offer an amendment, which I send to 
t] K. . . . » 
Secretary. It is proposed to insert, after line 2, page 4, | 
thi lowing additional proviso: 
ided further, That no issue of bonds or stock, in excess of | 
@: nds and $5,000 of stock per mile of said canal, shall be 


ma ey authority of this act until estimates have been submitted 
ry of War and be by him authorized as being within the 
] fair cost of the construction of said canal and its proper 
‘ t and operation. 


LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, objection was made to 


i 


tl idment just voted upon by the Senate for the reason 
t} t gave no opportunity to this corporation to make even a 
pl ry organization. That objection was not well founded ; 
bu ler that Senators shall have no excuse to oppose the | 
protection which this amendment is aimed to secure to the pub- 
lic, I now offer an amendment which provides that the ques- 
t f capitalization shall be submitted to the Secretary of War, 
bi t the corporation may make its organization and issue 
$5,000 per mile of stocks without the consent of anybody, but 
t! ‘r such issue shall be made all other issues of stocks 
al ; shall be authorized by the Secretary of War as being 
W he limits of the reasonable cost of the construction of 
said ial and its proper equipment and operation. 

Surely, Mr. President, no argument which has been offered in 


opposition to the amendment just laid upon the table can apply 


to me which I now propose. 
Mr. NELSON. I move to lay the amendment upon the table. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Upon that I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 
Mr. CLAY (when his name was called). I again announce 
my pair with the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
\ 


fr. CLAPP (when his name was called). I transfer my 
pair, as on the previous vote, to the Senator from New Jersey 


{Mr. DnypEN], and I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. HOPKINS (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
LatiMern|. In his absence, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. MALLORY (when his name was called). I again an- 
nounce my pair with the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
Pr If he were present, I should vote “ nay.” 

Mr. PETTUS (when his name was called). I again announce 
that I am paired with the junior Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. CRANE]. 

Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. CARMACK]. 
If he were present, I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). I again an- | 

ny pair with the senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
VI ] 


Money]. I also desire to state that my colleague [Mr. CLARK 
of Wyoming] is unavoidably absent from the Senate to-day. 


The roll eall was concluded. 
Mr. MORGAN. I desire to announce my pair with the Sen- 
ator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. 


ir. MAMLORY. The Senator from 
IN] is absent unpaired. 


¢ 


from Vermont 


Mississippi [Mr. Mc- 
I transfer my pair with the Sen- 
[Mr. Proctor] to the Senator from Missis- 











g | Mr. McLaurin], and I vote “ nay.” 
rhe result was announced—yeas 29, nays 19, as follows: 
YEAS—29. 
A h surrows Hemenway Perkins 
Carter Kean Piles 
‘A Clapp Kittredge Scott 
B 1 Clark, Mont, Knox Sutherland 
! legee Dillingham Long Warner 
B y Flint Millard 
B Fulton Nelson 
I m Gallinger Penrose 
NAYS—19. 
B Dolliver Hansbrough Patterson 
Dubois La Follette Stone 
( Ark, Foster McCumber Teller 
: son Frazier Mallory Tillman 
i Gearin Overman 
NOT VOTING—41, 
slackburn Crane Dryden 
m Carmack Cullom Elkins 
y Clark, Wyo. Depew Foraker 
Leveridge Clay Dick Frye 


) 


way 


4 


) 


fd 


| | 


Gamble 





McEnery Pettus Taliaferro 
Hale McLaurin Platt Warren 
Heyburn Martin Proctor Wetmore 
Hopkins Money Rayner Whyte 
Latimer Morgan ions : 
Lodge Newlands rt 
McCreary Nixon Spooner 


So Mr. La Foiierre’s amendment was laid on the table. 


Mr. CULBERSON. At the end of line 2, page 4, I offer an 
amendment. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Texas offers 


an amendment, which will be stated. 
The Secretary. It is proposed to add at the end of section 


| & the following additional proviso: 


Provided further, That all stock, bonds, and other evidences of in- 
debtedness issued in excess of that allowed under the p 3 of this 
act shall be absolutely null and void 

Mr. NELSON. I have no objection to that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CULBERSON. At the end of line 9, page 4, I move to 

| add: 
Or the creation of additional indebtedness. 

So that it will read: 

Nor shall any dividend be paid by the issue of additional capital 
stock or the creation of additional indebtedness. 

Mr. NELSON. I have no objection to that amendment to 
the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. DANIEL. I am instructed by the Select Committee on 
Industrial Expositions—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Texas has 
the floor. 

Mr. CULBERSON. If I can yield to the Senator under the 


new rule, I will be glad to do so. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair does not think that 














under the new rule the Senator from Texas can yield for that 
purpose. 

Mr. DANIEL. I am much obliged to the Senator, but I do 
not request leave to interrupt him. 

Mr. CULBERSON. On page 10, line 25, after the word 
“company,” in the first line of section 14, I move to insert: 

Subject to and in conformity with the laws of the respective States 
through which such canal may be constructed 

Mr. NELSON. I have no objection to that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I move to strike out section 5, on 
page 4. 

The SecretTary. It is proposed to strike out section 5 of the 
bill, in the following words: 

Sec. 5. That the said com ym time to time set le a 
portion of its net earnings cing f 1 for t “d ption 
of its said bonds or securiti without , at 
such times, in such proportion, and in such manne t nt or 
otherwise, as may be determined by the board of di t 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment of the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I wish to say just a 
word on that amendment. Section 5 provides: 

That the said company may from time to time set I nm of 
| its net earnings to be a sinking fund for the red i ; said 
| bonds or securities, with or without unearned inte s 1 ti s, 

in such proportion, and in such manner, by alloti herwise, as 
may be determined by the board of directors. 

“Mr. President, if the tolls which this company is fairly en- 
titled to charge on the commerce to pass through the canal 
must be subject to the rate fixed by the Supreme Court with re- 
spect to other common ¢arriers, then this section ought not to 
be permitted to remain in the bill. 
| The Supreme Court of the United States has fixed the meas- 

|} ure of the transportation charge which the common carriers of 


| the country may lawfully levy upon the commerce of t 


ve coun- 


try. What is it? A fair return upon the fair value of the 
property operated for the convenience of the public. Section 5 
of this act gives legislative sanction to this corporation to 
charge tolls upon the commerce that will pass through this 
eanal to lay by a surplus out of which it may pay the principal 
and interest of its bonds. It authorizes this corporation to im- 
pose such transportation charges upon the commerce to pass 

| through the canal as can free its stockholders from furnishing 
at least one-half of the capitalized value of this canal. 

Any charge made upon the commerce of this cor which 
| exceeds a fair interest rate upon the amount o \ - 
| vested in the building of the railroad or the « ] st 
| tax upon the commerce of the country. When you empower by 


| legislative implication a corporation to which you give 
to charge rates high enough not only to pay interest u 


charter 


on bonds 
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and dividends upon stocks, but also to set aside a surplus that 
shall ultimately discharge the bonded obligation of the company, 
you 2re surely imposing upon the commerce carried by this com- 
pany an unlawful and unjust burden. 

I am well aware, Mr. President, that under the present sys- 
tem of financing such enterprises the railroads of this country 
do exactly that thing. They charge on the commerce of the 
country high enough to pay a fair return upon a fair 
value of their property. They go beyond that. They make the 
tion pay a fair return upon the watered and inflated 
tulization of the railroads of the country. They go be 

They make the transportation of the country pay 
nore to set aside a surplus out of which they may make 
ovements, and then they make those improvements 
of new capitalization and advance transportation 
upon the people. 
ill put into the Recorpv in this connection some of the 
‘3 the great transportation companies inflieted upon the 
country. Irom 1899 to 1905 the Baltimore 
hio Railroad Company made improvements or better- 
out of its surplus exacted from the people in excessive 
rtation charges to the amount of $19,000,000. The Dela- 
ackawanna and Western from 1901 to 1904 exacted 
0. The Pennsylvania Railroad Company took by ex- 
ransportation charges out of the people on its lines 
| made improvements to the extent of $50,000,000. The Chi- 
» and Northwestern Railway Company took $26,000,000; the 
xo, Milwaukee and St. Paul Railway Company took $9,- 
the Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis and Omaha Rail- 
pany, $31,000,000 between 1899 and 1905; the Lllinois 
Central Railway Company between 1900 and 1905 took $16,- 
G30,000; the Norfolk and Western Railway Company between 
1900 and 1905 teck $12,250,000; the Atchison, Topeka and Santa 
Fe Railway Company between 1896 and 1904 took $30,000,000 ; 
the Great 
TO 


rates 


Transpo 


of this 


CO CDS 


Northern Railway Company between 1898 and 1905 
k $15,850,000; the Northern Pacific Railway Company be- 
98 and 1905 teok $19,999,603; and the Union Pacific 
oad Company between 1900 and 1905 took $13,479,165. 
y dollar of that amount of investment in the better- 
of those railroad companies was paid out of the sur- 
which was exacted from the transportation of this country 
and imposed upen the consumers of the country in direct vio- 
Jation of the rule laid down by the Supreme Court as to what 
is the legitimate transportation charge, and section 5 of this 
bill, which I have proposed by amendment to strike out, will 
warrant and authorize this canal company to make an ex- 
charge for the payment of its bonds. 
Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President——— 
PRESIDING OFFICER. Dees the Senator from Wis- 
n vield to the Senator from North Dakota? 
LA FOLLETTE. In moment. 
is canal company 
> the control of the Interstate Commerce Commission, and 
vided in that section that the Interstate Commerce Com- 
hall so regulate tolls upon all of that commerce pass- 
the canal as to make those tolls reasonable; but 
ike to say that if this Congress, in section 5 of this bill, 
zes this canal company to set apart enough surplus to 
ts bonded indebtedness, any court will be bound to 
» the section with respect to any action of the Interstate 


‘ce Commission 


( > * 
The 


one 


aaa 
{tbewit 


tl 

under the provisions of section 5, all of its bended 

edness. Surely, if the people of the country are to be 

d tolls sufficiently high to pay off the bonds of this canal 
v, then the people ought to own the canal and be au- 
i to take 


possession of it. 


NELSON. Mr. President, I move to lay the amendment | 
table | the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Stumons] to tlie 


‘ 


he PRESIDING OFFICER. 


Senator from Minnesota. 
\ FOLLETTE. 
fr. President. 


LBERSON. 


On that motion I ask for the yeas and 


RESIDING OFFICER. 


» bill. The Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NEL- 
ay the amendment on the table, on which motion 
r from Wisconsin asks for the yeas and nays. Is 
ther In the opinion of the Chair there is not. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Then I ask for a division upon it. 
Mr. CULBERSON, I suggest the absence of a quorum, Mr. 
President. 


&@ second? 


is placed by another section of this bill | 


in fixing reasonable tells at such rates | 
1is canal company to set apart enough money to | 


The question is on the motion | 
| * yea.” 
| on this measure for the rest of the afternoon, and will 
| make further statement of it. 
Let the amendment be stated, Mr. Presi- | 
| from Maryland [Mr. Rayner] is paired with the senior Se! 
The amendment proposed by | 
Wisconsin [Mr. LA FoLietrTe] is to strike out | 


JUNE 16, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The absence of a quorum } 
suggested, the Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Sen 
answered to their names: 
Aldrich Clarke, Ark. 
Ankeny Clay 
Bacon Culberson 
Benson Cullom 
Berry Daniel 
Severidge Dillingham 
Brandegee Dolliver 
Bulkeley Dubois 
Burnham Flint 
surrows Foster 
Carter Frazier 
Clapp Fulton 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
swered to their names. There is a quorum present. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I renew my request fo 
the yeas and nays upon the pending amendment io strike 
section 5. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BERRY. What is the question, Mr. President—on ¢) 
motion to lay the amendment on the table? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the moti mn 
of the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELson] to lay oa the table 
the amendment of the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. La fox. 
LETTE}. - 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CLAY (when his name was ealled). I announce my pair 
on this amendment and other amendments to this bill with the 
senior Senator fron: Massachusetts [Mr. Loner}. 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the junior Senator from Virginia [Mr. Marrin]. I 
transfer that pair to the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Procror] 
and will vote. I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. HOPKINS (when his name was ealled). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the junior Senator from South Carolina | Mr. 
LATIMER]. In his absence, I will refrain from voting. I desire 
this statement to stand for the remainder of the day. 

Mr. MALLORY (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. Procror]. I trans- 
for that pair to the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Martin], and 
vote. I vote “ nay.” 

Mr. PETTUS (when his name was called). 
my pair with the junior Senator from 
CRANE}. 

Mr. SPOONER. I again announce my pair with the Senator 
from Tennessee [Mr. Carmack]. If I were at liberty to vote, 
I should vote “yea.” I will not again announce the pair, but 
will let it stand as announced for the remainder of the :fter- 
noon. It is a general pair. 

Mr. STONE (when his name was called). The senior Sena- 
tor from Kentucky [Mr. BLAcKBURN] was compelled to leave the 
Chamber, and asked me to pair with him on the bill. [ tr 


ing 
irs 


Hansbrough 
Hopkins 
=aen ' 
Kittredge 
Knox 

La Follette 
Long 
McCumber 
Mallory 
Millard 
Morgan 
Nelson 


Overman 
Patterson 
Penrose 
Perkins 
Pettus 
Piles 
Seott 
Spooner 
Stone 
Teller 
Warner 
Warren 


Forty-eight Senators have 9) 


( 


’ 


I again announce 
Massachusetts [Mr. 


ns- 


| fer the pair to the junior Senator from Indiana [Mr. Hremen- 


way], and I will vote. I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). I again an- 
nounee my pair with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Money]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. PENROSE. The senior Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. GALLINGER] has asked me to make the announcement that 
he has been compelled to leave the Chamber and is paired with 
the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. Wuyre]. If the Sen 
ator from New Hampshire were present, he would vote “yea. 

Mr. FLINT. The junior Senator from Nevada [Mr. Nixon 


| desired me to make the announcement that he is paired wit! 


the junior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. McLaurin]. If 
Senator from Nevada were present, he would vote “ yea.” ae 
Mr. CLAPP. I again announce the transfer of my pair wif! 


ator from New Jersey [Mr. Drypen], and will vote. |! 
I make this announcement of the transfer of m) 


Mr. DANIEL. I beg leave to state that the senior Sen 
from New York [Mr. Piatt] on this bill and on all party 
Mr. BAILEY. I understand that no quorum has voted, 
therefore, in spite of my pair with the Senator from West 
ginia [Mr. Exxr1ns], I will vote in order to make a quorum. I 
vote “ nay.” 
Mr. SPOONER. 


Vir- 


In order to make a quorum, I transfer my 


| pair with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. CarMAcK] to (le 


Senator from Idaho [Mr. HeypurNn], and will vote. I vole 


* yea.” 
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\ir. MORGAN. I will take the liberty of voting to make a 

quorum. I vote “nay.” 
‘\rr HOPKINS. In order to make a quorum, I will transfer 
‘ir with the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 


er] to the Senator from Delaware [Mr. ALLEE ], and will 
\ 1 vote “ yea 7 
» result was announced—yeas 32, nays 14, as follows: 


YEAS—32. 


4) h Carter Hansbrough Nelson 
“4 Clapp Hopkins Penrose 
1 ' Cullom Kean Perkins 
| ive Dillingham Kittredge Piles 
r e Delliver Knox Scott 
1 Flint Long Spc oner 
1 m l‘oster McCumber Stone 
B "| Fulton Millard Warner 
NAYS—14. 
B Culberson La Follette Teller 
a Daniel Mallory Tillman 
1 Dubois Morgan 
C , Ark. Frazier Patterson 
NOT VOTING—43. 
" Dick Latimer Platt 
1 Dryden Lodge Proctor 
‘” ; Elkins McCreary Rayner 
Tr rn Foraker McEnery Simmons 
| Frye McLaurin Smoot 
( Gallinger Martin Sutherland 
( nt. Gamble Money Taliaferro 
( V vo. Gearin Newlands Warren 
‘ 7 Hale Nixon Wetmore 
( Hemenway Overman Whyte 
D Heyburn Pettus 


'r. LA FoOLLeETTE’s amendment was laid on the table. 
Mi PATTERSON. I offer the amendment which I send to 


e |] PR -ESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
e SecreTaRY. In section 3, page 3, it is proposed to strike 
he following proviso, beginning in line 14: 


] led, however, That the amount of debt created by the issue of 
bor shall in no case exceed the amount of stock subscribed for and 
I n in money, or property at its fair value. 

(nd to insert in lieu thereof the following: 


Provided, however, That the amount of debt created by the issue 
of nds shall in no ease exceed the amount of stock subscribed for 
an iid in in money at the face or par value of such stock, and such 
bonds shall neither be sold nor paid for at a greater discount than 5 
p nt of their face or par value. 


out t 


Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, when I explained this 
morning that under the provisions of this section at least | 


$80,000,000 worth of bonds and $80,000,000 worth of stock might 
be issued and sold without regard to the price and before even 


any work was done, thus saddling $160,000,000 worth of obli- 
gations upon property that could not cost more than $50,000,000, 
I think the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. KNox] said that 
he 


could see no objection to the amendment that I suggested 
then and now send up for consideration, 
that the amendment I now present allows a margin of 5 per 
cent on the price at which the bonds shall be sold and paid 


for, allowing a discount of 5 per cent instead of requiring that | 
If | 


the bonds shall be sold and paid for at their face value. 
his amendment be adopted, it will prevent the sale and issuance 

tock at less than the par value of the stock, and will allow 
a margin of discount of 5 per cent upon the bonds when they 
are issued and sold. 

Mr. KNOX. 
of the afternoon to that portion of the Senator’s argument 
referred to this clause of the bill in extenso, but the 
frequent interruptions which I inflicted upon him indicated to 
I think, the position which I take with reference to this 
St n. I think the interests of the public are fully guarded 
he provisions of the bill as it came from the committee. 
ume that the Senator from Colorado unconsciously stated 
at least $80,000,000 of bonds and at least $80,000,000 of 

could be saddled upon this corporation. I think he meant 
at most, that amount of indebtedness could be incurred 
* the provisions of this bill. 

PATTERSON. Yes; that is what I meant—“ 
much could be saddled. 

KNOX. That that would be possible; yes, sir. Mr. 
P dent, the language of this proviso, to my mind, absolutely 
I bits the issuing of stock unless it has been fully “ paid in 

oney or property at its fair value.” The language of the 
d proviso is: 
‘ided further, That in no event shall the stock issued aud debt 


be more than may be necessary to construct, equip, maintain, 
erate said canal, ete. 


NELSON. Mr. President—— 

he PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Penn- 
f inia yield to the Senator from Minnesota? 

ir. KNOX. Certainly. 


which 


at most” 


Mr 
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with this exc | 


Mr. President, I did not reply in the eariy part 
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Mr. NELSON. 


I desire to eall the attention of the Senator 
from Pennsylvania in that connection to the fact that at the 
| end of that provision an amendment was added, on motion 
| the Senator from Texas [Mr. Cunperson], that all bonds in 
| excess of that should be null and void. 
Mr. KNOX. I am obliged to the Senator for calli 
tention to that. It had for the moment es ime. B 
undoubtedly clear that no stoek can be issued unless it is { 
| paid up either in money or in property. If th ! ! 
| stocks together can not in any event exceed in fl 
What the property actually cost to construet, I do 
| it is possible for any fraud to be perpetrated on the | r 
| the previsions of this bill, particularly havin e 
amendment to which the Senator from Minnesota h Hed 
| my attention, providing that any overissue beyond unt 
} that will be necessary to construct this canal will | I and 
| void. Under the restraint we have placed upen th i of 
| directors who will manage tl iirs of this corporation they 
} themselves would | pers< | responsibl to the holder of 
those bonds, to the corporation, or to whoev ght r fol 
any issue which was in excess of the actual cost of the ] M ; 
j; and the issuing of bond hich are by the law chart . the 
corporation null and void would make every man who rtici- 
| pated in that issue liable to whoever might suffer by st 
| of it 
| Tf I had any doubt at all in my mind as to these provisions 
| being adequate to protect the public against fictitious securities, 
| I should not hesitate to vote for the amendment; but having no 


| doubt, I am entirely satisfied with the provisions of the bill as 
it came from the committee. 


Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, I at least eaused the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania, when I was speaking this morning, to 
agree with me that such a change in the proviso was possibly 
desirable. Since then he has satisfied himself that it is net 
necessary. A consideration of the language of the proviso that 


is stricken out, it seems to me, should 
that I have not been mistaken in my c 


convince every 


vy Senator 
ynstruction, and 


also that 


the amendment of the Senator from Texas does not cure the 
defect. What is the meaning of the language: 
Provided, however, That the amount of debt created by the issue of 


amount of stoe scribed for 
If you subscribe for a thousand shares of stock at $100 a 


bonds shall in no ease exceed the 


k sul 


share, that is what you subscribe for, but that has nothing 
whatever to do with the sum you pay for that thousand shares 
of stock. When one subscribes for a thousand shares of 
stock——— 

Mr. KNOX. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colo- 
rado yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. PATTERSON. I will yield, but I should like to make 


myself plain to the Senator from Pennsyly 
Mr. KNOX. 
but the Senator’s 


ania. 
I interrupt the Senator with great reluctance ; 
observations must ate a fal 


necessarily Cc ise 








impression in the minds of the Senate. The proviso does not 
stop with the words “that the amount of debt created by the 
issue of bonds shall in no case exceed the amount of stock sub- 
scribed for,” but it says “ subseribed for and paid in in money 
or property at its fair value.” 

| Mr. PATTERSON. Very well, Mr. President; I was coming 
to that. The Senator from Pennsylvania inferentially admits 
that if we stop at the words “subscribed for,” then 1 er- 
pretation of the language would be corre I think I will 
demonstrate to him that if that is correct, then the other words 
to whieh he called attention in no wise change the legal effect 


of the clause: 


Previded, however, That the amount of debt created by the i e of 
bonds shall in no case exceed the amount of stock subs ed for. 

If you say you have subscribed for a rile a pst of the 
stock of some corporation, you do not convey any idea of the 
amount you have agreed to pay for be You have iene sub- 
scribed for a thousand shares of stock; and the next inquiry 
may be, What was the price of the stoc yok? How can the words 
“and paid for in money” change the legal effect of the 
guage? It simply means that you have subscribed for a certain 
number of shares of stock, and the price vou have ag to 
pay for the shares shall be paid in money or property at a f 
value—that, and nothing less and nothing more. 

Mr. KNOX. I think the Senator from Colorado is uninten 
tionally mixing two separate and distinct propositions. <A )- 


scription to the capital stock of a corporation is a contr 


pay for as many shares of that stock at par as may be set op 
posite the name of the subscriber. [It is wholly and entirely 
different from a contract to purchase a certain number of 
| shares of stock from an outsider or in the market or in any 


| other place where you pay for the stock, no matter what its par 
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may be, only the price you agree to pay. 
ption, and that is a technical 
r and over again defined, 
tion and with its creditors that you will respond to 
value of the stock for 
here is no lawyer 
ne upon that position. 
PATTERSON. Again the 
right provided we use 
bscription.” 
KNOX. No; that would change it the other way. 
PATTERSON, Let us see. If the naked proposition is 
mn for — s of hen perhaps the position of 
rv from Pen sylvi inia may be right: but if the cor- 
taving the stock puts it upon the market and fixes the 
the price at which it will be paid for, 
a perfect right to do, then the subscription 
stock at the price fixed by the owner, whether 
» company or a private individual. So undeniably I am 
in every position I have taken. 
Mr. SPOONER. That is, if it is without notice. 
Mr. PATTERSON. What? 
Mr. SPOONER. The 
porati which have not been paid for is - law as to liability 
he s subscriber. If is it toa Lona fide purchaser, 
cate reciting that the stock is ral paid, the situation 


When you make 
word which has been 


from 
word “ 


Senator 
the 


Pennsylvania 
purchase ” in- 


i am 


stocl { 
K, 1 


subscription, 


ives ol 


he s¢ 


PATTERSON. If 
terms are not fixed by 
it it was a subscription 


subscriptions for stock are asked for 
the company, the courts might 
hol for stock at the face or par 
value. But the owner of stock, it being the company, may fix 
the terius upon which the stock may be subscribed for, and 
nothing in this bill which prevents the company from 
he terms upon which subscriptions shall be taken or 
rohibits the company from offering the stock upon the 
‘(, either to accompany the bonds or independently of the 
at whatever price the corporation may fix. 
those circumstances, all that this proviso requires is 
» debt created by the issue of bonds shall not exceed the 
of stock subscribed for, provided the price at which it 
F ibscribed is paid. In other words, no matter what is 
mid for the stock, for every dollar of stock there may be a 
dollar of bonds. For every dollar of stock at the face and par 
value, no matter at what price the company may offer it for sale, 
the company may issue a bond which represents the same face 
value. 
The 


mugl 
i 


Senator from Pennsylvania must at least be frank 
to admit that there is room for controversy upon this 
If such be the case, then there is no reason in the 
this amendment should not be adopted, because, 
9 the statement of the Senator from 
a ly effects in terms what he says will follow as an infer- 
e I differ from him most emphatically and clearly on the 
nanan sition. I have no question in the world that this stock 
subscribed for at any price that the company may fix, 
and then a share of stock may be accompanied by a bond, dollar 
* d r, and the may 
vr price the company sees fit to fix. 
xy reason of these provisions that I have asserted and 
“1 that it is entirely within the power of this company 
a debt of a hundred and sixty million dollars upon 
blic work which ought not to cost at the most liberal 
allowing generously and broadly for the increased 
everything that will enter into the construction of the 
50,000,000. Under the bill, as it stands now, allowing 
00 for the construction of the canal, which 
ire than was estimated two years ago, 
uphiet, there is $110,000,000 to go into some one’s pocket, 
interest is to be collected upon the full amount, which 
into the pockets of the owners of those securities in the 
‘ses and tolls upon the shippers who shall use this 
ality. 
» the Sen: 


} 
nay pe 


bonds 


itor from Pennsylvania if—why should I 

ncerity?—he believes such is the meaning of the 

the substitute for the proviso to go in, which puts 

v.iventure. 

tE SIDING OFFICER. 
‘nt pre 


ly r 
(| ( 


LA FOLLE’ 

NROSE. 
PRESIDING 
is out of order. 
PENROSE. I 


r'TkE. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
I should like to ask the Senate—— 
OFFICER. The Senator from Pennsyl- 


should like to have unanimous consent 
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you make a contract with | 


which you have subscribed. | 
in the Senate Chamber who will dif- 


| Aldrich 


is fer so | 


|; swered to their names. 


|; vania asks unanimous consent that the bill now under 


| tion, 


Pennsylvania, | 


be placed upon the market at | 


| to call the roll, and Mr. ALpricu voted “ yea. 


is $17,- | 
according to | 


The question is on agreeing | 
posed by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. | 
| transfer the pair to the Sens ator from Vermont [Mr. Proc s 
| and will vote. 


JUNI 


that the bill may be taken up after the routine mornine 
ness on Monday morning. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Pe, 
vania is out of order. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll; and the following Sens 
answered to their names: > 


Clapp 
( ‘larke, 
x lay Kittredge 
Culberson Knox 
Cullom La Yollette 
D iNingham Long 
Dolliver McCumber 
Dubois McKEenery 
Flint Mallory 
Foster Millard 
Frazier Morgan 
Fulton Nelson 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


Hopkins 


} Overman 
Kean 


aan ny Patterson 


Ark. 


Spooner 
Stone 

Tellet 
Tillman 
Warner 


Forty-eight Senators have an- 
There is a quorum present. 


Mx. PENROSE. In ease the bill shall not be disposed of this 


| afternoon—and I am anxious that it should be, if possi} I 


ask unanimous consent that it may be taken up spinel 


the. con- 


| clusion of the routine morning business on Monday n 
purchaser of shares of stock from a cor- | 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator frock, Sian. 


consider- 
ation be taken up immediately after the routine morning eal. 
ness on Monday morning, in case it is not finished to-night. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I would not object to that, if the pill is 
to be laid aside at 5 o’clock to- day, but if we are to be held here 
an unreasonable ler 

Mr. PENROSE. I did not hear the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I would not object to having the pil] 
taken up again under the same order, if it shall be laid aside 
when 5 o’clock arrives to-day, if it has not been disposed of. 

Mr. PENROSE. If the Se nator desires that, I have no ol jec- 
although I am sincerely anxious, for obvious reas =~ ‘for 
the convenience of the Senators, that this matter may 
posed of to-day, if possible. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I desire to say to the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania that I know of no good reason, if we shall remain in 
session to-day as long as we usually do, why the bill should not 
be disposed of. I-have only one other amendment to offer. 

Mr. PENROSE. Then the probabilities are it will be disposed 
of. I wanted to make my request and have it agreed to before 
the absence of a quorum should be disclosed. 

Mr. KNOX. I hope Senators will not impose any conditions 
upon the consent asked for by my colleague, and that we may 
go along in the hope that we can get through with the bill to- 
night. 

Mr. 

The 
quest 
none. 


be dis- 


PATTERSON. Yes. 

PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re- 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania? The Chair hears 
The question is on agreeing to the amendment proposed 


| by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. PATTERSON]. 


Mr. NELSON. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the motion of the Senator from Minnesota to lay on the table 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. PATTERSON. On that I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 

Mr. 
ported. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is too late. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I desire to hear what the amendment 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A motion to lay on the tabk 
not debatable. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. 
ported. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa is out 
of order. The roll call will be proceeded with. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa is out 
of order. The roll call will be proceeded with. ' 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I simply desire to enter a protest against 


DOLLIVER. I should like to have the amendment re- 


I should like to have the amendment re- 


| any suc ‘h disposal of our business here. 


The Secretary resumed the calling of the roll. 
Mr. CUL LOM (when his name was called). I have a genera 
pair with the junior Senator from Virginia [Mr. MARTIN]. 


I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. MALLORY (when his name was called). I am p 
with the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor]. [I trans- 
fer my pair to the § Seni ator from Virginia [Mr. Martin], aud 
will vote. I vote “ nay.’ 
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Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). I 
with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson]. 
ir. SPOONER (when his name was ealled). I 


am paired 


announced 









m1 ir a while ago. 
ir. STONE (when his name was called). I again transfer 
tl yporary pair I have with the senior Senator from Ken- 
{ |Mr. BLacKBURN] to the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
tH vway], and I ask that the announcement may stand for 
tl! inder of the day. I will vote. I vote “ yea.” 
VARREN (when his name was called). I have already 
“| that I have a general pair, but an arrangement has | 
been de to transfer the pair so that the senior Senator from 
M ppi [Mr. Money] will stand paired with the junior Sen- 
1 Idaho [Mr. HrygBurn], and I will vote. I vote “ yea.” 
roll eall having been concluded, the result was an- 
' l—veas 28, nays 11, as follows: 
YEAS—28. 
4 ! Cullom Knox Perkins 
‘ y . Dillingham Long Piles 
B : Fiint McCumber Scott 
BR , Fulton McEnery Stone 
LB m Hansbrough Millard Sutherland 
Carte Kean Nelson Warner 
( ) Kittredge Penrose Warren 
NAYS—11. 
Bacon Culberson La Follette Patterson 
Dubois Mallory Tillman 
( Ark. Frazier Overman 
NOT VOTING—50. 
Alger Crane Hale Pettus 
‘ Daniel Hemenway Platt 
Depew Heyburn Proctor 
I Dick Ilopkins Rayner 
l ! Dolliver Latimer Ss nons 
; Dryden Lodge Smeot 
. wel Elkins McCreary Sp poner 
] Foraker McLaurin Taliaferro 
I s Foster Martin Teller 
( K Frye Money Wetmore 
‘ Mont. Gallinger Morgan Whyte 
( Wvo. Gamble Newlands 
Clay Gearin Nixon 
rhe PRESIDING OFFICER. No quorum has voted. 
Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate adjourn. : 
The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 30 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, June 18, 1906, at 12 


o' clot k meridian. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Saturpay, June 16, 1906. 


The House met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D., as 
fi lows: 


uplift of Thy spirit as we journey through this day, that 


we fall not into temptation or loiter by the way, but with all | 


diligence and patience and perseverance prosecute the work 
which lies before us with an eye single to Thy glory. 

\Ve lift up our hearts in fervent prayer, O God, for the Mem 
ber who lies near to death’s door. 
the wife in her ministrations, and be with all. Bring us finally 
when Thou art done with us here in this life to Thee, through 


Jesus Christ. Amen. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
roved. 
DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. COUSINS. Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference re- 


port on the bill H. R. 19264—the diplomatic and consular ap- 
| riation bill—and I ask unanimous consent that the state- 
of the conferees be read in lieu of the report. 
» SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa calls up the con- 
‘e report on the diplomatic and consular appropriation 
ind unanimous consent that the statement be read 
eu of the report. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
( t hears none, and the Clerk will read the statement. 


ry 


he conference report and statement are as follows: 


Qala 
asKs 


CONFERENCE REPORT. 

‘ committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
lfouses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
4) making appropriations for the diplomatic and consular 

for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1907, and for other 
‘es, having met, after full and free conference have agreed 
to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 


ws 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ents of the Senate numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 
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craciously near to us, O God, our Heavenly Father, with | 


Be with his spirit, comfort | 
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28, 30, ¢ 





Oo) 99 


may Mt), 


13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 21, 27, 
33, 34, 35, 37, and 38, and agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 20: That the House recede from 


disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 20, 


i a 
24, 25, 26, 


ita 
ILS 


and 





agree to the same with an am nt as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert the following: “one hundred and nine 
thousand two hundred and twenty-five dollars ;” and the Senate 
| agree to the same. 
| Amendment numbered 29: That the House recede from its 


disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 29, and 
the I: 
ty’? and in- 
the Senate 


. 


eT 
ag? 


ee to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
line of said amendment strike out the word “ thir 
sert in lieu thereof the word “twenty;” and 


; aia 
to the same. 


st 


agree 





Amendment numbered 36: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 36, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In said 
| amendment strike out the words “ and fifty-five; ” and the Sen- 
| ate agree to the same. 

R. G. Cousins, 

Cc. B. LANDIs, 

H. D. FLoop, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

EUGENE HALE, 

S. M. CULLOM, 

H. M. TELLER, 


Managers on the part of the Senate. 

The Clerk read the statement, as follows: 

STATEMENT. 

The managers on the part of the House at the conference on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 19264) making appropriatio 
the diplomatic and consular service for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1907, submit the following detailed statement in expla- 
nation of the effect of the action agreed upon and recommended 
in the conference report: 

Amendment No. 1 restores Brazil to the $17,500 class, 


is tor 





as pre- 





Affair 
| Amendments Nos. 2 and 3 appropriate for Turkey as an em- 
bassy instead of legation, and increases salary to rate given 


other ambassadors, namely, $17,500. 

Amendments Nos. 4, 5, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 14, 16, 17, 18, 20, 
make necessary verbal changes only. 
Amendment No. 6 restores Belgium to the $12,000 class, as 
previously recommended by the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


22, and 
99 
=o 


Amendment No. 7 restores Cuba to the $12,000 class, the 
same amount that was appropriated for this mission last year, 


and restores the Netherlands and Luxemburg to the same 

as recommended by the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
Amendment No. 138 increases the salary of the agent and con- 

sul-general at Cairo from $5,000 to $7,500 in view of the passage 


of the reorganization bill taking away his fees of about $1,500. 


! 
class, 


Amendment No. 15 increases the salary of the secretary of 

| legation to Belgium from $2,000 to $2,625, 

Amendment No. 19 decreases the salary of the secretary of 
legation to Nicaragua, Costa Rica, and San Salvador from 
$2,800 to $2,000. 

Amendment No. 21 inserts the words “ whenever hereafter 


| appointed ” in the paragraph providing that clerks to embassies 
and legations shall be American citizens. 


Amendments Nos. 24 and 25 increase the appropriation for the 
repair of the consular building at Tahiti, Society Islands, by 
$300, and change the word “repair” to “ rebuilding.” 

Amendment No. 26 appropriates $10,000 for the preparation of 
reports and material necessary to enable the Secretary of State 


to utilize and carry on the work partly performed by 


High Commission of 1898 for the settlement of questions be- 
tween the United States and Great Britain relating to ¢ da. 
Amendment No. 27 appropriates $25,000 inui he 


for continuing t 
survey of the boundary line between Alaska and Canada. 

Amendment No. 28 appropriates $20,000 for continuing the 
more effective marking of the boundary line between the United 
States and Canada. 

Amendment No. 29, as passed by the Senate, appropriates 
$30,000 for the expenses of a joint commission, to be constituted 

the Government of Great Britain concurs, to it g nd 
report upon the conditions and us 


if 


eS OL T 


to make recommendations for the regulation o ! 
waters thereof by the citizens and subjects of t i | States 
and Great Britain, according to the prov 

tween the two countries. The conferees o o 
ommend that this sum be reduced to $20,000, d as amended it 


| is recommended that the House recede. 
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Amendment No. 30 authorizes the Secretary of State to sub- 
mit to Congress a plan for the erection of consular buildings in 
China, Korea, and Japan, but makes no appropriation. 

Amendment No. 31 appropriates $150,000 for the purchase 

"our present legation building in Constantinople. 

Amendments Nos. 32 and 33 provide for consuls at Boma, in 
the Kongo Free State, and at Calgary, Canada, at $4,500 and 
$2, respectively, and in view of the apparent great necessity 
for consular representation at those two places, it is recom- 

led that the House agree to these provisions. 
nt No. 3 


OV NEN cas 
CX PH 


to y th 
Amendment Ne 
the amount wh 


of consular inspectors for the coming year. 
». 35 increases from $500 to $1,000 the limit of 
h the Secretary of State may all 
consulate for clerk hire, where the clerk hire is not specific 

allowed by law, and amendment No. 36 increases the fund fro m 
which such clerk hire is paid from $50,000 to $100,000, being 
reduction of $55,000 from the amount appropriated by the 


iment No. 37 in 
for the employment of 

‘kish dominions. 

No. 38 increases from 

‘ the contingent expenses of 


essary by the pr 


$10.000 to 
guards, 


from $12,000 the 


interpreters, 


‘reases 


£300,000 to $350,000 the 
consulates, which increase 
ovision for the payment of milea; 
ers. 

the bill as recommended by 
passed by the 


the conferees is 
senate. 
R. G. Cousins, 
C. B. LANpIS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
Mr. 
The SP 
ence rep 
The co 


COUSINS. 
NAKER. The question is on agreeing to the confer- 
iference report was agreed to. 
SALARIES OF TEACHERS IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Speaker, 
port on the bill (H. R. 
of the teachers, school officers, and other employees of the 
board of education in the District of Columbia, and I ask unani- 


mous consent that the statement on the part of the managers | 


be read in lieu of the report. 

SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
conference report and asks unanimous consent that the 
statement be read in lieu of the report. 
{After a pause.] The Chair hears none, 
read the statement. 

The conference report and statement are 


up a 
and the Clerk will 
as follows: 


CONFERENCE REPORT. 

The C 
two oun son the amendments of the Senate to the bill ae 
is8t42, “An act to fix and regulate the salaries of 
school oflicers, and other 
the District of Columbia,” having met, after full and free con- 
ference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their 
r ive Houses as follows: 5 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 8, 13, 
14, 16, 17, and 51. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ments of the Senate numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 9, 10, a 12, ~y 
19. ya < e e -.  . | S 31. 32, 33, 35, 37, 40, 
4°, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 52, 53, 54; and agree to dh same. 
Amendment numbered 7: That the House recede from its 
i ement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 7, 

cree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike 
said amendment the words “in the grades;” and the 

cree to the same. 
iment numbered 15: That the House recede from 
nt to the amendment of the Senate numbered 15, and 
» same mtorr an amendment as follows: Page 5, line 
the word and insert before the word 
word “normal: and the Senate agree to the same. 
numbered 21: That the House recede from 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 21, and 
i an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
amendment insert the word “ four; ” 


le Same. 


its 


“ schools ” 


its 
disagres 
agree to i 
the word proposed in said 
and the Senate agree to th 

Amendment numbered 22: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 22, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: After the 
word “ School,” in the last line of said amendment, insert the 
words “ but this limitation shall not apply to pupils who have 
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| ugreement to the amendment of the 
ae to the same with an amendment as follows: 
t increases from $10,000 to $15,000 the fund | 


rw to any « ne j 


etc., in | 


| the 


I move the adoption of the conference report. | 


I call up the conference re- | 
18442) to fix and regulate the salaries | 


Pp : y " | the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendme: 
ennsylvania calls | 


Is there objection? | 


| tion shall be women. 


teachers, | 
employees of the board of education of | 
recedes. 


| trol and direction of 


JUNE 16, 


already entered upon a continuous course of two or more y 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 27: That the House recede from its dis. 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 27. ind 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike oy; 
the word “board” in said amendment and insert the 
“boards;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 34: That the House recede from its 
Senate numbered 24, » 
Page 8, | 
9, after the words “ normal schools,” strike out the word ‘ 
and insert the word “and;” and the Senate agree to the 

Amendment numbered 36: That the House recede from its 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 26. 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu o 
matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
examiners. No person without a degree from an hhecredit 
lege, or a graduation certificate from an accredited no 
school, such normal-school graduate to have had at’ least 
vears of experience as a teacher in a high school, shall her 
be appointed to teach any academic or scientific subjects 
the normal, high, and manual-training schools;” also strike 
out the word “ board,” on page 8, line 12, and insert the -yord 
*boards;” and the Senate agree ‘to the same. 

Amendment numbered 39: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate, and agree to 
same with an amendment as follows: Strike out in said 
amendment the word “ board,” in line 1, and insert the word 
“boards; ” also strike out the words “this board” and insert 


ve ars:” 


the words “ these boards.” 


EDWARD MORRELL, 
WILLIAM S. GREENE, 

F. A. McLAIn, 

on the part of the Hou 

). J. BURKETT, 

N. B. Scort, 

JNO. M. GEARIN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The Clerk read the statement, as follows: 
STATEMENT. 


Managers 


The managers on the part of the House, at the conference on 
its of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 18442) to fix and regulate the 
salaries of teachers, school officers, and other employees of the 
board of education of the District of Columbia, submit the fol- 


| lowing statement in explanation of the action agreed upon and 


recommend in the conference report: 

Amendment No. 1 provides that three of the board of educa- 
There are three women members of the 
present board. .The House recedes. 

Amendment No. 2 provides that meetings of the board of edu- 
cation shall be open to the public, except meetings dealing 
with the appointment of teachers. The House recedes. 

Amendment No. 8 corrects the text of the bill. The House 


Amendment No. 4 provides that the white assistant super- 
intendent of schools, under the direction of the superintendent, 
shall have general supervision over the white schools and be 
charged with the unification of the educational work of the 
white high schools and of all academic and scientific studies in 
the McKinley Manual Training School and the Business High 
School. Under the present system these duties devolve upon 
the director of high schools. The House recedes. 

Amendment No. 5 prescribes the duties of the colored assist- 
ant superintendent, which correspond to those of the white 
assistant superintendent, and are enumerated in the explaua- 
tion to amendment No. 4. The House recedes. 

Amendment No. 6 provides for the appointment of a directo! 
of intermediate instruction for the white high schools, who 
shall have charge, under the direction of the superintendent, of 
the educational work of grades 5 to 8, inclusive. The white 
assistant superintendent under the present system has charge ot 
the educational work in these grades. The result of l- 
ments Nos. 4 and 6 is to eliminate the position of direct 
high scheols and place the supervision of the educational! v 
in the white high schools and in the McKinley Manual Trai 
School and the Business High School under the immediate 
the white assistant superintendent, ! 
ing the next ranking oflicer to the superintendent, and proper!) 
should be charged with the supervision of higher eeacatio val 
work. The position of director of high schools being eliminated 
and the position of director of intermediate instruction being 
created, leaves the number of officers and their salaries the 








1906. 


«ane as provided for in the bill as it passed the House. 
e recedes. 

endment No. 7 provides for the appointment of a super- 
-icor of manual training, who shall have supervision, under the 
dl tion of the superintendent, of manual training instruction. 
' »yers an omission, as there is sueh an official at present 
rovision was made for his salary in section 9 of the bill as 
| by the House. The House recedes and agrees with an 


The 


iment. 

endment No. § provides for the appointment of a superin- 
tondent ef buildings and supplies and for one clerk, one stenog- 
rapher, and one inspector of janitors as his assistants. The 
& e recedes, 


ndment No. 9 eliminates assistants to eighth-grade prin- 
By the provisions of this bill all school principals will 
‘coceive, in addition to their grade salaries, $30 per annum 
h session room in the grade school buildings over which 
has charge. Inasmuch as this extra compenSation has 
provided for this service, it was decided that assistants 
not necessary. The House recedes. 

endment No. 10 corrects the text of the bill. 
\mendments Nos. 11 and 12 fix the salaries of the teachers of 
I ial training, drawing, physical culture, music, domestic 
‘e, and domestic art in the graded schools in classes 3 to 4, 
i] sive, instead of elasses 2 to 5, inclusive, as provided in the 
[louse bill. As most of the teachers above enumerated now re- 
. salaries provided for in class 3, it was deemed desirable to 
the minimum salary to $650 and the maximum to $1,100, 
resulting in a final saving in each case as between the schedule 

of ss 4 and the schedule of class 5. The House recedes. 
\mendments Nos. 13, 14, 16, and 17 provided a higher scale of 
salaries for high school teachers of manual training, drawing, 
cal culture, and music than for teachers of domestic art 
domestic seience. The House bill provided that these 


chers should all be grouped in classes 4 and 5. The Senate 
1 


Amendment Ne. 15 corrects an omission in the bill as passed 
by the House by inserting “normal and manual training 
schools” in the paragraph providing salaries for the teachers 
mentioned above in the explanation of amendments Nos. 13, 14, 

_ and 17, and strikes out the word “schools” to correct the 
text. House recedes and agrees with additional verbal amend- 


t 
LLC itt 


Amendment No. 18 provides that the first increase to be re- 
ceived under the terms of this bill in the case of the teachers 
enumerated in the paragraph shall not exceed $150 per annum, 
and also provides that the first two years shall be probationary 
in the ease of special beginning teachers in the normal school. 
The House recedes. 

Amendments Nos. 19 and 20 correct the text of the para- 
eraph, and provide that the salary of the librarian of the 
teachers’ library shall be class 4, instead of class 5 as in the 
House bill. The House recedes. 

\mendment No. 21 provides that the M Street High School 
the Armstrong Manual Training School shall be classified 
four departments, instead of into three as provided by 
Senate amendment and into five as provided in the House 
The House recedes and agrees with an amendment. 

\mendment No. 22 prevents the heads of departments from 

erfering with the discipline of the schools, and prescribes 


The House 
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no classes shall be formed in the high schools with less | 


ten pupils, except in the M Street High School in the case 


of subjects not offered as well in the Armstrong Manual Train- | 


‘ School. This limitation, however, is not to apply to pupils 
» have already entered upon a continuous course of two 
or more years. The House recedes and agrees with an amend- 


mendments Nos. 23, 24, 25, and 26 provide that in the pro- 


ion of teachers from one class to.another the recommenda- | 


| 


of the officer having direct supervision of the teacher must | 


had before action is taken in the matter by the board of 
ication, and, in the case of colored teachers, upon the addi- 


1} 
' House recedes. 
\mendments Nos. 27, 28, 29, and 30 provide that teachers 


| of Oahu, 


| recommendation of the colored assistant superintendent. | 


be promoted for superior work from group A to group | 


f class 6 only after oral and written examinations by the 
is of examiners, and eliminate certain paragraphs of the 


as passed by the House to make the subject-matter con- | 


‘m to the changes previously made. The House recedes. 

\mendments Nos. 31 and 32 provide that in the promotion of 

achers for superior work from Group A to Group B of class 
6 such teachers shall be recommended for examination by their 
respective principals in the case of all high and normal school 


| Territory of Hawaii, to construct, operate, 
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teachers and teachers of manual-training schools, through and 
with the approval of the superintendent of schools; and in the 
case of colored teachers such recommendation shall be made 
by the colored assistant superintendent, through and with the 
approval of the superintendent of schools. 

Amendments Nos. 33, 34, >f, 08, and 39 provide for boards 
of examiners to examine applicants before appointment as 
teacher, head of department, principal, or supervising principal 
in the graded, high, manual-training, or normal schools, and 
that no director, assistant director, or teacher of special studies 
shall be appointed without being examined. The House recedes 

Amendment No. 36 provides that no person without a degree 
from an accredited college or a graduation certificate from an 
accredited normal school, such normal-school graduate to have 
had at least five years of experience as a teacher in a high 
school, shall be appointed to teach any academic or scientific 
subject in the normal, high, or manual-training schools. This 
provision is made with the view of preventing teachers from 
coming here indiscriminately on account of the increase of 
salary provided and for the purpose of securing a higher grade 
of teachers as vacancies occur. ‘The Houses recedes and agrees 
with amendments. 

Amendment No. 40 eorrects an omission in the House Dill. 
The House recedes. 

Amendments Nos. 41, 42, 43, 44, and 45 are verbal and correct 
the text of the bill. The House recedes. 

Amendment No. 46 gives to each school principal more au- 
thority over the conduct of his individual schook The House 
recedes. 

Amendment No. 47 makes a slight increase in the salaries of 
the directors of drawing, physical culture, and music, giving 
them an annual increase of $100 for five years instead of an an- 
nual increase of $50 for five years as provided in the House bill. 
The House recedes. 

Amendment No. 48 provides an increase of $200 per annum in 
the salary of the director of primary instruction. The 
recedes. 

Amendments Nos. 49, 50, 52, and 53 correct the text of the bill 
and make it conform with changes that have been made previ- 
ously. The House recedes. 

Amendment No. 51 provided that the white assistant superin- 
tendent shall have had at least two years of experience as an 
instructor in high schools or as superintendent or director of 
high schools. The Senate recedes. 

Amendment No. 54 is for the purpose of preventing any of the 
officials designated in the paragraph from receiving, under the 
operation of this bill, a less salary than they are receiving at the 
present time. The House recedes. 





The House recedes. 


ow, « 


~ ou 
oe 


House 


Mr. MORRELL. 
eonference report. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, that the conference report be adonted. 

The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 

TELEPHONE SYSTEM ON ISLAND OF OAHU, HAWAII. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 4184) to 
ratify, approve, and confirm an act duly enacted by the legisla- 
ture of the Territory of Hawaii to authorize and provide for 


Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the 


the construction, maintenance, and operation of a telephone 
system on the island of Oahu, Territory of Hawaii. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Whereas the legislature of the Territory of Hawaii did, by an act 
duly passed at the 1905 session thereof, authorize the Standard Tele 


phone Company (Limited) to construct, maintain, and operate : 
phone system on the island of Oahu, Territory of Hawati, an 
said act was approved by the governor of said Territory on 
day of April, 1905; and 











Whereas the act of Congress to provide a government for the Te1 
ritory of Hawaii, approved April 30, 1900, provides that the legisla- 
ture of the Territory of Hawaii shall not grant to any corporation, 
association, or individual any special privilege or franchise without 

| the approval of the Congress of the United States: Now, therefore 


Be it enacted, etc., That the act of the legislature of the 
of Hawaii entitled “An act to authorize and provide for the 
tion, maintenance, and operation of a telephone system on the 
Territory of Hawaii, by the Standard 
(Limited),”” approved by the governor of the Te 
be, and is hereby, amended, and as amended 
proved, and confirmed, as follows, to wit: 

“Act 66. 

“An act to authorize and provide for the construction, 
and operation of a telephone system on the island of 
tory of Hawaii, by the Standard Telephone Company 
“Re it enacted by the legislature of the Territery of 
“ SectTron 1. The right is hereby granted to the St 

Company (Limited), a corporation 





Telephone n 
rritory April 26, 1905, 
hereby ratifi 


is 


mainter 
) 


T iy ; 


nized under 


org: 





of twenty-five years from the date of the appr: yf thi 2 
phone and electrical communicative system, aerial, underground, o1 
subaqueous, in, upon, along, and under the nd public roads 
of the said island of Oahu, and under the lands and waters of said 
island. 


tele 
tei 


highways 
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“Sec. 2. The said telephone system shall be operated by underground | 
one-half mile, starting from the north corner | 


wires ithin a radius of 
and King streets, and beyond said limits such means or 
; may be adopted by said company from time to time, with 
val of the superintendent of public works, or any other 
board having control the streets and roads where 
re located, which said officials or boards may, after 1912, at 
» that the public interests require it, direct any changes in the 
of placing or said wires that have been or may 


ot 


ying 
using 


f pl: 
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| 


said 


there- | 


be put up or laid that they shall determine to be proper and | 


» Standard Telephone Company (Limited) shall at any | 


‘ase or otherwise, the rights, franchises, and property 
corporation operating a telephone system on the is- 
the rights, privileges, powers, and authority by 
‘d with reference to the occupation of streets, lands, 


ot 


rs, Imsintenance and operation of telephone companies, and | 


ther p< 
ind u 

shall be 
4. All 


eath 


wers so conferred, are hereby authorized in the main- 
of the property so acquired. All franchises thus ac- 
subject to all the conditions and limitations of this act. 
undergr wires shall be in conduits not less than 
the surface of the street, which surface shall be 
so as not to impair the use and enjoyment of said 
blic, and all trenches in which conduits are placed, as 
the manholes connected with the system, shall be constructed 

stantial and workmanlike manner. 
5. The said Standard Telephone Company, before laying its 
r otherwise disturbing any of the streets or roads of the is- 
ahu, shall ascertain the lawful grade of such streets or roads 
superinte nt of public works or other officials or boards 
. of d streets or roads, who shall furnish the required 

hin a reasonable time. 

onduits or other equipment of the said company which affect 
e of the publie streets or roads shall conform to the grades 
d streets or roads on which they are laid down, as furnished by 
perintendent of publie works or other officials or boards having 
id strects or roads, and the said Standard Telephone Com- 
ill not in any way change or alter the same without the written 
‘nt of the said authorities. 
r the right to change and alter the line and grades of its strects at 
me id the said Standard Telephone Company shall, at 
thin sixty days conform to such new lines and grades in 
its surface equipment or conduits upon receiving notice 


ound 


se- 


ition with 


» of 


ting 


And the Territory of Hawaii reserves | 


their | 


ing from the superintendent of public works or other official or | 


ving charge of said streets or roads, and such changes shall 
ubject to the approval of the said officials. And in 


improvements by the Territory, county, or municipality, the 


all cases | 


Standard Telephone Company shall conform to all such improve- | 


is as directed by the superintendent of public works or other offi- 
cials or boards having charge of said streets or roads. 
lect by said Standard Telephone Company to make such repairs, 
changes, or improvements required of it by this section, they shall be 
I le by the Territory, county, or municipality which maintains said 
str or roads, and the cost of such repairs, changes, and improye- 
ts shall be recovered from the said Standard Telephone Company. 
Sec, 6. The said Standard Telephone Company (Limited) shall 
ere 


fere with the public use of the streets, alleys, lanes, and highways, and 


In case of neg- | 


and maintain its poles and Hnes so as not to unnecessarily inter- | 


wierever its lines are laid underground sball cause all excavations to | 


immediately filled upon the completion of such work, and the streets, 
eys, lan and highways restored to the condition in which 
such excavations were made. : 
‘Sec. 7. The said Standard Telephone Company (Limited) 

have the right at 
ad or 


before 


vires appliances by them required in the construction, 


they | 


shall | 
all times to construct and repair its underground or 


ipment, operation, and maintenance of said telephone system, and 


ay, maintain, and operate such additional‘underground or overhead 
res as the business of the said Standard Telephone Company (Lim- 
d) may require. 

“SI 8. The said Standard Telephone Company (Limited) 
ime to time make such rules and regulations for the government 
Tairs, not inconsistent with the laws of the Territory of Hawaii, 


ite 


vill protect it from loss, misuse of its instruments, or abuse of its | 


9. Any person willfully and maliciously doing any of the fol- 
to wit: Obstructing the free communication of intelli- 
‘ssage, conversation, or tapping the lines of the said Stand- 
phone Company (Limited) ; defacing, marring, or injuring the 
‘s, or other appliances used in operating, using the poles, 
uses, or other property, without consent, for advertising pur- 
in any other manner inflicting injury to the property, or 
nnoyance and embarrassment in the enjoyment of its prop- 
ehts, or franchises to the said Standard Telephone Company 
ed) shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction 
f shall be punished by fine not exceedins 
ceeding a term of three months, or, upon 
i by both such fine and imprisonment. 
Whenever it s 
ivate property should be taken by the said Standard Telc- 
ited) and the same can not be acquired by 
a reasonable or fair ition, the said Standard 
ipany (Limited) is hereby authorized and empowered to 
3 or property to the extent only of the actual amount neces- 
» said right of way in the manner hereinafter provided: Pro- 
er, That this not be construed to allow the said 
phor ompany to condemn the equipment of any other 


acts, 


a second 


) 
14) 
-OMmpens: 
compe: ‘ 


act shall 


‘sons, association, or corporation owning 
and agree to the use required, and to 
the said Standard Telephone Com- 
0 io: lings in the circui 
iii, which is herel 
n procee Ss. 
iny (Limited) 
lease, any or 
and franc ‘ 
acquired, 
and franchises of 
harter, by 
rritory of Hawaii, or by the 
ress. All franchises and property thus acquired 
the conditions and limitations of this act. 
The said Standard Telephone Company (Limited), when- 


y 


shall 
all of 
3 of 
and 
such 


so 

owers, pri 
» derived by 
» of the Te 
Con 
ibject to all 


13. 


shall | 


g $50 or by imprisonment | 
or further | 





all be deemed necessary that the rights of | 


municipal au- | 


| 
| 
j 
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ever from time to time it shall be deemed expedient in furthera, 
the objects by this act authorized, shall have the power to bo»... 
money and to secure the payment thereof with interest agreed ypo), w 
mortgages of all or any portion of its property, which may jnejya 
the franchise, and any such mortgages may be issued, if it be deer: 
advisable, in the form of mortgage bonds; such mortgages or ed 
deeds may, in addition to the property named above, cover a] 
property or property rights to be acquired after their severg|] 
as well as the income and receipts of the property from whatever 
derived. Such mortgages and trust deeds may also contain sy 
visions as the said Standard Telephone Company (Limited) n 

advisable and proper for the protection of all concerned, relative 
payment of interest and principal, possession and operation of 

telephone system or other property, default, remedies, foreci, 
powers of mortgagees or trustees in the matter, and all and every 
matter which may be deemed wise and proper to insert therein. © 

“Sec. 14. The said Standard Telephone Company (Limited) 
pay to the government of the Territory of Hawaii a tax of 
cent of its gross receipts from and after the expiration of two years 
from the date of the approval of this act by the Congress of the | nited 
States. Such payments shall be made quarterly. 

“Sec. 15. In case of purchase, lease, or acquirement of the property 
of any other telephone company, as provided in sections 3 and 12 
this act, by the Standard Telephone Company, then and In that ¢asa 
the tax provided for under section 14 of this act shall be paid to the 
Territory from the date of such purchase, lease, or acquirement. a 

“Sec. 16. Such portion of the general telephone syst 
for a general public service as is to be operated in under 
duits, and within one-half mile radius of the point desig: 
section 2 


, 
b, 


e of 


ist 
) 
da 


of this act, shall be completed and in operation wit 

years from the date that this act is approved by the Congre 

United States; and if the said Standard Telephone Compan 

other person or corporation claiming under this act, shall fail 

ply with the provisions of time limitation as expressed in this section, 
then in that case all rights under this act shall be forfeited, and th 
privileges hereby granted shall forthwith cease and determine. 

“Sec. 17. Any person using the telephone instruments of the Stana- 
ard Telephone Company shall be liable to pay for the use of such in- 
struments at the following rates, namely: 

““(a) Residences situated at such distances from the central office of 
the eompany as to require not more than 5 miles of constructed line, 
not more than $2.50 per month; 

“(b) Places of business situated at such distances from the 
office of the company as to require not more than 5 miles 
structed line, not more than $4 per month; 

“(c) For instruments at places situated at such distances from the 
central office of the company requiring more than 5 miles of con- 
structed line, not more than $6.25 per month: 

“Provided, however, That nothing in this section cantained shall 
prohibit the making of any special contract for any special servic 

‘Sec. 18. The said Standard Telephone Company sha!l durir 
existence of this franchise have and maintain an office for the trans- 
action of business of the company at some place in Honolulu con- 
venient of access to the public, and a majority of the board of direct- 
ors of said company and other persons having the charge, manage- 
ment, ae control thereof shall be residents of the Territory of 
Hawaii. 

‘Sec. 19. The entire plant, operation, books, and accounts of said 
Standard Telephone Company shall at any time be open and subject 
to the inspection ofthe treasurer of the Territory of Hawaii or any 
person appointed by him for the purpose. 

“Sec. 20. Forfeiture of franchise-—Whenever said company refuses 
or fails to do or perform or comply with any act, matter, or thing 
requisite or required to be done under the terms of this act, and shall 
continue so to refuse or fail to do or perform or comply therewith after 
reasonable notice given by the superintendent of public works or other 
proper authority to comply therewith, the governor and attorney- 
general shall cause proceedings to be instituted before the proper 
tribunal to have the franchise granted by this act, and all rights and 
privileges granted hereunder, forfeited and declared null and yoid. 

“Sec. 21. Franchise not erclusive.—It is hereby expressly provided 
that nothing herein contained shall be so construed as to grant to the 
company the exclusive right to install or operate a telephone system or 
systems. 

a SEc. This act shall take effect from and after its approval by 
the Congress of the United States of America. 

“Approved this 26th day of April, anno Domini 1905. 


“ G. R. CARTER, 
“Governor of the Territory of Hawaii. 


Sec. 2. That Congress, or the legislature of the Territory of Hawaii 
with the approval of Congress, may at any time alier, amend, or 
repeal said act. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to inquire of the 
gentleman in charge of the bill if it relates to anything more 
than the telephone and telephone companies in Hawaii. 

Mr. POWERS. Nothing. 

Mr. PAYNE. And it does not include any other franchise 
whatever? 

Mr. POWERS. 


central 


of con- 


zg the 


99 


No; no franchise whatever, and no exclu- 
sive franchise after this. It expressly states in the bill that it 
shall not be so construed. It is simply a ratification, as re- 
quired by the organic act, of a telephone concession which was 
granted by the legislature of Hawaii. We put in certain amend- 
ments, making it a better bill, and reported the bill from the 
Committee on Territories of the House. A similar bill was 
reported unanimously from the committee of the Senate and 
has passed the Senate, and I call up the Senate bill inste id of 
the House bill. 

Mr. PAYNE. Is there any regulation of rates? 

Mr. POWERS. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the third reading of tie 
Senate bill. - 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, read the third 
time, and passed. 
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On motion of Mr. Powers, a motion to reconsider the last 


yote was laid on the table. 
Phe SPEAKER. Without objection, a similar House bill 
(II. R. 13392) upon the House Calendar will lie on the table. 


There was no objecticn. 
SUBPORT OF ENTRY AT SUPERIOR, WIS. 


Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 19519) 
to establish a subport of entry at Superior, Wis., with privi- 
leces of immediate transportation of dutiable merchandise with- 
out appraisement, and I ask unanimous consent that the same 
may be considered in the House as in the Committee of the 
\\ le 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan calls up a 
privileged bill and asks unanimous consent that it may be con- 
<idered in the House as in the Committee of the Whole. Is 
there objection? 
was no objection. 

SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
t enacted, etc., That Superior, in the State of Wisconsin, be, and 

» is hereby, designated a subport of entry in the customs collec- | 
of Superior, and that the privileges of immediate trans- | 
dutiable merchandise without appraisement, as defined | 


Phere 


The 






portation of 


he act of June 10, 1880, entitled “An act to amend the statutes in | 
to the immediate transportation of dutiable goods, and for 
other purposes,” be, and the same are hereby, extended to said subport. 
With the folowing amendment: 
Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


hat the privileges of the seventh section of the act approved June 
10, 1880, entitled ‘An act to amend the statutes in relation to imme- 
diate transportation of dutiable goods, and for other purposes,’ be, 
and the me are hereby, extended to the subport of Superior, in the | 





State of 


Wisconsin.” 
(Amend the title to as to read: “A bill to extend the privileges of 
t! nth section of the act approved June 10, 1880, to the subport 
of Superior, Wis. 
fhe SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the com- | 
mittee amendment. 


rhe question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the engrossment 
and third reading of the bill as amended. ; 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
read the third time, and passed. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the title will be amended. 

‘There was no objection; and it was so ordered. 

On motion of Mr. Youne, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed without amend- 
ment bills of the following titles : 

H.R. 19571. An act to authorize the county court of Gascon- 
ade County, Mo., to construct a bridge across the Gasconade 
River at or near Fredericksburg, Mo. ; 

H.R. 20070. An act to authorize the Chattanooga Northern 
Railway Company to construct a bridge across the Tennessee |} 
River at Chattanooga, Tenn. ; 

H.R. $428. An act to regulate the construction of dams across 
navigable waters; and 

H. R. 14928. An act for the relief of F. V. Walker. 

‘The message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon 
its amendments to the bill (H. R. 12323) to extend the public 
land laws of the United States to the lands comprised within 
the limits of the abandoned Fort Crittenden Military Reserva- | 
tion, in the State of Utah, disagreed to by the House of Repre- 
sentatives, had agreed to the conference asked by the House 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had 
appointed Mr. HANsSBroueH, Mr. Smoot, and Mr. McLAURIN as 
the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

rhe message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon | 

mendments to the bill (H. R. 15333) for the division of the 
ls and funds of the Osage Indians in Oklahoma Territory, 

i for other purposes, disagreed to by the House of Repre- 

tatives, had agreed to the conference asked by the House on 

disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had 
pointed Mr. Lone, Mr. Ciapp, and Mr. Stone as the conferees 


on the part of the Senate. 
the message also announced that the Senate had insisted 
upon its amendments to the bill (H. R. 13372) to authorize the 


le of timber on certain of the lands reserved for the use of 
the Menominee tribe of Indians, in the State of Wisconsin, disa- 


| to by the House of Representatives, had agreed to the 
conference asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the 





vo Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. La Fouierre, Mr. 
CLarp, and Mr. DuBois as the conferees on the part of the 


senate. 
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ORDER BUSINESS. 
Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 


or 


the Union for the further consideration of the sundry civil 
appropriation bill. 
Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. Was it 


not agreed yesterday that to-day should be for the consideration 
of business reported from the Committee on War Claims? 

The SPEAKER. If this motion were voted down, undoubt- 
edly that would be the order under the rule. 

Mr. SIMS. I suppose we might consent to some other day. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I understand from the gentle- 





man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Manon] that he is willing to 
allow us to go on with the consideration of the remainder of 


this bill. I do not think it will require two hours’ time. 

Mr. SIMS. I thought if it would take this day we could 
agree on another day. 

Mr. TAWNEY. 
two hours’ time. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. 


I do not anticipate it will occupy more than 


Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from Minne- 


| Sota asks unanimous consent that the Committee on War Claims 


have five legislative hours, a regular day, notwithstanding this 
cut in its time, I do not think there will be any objection to 
going right on with the sundry civil bill. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Well, the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
chairman of the Committee on War Claims, informs me that 
they can probably consider all the bills they want to consider 
to-day, after the consideration of this bill has been concluded. 


Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, I see the actual necessity of 
getting the sundry civil appropriation bill through the House 
If it goes through in an hour or an hour and a half, I will 


ask for the balance of the time 
consent to vacate the order and make a new order. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Well, Mr. Speaker, we have to do that by 


unanimous consent, and a similar objection would prevent the 
change of—— 


Mr. MAHON. 


, and if not, I will ask unanimous 


All the House could do—the Senate could not 


pass any bill passed by this House from the Committee on 
| War Claims at this session, and all we have to do is to get 


them through the Lfouse this session. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. But we will not sueceed in doing that un- 
less the gentleman gets a full legislative day. 

Mr. MAHON. The Committee on War Claims has given 
way four or five times already, and I know the House will be 
generous to us the next time. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. Why not have this unanimous consent 
coupled with the other? 
Mr. WATSON. What is unanimous consent asked for? 


Mr. WILLIAMS. 
five hours. 

Mr. TAWNEY. 

The SPEAKER. 
regular order. 

Mr. MAHON. It is understood, Mr. Speaker, that when this 
bill is finished we are to have the time. 

The SPEAKER. The motion is that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole Heuse on the state of the Union 
for the further consideration of the sundry civil bill. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, pending that, if I can 
recognized by the Chair, I will ask unanimous consent that 
upon the disposal of the sundry civil bill the Committee on War 
Claims be given five hours or so much thereof as is ne 
for the consideration of bills reported by that committee 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, in view of the fact the chairman 
of the Committee on War Claims has not submitted any request 
of that kind, I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The 
the regular order. 


That the Committee on War Claims have 
Regular order! 


The gentleman from Minnesota demands the 


be 


essary 


gentleman from Minnesota demands 





Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, this is Saturday, and I do not 
believe this bill will be finished in two hours. I am informed 
the Committee on Pensions have no more work this session, and 
I ask unanimous consent to vacate the order made yesterday, 
and that next Friday be set aside for bills reported from the 


Committee on 
Mr. PAYNE. 
Mr. MAHON. 


War Claims. 


Be set aside 


Under the rule. 


Mr. PAYNE. The same as though it were y« v 

Mr. MAHON. Yes. 

Mr. PAYNE. I have no obi ction, but I 1 n to > 
up the business of the House. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] TI 
Chair hears none. 

SUNDRY CIVIL BILL. 
The motion was agreed to; and accord ly the House 


solved itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state 





fi: € 
}o 6 
j 
WATSON in the chair. 
lerk read as follows: 
* no requisition on the Public Printer by the official 
' epartment or bureau, or branch thereof, or inde- 
rnment for printing a first edition of 
under the provisions of the joint resolution 
unnecessary printing and binding and to correct evils in 
method of distribution public documents,” approved 
shall be for a greater number of copies than 65 per 
| of copies of such public document or report 
inted or which may hereafter be authorized to 
! Ixecutive Department, bureau, or branch 
of the Government, and any additional 
report that may be required shall 
igned by the official head of such 
and then only for such number as, 
umber already required, shall net exceed the whele 
thorized by lav \ll requisitions for printing editions of 
additional to the 65 per cent of the whole 
ized |i baw as pl vid 
at the beginning of each regular session, together with 
r making said requisitions. 


Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Mr. Chairman, 
the point of order on that paragraph. 
Che CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana reserves the 
int of order. 
Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, the paragraph is certainly 
yject to the | of order, but I want to explain to the 
committee the reason for the recommendation of the Committee 


4 


rt 


of 


ient or 
isition 
office, 
t to the ! 
ments or reports, 
7 1 lau 
the 


I desire to re- 


serve 


int 
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d for herein, shall be reported to }| 





on Appropriatlot 
The 
and believed would prevent the printing ef more of the public 
decuments authorized to be printed by the Department than 
having them printed in several editions, the 
informed are not being observed in this respect. 
this provision will enable the Department to print any 
document it has authority to print up to the maximum number. 
Che Department can not print them all at once er can not print 
them part at one time and part the next time, except upon condi- 
tion that the head of the Department gives specific authority 
therefor. In other words, some clerk or bureau chief ean not 
‘der the full quota allowed by law regardless 
the quota needed or not. If there 


were hecessary, by 
committee is 
N Ww, 


is more 


is 
b> per cent 
for. It is subject to a point of order, and, if the gentleman 
makes it, why, it will have to go out. 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman insist upon his point 
of order? 
Mr. CH: ES B. LANDIS. 
l say in this connection, Mr. Chairman, that the 
of March 30, which the 


uulated by the Joint Committee on Printing on | 


IN. I can not hear the statement. I am in- 


I S B. 


ved 


LANDIS. I said I believed the joint reso- 
Mareh 30 and made effective on the 18th 
l ke care of the question which is meant to 

That gives the heads of all the 
nts the right to print in more than one edition, as it 
ss the right to print in more than one edition. 
been in force but a short time only, 


youiti t 


| in this proposition. 


‘on re 
‘esolution has 

the he: 
adapt the Some of them have. 


limited. The 


mselves to it. 
have already 
in order in whit 
avail themselves of the opportunities 
the provisions of our joint re 

1 Toint € 


* TO 


editions been President 


for economy 


mimittee on Printing has issued, under | 
upon it, regulations governing this 
n, which will be heeded by the heads of the 
feel sure. I would say to the chairman of the 
\ppropriations that a majority of the editions 
rinted by the heads ef the Executive Depart- | 
ions of a thousand or under, some are monthly 
weekly, some even daily, and the placing of | 
sweeping provision would, in my 

a greater expense than is now necessitated. | 
lieve, that is a false notion of econoiny. | 

on Printing is giving this matter its best | 
hearty cooperation of the heads of | 
| 

i 


uiferred 


under this 


iving the he 
rt and we feel confident that when the provisions of 
joint resolution are recognized and the efticeacy of them is 
| that the surplus publications of the Government 
will be reduced to an absolute minimum. And for that r ason | 
I shall insist upon my point of order. 


appreciated, 


joint resolutions passed this session, which were intended | jhe gentleman from Texas [Mr. SLAYDEN] was seeking recogni- 
| tion, according to his own statement, to make a point of orc 


| and has simply raised the question as to whether or 


of | 
than | 
of the quota required, the head of the Department | 
will order the remainder to be printed, giving his reasons there- | 


but 
; : | right. 
I insist on the point of order, | 


Printing Committee | and he 


‘are of this provision, went into effect under the | 


of | 


: : * | & report, 
ution, and im addi- | 


: of 
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Union for the further consideration of the sundry civit | The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of op) 


The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 5. Hereafter there shall be submitted in the regular 4 
estimates to Congress under and as a part of the expenses for « j 
ing and binding,” estimates for all printing and binding rex, 
each of the Executive Departments, their bureaus and offices. 4 
Government establishments at Washington, District of Coly 
each fiscal year; and after the fiscal year 1907 no appropriai 
than those made specifically and solely for printing ond bind 
be used for such purposes In any Executive Department or ot} 
ernment establishment in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota o/‘fo 
amendment which the Clerk will report. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, does the introducti: 
this amendment in any way affect the privilege of a \y 
to raise a point of order against the paragraph? 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the question asked by the ¢ 
man? 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I want to know if the introduction of ¢) 
amendment in any way affects the right of a Member to +: 
a point of erder against the paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. It can not be done after the amendment 
has been read. 

Mr. TAWNEY. 


a 


hs 
\ 


Lise 


Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 


| that the point of order against the paragraph comes too lite. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks not. The Chair thinks 
not the 
reading of tie amendment would preclude him from making 
the point of order. 

Mr. TAWNEY. We trust the gentleman will reserve his 
point of order until the committee can explain. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. That, of course, I will do, Mr. Chairman, 
but I want to say to the chairman of the committee in perfect 
good faith that I was trying to secure recognition for that pur- 
pose, and I have absolute knowledge of the fact that another 
gentleman‘was also doing it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order must first be deter- 
mined before the amendment is effered. Lf the paragraph goes 
out, there is nothing to amend. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will state, Mr. Chairman 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order, 
I was willing to reserve it, if the reservation forfeits no 


Mr. TAWNEY. It does not. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can reserve it for debate, 
‘an reserve it to have the amendment read for the 
information of the committee; but he can not reserve it and 
have the amendment offered, because if the paragraph goes 
out, there is nothing to amend. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. It can be reserved and the amendment read 
for information. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I ask the gentleman from 
Texas to withdraw the point of order for this reason: The 
Committee on Printing has been attempting to. in some manner, 
segregate the various expenditures for printing in such a way 
as to get them together and arrive at some conclusion as to 
the amount of money actually spent for printing. Even the 


; ’ : | Treasury Department is unable to supply this information with- 
iis of the various Departments have not | 


Some | 
has | 
‘h he directs the heads of the Depart- | 


out an inexhaustible research and examination of miscel]uneous 
vouchers. This provision will enable us to earry on our in- 
vestigation, and if we are authorized by Congress, I feel sure 
that by the next session of Congress we will be able to present 
and Congress can knew at the end of each fiseal year 
every dollar of money that has been actually spent for printing. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I merely reserve the point of order to give 
the chairman an opportunity to make his statement and to have 
the amendment read for information. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 167, at end of line 24, insert: “Provided, That nothing in this 
section shall apply to stamped envelopes and envelopés and articles o! 
stationery other than letter heads and note heads printed in the course 
manufacture. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I trust I can have the attention of the ger- 
tleman from Texas. My colleague on the committee wil! make 
an explanation as to the necessity for this provision. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I hope the gentleman 
from Texas will see that the good of the publie service requires 
that this point of order should not be made. Of course tlic 
point of order is well taken, if insisted upon. This simply re- 
quires that each branch of the public service shall annually 
make its estimates of what amount is needed for printing, an“ 
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+t no other fund appropriated for the use of that branch of the 
ie service shall be used for paying printing expenses except 
appropriation made upon that estimate. The object is to 
ate the expense of public printing from every other ex- 
of the Government, so that we may know just what this 

ie printing is annually costing us. If a Department can 
» an expense incident to the preparation of a publication 
he Government with the cost of printing in a single item, 
there is no practicable means by which we can tell what 
re paying for this public printing. For instance, under an 
ropriation for a report of the Bureau of Animal Industry 
can pay not only the cost of the compilation and the 
‘ation of the material for that report for printing, but can 

it of the same item for the printing itself. Thus, mani- 

it becomes impossible, except by a search of books in 
branch of the public service by expert accountants, to dis- 
what the public printing has cost the American people. 


( ate its printing separately from the preparation of the 

rial for printing. It requires that when we have then 

e an appropriation for the printing that the printing shall 

iid only out of that appropriation. It certainly tends to an 

( y administration of the public business in appropriating 

for this purpose to have no money spent for this purpose 
is not appropriated for it. 

LIVINGSTON. May I suggest to my colleague that there 

heen publications, unwarranted, unprovided for, and that 


itirely, so far as I believe, useless, that have been sent | 


‘ there under an order of a chief of bureau? Book after 
ius been published without authorization. They were 
t down there by a chief of a bureau. We want to stop that 


f 


kind of business; and this is for that purpose. 

SMITH of Iowa. The suggestion of the gentleman from | 
Georgia is eminently proper; and that being true, it seems to 
t ommittee that we can not intelligently appropriate for the 
printing with public printing being paid for out of appro- 


priations under other bills that were not avowedly for that 


' MANN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question ¢ 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman, of course, is aware of the fact 
that there has been more or less controversy about these items, 
or those sections of the bill which direct that the Department 

ing offices shall be transferred to the Printing Office. 
. SMITH of Iowa. That has nothing to do with this item. 

Mr. MANN. I suppose this item does not affect that question 
in vy way whatever? 

SMITH of Iowa. Oh, no. 
SLAYDEN. I did not catch the question of the gentle- 
from Illinois. 
MANN. There has been some controversy as to these 
ns of the bill 
SLAYDEN. Four, 5, and 6? 
Mr. MANN. Which relate to taking away from the Depart- 
; their printing offices. I understand this section does not 
ny way whatever affect that question. 
Mr. SLAYDEN. I am under the impression that it does. 
SMITH of Iowa. Oh, no. 
Ir. MANN. ‘This has no relation to that? 
Mr. PERKINS. I ean assure the gentleman that it has not. 





| 
| 
| 


} 





MANN. I supposed the gentleman was under that im- 


on. That was the reason I asked the gentleman from 
the question. 
SMITH of Iowa. I assure the gentleman from Texas 
there is absolutely no relation between section 3 and sec- 
1, 5, and 6 They are for different purposes, and do not 
he slightest degree relate to the same subject-matter. 
Mr. SLAYDEN. May I ask the gentleman a question—— 
Ir. SMITH of Iowa. Oh, certainly. 
Mr. SLAYDEN. In connection with that particular state- 


Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Yes. 
Ir. SLAYDEN. Having admitted that the point of order is 
| taken and that the legislation is obnoxious to the rule in 
or three ways, do we now proceed merely to discuss the 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I am simply appealing to the gentle- 
1 not to make the point of order. 
Mr. SLAYDEN. Well, as the gentleman’s mind is fixed now, 


» point of order will be made. I confess to the gentleman | 


t my particular interest in this item—but I do not want to 
pass on the gentleman’s time—— 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. That is all right. 


| Texas that this was submitted to the Committee on Pri 
certainly can do no harm. It requires each branch to | 





aroused by the fact that I think it affects in a disastrous way 
the printing necessarily done in the War Department, a branch 
of the Government with which I have a lot of business and 
some familiarity. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman from Texas permit me 
to say just this: This paragraph now under consideration has 
no relation whatever to the branch printing offices, concerning 
which the gentleman just spoke. It relates solely and alone t 
the estimates for printing in all the Departments. It 
relate at all to the branch printing offices. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. ‘The branch printing offices are paid 
for out of the appropriation anyway for the public printing, 
and they will continue to be so paid for under this section. 

Mr. PERKINS. If the gentleman will allow me, I am on the 
Printing Committee and rather familiar with this. 

Mr. SMITH of lowa. I want to say to the gentlen 


does not 


ian from 
nting. 


Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I suggest to the gentleman 


| from Texas that the preposition in which he seems to be inter- 


ested is covered in a succeeding paragraph. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Yes, Mr. Chairman, I am aware of the fact 
that it is covered in the three succeeding paragraphs. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Yes. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. And I may as well. be frank with the 
gentlemen, and put them on notice, and say now that it has 
been my intention to raise the point of order against those para- 
graphs. May I proceed in the gentleman’s time for a moment? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Certainly. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to say that in 
my judgment I do not believe there is a Member of this House 
more anxious to see a reformation brought about in the matter 
of printing than I am. It is extravagant, it is foolish 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I should like to ask the gentle- 
man 

Mr. SLAYDEN. It unloads on every Member a lot of stuff 
that he does net want. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I should like to ask the gentle- 
man, in that connection, if there has been unloaded on him 
during the last six weeks anything that he has not wanted? 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Yes, Mr. Chairman, there has. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. What? 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Yesterday morning I received by regis- 
tered mail two expensively bound volumes of printed reports 
from the Committee on Pensions, telling why somebody in 
Maine or in Texas or in Iowa was entitled to an increased 
pension. I do not care for the stuff, and it ought not to be sent 
to me, and it ought not to be generally printed nor distributed, 
in my opinion. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I appeal to the gentleman from Texas 
that there is not a line in this paragraph that can by any pos- 
sible consideration be held to relate to the branch printing 
effices. There are two things in this paragraph, first, that 
shall make estimates of how much they need for printing, 
whether in the branch printing offices or in the Governm 
Printing Office; second, that they shall not spend any n 
for printing except that which is directly appropriated for th 
purpose. Now, how can it possibly be suggested even that a 


ux 








_ nrintine 


provision .containing those two things can close any branch 
printing office? 
Mr. SLAYDEN. The section says: 


Sec. 3. Hereafter there shall be submitted in the re lar annual 
estimates to Congress under and as a part of the ex Pri 
ing and binding,” estimates for all printin nd binding r i 
each of the Executive Departments, their bureaus and offices 


Now, Mr. Chairman, every day, every hour, and every fé 
minutes, in fact, printing is necessarily done in the branch 
office at the War Department 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Oh, do not let the gentleman be mis 
taken in thinking that the printing office of the War Denpart- 
ment is a branch of the War Department. It is a branch of 
the Public Printing Office. Now, they are required to estimat 
hew much their printing will cost for the next year in the War 
Department. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. How can they estimate for orders, for ex 
ample, issued from day to day, from hour to hour, from minute 
to minute? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. How can we appropriate money 


they can not estimate how much they are going to want? 


| 


| 


| 


There is no requirement that the estimates shall be absolu 
correct. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. The gentleman knows that in what ; 
known as the Tenth street office of the Record and lension 
Office, there is a certain amount of printing paraphernalia be- 


longing to the office which, if this bill passes, will be taken 


Mr. SLAYDEN. That my particular interest in this was} away from them. It is not a branch of the general priuting 
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The type is set and the press is run by clerks of the 
and it operates’ to make a great saving of public ex- 
, because it obviates the necessity of writing out pain- 
slowly by hand all the various histories of each in- 
dividunl member of a particular regiment in the making of 
index cards. 

Mr. CHARLES B. 
that proposition 


om 
Burenu, 
penditure 


fully and 


ce, 


" 
I 
1 


LANDIS 


covered 


I want to say to the gentleman 

in the succeeding paragraph, | 
and I want to make a point of order against that myself. I 
vant to ask the gentleman if he did not give an order for the 
binding of the books that were delivered to him, as he says, 
yesterday morning? 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I 

Mr. CHARLES B. 
ie did, but he probat 
a large number of 
blanket orders. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I can not believe that I did. My secretary, 
jealous of my rights, may have attached my name to it; but 
never in my Congressional career have I wanted any such books 
as those. 

Mr. MANN. Anybody can ascertain in a few moments 
sending downstairs, pecause there is a record kept of the fact. 

SLAYDEN. If I did do it, I withdraw the order. 
[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. CHARLES B. 
th: it he did give the order, 
against the House for that. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Now, Mr. Chairman, we are wander- 
ing from the question. I hope this will be considered by the 
House. Here is a proposition that they shall estimate what 
they want for printing, and when they estimate it and get the 
money that they shall noé spend money for printing that is ap- 
propriated for something else. My friend says that they 
cap not to a nicety the estimate. We can not provide 
money except on ites, and the sole question under this 
clause is ether they shall be entitled to take money appro- 
priated for other purposes and use it for printing, or whether 
it is better administration to have this money estimated, what 
they will need for the publie printing for either branch, and | 
let us give it to them, and let them spend it out of the appre- 
priation printing, and not spend money out of appropria- 
tions for something else, and so let us know how much we are 
putting into public printing 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I would like to ask the 
sn’t believe that section 3 will interfere 
taken in connection with subsequent sections, 
from that little office on F street - 

Mr. SMITH of lowa. Why, if the subsequent sections stay | 
in, possibly they would, although if the ee nent is strictly 
accurate that this institution at the old Record and Pension 
Office is no branch of the Public Printing Office, then I should 
ho. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. No; I did not say that because that is a 
branch of the Public Printing Office. This, I specifically re- 
ferred while not, but is specially provided for by 
the statutes. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, whether some subse- 

nt section will do it or not has nothing to do with the point 

This section would not have the slightest tendency 
away that office. 
AYDEN. I want to refer the gentleman to the stat- 
‘olume 25 of the Statutes at Large, page 52, says: 
That the 1 the material formerly in use in 
» of the Surges used by the Record and Pension 
; ‘h as possible the work of the | 


this is 


do not think I did. 

LANDIS. The gentleman does not think 
ly gave a blanket order for the binding of 
as other Members in this House give | 


boc ks, 





by 


LANDIS. I think the gentleman will find | 
and he must not launch complaints 


make 


esiulnit 


for 


if he 
when 
away 


gentleman 
with and, 
will take 


doe 





say 


to a ago, is 


printing press ant 
yn-Cie al may be 
to expediie as mue 
p ir} ose 
I want to ask the gentleman if he can assure me that he 
that the enactment of section 3 will not interfere with 
rivilege there stated? 
SMITH of Iowa. It does not seem to me conceivable that 
uld interfere with that privilege. I can not find a word | 
‘tion that would have a tendency to interfere with it. 
PERKINS. If the gentleman wants further 
e him that it would not. 
SLAYDEN. In volume 28 of the 
r provision, where it says: 
I ms of this act shall not apply 


el 
an 
huce 


* no other 





assurance, I | 
Statutes at Large is 


to the office in | 


» te 


} eccnsolidating their 


| ated. 


| little information. 
| mates for appropriations are made by 
| subjects. 


| ments to the Secretary of the Treasury. 


| derstand 


| on the subject of printing, 





u or to so much of the printing as is 

e work of the Record and Vension Di of the War | 
t, nor to the printing office now in operation in the Census 
t the Public Printer, with the approval of the Joint Committee 
may abolish any of these excepted cffices whenever, in | 
ent, the economy of the public service would thereby 


necessary to 
vision 


i be 
aava 

Mr. Chairman, 
tious opposition to any of this proposed legislation. 


I have no desire to and I do not raise a cap- | 
I do not | 


mind having sections 3, 4, 5, and 6 passed, if the gentleman wij) 
except the War Department 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, it is impossible to ex. 
cept the War Department from this section, because it has noth 
ing to do with these things that we are talking about. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I think the gentleman fy, m 
Texas [Mr. SLAypEN] is laboring under a misapprehension o¢ 
the facts. To-day the different Departments are makine esti- 
mates for printing in different appropriation bills, that 
Congress is unable to know definitely how much we are jy 
fact expending for public printing. The effect of this to 
consolidate all of the estimates in one estimate. One Dp, part: 
ment that I know of carries $200,000 this year for printing, jp. 
dependent of the allotment which they receive in this sundry 
civil appropriation bill. This allotment would indicate that 
nak was all that Department had for public printing, whey 
a matter of fact, it has $200,000 in another appropriation 
bill which nobody knew anything about except the members of 
the committee preparing that bill. This is for the purpose of 
estimates, so that they must be confined and 
limited to the aggregate appropriation made upon their 


SO 


is 


augere- 


| cate estimates, and I hepe the gentleman will not insist upon 


the point of order. The next three paragraphs will be e] 
They are subject to points of order. They are neces. 
I believe, but nevertheless I know there are enough Mem- 
bers in the House who oppose them to know that they will g 
out. That will leave the War Department and all other 
ae that have branch printing offices in exactly the san 

atus that they are in to-day. It dces not affect the operation 
of these braneh printing offices in the least. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Then in a few words, what is the effect? 

Mr. TAWNEY. In a few words, it is to consolidate the esti- 
mates for public printing in one estimate, so that we will know 
what the aggregate cost of our public printing is. That all 
there is to it. It does not affect the War Department, and 
does not affect any Department. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chairman, I hope my colleague on the 
Military Committee, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Staypen], 
will not insist on this point of order as against this section. [I 
think all that he is seeking to get at follows in the other sec- 
tions. 

Mr. TAWNEY. 

Mr. CHARLES 

Mr. PRINCE. 
point of order. 

Mr. TAWNEY. This is a reform, and a very necessary one. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to be recognized for 
a moment. I was under the impression which the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. SmirH] has and the gentleman from Minnesota 
[Mr. TAWNEY] has with reference to this section, and I am in- 
clined to think they are right, but I would like to ask for a 
If I understand it, as a usual rule, the esti- 
Departments and not by 


imin- 


sary, 


is 


Absolutely. 
$B. LANDIS. There is no question about that. 
I hope the gentleman will not insist on his 


Is that not correct? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. They are made by Departments 
through the Secretary of the Treasury for subjects. 

Mr. MANN. Of course they are transmitted through the See- 
retary of the Treasury, but they are first made by os Depart- 
The Secretary of 
Treasury, as a matter of fact, is largely formal in Sr eeeatiiion 
them to Congress. The Secretary of the Treasury, as I un- 
it, does not segregate the estimates by subjects. He 
transmits them to Congress by Departments. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. They are segregated when they come 
from the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman mean to say that 
the Secretary of the Treasury 
various items for printing in the different Depart 
sarried in the different departmental appro- 


the 


now, 
secre- 


gates the vy 
ments which are 


| priation bills? 


Mr. SMITH of Iowa. There are no appropriations for print- 
ing generally carried in the departmental appropriation bills, 


| and so they do not come in that form. 


an 


is 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I will give the gentleman 
illustration. Take, for instance, the Weather Bureau. That 
not, as I understand it, under the control of the Public Printer. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. It is a specially excepted Bureau. 

Mr. MANN. The estimate for that is not put with the esti- 
mates for the public printing. It is put with the estimates for 
the Agricultural. Department. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. No; the Weather Bureau printing 1s 
paid out of this large appropriation for publie printing. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Allotted to the Agricultural Department. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. We appropriate about six millions a 
year—this year less—for the Public Printer, and we apportion 
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how muuch of it each branch of the public service is entitled to 


\JANN. Is the gentleman sure about that? 
{17H of Iowa. Oh, yes; I know that is the practice. 
As 4 he item for the Weather Bureau, as I understand it, it 


out of the allotment from the gross appropriation to 
\ericultural Department. That, I think, is not true prob- 
‘the Record and Pension Office, which is now known as 


‘ lilitary Secretary’s Office. 

. MANN. Well, now, I may be incorrect; I will not say 
t, because I do not know, but I supposed that the print- 
the Weather Bureau was made out of the appropriation 

for the Agricultural Department. 

TAWNEY. If the gentleman will permit me, I will read 

rraph in the appropriation bill: 
' the Department of Agriculture, including $25,000 for the Weather 

I $185,000, 

MIANN. What bill is that in? 

Vr. TAWNEY. In the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. That is the allotment of——— 

ir. MANN. Does that include all of the printing in the 
Weather Bureau, or is there another item carried in that——— 


TAWNEY. No; including $25,000 for the Weather 
B 1. Now, here is an item of $200,000, carried in the ag- 


] | appropriation bill for printing farmers’ bulletins. 
Vr. MANN. Well, I am not speaking of that. 
Mr. TAWNEY. Well, that is the only item that is carried 
t] ericultural appropriation bill appropriating money for 






rinting in the Agricultural Department. 

MANN. This section would transfer that item from the 
tural appropriation bill to the sundry civil bill in the 
form of an estimate—— 


Mr. TAWNEY. No; it does not follow. 
Mr. MANN. It does not necessarily follow, but that is true. 
Mr. TAWNEY. But in the estimates the aggregate that the 
Department thinks necessary for the next fiscal year for 
DI would be together in the annual estimates. 

being under the Agricultural 


is 


come as Department. Now, 
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Mr. MANN. Without regard to having been authorized by 
anybody ? 
Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. They necessarily use their own 


discretion in the matter of printing and binding, w 
limitations of their appropriation. 

Mr. TAWNEY. If the gentleman will 
the legislative bill at this session of Cong 
subject very thoroughly discussed. 

Mr. MANN. He never will have the time. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The committee took issue with the 
rian on that very question, and the Librarian submitte 
on the question of his right to print under the general | 


thin the 


read 


ess, 


hearings 


iil 


the 


he 


on 


W find that 





L btw 
to print that very document of which the gentleman speaks, out 
of the allotment “ For printing and binditig, Congressional Li- 
brary.” 

Mr. MANN. Now, Mr. Chairman, if I ild get the attention 
of my friend from Texas fer a moment 1 went over th 
sections myself very carefully, and proposed to make the point 
of order, if nobody else did, against all of them. I did not 
think that the Committee on Appropriations had had the oppor- 
tunity to know in reference to all of th l 45 
mental printing offices,’ and I do not think they do ki 
to the necessity of most of them. But it does seem to me, I 
may say to the gentleman, that this section does not affect the 
question in any way whatever, except that it gives to the M 
| bers of Congress hereafter an opportunity of knowing e 
the sum which can be spent in the different departmental pr 
ing oilices, and to say whether this Department or that D I 
ment shall maintain a private printing office or a departmental 
printing office. Now, I agree with the gentleman myself that 
the Weather Bureau should have its printing offi l tha 
the War Department or the Record and Pension division should 
| have its printing office. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. The Military Secretary’s Office, because th 
Military Secretary succeeded to the duties of the Adjutant- 
General. 

Mr. MANN. It is perfectly manifest, it seems to me, to any 
one who considers the subject. Some of those printing offices 
ought to be maintained, but ought to be maintained sole 
certain work. The War Department departmental prin 
oflice ought not to be permitted to print these things which 
could just as well be printed next month as to-day. They 
ought to be confined to printing that class of work which is 


that portion which comes under the head of the Publie Printer, 
which is allotted to him now, of course comes under the item | 
of printing. Then an estimate of $200,000 for this pur- 
pose, which comes from the Committee on Agriculture in addi- | 
tion to what is estimated for under the lump-sum appropriation. | 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 


Mr. MANN. I ask for unanimous consent to proceed for five 


The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 


| things of that sort, and by this method we have some c¢ 


Mr. MANN. The only difference, then, would be that now | 
the estimate for the printing in the Agricultural Department is | 
made under the head of the Agricultural Department in the 
es ;, whereas if this section goes into effect it will be 
made under the head of printing and binding and taken out of 
t! \ding of Agricultural Department. 

Mi. TAWNEY. Yes; that is right. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Of course that does not govern the 
form of future bills. 

Mr. MANN. I am talking about the way the estimate is 


transmitted, so as to put the item for printing in one place in 
the estimates without intending to affect in any way the juris- 
diction of committees in the House or appropriation bills that 
W ] 2 

\ CHARLES B. LANDIS. I wil! say to the gentleman 
from Illinois that this will give the House some idea of how 
! is being spent for printing. The Printing Committee 
had trouble during the investigation last year in segregating 
the sums expended for printing which were carried in what 
might be called “ miscellaneous” appropriations. For instance, 


| 


i appropriation is made for certain work in Alaska, carrying | 


| 
| 


with it printing and binding. Say it is a million dollars. So 
much would be spent for traveling expenses, so much would be 
s t for surveying, and they can spend $800,000 for printing | 
binding. 
I MANN. Will the gentleman give me this information? 
"| Librarian of Congress, I know, is publishing now what is 


known as “ records” or “ minutes ” 
( ething of that sort. 
the other day. 


of the Continental Congress, 


Out of what appropriation bill is the 
‘y of Congress now paying for that printing? 
*. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I presume it is being paid out 
‘ir allotment for printing and binding. 
MANN. Well, does the Library of Congress have au- 
y to bind and print whatever it pleases? 
Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. In so far as it does not exceed 
its allotment, 


] } 
4 il 
x 


I introduced a resolution upon the | 


most convenient to print at the War Depart ut building 
stead of sending it to the Printing Office, such as orders, 
over that. 
The CHAIRMAN. 
Mr. TAWNEY. 


The time of the gentleman has e 
Mr. Chairman, I move to close debate 





i ive 
minutes. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. LaNnpis] wan i 
couple of minutes, and the gentleman from Texas [Mr. S1 N | 
a couple of minutes, 

Mr. MANN. You can not close debate while the point of 
order is pending. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I am willing to close, so far as I 1 con 
cerned, in five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Of course, this discussion is proceeding by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. If I understood the gen n fro I 3 
[Mr. Mann], he stated that he himself woul d D of 
order against the next three sections. 

Mr. MANN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. You are going to do that? 

Mr. MANN. If nobody else does. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Then it is your opinion th this sé 
No. 3—does not affect hurtfully the particular int t of the 
Government which I was trying to tal ire of' 

Mr. MANN. That is my judgment, after some inve ration 
and thought, and if I did not believe it I would \ of 


order myself. 


Mr. SLAYDEN. I will withdraw the point of order as to 
section 3. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amen nt of- 
fered by the gentleman from Minnesota [| Mr. Tawni 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Mr. Cl man. I y ld like 
to have two minutes. I would like to call the at 1 of the 
comunittee to an abuse that has arisen 
tion having been called to it by the 1 
SLAYDEN], and that is the abuse which has | i ) 
by many Members of the House in the matter of ord I 
copies of what is known as the “re mie \ s 
that each Member may have printed and bound, in Z 
which he may select—which is a i t eleg eX] ve 
binding—copies of all documents and 1 If left to him 
self, there is not one Member of this House who would order 
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to exceed ten volumes of this reserve, which will amount at 
this session to about 125 volumes. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Ten particular publications. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Now, under the system that 
prevails, bl: are sent to the Members of the House or to 
their 


nks 
secretarie ~ 

Mr. TAWNEY. Let me interrupt the gentleman. Is it not 
a fact that there is a gentleman outside of the Government 
Printing Office whose business it is to distribute these blanks 
and secure the orders of as many Congressmen as possible in 
the interest of continuing in the employ the people down in 
the Gevernment Printing Office who would not otherwise 
employed? 

Mr. CHARLES B. 

Mr. MANN. I 
never had 
sent a blank to 
into the docun 

Mr. 
exception to t 
four days 

Mr. MANN. I have not only 
not this 

Mr. CHARLES B. 
from Illi 
would say in this 
hours there have 


to make. inquiries 


LANDIS. I understand that is true. 
wish to say to the gentleman that I 
anybody since I have been in Washington to pre- 
me. I have not gotten one without goiug out 
ent room for it. 
CHARLES B. LANDIS 


} " 
he rule 


I think the gentleman is 


not had an order, but I have 


session. 


LANDIS. 


signed one 
I will say to the gentieman 
that within the last 
Members of this House to me 
relative to this abuse. I want to say fur- 
ther that within the last twelve hours a gentleman came to 
me and told me that last year, without any knowledge on his 
part, in so far as having ordered the binding of these volumes 
1, there were dumped in on him at his committee 
room over 100 volumes most beautifully and elegantly bound. He 
gave them to the porters and janitors about the hotel. They 

ected what they chose; the rest of them were scattered and 
sent to the dump. These volumes cost on an avera 
to four dollars, when it comes to their printing and binding. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Apiece? 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Two to four dollars apiece 
Each Member of this House who signs that blanket order de- 
liberately puts an obligation upon the Government of 
$200 to $500 of money that is absolutely thrown away. I 
will say that within the last few days there have been cer- 
tain pages of the House circulating among Members 
these blanket orders, soliciting their signatures. Now, 
committee has had a number 
There are many 
of them. This is an abuse to which we are going to 
attention when we have time. It has been a great work. 


connection 
been a dozen 


is concern 


sele 


the 


tion. 
This is one 
rive 
The 
propriations carried by the bill are $1,080,000 lower than they 
\ ene That represents to a degree the work of the 
Commissior appointed by this House and the Senate. We are 
going ask that this work go on. If it does, we feel that we 
‘ will be equally advantageous to the Gov- 
ernment a mical at the same time. I want to warn 
this Iiouse against signing these blanket orders. If you gentle- 
I have not signed them, make inquiry at the 
many of you will be astonished to learn that 

\ n signed for you. 
TTATRMAN The question is on the 

ntleman from Minnesota. 

iestion was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 
lerk read as follows: 


amendment offered 


shall be 
Printing 
Depart- 


money appropriated by this or any other act 
iin or operate any branch of the Government 
ny other printing office or bindery in any Executive 
D.%. 


No 


Illinois. 
section 
legislation. 
MAN. 
ird? 


SMITH of 


inst this 


Mr. Chairman, 
that it 


I make the point of 


1eW 
CHAIR 


} I, 
be? Lit 


Does the chairman of the committee 

NEY. I do not; it is subject to the point of order. 
I intend to offer a substitute, which will affect all the branch 
rinting offi . It will direct the Public Printer to make an in- 
report to the next session of Con- 
are subject to the point of 


J 

vestigation and inquiry and 

gress. These three pai 

order 

The CHAIRMAN. 
; 


“agraphs 


Does the gentleman desire to offer a 
substitute nov 

Mr. TAW)? . Not 
posed of. 


The CHAIRMAN. 


until the paragraphs have been 


The Chair sustains the point of order. 
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be | 


have | 


an | 
I will say that within the last three or | 





nois that there are other Members of the House, and I | 
forty-eight | 
| in the Executive Departments and report to Congress at its 


ge from two | 


from | 


with | 


apprepe iation bill that is now passing shows that the ap- | 


| Publie 
| some investigation, and it was after that inve 
his recommendation that this provision was m 


} mony, 
| tion he makes is the branch printing office in the Cong: 


is a change of existing law | 


| tinued ; 


dis- | 


JUNE 16, 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 5. All presses, type, peteting material, binding tools and m 
terial, and other materials belonging to branch printing offices: and 
branch ae ies of the Government Printing Office shall, Within ! irty 
days after the approval of this act, be delivered to the Public Printe. 
for use in the Government Printing Office, or, if the same . ‘cat 
be utilized therein, to be disposed of as other unserviceable » “ial 
of said office is disposed of. “— 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. 
upon that paragraph. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Why not make it, and let it be dispos, 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I make the point of ord 
Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. 


I reserve the point of order 


I of? 
Mr, 


The gentleman from Indiana mai 
point of order. Does the gentleman desire to say anything 
Mr. TAWNEY. No. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of or 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Sec. 6. Hereafter no money appropriated by this or any other act 


shall be used to establish or operate a branch or other oo? 
or bindery in any Executive Department at Washington, D. C, 


Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I make the point of 
against that paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order, 

Mr. TAWNEY. I offer the following as a new section 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 3. The Public Printer is hereby authorized and directed to mak 
a full and complete examination of the several branch printin 


+ the 
n it? 


Office 


order 


sion whether or not their continuance is necessary 
the Government and whether in the event of their discontinu 
work now done at these several branch printing offices could 
expeditiously and economically performed in the Government 
Office, and also report to Congress at its next session the 
annual cost to the Government of maintaining these sever: 
printing offices and the amount invested in the machinery and 
ances how used therein, and what the saving, if any, would 
case of abolition of the branch printing offices or any of them. 

Mr. MANN. I reserve the point of order. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I reserve the point of order. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, every committee of this 
House that has ever given any attention to or investigated the 
subject of branch printing offices reached the same conclusion 
that the Committee on Appropriations has arrived at in the con- 
sideration of the bill now before the committee. Now, 
has been, and there is to-day, a great deal of unnecessar) 
done in these branch offices merely for the purpose of |! 
the men employed in them at work. It is a useless ex; 
Many Members, perhaps, do not fully understand the relation of 


and of ady: 


+} . 

Luere 
work 
‘| ping o 


vense, 


: ; | the branch printing office to the Department in which the branch 
of these abuses under considera- | 


more of them that require attention. | 


is located. It is no part of the Department. It is a part of the 
Government Printing Office. The work that it is doing can be 
done as efficiently and ‘expeditiously in the Government Printing 
Office as it can be done in the branch printing office. 
branch printing offices are maintained solely for the 
nience of the Department, and not because of any real né 
for their existence. We have the largest and best-e 
printing office in the world, a printing office that can do 
the printing for the Departments and Congress, but n 
standing this fact we are maintaining nine branch pri 
offices in the Executive Departments of the Government. 
Printer since he has come into that oflice has 
tigation a) 
it into the 
gentleman bp 


i hese 
conve- 
ssity 

pped 
all of 


Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Does the 


| say that the Public Printer recommended this legislation 


Mr. TAWNEY. Yes. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. 
mony before the committee. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Well, the gentleman has not read hi: 
then, because he has recommended it, and the on!) 


I fail to read it in his 


Now, the only purpose of this is to direct him 
the meeting of the next session of this Congress, to make 
ough investigation into the necessity of continuing any of 
all of them, reporting as to what branch printing office « 
continued advantageously and what offices should be 

in other words, to give Congress full and com)! 
formation on the subject. All of these branch printin: 
are directly under his jurisdiction. The men are on 

roll, the property is under his control, and I think it is « 
proper that we should call upon him for information « 
ing the administration and the work of these several 


Library. 


| printing offices, and whether or not, in his judgment, th 


done more advantageously in the Gov 
Printing Office. I can see no objection to this investiga‘ 
Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I should like to ask the 
man if he does not know that the Public Printer has aut 
now to abolish every one of these branch printing offices’ 


could not be 








1906. 


I 


re. TAWNEY. Well, I question whether he has authority. 
Hi may have the technical authority in some instances 

(r, CHARLES B. LANDIS. He has the authority to abol- 

eyery branch printing office, because he has jurisdiction 

! every one of them. 

‘ir. SLAYDEN. The law reads that way. 

‘~, CHARLES B. LANDIS. 
da ied to any of these branch printing offices and send them 
i to the Government Printing Office. 
rr. TAWNEY. The distinguished chairman of the Commit- 





\f 


» Printing knows that even though he is absolutely con- | 


ed it ought to be done, and that he has the power to do it, 
impossible for the head of the Government Printing Office 


+) do anything of that kind. It would be more difficult for him 
0 it than it would be even for Congress; and I doubt 


\ her it will ever be done, no matter how flagrant the abuses 
! pe. 
hers of Congress to oppose it merely upon their request. 
itleman here at the door a few days ago, inquiring for a 
certain Member of this House. I said, “ What do you want 
with him?” 
under consideration abolishing the branch printing office 
vhich I am working, and I want him to raise a point of order 
‘inst it.’ I said, ““ Why so? You will simply be transferred 
( to the Government Printing Office.” He said, “ Well, I 
know that, but if I go over there I will have more work to do 
than I have in the branch printing office, and that is the reason 
I don't want to go.” Now, I did not know the man, and the 
I 
t 
I 


T \ 





nan did not know me, but that illustrates the real objection to 
he breaking up of the branch printing office. The men could 
loaf. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I will say to the gentleman 
1m Minnesota that I am in hearty sympathy with the com- 








littee in its desire to legislate along the lines of economy 

Mr. TAWNEY. I realize that. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. And if I thought that in the 
long run this would result in economy and at the same time do 


justice on all hands, I would not offer an objection to the pas- 
of this amendment. But I would say in this connection 


sage 


He can take all persons now | 


He said, “ There is a provision carried in this bill | tended to offer at the proper time, and if the gentleman Will 
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1g? 
SOHAL 
would be more satisfactory if it were made in such a way as 
would bring about the definite results that were brought about 
in the last investigation. 

Mr. TAWNEY. If it is the purpose of the Committee on 
Printing to make an investigation, would the gentleman have 
any objection to my changing the form of my amendment so as 
to require the Committee on Printing to make this investigation 
in connection with the Public Printer? My idea was in putting 
this responsibility on the Public Printer, and my reason for do- 
ing it, was the fact that I know this commission of which the 
gentleman is a member will expire, and the Publie Printer has 


| jurisdiction of these branches and is more familiar with their 


People in these branch printing offices will get Mem- | 
I met | 





that after having gone into this question in a cursory way, not | 
definitely or fully, but to a limited degree, I am satisfied that | 


some of these branch printing offices possibly may be abolished. 
I am satisfied that all of them may be curtailed in the amount 
of work done in the offices. 


I am almost constrained to say, | 


however, that I am satisfied there is certain work that, from | 


the standpoint of Government interest and the standpoint of 


economy, Should be done in the branch offices. 
Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Minne- 
sota, in whose time this discussion has been proceeding, has ex- 
pired 





| of certain documents to 


Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I should like in my own | 
time to ask the gentleman from Minnesota a question. 
Mr. TAWNEY. Pardon me a moment. If the gentleman 


¢ 


from Illinois is going to insist on his point of order, why of 
course this is clearly subject to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule. 

Mr. TAWNEY. It is merely for the purpose of investigation 
and having a report to Congress. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. 

that I want to ask the chairman if he does not think that 
ain investigation by a committee of Congress would bring more 
satisfactory information? 

\ir. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I suggest to the gentleman from 
Minnesota that if this investigation is held, it should be held 
in such a way as to give a hearing to both sides. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Certainly. 

\ir. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Now, I doubt very much if 
the provisions of this amendment the people in charge 
of this work—that is, the Treasury Department, the War De- 
tment, the Pension Bureau, and the State and Navy De- 
tments—I doubt if they would be given as full a hearing 

the result would in every way be as satisfactory as if the 
stigation were made in some other way. 

Ir. SLAYDEN. Well, Mr. Chairman, this is all in my time, 
I would like to have the privilege of interrogating the gen- 

tlemnan from Indiana. Does not the gentleman think this in- 
tigation would be more satisfactory if conducted by a special 
nittee of the House or the Committee on Printing? 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I feel that the investigation 

uld be more satisfactory and results more practicable would 
rrived at if the investigation were made in the same way 


ul r 


XL——i41 


} and 


work than anybody else. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I will say to the gentleman that 
the members of this commission will go on with this work if 
authority is given. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Has the gentleman any objection 
changing my amendment so as to include that? 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. None whatever. I will say to 
the gentleman that I have an amendment here that I had in- 


to my 


accept it as a substitute I will offer it now. 
Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman send it to the desk and 
have it read for information? 
Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. 
lowing substitute to the desk. 
The CHAIRMAN. Before the substitute can be offered the 
point of order must be disposed of. 
Mr. TAWNEY. Let the substitute be read for information. 
The CHAIRMAN. It will be read for information. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Chairman, I send the fol- 


Insert after line 4, page 169, as follows: 
“Sec. 3. The authority vested in the Joint Commission to examine 
into the general subject of the public printing and binding of Congress 
the various Executive Departments, authorized and appointed 
under the provisions of the act making appropriations to supply 
deficiencies, approved March 3, 1905, shall be continued in force dur- 
ing the term of the Fifty-ninth and the said commission 


Congress, 


| is hereby directed to continue its investigations and report to Congress 


at its next session.” 


The CHAIRMAN. The only question before the House is the 
reservation of the point of order by the gentleman from Illinois. 
Does the gentleman make the point of order? 

Mr. MANN. I insist on the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 7. So much of the joint resolution authorizing the reprinting 

be sold by the superintendent of documents, 
approved March 28, 1904, as authorizes the Superintendent of Docu- 
ments to order reprinted from time to time such public documents 
as may be required for sale, and the use of moneys received from the 
sale of public documents to reimburse the appropriation for 
and binding the cost of such feprinting, is hereby repealed. 


Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. 
point of order on that paragraph. 
Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I will only say a word in ex- 


printing 


Mr. Chairman, I reserve the 


| planation of the recommendation of the committee. 


Mr. MANN. I wish to make a point of order in the end, 


anyhow. 


There is no objection that I can see, ex- 


t it was made last year on the other reforms. I feel that it | I made the point of order on the paragraph. 


Mr. TAWNEY. The justification for the recommendation of 
the committee is that it appeared that the authority which the 
superintendent of documents now has is being grossly abused. 
He is exercising a privilege which no other governmental official 
possesses, the power of reprinting any edition of public 
document he chooses, and he has done it. 

Mr. MANN. What becomes of the volumes? 

Mr. TAWNEY. He has the right to retain the proceeds of 
the sale of public documents in his possession for thirty days, 
and a scandal has grown out of that. As a result of that au- 
thority there has been an alleged defalcation, resulting in his 
dismissal, and this provision of law would make him deposit 
the proceeds every day with the Public Printer, instead of 
allowing him to keep them thirty days. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will pardon me, I understand 
the law is now for the superintendent of documents to reprint 
a document where it is for sale. I do not see anything here 
about twenty-four hours or thirty days. 

Mr. PERKINS. That is in the next paragraph. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. While the law provides that 
the settlement shall be made at the end of every month, it 
the practice now to make the settlement every week 

Mr. TAWNEY. That provision is a part of section 11 

Mr. MANN. Yes; but we are taking this up 


any 


IS 


by paragraphs. 
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The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair sustains the point of order. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Hereafter all moneys received by the superintendent of documents 


from the sale of documents shall be returned to the Public Printer at 
the close of business each day and be by him covered into the Treasury. 


Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Mr. 
point of order against that paragraph. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, before proceeding, I did not 
intend to make the point of order on the proposed amendment 
of the gentleman from Indiana when it was offered, but it was 
read from the desk simply for information in lieu of the para- 


Chairman, I make the 


graph offered by the gentleman from Minnesota, upon which a 


point of order was made. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
man. The gentleman offered it as an amendment to the para- 
graph; the paragraph having gone out on a point of order, 
there was nothing to amend. 

Mr. MANN. I 
I Wish the gentleman from Indiana would offer it now. 

Mr. TAWNEY. He can get it through as a joint resolution. 

Mr. MANN. He can; but he can also have it put in here. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. 
Chair if paragraph 7 has been disposed of? 

The CHAIRMAN. 
been disposed of. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I would offer now the amend- 
ment which was read for the information of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana 
amendment in the nature of a new section. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order 
to that. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. 
if the gentleman from Minnesota 
amendment, I shall not offer it, because I am not seeking this 
additional work. I withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will so 
modify his amendment continuing the life of this Commission 


= 


Yes; both paragraphs of section 7 have 


offers an 


so as to expressly provide that this Commission shall investi- | 
gate this subject of branch printing offices, as I endeavored to | 


direct the Public Printer to do, I shall withdraw the point of 
order. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. 
suggestion of the gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
his amendment, so that the Clerk can get at it? 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I will; and offer it as an amend- 
ment, as an additional paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would state to the gentleman 
that it better be offered now as a new paragraph, because it 
might not be germane later. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I 
graph be passed without prejudice. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman from Indiana may be permitted to perfect his 
amendment, and that when perfected we may return to 
place in the bill, and go on in the meantime. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 


Mr. Chairman, I will accept the 


would ask that the 


Minnesota 


the purpose of the gentleman from Indiana offering an addi- 
tional section. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 8. So much of chapter 


§ 187 of the laws of 1895 (28 Stat., p. 
843, at page relative 


to the employment of counsel to protect the 
interests of the Treasury Department in cases before the Board of 
hereby amended so as to read as follows: 

orney-General shall, at the request of the Secretary of the 

point a solicitor of customs and such assistants as the 

, deem necessary, to protect the interests of the Treasury 

all and matters before the Board of General Ap- 

and said solicitor and his assistants shall, whenever so directed 

Secretary of the Treasury, appear in the circuit courts and cir- 

cuit courts of appeals of the United States in any cases appealed from 

said Board of General Appraisers and take such part in the manage- 

ment, conduct, and trial of such cases, in conjunction with the United 

States attorneys, as such solicitor or his assistants may*deem advisable. 

“The salary of said solicitor shall be $5,000 per annum, and of said 

assistants not to exceed $3,000 each per annum, to be fixed by the 

Attorney-General, and all of said salaries shall be paid out of the 

general appropriation for the expenses of collecting the revenue from 
customs.” 


‘“aisers 1 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 
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The Chair did not understand the gentle- | € 
|} and amendments thereof. 


understand the position of the Chair, and | 


I would like to inquire of the | to ask the gentleman a question. 





Mr. Chairman, I would say that | 
is going to object to that | 


Will the gentleman kindly embody it in | ; ay’ 
| wanting to make some change, we are perfectly willing to accept 


para- | 


asks | 
unanimous consent to return later to this portion of the bill for | 





JUNE 16, 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Strike out line 12 and following lines on page 169 and first five lines 
on page 170 and insert in lieu thereof the following: e 

“That the Attorney-General shall, at the request of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, appoint a solicitor of customs and such assistants, pot 
to exceed three, as the Secretary may deem necessary to protect the 
interests of the United States in all cases and matters before the 
Board of General Appraisers; and the said solicitor and his assistants 
shall, whenever so directed by the Secretary of the Treasury, ap)ogy 
in courts of the United States in any cases appealed from said Board 
of General Appraisers and take such part in the management, con: 
and trial of such cases as the Attorney-General may deem advisable 

“That the salary of said solicitor shall be $5,000 per annum, and of 
said assistants not to exceed $3,000 per annum, to be fixed by the 
Attorney-General, and all of said salaries shall be paid out of the 
general appropriation for the expenses of collecting the revenue from 
customs, 

“That said solicitor and assistants shall be appointed without com- 
pliance with the conditions prescribed by the act entitled “An act to 
regulate and improve the civil service,” approved January 16, 1883, 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say that this amend. 
ment is simply a bill of the House passed unanimously within 
the last ten days. It is something that is recommended yery 
urgently by the Treasury Department and also by the Board 
of General Appraisers of the city of New York. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I would like 
Who has been performing 
these duties heretofore? 

Mr. PAYNE. There has been heretofore assistant 


an ap- 


| pointed by the Attorney-General, who performed part of the 
| duties. 


He appears before the General Appraisers in customs 
cases there. I think he is appointed by the Secretary on the 
nomination of the Attorney-General. He appears simply before 
the Board of Appraisers, and he can not go into the courts 


| and can not represent the United States when cases are there 


on appeal. This allows him to go into the courts, and being 
familiar with the cases of course he can try them there, and 
he will have knowledge of them. They now come under the 
jurisdiction of the assistant district attorney, who knows noth- 


| ing of the cases and of the facts that have been previously 


developed. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. This amendment wil! 
mit him to pursue the remedy which he began? 

Mr. PAYNE. Yes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, just a word. This provision, 


per- 


| which is offered as a substitute for that carried in the bill, is 
| almost identical with the bill which the Ways and Means Com- 
| mittee reported, 


and is inserted here 
Secretary of the Treasury. 


at the request of the 
The Committee on Ways and Means 


their views. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from New York. 
The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 12. That all sums appropriated by this act for salaries of 
officers and employees of the Government shall be in full for such 
salaries for the fiscal year 1907, and all laws or parts of laws in con- 
flict with the provisions of this act be, and the same are hereby, 


'S | repealed. 
this | 


Mr. PARKER rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
rise? 

Mr. PARKER. 


- 


in lines 7 


For what purpose does the gentleman 


Mr. Chairman, I rise to move to strike out, 
and 8, section 12, the words: 


And all laws or parts of laws in conflict with the provisions of 
this act be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I will ask the gentleman from 
New Jersey to withhold his motion until I offer a new section 
at the end of the bill. 

Mr. PARKER. That is perfectly agreeable. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey with- 
holds his motion. The gentleman from Minnesota offers an 
amendment, which the clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 173, after line 8, insert: 

“Sec. 18. No act of Congress hereafter passed shall be construed 
to make an appropriation out of the Treasury of the United States 
or to authorize the execution of a contract involving the payment of 
money in excess of appropriations made by law unless such act shall 
in specific terms declare an appropriation to be made or that a con- 
tract may be executed.” 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order. 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I would like to inquire of the gentle- 








1906. 





! why he has made it apply to legislation hereafter? 
not apply it to all legislation? 

vr. TAWNEY. Well, I do not suppose we could affect legis- 
, heretofore enacted. 


Why 





LITTLEFIELD. Certainly you can affect legislation | 
heretofore enacted. .You may not affect legislation hereafter 
macted and 
‘ . . a. ‘ 

\Ir. TAWNEY. I have no objection at all to making it apply 
to all previous enacted laws. 


ir. LITTLEFIELD. 
| the last expression governs. 
ir. TAWNEY. ‘The purpose of this 
Mr. OVERSTREET. If the gentleman will permit me 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I think the proposition is right. 
OVERSTREET. I was just going to suggest that I 





think the language in the bill is better than the language inti- | 


mated by the gentleman from Maine. If the word “ hereafter ” 
not included in this provision it would apply exclusively 


to one year to this particular bill. By expressing it “ here- 
after” it makes it permanent law. 

» CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman insist upon the point 
of ( rder? 

Mr. MANN. I reserve the point of order. Mr. Chairman, I 
ean not agree with the lawfulness of the proposition laid down 
by my friend from Indiana. I do not think “ hereafter” has 
1 ing todo with the permanency of law enacted by Congress. 
It depends upon what it means. I would like to ask the gen- 
tle 1 from Minnesota whether it is intended by this proposi- | 
t by the word “hereafter,” to confine this to legislation 
enacted hereafter? 

: Mr. TAWNEY. Yes; or 





Mir. MANN. Or to. simply state hereafter as a matter of 
It seems to me that as the amendment reads, it provides 
that no contract can be entered into—— 
Mr. TAWNEY. Unless expressly authorized. 
Mr. MANN. Unless expressly authorized, so that the word 
“hereafter” cuts no figure in the case whatever. 
Mr. KEIFER. It prevents its affecting contracts that have 
dy been made by him. 
MANN. There are no contracts made heretofore. 
KEIFER. I suppose there were under last year’s ap- 
1 Lions, 
MANN. 


T +) 


This question arose on a point of order which 
© other day. Now, I have no objection, as far as I 


cerned, to absolutely stating no contract shall be en- 


tered by an official of the Government unless it is authorized 
expressly or unless appropriation is made to cover it, but if 
s done in this case, we must recur to the paragraph 


e bill where the authority was stricken out. If the gen- 
will ask unanimous consent to recur to that paragraph 
ert that part that was stricken out on my point of order, 

I erfectly willing then to let his go in with that under- 


TAWNEY. I certainly will be willing to do that, because 
we ut the Secretary of the Treasury to go on and make con- 


Mr. MANN. I want that done first; somebody else may ob- 
I think the section to which the gentleman offered an 
t preventing the Secretary of the Treasury from en- 
‘ into a contract, which he now has authority to do—— 
lTAWNEY. I will ask, Mr. Chairman, that the Clerk re- 
port the amendment. 
CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will again 
‘t the amendment. . 
e amendment was again reported. 
MANN. That is perfectly satisfactory, and I withdraw 
int of order. 
e CHAIRMAN. The gentleman withdraws the point of 
r. The gentleman from New Jersey has moved an amend- 
to strike out the last two lines. 
Mr. PARKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CHARLES 
NbIS] desires first to be heard, and I will yield to him. 
TAWNEY. I would suggest to the gentleman from Indi- 
Mr. CHARLES B, LANpis] to withhold his request to return 
after the gentleman from New Jersey has concluded. 
CHARLES B. LANDIS. I understand the gentleman 
New Jersey desires to make a speech. 
PARKER. I desire to occupy about five minutes. 
tleman from Indiana now proceed? 
(AWNEY. I would say, Mr. Chairman, that the Chair 
t yet put the motion on the amendment which I offered. 
CHAIRMAN. That is quite true. The question is on 
‘idinent offered by the gentleman from Minnesota, 


men 


Will 


Of course in legislation hereafter en- | 
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The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani- 
mous consent that we may return to section 7, as per agreement, 
and I offer the following amendment. 








The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent has been granted. 
The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert, after line 4, page 169, as follows: 

“Sec. 3. The authority vested in the Joint Commission to examine 


into the general subject of the public printing and binding of Congress 
and the various Executive Departments, authorized and appointed un- 





der the provisions of the act making appropriations to supply defi- 
ciencies, approved March 3, 1905, shall be continued in force during 
the term of the Fifty-ninth Congress, and the said Commission is 
hereby directed to continue its investigations and report to Congress at 
its next session. And the said ¢ mission is hereby directed to in 
quire into the necessity for the continuance of the various branch 
printing offices and printing offices maintained in the various Execu- 
tive Departments, bureaus, or independent offices of the Government, 


and to report what economies, if any, would be effected in the a ion 
of these printing offices or branch printing offices and the execution of 
the work now performed therein in the Government Printing Office.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentle 
man from Indiana—— 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order. 


olit 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania re- 
serves the point of order. 

Mr. MANN. What does this Commission consist of? 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. This Commission consists of 
three members of the Senate and three Members of the House. 

Mr. MANN. When it works, is not there seme expense con 


nected somewhere with the work? 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. There have been the actual « 
penses of the members of the Commission. 

Mr. MANN. There is no provision here in this amendment 
for paying them. Is it covered by something else? 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. There the or 
passed last year. 

Mr. MANN. Will this continuation of the Commission carry 
with it the authority to expend the money? 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. It would. 

Mr. MANN. Well, it is the gentleman’s lookout. I 


‘Xx- 


is in iginal act 


doubt it. 





The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. MAHON] insist on his point of order? 

Mr. MAHON. No. I did not understand it. I have no ob 
jection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment pro 
posed by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Cuartes B. LANpIS 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 


return to page 86, where I desire to offer 
line 23. 
The CHAIRMAN. 


an amendment, after 


The gentleman from Minnesota asks unan- 


imous consent to return to page 86 and offer an amendment. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

‘he CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page S6, after line 23, insert as a new paragraph the following 

“For reconstruction of bridge and viaduct between the city of Rock 
Island and Rock Island Arsenal, IIb, $125,000.” 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. TAwWNEyY] 

Mr. TAWNEY. I think, in view of the large 
for, there ought to be a statement made as to the ne« for 
the appropriation. It is due, I think, to the committee to know 
that the War Department has been advised within the last few 
days that the bridge at Rock Island is in such condition that it 
has become for the Department to condemn it and 
close it against all heavy traffic, and this amendment is very 
essential, because it a bridge that connects the Rock Island 
Arsenal and the Illincis shore, and it is a Government bridge. 
That is the reason for this request. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Minnesota | Mr. TAWNEyY] 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I have one other amendment 
which I wish to offer. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota offers the 
following amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


amount asked 


eSSITV 


necessary 


is 


On page 23, in line 2, after the word “ office,” 
That no other part of the sum ar in this 
Interstate Commerce Commission shal 


insert : 
paragraph 
be expended for printing. 





r the 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman must first obtain unani- 
mous consent to return to that page and section. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I ask unanimous consent. It is very neces- 
sary, in view of the allotment that has been made by the Print- 
ing Committee and accepted by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. This amendment is absolutely necessary. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Taw- 
NEY] asks unanimous consent to return to page 23 and offer an 
amendment. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk having reported the amend- 
ment, the question is on the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from Minnesota [Mr. TAWNEyY]. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have the amend- 
ment reported again. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
ported by the Clerk. 

The Clerk reread the amendment. 

Mr. MANN. I reserve the point of order. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I can explain to the gentleman from Illinois. 
The Commission have heretofore had $15,000 for printing out- 
side of Washington. Now, of the allotment that has been made 
for the purposes of the Interstate Commerce Commission, in 
that amount is included the amount which has heretofore been 
appropriated for separately. The Committee on Printing made 
this recommendation to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
we accepted it, for the reason that if this was not done, then 
they get $15,000 in addition to the allotment. 

Mr. MANN. I have no desire to interfere with any reform of 
my distinguished friend from Minnesota; and I have no doubt 
very likely this is correct; but the law imposes on the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission the duty of having certain print- 
ing done. If they do not do that printing, they fail to obey the 
law. Now, I do not know whether you have provided them with 
enough money in this appropriation. I want to be satisfied on 
that point. I want the printing done. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will say the allotment made to that De- 
partment is all they have asked for. Heretofore their printing 
has been paid—the printing here in the city—out of the general 
appropriation of that Department for that Bureau. 

Mr. MANN. What is the use of the item in the bill at all, 
then? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Why, we have now allotted to them out of 
the general appropriation for printing just the amount they say 
they will need, including the $15,000 heretofore expended out- 
side of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MANN. Well, Mr. Chairman, though I regret I do not 
understand it, I will take the gentleman’s statement that they 
give enough money for this. That is all I am looking out for. 

Mr. TAWNEY. We give them all they asked, and if they 
have not enough it is their fault. 

Mr. MANN. They ought to be satisfied with that; I have 
never found them fail to ask. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman withdraw the point 
of order? 

Mr. MANN. I withdraw the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Minnesota. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to inform the gentle- 
man from Minnesota and the gentleman from Illinois «that 
there is still an item pending with reference to an appropria- 
tion for paving around the post-office at Chicago. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, there are 
pending upon the same proposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
been recognized. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. PARKER. The “ gentleman from New Jersey” is quite 
willing to yield the floor for the present. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the atten- 
tion of the chairman of the committee to the provision on page 
16 which was passed over. There was considerable controversy 
between the gentleman from Illinois and the gentleman from 
Minnesota, the chairman of the committee, as to this item: 
“ Toward the construction of a steam vessel especially fitted for 
and adapted to service at sea in bad weather, for the purpose 
of blowing up or otherwise destroying or towing into port 
wrecks, derelicts, and other floating dangers to navigation.” 
The gentleman from Illinois made the point of order to line 
19 to 22, inclusive, and the gentleman from Minnesota and the 
gentleman from Illinois were to arrive at some conclusion about 
the matter, and it was then passed over without prejudice. 


Without objection, it will again be re- 


various items 


from New Jersey has 
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Mr. TAWNEY. That is a fact; I recollect it now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that went ont op 
a point of order. The Chair is informed that it went out of 
the bill on a point of order. 

Mr. BARTLETT. The Recorp shows that it was passed with. 
out prejudice. The gentleman from Illinois and the gent}; man 
from Minnesota said they would agree to return to it. It was 
passed over so that they could see if they could agree about the 
matter. I think the gentleman from Illinois will agree wit 
me about that statement. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recollects the proposition was 
made to pass it over without prejudice, but objection was made 
The Chair feels sure he sustained the point of order to that 
section. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. That certainly is a mistake as to the 
Recorp. That is not the record. The Chair had distinctly 
intimated the intention to sustain the point of order to that 
part of the section, but on a second suggestion it was passeq 
over without prejudice. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is directly contrary to the recol- 
lection of the Chair. The Chair very distinctly recollects it. 

Mr. MANN. ‘The Chair sustained the point of order. 

Mr. KEIFER. It was reserved to go back. It was first sys. 
tained and then passed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa is confusing 
this with the paving around the post-office. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Not at all. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair remembers very distinctly sus- 
taining the point of order, and discussing it afterwards with 
the members of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. BARTLETT. The Chair sustained the point of order as 
to the paragraph printed in the bill, whereupon I offered an 
amendment changing the amount from $100,000 to $250,000, ana 
at the suggestion of the gentleman from Minnesota it was passed 
over without prejudice. The chairman of the committee stated, 
and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] agreed to the 
statement, that when he returned to it they would make an 
arrangement or come to some understanding subsequently about 
the matter. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I think the committee would 
save time by returning to this paragraph and discussing just 
what the status of it is. 

Mr. MANN. If the Chair will pardon me, I think I can clear 
the mind of the Chair on this question. The point of order was 
made to the proviso, and the point of order was sustained by 
the Chair. Thereupon the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Barr- 
LETT] moved to increase the amount 

Mr. BARTLETT. That is it. 

Mr. MANN. From one hundred to two hundred and fifty 
thousand dollars, and at the request of the gentleman from 
Minnesota the amendment was passed over, so that we might 
ascertain whether it was necessary to increase the amount in 


; order that any contract might be entered into at all. 


Mr. BARTLETT. 

Mr. MANN. 
tleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
TAWNEY] asks unanimous consent to return to the paragraph on 
page 16, for the purpose of perfecting it. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the paragraph and 
amendment. 

Mr. TAWNEY. 
ment increasing 
pending. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Yes; I offered it. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I asked that that amendment go over until 
there could be some further investigation as to whether it was 
necessary to do that in order that a contract for the full limit 
of cost might be entered into. 

Mr. MANN. Now, Mr. Chairman, if I may be permitted to 
engage the attention of the gentleman from Georgia—— 

Mr. BARTLETT. I will listen. 

Mr. MANN. It is unnecessary to increase the amount of the 
appropriation. The $100,000 is all that can be expended in the 
ensuing fiscal year, and I have here a letter from the Comtrol- 
ler of the Treasury, which letter I ask to insert in the Record, 
stating that under the act authorizing the construction of an 
ocean-going tug the Department can enter into a contract for 
the full amount of $250,000 whether there be any appropriation 
made this year or not. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the letter. 

Mr. MANN. I just ask to have it inserted in the Recoxp. 


I have just stated that to be the position. 
I did not understand the statement of the gen- 


I understand, Mr. Chairman, that an amend- 
the amount from $100,000 to $250,000 is 











. CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
consent to insert the opinion of the Comptroller of the 
ury in the Recorp. Is there objection? 
re was no objection. 
. letter is as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, ; 
Washington, June 8, 1906. 
mes R. MANN, 
esentative in Congress. 
te bill No. 
t to provide for the removal of derelicts and other floating 
dangers to navigation. 
enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury hereby 
ed to have constructed, at a not to exceed &§ 000, a 
.ssel specially fitted for and adapted to service at sea in bad 


You submit for my consideration pul! 159, as follows: 


is 





cost 


for the purpose of blowing up or otherwise destroying or 
nto port wrecks, derelicts, and other floating dangers to navi- 
id vessel to be operated and maintained by the Revenue 


ce under such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury 


ed May 12, 1906.” 
onse to your verbal request for my opinion as to whether the 


d bill carries with it authority for the Secretary of the 
have constructed by contract or otherwise the vessel pro 
therein, in the absence of a specific appropriation for tl 
to say that I have no doubt whatever that under that 
Ss ‘tary has ample authority to enter into contract or other 
e the vessel constructed. 
vectfully, R. J. TRACEWELL, Comptroller. 
\WNEY. Now, I ask that the amendment be with- 
BARTLETT. I offered the amendment, as I stated at 


as a matter of precaution and safety, recognizing that 


coast. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. TAwNeEy] 
e gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] differed so radi 
t the meaning of the section that when the point of 
sustained I offered the amendment. But now that 
ation has been obtained, and with the statement from 
»troller of the Treasury, I withdraw the amendment. 
rAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
turn to page 56, to offer a pro forma umendment. 
CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota asks 
us consent to return to page 56 for the purpose of offer- 
ro forma amendment. Is there objection? 

as no objection. 

Clerk read as follows: 


S 


re 


VV 


56, in line 4, after the word “ cook,” insert “ at $600.” 
endment was agreed to. 

\WNEY. Now, Mr. Chairman, we will return to the 

the Chicago paving. 

\IANN. Mr. Chairman, I offer as a substitute for the 
t which I proposed the other day the amendment 
t the Clerk’s desk. 

CHAIRMAN. The Chair has the amendment, but the 


re it is to be inserted is not stated. 
OLMSTED. Where does it go in? 
\IANN. On page 3, at the end of line 4, as an amendment | 


ragraph. 
Clerk read as follows: 


n page 3, 


after line 4, by inserting the following: 
pair of paving laid by and for the United States adjacent 
building, $15,000.” 
SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of 
zainst this amendment that it is not authorized by exist 


CHUAIRMAN. The Chair will state that, inasmuch 
itleman from Illinois had a previous amendment pending, 
us consent is necessary to withdraw that and offer this. 
objection? 
was no objection. 
SMITH of Iowa. I make the point of order that this is 
rized by existing law. 
CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa makes 
of order. Does the gentleman desire to be heard? 
SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, the laws of Illinois 
that where land is platted a record of the plat shall 
te to vest in the municipality in trust for the public the 
ple title to the streets and other public places. Upon the 


as 


the 


ption that the land in the vicinity of the Chicago post 
as platted by some one, the fee-simple title to the streets 
nding the post-office is in the city of Chicago in trust 
The act of the legislature of Illinois which has 
lled to the attention of the Chair vacates the streets and 


blie use, 


most important provision for the commerce on the | 


): 
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streets, 


alleys crossing the Government 


ry 
4 


ounds. One of these 


as I understand it, was that street which extends from east to 
west opposite the center of this buildng and immediately north 
of the Great Northern and Majestic hotels. One of the alleys 


referred to, as I understand it, was the alley that runs in the 
rear of the Monadnock Block. The vacation in had 
nothing whatever to do with the streets around the outside of 
the Government property in the city of Chicago. While it 
true that an appropriation is in order to carry on an existing 


work, or to repair a work of the Government. it would searcely 


question 
le 


is 





; be contended by the gentleman fom Illinois that if the Govern 
ment should erect a building on a certa site and then convey 
the building and grounds, the fact that the Government had 
erected that building would make it in order on lis bill to 
carry an appropriation for the repair of that building which 
had been constructed by the Government but to which the Gov 
ernment no longer had any title. 

If then the Government of the United States, the streets 
in the city of Chicago, the fee simple title to which was the 
city of Chicago in trust for the public, put down any paving, 


the Government of the United States instantly ceased to 
any title whatever to that paving 


have 


The instant that paving was 
| 





attached to the real estate it became the property f the city 
f Chicago in trust for the people of Chicago, because became 
a part of the real estate, and it is no more in order to move to 
add to this bill an appropriation for the repair or rep] g 
that pavement, which belongs to the city of Chicago, than it 
would be in order to put upon this bill an appropriation for th 
repair of a building or structure which had once b ged the 
United States and which had subsequently been so ! ) 
veyed by the United States. 

The Government of the United States can not prevent the 
city of Chicago from taking up and carting away this pay ent 
in the streets. Everywhere where the cost of p gy h een 
assessed wholly against the adjacent property own the city 
owns the pavement and can remove it at its pleasure, d he 
who adds to the real estate of another can not prevent the other 
from removing the improvement at his pleasure 

When the United States spent its money paving the streets 
the title to which was vested in the citv of Chicago trust for 
the public, the pavement became tl paving of the city of 
Chicago, and not the pavement of the Government of the United 
States. 

Mr. Chairman, this is an important question, because sub 
stantially everywhere in the | ed States where public build- 
ings exist pavements have been laid about those buildings. 
Scarcely anywhere have we a public building ’ it 
does not require paving in the streets about All the es in 
the United States have been compelled for years to ] for this 
paving. It is indeed an important thing f tri med 
that because the people of the United States dol oO | 
cago the pavements around the pub! uildings \ ised 
to donate pavement to anybody else we have s ne 
liable for the continuance and maintenance of t ement 
in a state of repair, and yet that is the effect of the te m 
of the gentleman from Illinois. I submit that the title to this 
pavement having passed from the Government of the I ed 
States it is no longer in order to move to ppropl é one, n 
this bill for the repair or replacing of th s it 
might be if the title had remained in the Government of ie 
United States. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I have an amendment of 
my own pending on page 4, which was passed without preju- 
dice. I think the gentleman from low has nstrued the 
law upon which it is sought to the ! g erty 
owner liable for pay. It is not on the ea that the ljoining 
property owner has any right or title to the streets « iny 
title to the pavement in the streets The law for t! pave 
ment of the streets of the ty where I live, Maco by 
the authorities of the city requires that the pavement shall 
be paid for in this way One-third of it shall be paid for 
by the city and the other two-thirds by the pr erty owners 
one-third on each side of the street. It so happens that the 
Government of the United States owns a lot and building of 
200 feet or more on which it pays. 

The property owners on the side opposite to the Gover ent 
building have paid one-third of this paving The amendment 
which I offered provides that the United States Government 
shall pay the third of the pavement like other property owners 
This matter has been presented by myself to the Treasury De 
partment. I have submitted it to the Supervising Architect 
of the Treasury. He declined to pay it as a matter of se 
because he did not feel that he was authorized by law to pay 
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it and had no funds provided for paying such claims. 


The amount I desire to correct from $2,000 to 
did not at the time have before me the 


now pending. 
$1,078.76. I 


of Macon the exact figures. 
amend my amendment 


from 
mous 


the mayor 


consent to by striking out the 


words “two thousand” and inserting in lieu thereof the words | 


“ 


one thousand and seventy-eight dollars and seventy-six cents,” 
and that 
shape. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia asks unani- 
mous consent to modify his amendment as suggested. 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
Georgia a question. Is the proposition of the gentleman from 
Georgia an original proposition, a proposition originally to pave, 
or is it to repair a pavement already constructed by the United 
States? 

Mr. BARTLETT. To pay for one-third of the pavement in 
front of the property of the United States. 
have the United States Government pay its proportion of the 
cost of the pavement in front of and adjacent to the property 
owned by the United States. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
part of it 
Mr. BARTLETT. 
The CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. BARTLETT. 

The CHAIRMAN. Not a proposition to repave there? 

Mr. BARTLETT. No, sir. This is an original proposition. 
The pavement does not need any repair, having been made some 
two or three years ago by the city in pursuance to the laws of 
the State of Georgia. The whole proposition is to ask that this 
amount of money, $1,078.76, be appropriated on this item to pay 
the proportion that the United States property owes for paving 
the streets adjacent to and in front of that property. 
is nothing with reference to the repair of the pavement. 


Not a particle. 
Then this is an original proposition? 
Yes. 


pavement. I know that to be the fact, because I have the 
Treasury, and I have a statement from the mayor of the city 
in my hand which gives the amount and the facts upon which 
this appropriation is asked. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the amendment which I propose 


27, 1906, for improvements and changes of a general nature, is 
hereby made available also for the interior decoration of the 
building.”” That paragraph in the bill was itself subject to a 


point of order as new legislation, so that if the amendment | 


which is proposed is germane to the paragraph, it is in order 
irrespective of the question as to whether it would be in order 
as a distinct proposition by itself. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman please restate that 
proposition? 

Mr. MANN. The amendment which I propose is an amend- 
ment to the paragraph itself, subject to a point of order as new 
legislation, so that if the amendment which I propose is ger- 
mane to the paragraph, it is in order whether as a new propo- 
sition it would be in order or not. 
reference to improvements and changes of a general nature. 
The appropriation for that werk is also made available for the 
interior decoration of the building. The original appropriation 
was for improvements and changes of a general nature, and 
being before the House on this appropriation bill, it seems to me 
it would still be open to any amendment which was germane to 
that improvement. 

Mr. SMITH of 
der to clear up 
ge amendment 


Towa. 


ISITION ? 


Will the gentleman pardon me in or- 
This amendment to which the 
is offered simply provides that certain 
funds which are described by reference may be used for deco- 
an building. Why does the gentleman claim that an 
for decoration of the Chicago post-office is not 
in order on this bill? 
Mr. MANN. Well, it is perfectly plain that this is legisla- 
tion changing an appropriation. Probably an appropriation for 
would be subject to a point of order, but if it 
were not it is subject to a point of order to say that a previous 
appropriation shall be diverted from something else and applied 
llowever, Mr. Chairman, I also contend that 


his p 
HIS | 


ntleman’s 


this 


rT ution 


the decoration 


to decorations. 
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I offered | 
the amendment when this item in this bill was read, and it is | 


exact 
amount and merely placed the figure from memory, but have | 
I ask unani- | 


| the original limit of cost and providing for an appropriation for 
the amendment be considered as pending in that | 


Is there | 
| ernment with sandstone blocks one-half of the roadways 


I would like to ask the gentleman from | 
| ernment that this item is proposed. 
| gentleman from Iowa says that this is an item on the same 


In other words, to | 


| has to the other part of the street. 
Has the United States already paved any | 





| Chairman. 
papers and submitted them to the supervising architect of the | 


That paragraph provides in | 


JUNE 16, 


this proposed item is in order as an original item in the pil]. if 
so offered. 

The other day I called the attention of the Chair to the 
fact that this paving was laid by the United States under 
an appropriation made in 1880, expressly providing for the pay. 
ing, and I shall insert in the Recorp, with the permission of the 
committee, a letter from the Supervising Architect giving tho 
various appropriations for the Chicago post-office included within 
paving. The appropriation for paving was carried by the gen- 
eral deficiency bill of June 16, 1880. Also, a letter from the 
Supervising Architect stating that under the act of June 16, 


1880, providing for the pavement, there was paved by the Goy. 


on 
Clark, Dearborn, Adams, and Jackson streets, surrounding the 
building, and it is for the repair of that work done by the Goy- 
Now, Mr. Chairman, the 


footing as though the building had been sold by the Government, 
I deny it. In the first place, let it be understood that whatever 
title the Government has to the sidewalk space it has to the 
street space. Under the law of Illinois, if the Government has 
any title to the sidewalk it has the same title to the roadway. 
It has precisely the same title to one part of the street that it 
The Government has im- 
proved the sidewalk space. It has laid a sidewalk there, and 
not only that, but it has machinery laid under the sidewalk, and 
one of the items, I call to the attention of the Chair, for which 
the urgent deficiency appropriation was made referred to in this 
paragraph was for machinery and improvements under and in 
the sidewalk space of the streets. The title was the same to 
that that it was to the balance of the streets. Now, Mr. Chairman, 
I do not believe that the gentleman from Iowa will contend that 
the Government can in no case make improvements even upon 
property which it does not own, but before discussing that for a 
moment I wish to say I have no doubt that the gentlemon from 


| lowa is thoroughly familiar with the law of real estate as re- 
There | 

The | 
United States Government never has paid anything for the | 


lating to streets in the State of Lowa, but his statement about the 
law of Illinois is erroneous. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I beg the gentleman’s pardon, Mr, 
I went and carefully examined the Revised Stat- 
utes of the State of Illinois, and found the provision I 
have cited here in the Revised Statutes of the State of Ili- 


| ois. 


Mr. MANN. That is very true, Mr. Chairman, but the gentle- 


| man did not go far enough and examine the decisions of the 
is an amendment to the paragraph providing that “the appro- | 
priation made in the urgent deficiency bill approved February | 


supreme court of Illinois, which decided that provision of the 
Revised Statutes had no application to this portion of the city 
of Chicago. I do not wonder the gentleman made a mistake, 


| because there it is in the Revised Statutes of Illinois, purport- 


ing to cover everything, but in these days it is sometimes neces- 
sary, in order to understand the law, not only to examine the 
Revised Statutes, but the decisions of the courts, and occasion- 
ally the debates of the legislative bodies. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. The courts, I believe, have decided 
that legislative bodies are not to be considered in the construc- 
tion of a statute. 

Mr. MANN. Only the other day I heard the Supreme Court 
of the United States deliver an opinion referring exhaustively 
to debates taking place in this House as a reason for the 
opinion 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. 
the rule to be otherwise. 

Mr. MANN. Well, the gentleman’s opinion and the opinion 
of the Supreme Court of the United States do not seem to go 
together in this case. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I think they do go together in this 
case. The gentleman and I differ as to what the opinion of the 
Supreme Court is on this subject. Now, I would like to ask the 
gentleman when this land was platted. 

Mr. MANN. It was done probably before I was born. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. That is not very definite. 

Mr. MANN. Probably, then, it was before the gentleman 
from Iowa was born. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. And even that is not very definite. 
Mr. Chairman, could the gentleman give me any idea when this 
land was platted? : 

Mr. MANN. It was platted, I will say to the gentleman, iong 
before this provision was put in the Revised Statutes, and I do 
not know when this land was platted. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. This statute was enacted in 1845 

Mr. MANN. The land was platted at this place before that 


And that ought to be, but I understand 








1906. 
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This is one of the oldest parts of the city of Chicago. 


ae S Mr. Chairman, on the other point, as to whether the Gov- 
ert ment of the United States can in any case make and repair 
im rovements upon property which does not belong to it, I call 
your attention to this proposition: The light-houses of the 


untry are often situate upon a piece of property owned by the 
verpment which has no egress or ingress so far as lawful 


Cc 


(at 

permission is concerned. In many cases there are no streets 
leading to the light-house. The same is true of life-saving 
st ms. In many cases the Government does improve out of 


sho funds for light-houses and life-saving stations—necessarily 
‘»prove, economically improve—pathways or other ways for 
eettiug to those establishments upon property which it does not 
aa. Now, will it be contended that as to those improve- 
-improvements which the Government makes with the 


( 
0 ents- 


CU 
anybody—it can not repair that improvement, and that if it can 
repair it Congress has no control over the question, but must 
leave it solely to the Executive to repair it out of the general 


funds? I do not think the gentleman from Iowa will contend 
that, because if he did, and that should become the policy of the 
Government, it would be more expensive than paving around 
Federal buildings, because it would require the Government to 


own the right of way to all of its life-saving stations and to its 
light-houses which are situate not on roads, but off on the sea- 
re where there are no roads leading to them. 

[ think it clear that the Government has the right. The 
er day, Mr. Chairman, in this body, on the consideration of 
this identical bill, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Kerrer] either 
offered or supported an amendment for improvements in Cuba 


shi 


to mark places where our soldiers lost their lives. Located 
where? Upon property owned by the Government? Not at 
all: not even owned by American citizens. That appropriation 


went into the bill. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. 
Mr. MANN. 
is overruled, 


It went out of the bill. 
The point of order against the appropriation 


W I will say. The Chair said that the item was in 
order, although it was an appropriation to continue a work in 
a "foreign country upon land not owned by the Government at 
all. And while it is true that that point was not raised, it 


would be a reflection upon the Committee on Appropriations, 
which I will not make, if I should say that they thought it was 
good and did not make it. At that time they knew that it was 
rot subject to a point of order on that ground, and although 
they urged every other ground which they could think of they 
cid not urge that. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. It may be possible, if the gentleman 
will permit me, that the Committee on Appropriations has more 
regard for places where soldiers fell in Cuba than it has for 
the ground around the Chicago post-office. 

Mr. MANN. I ean not say that that is proved, because, while 
did not raise the point of order, they voted the amendment 
down. I nave been taught to believe that gentlemen in charge 
of a bill who wish to defeat a proposition always raise a point 


they 
[ y 


of order on it if they can think of a point of order, and very 
often raise one when they can not think of a point of order. If 
they had not known that the amendment was in order, they 
would have raised the point. I contend, very briefly, Mr. 
Chairman, that this item would be in order as an independent 
proposition, although it is offered as an amendment to another 
proposition; and if it be not in order as an independent propo- 


sition, it is in order as germane to a proposition itself originally 
t of order relating to the same subject-matter. 
I append herewith the following letters: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, January 20, 1906. 


H JAMES R. MANN, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
: Referring to our conversation of yesterday relative to the Chi- 
A ld custom-house and subtreasury ‘building, and particularly to 
y reference to the fact that the Government paid for certain paving 
f street surrounding said building, I have the honor to advise you 
upon further investigation of the matter it appears from the 
ds that the act of June 16, 1880, did provide for certain paving at 
lilding named. For your information I give herewith a_state- 
nt of the various acts for the site and construction of said building: 
Act of December 21, 1871, limits cost of building to 
92,000,000, and appropriates.._._..................- $2, 000, 000. 00 
A of March 3, 1873, appropriates....................... 800, HOO. 00 
Act of June 23, 1874, appropriates.............----- 750, 00, 00 
Act of March 3, 1875, appropriates____~-_-~~- Saas tls 750, 000. OO 
Act of March 3, 1877, appropriates._................. 400, 000, 00 
Act of April 30, 1878, appropriates_...........---.-. 100, 000. 00 
Act of June 20, 1878, appropriates_......_....----~-. 850, 000. 00 


nsent of the owner of the property without the objection of | 








Act of March 3, 1879, appropriates for completion_____ $525, 000. 00 
Act of June 16, 1880, appropriates for the completion 
of building and approaches, including steps, side- 
Walks, G0@ PQViNG......nocccmcccnnnne aliticiadeialaiin aeieanal 125, 000. 00 
Total amount appropriated__......_.__________ 5, 800, 000. 00 
Amount expended for site_____ a ae 
Amount expended for building to. Septe mber 20, 1880__ 4, 427, 538. 84 
Respectfully, 
J. K. TAYLOR 


Supervising Architect. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, June 9, 1906. 
Hon. JaMes R. MANN, 
House of Representatives United States. 

Sir: In connection with your recent visit to this office, I have the 
honor to advise you in relation to the paving of roadways on each side 
of the post-office, court-house, etc., buliding, Chicago, Ill. 

Act approved June 16, 1880, on ount of this ilding, appro- 
priated $125,000 for completion of ae and appreeches, * including 
steps, grading, sidewalks, and paving 1d as a charge against this 
appropriation a contract was entered into f rv the supp sly of sandstone 
blocks on half of the roadways on Clark, Dearborn, Adan and Jack- 
son streets. This work was completed and payment authorined in Oc- 
tober, 1881. 

An exhaustive search has been made of the records of this office, but 
has failed to disclose any action taken by the United States Government 
making expenditures on account of changes of blocks since that time. 
As bearing upon this matter, find copy of Department letter addressed 
to you on May 22, 1897, and also copy of Department letter dated Octo- 
ber 14, 1902. 

Respectfully, J. K. TAYLor, 
Supervising Architect. 
CITY OF CHICAGO, 


BoarD or Lot IMPROVEM! 


AL [EN 
January Ir 


, 1908. 
Hon. JAMES R. MANN, 
House of Representatives, 


DEAR MANN: Your letter of 


dD. 
to Commissioner of Publie 


Washington, 
January 12 


0. 

















Works Patterson, in reference to the paving of the streets around the 
post-office, has by him been referred to this department I beg to 
state that the records show the following condition in reference to the 
pavement around block 121, school section addition, etc., which is the 
legal description of the block upon which the post-office is situated. In 
1879 Adams street was paved with wooden blocks, and block 121 (post- 
office) was assessed $945.70, and the assessment was paid by the United 
States Government. In 1887 the north half of Adams atreet in front 
of the post-cffice block was paved with granite blocks. The cost of 
this half of the street paving was assessed upon the aesente owners 
and no part upon the Government. In 1881 the east half of Dearborn 
street was paved with granite block. The cost of the same was as- 
sessed upon the property owners and no part upon the Government. In 
1884 the west half of Clark street was paved with granite ck, and 
no part of the improvement assessed against the post-office lot, and in 
18S7 Jackson street, now Jackson boulevard, was paved upon the south 
half of the street, and no assessment was made against the Government 
property. 

You will observe that in all of these instances, except in the first 
case, where Adams street w: is paved with wooden block in 1879, the 
half of the street immediat abutting upon the Government prop- 
erty was eliminated from the assessment proceedings While there 
is no record in the department to this effect, | am informed people 
who have been ouseneind with the department for the last twenty-five 
or thirty years that the Government itself paved its half of all of 
these streets and paid for the same. This is borne Iso by the 
fact that Adams street, Clark street, and Le orn s are now 
paved in front of the post-office with ¢ te block, and they were not 
paved by the city under special assess! eedings I onclu- 
sion will naturally follow that the Government paved these streets 
by private contract. I am not conversant with f vement of 
Jackson boulevard with asphalt, except that I do re t the half 
block in front of the post-cffice property was not improved at the time 

| that the balance of the street was paved t whet! or not was 
later improved by the Government or by ark boards I do not know. 
In my opinion it would not be possible to or practicable to assess the 
other property surrounding the post-office lilding r entire im- 
provement of these streets, and I a very d s to the 
position the city would take in reference to pay same This 
would be a matter entirely within the « f e fins e commit- 
tee, and it might be advisable that you take t part of the matter up 
with Alderman Bennett, the chairman of that comn 

If this does not contain all the information desired, kindly let me 
know and I will be glad to furnish it to you 

Yours, very truly, 
JOHN A. MAY, Secretary. 
TREASURY DEPARTMEN 
OFFICE OF THE S! ETARY, 
Washingtor ay 22, 1897. 
Hon. JAMES R. MANN, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. ¢ 
Sir: Replying to your letter of the 15th instant rel paving 


and Clark streets 


the north half of Jackson street between Dearl 


orn 
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lying immediately south of the site of the post-office building, in Chi- 
lll., and suggesting that said expenditure might be paid out of 
the appropriation for ‘ Court-house and post-office, Chicago, Ill.,” I 
have to advise you that the appropriation for said building is not 
available for expenditures other than for the construction of the public 
building named upon Government property, and that unless Congress 
makes specific appropriation for the proposed improvement this De- 
partment is powerless to give consideration to a bill therefor. 


caZzo, 


6th instant is herewith returned. 


Respectfully, yours, L. J. GAGE, Secretary. 
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| said, be, and the same is hereby, vacated and closed, and the lots 


The letter addressed you by the Department on this subject on the | tracts of land abutting upon such street or alley— 


JUNE 15, 


What street? Running through the block on which the builq. 
ing is erected— 

or alley, then such block or tract of land shall, upon the purchase o¢ 
the same by the United States or the transfer of the same to the Unit d 
States, by condemnation or otherwise, for any of the purposes a{ 


re 


or 


“Such” referring back to the street or alley running throygh 


| this block on which the building has been erected— 


DEPARTMENT, 

THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, October 14, 1902 
for your letter of October 3, 
hands on my return to the city after an 
have investigated the suggestion you make 
for paving that portion of the streets sur- 
found that the Government has 


TREASURY 
OFFICE 


OF 


My DEAR Mr. 

which has just 

absence of several 

regarding an 
=: 


Mann: I 
reached my 
days. I 
appropriation 
rou ng the Government building. I! 
never done any paving whatever, and that the law does not 
ize the expenditure of money for that purpose; otherwise I should be 
glad to take the matter up at once and have it pushed with all possi- 
ble vigor 

As 


thank you 


sidewalks, work is being done on those now as 

and as soon as they are ready for use they will be thrown 

I understand that within two weeks the sidewalks 

vard and Dearborn street sides will be completed, 

mediately thrown open for traffic. All of the side- 

completed not later than Le er 1 As soon 

‘ted a low fence will be placed ba near the building 

ding, and tl 


to the 


and they 


Walks as 


cem 
ck 
at will be replaced in time by the railing 
permanent protection to the public from the area ways 
and shall be glad to cooperate 
prompt and efficient w 
for the interior ¢ 
a short time. 


which 


with you 
ork on the 
on, I am 


or writing me, 

ity to secure 

he new bids 

opened within 

‘with 

partment yesterday. 
Very truly, 


onstruct 


some correspondence made public by 


was 


yours, 


L. M. SHaw, Secretary. 


MANN, 


p 1. 
DlLOCK, 


JAMES R 
ishland 


Hon 
Chicago, Ill. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The amendment proposed by the gentle- 


man from Illinois [Mr. MANN] reads as follows: 

For repair of paving laid by and for the United States adjacent to 
the said building, $15,000. 
amendment is different in character and rests upon a 
different basis from the amendment proposed by the gentleman 
from {[Mr. BarrLetrtr] and other amendments of like 
character, because the amendment proposed by the gentleman 
from Georgia and others of like character that are pending are 
for paving around a public building, 
submitted by the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 
MANN] is for the of a pavement previously laid by the 
Government. The Chair is clearly of the opinion that a propo- 
sition to pave originally is legislation, and manifestly subject to 
the point of order. The only question, therefore, to 
whether a proposition to repair a pavement already laid by the 
Government of the United States is legislation, or whether or 
is authorized by any existing law. If this proposition be 
it rests upon one or two facts, if they be facts: First, 
ent of the United States owns the fee where 
g is sought to be done, or, secondly, that it is a “ work 
ogress within the meaning of our rule. When the propo- 
irst advanced by the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 
Chair was inclined to hold that it was in order 
Government of the United States owned the fee, 
having been given the Chair by the reading of 
cession made to this land by the State legislature of Llinois, 
gentleman at that time produced. A careful reading, 
the Chair that it has no reference what- 
which the paving was originally made, 
repaired, and presume that that 
this time by the gentleman from 


This 


Georgia 


OuS 


original 


propositl 


‘\ » tl , 
whereas the one 


repair 


IS AS 
‘ 


not it 
in order, 
that the 


this par 


(,overnn 


in pl 
sition was I 
MANN the 
because the 
that 
the 
which the 
however, 


press ion 


convinces 
the street 
sought to 
not made at 


to on 


that is 


ever 
be con- 
tention is Ili- 
NOs, 


Mr 


tention wa 


MANN. The Chair will pardon me. I will say that con- 
s never made by me, but has been made by Govern- 
ment officials at Chicago. 
The CHAIRMAN. Which 
Government under this language, 


to be unfortunate for the 


as the Chair will read: 


seems 


That in there shall be any street or alley running through any 
lot or tract of land so purchased or acquired by the said United States 


ribed in the said act therein set forth, all 


case 


des 


that portion of said street— 


for any of the purposes 


author- } 


rapidly | 


| shall extend to the central line. 


And so forth. 

Manifestly, in the opinion of the Chair, having reference only 
to alleys and streets running through this block, then poss ssed 
by the Government on a part of which the public building wag 
erected, and having no reference to the streets or alleys then 
originally paved and now sought to be repaired. 

Mr. MANN. I think the Chair never caught the point that | 
made on that question. 
The CHAIRMAN. 

gentleman. 

Mr. MANN. That provision of the statute only referred to 
Old Quincy street and the alley. The statute contemplates the 
vacation of that street, and the Government assumed by the ya- 
cation of the street that the Government became the owner of 
the vacated Quincy street and the alley; and the Government 
obtained the title to those streets except as to the mere matter 
of right of possession by vacation; they had already obtained 
all the balance of the streets surrounding as going with the 
land. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands from this  lan- 
guage that these streets on which this paving was done, now 
sought to be repaired, were not vacated in fact. These streets 
are in use now. 

Mr. MANN. They were not vacated. The point is, that the 
Government and the legislature both recognized the fact that 
the title to the streets was in the owner of the property, subject 
to the street easement, and that the street easement was va- 
cated, and the Government thereupon built the building through 
it and obtained the same title originally in the part of the street 
not vacated as it did to the part vacated. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair undersands the proposition. 
The legal fiction is that the adjointing landowner owns to the 
middle of the street, owns subject to an easement. That is a 
legal fiction resorted to to prevent the fee from being in nubibus, 
or in the clouds, it being necessary in legal contemplation for it 
to vest somewhere or in somebody, and is only a legal fiction. 
The Chair is clearly of the opinion that the Government 
not own the fee for the purpose of this legislation to the center 
of the street. 

Now, the only other proposition is that this is a “ work in 
progress.” The Chair is of the opinion that when the Govern- 
ment of the United States laid the paving in question, now 
sought to be repaired, that it did not do it because of any legal 
obligation resting upon it to do the paving, but that it was a 
mere gift to the city of Chicago, which had absolute contro! of 
the streets and alleys of that city; that it was a mere grituity 
on the part of the Government to the city, and that the Govern- 
ment of the United States does not now have such an interest i! 
that paving that it might prevent the city of Chicago from d 
with it as it pleases. In other words, if the city of Chicago « 
sired to take up that pavement, which was laid there b) 
United States, the United States Government has no such 
terest in that paving that it could enjoin the city of Ch 
from taking it up, casting it aside, or doing with it as it pl 
Essentially the streets and alleys of the city are exclusi\ 
within the control of the municipality of the city of Chi 
and not in the United States Government. 

Now, the gentleman has made another point, which 
that this proposed amendment which he has offered, even 
it be subject to a point of order, is sought to be appende 
an amendment to a clause which is itself subject to a poi 
order, and therefore takes his amendment from under 
operation of the general rule. 

The Chair desires to call the attention of the gentleman f 
Illinois to the fact that it has been frequently held that. ' 

a paragraph changing existing law may be allowed by ge 

consent to remain and, thus remaining, may be amended by any 
germane amendment; yet that this does not permit an amend- 
ment which adds general legislation. So that if his amend- 
ment be legislation, it is still subject to the point of order. 


The Chair is quite willing to hear the 


does 








Kb. 


—— 


these reasons the Chair is inclined to the opinion that this 
+ authorized by law, and is therefore subject to the point of 
- and the Chair sustains the point of order. 
BARTLETT. 
to dispose of. 
. CHAIRMAN. 
. ground that that is a new proposition. 
BARTLETT. Will the gentleman permit me to make 
her suggestion? 
e CHAIRMAN. 
BARTLETT. 
\ esota [Mr. TAWNEY] to understand that this amendment 
red to that part of the bill which deals with the public 


Certainly. 


ng at Macon, Ga., so that it is germane to this section | 


in order. 


I have an amendment on page 4 that I | 
| given 
The Chair will sustain the point of order | 


I want the Chair and the gentleman from | 
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esire to add to what I have stated to the Chair, that the | 


March, 1902, which’ authorizes the reconstruction and 


iditional work to be done on the Government building at | 


Ga., contains these words: 


enlarging, improving, and extending the United States Govern- 
iilding at Macon, Ga. 


| it also authorizes the purchase of additional land; and 
econstruction, remodeling, or to use the language of the 
‘enlarging, improving, and extending” of the building is 


n progress, for which $100,000 is appropriated by the 
So that we have a work in progress of remodeling, 


ng, and improving the public building at Macon, which 


n progress, the limit being fixed at $306,000, and we 
riate here $100,000 toward the completion of the 


.. this amendment proposes to pay $1,078.76 to the city of 
that has improved the property of the Government by 
the street, as I have heretofore stated. 
is all I desire to call the attention of the Chair to, and 

that I am through. 

CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opinion that the 

Iment proposed by the gentleman from Georgia not 

rized by existing law, and therefore sustains the point of 


is 


Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
to page 86 of the bill, and offer the following as a new 
craph under the head of “ War Department.” 
CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
nt to offer the following as a new paragraph. 
» Clerk read as follows: 


line 4, page 86, insert: 
purpose of contributing to the expense of the national 
ent of Spanish war veterans, to be held in the city of Wash 
I). C., in October, 1906, the sum of $5,000, the same to be paid 
e order of the Secretary of the Treasury in payment of bills 
the expense of such national encampment, such sum to be 
y available.” 


the 





PAYNE. Does the gentleman ask unanimous consent? 
KEIFER. I ask unanimous consent to go back to offer 
nendment. It is subject to the point of order, but in view 
worthy purpose I hope no gentleman will make the point. 
PAYNE. It is not only subject to the point of order, but 
es unanimous consent to go back. I do not think we ought 
it any such language in an appropriation bill. 
KEIFER. Will the gentleman allow me for a moment? 
PAYNE. If I remember correctly, there one prece- 
of an appropriation for the Grand Army of the Republic, 
the encampment was held here, but that was done by a 
resolution. It seems to me if this is to be done at all, it 
ld be done in the same way, and not to put it in an appro- 
on bill and make a new precedent. 
Mir. KEIFER. It has been done both ways. 
Chairman, just a word on the subject, by unanimous con- 
The Grand Army of the Republic, at its first national en- 
ent, had an appropriation in all of about $90,000. It was 
directly appropriated for expenses, all of it, but some of it 
ind some of it was by way of fitting up parks and stands 
1 work of that kind. The last Grand Army national en- 
ment had in the same way an appropriation, as I am in- 
ed, of about $25,000. About $11,000 of it was in the way 
fitting up grounds for the meeting places of the encampment, 


is 


so On, 
wv, those are the precedents. The Spanish war veterans 
about raising, in the city of Washington, the necessary 


by private subscription, and they were just entering 
| that at the time the earthquake came in California. Then 


| There 
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the field was taken by those who solicited subscriptions for 
the purpose of relieving people in the city of San Francisco. 
People gave liberally to that, and after that the committees 
say that the people declined to give, because they had already 
privately for the other purpose. Therefore this com- 
paratively small appropriation is asked of Congress, and, fol- 


lowing the precedent, I ask unanimous consent that it may 
be put in the appropriation bill here. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unani- 


mous consent to return to page 86 to offer the amendment which 
has been read. 

Mr. PAYNE. Before that request put to the 
I ask unanimous consent to proceed for a minute. 


is 


committee, 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks 
unanimous consent to proceed for a minute. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not know that I would object to it if it 


came up in the form of a resolution appropriating this money. 


are several considerations that might lead me to yield 
to it; but I do not think we ought to put it in an appropriation 
bill. My recollection is that when similar provision came 
up before for the Grand Army of the Republic it came up in 
the shape of a joint resolution. Therefore I must object to 
its coming in here in this way. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to state that there 
were several paving amendments that were pending, and 


Chair desires to say that his ruling on the proposition of the 
gentleman from Illinois and the gentleman 
tends to the other proposed amendments. 


Georgia 


from 


eX 


Mr. TAWNEY. I had reserved points of order upon all of 
them. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Chairman - 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman 
rise? 

Mr. NORRIS. I wanted to refer to a paving amendment 


which I obtained permission to offer 
as the ruling of the Chair has practically decided the question, 
and I think the ruling was right, I have no desire to offer my 
amendment. 


the other day. Inasmuch 








The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman withdraws his amend- 
ment. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I read the other day a part 
of a letter written by Mr. Holmes, and stated that I would 
print the letter as a part of my remarks. When I received 
the transcript of my remarks the letter was not with it having 
been mislaid. It was subsequently found, and I now ask unan 
imous consent that it may be printed in the Recorp. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesot: Sks 
unanimous consent to print the letter referred to in the Rr 
orD. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The following is the letter ref i t s 
it was originally written and presented by me to Mr. Holmes 
and sent to him with his manuscript 

DEPARTMENT 0 if I> 
UNITED S res GI Sr 
A hin ag ] 

DEAR Sir: The United States Senate s 
asking the Secretary of the Interior ) 
cerning the continuance of the investig s f s and 
materials by the United States Geologi Ss 

I am sending you herewit i opy of S 
resolution, in which he recommends 
tigations, giving reasons therefor, and asks ¢ $ k pro 
priation of $350,000 for this work d y xt fiscal ve 

The tinal report on the fue ivestig I 1 g 1904 is ‘ 
for distribution (Professio Paper No. 48 i I 
of charge a py of is re va ing it at o s 
Member of Congress or the Director « Ge ei S if 
writing for this report you feel sufficiently interested } s w c 
to express an opinion as to its yt iat I a S » t t s l 
expression of D oO 1 vo Ww e sidered ) ri 

The report on the ivestig ’ of mat s d t 
past year, and also the pr ry rep m the fu investigations 
during 1905, will also be published at some time in the near future 
and copies of these reports should be applied for through the same 
channe 

I may add that these fuel and structural-material investigations will 
hereafter be conducted under an advisory board made up of 
sentatives from the national engineering and allied societies nd 
this board the mining engineers will have five represer M 
John Hays Hammond, of New York; Mr. Robert W. Hunt f ¢ 
Mr. B. F. Bush, of St. Louis; Mr. Julian Kennedy, of Pitt ¥ 
Mr. C. S. Robinson, of Denver. 

Very respectfully, dé &. HO 

The following is the letter as photolithographed 


ginal note as it appeared when it was 
on the margin to omit the sentence 


returned, W 


unders 
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Dear Sir: / 


tery ef the Interior bas an expression afoe ; ‘€Or 
nuance of the investigations of fy tele SD08 c Lometericls 
by the U. S. Geological Survey. , | . 








iuonee of. théas mvenaes as th 
Congress. to meke an mppePr ae 
“next pert TORE 


tions, giving seneown ehoratares 
Soper of $350,000 for this work 


? 


*) 
~ 


ms § 
ey" 


ae 


ee 


A 
Ws, 

me 

* 

: 


The finel report on Shes fuel § vert igettons | during 1904 is now 
i #raady for distribution (Professionél cee Now 48) 
¥ ‘f° tree of eharge | $20 if ¥ z 


Pramas 
A ™ ember of Cong he-. 
yveeooperivg for this et vee feel” 


< 


Micientiy. waterasten: iw this work 








\ 3 __ to express. an..opinio sag i ether am sure that any such 
expr eesion of opinion - your pa ii be consLésréd approp riate. 
Ser ats oe so ecient B 2 Sp eG EI En 0 a oP ils oo ® eo oi se 


in ee 


The report on the nea 8 of structural materiois during the 


past year, and also the ee report onthe fuey in Fae tetione 
during 1905, will also be publish&éd at some time in the near future 


-—* 4 


, 
and copies af these reports shou wate be applied for through the same chan 
t es ~ aii pekiessionasb icsan nani engine atiiotmaniaitoentoniar 
er? 1 ; 
; ae? 
f | | 
Iomay add that these fuses and strictural naterial investigation: 
will hereafter be conducted ymder an advisory board made up of repre: 
sentatives from-the nationalf engineering and allied societies, and or 
this board the mining engingers wiii nave five representatives, Mrs 
~John Hays Hammond, of New York, Mre-~Robert Ws Hunt, of Chicago, Mr. 
¥, Bush, of St. Louis, Mr. /Julian Kennedy, of Pittsburg, and Mre 9 
Robinson, of Denver. ’ ia 
2 “3 # 
- pe ; f 
Very respectiuliy, ft 
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Mr. PARKER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
two lines, repealing all laws inconsistent with this bill. At the 
aclusion of what I have to say I shall ask the committee for 
»imous consent to extend my remarks on the subject of the 
»endment which was adopted the other day, during my tem- 
porary absence, with respect to the Soldiers’ Homes, prohibiting 
any part of the appropriation to be used in any Home which 
maintains a bar or canteen for the sale of intoxicating liquors. 

i did not know that such an amendment was to have been 
offered or I should have been here at any cost, and I wish to 
say a word or two now. 
~ \tr. Chairman, the amendment affords no opportunity for a 
fair vote in the House on the report from this committee. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Right there I want to state to the gentle- 
man that since the adoption of the amendment I am advised 
by the general treasurer of the board that it will be necessary 
for Congress to appropriate $200,000 for the maintenance of 
Homes more than otherwise would have been necessary. 

Mr. KEIFER. I would like to know for what purpose that 
is to be done. 

Mr. PARKER. 


( 


I hope gentlemen will not take up my time. 


Mr. Chairman, that amendment allows no fair vote in the 
House. Neither the Homes nor the Government want to main- 
tain bars or canteens. “Canteen” and “bar” are not the 


rigut words. The soldiers in the Army and the old soldiers in 


the Homes have been maintaining solders’ clubs, as they had 
a right to do, where they could have refreshment, a glass of 
light beer or light wine, in such moderation as shall not be 


intoxicating, as each man may in his own home, 
man in this House claims the privilege of doing. 
amendment these soldiers’ clubs, where the proceeds of the sales 
for the common benefit into books, newspapers, and ath- 
letics, are to be taxen away from the soldiers, and they are to 
be treated as mere children. 


what every 
Under this 


o 
Zo 





Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Chairman 
Mr. PARKER. If the gentleman will excuse me, I have but 


little time. 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Fire away. 

Mr. PARKER. I am going to fire away. Now, Mr. Chair- 
man, this amendment was offered by the gentleman from 
Kansas. There is a Soldiers’ Home in Leavenworth, Kans.; 


there is a prohibition against the sale of any sort of intoxicat- 
ing liquors in the constitution of Kansas, and the Soldiers’ 


Home is right by a town that is wide open with the sale of all | 


sorts of intoxicating liquors. 
‘ight to a drink 
these unlicensed and unregulated saloons. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I do not see the gentleman from Kan- 
sas |[Mr. BoweErsocK] here 

Mr. PARKER. The gentlemen from Kansas know 
am talking about. They know it is true. Now, I 
lieve in treating old soidiers as mere children, 
I do not believe in going to a vote on a question that is not 
the question before the House. The question is not one of 
selling liquor in a bar or canteen. It is that of the right of 
the soldiers’ club to drink light beer and light wines in mod- 
eration in their own room. The clause should have been 
amended so as to apply to these soldiers’ clubs, but it can not 
be done now. We can not have a debate or amendment of the 
provision on the floor of the House that is passed. We could 
only have a vote on the question whether Soldiers’ Homes 
should maintain a bar for general sale of liquor. They do not 
want this. I do not want it. But, on behalf of the old soldiers, 
I desired then and I desire now to object to this tyranny over 
them. I always have been, and always expect to be, 


Old soldiers who insist on their 





what I 
do not be- 


| prejudice which was raised throughout 


are to be forced and driven from their club into | 


as babies; but | 


un- | 


flinchingly opposed to taking away from them the right to prac- | 


tice temperance in their own home, and prohibition is not | 
temperance. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw my pro forma amend- 
ment, and I ask unanimous consent to extend my remarks in 


the Recorp. 
CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
to extend his remarks in the Recorp. 
There was no objection. 
Ir. PARKER. The post exchange in the Army was a 
diers’ club, in which, like any other man, our boy in blue could 
tain a drink of beer in moderation and decency. That post 
exchange was not created by general order. It grew out of 
ecessities. An officer in the far West some sixteen years ago 
uted to promote temperance among his men and to keep 
‘m away from the low haunts that surround a military post. 
le arranged that his men should club together, allowing the 
of light wine and beer, and furnishing a room 
ey could meet together, with a refreshment counter, news- 
pers, and a gymnasium, to enjoy some of the freedom that be- 
ngs to a man in private life, where those who know one 


its asks unanimous consent 


Is there objection? 


sol- 


dime bi provides that no part 
of the appropriation for the National home shall be available for Homes 
where any form of alcoholic beverage is sold should become a law. it 
would result in depriving members of the Home of much more t n 
| the cotatien ge of taken light beer The beer halls were originally 
esti ablished in the Homes as a temperance measure, and have in every 
| Branch helped in the difficult task of maintaining sobriety and rd 
order. They have done much more than this They have become a 
feature of the Home, essential to the best interests fa me ers, 
irrespective of whether they individually use the beer sold in them or 
not. 

Long experience has shown that a variety amusements 
and comforts is essential to the happ if the aged men 
Homes. A disinclination to make new acquaintances is a characte! 
istic of old age, and aged people when separated from their f on 
and the friends of a lifetime. as the members of the Home necessar 
must be, are peculiarly subject to that most distressing form of lons 
someness leness in a crowd 

AVERAGE AGE OF MEMBERS 66 YEARS. 

The whole influence of the beer halls in the Home is to counteract 
this tendency. They provide a eeting p i nished wit irs, 
and tables, where new acquaintances can ea I d and where 
under the influence of cheerful soci intercourse, \ tal and 
physical aches of old age and possibly the depressing recollection of 
past failures can be, at least temporarily, for 

The extent to which members would be depr 1 of adv 
which they have become accustomed, by the passage of this a 
is shown by the fact that there was expe! i for their amuse ! 
benefit during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905. the sum of 
$199,835.46 from the post fund. Of this amount $131,691.45 was de 
rived from the profits of the beer ha This expenditure was for 
the maintenance of bands, theaters, « houses, billiard halls rd 
room, out-door games, deer parks, aviaries, the cor ruction of shel s 
and resting places about the grounds, monuments for the ceme 1 
vocal musi¢ for Sunday services in chapel and hosed als, and the pur 
chase of newspapers and periodicals 

All of this is necessary, because at best life In an institution where 
human beings are crowded tog — is so unnatural and different from 
family life that special provisions for entertainment are ‘ntial to 
even a moderate degree of contentment. Life in barracks for ged 
idle people, unless relieved by attractive surroundings and e m 
of amusement or diversion, is so depressing that it tends to the de 
velopment of melancholia, dementia, and suicide. It is therefore im 
portant that if this amendment becomes a law the appropriation for 
the National Home should be largely increased. There is not now 
time to prepare full estimates for this, although an estimate has n 


in which | 





another form their own club, so that they may be with friends, 
and drink, if at all, in decency and moderation. ‘The institution 


grew. It proved its usefulness. It destroyed the prevalence 
of the pay-day spree. It reduced disease. It reduced drunk 
enness. It reduced desertion; for the most common case of 


desertion is when a man is tempted into some vile haunt, doped, 
and finds himself absent without leave when to 


he comes his 


senses, but is unwilling to go back and receive punishment and 
disgrace. It commended itself to every officer who had seen it. 


It was unfortunate that the post exchange 
canteen,” a name which associated 
older officers and of the public with an 
stitution, namely, the sutler’s canteen 
could be bought at will. There is a great 
it is quite possible that the name alone 


got 
the 
irely 
where 
deal in 
was the 
the Union 
done when 


the name of 
minds of the 
different in 
strong drink 
a name, and 
cause of the 
against the 
Cong in 
the govern 
ght to govern 


is in 
ent 


soldiers’ club; but the mischief 
vaded the Army, as it now proposed to — 
ment of the Soldiers’ Home, taking away their 
themselves and attempting government by st: veo 
But this proposition goes away beyond any that has come be- 


was 


7ress 


is 


fore. One could understand the feeling of anxious mothers 
as to young men in the Army. It is hard to understand how 
they could wish to take away the comfort of an occasional 
drink of beer from the old soldiers of more than 60 years of 
age. Only enthusiasts could twist the facts as they have done 
We are told to compare the statistics of drunkenness at Marion, 
Ind., in 1903, without beer in the Home, and in 1905, when they 
say beer was there. The fact is that the beer hall was not 
opened in Marion until January, 1906, so as to give ouly a few 
months’ statistics, but statistics which show a large decreas 
in drunkenness after pension day since the beer hall was 
opened. Attempt is made to compare the record of the National 
Homes with the Soldiers’ Home in Washington. the latter being 
confined to men of long service and good record, a large pro 
portion being there because of service in the Regular Army 
during a period of twenty years of peace ; 

I add an appendix as to some of the statements made the 
other day in debate. 


APPENDIX. 
Memorandum relative to beer the Natio 
Volunteer Se iers 


amendment to the 


in nal Home for Disabled 


If the sundry civil bill that 























made of the increase necessary to permit of continuing the 
however, are but one feature of the amuse! > ‘ 
radical a change as the adoption = this amendment is insisted upon 





nents I 









at least one year’s time should be lowed bef ve 
to permit of adjusting the prac tices rv the Hom t é 
On page 8604 of the CONGRESSIONAL Recorp for June 12 O06, Mr. 


TIRRELL is quoted as follows: 
*‘ Now, 
regard 


illustration, which is right 
is a Soldiers’ 


I want to give an 


to this matter. There 
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Indiana, 
canteen was put into that Home 
ow that crime and disorder have 
since the canteen was established 


Marion—I think 
1intained. A 
statistics sh 
per cent 


Western States, at 
years no canteen was mi 
two years ago, and the 
i sed in that Home 25 
there.’ ’ 
On page LITTLEFIELD is reported as stating : 
to call attention to the Marion 

Ind., for two years with a canteen and a year without a canteen. I! 
will take 1903 and compare it with 1905. At the Marion Branch in 
1903 * * * the total cases of discipline were 543; * * * in 
1905, with the canteen, * * * the total cases of discipline were 
737—that is, an increase of 334 per cent.” 

These statements are entirely incorrect, 
not opened at the Marion Branch until January 9, 
used by Mr. LirrLeEriELD are taken from the report of the Marion 
Branch for the fiscal year 1905, which ended on the 30th of June, 
more than six months prior to the opening of the beer hall. 

Che governor of the Marion Branch reports that difference in cases 
of ee ipline referred to by Mr. LirTLEFIELD is due to local causes re 
sulting chiefly from a State law and the attitude of the authorities of 
the ane of Marion relative to it. So far as figures are available at the 
Marion Branch relative to the effect of the beer hall since it was opened, 

iry 9, 1906, they indicate that its influence has been good. The 

‘arrests for the ten days following the last quarterly payment 
prior to the opening of the beer hall was 64. The total ar 
the ten days following the quarterly payment of pensions 
: eding the ening of the beer hall was 42, a decrease of 34.3 
cent in arrests, which may be fairly attributed to the influence of 
canteen at that Branch 

LITTLEFIELD comp 
ayton, io; the Northwestern 

ch, at Tog Me., with 
and states that the men 
National Home rhe 
1905, the avera 
ishington to be 59.01 years 
| Home for the same year was 65.12. 

conditio in the National 
gton “we fair, because of the great 
admitted to the two institutions. At the 
en of good record, and, rule, of long 
while in the National Home there practical ly 
admission men who served during the civ 
rth of service of inmates of the Washing 
ir-tenths years. The average length of service 
nembers of the National Home is than two years. 
riety, subordination, and good conduct acquired by mem 
the Regular Army during their long service would necessarily 
its influence in connection with the discipline of the Home at 


rton 
>» majority of the members of 
’ E and habits 


disabilities 
nditions resulting 
The 


» G08 Mr. 


‘Now, I would like sSranch, Marion, 


beer hall was 
1906. The figures 


because the 


ms 
for 


ce oO} 


of discipline of the Central Branch, 
Branch, at Milwaukee, Wis., and the 
those of the Soldiers’ Home at 
in the latter are older than 
official reports for the year end 
» of inmates of the Soldiers’ 
The average age of members 


ires reports 


us 


show 


and 
differ 


Home 
ass men 
Ilome only 

ire admitted, 
ction upon the 
e average leng 
fourteen and fo 


as a 
1s 
ot 
ton 


less 


are there 
life while 
in the field 
upon 1! 
this con 
Home 
in the 
They are 


National Home 
in early 
service 
its effect 


ymment in 


the 
contracted 
from active 
of war ( 
need further 
of the men in the Soldiers’ 
of twenty years’ service 
when there was no war. 

of a totally different from the 

The difference in methods of 
two institutions are great as 
their atistics of little or no value. 
ying (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, p. 
this statement, and it 
and quotes a statement 
conditions at the Eastern 
had no pension, he was 


( 
wnder t} 

1de he ce 
war 


influence en 
too well known to 
large proportion 
are there be 


gs in it 
nection A 
in Washin 


is 
very 
rton 


ause 


Regular y, during a_ period 


class 
the 


also so 


whole, 
National Home 
porting in the 
mparison between 
L is quoted as sa 
dispute 


disputed. 


discipline 
to make 
R604) : 
acy of 
M: 
inc! 


of 
Bri 


so far a j know,” 


members by the Home, no 
opriated by Con 


Tobacco | 


en to 
money app 
in the lhe 
who use it 
Hampton, Va.. 
llow fever from Ju 
he entire period 
linor of 
but 
» strong liquor 
at any Br 
1e@ cause of n 
it would certainly 
were made 
me grounds. 
to a partial 
first three 
verity of the weather 
of discipline 


members 


gress, 
Spitais. as beer 
members 
31, 1899, 
ir antine tT 


had 


the 
ly 
here 
free ac 
saloons 
lowest 
If the 


ers, 


of qui 
Tenses aii... 
could not visit the 
is sold. This is the 
of the Home. 
isconduct of mem! 
have been 
and une I 
lastern Branch, 
within the 
lendar year 
and the depth of the snow 
much smaller during this period, 
present is always larger. than for the 
wing, n the weather permi members to ga 
where strong liquor is sold For the ten years 
1905, the average number of cases of discipline at 
ch for the quarters ending March 31 was 119; for 
50, 186, an increase of 56 per cent. 


iis time 


‘anch 


restless 
At the ] 
extent, kept 
months of the 


at 
th 1e ca 


is 


when 
wie 


Mr. FT 


1 ty ) 


AWNEY. 
and 
with 
ted and that 
i n was 
rly the 

} 


Mr. 
report 


Chairman, I move that the committee 
the bill to the House with the sundry 
the recommendation that the amendments 
the bill as amended do pass. 

igreed to. 
committee 
hair, Mr WATSON, 
e House on the state « 
ee had had wu 


undry civil appropri 


do se 


ents 


rose; and the Speaker having 
Chairman of the Committee of 
f the Union, reported that that 
consideration the bill H. R. 
ition bill and had directed 
the same back to the House with sundry 
he recommendation that the amendments 

i@ bill as amended do pass. 
SPEAKER. Is a_ separate 


Wer 
him to 
amendments 
be 
vote demanded 


on any 


where until the last two | 


of | 


the 


ns 
rhe 


members 


limits | 


agreed to | 
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amendment. If not, the vote will be taken on the amendn 
in gross. The question is on the amendments. 

The question was taken; and the amendments were agree, +, 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the engross; ent 
and third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third ti 
and was read the third time. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the passage of +) 
bill. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
recommit the bill to the Committee on Appropriations with 
structions to report the same with the following amendm, 
which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add after line 2, on page 165: 

“Provided, That no part of this appropriation shall be expended ¢, 
materials and supplies which are manufactured or produced jn 
United States unless said articles are sold to the Isthmian < 
Commission at export prices whenever such export prices are 
than the price charged consumers in the United States.’ 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, the amendment is the same ; 
that offered yesterday in the Committee of the Whole. I desir 
to ask the gentleman from Massachusetts if it is not the s: 
as was offered in the Committee of the Whole on yesterd 
and which was ruled by the Chair to be in order? 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Substantially the same. 
It is the same in effect. It has the same legal effect. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order { 


its 


h- 


the | this is a proposition that was considered in the Committee 


the Whole, and that it is also new legislation and was ¢o 
sidered and rejected by the Committee of the Whole. | 
desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The previous question has not been ordere: 
on the final passage of the bill. Is it now in order to move 
recommit the bill until the previous question has been ordet re 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman f; 
Massachusetts [Mr. SuLtivan] on the point of order briefly 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, the amen 
ment is offered to that part of the appropriation bill which ; 
vides $9,032,814 for purchase and delivery of material, supplies, 
and equipment for the construction of the isthmian canal. The 
amendment is drawn in the form of a limitation upon the appro 
priation. It does not change existing law or make any addition 
to the permanent law. It applies to the appropriation carried 
in this bill, and to that only. If we have the power to deny this 
appropriation entirely, obviously we have the power to limit the 
appropriation or the manner in which it may be expended. It 
seems to me to be clearly a limitation upon the appropriation 
and not a change of law. I will say, in addition, that precisely 
the same question was submitted yesterday and ruled in order 
by the Chairman of the Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that the gentle: 
is in error. The Chair is informed that the point of order 
withdrawn, and that there was no ruling of the Chair in 
Committee of the Whole. WHowever, if there had been a rul 
it would not control the Chair, but of course would be consid- 
ered by the Chair as an authority to be taken into consideration 
in deciding the point of order. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, the point of order was not 
withdrawn yesterday. ae it was withdrawn by the gentl 
man from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney], it was renewed by 
gentieman from Ohio [Mr. KEIFrer], so that the point of order 
itself was never withdrawn. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. That is my recollection, 
and I wish to call the attention of the Chair to the further fact 
that a similar limitation in the form of an amendment is 
adopted by the House upon the motion of the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Lirraver], confining the expenditure of the ap- 
propriation to the lock type of canal, that a point of order was 
imade against that and overruled by the Chair. The principle 
involved in both cases is the same. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I would ask the gentleman 
from Massachusetts in what respect this amendment differs 
from the one on page 8844 of the Recorp, which he offered 
yesterday in Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. 
ment. except in the language used. 
exactly the same. 

Mr. TAWNEY. What is the difference in the language? 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. I have not a copy of 
amendment. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Your present amendment does apply to ex- 
port prices, does it not? 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts, 


al 


the 


No change, in my jucdsz- 
The legal effect of it is 


the 


No, 








1906. 


‘Mr. TAWNEY. 





It mentions export prices. 


ir, SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. It mentions export 
prices ; that does not change the principle involved. 
ir. TAWNEY. I ask, Mr. Speaker, that the Clerk report the 
iment. 


i SPEAKER. The Clerk will again report the amendment. 

he amendment was again reported. 
ir. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Now, Mr. Speaker, the 
sition is the same under both amendments. The object 
soucut by both of these amendments is to leave with the 
1c:hmian Canal Commission the power which they now enjoy, 
: uy supplies for the construction of the canal in the cheapest 
xets. There is no provision of law now which compels 
to discriminate in favor of American manufacturers and 


roducers against manufacturers and producers in foreign 
eountries. The amendment seeks to secure to the Isthmian 


Canal Commission the same free hand in purchasing its sup- 
plies that it has to-day. It makes no change in existing law. 
Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, I wish to suggest that the 
amendment now offered differs in some respects which may be 
material and important from any amendment which was of- 
fered in the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union yesterday, and particularly does it differ from the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts himself in 
committee and held in order by the Chairman. While the 
mendment which he offered yesterday was merely a limitation 

the appropriation itself, this amendment, if I correctly 
rd it as read by the Clerk, imposes upon the Isthmian Canal 
mission, or those who purchase these supplies, an addi- 
11 duty. The amendment yesterday which the gentleman 
ed provided that no part of the appropriation should be ex- 
pended except as the result of bids advertised in the manner 
1 established by the Isthmian Canal Commission under ex- 
g law—that is to say, it imposed upon them 
except those already existing under present law. I suggest, Mr. 
Speaker, the consideration that this amendment would impose 
upon that Commission the duty, not now imposed under existing 
law, of inquiring and ascertaining the export prices of these 
materials, and to ascertain also the prices to American con- 
sumers, whether wholesale or retail prices not stated, in addi- 
tion to receiving and opening bids. It imposes upon this Com- 
nission very arduous and important duties not imposed upon 
them by existing law, but which they would have to perform 
in order to comply with the terms of that amendment; and 
eyen those are not definite. It not only limits expenses or con- 
trols the appropriation, but in controlling it imposes the duties 
I have suggested. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Will the gentleman allow a suggestion? 
Mr. OLMSTED. Certainly. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Allow me to suggest to the gentleman 
it fixes a standard of prices for the purchase of material. 





no duties 


There is nothing clearer than that. No Department officer 
could help but construe that to be legislation by Congress 


fixing the standard of prices for materials when no standard 
is fixed by the law, and it is pregnant with legislation. The 
Chair of course will look to the substance as well as the form 
in determining whether the proposition is in or out of order, 


plishes anything it accomplishes legislation, and if its inter- 

pretation is such that it must be given the legislative meaning 
fixing a standard of prices it is in violation of the rule and 
tice of the House. 

Mr. DALZELL. Let me suggest to the gentleman there is no 


star 


ndard of export prices that could be ascertained by the Com- 
on, 
OLMSTED. There is no standard of prices to the 
American consumer, and there are thousands of different va- 
rieties of articles to be purchased under this appropriation. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, the present practice and the 
sent rule of the Commission under the existing law is that 
ey can buy goods wherever the goods can be bought cheapest. 
ere is no tariff against foreign goods upon the isthmian strip. 
then, in order to determine who is the lowest bidder at 
}resent when a bid is offered from the United States 
her from abroad the Commission determines which one of 
two is the lower. 
“export prices,” something of what has been just said 
sat be well said, but it goes on to say “ wherever these are 
er than the prices charged the American consumer.” 
Speaker, the amendment is merely a provision that the Com 


\fr 


1 ” 
Oras 


sion shall limit the amount when buying in our markets to 


world’s competitive price, because, of course, when our peo- 
ell abroad and fix an export price it is necessarily the 
world’s competitive price. The only way that the Commission 


D 


| can determine what that competitive price is is by considerin 


and | 


Now, if the amendment stopped with the | 
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| tain what articles are sold for abroad and what the 
Now, | 


deed 
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the bids submitted to the Commission. So that the language 


| “ export prices, when they are lower than,” is simply, after all, 


when those prices are lower that any other prices. The gentle 
man says this amendment is unlike either of the amendments 
suggested yesterday. I submit, in the first place, it is in sub- 
stance, though not in language, exactly the same as the amend- 
ment submitted by the gentleman from Massachusetts, and then 
I submit it is in language even almost identical with the amend 
ment submitted by me later on and voted down by the committee 
and entertained by the Chairman as being in order. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I wish to 
contribute something to the information of the Chair in order 
that he may make a just decision. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. OLMSTED] has stated that there was no such thing 
as a standard of export prices. If that statement is in accord 
ance with the facts, it has a material bearing upon the decision 
of this question. I desire to read the testimony of Mr. Shonts, 
the president of the Commission, and Mr. Ross, the purchasing 
agent of the Commission, in order to show that there is a stand- 
ard of export prices and that these high and responsible Repub- 
lican officials know that there is. Mr. Shonts says 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that 
the testimony of Mr. Shonts and the testimony of Mr. Ross be- 
fore the Committee on Appropriations on this subject is not ma- 
terial and has no bearing on the point of order which is now 
under consideration. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair hears gentlemen on points of 
order. It is in the discretion of the Chair, and the Chair would 
not desire to cut off the gentleman from what he desired to 
say if it was fairly brief. The Chair would like to know if 


the gentleman has 
law now is? 
Mr. SULLIVAN 
Chair will indulge 
The SPEAKER. 
Mr. SULLIVAN 
liows: 


any statement to make concerning what the 


of Massachusetts. Yes; I have; but if the 
me one moment, I will read this testimony. 
The Chair will hear the gentleman briefly. 
of Massachusetts. The testimony is as fol- 


Mr. SHontTs. I would favor buying in the open market for the rea- 
sons Mr. Ross has stated. I think the fact that we have that privi- 
lege enables us to get our American-made material cheaper. I think 
that the steel companies, to illustrate, give us the benefit of their 
export prices. 

Mr. Ross. There is one other thing that I might have said I do 
not know positively, as I said a while ago, that the United States 
steel export companies, for instance, would take advantage of us if 
we didn’t have the right of foreign competition, but they do put our 
business on an export basis now. For instance, on steel rails—we 


have bought steel rails during the last year for $26.40 a 
alongside a vessel at Baltimore, while the rate that 
charge the railroads of this country was $28 at the mill. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, the law- 


ton delivered 
they usually 


Mr. OLMSTED. Does the gentleman consider that is a 
standard rate? 
Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. I consider that if the 


veracity of responsible Republican officials is to be admitted, 
it is a standard rate, and I assume that the officials, who have 
spent $10,000,000 for supplies and are ready to contract for 
$10,000,000 worth more, know quite as much the gentleman 


as 


. s | from Pennsylvania on the question as to whether there is a 
and as the gentleman from Maine has suggested, if it accom- | 


standard export rate. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Will the gentleman tell what the standard 
export rate of steel shovels is and how long it will remain the 
standard? 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. I do not w. I am 
simply quoting the general statement of the president of the 
Commission that the present law gives them the advantage of 
the export prices of American manufacturers. He did not go 
into detail and say that there were export prices for some arti- 
eles and not for others. That statement was a general one, 
obviously comprehending all supplies which are needed in the 


ly 
KD 


| construction of the canal. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Pennsylvania states 
that this amendment will impose a new duty upon the officers 


purchasing canal supplies. I assert that it imposes no duty 
upon them which does not rest upon them now. There is a 


duty upon them now imposed by their obligation to the Ameri- 
can people to construct this canal at the lowest possible cost. 
‘To do so they must purchase their supplies wherever they can 
buy cheapest. In order to purchase cheapest they must ascer 
Same arti 


cles are sold for at home 


-in the United States 
If they fail to do that now, they fail to discharge duty 
which existing law places upon them. Now, the same ga 
tion will rest upon them absolutely unchanged, unenlarged, if 
this amendment is adopted. [Applause on the Democratic 


side. ] 
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Mr. DALZELL. 
guides the Isthmian Canal Commission in the making of pur- 
chases. The fact is that the Secretary of War and the Presi- 
dent believe that there is no law, and have asked Congress to 
pass a law to furnish a guide to the Isthmian Canal Commission 
on that subject. If there be no law, and we have the statement 
of the Secretary of War and the President to that effect, then 
this is a change of existing law, because it proposes to make a 
new law, and the making of a new law is a change of law. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. In reply to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, if an officer of this Government fails to 
meet an obligation which the law puts upon him, namely, to 
buy supplies for the Government as cheaply as he can, and 
instead of discharging that obligation buys at a higher price 


} 


Mr. Speaker, there is no existing law that | 





than he is enabled to, I assert that he is guilty of a violation | 


of law and of malfeasance in office. 

Mr. DALZELL. I assert that there is no law. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. There is 
law. 

Mr. DALZELL. There is no United States law that fixes 
how the Isthmian Canal Commission shall purchase supplies 
for the construction of the isthmian canal. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. If an officer of the Goy- 
erpment purchased supplies in the dearest market and not in 
the cheapest, I assert that that officer can be impeached for 
malfeasance in office, unless we direct him to purchase in the 
dearest market, as you gentlemen on the other side wish te have 
the law direct him to do. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is prepared to rule. It is con- 
ceded that under the law as it is at this time these supplies 
may be bought anywhere, without regard to where they may 
be produced, whether in the United States or elsewhere in the 
world. Now, this is an appropriation for supplies and equip- 
ment for the construction and engineering and administration 
departments of the Isthmus of Panama, $9,000,000. The me- 
tion to recommit made by the gentleman from Massachusetts is 
as follows: 

To recommit the bill with instructions to report the same back with 
the following provision: After 2 of page 165: 

That no part of this appropriation shall be expended for 
and suppl which are manufactured or produced in the 
nited States unless said articles are sold to the Isthmian Canal Com- 


t 
mission at export prices whenever such export prices are lower than the 
prices charged consumers in the United States.” 


an unwritten 


lire 


“Provided, 
naterials 


les 


Gentlemen say this fixes a standard. 
the Chair to discuss the merits of the measure. “ Consumers in 
the United States.” If the Chair was to discuss them, and it 
was a question of fixing a standard, would it be consumers by 
retail or wholesale? 

The merits of the proposition are not involved in the point of 
What is the 
If it does not change existing law, then it is not necessary. If it 
does change existing law, then it is subject to the point of order. 
{| Applause.] Much has been said about limitation; 
trine of limitation is sustained upon the proposition under the 
rule that, as Congress has the power to withhold every appro- 
priation, it may withhold the appropriation upon limitation. 
Now, that is correct. But there is another rule, another phase 
of that question. If the limitation, whether it be affirmative or 
negative, operates to change the law or to enact new law in 
effect, then it is subject to the rule that prohibits legislation 


It is not necessary for 


order. 


| Campbell, Kans. 


and the doc- | 





upon a general appropriation bill; and the Chair, in view of the | 


fact that the amendment would impose upon officials new duties 
as to purchasing canal supplies, has no difficulty in arriving at 


the conclusion that the instructions are subject to the point of | 


order for the reasons stated. 
Mr. TAWNEY. I move to recommit the bill; and on that I 
demand the previous question. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. A parliamentary inquiry. 


tion: Has the Chair any doubt that under existing law the Com- 
mission has already bought at export prices? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that the Commission 
has plenary power now. 
having asked a gentleman who he believes knows, and which 
he believes is not controverted, the Commission may buy sup- 
plies anywhere and of anybody. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Then this 
tinue 

The SPEAKER. Now, then, it is a limitation, the Chair sub- 
mits to the gentleman from Mississippi; limits that power, and 
in limiting that power legislates. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. gut, Mr. Speaker 

Mr. TAWNEY. I move to recommit the bill, and upon that 
demand the previous question. 


only requires them to con- 


+ . ® | 
Under the law as it now exists, after | 
| Brown 


Mr. WILLIAMS (continuing). 
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If they may do that now 


how is it a change of existing law? Has the Chair decided? 


The SPEAKER. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. 
Mr. TAWNEY. 


The Chair has decided. 
Then I respectfully appeal. 
I move to lay the appeal on the table. 


Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. On that I call for the 


yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The SPEAKER. 


The question is on the motion of the gentle- 


man from Minnesota [Mr. TawNey] to lay on the table the ap. 

peal of the gentletman from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS] frojp 

the decision of the Chair. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 156, nays 69, 

answered “ present” 12, not voting 143, as follows: 

YEAS—156. 


Adams 
Alexander 
Allen, Me. 
Allen, N. J. 
Ames 
Andrus 
Babcock 
Bannon 
Barchfeld 
Bartholdt 
Bates 

Bede 

Bennet, N. Y. 
Birdsall 
Bishop 
Bonynge 
Boutell 
Brooks, Colo. 
Brownlow 
suckman 
surke, S. Dak. 
Burton, Del. 
Burton, Ohio 
Sutler, Pa. 


Campbell, Ohio 
Capron 
Chaney 
Chapman 
Cole 
Cooper, Pa. 
Cooper, Wis. 
‘ousins 
‘romer 
‘rumpacker 
‘urtis 
‘ushman 
Dale 
Darragh 


Adamson 

Aiken 
3Jankhead 

Bartlett 


bject of the motion and of the instruction? | Beall, Tex. 


Bowie 
Brantley 
Broocks, Tex. 
Brundidge 
Burgess 
Burleson 
Butler, Tenn, 
Candler 
Clark, Fla. 
Clark, Mo 
Clayton 
Davey, La. 
Davis, W. Va. 


Currier 


| Gillespie 
| Gregg 





| Acheson 
Beidler 


Sell, Ga. 


sefore the Chair Bennett, Ky. 


passes finally upon the point of order I want to ask this ques- | 


Bingham 
Blackburn 
Bowers 
Bowersock 
Bradley 
Brick 
Broussard 


Burke, Pa. 
Burleigh 
Burnett 
Byrd 
Calder 
Calderhead 
Cassel 
Cockran 
Cocks 
Conner 
Dalzell 
Deemer 
Dickson, Ill, 
Dovener 


Davidson 
Davis, Minn. 
Dawes 
Dawson 
Denby 

Dixon, Mont. 
Draper 
Driscoll 
Dunwell 
Dwight 

Ellis 

Esch 
Fletcher 
Foss 

loster, Ind. 
Foster, Vt. 
French 
Gaines, W. Va. 
Gardner, Mich. 
Gardner, N. J. 
Gilbert, Ind. 
Gillett, Cal. 
Gillett, Mass. 
Goebel 

Graff 
Grosvenor 
Hale 

Hedge 
Henry, Conn. 
Hepburn 
Hermann 
Hiegins 

Hill, Conn. 
Hinshaw 
Hoar 

Hogg 
Howell, N. J. 
Howell, Utah 
Hubbard 


Huff 


Humphrey, Wash. 


Jenkins 

Jones, Wash. 
Kahn 

Keifer 
Kennedy, Nebr. 
Kennedy, Ohio 
Kinkaid 
Klepper 

Lacey 

Lafean 


Landis, Frederick 


Littletield 
Loudenslager 
Lovering 
McCarthy 
McCleary, Minn. 
McGavin 
McKinlay, Cal. 
McKinley, Ill. 
McKinney 
McLachlan 
Madden 
Mahon 
Marshall 
Martin 
Miller 
Murdock 
Needham 
Nevin 
Norris 

imsted 
Otjen — 
Overstreet 
Parker 
l’ayne 
Pollard 
Prince 


NAYS—69. 


De Armond 
Dixon, Ind. 
Ellerbe 
Floyd 
Garner 
Granger 
Hardwick 
Heflin 
Henry, Tex. 
Houston 
Howard 


Humphreys, Miss. 


Hunt 

Johnson 

Jones, Va. 
Kitchin, Wm. W. 
Lee 


Lloyd 


ANSWERED “ PRESENT ”"—12. 


Holliday 
Lever 
Mann 


McNary 
Macon 
Maynard 
Meyer 

Moon, Tenn, 
Moore 
Murphy 
Padgett 
Patterson, 8S. C. 
Pou 

Rainey 
Ransdell, La. 


Richardson, Ala. 


Richardson, Ky. 
Rucker 

Russell 

Ryan 

Sheppard 


Minor 
Mouser 
Patterson, N.C. 


NOT VOTING—143. 


Dresser 
Edwards 
Fassett 
Field 
Finley 
Fitzgerald 
Flack 
Flood 
Fordney 
Fowler 
Fulkerson 
Fuller 
Gaines, Tenn. 
Garber 
Gardner, Mass. 
Garrett 
Gilbert, Ky. 
sill 
Glass 
Goldfogle 
Goulden 
Graham 
Greene 
Griggs 
Gronna 
Gudger 


Hamilton 
Haskins 
Haugen 
Hay 
Hayes 
Hearst 
Hill, Miss. 
Hitt 
Hopkins 
Hughes 
Hull 
James 
Keliher 
Ketcham 
Kitchin, Claude 
Kline 
Knapp 
Knopf 
Knowland 
Lamar 


Lamb 

Landis, Chas. B. 
Law 

Lawrence 

Le Fevre 
Legare 


Reeder 
Reynolds 
Rhodes 
Rives 
Rodenberg 
Samuel 
Ecott 

Scrog 
Sibley 
Smith, Cal. 
Smith, Ill. 
Smith, lowa 
Smith, Samuel w, 
Smith, Pa. 
Snapp 
Southard 
Southwick 
Stafford 
Steenerson 
Sterling 
Stevens, Minn. 
Sulloway 
Tawney 
Taylor, Ohio 
Thomas, Ohio 
Tirrell 
Townsend 
Tyndall 
Volstead 
Waldo 
Wanger 
Watson 
Weems 
Wharton 
Wiley, N. J. 
Wilson 
Wood, N. J. 
Woodyard 
Young 


Sherley 

Sims 

Slayden 
Smith, Ky. 
Smith, Tex. 
Spight 
Sullivan, Mass, 
Talbott 
Taylor, Ala. 
Thomas, N. C, 
Trimble 
Wallace 
Watkins 
Webb 

Zenor 


Powers 
Slemp 
Weeks 


Lester 
Lewis 
Lilley, Conn, 
Lilley, Pa. 
Lindsay 
Littauer 
Little 
Livingston 
Longworth 
Lorimer 
Loud 
McCall 
McCreary, Pa. 
McDermott 
McLain 
McMorran 
Michalek 
Mondell 
Moon, Pa. 


Patterson, Tenn. 








Pearre Ruppert Sparkman Vreeland 

eek inie Schneebell Sperry Wachter 
F z Shackleford Stanley Wadsworth 
: ell, Tex. Shartel Stephens, Tex. Webber 
aah Sherman Sullivan, N. Y. Weisse 
Re nock Small Sulzer Welborn 
Rix Smith, Md. Towne Wiley, Ala. 
R ts Smith, Wm. Alden Underwood Williams 
Robertson, La. Smyser Van Duzer Wood, Mo. 
R in, Ark. Southall Van Winkle 


So the appeal was laid on the table. 
. Clerk announced the following pairs: 
ror the session: 
\ir. CurriER With Mr. FINLey. 
’ SHERMAN With Mr. RUPPERT. 
Mr. Mouser with Mr. GARRETT. 
Mr. BRADLEY with Mr. GOULDEN. 
Until further notice: 
Mr. LoNGwortH with Mr. StepHENsS of Texas. 
Mr. GRAHAM With Mr. PAGE. 
Mr. VREELAND with Mr. GReEaa,. 
Mr. Knapp with Mr. LIrr_e. 
Mr. SLeMP with Mr. GLAss. 
Mr. Powers with Mr. Gaines of Tennessee. 
Mr. DEEMER With Mr. KLINE, 
Mr. HaSKINS with Mr. LEVER. 
\fr. GREENE with Mr. Patrerson of North Carolina. 
Mr. WELBoRN with Mr. GUDGER. 
Mr. WEEKS with Mr. STANLEY. 
Mr. Epwarps with Mr. HILt of Mississippl. 
Mr. Le Fevre with Mr. CLAUDE KITCHEN. 
Mr. Hottipay with Mr. Witey of Alabama. 
\ MORRELL with Mr. SULLIVAN of New York. 
\ir. Littey of Pennsylvania with Mr. GiLeert of Kentucky. 
Mr. Hrrr with Mr. LEGARE. 
Mr. DovENER with Mr. SPARKMAN, 
Until June 20: 
Mr. BurKE of Pennsylvania with Mr. GILLESPIE, 
Until June 18: 
Mr. Minor with Mr. SULZER. 
For this day: 
Mr. SHARTEL with Mr. VAN DUZER. 
Mr. Roverts with Mr. WEISSE. 
\Ir. WADSwortH with Mr. LAMB. 
Mr. WM. ALDEN SmitTH with Mr. UNDERWOOD, 
Mr. PEARRE with Mr. SOUTHALL, 
ir, PALMER with Mr. SHACKLEFORD, 
Mr. O_corr with Mr. RIxey. 
Mr. Moon of Pennsylvania with Mr. Rem. 
Mr. MoNDELL with Mr. RANDELL of Texas. 
McCreary of Pennsylvania with Mr. Patrerson of Ten- 


\ir. McCaL. with Mr. Ropertrson of Louisiana. 
Mr. Loup with Mr. McLAIN. 


Mr. Lirraver with Mr. TOWNE. 
Mr. Littey of Connecticut with Mr. McDERMoTT. 


CHARLES B. LANpIS with Mr. LIVINGSTON, 
Mr. KetcHaM with Mr. LeEwIs. 

Mr. Hutt with Mr. Hearst. 

Mr. Hugues with Mr. LESTER. 

Mr. HAUGEN with Mr. LAMAR. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts with Mr. Hay. 
Mr. FULLER with Mr. FLoop. 

Mr. CASSELL with Mr. FITZGERALD. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD with Mr. CocKRAN. 

Mr. CALDER with Mr. FIE.bD. 

Mr. BURLEIGH with Mr. Byrp. 


Mr. Brown with Mr. BROUSSARD. 

Mr. Brick with Mr. Bowers. 

Mr. BLACKBURN with Mr. SMALL. 

Mr. BineHam with Mr. LINbDsay. 

Mr. BerpLer with Mr. Bett of Georgia. 
ur 


Mr. Gittetr of Massachusetts with Mr. KELIHER. 
assert with Mr. Smiru of Maryland. 

Mr. SCHNEEBELI with Mr. Patrrerson of Tennessee. 
Ir. GRONNA with Mr. GARBER. 


Mr. Bowrersock with Mr. GoLpFOGLE. 

Mr. ACHESON with Mr. Ropinson of Arkansas. 
Mr. Mupp with Mr. JAMEs. 

Mr. WacnTER with Mr. RHINOCK. 

Mr. Burron of Delaware with Mr. GIL... 

M Dickson of Illinois with Mr. BuRNETT. 


or this day: 

Mr. Law with Mr. Woop of Missouri. 
Mr. DaLzeELL with Mr. WILLIAMS. 
Mr. LAWRENCE with Mr. Griaes. 
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ance with the rules of the House, to have my vote recorded in 
the negative. I will state that I was in the Committee on 


| Rules, at the invitation of the Speaker, at the time. 





| 2, 1895, with Senate amendments. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman is correct about that. He 


was ehgaged as a member of the Committee on Rules, in session 


during the roll call, and could not be present in the House; but 
that does not bring the gentleman within the rule. The Chair 
would be glad to pair with the gentleman. [Laughter.] 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I move to recommit the bill, 
and on that I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. 
commit the bill. 

The question was taken; and the motion was not agreed to. 

The bill was passed. 

On motion of Mr. TawNery, a motion to 
vote was laid on the table. 


The question now is on the motion to re 


reconsider the last 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I submit a report on the bill (H.R. 
18750) making appropriations for the naval service for the 


| fiscal year ending June 30, 1907, and for other purposes, to be 


printed in the Recorp under the rule. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The conference report and statement will be 
printed under the rule. 

SEALER AND ASSISTANT SEALER OF WEIGHTS AND 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 4468) to 
amend an act entitled “An act to provide for the appointment of 
a sealer and assistant sealer of weights and measures 
District of Columbia, and for other purposes,” 


MEASURES, 


in the 
approved March 


The Senate amendments were read. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House concur in the Senate amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 


LIFE-SAVING STATION AT SOUTH KINGSTON, L. L 
Mr. CAPRON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (S. 280) to provide a life-say- 


ing station at or near Greenhill, on the coast of South Kingston, 
in the State of Rhode Island. 


The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That there be established 


I a life-saving station at 
or near Greenhill, on the coast of South Kingston, in the State of 
Rhode Island; and the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby required to 
provide for such establishment and supply the same wit the necessary 


life-saving crew and furnishings as provided by law in like Ses. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be read the third time; and it was 
read the third time, and passed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS SUNFLOWER RIVER, MISSISSIPPI. 

Mr. HUMPRHEYS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 

mous consent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 


1854) to authorize the board of supervisors of Sunflower 


County, Miss., to construct a bridge across Sunflower River. 





Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I desire, if it be in accord- | 


The Clerk read the bill, as follows 


Be it enacted, etc., That the board of supervisors of Sunflower County, 
Miss., be, and they are hereby, authorized to construct, maintain, and 
operate a bridge and approaches thereto across the Sunflower River, at 


Lehrton, in Sunfiower County, in the State of Mississippi, in accord- 
ance with the provisions of the act entitled “An act to regulate the 
| construction of bridges over navigable waters,” approved March 23, 
1906. 


Sec. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act 
expressly reserved 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 


is hereby 


| Chair hears none 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and it was read the third time, and passed. 
PURCHASE OF MATERIALS FOR USE IN CONSTRUCTION OF THE 
PANAMA CANAL, 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I submit the following priv- 
ileged report from the Committee on Rules; and I ask the 
Clerk to read Senate resolution referred to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That immediately on the adoption of this resolution, It 
shall be in order to consider Senate resolution No. 60, and immediately 
to take a vote on the third reading and passage of said resolution with- 
out delay, intervening motion, or appeal. 

Senate resolution No. 60. 

Resolved, etc., That purchases of material and equipment for use in 
the construction of the Panama Canal shall be restricted to arti les 
of domestic production and manufacture, from the lowest responsible 


bidder, unless the President shall, in any case, deem the bids or tenders 
therefor to be extortionate or unreasonable. 
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DALZELL. 


Mr. 
tion. 


Mr. 
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. | 
Speaker, I ask for the previous ques- 


The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by 


Mr. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. 


WILLIAMS) there were—ayes 150, noes 70. 
Mr. Speaker, I call for the yeas and nays. ; 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 147, nays 66, 
answered “ present” 11, not voting 156, as follows: 


Adams 
Alexander 
Allen, Me. 
Allen, N. J. 
Ames 
Andrus 
sannon 
Bates 

Bede 
Bennet, N. Y. 
Bennett, Ky. 
Birdsall 
sishop 
Bonyuge 
Boutell 
srownlow 
Buckman 
surke, S. Dak. 
gutler, Pa. 
‘alderhead 


‘ampbell, Ohio 
‘apron 
‘*haney 
‘*hapman 
ole 

‘“ooper, Pa. 
‘ooper, Wis. 
‘ousins 
Crumpacker 
Currier 
Curtis 

Dale 

Dalzell 
Darragh 
Davidson 
Davis, Minn. 


em i i i fl fm 


Adamson 
Aiken 
Jankhead 
Bartlett 
Seall, Tex. 
sowie 
Brantley 
Broocks, Tex. 
Brundidge 
Burgess 
Burleson 
Butler, Tenn. 
Candler 
Clark, Fla, 
Clark, Mo. 
Clayton 
Davey, La. 


Gillespie 
Gregg 


Holliday 


Acheson 
Babcock 
Barchfeld 
Bartholdt 
Beidler 

sell, Ga. 
singham 
slackburn 
Bowers 
sowersock 
Bradley 
srick 
Brooks, Colo. 
Broussard 
Brown 
surke, Pa. 
surleigh 
surnett 
Burton, Del. 
surton, Ohio 

yrd 

alder 


assel 


‘romer 
‘ushman 
jeemer 
yickson, III. 
yovener ' 


ards 


‘lood 
‘ordney 


‘ampbell, Kans. 


YEAS— 


Dawes 
Dawson 
Denby 
Dixon, Mont, 
Draper 
Driscoll 
Dunwell 
Dwight 

Ellis 

Esch 
Fletcher 
Foss 

Foster, Ind. 
Foster, Vt. 
French 
Fulkerson 
Gaines, W. Va. 
Gardner, Mich, 
Gardner, N. J. 
Gilbert, Ind. 
Gillett, Cal. 
Goebel 

Graff 
Grosvenor 
Hale 
Haugen 
Hayes 

Hedge 
Henry, Conn. 
Hepburn 
Hermann 
Higgins 

Hill, Conn, 
Hinshaw 
Hoar 

Hogg 
Howell, N. J. 


147. 

Howell, Utah 
Huff 
Humphrey, Wash. 
Jenkins 

Jones, Wash. 
Kahn 

Keifer 
Kennedy, Nebr. 
Kennedy, Ohio 
Kinkaid 
Klepper 
Knowland 
Lacey 

Landis, Frederick 
Lawrence 
Littlefield 
Loud 
Loudenslager 
McCarthy 
McCleary, Minn. 
McKinlay, Cal. 
McKinley, Ill. 
McKinney 
McLachlan 
MeMorran 
Madden 
Mahon 

Mann 

Martin 

Miller 
Murdock 
Needham 
Nevin 

Olmsted 

Otjen 
Overstreet 
Parker 


NAYS—66. 


Davis, W. Va. 
De Armond 
Dixon, Ind. 
Ellerbe 
Finley 

Floyd 
Garner 
Granger 
Hardwick 
Heflin 

Henry, Tex. 
Houston 
Howard 
Johnson 
Jones, Va. 
Kitchin, Wm. W. 


Lee 


Lloyd 

McNary 

Macon 

Meyer 

Moon, Tenn. 
Moore 

Murphy 
Padgett 
Patterson, 8. C. 
Pou 

Rainey 
Richardson, Ala. 
Richardson, Ky. 
Rucker 

Ryan 

Sheppard 
Sherley 


ANSWERED “ PRESENT ”"—11. 
Humphreys, Miss. Patterson, N. C. 


Lever 
Mouser 


Powers 
Slemp 


NOT VOTING—156. 


Fowler 
Fuller 
Gaines, Tenn. 
Garber 
Gardner, Mass. 
Garrett 
Gilbert, Ky. 
Gill 

Gillett, Mass. 
Glass 
Goldfogle 
Goulden 
Graham 
Greene 
Griggs 
Gronna 
Gudger 
Hamilton 
Haskins 

Hay 

Hearst 

Hill, Miss. 
Hitt 

Hopkins 
Hubbard 
Hughes 

Hull 

Hunt 

James 
Keliher 
Ketcham 
Kitchin, Claude 
Kline 

Knapp 
Knopf 
Lafean 
Lamar 

Lamb 
Landis, Chas. B. 


Law 

Le Fevre 
Legare 
Lester 

Lewis 

Lilley, Conn. 
Lilley, Pa. 
Lindsay 
Littauer 
Little 
Livingston 
Longworth 
Lorimer 
Lovering 
McCall 
McCreary, Pa. 
McDermott 
MeGavin 
McLain 
Marshall 
Maynard 
Michalek 
Minor 
Mondell 
Moon, Pa. 
Morrell 
Mudd 

Norris 
Olcott 

Page 

Palmer 
Parsons 
Patterson, Tenn. 
Pearre 
Perkins 
Pollard 

Pujo 
Randell, Tex. 
Ransdell, La. 


So the previous question was ordered. 


Payne 

Prince 

Reeder 

Rhodes 

Rives 
Rodenberg 
Samuel 

Scott 

Scroggy 

Sibley 

Smith, Cal. 
Smith, Iowa 
Smith, Samuel W. 
Smith, Pa. 
Southard 
Southwick 
Sperry 

Stafford 
Steenerson 
Sterling 
Sulloway 
Tawney 
Taylor, Ohio 
Thomas, Ohio 
Tirrell 
Townsend 
Tyndall 
Waldo 
Wanger 
Watson 
Weems 
Wharton 
Wiley, N. J. 
Wilson 
Wood, N. J. 
Woodyard 


Sims 

Slayden 
Smith, Ky. 
Smith, Tex. 
Spight 
Sullivan, Mass. 
Talbott 
Taylor, Ala. 
Thomas, N. C. 
Trimble 
Wallace 
Watkins 
Webb 
Williams 
Zenor 


Sparkman 
Weeks 


Reid 

Reynolds 
Rhinock 
Rixey 

Roberts 
Robertson, La. 
Robinson, Ark. 
Ruppert 
Russell 
Schneebell 
Shackleford 
Shartel 
Sherman 
Small 

Smith, Ill. 
Smith, Md. 
Smith, Wm. Alden 
Smyser 

Snapp 
Southall 
Stanley 
Stephens, Tex. 
Stevens, Minn. 
Sullivan, N. Y. 
Sulzer 

Towne 
Underwood 
Van Duzer 
Van Winkle 
Volstead 
Vreeland 
Wachter 
Wadsworth 
Webber 
Weisse 
Welborn 
Wiley, Ala. 
Wood, Mo, 
Young 
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| are not unreasonable or extortionate. 
| so I 
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The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 

For the balance of the day: 

Mr. REYNOLDS with Mr. Hunt. 

Mr. SmirH of Illinois with Mr. LAMAR. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan with Mr. RUSSELL. 

Mr. BarTHoLpt with Mr. Gries. 

Mr. Brooks of Colorado with Mr. McLain. 

Mr. Bascock with Mr. Pugo. 

For the vote: 

Mr. Burton of Ohio with Mr. Humpnureys of Mississippi, 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. TOWNSEND). The gentle. 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. DaLzeLL] is recognized for twenty 
minutes and the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Wu LMS] 
is recognized for twenty minutes. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, on the second day of the pres- 
ent month the Senate passed a resolution providing for the 
purchase of material and equipment for use in the Panama 
That resolution is in the following words: 

That purchases of material and equipment for use in the construe. 
tion of the Panama Canal shall be restricted to articles of dom 
production and manufacture, from the lowest responsible bidder, \nlesg 


the President shall, in any case, deem the bids or tenders therefor to 
be extortionate or unreasonable. 


That resolution was sent to the House and was referred to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. It was reported favorably 
by that committee, and is now before the House by virtue of 
the rule under which the previous question has already beep 
adopted. So far as the merits of the proposition are concerned, 
they were debated at some considerable length yesterday, and 
they have been debated at some length again to-day. The com- 
mittee was of opinion, therefore, that the time allowed under 
the rules of the House for the adoption of this rule—twenty 


estic 


| minutes on each side—was sufficient debate to be allowed. 


I confess, Mr. Speaker, I find it difficult to make any argu- 
ment in favor of this proposition which is in any degree stronger 
than the language of the proposition itself. The proposition js 


| that the American people engaged in a great enterprise shal] 


buy their supplies in the American market from their own peo- 
ple in free competition whenever the prices for those supplies 
Why we should not do 
am at a loss to know. If the carrying on of this great 
enterprise that is to involve so many millions of dollars and 
consume so long a time is to open a great market, that market 


| ought to belong, naturally does belong, to the American people. 


If by reason of our system supplies of any kind are somewhat 
higher in our market than they are abroad, they are higher 
because of the higher wage rate in the American market, and 
it seems to me that it would be suicidal legislation that would 
undertake to take away from the American wage-earner the 


| right, the privilege that he already enjoys under our system. 


I submit, therefore, that this proposition is an American propo- 
sition, and ought to be sustained by every loyal American citi- 
zen. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I yield ten minutes, or such 
part of that as he may desire, to the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. DE ARMOND]. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from l’enn- 
sylvania [Mr. DauzeLL] thinks that a very liberal amount of 


| discussion has already taken place upon this most important 


| our hands. 


subject. Incidentally a few Members yesterday and _inci- 
dentally a few Members to-day for a short time, in the aggre- 
gate I think not equalling sixty minutes, talked about this gen- 
eral subject. How many millions or tens of millions, perhaps 
even a hundred millions of dollars are involved in it no man 
knows and no man can say. 

Everybody ought to appreciate the fact that in engaging to 
construct this Panama Canal we have a great undertaking upon 
Nobody knows how long the work will last, nobody 
knows how much it will cost. All must know that there will! be 
a considerable consumption of time running into years and 
years, and all can know that there will be hundreds of millions 
of dollars expended. Every dollar will come out of American 
citizenship, “American labor,’ even to use the term employed 
so affectionately by the gentleman here, so far as lip service 
is concerned, and treated with such contempt, so far as action 
goes. 

It would seem, in a general way, that in providing for this 
work we ought to endeavor to arrange to do it as cheaply as 
in decency we can do it. That seems to be no more 4! d no 
less than is due to the American taxpayer, the American citizen, 
the American laborer. The burden will be heavy enough at 
best. It threatens to become excessively heavy unless good 
management, good judgment, economy, and honesty are exer: 
cised throughout. It is even possible, great as this nation 1s 
and mighty as are its resources, that at no distant day, and 
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pefore this great work is completed, the American people 
- consider seriously the question of whether they had not 
; delay a while, in view of enormous expenditures, and 
let the completion of the work await a time when we shall be 
on more powerful, and when the contribution can be made 
itl) Jess tax upon the energy and the substance of the Ameri- 
< \ pe ple. I hope no such time ever will come. I hope there 
1 be no halt in the work and that the burden may not be- 
come at any time too grievous to be borne by this mighty 


Pout no one has any assurance that it may not be so. And 
; ° me who has regard for the interests that we have at stake 
a+ home or in Panama, no one who desires honestly and earn- 

the speedy completion of the great canal, or who has any 


as et for the rights of the American people can approach 
¢his question, it seems to me, without a sense of gravity on 
nt of its vast importance. Then why is it that this reso- 
‘: is to be hurried through the House, under whip and spur, 
~ uit consideration, with a contemptuous disregard for the 


duty of consideration, with an absolute and complete denial of 
portunity for considerations? What is it that this propo- 
cition involves? As things are now, the American President 
the American Secretary of War and the American Canal 


Co ission—every one of them—like all the other people of 
land, of every party, are disposed to buy of American 
manufacturers and from American bidders, as you would do, 


Sneaker, and I would do, and as every man here would do, 


nd allof our constituents would do, following the common, every- 
( experience, when the purchase can be made upon as good 


; here as can be obtained elsewhere. You and I prefer to 
n the home merchants, but we expect them to give us 
lly as good terms as they give in the more distant trade 


\s things are now, everything will be bought from the American 
if ieturer unless it ought not to be bought from him; unless 
disposed to buy from him, out of a sense of 
, people of the United States, and zealous for the suc- 
mpletion of this great undertaking, deliberately decide 
ieir own inclination, that it ought not to be 
need of protection in this direction. There 
admonition to buy from Americans. If 
of American manufacturers without | 
to be bought of them at all, as ninety-nine per 
canal supplies have thus far been bought from them. 
then, is the object of this resolution to hamper the 
, the Secretary of War, the Canal Commission—every- 


nission 





is 
thing 
ition 


no 
very 





ee 
via ‘ 
egish 


who has anything to do with this matter—by virtue of | 
ch they will be under a degree of compulsion to buy from 


American 


, with 


manufacturer at the American manufacturer's 


necessary *%supplies might be bought for elsewhere? Look | 

ow it will work, practically. Often it is necessary to make a 
e perhaps in an emergency; to make it quickly. There 
bsolute compulsion, if this resolution be passed, to buy 


the American manufacturer at the America 

yw extortionate or how unreasonable it may be, unless 

matter can be delayed and the President consulted, 

le facts laid before him, and the President shall direct a 
fferent course 

how unbusinesslike that is, how unfair it is, 

tainly will work in practical operation 

at the American price, however unreasonable, however 

rtionate, unless the matter be deemed of sufficient conse- 

ce and importance, and there be sufficient time without too 

necidental loss in the delay involved to lay it before the 

nt, make the President acquainted with the details, and 

ve him pass upon it! No escape from extortion, from out- 

from robbery, provided that extortion, that outrage, and 

robbery be “projected and attempted by the American 

ifacturer, except through an appeal to the President in 

‘vy particular instance! Ingenuity could not devise anything 


n home price 


how badly 
and enforcement. 


hi 


thoroughly caleulated to build up and foster trusts, or 
hetter ealeulated to beat down and injure labor and all the 
aying people. And yet gentlemen talk about American 

es and American labor and buying American supplies to 


complete this great American work! In the name of labor, I 
protest against such a perversion, such an outrage upon Ameri- 


ean labor! 


Here, for instance, in the letter of the Secretary of War, is 
Submitted a proposition whether two Scotch dredges shall be 
bought at a saving of over $70,000, or whether two American 
dredges shall be bought at a loss of over $70,000. 


Gentlemen 
who favor buying the two American dredges say, in effect: 
Lhrow away $70,000 of the people’s money, because American 
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done. | 


cent | 


very little regard to what prices are elsewhere or | 
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labor, forsooth, gets the advantage of it.” 


c Not a solitary 
of it goes to American labor 


penny 
; there is not the slightest 


Increase 
in the wages of American labor; there is not a solitary advan- 
tage to American labor. The advantage is to the American 
monopolist alone, alone. 

Now, all that we ask—and that is the law to-day—is that 
they may hold up against the greed and extortion of the 


American manufacturer the possibility and honest intention of 
buying things elsewhere at decent prices, if necessary. All that 
need be asked is that the 


American sell to the United States 
as cheap as he would sell to Colombia or Panama or Great 
Britain or all or any of the powers of darkness, if you please, 
if engaged in the construction of this Panama Canal. That 
is denied in the resolution of the Senate, which this rule is to 
drive through’ the House in flippant haste. American labor 
ought to rise and scorn, I will not say such hypocrisy, but this 
abuse of its rights and this presumption upon its assumed ig 
norance. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, how does the time stand? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman ie m Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. DatzeLi}] has seventeen minutes re yr and the 


gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Wittrams] om minute 





CL LE 











Mr. DALZELL. I yield so much of that seventeen minutes as 
he may desire to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Pay 
the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means 

Mr. PAYNE. Under the present law the engineering de 
partment of the War Department, in its invitation for bids 
puts in these general instructions to bidders: 

Second. Preference shall be given to ticles or 1 fa 
mestic production, conditions of quality d price I ‘ 
including in the price of foreign art ty t 

| Ever since the tariff law of 1897, as expressed in tl 
| articles imported into the United States and used | the Goy 
ernment pay the same duty as articles imported into the United 
| States and used by individuals In other wor ! ‘ 0 
foreign countries bidding against our own people hay ‘ 
| into consideration and pay the tariff duty on th: rtich ! 
| order to get them into the United States. And this is exact] 

| right, because we want to provide, so far as we can, for f 
labor of our own people by suitable legislation. We want ) 
encourage anufacture in the United States. W nt to 
benefit and not destroy, as the gent! in iM i [M 
De ARMOND] says, the laboring people of tl Tr i Stat 
It is the American idea—the protective idea—and 

called the “robber tariff” idea b ore lemen y » € Py are 
careless as to the use of language or do n ul i the 
workings and the benefit of the tariff law. Buta pr riff 
is the idea of the American people and the policy adopted by the 
American people. 

Now, when we come to purchase lies to be \ the 
Canal Zone, by the treaty with P ma we ‘ 3 
from abroad into that Zone free of duty, so that ny 
American wishes to bid on supplies to go into that Z he 
is brought into the open market witkout any t f eitl \ 
and into competition with the nations of the « \ 
believe in the American idea « t hesit 
joint resolution as this, because we are gs] 
money building, as was said the ot oe f 
the world, this great canal d it fitting t 
to be used there should be bought in the United 
can be bought at a reasonable price « pared w { f 
eign countries. This resolution d t t 
must be bought in the United States or sha ( \ 
manufacture, but that we should g¢ nto open « 1 tion 
the market, and if the price is not extortionate or unr 
able compared with the other bids, w« buv t} 1 ‘ 
States. It prevents any “ hold up” on the part of t Al 
manufacturers, if such a thi It preset ( 
petition. It gives usS a reasonable } l gives \ 
market for American goods. 

The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. De ArmMonp : urber 
because the construction of this canal involves { 
df millions of dollars. Well, those millions have been larg 
expended now for the purpose of buying to | : 
and building the railroad which it was necessary to b | rl 
bulk of the expenditures for this purpose have already be 
made, and under open bids, and a very small fraction of the 
articles bought has been bought abroad. They have been beug! 
in the United States. But under the law as it is i 5 

| the duty of the President to take into considerat the 
ence in price and buy the goods where he can buy 
| cheapest, without regard to the benefit accruing to Ame! 
| labor or protection to American labor. This resolution gives 
|‘ him a discretion when the prices are reasonable or are not e&- 
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tortionate. 
the 
It ought to be passed. 


American people, and that is all there is in this resolution. 
The policy ought to be determined by 
Cong The President has invited, by his communication to 
Congress, the determination of this question for his future 
guidance. Therefore I hope to see the resolution pass, and pass 
promptly. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I will ask the gentleman from Pennsylya- 
nia if he intends to conclude in one speech? 

Mr. DALZELL. I think 
other side. 

fhe SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
has eleven minutes and the gentleman from Mississippi 

minutes. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. My question was whether the gentleman 
intended to conclude in one speech. I admit his right to con- 
clude in one speech, but not in two speeches. 

Mr. DALZELL. There will only be one speech on this side. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, it is seldom that the Repub- 
party even has done a bolder or a hastier thing than this. 
nent or two ago we were called out of the room, those of us 
are mel = ers of the Committee on Rules, in hot haste, dur- 

roll ca in order that this outrage on succeeding genera- 
tions a tht be perpetrated by this House while it was in the 
perpetrate it. I upon succeeding generations, 
use succeeding generations must pay for this canal as well 
“selves. but another illustration of the fact that | 
when tariff barons become tariff beggars for some favoritism, | 
everything else must give way. I want the House at least to 
consider what it invited to do. This is the resolution that 
you «are invited to adopt without discussion and without amend- 
ment; .without diseussion substantially and actually without 
any amendment: 

y t purcha 


ress. 


It gives the benefit to the American laborer and to 


I have used as much time as the | 


Vania 
tel 


who 


ing a 
1ot d 


be 


ais Ou! 


LO say 


This is 


is 


ses 


for the construction of the Panama Canal shall be 


responsi 


bidder unless the President shall in any case deem 
; or tenders therefor to be— 


Higher than other bids or 

people charge fereigners? 
to be ext 

ciortionate 
the 
extortionate ”’ 
other 
except 
bidder ” 


tenders? No. the 


No— 


As high as 
eal 
unreasonable. 

quo ad what; unreasonable quo ad what? 
President going to determine whether they be 
or “unreasonable,” except by comparison with 
bids; and he is forbidden to take bids from anybody else 
from the domestic producer. “The lowest responsible | 
and all other bidders are “ bidders of domestic produc- 
tion and manufacture.” Then it follows that it is to be “ ex- 
tortionate or unreasonable,” in view of other prices charged by 
our manufacturers to our own people in the home market. “ Ex- 
tortionate”’ in comparison with them; when they are already ex- 
tortionate for all of us, as we all know. 

Why do gentlemen desire to change the existing law? Why 
legislation here except for the purpose of changing the 
existing law? Who will furnish supplies down there as “ do- 
mestic producers?’ The United States Steel Association; the 
great cement trust, and all the balance of these great combina- 
tions, every one of them having two distinct prices, of which 
the domestic consumer, including their own Govern- 
nother for the foreign consumer, including foreign 
governments. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

We can not, under this rule, amend this resolution. If we 

it, I had desired first to offer the following amend- 
in order now I would offer this amendment to 
titute for 8. R. 60, the resolution which I just 


yrtionate or 


ww 1S 


is this 


one is for 


ment, and 


r mate for the 
sae they = aan 4 
mmission. 

—_ practice? Why, the practice 

‘an manufacturers and producers, 

ir export prices. | Applause on the 
the existing law; that is the existing 
t and Commission should go on 

doing. Now, if this Senate resolu- 

in order to be declined are to be “ ex- 
‘unreasonable ” in comparison with what? 
charged by these manufacturers to the 

American market. 
iked to offer this amendment: 


deem 


use of the Panama canal shall 

nade under existing law and reg- 
} . 
lil Ww 

Ame 

at thei 


ant 
ent 


nmen 


and tenders therefor— 
of the resolution, which concludes: 
USK ble. 

ke out ‘th 1 

word 


bids 


words “ extortionate or unreasonable ” 


{ here 
st bid made for the 
a Set ae 
ageivery at th 


same 


| 
goods to be delivered at | 
ime time. 


e Sa 
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| the men who contribute our 


; and you never did a thing in all your lives for which sw 
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Then I wanted, if that had been voted down, to offer {)j¢. 
To strike out the language and insert, so as to read: : 
Unless the President shall deem these bids and tenders to be 
than the contemporaneous export prices of the manufacturer , 


ducer bidding to sell goods to the Panama Commission or to the 
ama Railway. 


I suppose that I would not be violating any confidence to gay 


| that these three amendments were actually offered in the Coy, 
| mittee on Rules, and there voted down by the Republican ye). 


bers. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, let us 
What is the existing law? 
cheaply ” as the Commission 


think about what we are ¢ 
“To build this great work 4, 
can. Aye, you all say build jt . 


| cheaply as you can, with one exception—that it must not ;. 


in any loss of profit to the great trusts and combinations 
campaign-fund providers. If I offer an amendment chea; 
the process of construction in any other respect, I could 


| some willing ears on that side of the Chamber, but when | . 


any proposition that involves, as this does, a diminution 


| present extortionate profits of the American manufact 


proven te be extortionate by the fact that they charge other 
lower profits in foreign markets, then the whole Repu! 
party, as organized in this House, but not, I hope, as it 
ganized in this country, cries “No; no. You must not 
campaign funds.” [Applause 
the Democratic side.] 

You never did a bolder thing; you never did a hastier thing 
iter 
and greater retribution is to come than for this very thing you 
are doing to-day. [Applause on the Democratic side.] Talk 
about American labor! Who is there with a particle of common 
sense upon this floor, on either side of this Chamber, who be- 


| lieves that if this Commission continues to buy these materials, 


ed to articles of domestic production and manufacture from the | Supplies, and equipments in exactly the way they 


are buying 
them now, one dollar less will upon that account be paid to one 
single American laborer, from the Great Lakes to the Gulf of 
Mexico? Is there one of you with little enough brains to be- 
lieve that? Is there one of you with so little brains that you 


| believe that a single American laborer will be paid one cen 
| per month, per week, or per day more after the passage of this 


resolution than before its passage? It is “the great Ame 
trust,” not the great American laborer. It is the great Ameri- 
can campaign contributor, not the great American wage-ea: 
that you are trying to take care of, and you know it. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] 

Labor! What have you done for American labor on the 
Isthmus itself? Why, it is alien labor that is building the 
canal, and, by your own laws, building it under alien hours of 
labor. The gentleman calls the canal a “great American 
work.” You are about to make it a great playghing for 
richment of great plutocrats and trust magnates and unjust and 
unpatriotic extortioners. [Applause on the Democratic side. | 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. DALZELL. I yield the remainder of the time on this 
side to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GrosvENor]. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, the great question ad- 
dressed to American statesmanship to-day in this country is the 
question of markets for the surplus products of American labor. 
There has been no act of political acumen that the genius of th 
Democratic party to do evil could devise during the last twenty- 
five years that it has not devised and carried into execution to 
strangle and destroy and impoverish American labor. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] And the evidence that it w: 
evil is in the fact that labor always suffers when the Democratic 
party is in power. There has been no effort spared by tle R¢ 
publican party in the last twenty-five years that geniu 
patriotism and Americanism and Republicanism could de 
enhance the value of American labor that has not been do! 
that party, and the genius has been manifested in the s1 
of its efforts. [Applause on the Republican side.] So much for 
that. Trusts may have grown up 

Mr. RUCKER. Will the gentleman allow 
question ? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. 
debate. 

Mr. RUCKER. It is on the very matter you just referred t 
relating to the wages of American labor. 

I only wanted to suggest that under the policies of your partly 
nanufacturers paid wage-earners in 1900 nearly $37,000, 


rican 


rner, 


the en- 


me to ask 


No; not now. This is not that kind of : 


| than the same number of laborers would have received i! 
| under the wage rate then in force. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. I am neither able to hear what the gel- 


| tleman says, nor—— 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio declines to ‘cl. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from \issis- 
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nisinterprets the resolution pending before the House. 
4. as I understood him—and I am quite sure I did un- 
him, for he spoke very plainl!y—that while the Presi- 

s guthorized to demand that 
mimissi mm should not be extortionate or 
‘iv - the opportunity 


unjust, 
to test competition 


yet he 
in the mar- 
the world. 

the markets of the world, I 


In the markets of 


ROSVENOR. In mean. 





of the ress 


prov ition is exactly the reverse of 
eman’s proposition. Here is the language of the resolu- 


uses of material and equipment for use in 
; hall be restricted to articles of don 


shall Lestic 
ture, from the lowest 


ponsible bidder, unless 


produc- 
the 





ill, in any case, deem the bids or tenders therefor to We 
when the Cominission seeks to enter the markets of 
or the markets ef the United States for tenders of 
‘any character, bids from all the world may be re- 


and the test 
will be 


ion, 


e — 
r unreasonable 


this proposit of whether any bid 
furnished by the ten- 
So that the whole proposition of the 
it up on the structure I have indicated, 
ground. [Applause on the Republican 


Tris Ives. 
hieh he hni 


yy 2biCal ie Vul 


lutely to the 





t is the purpose of the Republican party to do all that 
‘ furnish to the labor and industry of this 
market for its production. That is the purpose of 
it is the opinion of the Congress of the United 
a peremptory and controlling sense, but in a propo- 
and persuasive to the authorities that 
terials, that they ought to be bought from 


ean producer. 


Mr. Speaker, in 


lies to 
! tol. 
tive 


IS BuUusst 


ig these ma 


every little town, in every county, in 
of the United States the popular demand goes up 
every purchasing board of trustees, to every munici- 
ration or any other corporation engaged in building, 
the private consumer of the commodities that we all 
i peal goes up from popular demand that the do- 
ducer, the man who produces nearest the consumer, 
» opportunity to compete upon fair terms, and if 
shall have the market for the production. 





snueceed he 


\ ise.] That is the true American policy, and that is the 
I of this resolution. It has been discussed here for a day 


more or less, and we all understand it. It binds this 
( nent to the expenditure of not one extortionate dollar. 
Government to no contract that it can get a 

‘oposition for from some place else, if the home demand 
i ul 


‘Is this 


reas sonable. 
ARMOND. Will the 
ROSVENOR Yes. 
DE ARMOND. Is the 
$654,000 or 

~ROSVENOR. 
I y business. 

DE ARMOND. That is the reason that I thought the 
cre 1 ¢ u} t answer. 

GROSVENOR. I 


e Seotchman in 


gentleman yield for a question? 
gentleman in favor of buying 
American dredges at $724, 850? 

I have had some knowledge of dredge- 


dreages at 


can answer, and I am in favor of 
the Clyde and the American in New 


he proposition to build the dredges on plans required, 

er they may be; and I will say that from my informa 

1 rawn from the testinoony before the committee, that the 

n dredge maker will get the contract on terms equally 

le to the American : people. There is nothing in the gen- 
pune m if he y investigate it. 

ARMOND. But which one would the g enth man buy? 
cRoaee NOR. If I believed that the American dredge 
offered -_ production at a fair price, and it was to be 

Ff American labor out of American material, I would 

Ameiionl 1 dredge. [Applause on the Republican side.] 
ficulty about the position of the gentleman from Mis- 
; this: He takes the ground that the Government ought 
reful and look out and skin down to the lowest possible 
luction. Our proposition is mn we should co mater 
ne the benefits to fiow to » American mechanic, the 
n laborer, and the Am«¢ + in producer of material. 
use on the Republican side. ] 
DE ARMOND. I have another question which I would 


sk the gentleman, and that is whether this really is not 
‘ ed to bring in that condition of things when there will be 
uulsion ie buy just as the gentleman says he would buy 
“lge costing $724,850, instead of $654,000. 

GROSVENOR. When there is such compulsion, the 
n Congress has intelligence enough to repe al that resoln- 


i do not believe that such a condition will ever happen. | Davrag 





| 
| 


the proposals for the sales | 


the construction | 
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Now let me go on, 
man from 
House with 


vengeance 


Mississippi threat 
retribution. Well, 
was not locate 








for I have but 


I have 
1 in the 


from Mississippi. [Laughter and 
side.| Nor is retribution. But yw 
eard it twenty years ago, and | 
curring biennial election as ws ( 
of nominations and elections. F1 
have heard that same old song. It 
it used to give me some sleepless h 
‘Retribution! The people g 
tepublicans away. ‘I Dp 
and retribution upon the Repu! 
deal out a little retribution on u 
but six more Congresses h I 
seems to have been suspended 
Republican side.}] And with 
prophetic utterance on tha le 
forebodings upon that side of the 
are dragged out now in th 
strain. They are not coming 


ition on the 


ntatives of 


was not any retribi 
when two Repre 
Oregon 
Republican side] in a State t 
Member of Congress elected o1 
the floor of Congress. I do nm 
and now ata time 
eign markets, when we 


producing them, it is not the 


the prophecy of the owl or the croa 


[Laughter and applause on the 


were elected by 15.000 


when we ar 
are paying 


. 


hat 


ie or 


rt se 





The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 


is on agreeing to the resolution. 
The question was bei 
Mr. DALZELL. Mr. 
The 
The question was taken; and 
answered “ present ” 11, 


Speaker, 


yeas 


not vi 


YEAS 
Allen, Me. Davidson 
Allen, N. J. Dawes 
Ames Denby 
Andrus Dixon, Mont. 
Bannon Draper 
Rarchfeld Driscoll 
Bartholdt Dunwell 
Bates Dwight 
Bede Ellis 
Bennet, N. Y. Esch 


Benne-t, Ky. Fletcher 

Bishop Foss 

Bonynge Yor ter, Ind. 

Boutell Fe . Vt. 

Brownlow Fre 

Buckman Gai nes, Ww Va. 

Burke, S. Dak Gal! r, M 

Butler, Pa. Ga = at. 

Calderhead Gi t, Ind. 

( I ll, Ohio Gi Cal. 

Capr ym (JoO« ‘ 

Ch: Creat 

( n Gr eno 

Cocks H 

Cole Hi; iton 

Cooy Pa. lig 

cr Wis He Conn. 

‘ si He 

cr He 

( ker I 

Cut Vv 

‘ Il 

e n il 

I H N 

I> zell H { h 

NAYS 

Adar yn D . 7a 

Nike D ynd 

Ba rad J Ind 

RB t I 

Ke lex. rit 

B I 

Bi I n 

B 

Br Vv (si 5 

I; , Tex. Har 

J ige iH 

| SS Hen “ex. 

B on He n 
Ohlo ji d 
‘Tenn. i rd . 

Hi vs, Miss 


4 
= 
> 


gh Lee 
Minn. 





ng taken, 


and nays were ordered. 


- 


] 


ens the 


) 


little time 4 
Republiean 
read 





Ts 
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ANSWERED “ PRESENT ”"—11. 
Gregg Le Feyre 
Hinshaw Lever 
Holliday Patterson, N.C, 

NOT VOTING—148, 
Legare 
Lester 
Lewis 
Lilley, Conn, 
iilley, Pa. 
Gillett, Mass. Lindsay 
Glass Littauer 
Goldfogle Little 
( L. 
L 


Sparkman 
Weeks 


Acheson 
Adams 
\lexander 


Garber 
Gardner, Mass, 
Garrett 
Gilbert, Ky. 
Gill 


Ryan 
Schneebeli 
Scott 
Shackleford 
Shartel 
Sherman 
Slemp 
Small 
Smith, II. 
Smith, Md. 


Goulder ivingston 
Graham ongworth 
Lorimer Smith, Wm. 
Lovering Smyser 
McCall Southall 
McDermott Stanley 
Haskins MeGavin Stephens, Tex. 
augen Maynard Sullivan, N. Y. 
1 Minor Sulzer 
“st Moon, Pa. Talbott 
Morrell Taylor, Ala. 
Mudd Towne 
Olcott Underwood 
Page Van Duzer 
Palmer Van Winkle 
Parsons Vreeland 
Patterson, Tenn. Wachter 
Wadsworth 
Watson 
Webber 
Weisse 
Welborn 
Wiley, Ala. 
Wood, Mo. 
Wood, N. J. 
Young 


©, bed pret Ded peed feed Ba fae peed 


g ndell, Tex. 
Reid 
Revnolds 
Rhinock 
Rixey 
Rol : 
R ‘rtson, La. 
amt Robinson, Ark. 
ndis, Chas. B. Ruppert 
saw Russell 
ion was adopted. 
announced the following additional pairs: 
For the balance of the day: 
Mr. VAN WINKLE with Mr. GARRETT. 
Mr. ALEXANDER with Mr. RyYAn. 
Mr. CamMPpBELL of Kansas with Mr. Davey of Louisiana. 
‘The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 
TAKER. The Clerk will report the joint resolution. 
read as follows: 


he resolut 


The Clerk 


> 


The SPI 


(S, 60) providing for the purchase of mate 
» in the construction of the Panama Canal. 
irchases of material and equipment for use in 
Panama C | shall be restricted to articles 
and manuf: e, from the k resp 
sident shall, in any case, deem the bids or tenders 
o be extortionate or unreasonable. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the third 
int resolution. 
The joint resolution 
nd it was read the 
as 


The SPEAKE 


west onsible 


‘ t 


was ordered to be read a third time; 
third time. 
t. The question now is on the passage of the 
nt 
he question was take 
ed to have it. 
WILLIAMS. I demand a Givision, 
iouse, I shall ask now for the yeas and nays. 
and nays were orders 
tion was taken; 


gon ” ¢ 
present v, 


not voting 160, as follows: 


YEAS—129. 


Hiog 

Ho 

Huff I 
Humphrey, Wash. Needham 
Jenkins vin 
Jones, Wash. sted 
Kahn i 
Keifer 

Kennedy, Nebr. 

inkaid 

pper 


viand 


ms 


ter, Ind. 
eg # 
French 
raines, W. Va. 
dner, Mass. 
irdner, Mich, 
rardner, N. J. 


lis, Frederick 
wrence 
ud 
idenslager 
Cleary, Minn. Smith, Samuel W. 
Creary, Pa. Smyser 
Kinlay, Cal, Snapp 
a McKinley, Ill. Southard 
milton McKinney Southwick 
; McLachlan Sperry 
enry, Conn. McMorran Sterling 
epburn Madden Sulloway 


iff 


rrosvenor 


be bo 


- 


Alden 





Taylor, Ohio 
Thomas, Ohio 
Tirrell 
Townsend 


Adamson 
Aiken 
Bankhead 
Bartlett 
Beall, Tex. 
sell, Ga. 


| Birdsall 


Bowie 
Brantley 
Broocks, Tex, 
Brundidge 
surgess 
Burleson 
Burton, Ohio 
Butler, Tenn. 
Candler 
Clark, Fla. 
Clark, Mo. 
Clayton 


Crumpacker 
| 
Darragh 


surton, Del. 


| Gregg 


Hinshaw 


| Acheson 


Alexander 
Ames 
Babcock 
Beidler 


|} Bingham 
{ Blackburn 


sowers 


| Bowersock 


Bradley 


| Brick 
| Brooks, Colo. 


Broussard 


| Brown 


‘ial and 


reading of the | 


n; and the Speaker announced that the | 


and to save the time | 


and there were—yeas 129, nays 82, | 


Buckman 
Surke, Pa, 
Burleigh 
Burnett 
Byrd 


‘alder 


pbell, ans. 
pbell, Ohio 


aussel 
‘ockran 
‘onner 
davey, La. 
lawson 
eemer 
Dickson, IIL. 
ovener 


ire 
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Waldo 
Wanger 
Watson 
Weems 


Wharton 
Wiley, N. J. 
Wilson 
Wood, N. J. 


NAYS—S2. 


Davis, Minn. 
Davis, W. Va. 
De Armond 
Dixon, Ind. 
Elierbe 
Finley 
Floyd 
Fulkerson 
Garner 
Granger 
Hardwick 
Hefiin 
Henry, Tex. 
Houston 
Howard 
Hubbard 


ITunt 

Johnson 

Jones, Va. 
Kitchin, Wm. W. 


Lee 

Lloyd 
McCarthy 
i 
McNary 
Macon 

Mann 

Meyer 

Moon, Tenn. 
Moore 
Murdock 
Murphy 
Norris 
Padgett 
Patterson, 8. C, 
Perkins 

Pou 

Pujo 

Rainey 
Ransdell, La. 
Richardson, Ky. 


ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—9. 


Holliday 
Lever 


NOT VOTING— 


Fuller 
Gaines, Tenn. 
rber 
rrett 
ert, Ind. 
ert, Ky. 
Gillespie 
Gillett, Cal. 
Gillett, Mass, 


ly, Ohio 
m 
1, Claude 


Patterson, N.C. 
Pollard 


160. 


Landis, Chas. B. 
Law 

Le Feyre 
Legare 
Lester 
Lewis 
Lilley, Conn, 
Lilley, Pa. 
Lindsay 
Littauer 
Little 
Littlefield 
Livingston 


Olcott 
Page 
Palmer 
Parker 


Parsons 


Prin 
Randell, Tex. 
Reid 
Reyn 
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Woodyard 


Russell 
Sheppard 
Sherley 

Sims 

Slayden 
Smith, Ky, 
Smith, Tex, 
Spight 
Stafford 
Steenerson 
Stevens, Minn. 
Sullivan, Mass 
Thomas, N.C, - 
Volstead 
Wallace 
Watkins 
Webb 
Williams 
Zenor 


Sparkman 
Weeks 


Robertson, La. 
Robinson, Ark, 
Rucker 
Ruppert 

Ryan 

Samuel 
Schneebeli 
Scott 

Shack! 

Shar 

She 

Sler 

Small 

Smith, Il. 
Smith, Md. 
Smith, Wm 
Smith, Pa 
Southall 
Stanley 
Stephe: 
Sullivar 
Sulzer 
Talbott 
Tawney 
Taylor, Ala, 
Towne 


Alden 


So the joint re tion was passed. 

The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 

For the balance of the day: 

Mr. TAWNEY with Mr. Ricuarpson of Alabama. 

Mr. Escu with Mr. TRIMBLE. 

Mr. AMEs with Mr. RUCKER. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 
On motion of Mr. PAYNE, a motion to reconsider the vote by 


| which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


lon the bill H. R. 


i the 


ADDITIONAL 
Mr. 


COLLECTION 
CURTIS. 


DISTRICT 
Mr. Speaker, 
10715. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 10715) to establish an additional collection disti 
State of Texas, and for other purposes. 


Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, I 


IN THE STATE OF TEXAS. 
I call up the conference report 


1 


will report the title of the Dill. 


unanimous consent 


l- 
asix 


| the statement be read in lieu of the report. 


The statement was read. 
The conference report and statement are as follows: 
1€ CC I 
CONFERENCE REPORT. 


e . s "Aeine * os of the 
The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 0! the 


‘ . i] | ? 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
10715) to establish an additional collection district in the State 


} ° _ ‘ 1 fraa 
| of Texas, and for other purposes, having met, after full and fre¢ 


| 


conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to 
their respective Houses as follows: 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the aimend- 








1906. 


——_——— 


ts of the Senate numbered 1, 2, 3, and 5, and agree to the 


nendment numbered 4: That the House recede from 
ereement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 4 
. to the same with an amendment as follows: 
of section 1 the following: “And the charges for the use 
aid docks and wharves shall be just and reasonable and 
not be greater than charges for similar services at other 
s of the United States on the Gulf of Mexico;” and the 
agree to the same. 


its 


S ite 


CHARLES CURTIS, 
H. S. Bourett, 


CHAMP CLARK, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
S. B. ELKINs, 


A. d. 
A. S. 
Managers on the 


HopkKINS, 
CLAY, 

part of the Senate. 
STATEMENT. 


ers om the part of the House on the committee of 


. on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10715) to establish 


iditional collection district in the State of Texas, and for 

‘ r purposes, submit the following statement: 
House recedes from its disagreement to the amendments 
Senate Nos. 1, 2, 3, and 5, and recedes from its disagree- 

to amendment No. 4 with an amendment. 


dment No. 1 applies to slip No. in Taylors Bayou, 


» 
o 


was shown to your committee to be private property, 
efore was not under the control of the Port Arthur 

( 1 Dock Company. 
niaaate Nos. 2 and are in reference to the State of 
ceding to the United States exclusive jurisdiction over 
rway, basins, and slips. As the legislature of Texas 
meet for some time, your committee thought it advis- 


» agree to the amendments striking out these require- 
because there is no doubt when the legisiature does m« 


ession will be made by the State of Texas, and to retain 
rovisions in the bill would unnecessarily delay the putting 
‘ation of the provisions of the bill. 

Iment No. 5 makes § in 


Sabine, the State of Texas, a 


su t of entry and delivery, with full authority and license 
ll, enter, and clear vessels, receive entries, collect dues, 

il other moneys, and generally to perform the functions 

bed by the laws for collectors of customs, and perform 

ther services as in the judgment of the Secretary of the 

the exigencies of commerce may require. Your man- 


greed to this amendment because they 
ly what was fair and just to Sabine. 
Iment No. 4, agreed to by the committee 

provides that the charges for the use of 


believed it was 


as of confer- 


the docks and 


s shall be just and reasonable, and shall not be greater 
the charges for similar services at other ports on the 
Gulf of Mexico. 
Your managers recommend the adoption of the report 
CHAS. CURTIS, 
H. S. Bowretr, 
CHAMP CLARK, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the confer- 
report. 
‘LARK of Missouri rose. 

a RTIS. How much time does the gentleman desire? 
CLARK ‘of Missouri. Only a minute. I simply want to 
one statement, because I promised Senator BAILey to 

a that is that neither he nor I believed that it was 
sary to put in the part there about the charges for docking, 
» we believe Congress had that jurisdiction anyway. He 
ot willing for the report to be agreed to unless I would 

e that statement on the floor of the House. 

SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the confer- 
e report. 


e question 
ed 


was taken; and the conference report was 


to. 


On motion of Mr. Curtis, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
iid on the table. 
BLACKFEET RESERVATION. 
Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up conference 


ort on the bill H. R. 19681. 
lhe SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the title. 
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Add at the | 
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S661 





The Clerk read as follows: 











A bill (H. R. 19681) to survey and allot lands embraced within the 
limits of the Blackfeet Indi an Reservation, in the State of Montar 
and to open surplus lands for settlement. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous cénsent that 
the statement be read in lieu of the report. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The conference report and statement are as follows 

CONFERENCE REPORT. 

The committee of conference on the di rie r votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (1H. R. 
19681) to survey and allot the lands embraced within the limits 
of the Blackfeet Indian Reservation in the State « Montana, 
and to open the surplus lands to settlement, having met, after 
full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do 
recommend to their respective Hous s folloy 

That the House recede from its d erreement to the nd 
ment of the Senate, and agree to the same with 1a ndment 
as folle Ws Strike out all of the S ‘ t and ert 
in lieu thereof the following: 

“That the Secret: * the Interi erel Lut | | 
directed to immediately cause to | irveyed all { 1 
embraced within the limits of the Blackfeet Indian Re 
in the State of Montana. 

Sec. 2. That so soon as all the lands emb 1 witl 
Blackfeet Indian Reservation shall have bee ~ | 
C missioner of Indian Affairs shall cause allot: ts of 1 
same to be made under the provisions of the allotme 
of the United States to all persons © 
holding tribal relations and may r y on s 
reservation. That there shall be allotted to « 
acres of er land and two hundre nd 
tional land valuable only for gr: ¢ purpo 
of the allottee the entire two hundred l eis es 
be taken in land valuable onl y y ! 
the irrigable lands allotted tl eby t 
waters of the reservation si { » irl ite s int 
lands, and the United States sh l aoes is a \ 
waters in trust as appurtenant » t lands so all dad fe 
the trust period named in the patent to be is 1 
Chat such reservation and trust shall only apply to st s 
as may be actually and neces l 
gable portions of Indian 3 
the date of the issuar f | i l 
ope ming the unallotted lands to sé 
actual appropriation of water by : f | 
all of said water shall be subject to u ul NI 
tana, but such use shall not be held to « ‘ 
to any Indian allottee who tually ) 
for whom an actual appropi l W r is x 
tent that may be nece iry for u on tl 
the time limit aforesaid, but on the contrary « | 
shall have and enjoy the prior right to appro] 
ally necessary for the irrigation of h r i} 
time within two years after the issu 1 I 
lamation aforesaid: And p) led } I { 
fores going provisions, all water rig ] ‘ 
nected with streams within or adjoining said r i 
be subject to the laws of the State of Mo 
ther, That the Secretary of the li r may I 
as he may deem necessary for agency, scl d us 
purposes, to remain reserved so I S ~ 

gency, school, or re s 3 
for the benefit of t I l d 
eighty acres to any < ( ( r 
t ‘ f her |] S ‘ é 

nd nefit of t] Indians ol l re \ t 
such reserved lands I LT { i iM L « 
from time to time in ich g se V 
deter! Provided, Th é s he 
dred 1 ¢ ‘ i { l ] ily Mis ‘ I 
Medicine Creek nd the Mis i f the Mx ( t | 
Chureh near Browning, to be selected by au $4 
said missions, respectively, embracing the mission bu s 
improvements thereon. 

‘Sec. 3. That upon the completion of said s 
President of the United States shall ap] int 
sisting of three persons to inspect, appr: . and \y 
the said lands that shall not have been allotte s 
said Indians or reserved by the Se ry ¢ | 
|} otherwise disposed of; said commission to 
| follows: One commissioner shall be a ] 2 
‘ relations with said Indians, one a resident citizen of the St 
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of Montana, and one a United States special Indian agent or 
Indian inspector of the Interior Department. 
‘That within thirty days after their appointment said com- 
at So me point within the Blackfeet Indian 
’ the election of one of their number 
nmission is hereby empowered to select a 
t to exceed five dollars per day. 
ioners shall then pre 
appr: Lise, by the smallest legal sub- 
all of the remaining lands em- 
reservation. In making such classification 
iid land 


? } 
nid? land 
uitul ald ALLL 


“ond clas 


1] meot 


missioners Svat meet 


R me > 

irman. comm 

a salary 
said 

and 

in of 

within 

yraisem 
Virst, agri 
land of the ( 

; fifth, mineral 


and 


icres each, 


rst class; second, agri- 
grazing land; fourth, 


of the fi 
;; third, 


“ft 
lav Sx 


id A 1s shall be paid a salary of not to ex- 
dollars: per day each while actually employed in the 
inspection ass ‘ification of said lands; 
classification to 


of - organiz 


} 
i 
ceed. ten 


and ¢ 
ion of said commission. 

4. That when said commission shall have completed 
classification and appraisement of all of said lands and the 
same shall have been approved by the Secretary of the Interior, 
land shall be disposed of under the general provisions of 
homestead, mineral and town-site laws of the United States, 
pt such of said lands as shall have been classified as timber 
lands, and except such sections sixteen and thirty-six of each 
township, or any part thereof, for which the State of Montana 
has not heretofore received indemnity lands under existing laws, 
which sections, or parts thereof, 
of Montana for school purposes. And in case either of said 
sections or parts thereof is lost to the State of Montana by rea- 
son of allotment thereof to any Indian or Indians, or otherwise, 
the governor of said State, with the approval of the Secretary 
of the Interior, is hereby authorized to select other lands not 
occupied or reserved within said reservation, 
ons in any one township, which selections shall be made 
prior to the opening of the lands to settlement: Provided, That 
the United States shall pay to the said Indians for the lands in 
‘tion sixteen and thirty-six, so granted, or the lands 
within said reservation selected in lieu thereof, the sum of one 
dollar and twenty-five cents per acre. 

‘Sec. 5. That the lands so classified and appraised shall be 
opened to settlement and entry by proclamation of the Presi- 
dent, which proclamation shall prescribe the time when and the 
manner in which these lands may be settled upon, occupied, 
and entered by persons entitled to make entry thereof, and no 
person shall be permitted to settle upon, occupy, or enter 
of said lands, except as prescribed in such proclamation, 
after 


are opened to set 


the 


1 

1 
tne 
é 


xCcep 


seci 


said sec 


tlement and entry: Provided, That the rig 
civil and the Spanish wars and the Philippine insurrection, as 
defined and ‘ribed in sections twenty-three hundred 
four and twenty-three hundred and five of the Revised Statutes, 
as umended by the act of March first, 
shall not be abridged, 
section twenty-three hundred and six of the Revised Statutes 
Provided further, That the price of said lands shall be 
appraised value thereof, as fixed by 
no case shall be 
acre for 
acre for timber 
who shall reside 
faith for the period required by existing law shall pay 
fifth of the appraised value in cash at the time of entry and 
the remainder in five equal annual installments, to be paid in 
one, two, three, four, and five years, respectively, from and after 
date of entry, and when the 
plied with all the requirements and terms of the 
as to settlement and residence, and shall have made all 

required pi yments aforesaid, he shall 
the lands entered: Provided, That he shall 
tinal proofs in accordance with the homestead laws within 
m date of entry, and that aliens who have de- 
ition to become citizens of the United States 
ome such entrymen, but before making final proof and 
receiving patent they receive their full naturalization 
papers: And provided further, That the fees and commissions 
at the time of commutation or final entry shall be the same as 
are now provided by law where the price of land is one dollar 
and twenty-five cents per acre: Provided, That if any entry- 
man fails to make such payments, or any of them, within the 
time stated, or to make final proof within seven years from date 


dest 


one, 


lands; but settkers under the 


the 


eli Lor 


rs fre 
hat ‘ir inter 
may bes 


must 
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ceed to personally | 


; shall be divided into the following | 
| approved June seventeenth, 
S | as the 
land, the mineral land not to be | 

| shall pay, 


such inspection and | 
be comp leted within nine months from the date | 


| been opened to entry shall be sold to the highest bidder. 


are hereby granted to the State | 


not exceeding two | 
| sion as timber lands shall be sold and disposed of by the Seer 


| regulations as he may prescribe: 
lands shall be sold in tracts not exceeding forty acres, with pret- 
| erence right of purchase to actual settlers, including Indian 


any | 
until | 
the expiration of sixty days from the time when the same | 
thts | 
of honorably discharged Union soldiers and sailors of the late | 


and | 


nineteen hundred and | 
but no entry shall be allowed under | 


the | 
said commission, which in | 
less than one dollar and twenty-five cents per | 
agricultural and grazing lands and five dollars per | 
homestead law | 
upon and cultivate the land entered in good | 
one- | 


entryman shall have com- | 
homestead | 


be entitled to a| 
make | 
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of entry, all rights in and to the land covered by his entry shall 
at once cease, and any payments theretofore made shall be fa». 
feited and the entry shall be forfeited and canceled: P)o)j,),, 
That nothing in this act shall prevent homestead settlers , 
commuting their entries under section twenty-three hundred 
one, Revised Statutes, by paying for the land entere; 
price fixed by said commission, receiving credit for pay; 
previously made. 

“ Sec. 6. That if, after the approval of the classification 
appraisement, as provided herein, there shall be found 
vithin the limits of the reservation under irrigation yp) 
deemed practicable under the provisions of the act of ¢ 
nineteen hundred and two, 
reclamation act, said lands shal! be subject to withd 
and be disposed of under the provisions of said act, and < 
in addition to the cost of construction and m ( 
nance provided therein, the appraised value, as provided in {hjs 
act, to the proper officers, to be covered into the Treas 
the United States for the credit of the Indians: Provid 
all lands hereby opened to settlement remaining undis| 
at the end of five years from the taking effect of th 
shall be sold to the highest bidder for cash, at not less 
one dollar and twenty-five cents per acre, under rules and ; 
lations prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior; and apy 
lands remaining unsold ten years after said lands shall hay, 
ior 
cash, without regard to the minimum limit above stated: P), 
vided, That not more than six hundred and forty acres of land 


| shall be sold to any one person or company. 


“Sec. 7. That the lands within said reservation not alread 
previously entered, whether classified as agricultural, grazing. 
timber, or mineral lands, shall be subject to exploration, loca- 
tion, and purchase under the general provisions of the United 
States mineral and coal land laws, at the prices therein fixed. 


| except that no mineral or coal exploration, location, or purchase 


shall be permitted upon any lands allotted to an Indian. 
“Sec. 8. That lands classified and returned by said commis 


tary of the Interior, under sealed bids to the highest bidder f 
eash at not less than five dollars per acre, under such rules ai 
Provided, That the said timl 


allottees residing in the vicinity, at the highest price bid. 
“Sec. 9. That after deducting the expenses of the commission 
of classification, appraisement, and sale of lands, and such 


| incidental expenses as shall have been necessarily incurr 


eluding the cost of survey of said lands, the balance realiz 
from the proceeds of the sale of the lands in conformity w 
this act shall be paid into the Treasury of the United States a 
placed to the credit of said Indian tribe. Not exceeding one- 
third of the total amount thus deposited in the Treasury, ¢ 
gether with one-third of the amount of the principal of all ot! 
funds now placed to the credit of or which is due said tribe 
Indians from all sources, shall be expended from time to time 
by the Secretary of the Interior, as he may deem advisable for 
the benefit of said Indians, in the construction and mainitena 
of irrigation ditches, the purchase of stock cattle, horses 
farming implements, and in their education and civil 
The remainder of all funds deposited in the Treasury, reali: 
from such sale of lands herein authorized, together with the 
remainder of all other funds now placed to the credit of or that 
shall hereafter become due to said tribe ef Indians, shall, up 
the date of the approval by the Secretary of the Interior of the 
allotments of land authorized by this act, be allotted in severalty 
to the members ef the tribe, the persons entitled to share 
members in such distribution to be determined by said Se 
tary; the funds thus allotted and apportioned shall be placed 
to the credit of such individuals upon the books of the United 
States Treasury for the benefit of such allottees, their legatees, 
or heirs. The President may, by Executive order, from tiie to 
time order the distribution and payment of such funds or t! 
interest accruing therefrom to such individual members of the 
tribe as, in his judgment, would be for the best interests of su h 
individuals to have such distribution made, under such rules 
and regulations as he may prescribe therefor: Provided, )\' 
so long as the United States shall hold the funds as trustee tor 
any member of the tribe the Indian beneficiary shall be Pp \ 
interest thereon annually at the rate of four per cent per annu 
“ Sec. 10. That there is hereby appropriated, out of any moncy 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of six‘y- 
five thousand dollars, or so much thereof as may be necess:\'y, 
to pay for the lands granted to the State of Montana and ior 
iands reserved for agency and school purposes, at the rate ot 
one dollar and twenty-five cents per acre; also the sum of sev 
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sve thousand dollars, or so much thereof as may be neces- 

to enable the Secretary of the Interior to survey, classify, 

ppraise the lands of said reservation as provided herein, 

iso to defray the expense of the appraisement and survey 

i town sites, the latter sums to be reimbursable out of the 
arising from the sale of said lands. 

_ 11. That nothing in this act contained shall in any 

- bind the United States to purchase any part of the land 

leseribed, except sections sixteen and thirty-six, or the 


. : 4} * | 
nt, in each township that may be granted to the State | 


tana, the reserved tracts hereinbefore for 
ind school purposes, or to dispose of said land except 


’ vided herein, or to guarantee to find purchasers for said 


. : attest 
5S menrioLrea 





+} ited States shall act as trustee for said Indians to dispose 
. | 
inds and to expend and pay over the proceeds received 


sale thereof only as received. 

12. That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby author- 
ized 1 directed to reserve and set aside for town-site purposes, 
: survey, lay out, and plat into town lots, streets, alleys, 
' rks, not less than eighty acres of said land at or near 
the present settlements of Browning and Babb, and each of such 
other places as the Secretary of the Interior may deem neces- 
s or convenient for town sites, in such manner as will best 

ve the present needs and the reasonable prospective 
f of said settlements. Such town sites shall be sur- 
\ appraised, and disposed of as provided in section twenty- 
thi hundred and eighty-one of the United States Revised 
Stat Provided, That any person who, at the date when 
{ raisers commence their work upon the land, shall be an 
‘ resident upon any one such let and the owner of sub- 
st 1] and permanent improvements thereon, and who shall 
v tain his or her residence and improvements on such lot 
i date of his or her application to enter, shall be entitled 
to r at any time prior to the day fixed for the public sale, | 
i the appraised value thereof, such lot and any one addi- 
ti lot of which he or she may also be in possession and 
ul vhich he or she may have substantial and permanent 
ir vements: Provided further, That before making entry 


of such lot or lots, the applicant shall make proof to the 
{ tion of the register and receiver of the land district 


in h the land lies of such residence, possession, and owner- 
S improvements, under such regulations as to time. notice, | 
I r, and character of proof as may be prescribed by the | 
Commissioner of the General Land Office, with the approval 


of the Secretary of the Interior: Provided further, That in 
I ig their appraisal of the lots so surveyed it shall be the 
duty of the appraisers to ascertain the names of the residents 


UJ und oceupants of any such lots, the character and extent 
of improvements thereon, and the name of the reputed 
0 thereof, and to report their findings in connection with 


ma facie evidence of the facts therein set out. 


unimproved and unoccupied lots: Provided, however, That no 


] ill be sold for less than ten dollars: And provided further, 
‘" said lots when surveyed shall approximate fifty by one | 
I red and fifty feet in size.” 


Al 


eT 
ag 


| the Senate ee to the same. 
J. S. SHERMAN, 
Cuas. Currts, 
Wa. T. ZENorR, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


W. A. CLARK, 
Frep T. Dvsots, 
Moses E. CLarp, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
rhe statement was read, as follows: 
STATEMENT. 
lhe Senate in passing the House bill struck out all after the 
enacting clause and inserted Senate bill No. 6354. 
conference all after the enacting clause as passed by the 
ate is again stricken out and the House bill is substituted 
refor, modified so that instead of each head of a family 
receiving 80 acres of irrigable land and 240 acres of grazing 
l, each member of the tribe is given 40 acres of irrigable 
d and 280 acres of grazing land. 
The conference report also modifies this bill so as to provide 
t waters for the use of the Indians shall be reserved for 
two years following the proclamation of the President opening 
the unallotted lands to settlement instead of five years from the 
date of the approval of the allotment by the Commissioner of 





any part thereof, it being the intention of this act that 


‘report of appraisal, which report of findings shall be taken | 
All such | 
not so entered prior to the day fixed for the public sale shall | 

‘red at publie outcry in their regular order with the other | 


As agreed | 
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| Indian Affairs. Under the terms of the bill the proclamation of 
the President can not be issued until after the conclusion of 
allotments. 
| The conference report also modifies the bill ii 
| the use of the waters, without prejudice to the Ind *. Dp 
| the date of allotments and appropriation of 
Indian allottees. 
| <A further amendment grants 280 acres « us 
| societies now having institutions up id 

It also strikes out the provision that ] ke the 
} Reclamation Service must be paid for ou | tion 
|} iund within one year f1 the date 
| vides in lieu of this provision th: he ] ld shall 
be paid for to j er off 


the 

he Trea ury to the cred of the Indi: 
sLiby 
‘ation, purcl 
} * lands, et 

Another Iment provides that the clerk t ited 
by the commission created to appraise the lands sha | $5 
per day instead of $7, as provided in the ! 





aumel 


| 
| 


Wm. T. Z 
Managers on the part of t 


Mr. LACEY. 


Mr. 
2 a question. 


Speaker, I would like to ask the gentle- 
Mr. CURTIS. I will yield for that 
Mr. LACEY. I notice you have reduced the time 

propriation of water to two years. I want to ask 
man if he dees not think that entirely too 
| able the Indians to avail themselves of 

| gate their holdings? 

Mr. CURTIS. The managers on the part of the I 
thought that, as the date of the apprepriation of the water w: 
changed to two years from the i 
time was sufficient. The House I 
should be appropriated within five years from the date of 
allotment. The proclamation will not be 
retary of the Interior adv the 
| on the reservation are proper for t 
| and therefore we thought that tw 

Mr. LACEY. The ntleman 
years was the lowest period that 
to think would be proper, 

Mr. 


pur ose, 


ises 


ze 


and so1 
CURTIS. And some wanted 
| the from Iowa will rem 9 

thought that two years would be : tin 

Mr. LACEY. I want to say that I fear that in 1 i t 
time so short the result will be that the 
selves without water. 

Mr. CURTIS. We will have plenty of 
| another act, in ca this is found ji 
ask for the adoption of the rej] 

The question was taken ; 


gentleman 
oe 


mple ti 


ana the renner * rye 
and the rej] iS a 


DOCU MENT. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska. Mr. I : 
eonsent to print as House document two letters r¢ 
They fr 


Sneaker 


iy 
ke 


ies 
| HOUSE 


ing legislatign. both m official 
States. 

Mr. PAYNE. I understand thr 
officers of the Government? 
Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska. Yes. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 


SENATE 


are 


c of the Uni ad 


lette 


rs are written | 


BILI 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the followir 
titles were taken from the Speaker's table and referred to their 
appropriate committees, a i l \ 
S.5901. An act to extend the time for the comp! yn of the 
Alaska Central Railway, and for other purposes » the Com- 
| mittee on the Public Lands. 
S. 1816. An act for the relief of 
ana—to the Com on War Cla 


ENROLLED BI 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Commitice on Enrolled B 
ported that they had examined 
the following titles; when the Speaker 
H. BR. 19482. An act to authorize ad 
in the Light-House Establishment; and 
H. R. 19264. An act making appropriations tf 
and consular service for the fiscal year ending June 0, 


3 REI RRED. 


S$ indica 


nittee 


ana 


(ites 


LA 7. 
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ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE 


Mr. 





PRESIDENT FOR HIS APPROVAL. 


WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that this day they had presented to the President of the 
United States, for his approval, the following bills: 

Hf. R.17983. An act providing for the erection of a monu- 
ment on Kings Mountain battle ground, commemorative of the 
t victory gained there during the war of the American 
Revolution on October 7, 1780, by the American forces; 


erea 


H.R. 15831. An act making appropriations for the current 
and contingent expenses of the Indian Department, for ful- 
filling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, and for 
other purposes, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1907; 

H.R. 19642. An act to regulate the keeping of employment 
gencies in the District of Columbia where fees are charged for 
procuring employment or situations, 


H.R. 17510. An act to provide for a reconnoissance and pre- 
minary survey of a land route for a mail and pack trail from 
the navigable waters of the Tanana River to the Seward Penin- 
in Alaska, and for other purposes; 

19150. An act to change and fix the time for holding 
uit and district courts of the United States for the 
district of Tennessee, in the southern division of the 
district of Tennessee at Chattanooga, and the north- 

stern division of the eastern district of Tennessee at Greene- 
ville, and for other purposes; 

Hi. R. 188380. An act transferring the county of Clinton, in the 
State of Iowa, from the northern judicial district of Iowa to 
the southern judicial district of Iowa; 


1: 


ila, 
H. I 
the ci 
idl 


eastern 


> 
\. 
i 


H. R. 17663. An act to extend the provisions of the act of 
March 38, 1901, to officers of the Navy and Marine Corps ad- 
vanced at any time under the provisions of sections 1506 and 


1605 for eminent and conspicuous conduct in battle; 


If. R. 9813. An act granting a pension to Harriet P. Sanders; 
€ nd 
H. R. 12707. An act to enable the people of Oklahoma and of 


the Indian 
ment 


the 


Territory to form a constitution and State govern- 
and be admitted into the Union on an equal footing with 
original States; and to enable the people of New Mexico 
and of Arizona to form a constitution and State government and 
be admitted into the Union on an equal footing with the original 
States. 

ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 


Mr. PAYNE. 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 
20 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 
as follows: 


A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, recom- 


mending the sale of the site of the old appraisers stores at 
Providence, R. I.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of War submitting an 
estimate of appropriation for reconstruction of bridge and 


viaduct between the city of Rock Island, Ill., and Rock Island 


Arsenal—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 

rinted. 

COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC 
RESOLUTIONS. 

use 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 

itles were severally reported from committees, delivered 


REPORTS OF BILLS AND 


’ } . To 
Under ela 


] + 
ioOwinhg tT 


io the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein 
named, as follows: 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio, from the Committee on Rivers and 
iurbors, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
20266) to amend an act entitled “An act authorizing the con- 
demnation of lands or easements needed in connection with 
works of river and harbor improvement at the expense of per- 

ns, companies, or corporations,” approved May 16, 1906, re- 
ported the same, accompanied by a report (No. 4945); which 
said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. HOWARD, from the Committee on the Library, to which 


was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12063) to accept from 
the State of Louisiana a cession of territory known as the 
*“ Chalmette Monument Place,” in the parish of St. Bernard, of 
that State, and to provide for the completion of the monument 
thereon, and for other purposes, reported the same with amend- 
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report were referred to the Committee of the Whole Hoy 


the state of the Union. sa 
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota, from the Committee on {ho 
Library, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S..1032) 


to aid in the erection of a statue of Commodode John D. Sioa; 
United States Navy, at Monterey, Cal., reported the same , ith 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4951); which saiq 
bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio, from the Committee on Rivers 
Harbors, to which was referred the bill of the House ({I. 
19680) directing the Secretary of War to cause an examination 
and survey to be made of Coney Island channel, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No, 4948); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 


and 
R. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS ANp 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were severally reported from committees, 
delivered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House, as follows: 

Mr. YOUNG, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4554) to re. 
move the charge of absence without leave and reported desertion 
from the military record of J. F. Wisnewski, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4947): which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MOUSER, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18865) for the relief of 
John and David West, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 4949) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
rials of the following titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred as follows: 

By Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 20262) to authorize William 
Goosey, G. B. Blakey, F. A. Lyons, J. M. Beatty, and associates 
to bridge the Kentucky River—to the Committee on Interstat 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SMITH of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 20263) to extend 

) 
1 
A 





’ 
’ 


the provisions of the act of June 27, 1902, entitled “An act t 
extend the provisions, limitations, and benefits of an act entitle 
‘An act granting pensions to the survivors of the Indian wars of 
1832 to 1842, inclusive, known as the Black Hawk war, Creek 
war, Cherokee disturbances, and the Seminole war,’ approved 
July 1892 ’*—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 20264) to compel 
telegraph companies to show plainly on every telegram the 
time of the receipt of the telegram at the receiving oflfice—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: A bill (H. R. 20265) establish- 
ing in the District of Columbia a neurological hospital for the 
care and treatment of the indigent insane of the District of 
Columbia, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

3y Mr. BURTON of Ohio, from the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors: A bill (H. R. 20266) to amend an act entitled “An act 
authorizing the condemnation of lands or easements needed in 
connection with werks of river and harbor improvement at the 
expense of persons, companies, or corporations,’ approved May 
16, 1906—to the House Calendar. 

3y Mr. TOWNSEND: A bill (H. R. 20267) to provide for the 
disposal of certain lands within the abandoned military reser- 
vation of St. Michael to persons claiming the same and lhav- 
ing improvements thereon for purpose of trade—to the Com- 


OT 


| mittee on the Public Lands. 


By Mr. REYNOLDS: A bill (H. R. 20268) providing that 
death in the service shall constitute an honorable disch 
under the third section of the act of June 27, 1890, entitled 
“An act granting pensions to soldiers and sailors who are inca- 
pacitated for the performance of manual labor, and providing 
pensions to widows, minor children, and dependent parents — 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BEDE: A concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 54) au- 
thorizing and directing the Secretary of War to cause ‘nm ex 
amination and survey to be made of the harbor at Duluth, 
Minn.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

3y Mr. MONDELL: A resolution (H. Res. 594) authorizing the 
chairman of the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands to p- 


ment, accompanied by a report (No. 4950) ; which said bill and | point a clerk to said committee—to the Committee on Accounts. 
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Mr. NEEDHAM: A memorial from the legislature of | Holt County, Nebr., against parcels-post law 


( wnia, asking Congress to suspend certain portions of the 
1 Statutes of the United States for the year 1906, relative 
ng claims—to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

. « memorial from the legislature of the State of Cali- 
asking certain legislation concerning the work of the 

G cical Survey—to the Committee on Appropriations. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 
r clause 1 of Rule XX, private bills and resolutions of 
owing titles were introduced and severally referred as 


Mr. AIKEN: A bill (H. R. 20269) granting an increase of | 


1 to Sarah A. Galloway—to the Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. BEDE: A bill (H. R. 20270) granting an increase of 
to Michael Dunn—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


py Mr. BROOKS of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 20271) granting 
rease of pension to Waldo Sprague—to the Committee on 
d Pensions. 
ir. CHAPMAN: A bill (H. R. 20272) 


sion to James L. House 


granting an increase 
to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
y record of James H. Magee 


\ITairs. 


to the Committee on Mili- 
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to the Comn 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


3y Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN: Paper to accom 


for relief of George H. Preddy—to the Committee on Military 
| Affairs. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of J. T. Tunbrel et al., for the pure- 
food bill and Federal inspection of meat-packers’ prod - 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of the New Immigrants’ Pro- 
tective League, for a commission to study and formulate a 
feasible system for distribution of immigrants over the coun- 
try—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 


| Migration and Natural 


FULKERSON: A bill (H. R. 20278) to correct the | 


Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 20274) granting a pension | 


er S. Feasel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
bill (H. R. 20275) 


Ei d H. Severance—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Mr. TIRRELL: A bill (H. R. 20276) to refund legacy 


illegally collected—to the Committee on Claims. 
Mr. WEEMS: A bill CH. R. 20277) grantiz 
a Sinclair—to the Committee on Invalid Pensi 
By Mr. ZENOR: A bill (H. R. 20278) 
sion to Alexander Bryant 
bill (H. R. 20279) granting an increase of pension 
idmund Hostetter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


yor « 
in, « 


ns. 


granting an increase 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
der clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
ere laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
Mr. AIKEN: Paper to accompany bill for relief of S 
A. Galloway—to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. ALEXANDER: Resolution of Western New 
| ration of Women’s Literary and Educational Organizations, 
mendment to Federal Constitution prohibiting polygamy— 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 


arah 


Rv Mr. BATES: Petition of Philadelphia Association of Re- | 
{ Druggists, for bill H. R. 8102 (the Mann bill)—to the Com- | 
‘on Patents. | 


so, petition of W. F. Hill, State Grange, Pa., 


feod bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
( } ree, 

Mr. BUTLER of Tennessee: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of George Reagan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. DUNWELL: Petition of United German Societies of 


N York, for furtherance of treaties of arbitration—to 


on Foreign Affairs. 


the 
tee 


By Mr. 


a law inereasing efficiency of the Medical Department of 
\rmy—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
lso, petition of M. H. Crider, Walter. Porter, and W. C. 


for the pure-food bill and Federal inspection of meat 

rs’ products—to the Committee on Interst and TI or- 

t Commerce. 

Mr. GROSVENOR: Petition of certain oil producers of 

ta, Ohio, against pipe-line amendment to rate bill—to 
Comunit on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

so, petition, in form of letters and telegrams, from Moline, 


ate 


tee 






( nati, Ohio; Bridgeton, N. J.; Chicago, Ill, and 
ipolis, Minn., against the eight-hour bill—to the Com- 
ee on Rules. 


By Mr. HOUSTON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
i. ©. Williams, heir of Chirley Williams—to the Committee on 
ir Claims. 

By Mr. HUFF: 
idment to rate 
ign Commerce, 

\lso, petition of Associated Producers’ Company, a 

pipe-line amendment to rate bill—to the Committee 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. KINKAID: Petition of merchants et al., of Atkinson, 


Petition 
bill—to 


of C. A. 
the 


Hite, against 
Committee on 


pipe-line 
Interstate and 


gainst the 
on Inter- 





to correct the military record of 


for Hepburn | 


FULLER: Petition of Illinois State Medical Society, | 


i pension to | 


to the Committee on Pensions. | 


York | 





By Mr. McNARY: Petition of common council of tl 
Boston, against the immigration Committe 


Lil > on Im- 
ization 


STERLING: Petition of 


= } 
bill to the 


By Mr. William Dancer, 








Ill., for pure-food bill and Federal inspection of meat packing 
products—to the Committee on Agricultur 

By Mr. TIRRELL: Petition of Hyland C. Kirk, relative to 
certain patent from which the Government has derived (so 
petitioner claims) very great advantage—to the e on 
Patents. 

By Mr. VREELAND: Petition from many produc l re- 
finers of petroleum, against the pipe-line provision in rate bill— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commer 

SENATE. 
Monpay, June 18, 1906. 

Prayer by the Rey. Utyssrs G. B. Pierce, of th Wash- 
ington. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT resumed the chai! 

The Secretary proceeded to read tl Journal of tl a 
ings of Saturday last; when, on request of Mr. Gat ER l 
by unanimous consent, the further read lis] ! tl 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Jou i stands approved. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HALE. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the - 
tion of the House of Representatives on the naval appro] 
tion bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the L 
the House oft Representatives disagreeing to the re] of the 
committee of conference on the amendments of the Senate to 
the bill (H. R. 18750) making appropriations for the naval 
service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1907, and for other 
purposes, receding from its disagreement to al iment No. 
$, and insisting on its disagreement to the 1 ling a 
ments, and requesting a further conference with Senate 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate further sis ! Ss 
amendments still in disagreement and agree to.the cont 
asked for by the House, the conferees to ppointed by t 
Chair. 

The motion was ‘reed to: and the Vice-President app ited 
Mr. Hate, Mr. Perkins, and Mr. TILLMAN as tlhe \ 
the part of the Senate. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrRowninGc, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
passed the follow Ing bill and j int resol l 

S. 280. An act to provide a life-s I tion t I 
Greenhill, on the coast of South King 1 the St of Rhode 
Island; and 

S. R. 60. A joint resolution providing for the pureh f ma- 
terial and equipment for use in the istri f a 
Canal. 

The message also announced th the House had reed to 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 4468) ‘mend 
an act entitled “An act to provide for the appointment of a 
sealer and assistant sealer of weights and measures in the Di 
trict of Columbia, and for other purpose pproved March 2 
1895. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed 
to the reports of the committees of conference on the disagr« 
ing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of tl = , 
to the following bills: 

H. R. 10715. An act to establish an additional coll 1 dis 
trict in the State of Texas; and 

H. R. 19681. An act to survey and allot the larfds embraced 
within the limits of the Blackfeet Indian Ress in the 
State of Montana, and to open surplus lands fo nt 

The message also announced that the House had sed the 





S666 


in which 


An act to extend the privileges of the seventh 


» act approved June 10, 1880, to the subport of | 


making appropriations for sundry civil 


Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, | 


her purposes; and 


act to authorize the board of supervisors of | 


y, Miss., to construct a bridge across Sunflower 


nunicated to the Senate the intelli- 
UFUS Ez late a Repre- 
orgia, and transmitted resolutions 


wrirer T3 ry 
KIEL JESTER, 


it requested the concurrence of the | 
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docked sufficiently to allow not only for the dirt, cockle, or othe, 


| foul stuff, but also to cover the expense of the cleaning, {), 





the Speaker of the House | 


Mr. BRANTLEY, Mr. 


GRIGGS, 


, and Mr. Lewis, of Georgia: | 


p and Mr. Ciayton, of Ala- 

; Mr. Bisnop of Michigan; Mr. 
Mr. Davipson of Wisconsin, and 
committee on the part 


uivers of tue 


, funeral. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


nounced that the 
11 t ra) 

| eae ee 

in the Lig 


1 


GRADING 
McCUMBER. I preset the ! 
which I ask may be read and printed in the Recor». 
After it is read I wish to make a very br 
explaining it. 


being no objection, the Secretary read the letter, 


AND INSPECTI 

Mr 
letter, 
It 


statement 


sent a petition in shape of a 


is very short. 


There 
follows: 


Cr PERION 


BoaRrD oF TI 


Superior Wis., June 
J. McCUMBER, PD. C. 
We are directed the board of directors o 
‘rade to write you t irding % : overage ol =h,t 
1; ; . n 
grain 


ivi} ar 
usures, ¢ 


Washington, 


ial 


the official figures o 
This report, as well as the offi 
neou 
We do not 
contend that r! . 
but no doubt of sufficient 
cien nportan t 
merce Comm 

We would 


easure 


e sSibly 
quantity 
investiga 


it is to cause 


tion y 


estigation, 


p 


ns to wh 
. e ly TI 4 - on 
I and to tract swor 

> Judge Parish. 

the Duluth Board of Trade. h: 
and they, Dulut} 

us matte r his i and membe 
istanece to you in this campaign fo 
word—we can and help ; 
vits in the case in Inited 

if in a hurry 


membership, the 


busine 

onest 
you 

; court, 


will 
haay the T 
Wire rurry. 
assuring us of the great benefit your 
rts are yielding. 
he good work continue. 
irs ry truly, d. H, 
A. N. 


if y 
ta people are efforts and 
Rotu, President. 
LENT, Secretary. 


Mr. President, in explanation of this let- 
o state that the letter was received by me 
; from the president of the Superior Board 
‘as the result of official action taken by 
liately wired the writer to see if it was sat- 
made a part of the Recorp, and reeeived an 


McCUMBER. 


1 
l 

to Come { 

if Llit 


that this letter go in the ReEcorpD 
ement made by the Minnesota grain 
ion, introduced by the Senator from 
ome few days ago, I do not wish to be un- 
the important issue in the mat- 
ter of grain grading and inspection. It is of minor importance as 
compared with the sfaction which grows out of the sys- 
tem of weighing, grading, inspecting, and mixing. 
The 


part of the Recorp, admits that the grades are raised in the ele- 


Mini . (Mr. Carr] 


derstood as conceding that if 1 


aissati 


| years ago, after he had had an opportunity to examine | 


statement of this commission, which has been made a | 


producer claims, and I agree with him, that he should haye ¢)). 
benefit of the grade after it is cleaned. 
The commission also admits the mixing of grades for ex 
and attempts to justify it. But where this mixing is q}) 
the inclination of the mixer is to get all he possibly can , 
lower grade into the compound, and when it reaches the fi 
port it is not the good No. 1 or No. 2 northern which tho 
chaser has agreed to receive. Our consular reports are 
with complaints of this charactér, and our wheat is being 
credited by reason of it. 
It seems, Mr. President, from the statement made an 
ported by the commission that Mr. Crumpton, on whoss 
mony Judge Sanborn found that there was overage in the ele. 
vators of about 26,000,000 in about ten years in favor 
purchasers, now makes a statement or affidavit that he 
some errors in his computation or estimate—that is, that 
are some matters which he did not take into consideration. 
The letter from the Superior Board of Trade may throw 
light on the credence which should be given to this latter 
ment. Letters which I received from Mr. Crumpton s 
cally the same figures as are reported, do not harmonize wit) 
his present statement. 
A joint resolution requesting an investigation of this subject 
now before the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. | 
m not a member of that committee and therefore unable to 

ve it to action, but I sincerely hope that the cemmittee wil! 
give it the attention that the gravity of the situation and its 
iinportance justify and will repert the joimt resolution in 
cient time to dispose of it at this session. 

There seems to be a wide difference of opinion between 
Minnesota board and the elevator companies on the one gs 
and the Superior Board of Trade and Judge Sanborn’s decision 
aud the producers in my State on the other side. It involves a 
very important matter to our commerce; and the investigation 
ought to be made in justice to both sides and in justice to all 
clnimants. Nothing but good ean result from such an investiga- 
tion. I hope that the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry 
all parties who are asking for the investigation that 


sufii- 


the 


vill give 
which they desire. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The letter will be referred to the 
Cominittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. PERIINS presented a joint resolution of the legislature 
of Califernia, praying for a suspension of the operations of 
2324, Revised Statutes, requiring the expenditure an- 

of $100 in labor and improvements upon unpatented min- 
ing claims: which was referred to the Committee on Mines and 
Mining, and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 
joint No. 3. 


Vhereas the recent conflagration which destroyed a large portion of 
‘ity and county of San Francisco has resulted in withdra 
amount of capital annually employed in the State of Ca 

he prospecting for, working, and developing mines, has part 

Ww a hardship upon those persons who annually contribu 

he > amount of money for the performance of the annual iabor upo 
mining claims, as required by the provisions of section 2324 of t 
Revised Statutes of the United States: 

Resolved, therefore, by the senate of the State of California 

ly jointly, That our Senators and Representatives in Congr 
honerable means to secure the passage of legislation by 
Congress, suspending the operation for the year of 1906 of 
portion of the Revised Statutes of the United States, section 
thereof, requiring the expenditure annually of $100 in labor and 
provements upon unpatented mining claims, similar legislation h 
been enacted in the years 1893 and 1894: Be it therefore 
Resolved, That the secretary of the Senate be, and he is | 
directed to transmit a copy of this resolution to each of our Sen 
and Representatives in Congress. 


fection 
+1 
buaiy 
, 
C1 


Senate resolution 


ALDEN ANDERSON, 

President of the 8 

THos. LE. ATKINSON, | 
Attest : Speaker of the Assen 
Cc. F. Curry, Secretary of State. 


Senate joint resolution No. 3. 
Adopted in senate June 11, A. D. 1906. 
Lewis A. HILBORN, 
Secretary of the Scnate 
Adopted in assembly June 11, A. D. 1906. 
CrLio LLoyYD, bs 
Chief Clerk of the Assen 


¢ 


This resolution was received by the governor this 12th day of - 
A. D. 1906. 
A. B. NYE, 
Private Secretary of the Governor. 


Mr. PERKINS presented a memorial of the legislature of 
California, remonstrating against any reduction being made in 


yators after cleaning. However, inasmuch as the grain is! the appropriation for the maintenance of the hydrographic 











of the Geological Survey; which was referred to the 
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| 


ee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed in the | 


as follows: 
Senate joint resolution No. 2. 
the hydrographic branch of the Geological Survey has ren- 
uous service to the people of the United States and espe- 
he State of California ; and , 
any reduction in the amount of money appropriated for its 


ce would seriously cripple and reduce the efliciency of its 
w, therefore, be it 
by the senate and assembly jointly, That the Senators and 


tatives in Congress from the State of California be, and they 
vy, urgently requested to use every honorable means to prevent 
n in the sundry civil bill of the amount of the appropriation 
r tl acatenenee of the hydrographic branch of the Geo- 
rvey. The secreta of senate is hereby directed to mail a 
resolution to the said Senators and Representatives. 
ALDEN ANDERSON 
President of the Senate. 
THos. E. ATKINSON, 
Speaker of the Assembly. 





urnny, Seerctary of State. 


Senate joint resolution No. 2. 


d in senate June 9, A. D. 1906. 
LEWIS A. HILBORN, 
Secretary of the Senate. 


1 in assembly June 11, A. D. 1906. 


CLIo LLOYD, 
of the As 


sembly. 


Chief Clerk 


lution v received by the governor this 12th day of June, 
A. B. NYE, 
Private Secretary of the Governor. 


GALLINGER presented a petition of 150 employees of 


ted States Senate, praying that the names of irtis 
ton and John Coleman, barbers in the employees’ bar- 
of the Senate, be placed on the skilled laborers’ roll; 


the Committee 
—— re 
Association, 
in the agricultural 
the Senate 


s referred to 
- URKETT 


Stock Grower! 


on ations. 


olutions 


Appropri 
adopted by the Ne- 
relative to the meat-in- 
appropriation bill; 


which 
conferees the agricultural ap- 


proy ision 


ferred to on 























ion bill, and ordered to be printed in the ReEcorp, as 
Ne ka Stock Growers’ As ‘iation, in regular : 
, recognizing the great jury and damage th allen 
live-stock industry by reason of the investigation and re 
conditions surrounding the packing-house products, 1 
y m ion of the packing houses of Chic: und r 
peedy ction is necessary if further damage is to be 
hereby urge our National Congress, and especially the Ne 
rs thereof, to pass such legislation as w improve and 
n Government inspection of all packing-h » products 
will prescribe and enforce such sanitary 1 ul ns for pack 
es as will leave no room for criticism of their 10ds. 
-attle growers, recommend that the pending Beveridge bill 
conside!1 revised before being enacted into law We, 
owers, especially object to that provision of the bill which 
the cost of animal and meat inspection upon the packers 
t inspe tion of food products for the prot tion of the 
and the st should fall equaliy upon all who are bene 
cost, as provided in the feveridge bill, will eventually fall 
ive-stock growers and permits more tribute to be levied on 
ry already depressed: Therefore, be it 
l, That a copy of these resolutions be forwarded to the 
ind Representatives in Congr from Nebraska 
URKETT presented a petition of the Nebraska Stock 
;’ Association, praying for the enactment of legislation 
ig for the disposal of such portions of the public lands 
State as is unsuited for en purposes; which 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 
NELSON presented a telegram in “the nature of a peti- 
m Thuet Brothers, live stock commission merchants, of 
St. Paul, Minn., praying for the enactment of a rigid 


spection law; which wa 
n Agriculture and For 


s read, and referred to the Com- 
-estry, as follows: 


Sovutu St. Paunt, MInNN., June 18, 1906. 


Ix rE NELSON, 
l States Senatc, Washington, 2 
dealers and producers desire a rigid meat-inspection 
» cost to be paid by the Government. Law should be passed 


to stop this agitation. 
Bre 


ion 


THUET 
Stock Commiss 


TIERS, 
Live : oo 


ints. 


BLACKBURN presented sundry papers to accompany the 
5270) for the relief of Ellenor Gibson Whitney; which 


ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

LONG. I present certain petitions in relation to the 
ad rate bill. I ask that one of them be read and that the 
's be referred to the Senate conferees on the railroad rate 
e VICE-PRESIDENT. 


Without objection, the Secretary 
{ read the petition. 


land of the Continent Oil Producers’ 








The Secretary read as follows: 


Hon. C. I. Lox - 


United Rtates o rate I oF ty 

AS a producer 
vitally interested in 
request that the pipe-lin 
joint conference comn 
pass, it will work a gre 
Indian Territory and wi 


aucer. 


Kansas and Ind 





The VICE-PRESIDE? The petitions pres 
Senator from Kansas will oa referre 
the bill, as requested. 

Mr. LONG presented memorials of 
field, George W. Finley, and H. 
of C. BE. S Saddler, sex re tary < f the Oil 
Sedan; of P. Albright, president of t ni 
of Winfield; of H. C. Ewers & Co., of Sedan. : 
of Kansas, and of William Johnston. Barti 
remonstrating against the adoption of a certain : din 
the so-called “ railroad rate bill” relative 1 
were referred to the Senate conferees on thi 

Mr. FORAKER. I 
ing against the provision of the railroa 
lines. I send them to the desk and 
as petitions, and I would be glad if 
the conferees who now have that bil 
tried to get them there, but the a 
tolerate any petitions, and I did not succeed in leat 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The memorials will | eferred 
yuferees on the part of the Sena 

Mr. TILLMAN. But not to the confere1 

Mr. FORAKER. To the cont 
I did not know what the ] 
and I could not get beyom 
ferees did not know 
TILLMAN. |] 


¢ allusion of the Senator f 
As | am the 


hax rt : law tal 
Lave numerous similiar tek 





d rate bill in regard to] 
that they may 


» 
Licey 


- 
oi 


14 ‘ 
could e rel 


The 


the « 





nferees. 
eommittee on the n: ol 
At OCC 


confer 


asion to say tbat 
lave enough of ihem sin he l hi been sent 
ence), L think, probably, 
light las 
therefore have fe 
that have been 

line interests and others. \ 
we have received 
arguments 


ourselves, 


fress 


them, but w 
made, because we have ars en ‘ igh among 
I assure th nator. 

Mr. FORAKER. I underst 1 th 
of that kind in the 
experience at the 
allow 

Mr. 
did 
our inisery by havi 
we ul listened to them four days here j he S 

Mr. FORAKER. I wunaerstand 

did un i i 


trouble e1 


sé 


inner chamber. I \ 
loor. 
ceed. 

MAN. As I said, we « 


vil he tT thyi 
Wiliiihe at ti 


ine to pre 
TIL! 
not feel 
ferees rt 
iough wi li 

Che VICE-PRESIDEN1 . The m Is ] ted 
Senator from E 
the bill, as 1 

Mr. FORAKER preset 
dent of the Neeley Cl ny, O, 
the Ohio Valley Oil and G Co! am 


f the Nelson Oil Company, of Kan £m Wed eS 


ce a 





of St. ’ 
of Marietta; 


Gordon, 
Moore, 


of A. Alderman, of M 
of Lima; of C. D. Palmer, manager of t 
Marietta, all in tl 
Loney, and B. F. Tupper, 


i 

J. BE. Lowry, 
Oil i ig a 
Harris, J. L. 


of ie State of Ohio ec. 


Association, of Bartles- 
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ville, Ind. T., remonstrating against te adoption of a certain 

ye! ent to the so-called “railroad rate bill” relative to 
‘s; which were referred to the Senate conferees on the 
rate bill. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

BURNIITAM, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
eferred the bill (S. 188) for the relief of the legal rep- 

vesentatives of George W. Soule, reported it with an amendment, 

ind submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BURKETT. I am directed by the minority of the com- 
mittee to submit views adverse to this claim. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nebraska pre- 
sents the views of the minority in connection with the Dill. 
Chey will be printed, to accompany the report. 

Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 19522) establishing regular terms 
of the United States circuit and district courts of the northern 
listrict of California at Eureka, Cal., reported it with an 
amendment. 


Mr. WARREN, 


iGth instant proposing to increase the appropriation for military 


posts from $750,000 to $973,750, intended to be proposed to the | 
thereon, | 
that it be referred to the Committee on Appropria- | 
| the business before the Senate, unanimous consent will be given 
Iie also, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, | 
| important. 


sun 
and 
tions and printed; which was agreed to. 


Iry civil 
moved 


appropriation bill, reported favorably 


to whom was referred the amendment submitted by himself on 
the 16th instant, proposing to appropriate $15,000 for completing 
the approaches, subdividing and finishing the attic story, and 
increasing the business facilities of the public building at Chey- 
enne, Wyo., 
ion bill, reported and moved that it be 


favorably thereon, 


printed, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- | 


mittee on Appropriations; which was agreed to. 


ar 


ut amendment, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill 
Kenney; and 

A bill (H. R. 16875) granting an increase of pension to John 
K. Hart. 

Mr. McCUMBER 


Pensions, 


(for Mr. CARMACK), from the Committee on 
an increase of pension to Joshua Holcomb, reported it without 
ainendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Iie also (for Mr. Patrerson), from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom were referred the following bills, reported them 
‘rally without amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

bill (H. R. 19245) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
*; and 
14257) granting an increase of pension to Flem- 
McCUMBER (for Mr. BURNHAM), from the Committee on 
ons, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9101) granting 
‘ease of ] ¢ 
ul iment, and submitted a report thereon. 
Hle also (for Mr. Burkett), from the Committee on Pensions, 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10267) granting an in- 
pension to David W. Farington, reported it without 
ndment, and submitted a report thereon. 
\ir. McLAURIN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
rred the amendment submitted by Mr. Foster on the 16th 
istant, authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to return to 
he Citizens’ Bank of Louisiana the money taken from that bank 
the military order of June 19, 1862, intended to be proposed 
| deficiency appropriation bill, reported favorably 


( ot 


moved that it be referred to the Committee on Ap- | 


} 
i 
and printed; which was agreed to. 


OFFICERS OF VESSELS. 


For the Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye] 


-ALD 
NGER. 


GALLI 
t back favorably from the Committee on Commerce with 


ts the bill (S. 
and I will ask for its present consideration. 

retary read the bill; and there being no objection, the 

in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 


6355 ) 


the Committee on Commerce 
line 10, after the words “ gross tons,’ to insert a 
in line 15, after the words “ gross tons,” to insert a 
and on page 2, line 1, after the words “for hire,” to 

2 comma; so as to make the bill read: 

it enacted, etc., That section 4438 of the Revised Statutes be, and 

by. amended to read as follows: 

sec. 4438. The boards of local inspectors shall license and classify 


amendments of were, on 


erebyv 


intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropria- | 


‘ir. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom | 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- | 


(S. 6471) granting an increase of pension to Ella E. | 


to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4967) granting | 


| time to look at the REcorp. 


nsion to James W. Loomis, reported it without | 


; to the request. 


concerning licensed officers of | 


—. 


the masters, chief mates, and second and third mates, if in ch 
a watch, engineers, and pilots of all steam vessels, and the | 
and chief mates of sail vessels of over 700 gross tons, and a|!! 
vessels of over 100 gross tons, carrying passengers for hire, | 
be unlawful to employ any person, or for any person to s: 

a master, chief mate, engineer, or pilot of any steamer or as mast; 

sail vessel of over 700 gross tons or of any other vessel of over 1(): 
tons carrying passengers for hire, who is not licensed by the ins; 
and anyone violating this section shall be liable to a penalty of $1 
each offense.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. ; 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third readin 
the third time, and passed. 


€ of 
Sterg 
ther 
shall 
as 
any 
sTOSs 
ors : 


” for 


> read 


DISTRICT STREET RAILWAYS. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I am directed by the Committee on tho 
District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 6147) 
authorizing changes in certain street-railway tracks withiy 


| the District of Columbia, and for other purposes, to report jt 
from the Committee on Military Affairs, to | 
whom was referred the amendment submitted by himself on the | 


favorably with amendments, and I submit a report thereon, | 
wish to say that this bill proposes legislation which will enable 
the existing street-railway companies to get their tracks to the 
new Union Station. I understand the Senator from North 
Dakota [Mr. HANSBRoUGH] desires to make a statement cop. 
cerning the matter, but I hope, notwithstanding the stress of 
that this bill be acted on at the present time. It is exceedingly 

The Secretary read the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill just read? The Chair hears 
and it is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President, this is the bill, or at 
least a part of the bill, which came from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia some three or four weeks ago and was 
placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. “Does the Senator from North Da- 
kota yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. For a question. 

Mr. PATTERSON. It is quite possible that this bill will 
bring on considerable argument, and I would suggest that the 


none, 


| business which was to be taken up immediately on the conclu- 


sion of the routine business this morning be taken up and dis- 
posed of, and that we get that out of the way. I know the 
Senator from Pennsylvania is very anxious to have this doue. 
I think it would be better to allow this bill to go over for the 
present and take it up a little later by unanimous consent, if it 
shall be determined to do so. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say to the Senator that I was ab- 


| sent from the Chamber the latter part of Saturday, and I did 


I have not had 
I do not wish to interfere with any 
arrangement that has been made for the proceedings of to-day. 
I am anxious to have this bill acted on, and I had hoped it 
would not take many minutes. But I will ask that the bill may 
lie over, to be taken up after the routine morning business 
to-morrow. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. 


not know what arrangement had been made. 


I only wish to say that I have several 


| amendments to offer to the bill. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
It has been read. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask that the bill may be taken up after 
the routine morning business to-morrow. 

Mr. NELSON. That will interfere with the arrangement 
which was made Saturday. We are to take up the Lake Erie 
and Ohio River Ship Canal bill immediately after the conclusion 
of the morning business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The request of the Senator 
New Hampshire is that the bill mentioned be taken up 4 
the routine morning business on to-morrow. Is there obje 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I suggest that the Senator from North Da- 
kota should offer his amendments and have them printed, s0 
that we can see what is proposed in the way of a change. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think that is right. 

Mr. TILLMAN. It will add to the knowledge of the situation 


The bill will go to the Calendar. 


from 
fter 


tion 


| which Senators who are interested in the matter will have. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. I think that is a very good suggestion. 
In compliance with the request of the Senator from South Caro- 
lina, I offer the amendments, and I ask that they may be 
wrinted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from North Dakota 
proposes certain amendments, which will be printed and lie on 
the table. 











PROPOSED RULE AS TO CONFERENCE REPORTS. 
\fr. BAILEY. Several days ago I introduced an amendment 


' rules and asked that it might lie upon the table. At 
. time I thought probably I would have something to say 
snot it. but it seems generally accepted as a proper amendment, 

1 will ask that it be taken from the table and referred to 
the Committee on Rules. 


he VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution submitted by the 

conator from Texas on the 4th instant, relative to a proposed 

io as to conference reports, will be referred to the Committee 
on Rules, as requested. 

FORFEITURE RAILROAD LANDS. 

r. CARTER. I ask for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 

, to declare and enforce the forfeiture provided lw section 

the aet of Congress approved March 3, 1875, entitled “Ar 

cranting to railroads the right of way through the public 

f the United States.” 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. 


1 of the Senate. 


OF 


The bill will be read for the infor- 
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Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, the | 


in Committee of the 


S ( as 


Whole, proceeded to its con- 
Ie 

bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands 
amendments, on page 2, line 10, after the word “ progress- 
’ to insert the words “in good faith;” in line 12, page 2, 
word “railroad,” to strike out the words “for three 

‘ter such approyal;” so as to make the bill read: 
enacted, ctc., That each and every grant of right of way and 


ounds het fore made to any railroad corporation under the 
March 3, r 


tha 
Lilt 














igress approved 1875, entitled “An act granting to 

is the right of way through the public lands of the United 

where such railroad has not been constructed and the period 

rs next following the location of said road, or any section 

now expired, shall be, and hereby is, declared forfeited 

I ed States, to the extent of any portion of such located line 
iaining unconstructed, and the United § es hereby resvum 
to the lands covered thereby freed discharged fr 








nt, and the forfei 
surance or convey: 


ure he 
int 





‘reby ¢ 


without need 


of any owner or 








ice, 








1d heretofore conveyed by the United State ibject to any 
of right of way or station nds: P) 1. That in any 
this act where construction of the railroad is prezres Y 
at the date of the ay ( of this act the forfeiture 
1 in this act shall not take eff ) h line of railroad 





mendments were agreed to. 

bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
iments were concurred in. 

iendments were ordered to be 

via third time. 

| hill was read the third time, a1 

Mr. CLAPP. I ask 


rhe an engrossed, and the bill 


1d passed. 
unanimous consent 


for the present con- 
sic on of the bill (S. 6255) to amend section 4 of an act 
d “An act to provide for the final disposition of the 
; of the Five Civilized Tribes in the Indian Territory, and 
her purposes,” approved April 26, 1906. 
Mr. BURROWS. I wish to inquire if the morning business 
een concluded? 
VICE-PRESIDENT. It has not been concluded. 
Mr. BURROWS. Let us have the regular order. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. Reports of committees are still in 


KNOX, 
losed? 
VICE-PRESIDENT. It has not 
BRANCH LIBRARY IN 
Mr. GALLINGER. I am directed by the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 6406) 
1 ithorize the Commissioners of the District of Columbia 
donations of money and land for the establishment of a 


I rose to inquire if the morning business has 


been concluded. 
TAKOMA PARK, 


i library in the District of Columbia, to establish a com- | 
m to supervise the erection of a branch library building | 
tid District, and to provide for the suitable maintenance of 


branch, to report it favorably with amendments, and I ask 
r its present ition. It will take but a moment to 
s it, and I hope consent will be given. 
he Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its 
( sideration. 
he amendments of the Committee on the District of Colum- 
were, on page 2, line 4, before the name “Andrew Carnegie,” 
to strike out “ Mr.;” 
to strike out the words “on the conditions aforesaid; ” so as to 
ke the bill read: 


consider 


‘© it enacted, etc., That the Commissioners of the District of Co 
ibia be, and they are hereby, authorized to accept from Andrew 

gie a donation not exceeding $30,000 for the purpose of erecting 
titable branch library building in Takoma Park, subject to the ap 


proval of the Commissioners and the public library trustees, and to 


to | 


and in line 5, after the word “ Carnegie,” 
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accept conveyance of unencumbered 








land considered suitable by the 
said Commissioners and library trustees as a site for a branch library 
for Takoma Park. And authority is hereby conferred upon a commis 
sion, to consist of the Commissioners of the District of Colu 1. the 
chairman of the committee on branch libraries of the library tees 
and the librarian of the Washington public library, to supery the 


erection of said branch library building: Provided, That such branch 
library building shall not be opened for public use until Congré 
hereafter provide for the necessary expenses of maintai y a 
branch library when the same shall be completed and ready for such 
use. 


The amendments were agreed to. 
rr o : 
he bill was reported to the 


Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the preamble be stricken 


out. 
The motion was agreed to. 

HAROLD L. 

BULKELEY. I 


JACKSON. 
Mr. d by 


am direct the Committes 


tary Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4965 uthor- 
izing the appointment of Harold L. Jackson, a capt n tl 
retired list of the Army, as a major on the retired | of the 
Army, to report it favorably without amendment, and I asl 
unanimous consent for its present consideration. 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, 
the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its « 


sideration. It authorizes the President, 


with the advice and 
consent ot j 





the Senate, to appoint Harold L. Jackson, now a 
captain on the retired list of the Army, to be a major on the 
retired list of the Army, with the rank and vy of t ( f 

The bill was reported to the Senate without ne Ol 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

BILLS INI 

Mr. TALIAFERRO (by request) introduced a bill (S. 6482) 
for the relief of William A. Chisolm; which was read t e by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Clain ' 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 6483) to a 1 act 
entitled “An act to legalize 1 estal h a pontoor l \ 
bri across t i R I e du Cl to 
aut ize 1 ( 1 f s y tor! ‘ 
lowa; which was 1 Ll twis b $ ( i referred the 
Comniitt on ¢ } 

Mr. HANSBROUGH it I 1 a 1 (S. J 67) 
limiting the grat di tiol I i 
tions f Grading Lumber A 11 \ 3 
ufacturing Associatio of the Un t to the § ite, 
the House of Representatives, and 1 Department of Ag i1- 
ture: which was read y re } ss 
panying papers, referred to the Commiitee on Prin 

. ‘ENTS 1 ' 

Mr. DUBOIS s la 4 : 
posed by him to th 1 (S. 6147) itho , I 
tain street-railway tr: s within the District of C 
for other purposes; which was ord ! ‘ | 
be printed. 

Mr. WHYTE submitted an amendment proy et ease 
the appropriation for field expe ; the ( st ( 

Survey from $70,000 to $85,000, et ded to | by 

him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which \ l 

to the Committee on Appropriations Ll on i to nted 
HOUSE BILLS I 

The following bills were severally read e | titles, 
and referred to the Committee on C e: 

H. R. 19519. An act to extend tl priv or t enth 
section of the act approved June 1 ISSO, to t of 
Superior, Wis.; and 

H. R. 19854. An act to authorize the board of su rs of 
Sunfiower County, Miss., to construct ig Su 
flower River. 

H. R. 19844. An act making appropriations for su vil 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1907, and for other purposes, was read twice by its l nd 


referred to the Committee on Appropriations 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS, 
A message from the President of the United Sta M1 
B. F. BARNES, one of his secretaries, announced th e Presi- 


dent had approved and 
On June 14: 
S. 267. An act to prohibit aliens from fishing in the w 
Alaska ; 


signed the following acts 
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53857. An act permitting the building of a dam across the 
Mississippi River above the village of Monticello, Wright 
County, Minn. ; 
i An act 


(rf 
> 


MN 


Ti 


granting a pension to Joseph Ellmore; 

722. An act granting a pension to Annis Bailey ; 

2008. An act granting a pension to Virginia A. McKnight; 

2852. An act granting a pension to Bridget Manahan ; 
increase of pension to Ella N. Har- 


An act granting an 


TM Th 2 


vey ; 

5.20. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward Hig- 
gins ; 

8.215. An act granting an increase of pension to Elias Phelps; 

S.225. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas R. 
Smit 

S. 455. An act granting an increase of pension to George K. 
Gre 

S. 0956. An act granting an increase of pension to Corydon W. 
Sanborn 

8S. 665. An act granting an increase of pension to John C. 
Rassbach ; 

S. 764. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Carney 

8.911. An act granting an increase of pension to Julius A. 
pay 

S. 1174. An act granting an increase of pension to Edwin 
MI ; 

is. 1224. Ant rranting an increase of pension to William A. 
Bowles; 

$S. 1256. An act granting an increase of pension to Lewis D. 
Moors 

S. 1264. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Shiney 

8.1428. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
Lampvrey 3 

S. 1445. An act granting an increase of pension to Hiram C. 
Clark ; 

S.1570. An act granting an increase .of pension to Lydia A. 
Johnson 

§. 1664. An act granting an increase of pension to Blizabeth 
L. W. Bailey; 

S$. 1849. An act granting an increase of pension to David T. 
Pe + 

1855. An act granting an increase of pension to James J. 

Brown 

S. i865. An act granting an increase of pension to Solomon H. 
Bake 

S. 2032. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas F. 
Si ( 

S.2179. An act granting an increase of pension to G. Annie 
G 

S.2429. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Devyo1 

Ss 9, An act granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Will 

S.2728. An act granting an increase of pension to Louisa 
Carr; and 

S. 2791. An act granting an increase of pension to John Lindt. 


PROPOSED INVESTIGATION OF NATIONAL BANKS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there are no concurrent resolu- 


tions, the morning business is closed, and——— 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I desire to call the attention 
of the Senate to some matters connected with the resolution 
which I offered some time ago, which is now pending before | 
the Committee on Finance, and with the permission of the Sen- | 
ate I will ask to have the resolution I submitted on April 16 | 
read again, in order to make some statements in regard thereto. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair would suggest that the 


morning closed, the unanimous-consent 





business is and under 
agreement made on Saturday—— 


Mr. TILLMAN. The Chair had not announced that the morn- 





ing isiness was closed when I rose and addressed the Chair. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair had announced it, but | 
the Senator evidently did not hear it. Without objection 

Mr. TILLMAN. Then, I addressed the Chair as he made the 
announcement. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from South Carolina? 


Mr. NELSON. This is not strictly morning business. While 
I dislike to object to the Senator, I am very anxious to have 
the ship-canal bill disposed of, inasmuch as the Senator from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Knox] is obliged to leave the city to-mor- 
row and can only be here to-day. I trust the Senator will let 
the resolution go over. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I can not let it go over, for the reason that 
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to-morrow the Committee on Finance will consider the reso)y. 
tion referred to it, and I wanted to lay before the Senate goo 
facts in regard to this situation. 

Of course, the Senator understands that if he gets the jj 
up I can then speak on the resolution that I want to dis " 
the time that is devoted to the bill which will be under cop. 
sideration. I do not think anything will be gained by trying 
to shut me off. I do not want to be cross or at all obstr 
but I have something to say and I submit that unless I am ryjog 
out of order I should like to have the resolution read and to 
make a few observations upon it—not very long. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from South Caroling 
requests the reading of the resolution. Is there objection‘ 

There being no objection, the Secretary read the res 


mn 

submitted by Mr. Truman April 16, 1906, as follows: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be directed to inquire 
whether or not the national banks have made contributions in i of 


political committees, and if so to what extent and why the fa ive 
not been discovered by the Comptroller of the Currency; and wh 

not such contributions have been embezzlements, abstractions, or 

ful misapplications of the funds of the banks which call for rest; 

and criminal prosecutions. Said committee is also directed to ire 
whether or not the national banks of Chicago have recently eng 1 in 
transactions beyond their lawful powers in connection with the 
failure of a bank in that city, and whether such failure involved jjjp. 
and aiso to inquire whether the national banks jn 
Ohio have been in the habit of paying large sums of money in ; re 
and illicit manner to the county treasurers of Ohio as a compensati 
said treasurers for making deposits of public money with such 


| and to report the facts to the Senate and the opinion of the 


; tee 


whether any legal proceedings should be instituted on ac 


| the transactions disclosed ; and whether the public intetest requi iny 


| did 


| sider 


amendments of the existing national banking laws. 


Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I do not see the chairman of 
the Conunittee on Finance in the Chamber. 


Mr. HALE. He was called out for a moment. He will be 
here very soon. 
Mr. TILLMAN. I presume he can read what little I have to 


say in the Recorp. 

The other day when I brought this matter up the Senator 
waved aside, so to speak, the part of the resolution which deals 
with contributions to campaign committees as having been (is- 
posed of by the Senate by the passage of Senate bill 4563. That 
bill prohibits contributions by national banks or any corporations 
organized by authority of Congress to campaign committees and 
provides for punishing them. But the House of Representatives 
has not taken up Senate bill 4568, and I seriously doubt whether 
it will be considered by that body during this session, if at all. 

I am pretty sure that the national banks and other corpora- 
tions which have been the main sources of campaign contribu- 
tions to the Republican national committee will not be ham- 
pered, if it.can help it, by the House passing the Senate bill, at 
least not until after the next election. 

It is for the purpose of directing the attention of the country 
to this great abuse, this crime, so to speak, that I mention this 
part of the resolution as an important one which needs investi- 
gation, even though the House should pass Senate bill 4563, and 
for this reason, Mr. President: The contributions which are ac- 
knowledged to have been made by national banks to campaign 
committees are clearly unlawful 

Mr. FORAKER rose. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I will yield to the Senator in a moment. 

It is acknowledged that they have made such contributions, 
and I offered to produce proofs that in Pittsburg in 1896 i 
make such contributions. It is with a view to providing 
data on which the Attorney-General may institute suit against 
the directors and other officers who have misapplied national- 
bank funds and have them make restitution that I want the 
investigation. 

It is, as I said, problematical whether the House will con- 
this bill at this session or whether it will ever 
Therefore I want to direct the attention of the Senate and of 








he ay 


pass. 


| the country to the fact that there is a bill of this character 


pending, which ought to receive attention, and which should 
become a law as soon as possible. At least, that is our judg- 
ment. It passed here unanimously. I hardly expect that the 
Committee on Finance, when it comes to consider this resolu- 
tion, will be willing to make any move in the line of ascertiill- 


ing the facts, or to compel restitution, or to punish ese 
offenders. I imagine that that committee will probably, it 


does anything, confine itself to a partial investigation of the 
other branches of the resolution, and leave the past sins 
national banks and their directors with immunity: that they 


will dip them in the “immunity bath,” or leave them in the 
“immunity bath,” without bringing out the facts. It is not 
with the view to do more than call attention to this bil! and 

‘tT on 


its importance so as to possibly excite public attention to 2 1 
the House of Representatives that I allude to that feature ol 
this resolution. 
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1 ere is another feature of this resolution, Mr. President, 
‘my judgment, is very important. Three or four days 
ie time in the past week, the Committee on Finance 
| House bill 8973, “to amend section 5200, Revised 
- of the United States, relating to national banks,” in 
was provided : 

. oO. The total liabilities to any association, of any person, 
ompany, corporation, or firm for money borrowed, including 
ilities of a company or firm the liabilities of the several mem- 
_ shall at no time exceed one-tenth part of the amount of the 


k of such associations, actually paid in and unimpaired and 
rt of its unimpaired surplus fund. 


te Committee on Finance reported to strike out the 
pr hich declared : 
: however, 


r cent of the capital stock of the association. 


\ provision was inserted increasing the percentage to 30. 
I ind the House of Representatives has accepted that 
Se endment, and that the bill will soon become a law. 
a ident, this is probably a valuable piece of legislation, 
nd which will, in most cases, be beneficent; but I call 
the ; tion of the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALpricH ]— 
wl] vy in the Chamber, I am glad to see—to the fact that 
sting law and under the bill which the Senate passed, 
h will soon be enacted into law, and which I have 
d, there is no provision by which the disobedience of this 
nl is punishable; in other words, while Congress in 
the t has provided that no national bank shall loan more 
that per cent of its capital stock to any one individual or 
col n, and the other House has recently amended it so 
as vide that it shall loan no more than 10 per cent of its 
ock and one-tenth of its surplus funds, that has been 
in by the Senate to 30 per cent of the capital stock of 
the association. It would seem—and I am sorry that it did not 
me at the time to suggest this to the chairman of the 


That the total of such liabilities shall in no event | 





Co ee on Finance—that this would be a proper place to 
put provision which would make it a misdemeanor, pun- | 
ish: y fine and imprisonment, for any officer of a bank, or 
a d r in charge of its affairs, to disobey this provision. 

v is the existing statute in regard to the disobedience of 
that 10 per cent prohibition as originally enacted? Simply 
that the bank shall be liable to liquidation and the forfeiture 


of charter; that is all. It does not matter how much or in 
ow great a degree this provision of law is transgressed; the only 
i at is now provided in the way of punishment for this 


closed out of business; but so far as I know, 
done, I have not heard of it. 





liqu or and its charter forfeited because of its transgressions. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I know of no case in which that has been 


Mr. TILLMAN. 
Mr. ALDRICH. 
be necessary. 

Mr. TILLMAN. 


And I have not heard of, any. 
Nor do I know of any case in which it has 


Well, I only call attention to the fact that 


if this has | 
The Senator from Rhode | 
rhaps can inform me whether any bank has ever been | 


sgression is simply that the bank shall forfeit its charter | 


f this had been thought necessary by the Comptroller of the | 


y when he discovered it, and if there were a provision 
" whieh would punish the officers of the bank for not obey- 
ig it, we would probably have practically no story to tell of 
lute embezzlement of the entire assets and capital stock 


and everything else of various banks that have failed in the 
United States. 

I recall that in the case of the Maverick Bank, at Boston, in 
1892, the officers of that bank had practically loaned to them- 


elves under one subterfuge and another the entire assets, de- 
posits, and everything else, I believe, that they had, and that 
iS liquidated as insolvent. I do not know that anybody 
1 with it has ever been punished, although there was an 
ation to find out the facts in that case; but I do know 


t the report, which was framed by the Senate Finance 
Ci tee, two members of which were John G. Carlisle and 
( S. Brice, the facts were brought out that this bank had 
he 


ked by this very failure of the Comptroller of the 


y to watch, through his examiners, and see that this pro- 
V rohibiting the loaning of more than 10 per cent to any 
a) 


lividual was earried out. This leads me up to the bal- 
this resolution in connection with the Chicago banks. 
President, the committee, as I said, I suppose will investi- 
g ‘ situation in regard to the Chicago National Bank and 
u ther transactions by the Clearing House Association of 

» in connection therewith. I take it for granted, in ac- 
‘ ce with the long-continued practice of the office of the 
Comptroller of the Currency, that we shail have from that oflice 
. report that will practically say “ nothing criminal has been 
cone; there is nothing blamable; everything is justifiable, and 


uf 


eminently proper; in fact, the clearing house was doing a great 
act of financiering, saving a panic,” and all that kind of thing. 
I do not know what the Comptroller will say, but I want to 
bring out some facts in connection with that failure that will 
show what the Comptroller ought to say and will show what 
the Comptroller ought to have done long ago. 

For instance, some days ago—perhaps the day 
this matter up in the Senate last week—a statement was made 
by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Horxins] that every de 
positor had been paid; and I believe he stat 
rect he will correct me—that every stockho 
in time. The day after that, two of 
House of Representatives, who are members of 
on Banking and Currency, 


after I 


“li—if I am not cor- 
Ider would be 
the Me ers of the 


the Committee 





came to my committee room with a 
copy of testimony taken before that committee in May i ela- 
tion to this bank failure; ban e evidence be ing that of Mr. W. 7 
Fenton, president of the N ational Bank of the Republic, la 
delegate from the Chicago Clearing Ho n Ll ask that ihe S 
retary read it, in order that we may knew just what has been 
done in ¢ Shie: igo. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the 1 { 
made by the Senator from South Carolina? ‘The Cl eal 
none, and the Secretary will read as requested 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Extracts from statement made before House Committee on Banking 
and Currency on Wednesday, May 25, 1906, by W. T. Fent 

dent of the National Bank of the Republic, Chicago, I 

gate from the Chicago Clearing a ouse 

The banks of Chicago were called together on a Sunday ; em 
bers of the clearing house seeed up all night Sunday night; they 
found the Chicago National Bank was hope sly i N 





member of the clearing house suspected that there was anyt g wrong 
with it. 
Mr. Weeks. Was it insolvent? 












Mr. Fenton. Yes. The members of the Chicago Clearing | 2, 
after sitting up all night to avert what they thought y a 
calamity, assumed the obligations of that bank and took S 
assets. The immediate cause of the fa re of that concern wu ) 
loans to coneerns in which the president of the ba t t 
Correspondence was shown at that leetil of t l } 
running back over a period of three } nd I am : Zg 
to cast reflections on the Comptroller’s department or on any f 
examiners or officials—but here are the fac that t years before 
that bank closed the Comptroller’s department knew that I 

| dent of the institution had loaned $5,000,000 to a concern which 
he was interested; and by the night we took over the assets he had 
used $15,000,000 of the assets of that bank And here is on f 
results of the familiarity with the vio iti n of this law. It had n 
done so long, and had been overlooked and temporized vw Ith ntil ij 
grew and grew, and final ly absorbed t entire tution; and we 
were called upon, in order to maintain > financial integrity of our 

| city, to liquidate that institution, and take its assets and assume its 
debts. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, we have here the testimo 


of a member of the clearing house and the president of 
the great banks of Chicago, that the Comptroller of the Cur- 
rency knew long ago that Mr. Walsh had loaned to himself 
practically, certainly to a railroad of which he was the chief 


one of 





owner and the controller, $5,000,000, and yet nothing was done 
about it. 
Mr, ALDRICH. I am sure the Senator does not want to 


make that statement. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South Caro- 
lina yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 


Mr. TILLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think, upon reflection, the Senator will not 
say that the Comptroller of the Currency knew that a national 

| bank had loaned to one man $5,000,000, and that no action was 
| taken. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I say no actual results followed any action 
under the law as it now stands. The only thing he could have 
done would have been to notify the president and dire “s : 

| “Phe statute provides that you shall not loan but 10 per cent; 
you must have this thing stopped. Collect that money, and get 


| not punishable by lay 


yourselves straight.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. The transactions of Mr. Walsh in connec- 
tion with the national banks of Chicago and the facts in rela- 
tion to that matter, have been reported by the Comptroller to 
the Department of Justice for its action, and the transactions 
are now in the courts. That has been well understood. 


Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, the transactions of Mr. Walsh 
in regard to the Bank of Chicago are criminal in some phase: 
and in others they are possibly mere transgressions which are 


vy, except by declaring that the bank must 
be liquidated and closed up and cease business as a bank, as | 
have already pointed out. 


I will read to the Senator from Rhode Island section 5239 
of the Revised Statutes—with which, of course, he is very 
familiar—showing that some things have been done that are 
unlawful and that are punishable by the courts 

If the directors of any national banking association shall knowingly 
violate, or knowingly permit any of the officers, agents, or servants of 











enou 


‘ a i as 
C% | oller 


more Lacts, 
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the association to violate, any of the provisions of this title, all the 
rights, er and franchises of the association shall be thereby 
forfeited. 

Now, does the Senator pretend to say that the forfeiture of 
the charter of that bank is not declared as soon as the Comp- 
troller finds out that the president of the bank has loaned him- 
self $5,000,000 7 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
way 

Mr. TILLMAN. It has not been repaid, but it has been 
added to by $10,000,000 more. So that, according to the testi- 
mony which has been produced by Mr. Fenton before the House 
on Banking and Currency, Mr. Walsh not only 
loaned himself $5,000,000 three years ago—and no steps were 
taken by the Comptroiler of Currency to forfeit the charter of 
bank, 
loaned himself $10,000,000 more, making $15,000,000 in all—in 
fact, clearing the bank out, making it absolutely insolvent, and 
causing the destruction of all its assets, so to speak. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Dees the Senator from South Car- 


I imagine if the loan were repaid in any 


Cominittee 


his 








as was required by law—by Mr. Walsh went on and | 





a 
received in the mail this morning, and which goes more inte 
detail as to just what has occurred and what the situation js: 


CHICAGO, June 16, 


Senator BENJAMIN R. TILLMAN, rae 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: My knowledge of the Walsh banks is derived from th 
public press and verified by some of my acquaintances in the ban k« 
The details of the transaction are jealously guarded by the | arty 
house committee, but should be fully known by the Comptr ler 7. 


the Currency, and if there is anything at all in the Federal inspectio 
of national banks these facts ought to be easily obtainable in Washt 


ington. To quote from a long statement in the Chicago Trijyyo of 
March 3, 1906, which I herewith inclose, with the request that yo, 
return it, the capital of Walsh’s banks was, Chicago \N Homer 
$1,000,000 ; Home Savings, $100,000 (from Chicago Securities, 1907)! 
Equitable Trust, $500,000, making a total capital of the thrée banks 
of $1,600,000. The deposits of the Chicago National were about 
$20,000,000 ; of the Home Savings, $4,000,000, and of the Equitable 


Trust, $2,000,000, making total deposits of $26,000,000. 
Both the State law and the Federal law provide that no }a; 


lend over 10 per cent of its capital to any one borrower. Ac ‘aie 


this report there was loaned by Walsh to Walsh $15,000,000. r 800 
per cent of the capital of the combined banks. These loans were 
ingeniously handled, so as, if possible, to avoid liability. The banks 
carried a vast amount of bonds of his railroads, coal mines, and stone 
quarries, and in some cases an amount stated to be $2,000,000 wag 
loaned on notes signed by the names but not with the signatures of 


people who either were ignorant of their names being used or 


s ; » at any 
rate, had no interest in the transaction, 7 


I will state here that in the Maverick Bank failure I fing 
that this same process was followed and that the names of bel] 
boys and other underlings about the bank were signed to notes, 


Of course the Committee on Finance can discover whether this 


| held p 


olina yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Ir. TILLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not know whether or not the Senator 
from South Carolina is engaged in the trial of this case, but 
surely he is pronouncing judgment. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator from South Carolina is net 
ngaged in the trial of this case. The Senator from South 
Carolina is trying to get the Committee on Finance to act or to | 
appoint a subcommittee to bring out the facts. That is all the 
Senator from South Carolina is trying to do, and I do not think 
it is justifiable for the Committee on Finance, or its chairman, 
to pooh-pooh the transaction and to say that no harm has been 
done that no law has been violated, and that everything is 
Sve and wholesome, when I can prove, as I will before I get 

ch, that Mr. Walsh has in several instances violated the 
itl law and wherein the entire clearing-house association 
of Chicago has also violated the statute. 


Mr. ALDRICH. 
of Mr. Walsh, 


I have stated already that the transactions 
whatever they were, are now before the courts 








f the United States, referred there by the Department of 
Justice at the instance of the Comptroller of the Currency ; and 
[ assume that neither the Senate nor the Senator from South 
Carolina will enter here on a discussion of a matter which is 
now being examined into by the courts of the country. 

r. TILLMAN. Let me read the remainder of section 5239, 
|! perhaps the Senator from Rhode Island will see it in a 
it light 

Such y ition 

Che violation I have just spoken of— 
S n shall, howeve be determined and adjudged by a 
listrict, or Ter | court of the United States, in 
t for at purpos the Comptroller of the Currency, 
fore the : ition shail be declared dissolved. 
) iolation every director who participated in or 
l tot ul be held liable in his personal and individual 
for all damage which the association, its shareholders, or 
son shall have sustained in consequence of such violation. 


Is the 


rolier of the Currency has brought the suit in his own 


the law provides and compels him to do? 
Mr. ALDRICH. 
of the Currency has discharged his duty—— 
Mr. TILLMAN. Of course. 


Mr. ALDRICH. In the premises, whatever it may be. I 
should be very unwilling to believe that the present Comptroller 
of the Currency has not fully done his duty. 


Mr. TILLMAN. But the Senator should appoint 
ittee to investigate and they should find out that, unfor- 
following the bad precedent that has been established 
been going on for twenty years and possibly thirty 
I not done so, then what? 
ALDRICH. If the from South Carolina will 
- definitely that the Comptroller of the Currency has violated 


suppose 


( ? 





Senator 





duty, has violated the statute, and has been guilty of mal- 
feas e in office, I have no doubt the Senate will appoint a 
omiittee to examine into the facts of the matter. I do not 


i that up to this time the Senator has made any such 
nent or made any such charge. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I will give the Senator some 
then, in relation to the Walsh failure, so that he 
have all the light he wants, or, at least, he will have 
‘h light to probably induce him, either by a subcommittee 


an 


or the whole Committee on Finance, to take the matter up, in- 


vestigate it, and report to the Senate just what the committee 


finds. 


I read from a prepared statement sent to me, which I 


man’s statements are true or not. 


Bonds were put up as collateral for these loans. It is for the legal 
authorities to determine the legal aspects of this signing of other men’s 
names.e 

It was contended by Secretary Shaw, as quoted in the Chicago press 
and not denied by him, that Walsh, in this system of finance, did noth. 
ing beyond what most banks do in making excess loans, for which, as I 
understand, there is no criminal liability, although directors may be 

rsonally liable should loss accrue on such excess loans. But 
the difference in degree is so great as to make a difference in ki 

Now, as to the present status of the situation. The banks, having 
stepped in and having taken the assets of the Walsh institutions, paid 















off the Walsh depositors as they agreed to do, and thereby released the 
| stockholders of the Walsh banks from the stockholders’ liability, (Cer- 
| tain of the directors of the Walsh banks put up security said to amount 
to $4,700,000, but probably more nearly worth $3,000,000, to be used 
by the banks to make up any deficiency that might result. 

The banks do not own all of the bonds of the Chicago Southern and 
Southern Indiana railways, certain of these bonds having been sold 
prior to the commercial earthquake. The stock of the two roads is 
trusteed in the hands of a lawyer friendly to Walsh, named A. W. Green. 
There having been no aefault on interest up to date, there are no fore- 
closure proceedings, no receiver, and it rests with Messrs. Walsh and 
Green to name the price at which the railroads can be sold. Should 
these railroads bring a price of $22,000,000, it is believed that these 
obligations to the banks would be canceled, principal and _ interest, 

; without recourse to the deficiency guaranty fund. Anything less than 
| this would use up the deficiency fund as well as the capital stock of 


Senator from Khode Island prepared to say that the | 


Mr. President, it is fair to presume that the | 


the banks. 
roads. 
The construction of the two southern roads is of an excellent char- 
acter, but they are unfortunate in not being joined together to make a 
through route. It is not to the interest of rival roads to buy these roads 
and link them together. Therefore it is hard to market them in their 
incomplete state. It is estimated that it will take $2,000,000 to com- 
plete the system, when the line would at once have a much greater 
value. It can not be stated that Mr. Walsh was guilty of bad judg- 
ment in locating these roads which may and probably will eventually, 
by the use of considerable money, be an asset of great value—-whether 


I am informed that no bid has yet been made for these 








of sufficient value to pay off all indebtedness or not I have eans 

of knowing. This, however, is not a point at issue, except as ecting 

' the judgment of the Chicago banks in going to the rescue of the 

situation. 

I would not for a moment criticise the fine public spirit as well as 

| the realization of the necessity for self-preservation shown by the 
bankers in that crisis. For, in spite of the political reputation of 

Walsh and his reputation as a citizen, he had in the panic of 1893 

shown himself a conservative banker, and the Chicago National Bank 

wes regarded as eminently sound, although criticised for the large pro- 

portion of public funds in its deposits. Had the other banks alloy ed 

him to collapse, there would have been a bank panic in Chicago of the 


most severe type, and to avert this was worth a large sucrifice. 


After realizing on what assets could be turned into cash, incl 





the bank building, there igs still due to the Chicago banks from th 
Walsh aggregation between $11,000,000 and $12,000,000. This is be- 
ing carried by the State and national banks of Chicago, | having an 
aggregate capital of $40,000,000, and is prorated among them on the 
basis of their capital, so that at the present time more than ~» per 
cent of the bank capital of Chicago (excepting a few minor tnstitu 


tions) is tied up by this Walsh failure. a 

I noticed the statement of Senator Hopkins that the stockholders 
of the Walsh banks would receive par for their stock. There being 
no market for this stock, it is impossible to determine its value, but 
the surplus funds of the three banks were wiped out, to the detriment 
of the stockholders, and there seems no probability of the sto k paring 
out much of anything. These surplus funds, according to published 
statements in a reliable publication, known as “ Chicago Securities, for 
1905, amounted to about $2,000,000, as follows: 


Chicago National surplus and undivided profits----- - $1, 402, ot. 3 
Equitable Trust surplus and undivided profits-_._---- am ‘0 eee 39 
Home Savings Bank surplus and undivided profits----- hen ieneials 


ete i A ee ans ae i a ee aa 1, 998, 379. 67 


It would seem to me, whether or not any legal crime — been colle 
mitted, that his stockholders had been abominably dealt with. 
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\Ithough not having access to the data held by the clearing-house 
; ittee, which committee is unquestionably doing all in its power to 
viate the situation and pull through with the minimum of loss, I 


fee| sure, from talks with a number of bankers, that they would be 
‘ nely glad to accept a loss of from 5 to 10 per cent and be rid of 

‘iad Walsh succeeded in his plans and made a profit, that profit 
«onid have been his and would not have redounded to the benefit of 
e' : his depositors or his stockholders. Ags he failed, it was merely 
incidental that the other banks saved his depositors. His stockholders 
certainly lost. This was a colossal game of “heads I win, tails you 


ly and if Senator HoPKINS is correctly quoted as stating that it 
. to the credit of Mr. Walsh’s bank that the depositors were paid 
verlooking the fact that they were paid by others in the face of 
Mr. Walsh’s delinquency. 
I this cumulative, long-drawn-out financial scheme, which, whether 
nal or not, was opposed to every principle of fairness and respon 
finance, so long escaped the scrutiny of the Federal Government 
dificult to understand. It may be that Walsh has evaded all 
criminal statutes, but to an outsider it would look as though there must 
} een either collusion with bank examiners or some strange book- 
| e, The signing of names of others to dummy notes has a pain- 
fi] resemblance to an offense recognized by law. The loaning to him- 

hrough various subterfuges, of such a vast sum of other peoyle’s 
does not create a pleasant impression, and whether or not he 
1 y exercised his trust to his stockholders brings up another set 
of estions. 


{ 
s ? 


average embezzler takes his employer’s money to gamble or 
eneculate with it. If he wins, the employer gets it back; if he loses, 
t! mployer takes the loss. Is a bank president an employee of his 

<holders? 

rhe statements above made are as nearly correct as can be given 
without access to the data of the clearing house. They have been pub- 
lished and reiterated in the Chicago papers without denial. 

S d there be any denial made, a Senate committee, properly au- 
thorized to subpeena witnesses, could obtain these facts and many more. 


Yours, truly, 
WILLIAM KENT. 


Mr. William Kent is a director in one of the State banks. 
That is all I know about him. But when he gives his name 


nd writes a statement of facts, such as I have read to the Sen- 
t stands to reason that it is the duty of the Finance Com- 
mittee to first call on the Comptroller’s department to find out 
how much of this statement is true and how much is false, or 
hount how much he does not know anything; and, secondly, to 
consider very seriously, I hope, whether or not the question of 
ihe liability of the directors and ef Mr. Walsh should be left 
entirely to the discretion of the Department of Justice and noth- 
ing be done toward liquidating the Chicago bank. . 
Now, there is another statement which I have somewhere—I 
do not recollect where it is; I think perhaps it is in one of the 
papers—with respect to Mr. Walsh the night after the collapse, 
when the Clearing House Association sat up all night examin- 
ing into the condition, and, in order to avert a panic, decided 
that they would take the bonds of these railroads and pay the 
depositors and prevent a panic, thereby doing a great public act 
of beneficence and possibly saving themselves from disaster, 
because if confidence was once lost and the banks, with their 
enormous deposits, were called on by the depositors to pay up, 
they would not have been able to do it. ‘Therefore they would 


have had a very disastrous condition in financial circles in 
Chicago. But without presuming to criticise the first action of 
the Clearing House Association, this remarkable fact can be 


learned, I think—in fact, Mr. Kent states it: 
was not called on by the banks at all to deliver the stock of the 
but only the bonds. I presume they thought the 
stock was worthless, but it turns out that Mr. Walsh has abso 
lute control of the situation, from the fact that as long as he 
pays the interest on the bonds which the banks have taken or 
bought, or which they had to take to prevent a panic, the banks 
can not liquidate this “ mess,” as it is termed, and can not get 
themselves straight, and can not get back their 25 per cent of 
capital stock thus loaned to one concern contrary to law and 
use it in their legitimate business of banking; and Mr. Walsh 
is talking about going to Europe, the papers say. He feels so 
safe in his sharp manipulation and management of this col- 
lapse of his banking institution and possibly of the wreck of his 
riilroads, and so little uneasy in regard to the action of the dis- 
trict attorney, that he wants to go off for the summer to recoup 
his health, I suppose, and enjoy himself. 
‘The question is, Why does not the district attorney press this 
itter to the attention of the grand jury? Why is Mr. Walsh, 
(one-time millionaire, any different from any other man who has 
broken the law? Why can not the courts be called upon ‘to 
termine once for all just what Mr. Walsh has done that is 
unlawful, and if he has transgressed any of the criminal stat- 
let the jury determine it, and let the law take its course 
toward punishing him? If he has forged names, that certainly 
is a crime, 
than five millions three years ago, and then, finally, fifteen mil- 
lions, all to himself or to his railroads; and the national banks, 
iol knowing of this situation, were called on suddenly to face 


XL 


That Mr. Walsh 


railroads, 


1 
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And then there is the transgression of lending more | 
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I am not criti- 





a crisis and probably did the best they could. 
cising them. 

But I desire to call the attention of the Senator from Rhode 
Island to section 5136 of the Revised Statutes as showing what 
is regarded by the law as legitimate banking: 

Seventh. To exercise by its board of directors. or 


‘ duly authorized 
officers or agents, subject to law, all such incidental ’ 


powers as shall 
e necessary to carry on the business of banking; by discounting and 
negotiating promissory notes, drafts, bills of exchange, aud other 
evidences of debt; by receiving deposits; by buying and selling ex- 
change, coin, and bullion; by loaning money on personal security; 
and by obtaining, issuing, and circulating notes according to the pro- 
visions of this title. ‘ 


Mr. President, I desire to make two points in regard to the 
illegality and lawlessness of this Chicago bank muddle. and in 
order to put them in the form of a syllogism based on the facts 
I have tried to bring out, and which I think the committee would 
very soon find to be absolutely correct, I will state them in this 
way: 

i. A national bank in a city may join two State banks, the 
three being authorized to do a banking business only, and they 
may invest $10,000,000—more than all their eapital and surplus— 
in securities of two or three railroad companies: and may be- 
come utterly insolvent; and this kind of national banking can 
not be held to be illegal, and nobody can be criminally punished 
for what has been done. 

That is one logical proposition which I hope the Sena 


tor from 
Rhode Island will consider in connection with the suggestion I 
made, whether the banking laws should not be amended by pro- 
viding a personal punishment of imprisonment for disobedience 
to this provision prohibiting the loan of more than 10 per cent 
of its capital to any one concern, and now under the new pro- 
vision which was passed here two or three days ago, more than 
30 per cent. 

The next syllogism has to deal with the clearing-house 
uation : 

2. The national and other banks of the same city, having a 
capital of $40,000,000, and authorized to do a banking business 
only, may jointly purchase the ten millions of dead assets of 
the three insolvent banks, making 25 per cent of their capital 
thus invested; and this kind of national banking is not illegal; 
and the Comptroller of the Currency says it is in the highest 
degree praiseworthy. 

I take it for granted the Comptroller will so state, because, 
as I said, it is the custom of the Comptroller's Department to 
minimize and pooh-pooh any transgression or appearance of 
“wild-eat banking” that the national banks may engage in, 
and to leave them largely alone untii the conditions grow so 
desperate that he must step forward, when it is too late. 

I do not care to say anything more, Mr. President. It seems 
to me that this is eminently a case for investigation by the 
Committee on Finance, with a view to ascertaining whether the 
facts I have brought out as coming from Mr. Fenton, through 
the Committee on Banking and Currency in the House, and the 


sit- 


statement of Mr. Kent, and the statements which have been 
taken largely from the Chicago papers and not denied, are 
correct, and if so, that the committee should authorize a sub- 


committee to take up the matter during the recess of Congress 
or as soon as practicable and ascertain all the facts and report 
what is necessary to prevent other transactions of this char- 
acter, and to punish those who have broken the law. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President, the statement made by the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TiLtLMAN] illustrates as per- 
fectly as it ever has come under my observation the saying of 
the old English poet: 

A little learning is a dangerous thing; 
Drink deep, or taste not the Pier 

I am sure if the Senator from Carolina, of 
being misled by the statement of Billy Kent and some newspaper 
statements that are equally irresponsible, had gone to leading 
citizens like Mr. Eckels, who was once Comptroller of the Cur- 
rency and one of the great leaders of the party to which the 
Senator belongs; or to Mr. Forgan, of the First National Bank 
of Chicago, who is also a member of the Senator's political 
organization; or to Mr. Dawes, who was once Comptroller of 
the Currency, and is now at the head of a great State bank; or 
to Mr. Orson B. Smith, one of the best known financiers of the 
country, either East or West, he never would have indulged in 
this tirade against the clearing-house banks which have taken 
in charge the assets of the Chicago National Bank. I say 
would not, unless he has a disposition to misrepresent and 
unless he desires, regardless of the facts, to make sensational 
statements that will depress the value of the which gre 
now held by those banks, so that by his act pr loss may 


an spring 


South 


instead 


ne 


assets 


ssibly a 
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be made. 





I am not going to assume that he wishes to bring 


about any such result. 

But if he had been entirely frank and candid and had wanted 
the chairman of the Finance Committee and that committee to 
take action in the premises, why did he not wait until to-mor- 


row morning, when he knows that the committee will meet, and 
present to them the facts, if he has any, that he thinks are of 
1 character that should be brought to their attention and upon 
which they could predicate action, instead of presenting them 
in the Senate, where they go into the press of the country from 
Wall street to the Pacific coast? 

‘These the part of the Senator from South Carolina, 
it seems to me, are the subject of just criticism. If his object 
is to injure the Chicago banks and exploit himself at the ex- 
pense of the facts, he could not have taken a better course than 


actions on 


he has taken here. He could not have made any statement 
which could have resulted in the desired result more than 
those he has made here. And I say to the Senator from South 


Carolina that he could not serve the interests of Wall street 
‘ the parties who desire to get control of the Walsh rail- 
roads and’other interests better than by taking the course he 
has taken here this morning. They wish conditions to exist 
which will make it difficult for the Chicago banks to dispose 
great interests. They wish the conditions such that 
properties will not bring their full value. 

Now, Mr. President, if the Senator from South Carolina had 
‘waited until to-morrow, I think I am in possession of facts 
that warrant 
been told by 
of the Chicago banks is not in violation of any law whatever, 
and that instead of being the subject of censure, their acts 
should be commended, as they have been commended by all of 


ind 
1¢ 


of those 


those 


the leading bankers of this country from the Atlantic to the 
Pacific. They have not only violated no law, Mr. President, 
but they have shown a degree of public spirit and patriotism 


which place them above any just criticism. I have named a 
few of these men, who are known over the entire country. 


They are the men from whom I have gained the facts I have 
presented from time to time to the Senate on this question, 
which has been raised repeatedly by the Senator from South 


Carolina. 

{ do not go to men like Billy Kent. I wish the Senator knew 
him as well as I know him. I wish he knew the financial 
and civic standing of Billy Kent as well as I know it. If he 
cid, I do not believe he would have read the letter that he has 
read here to-day in criticism of such men as Mr. Eckels, Mr. 
Forgan, Mr. Smith, and Mr. 
second city on the continent. I 


zeal in 


me in making the statement that he would have | 
the Comptroller of the Currency that the action 
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Dawes, the foremost men in the | 
do not believe that in all his | 
the cause of reform of national banks he would take | 


word or the statements of this man, who admits that he | 


is inierested in no bank that belongs to the clearing house 
there, who admits that he has no inside knowledge, who ad- 
mits that he is an entire outsider, and present them here in 
ithe Senate for the purpose of criticising the foremost citizens 
in the city of Chicago. 


Now, as I said, if the Senator wants the facts, I will be glad 
to have him go to Chicago and see Mr. Eckels. The Senator 
knows him personally. The Senator knows that what I say 
of him is but the living truth. If the Senator desires to know 


whether any law has been violated by these banks, let him go | 


to such an authority. If Mr. Eckels, or men of the character 
I have 
clearing-house banks, it will be far from me ever to raise my 
voice in protest or criticism of any effort to condemn such prac- 


tices. 


I have spoken upon this subject only because I have known 
from the character of these men that they are doing a great | 


and a mighty work in the interest of honest finance, not only in | 


Chicago, but also in the entire country; and I regret that the 
Senator from South Carolina, or any other Senator, should 
find it incumbent upon him to rise in his place in the Senate 
of the United States and denounce or criticise them without 
knowing the facts as they exist. 

rh is no secret with respect to what these men are doing 
or | done. This whole transaction is as open as the day; 
and the men who inaugurated this were led by one of the 
greatest business men of this generation—Mr. Marshall Field 
When the facts with respect to the Chicago National Bank 


were made known, Mr. Field joined with other great financiers 
in the city of Chicago for the purpose of preventing a run upon 
the other banks of Chicago or a crisis in the financial affairs 
of that city or of the country. It was under his wise sugges- 
tion that the arrangement was made which exists to-day. 

President, I have it from Mr. Eckels that they havc 


Mr. 


assets enough not only to pay off all the depositors of the 


mentioned, say that any law has been violated by the | 


j 
1 


| 
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banks—as they have already been paid, as I understand 
to pay the book value of the stock to stockholders, and ;),, 
there will be several million dollars left to go to Mr. Walsh jy 


but 


the end. Now, unless sensational scenes can be enacted . 
the Senate and other places to depress the value of these prop. 
erties, the condition will be brought about as outlined to yy). 
by Mr. Eckels. Mr. John J. Mitchell, at the head of the Illi- 


nois ‘Trust Company, a State corporation with deposits of 4 
hundred million dollars, concurs in all these statements of \yy 
Eckels, as I am informed. Where is there any point or pla; 


to criticise the action of those banks or the bankers who contro} 
them? 

So far as the bank of Mt. Walsh is concerned, the statemen; 
that was read here from Mr. Fenton, president of one of the 
lesser banks in Chicago, is inaccurate in its language. \y. 
Fenton said the bank was insolvent. He is not correct in tha; 


if he intended to convey the idea that there were not assets, 
enough in the Walsh bank to pay all the depositors and to pay 
anybody who was interested in the bank, either directly or jp. 
directly. If he means by the word “insolvent” that theip 
assets were such that they did rot have what bankers ¢a)) 
“ quick assets,” so as to meet all the demands of depositors oy 
a run on the bank, he would be correct; and that is the reason 
why the Chicago bankers met on this Sunday night and took 
over these assets and put cash enough in the bank to meet a]! 
the depositors. The Walsh bank did not have quick assets, 
But before the bankers put that money up they went over a 
the securities of the Walsh bank, and they took enough n 
only to make them absolutely safe, but a number of the direct 
ors put up, as shown by the letter of Mr. Kent, several iillion 
dollars of their private property, so as to “make assurance 
double sure” on that point. 

The point of criticism where the Senator from South Carolina 
would be justified would be that the Chicago National Bank 
did loan more than 10 per cent of its capital to one person, 
3ut as has been stated by a high official, 70 per cent of the 
banks of the country have done that. The Senator must be 
familiar with the Chemical National Bank of New York, which 
has a capitalization of omly $300,000, while it has a surplus 
of more than $7,000,000. It is an open secret that a man can 
go there with proper security and borrow an amount equal 
to the entire capitalization of the bank; and it has been done, 
as I have been informed. That is no criminal offense. That 
section of the law was passed by Congress years and years 
ago as a rule to guide banks. But as the banks have developed 
in the great commercial centers, it has been found that that 
provision of the law could not be successfully complied with; 
that the great commercial and industrial interests of the country 
were such as to demand from time to time more than 10 per 
cent of the capitalization of a bank; and hence by common 
custom, almost, the great banks in the commercial centers have 
loaned to customers whom they knew to be all right and who 
gave them gilt-edge securities, more than the statutory limit. 
Congress has come to see that that rule which was adopted 
years ago is not one that should be enforced against the banks 
to-day, and so the other day, under the leadership of the di 
tinguished Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Awpricu], pro- 
vision was made that 30 per cent of the capital could be loaned. 
If I mistake not, the Senator from South Carolina did not vote 
against that bill. So by that vote, if I am correct in my state- 
ment, he himself recognizes the fact that the rule of law 
adopted years ago is one which should not at the present time 
be enforced against the great banks in the commercial centers. 

Now, one other word, and I am through. I am not here 
either to defend or to condemn Mr. Walsh. My acquaintance 
with him is much more limited than it is with men like Mr. 


Dawes, Mr. Eckels, and other Chicago bankers whom I might 
mention. I have known him only in a general way. My per- 


For many 


sonal acquaintance has been limited to a few years. 


| years he stood before, the country as one of the great bankers 


and financial men of Chicago. It was a distinct shock to the 
entire community when it was learned that the assets of his 
bank were such that it was necessary for the bank to go |! 
voluntary liquidation, and that is the reason why such men as 
Marshall Field came to the rescue and said that a man who 
had stood in the community as Mr. Walsh had stood should 
have the helping hand of the other great banks of Chicago, 
and that the Chicago National Bank should go into voluntary 
liquidation so as to save all the depositors, all the stockholder 

and leave a handsome fortune to Mr. Walsh. 

The Senator from South Carolina intimates in his spe ch 
that Mr. Walsh has violated some criminal law. That is 4 
matter which I have not investigated. So I have no opinion 
either one way or the other upon the subject. But I wil! say 
this for Mr. Walsh: He claims that he has violated no criminal 


{ 
iLU 








1906. 





jaw, and to show his good faith in the premises I will say to 
1». senator from South Carolina that he has thrown his bank 
: and checks open to the Government inspectors, and the 
( rnment, through the Department of Justice, for weeks 
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en going over every item in the bank books to see whether | 





8675 


have loaned to Walsh’s concern, or which is a part of the lia- 
bility to which they are subject because of their taking Walsh’s 
assets, is not more than 5 or 6 per cent of their total loans and 
that everything is all right. If it is true that the law has not 
been obeyed, and that is all there is about it, the law ought 
be changed or else they ought to have the Comptroller of the 
Currency liquidate the banks that disobey the law. That is all 
there is about it so far as I am con 


to 


cerned. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, there are asons why 
I desire a brief executive session. I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After five minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened. 


some re 


ENTRY OF LANDS’ UNDER RECLAMATION ACT, 


Mr. ANKENY submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
18536) providing for the subdivision of lands entered under 


reclamation act, and for other purposes, after full 


the 


having met, 


and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recom 
| mend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendment on page 1, line 9, 
striking out “ ten” and inserting “ twenty.” 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 


tl has been any violation of the criminal law. Mr. Walsh 
1 ood ready to meet any charge of a violation of law. If 
; uilty, as he insists he is not, he has asked for this investi- 
: ihat he may be vindicated from the aspersions of men 
wv] while he is now in financial straits, are attempting to 

s character and blight his future life. 

rILLMAN. Mr. President, only a word. I wish to eall 
inf ion to the fact that the Senator from Lilinois [Mr. Hop- 
= _ without the slightest provocation on my part or even the 

, of his name, except incidentally as haying been mis- 
{ n one of his statements, indulges in more or less harsh 
‘in regard to my action and all that kind of thing. I 
that pass. I am not trying to get up any exploitation 
} lf. I do not need any advertisement. I am pretty well 
aly 1 in the United States in one way and another, and | 
I ot endeavoring to get any additional printer’s ink used 
i ection with my name. 

! | believe there have been some criminal transactions in 
r to the Walsh failure. It is very easy for Mr. Walsh to 
pl iis innocence in court if a grand jury shall find a true | 
1) | force him to trial, provided he is innocent. It is also 
\ sy for the Committee on Finance to make investigation 
cover whether the Comptroller of the Currency has been 
neg it or whether he has merely followed a series of bad 
1 its or whether he has done anything that ought not to 
l en done or left any thing undone which it was his duty 

» nothing against Mr. Walsh, because I never saw him 
» not know anything about him in a general way, except 
was 2 Democrat once, or he pretended to be, and he} 
rds swapped politics, and that always left something 
bad taste in my mouth in regard to a man. But other 
1 wap polities, and they are not altogether criminal or 
1 nsible in changing their views. It is every man’s right 
t it, if he wants to. 
I have no personal concern in this matter whatever, 
bi ving started in on the question of investigating national 


banks in regard to campaign contributions, and while that sub- 
vas under consideration and I was hunting up evidence, 
I afterwards found and presented to the Senate, this 
:h failure was called to my attention, along with the trans- 
s in Cincinnati of national banks indulging in direct and 
indirect bribery of county treasurers, and looking into the law 
I thought I discovered that it was not sufficiently 


guarded in providing that banks that indulge in wild-cat spec- 
ulayions, like I call this, or beneficent financiering, as the Sen- 


rom Illinois calls it—whatever you call it I do not care, 


v | not have any row about the description of it, but I 
t the examination by a committee with the possible sug- 
gestion of a punishment clause in the law would make a bank 
officer hesitate and think a good while before he transgressed 
with impunity this provision in regard to 10 per cent. Liberal- 


you want to, and broaden and increase the amount it is 

to lend, but in the name of common sense and respect 
e law, which we demand of all the small people in this 
y, let us compel the millionaires also to have regard for 
w and obey it. That is all there is about it. Therefore, 
ught it worth while to bring to the attention of the Com- 
‘on Finance in this way these facts which have come to 
ttention. 

Senator calls Mr. Kent “ Billy Kent;” he must be a 

friend of his or something like that. Anyway Billy 
I may be an all-round liar or he may be the right kind of 


~ —-— > eh mee be 


I do not know; but Billy Kent is backed up in some of 
lis statements by Mr. Fenton, who is president of one of the 
( banks and member of the clearing house. There is un- 
d edly a great deal of smoke in Chicago in regard to the 
\ 1 failure. There is no liquidation yet of the bank’s assets 


‘ermine whether the Clearing House Association has lost 
( iil lose money. If these banks are going into railroad build- 
’, if they are going to complete these two roads and make 
ough route, and all that sort of thing, what becomes of 
law which specifies what banking is and what it is legiti- 
‘for national banks to do? There ought to be some regard 
for a law, even among national banks, and that is all I had in 


ments of the Senate, as follows: 

Amendment on page 1, line 3, after the word “ Interior,” in 
serting “ by reason of market conditions and the special fitness 
of the soil and climate for the growth of fruit and 
produce.” 


rardé 


‘ 
& 


Amendment on page 1, line 4, striking out “reasonably re 
quired ” and inserting “ sufficient.” 

Amendment on page 2, line 6, after “fund,” inserting “Pro- 
vided, That an entryman may elect to enter under said recla- 


mation act a lesser area than the minimum limit in any State 
or Territory.” 

On page 2, line 9, after “ acquire,” 
ment.” 

Amendment inserting ¢ 
and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
ment of the Senate inserting a new section designated a 


inserting “ by relinquish- 
new section designated as section 5; 


’ 


amend- 


4, with an amendment as follows: Strike out all after the 
period following the words “ Secretary of the Interior” in said 
amendment and insert the following: “ Providing that the 
limitation on the size of town sites contained in the act of April 
sixteenth, one thousand nine hundred and six, entitled ‘An act 
providing for the withdrawal from public entry of lands needed 
for town-site purposes in connection with irrigation projects 
under the reclamation act of June 17, 1902, and for other pu 
poses,’ shall not apply. to the town sites named in this section: 


and whenever, in the opinion of the Secretary of the Interior, 
shall be advisable for the public interest, he , : l 
dispose of town sites in excess of one hundred and sixty acres 


mav \ 


under the provisions of the aforesaid act approved April 16 
1906, and reclamation funds shall be available for the yment 
| of all expenses incurred in executing the provisions of this act, 
and the aforesaid act of April 16, 1906, and the proceeds of all 
sales of town sites shall be covered into the re fund.”’ 
LEVI AN 
Tuos. H. Car 
Ir! a 
Managers on the part of the Senate 
FEF. W. MONDEI 
W. A. REED! 
W. R. Suri 
Managers the part t House. 
The report was agreed to. 
LAKE ERIE AND OHIO RIVER SHIP CANA 
Mr. NELSON. I move that the Senate pr he on- 
sideration of House bill 14396. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is the busi efo} t] 
Senate under the unanimous-consent agree 
The Senate, as in Committee the Whol S 1 the con 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 14896) to por Lake Erie 


I do not want to injure the financial standing of the | 


Chicago banks. 


I do not want to create any distrust of their ca- 
ity and honesty and integrity of purpose. I have not said 
a word that would indicate any such desire as that. I have 
information that this $11,000,000, or such a matter, that they 


i 

and Ohio River Ship Canal, t 
facilitate interstate commerce. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the ! 
the Senator from Minnesota [Mr, Netson] to lay the 


41 . ' } 
» define the ‘ 
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ment proposed by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Patrerson] 
on the table. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. In section 3, page 3, it is proposed to strike 
out the following proviso, beginning in line 14: 

Provided, however, That the amount of debt created by the issue of 


bonds shall in no case exceed the amount of stock subscribed for and 
paid in in money, or property at its fair value. 

And to insert in lieu thereof the following: 

Provided, however, That the amount of debt created by_the issue of 
bonds shall in no case exceed the amount of stock subscribed for and 
paid in in money at the face or par value of such stock, and such bonds 
shall neither be sold nor paid for at a greater discount than 5 per cent 
of their face or par value. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The yeas and nays have been or- 
dered upon the motion of the Senator from Minnesota to lay on 
the table the amendment just read. The Secretary will call 
the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. HOPKINS (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. LATIMER]. 

Mr. MALLORY (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor], 
who is absent. If he were present, I should vote “ nay.” 

Mr. PETTUS (when his name was called). The junior Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. CRANE] is absent. I am paired 
with him. 

Mr. SCOTT 


(when his name was called). I have a general 


pair with the junior Senator from Florida [Mr. TaLtaFerro]. I | 


do not see him in the Chamber, and I withhold my vote. 

Mr. TILLMAN (when his name was called). 
eral pair with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. DILLINGHAM]. 
I do not see him in the Chamber, and therefore I withhold my 
vote. If I were at liberty to vote, I should vote “ nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GAMBLE. I have a general pair with the senior Sen- 
ator from Nevada [Mr. NEWLANDs]. I will transfer that pair 
to the junior Senator from New Jersey “[Mr. DrypEN] and 
vote. I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I have a general pair with the senior 
Senator from Montana [Mr. CLarK]. 
to the junior Senator from Michigan [Mr. ALGER] and vote. I 
vote “ yea.” 

Mr. SCOTT. The Senator from Florida [Mr. TALtarerRo] has 
returned to the Chamber and I will vote. I vote “ yea.” 


follows: 
YEAS—32. 


Aldrich Burnham Gamble Perkins 
Allee Burrows Hemenway Piles 
Ankeny Carter Kean Scott 
B nm Dick Kittredge Smoot 
Beveridge Dolliver Knox Stone 
1 degee Flint Millard Sutherland 
Bulkeley Foraker Nelson Warner 
Bi it Fulton Penrose Warren 
NAYS—9. 
Bacon Blackburn La Follette Teller 
B y Clarke, Ark, Patterson Whyte 
i ry 
NOT VOTING—48, 
Alger Dillingham Hopkins Newlands 
Ailison Dryden Latimer Nixon 
( nack Dubois Lodge Overman 
pp Elkins Long Pettus 
rk, Mont. Foster McCreary Platt 
( k, Wye. Frazier McCumber Proctor 
( , I'rve McEnery Rayner 
Crane G inger McLaurin Simmons 
Culberson Gearin Mallory Spooner 
Cu m Hale Martin Taliaferro 
Daniel Hansbrough Money Tillman 
ID W Heyburn Morgan Wetmore 


rhe 


voted. 


VICE-PRESIDENT. A 
The Secretary will call 
The Secretary cailed 


quorum of the Senate has not 
the roll. 
the roll, and the following Senators 


lrich Clay Hansbrough Penrose 
Culberson Hemenway Perkins 
V Cullom Hopkins Pettus 
i Daniel Kean Piles 
Dick Kittredge Scott 
Ih ! Doliiver Knox Simmons 
I I) is La Follette Smoot 
3 y I Long Spooner 
! n I ker McCumber Stone 
B levee I r Mallory Sutherland 
B My r Millard Taliaferro 
Burkett I n Morgan Teller 
Burnham Gallinger Nelson Warner 
Carter Gamble Overman Wetmore 
( ke, Ark Hale Patterson Whyte 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Sixty Senators having answered 


to their names, a quorum is present. The Secretary will call 
the roll on agreeing to the motion of the Senator from Minne- 





I have a gen- | 


I will transfer that pair | 


Colorado [Mr. Patterson] on the table. 


The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. HOPKINS (when his name was called). I am paired with 


ey 
sota [Mr. Netson] to lay the amendment of the Senator from 


the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Latimer}, 


Mr. MALLORY (when his name was called). 


with the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor]. 


Mr. 


MORGAN 


(when his name was called). 
with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON}. 
Mr. SIMMONS (when his name was called). 


with the junior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Crapp], 


Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). 
eral pair with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Caryac K] 


I transfer that pair to the Senator from Idaho 
[Mr. Hryspurn], and will vote. 
roll 


who is absent. 


The 


I vote “ 
‘all having been concluded, the result was ap. 


nounced—yeas 30, nays 15, as follows: 


I have a gen. 


YEAS—=30. 
Aldrich Carter Knox Scott 
Allee Dick Long Smoot 
Ankeny Flint McCumber Spooner 
Benson Foraker Millard Stone 
Brandegee Fulton Nelson Warner 
Bulkeley Hansbrough Penrose Wetmore 
Burkett Kean Perkins 
Burnham Kittredge Piles 

NAYS—15. 
Bacon Culberson Gallinger Taliaferro 
Berry Dubois La Follette Teller 
Blackburn Foster McLaurin Whyte 
Clarke, Ark. Frazier Patterson 

NOT VOTING—44. 
Alger Cullom Hemenway Newlands 
Allison Daniel Heyburn Nixon 
Bailey Depew Hopkins Overman 
Beveridge Dillingham Latimer Pettus 
| Burrows Doliiver Lodge Platt 

Carmack Dryden McCreary Proctor 
Clapp Elkins McEnery Rayner 
Clark, Mont, I'rye Mallory Simmons 
Clark, Wyo. Gamble Martin Sutherland 
Clay Gearin Money Tillman 
Crane Hale Morgan Warren 





| 


I am paired 
I am paired 


I am patrag 


So Mr. PATTERSON’s amendment was laid on the table. 
PANAMA CANAL. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o’clock having ar. 


| rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, 
Che result was announced—yeas 32, nays 9, not voting 48, as 


which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 6191) to provide for the con- 
struction of a sea-level canal connecting the waters of the 
Atlantic and Pacific oceans, and the method of construction. 

Mr. KITTREDGE. I ask unanimous consent that the un- 
finished business be temporarily laid aside. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from South Dakota 
asks unanimous consent that the unfinished business be tem- 
porarily laid aside. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

LAKE ERIE AND OHIO RIVER SHIP CANAL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 14896) to incorporate the Lake 
Erie and Ohio River Ship Canal, to define the powers thereof, 
and to facilitate interstate commerce. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I offer as a substitute for section 22 of 
the bill what I send to the desk. Let the Secretary read the 
section. 

The SecrRETARY (reading )— 

Sec. 22. That the corporation hereby created shall be subject, in the 


respective States in which it does business, to all the laws of said 
States regulating the taxation of foreign corporations. 


In lieu of section 22 it is proposed to insert: 
Sec. 22. That the corporation hereby created shall be subject, in the 


respective States in which it does business, to taxation upon its prop- 
erty and franchises as are other corporations. 


Mr. NELSON. I have no objection to that amendment. 
Mr. SPOONER. I think the amendment ought not to be 


adopted, Mr. President. 

Mr. PATTERSON. The Senator in charge of the bill [Mr. 
NELSON] states that it is satisfactory to him. 

Mr. NELSON. I have conferred with the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania about this matter, and he has no objection to the 
amendment. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not think it is a proper precedent to 
establish. I do not believe the States ought to be permitted to 
tax the franchises of a corporation created by Congress in the 
exercise of Federal power. The power to tax involves the 
power to destroy, and this seems to me to be something that 
ought not to be done any more than the Federal Government 
ought to tax the franchise of a State corporation. But, of 


course, if the Senator from Minnesota is willing to accept the 
amendment, I shall not contest it. 








1906. 


‘Ir. PATTERSON. I do not want to occupy any time in de- 
ting the amendment, Mr. President. 

MALLORY. Mr. President, I agree with the Senator 
Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner] in regard to this amendment; 
if a vote is had on it, I shall vote against its adoption. 

\Ir. CULBERSON. Let the amendment be again read, Mr. 

ident 
rhe VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
sator from Colorado [Mr. Patrerson] will be again stated. 
ie Secretary again read Mr. PATTERSON’s amendment. 
he VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
osed by the Senator from Colorado. 
rhe amendment was agreed to. 
‘ir. MALLORY. I offer the amendment which I 





\tr 
Ai. 


send to the 


DENT. The amendment 
1 will be stated. 

After the word “ company,” 
it is proposed to insert ‘ 
iterstate Commerce Commission.” 


VICE-PRESI proposed by the 
Si r from Florid 
he SECRETARY. 


16, on page 


in section 17, 
‘and approved by 


» 


il 
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‘Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President, the bill provides that the | 

f “tolls shall be equal to all persons, vessels, and goods | 
ertain classifications to be established by the company.” 
idment which I sent to the desk adds, after the word 
pany,” the words “and approved by the Interstate Com 

e Commission ;” so that the establishment of the classifica- 


ll require the approval of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
Sesion 

I prope this amendment, Mr. President, because this is a 
Federal charter, and I think it is desirable that, if this is to be 
ted as a precedent, whenever we establish a Federal char- 
‘some provision of this kind in regard to the classification of 
should be fixed in the charter. There is no means by 
h equality in rate charges is evaded oftener than by an 
ary change of classification. Any Senator who will take 
trouble to read the investigations made by the Industrial 
will understand how readily—an illustration is 
in the volumes of that report—how readily and how fre- 

que lv, 
by 


<e 


Commission 


transferring an article from one classification to an 

been able to increase the charge on those classifications 
oppressively. 

Without taking up further time of the Senate—and I have 

this much for the purpose of calling attention to the 

* the amendment—TI trust that we may now have a vot 

Mr. NELSON. I should lil! 


to have the amendment 


ike rain 
aj 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Florida [Mr. MaLtory] will be again stated. 
Che Secretary. In section 17, on page 12, line 16, after tl 


rd “company,” it is proposed to insert “ and approved by the 


Interstate Commerce Commission;” so that if amended it will 
shall be equal to all persons, vessels, and goods under certain 
tions to be established by the company and approved | t! 


te Commerce Commission. 


FORAKER. Mr. President, I have no objection to the 
iment; but I wish to suggest to the Senator fro: 
Matitory] that I do not know why, if we put this provision 

ve should not make this canal subject to the interst 
ce act. I say I have no objection to tl 


) Florida 








ie amend 


here Congress is granting this charter, it is exercising its 
ietary right with respect to the charter, and it has a right 
ttach this or any other condition it may see fit to nai 
So that it is unlike the case of common ecarriers which are 1 
created by an act of Congress. But if, as to the making of 


sand charges, the canal is to be subjected to supervision by 
i nterstate Commerce Commission, why should it not be 
every other respect? I have all the time thought—although I 
not spent much time insisting upon it, for it has seemed 
useless—that all our waterways, canals, and rivers on 
ich interstate commerce is carried should be under the super- 
on of the Interstate Commerce Commission. For this 
. Mr. President—— 


1 
be 


rea- 


Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President—— 
Mr. FORAKER. The Senator will excuse me for just a 
oment, 


While no one complains of the rates charged for water trans- 
portation, it is a notorious fact that as to the evils of discrimi 
ition, which are most seriously complained of in connection 
th interstate commerce, carriers on waterways practice dis 
‘iminations in a more pronounced way than any other class of 
carriers. Boats are loading at Cincinnati, for instance, for 
New Orleans, They charge for freight certain rates that are 





arbitrarily, and wrongfully the railroads have in the 


wo 
S677 
recognized to be exacted from everybody until they find, two or 
three hours before they are about to sail, that they can not get 
a load otherwise, and then they load up with whatever they can 
get, no matter how low the rate may be that they 
freight. ‘That the practice res] to water « 
almost everywhere. 


bO 


ect 


is in 

So I see no objection, inasmuch as creating a corpora- 
tion for building a ship canal, to ug it subject to the pro- 
visions of the interstate-commerce law in so far as its pro- 
visions are applicable to carriers by wat 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, I rose simply to 
attention of the Senator from Ohio to the last par 
tion 9, in which that very thing is done 

Mr. FORAKER. If i 


we are 
8 


t j 
nak! 


iB lg 
eall 


; raph of sec- 


the 














t be done by section 9, it is hardly worth 
while to do it over again by this proj i amendment. I was 
assuming that there had not been any such provi n. Section 
9 reads as follows: 

Chat ¢ reserves the right to regulate . 

Mr. CUL ( It is the last sentence of section 9. 

Mr. FORAKER i 

Sec. 9. That Cong reg ‘ e Is, 
fares, and rate oO yr th said 
canals; and the said nd ; | a 
tion thereon s ill of a ed 
“An act to regulat 2 T la 
ict pplemental t D 
enacted 

It seems to me, Mr. President, that that vers thi ee 
pletely. 

Mr. MALLORY. There is no provision of la 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the S tor f O] vield 
to the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. FORAKER. I will, if the S tor Ww ] » Sa 
just one word more. I want to rize f ] ent] 
being aware of that section, but I have beer ent the 
Senate for a day or two—compel o be 1a f co 
mittee business—and I have not t i able to give s] l atte 
tion to this measure, and so I was not aware of that YI 

Mr. MALLOR Mr. President, I do not think the Senato 
fre Ohio is very far wreng in thinking that the no pre 
vision of law that covers the sub of class t Ou! 

hill does no nad there is 1 ] that I kno t doe 
‘ ‘ to nvl the powe!l control class 3 
in arbitrs ver, which i 1} to-d 
and in changin the el fl if e, 
My idea is to put it this bil I would \ to 
the rate bill if I had had tl oO} rtunity My 
clude it in any charter relating to transportation that ¢ 3 
should pass if I had my way, because I bel tl t 
greater abuse than any of the othe buse ; } | 
by railroads in t way of dise nat ¢ ’ 
amendme sn If the § v I S 
h will se that the i 
¢ | The il eX i . i ’ 
( ~ ms Tt \ VN : ‘ { [ I t 
martieular instance iis l trans} 
coal ar 1 there is gt re fi 
D i in class ut still t bill | ‘ 
to the ¢« l compan LJ é ! { 
su I 1 of e | e ( ( re 

M STONE is | ‘ ) 
re a 

The VICE-PRESIDENT se \ 1 the 
a dme 

i secre V | ‘ ‘ ! Mr 
MALLORY. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The « is ‘ to the 

mendment of the Senator from Fk 

The it W a “l t 

Mf I « the amen t which I send to the 
desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. "The amend t p “l by the 
Senator from Arkansas will be stated 

The Secretary. After line 14, on page 15, it is proposed to 
add as a new section the following: 

Sec. 24. Nothing contained in this act shall be « t ‘das f 
a liability upon the United States for the payr t of t s 
or other indebtedness of the corporation here ( 
be construed as imposing an obligatio yon the | ps 
chase, take charge of, or operate the ca 

Mr. NELSON. I have no objection to that ai 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 


amendment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. BAILEY. I offer an amendment, in 


£ectIOn v, 
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line 10, after the word “ may,” to insert “i 


dends:” so as to read: 


n lieu of paying divi- 


That the said company may, in lieu of paying dividends, from time 
to time set aside a portion of its net earnings to be a sinking fund, etc. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
u Iment proposed by the Senator from Texas. 


Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, it is probably true that the lan- 
guige of the section as it stands was only intended to authorize 
the company to set aside a part of what would otherwise have 


a 


declared and pai 


g » susceptible of a different construction, and if a different 
c ruction should be placed upon it, it would, in my judgment, 
we hardship upon the public. The bill provides for the 
construction of the canal by an issue of stock and bonds in prac- 
tically equal amounts; indeed, I believe in exactly equal 
amoul If the canal company is permitted to charge tolls 
sullicient, first, to pay interest on the bonds—and they must 
do that, of course, to avoid a foreclesure—next, to pay dividends 
on their stock, a 


ud, in addition to both, to set aside enough 
ultimately to retire the bonds, it must necessarily follow that 
th will be overcharging the traffic which they transport. 
Under the rules which we have adopted in the railroad-regula- 
tion act, every common carrier is entitied to earn a fair return 
upon the value 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President——— 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


LO } senato!l rom Wisconsin? 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I suggest that there is no quorum 
present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The absence of a quorum being 
suggested, the Secretary will call the roll. 

‘The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators | 

vered to their names: ° 

Alle Culberson Kittredge Piles 
Ankeny Daniel Knox Scott 
B y Dick La Follette Simmons 
B nm Dolliver Long Smoot 
Berry Dubois McEnery Spooner 
Brandegee Flint McLaurin Stone 
Bi ey Foraker Millard Sutherland 
Burkett Foster Morgan Taliaferro 
B am Frazier Nelson Teller 
Br vs Fulton Overman Warner 
Carte! Hansbrough Patterson Warren 
( e, Ark. Hopkins Penrose Wetmore 
Cla; Kean Perkins Whyte 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Fifty-two Senators have answered 
to their names. A quorum is present. 

fr. BAILEY. Mr. President, perhaps I can illustrate my 


tion to the section and my argument in favor of the amend- 


by stating 





as 
case, 


cash, for which the stockholders receive stock, one-half the | 
cost of constructing the canal, and borrows on bonds the other 
hali If the e permitted, after paying the interest on. their 
bonds and a dividend, to charge enough to accumulate a sur- | 
plus that will retire the bonds, at the end of the transaction 
the matter would stand in this way: The people who furnished 


ole 


ialf enough money to build the canal would have paid the 
other half, not out of the dividends to which they were entitled, 


but of the excessive charges which they levied upon the 
traffic transported through the canal, and they would own the 
entire canal, with only an expenditure of half its cost. 

It is undoubtedly true that it is well for Congress to enecour- 
ge the payment of this debt, and I believe that there ought 
ts a provision which authorizes a sinking fund, but let 
the stockholders provide that sinking fund out of their own 
money, so that when the sinking fund has been accumulated un- 
til it is sufficient to pay off and retire the bonds, the canal will 
have been built entirely with the money of the stockholders. 
It would not be right and just to the taxpayers—or rather to the 
shippers who, after all, are taxpayers, but they contribute as 
hippers in this particular—it would not be right to authorize 
in practical effect—and it seems to me that is what this provi- 
sion d transportation charge sufficient to pay the interest 
on the bonds, to pay dividends on the stock, and, in addition, to 


ate a surplus that shall finally retire the bonds. That 
can accomplished except by overcharging the transporta- 
tion that may take place upon this canal. 

[ sincerely hope that the Senator in charge of the bill will 
e to the adoption of the amendment, because it only ex- 
presses what the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Knox] said 
the other day was, after all, the effect of section 5. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I agree in part with the Sena- 
tor from Texas, and shall make no objection to the amendment. 
It must occur to everybody that the sooner the fixed charges 


of the company are reduced the sooner there will be an oppor- 


not be 





al 


Aer 





out as dividends; but I think the lan- | 


Does the Senator from Texas yield | 


Suppose this company contributes in | 





tunity to get lower rates. To allow a bonded debt to hang ovo 
the company without any diminution from year to year would 
simply afford them an opportunity to maintain their r: 
That is one great objection that I have always had to son 


“ 


the railroad managements, that, instead of taking the surplys 
| which they accumulate and reducing their bonded debt f, mn 
| time to time so as to reduce their fixed charges, they allow t! it 
bonded debt to remain and to increase. Mr. President, I haye 
no objection to the amendment. 
| The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
|} amendment of the Senator from Texas [Mr. BAILry]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

| Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I propose the amendment which I send 


to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will de stated 

The SecreTary. On page 13, after line 13, it is proposed to 
insert as a new section the following: 

Sec. —. It shall be the duty of the Interstate Commerce Comm 
to investigate and determine the true fair value of the said ea; 
eanals, property, and appurtenances thereto belonging and used, or 
be used, for the convenience of the public. Such investigation 3; 
be commenced as soon as any work on the said canal is unde 
and shall continue as improvements are made and contracts 


are exe 


| cuted. For the purpose ef such investigation, the Commission is ay- 
thorized to employ such engineers, experts, and other assista as 





may be necessary. The canal company, or any construction company, 
or other person, firm, or corperation engaged in the construction of the 
| said canals or works or any parts thereof shail furnish to the Com- 
mission, from time to time, and as the Commission may require, : 
profiles, contracts, reports of engineers, and other documents, re 
and papers, or copies of any or all of the same, in aid of such 
vestigation and determination of the value of the said canals, proper 
and appurtenances. 

The Commission shall thereafter, in like manner, keep itself informed 
of all extensions and improvements or other changes in the conditio) 
of the property of the said canal and ascertain the fair value thereof 
and, from time to time, as may be required, for the regulation of 
charges, and services, under the provisions of the act to regulate 
merce, approved February 4, 1887, amd all acts amendatory thereof, 
revise and correct its valuation of the property of the said cana! com- 
pany. To enable the Commission to make such valuation and such 
changes and corrections in its valuation, the said canal company is 
required to report currently to the Commission, and as the Commission 
| may require, all improvements and changes in its property, and to 

file with the Commission copies of all contracts for such improvements 
at the time the same are executed. 

Whenever the Commission shall have completed the valuation of the 
property, or any part thereof, and before said valuation shall be re- 
corded as finally determined by said Commission, the Commission 


stat 





laps, 
ords 
in 










shall give notice by registered letter to the said canal company, 
ing the valuation placed upen the said canals, appurtenances, or part 
thereof used, or to be used, for the convenience of the public, and shall 
allow the company twenty days in which to file a protest of the same 
If no protest is filed within twenty days, such 


u 


with the Commission. 
valuation shall be made a matter of record by the Commission. 

If notice of contest is filed by the said canal company, the Commissi 
shall fix a time for hearing the same, and shall proceed as prom 
may be to hear and consider any matter relative and material 
ee by the said company in support of its protest so fi! 
| aforesaid. 






If after hearing any contest of such valuation, under the 
provisions of this act, the Commission is of the opinion that its valua- 
tion is incorreet, it shail correct the same and determine a fair va! 
tion of such property, and shall make such determination a matter of 
| record in the office of the Commission. All such valuations by the 
| Commission shall be prima facie evidence of the fair value of the said 
canals, property, and appurtenances in any proceedings under the a 
to regulate commerce approved February 4, 1887, and all acts amend 
atory thereof, and in all proceedings which may be instituted fo 
purchase of the said canals, property, and appurtenances by the Unit 
States. 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, the Senate, by its vote 
on Saturday, rejected an amendment which would have au- 
thorized the Interstate Commerce Commission to control the 
| issue of stocks and bonds by this corporation, limiting such 
| issue to the value of the property and money invested in con- 
| structing and improving the canal. The Senate als» voted down 
an amendment which would have clothed the Secretary of War 
with authority to prevent the fictitious capitalization of this cor- 


e 


t 


i 


poration. This leaves the public wholly unprotected agaist 
| stock watering, resulting, as it will, in excessive tolls and 
| charges, unless some other measure is taken to prevent it. 
Surely the Senate will not now reject the proposed amendment 


the purpose of which is to enable the Interstate Commerce 
Commission to ascertain the fair value of this property and keep 
itself informed with respect to all changes in that value. Dy 
the terms of section 9 of the bill, as amended by the commitice 
reporting it to the Senate, the Interstate Commerce Commission 
is authorized to regulate the tolls which the corporation m 
collect from the vessels passing through the canal, under t! 


ea 


provisions of the interstate-commerce act of 1887 and acts 
amendatory thereof in so far as the same are applicable. Under 


the law, as interpreted by the Supreme Court, the Commission 
should so regulate the tolls as to make them just and reasuu- 
able. But what tolls and charges will be just and reasonable: 


A just and reasonable toll is such a charge as will yield the 
corporation a fair return upon a fair value of its property, use! 
for the convenience of the vessels passing through the canal. 
To enable the Interstate Commerce Commission to fix and estab- 





1906. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


8679 





lish such reasonable tolls it must know the fair value of the 
' rty of the canal company. 

“if section 9 is incorporated in this bill In good faith, 
there can be no objection to authorizing the Interstate 
re) ee Commission to ascertain the fair value of this prop- 
it ean in no other way fix reasonable tolls or charges 
ie yessels passing through the canal. It is not often that 
( ess can, by legislation, primarily and directly benefit the 
nasses of the people of this country. Asa rule, they must 
such advantages under legislation in a secondary and 
t way. 


owners of great aggregations of capital can apply to 


( ss and to the legislatures of the different States for 
x le public franchises offering opportunity for investment 
al rge profit to themselves. But to-day, if we will but per- 
form our plain duty to the people, who are granting through 
t] ongress a franchise to this corporation, which enables it 
to demn private property, to divert water courses, to change 
] ays, and even railroads, to-day we have the oppor- 
tunity at the very organization of this company to place it 
ul 1 basis, with respect to the regulation of its tolls and 
¢] ;, which will be just and equitable to the public and 
make this canal a real and substantial benefit to the people 


whose commerce will pass from the North and West over the 


G Lakes and through the canal. 
The amendment authorizes the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
S without any expense whatever to the canal company, to 
g information upon which it can determine just what is a 
ible toll for the vessels passing through the canal... If 
‘ jection can be offered to the proposed amendment, I 
| ome Senator will rise and present it before the vote is 
NELSON. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
1 1 of the Senator from Minnesota to lay on the table the 
‘ nt of the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. La FOoLierte]. | 
{i ng the question.] In the opinion of the Chair the “ ayes” 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I ask for a roll call upon this matter. | 
The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secietary proceeded | 
to call the roll. 
\ir. CLAY (when his name was e¢alled). I again announce | 
I pair with the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 


L . Not knowing how he would vote, I decline to vote. 
. CULLOM (when his name was called). I have a general 


pi ith the junior Senator from Virginia [Mr. Martin], who 
is absent, I understand, and therefore I withhold my vote. 

HOPKINS (when his name was called). I am paired 
v he junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Latimer], 
and for that reason I withhold my vote. I wish this statement 
to stand for the remainder of the day on all votes. 

TILLMAN (when his name was called). I again an- 
n my pair with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. D1it11Nne- 


Hi . If he were present, I should vote “ nay.” 
Ir. WARREN (when his name was called). I am paired 
the senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Money]. I do 
see him present, and therefore withhold my vote. 
he roll call was concluded. 
MALLORY. I am paired with the senior Senator from 
V ont [Mr. Proctor], who is not here. 
lr. WARREN. As I stated a few moments ago, I am paired 
with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Money]. If agreeable 
to the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN], we will ex- 
change pairs, so that the Senator from Vermont [ Mr. DrILxrNe- 
HAM | will stand paired with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 


no 


Mi 


MonrEyY |. ’ 
Mr. TILLMAN. ‘That is agreeable to me. 
Mr. WARREN. I will vote. I vote “ yea.” 
Mr. TILLMAN. I vote “nay.” 
The result was announced—yeas 30, nays 20, as follows: 
YEAS—30. 
A h Carter Knox Scott 
Dick Long Smoot 
Ankeny Flint McCumber Spooner 
Foraker Millard Stone 
B dge Fulton Nelson Sutherland 
B legee Gallinger Penrose Warren 
i ey Kean Perkins 
L 1m Kittredge Piles 
NAYS—20. 
Bacon Daniel Hansbrough Simmons 
Bailey Dolliver La Follette Taliaferro 
Berry Dubois McLaurin Teller 
I burn Foster Overman Tillman 
Clarke, Ark, Frazier Patterson Whyte 


NOT VOTING—=39. 


Alger Culberson Hemenway Morgan 
Allison Cullom Heyburn Newlands 
Burkett Depew Hopkins Nixon 
Burrows Dillingham Latimer Pettus 
Carmack Dryden Lodge Platt 
Clapp Elkins McCreary Proctor 
Ciark, Mont, Frye Mclinery Rayner 
Clark, Wyo. Gamble Mallory W , 
Clay Gearin Martin Wetmore 
Crane Hale Money 


So Mr. LA FoLterte’s amendment was laid on the table. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, because of the anxiety of the 
junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Knox] to conclude the 
consideration of this bill, I am reluctant to occupy the time of 
the Senate for even a few minutes in any further statement. 
But I am so profoundly astonished at the position taken by 
many Democratic Senators on this bill.- seemingly on party 
ground, that I feel constrained to add something to what I said 
the other day regarding this measure. I would 
arate, even on nonpolitical questions, from the body of my 
party associates; but when a question like that now before the 
Senate arises, which involves no party principle or policy, or 
any question of party authority, but which is a purely economic 
and commercial question, I can not follow blindly th 
would lead in what I am convinced is a 


a 


SeT)- 


rerret to 


se who 
wrong direction. In 
such cases I need only to be satisfied that I am right, and being 
so satisfied, I would lose my self-respect if I did not have the 
courage of my convictions. I would infinitely prefer to stand 
alone, believing I was right, than to float with the current con- 
scious that I was wrong. 

Mr. President, I was a member of the subcommittee to which 
this bill was referred, and after a careful consideration of it I 
became convinced that 


it was a meritorious measure. After 
it had been materially amended so as to safeguard the publi 
interests I approved the proposal to report it favorably to the 


Committee on Commerce; and after it was 


t 
so reported to the 
committee I favored reporting it to the Senate with 


om 
mendation for its passage. The bill was first considered by the 
| Committee on Commerce as a whole, and hearings were had be- 
fore the full committee. Maps were exhibited, explanations 


made, and witnesses interrogated. Then the bill was referred 


to a subcommittee, and that committee had several tings 

both public and executive, and the whole matter was examined 

into with the utmost care. I thought the bill should be passed, 

and I have heard nothing to change my opinion. No one claims 
| that the bill is perfect. Perfect bills are very rare. 

It is proper, therefore, to amend the bill, and no one ould 
object to amending it at points where it may be imperf and 
several very excellent amendments have been proposed and 
agreed to. Other amendments have been offered ’ ited 
that do not seem to me to be important, and some have been 
proposed that ought not to have been adopted, if the bill is to 


| men who are promoting this enterprise. 


pass and become effective. It would be useless to pa i 
is to be so loaded down with restrictive provisions as to make 


it impracticabie. There can be no objection to the most rigid 
scrutiny of the bill, nor to any amendment necessary to safe- 
guard the public right; but hypercriticism is unjust, and amend- 


ments intended to weaken rather than to strengthen the measur 
ought to be rejected. 
Mr. President, personally I know absolutely nothing of the 


Except the three or 


four gentlemen who appeared before the Committee on Com- 
merce to present this measure to that body, I h never seen 
or heard from any person connected with the enterprise, and I 


ean not now recall the names of those who appeared before the 
committee, nor do I know whether I could recognize 
if I met them. I do recall, however, th: 
of fine intelligence, and we were informed that they were men 
of excellent standing. I do not know whether they are “ dum- 
mies,” as the junior Senator from Colorado [Mr. PatTrrerson] 
intimated they might be; but they did not impress me or the 
committee as being men of that character. The personal aspect 
of those I saw was almost as engaging as that of the Senator 
from Colorado himself, and I could not pay them a higher com- 
pliment in that behalf. And as to their standing, character, 
and business integrity, I saw nothing, nor did anything occur, 
to excite suspicion that the Senators from Pennsylvania 
mistaken in the estimate they have given of their qualities in 
those particulars. 

The Senator from Colorado also delivered himself of a seath- 


them 


it they were gentlemen 


anv of 


are 


ing malediction against the millionaires of Pittsburg. They 
may deserve all he said about them; as to that I do not know. 
But this I do know, that if this bill is passed, and the canal is 


ever built under its authority, it will be necessary to interest 


men of millions in the enterprise, whether they live in Pitts- 
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burg or some other gilded portal to purgatory. The Senator 
from Colorado is not quite consistent in his discussion—I might 
say his indictment—of the denizens of Pittsburg. In one breath 
he arraigns the millionaires and expresses apprehension that 
they are lying in ambush waiting to pounce on this project as 
soon as this charter is granted, and in the next breath he be- | 
labors the incorporators because they are pauper dummies, not 
maires, and therefore not able to build the canal. He 
pounds millionaires because they are rich and have money 

th which they might construct the canal, and then he pounds 
1s because he fears they are poor, and therefore 
unable to construct it. He would withhold this charter from 
the rich because they might build the canal, and he would with- 


;? 
mill 


the 
Lik 


1 incorporate 


Cil 


hold it from the poor because they might not be able to build | 
it. I do not think that arguments of that kind, however elo- | 


qu ly presented, should sweep Senators who have capacity to 
discriminate and who sometimes indulge the luxury of reflection 
from their feet. 


Mr. President, the opponents of this bill admit that the Con- | 





stitution has clothed the Congress with authority to enact sucnh | 
laws as this. If that be so, then those who made the Constitu- | 
tion and those who have construed it did not consider that it 


would be dangerous either to the States or the people for Con- | 
to pass such legislation. The danger of the Congress | 
exercising such a power did not deter the framers or the earlier 
judicial expounders of the Constitution; but now at this day 
the danger of it rises like a horrid ghost to affright the wiser | 
stitesmen of this generation. 

NO, 


gress 


Mr. President, the bill is not opposed on constitutional | 
grounds, but on some vague and intangible theories of public | 
policy. Daniel Webster is quoted as saying that a corporation 
should not be chartered by the National Government unless it is 
to subserve some national object which could not be so well sub- 


served by a State corporation. When the charters granted by | 
Congress to the transcontinental railroads are referred to as | 
illustrative of this Congressional power and as instances in | 
which that power has been exercised, we are told that Congress 


did 


that to facilitate the transportation of mails, troops, and | 
munitions of war. But, Mr. President, should the mails and | 
the military be the only objects of governmental solicitude when | 
this power of Congress is invoked? Are not the arts of peace | 
valuable and the needs of peace as great as those of war? 


Congress has power to regulate commerce between the States | 
and with foreign nations and to adopt policies promotive of the 


general welfare. Is it less promotive of the general welfare or 
less within the legitimate purview of Congressional authority | 
or of W Congressional discretion to create a corporation to 
ruct an interstate canal for the accommodation of the 
greatest commerce in the world, breaking the hold monopoly has | 
upon that and cheapening the cost of transportation 
means of a great waterway—is that less within the legitimate 
purview of Congressional authority and wise discretion than to 
corporation to construct a railroad for the accommoda- 
It may be said that 

the canal, in a commercial sense, would be just as valuable if | 
constructed by a corporation created under the laws of a State | 
t would be if constructed by a corporation created by an act | 


ise 


commerce 


create 


tion of the military forces of the country? 





of Congress. That may be so, but the same thing would be 
equally true of a railroad. 
‘There are reasons, Mr. President, and good reasons, why Con- 


ss should create this corporation if we are willing to have a | 


corporation construct this canal at all. One reason is that | 
ihe navigable waters of the United States are to be used | 
the canal company, and the General Government should | 
have a constant and watchful supervision over the company | 
so that it may not abuse its privileges. The company could | 
not utilize these navigable waters in the way it will prob- | 
bly have to utilize them without Congressional authority; | 


and since that authority must be invoked, why should it not 
be sought in the first instance and in a way commensurate | 
with the importance and necessities of the enterprise? Again, 
while it may be true that the Federal Government could regu- 
] 


l¢ 
late the tolls and practices of the canal company as to interstate 


and foreign commerce even though the canal should be con- 
structed under a State charter, yet would it not be better for 
the public interest to put this canal immediately under Federal 





£ upervision 
authority? 

Again, Mr. President, this is not a mere local enterprise, but 
one of great national importance. It is of scarcely less national 
importance than the Panama Canal itself. In some respects it 
is of infinitely more importance. So important is it to the com- 
merece of the country that no man can say it should not be built. 
The commercial value of the canal is as clear as is the constitu- 
tional authority of Congress to organize this corporation, Mr, 


and subject its business to the control of Federal 
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JUNE 18, 


President, there is no good reason, founded in law or public 
policy, why this corporation should not be created and ey. 
powered to presecute this great enterprise, as stupendous as jt 
is important. 

Mr. President, it has been urged as an objection to this pjy 
that if Congress charters this corporation the day will come 
when the stockholders and bondholders will come asking {hat 
the Government take the canal, pay the debts of the company 
and assume its responsibilities, and that they will base their de. 
mand on the fact that Congress created the corporation. Such 
talk is idle. Whether the owners of the corporate stock anq 
bonds will ever approach Congress in that way I can not, of 
course, foretell; but I do know that Congress would be under no 
obligation whatever to yield to any such demand. The Congress 
would be under no greater obligation, legal or moral, to take 
the canal from a national corporation than it would be to take 
it from a State corporation. The National Government would 





| be under no greater obligation to take the property of a corpora. 


tion existing under national authority than a State would he 
under obligation to take the property of a corporation existing 
under its authority. If a corporation does a paying business, 


| the owners of the stocks and securities are usually anxious to 


hold the property. If it does a losing business and becomes 
insolvent, its property it usually put into the hands of a receiver, 
If 
one of the railroad companies chartered by the Government 
should become insolvent, or if a national bank should become 


| insolvent, would the Government of the United States appro- 
| priate the property of the corporation and assume its liabilities? 


Of course not. The affairs of the company would be taken in 
charge by a court and wound up by judicial procedure. Why 
should any different ruie apply to a corporation organized to 
construct a canal? Such talk, I say, as that to which I haye 
referred is absolutely idle; “idle” is a mild epithet to apply to 


| it; and yet it is upon such idle, improbable dreams that onposi- 


tion to this measure is largely predicated. Gentlemen who re- 


| sort to such arguments, if arguments they be, as that must be 


hard pressed for something to say in support of their contention. 

Mr. President, I am and for years have been an carnest 
advocate of water transportation, not only along the secboard, 
but also across the Lakes, along rivers, and through canals to 
be constructed by the Government. I wish it were so that the 
Government of the United States could take up this enterprise 
and make it truly a national work. But, manifestly, the Govern- 
ment can not do that at this time, and years must elapse before 
we could hope to have the Government undertake the work. Be- 
cause of that fact I am willing to commit this project, gigantic 
and important as it is, to private enterprise. 


But, Mr. President, so far from fearing that the Government 


may some day possess the canal, I hope the day is not dis- 
tant when the Government will acquire, own, and contro! it, for 
I believe that the principal waterways of the country should 
be under the absolute control of the Government. One of my 


greatest anxieties, so far as public affairs are concerned, is to 
see a canal constructed from Lake Michigan to the Mississippi 
tiver, and to see that river so improved as to make a water- 


| way navigable for large vessels from the Gulf to the Lakes, and 


thence across the Lakes, through the Erie Canal or some other 
canal, to tide water on the Atlantic coast. That would be a 


| stupendous undertaking, I know, but it is feasible, and I am as 


sure that some day it will be accomplished as I am that | live. 
I even indulge the hope that before my public career is ended 
I may see the systematic beginning, if not the ending, of that 
greatest of all national undertakings. Indeed, I can not but 
regard the construction of this Lake Hrie and Ohio River Canal, 
even though constructed under private auspices, as the inaugu- 
ration of a work which will ultimate in a great system of 
waterways such as I have indicated. Therefore I not 
alarmed at the possibility of the Government some day coming 
into the possession of this canal, and I am happy to do any 
legitimate thing calculated to stimulate a national spirit and 
impulse in the direction of canal construction. 

I have been told that this project is not in accordance with 
Democratic ideas, but is a move in line with Republican ideas. 
That is not a very high plane from which to view a subject 
of this character and of this magnitude and importance; but 
even this narrow contention is not well founded. I undertake 
to affirm that the Democratic party, as much, ff not more, than 
any other political organization that has ever existed as a sub- 
stantial potentiality inthis Republic, is committed to the doctrine 
of internal improvements under national authority and by na- 
tional aid. I will admit that in more recent years the less 
sagacious statesmanship of the Democratic party has sought to 
build on lines more restrictive and circumscribed; but, Mr. 
President, the Democratic party when wisely led has alwys 


alu 
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heen a party of progressive ideas and great conceptions. I | sault upon this bill. Being satisfied that I am right, I shall 
deny absolutely that there is anything in the pending proposi- | stand by my guns, let others do as they may. 


1) inconsistent with Democratic party principles or out of 
harmony with the best and truest conceptions of Democratic 
ciatesmanship. Mr. President, I want to see the Democratic 
party once more take its proper place as the leader of public 
thought and public action. I want to see it a positive, not a 
mere negative force; a constructive rather than an obstructive 
factor in national development. 
obiect to everything other people propose, but that is not a very 

oud and honorable position for a great party to occupy. 


A 
, ord of mere negation is not a record to boast of. I want the 
Hemocratic party to be what it has been, can be, and ought to | 
ho—a great, suggestive, potential, dominating force in American 


public life. I am for reviving the old masterful spirit of the | 


rty, and for making a new Democracy out of the old. 


Mr. President, if we are to pass this bill, it should be a sensi- | 


ble and practical measure. It should, of course, be made as 
complete and perfect as possible; but I want it understood that 
1 am not hunting for some excuse to vote against it. 

inst the motion of the junior Senator from Wisconsin [ Mr. 
oLLeTTE] to strike out section 5 of the bill. 
at least it has been amended, should stand. To raise the 
enormous sum that will be required to construct this canal it 
will be necessary to incur indebtedness and to issue bonds. 
is to be presumed that the Interstate Commerce Commission 
will prescribe reasonable tolls for freights carried on the canal. 
If the volume of that freight shall be large enough to produce a 
revenue sufficient to pay the fixed charges and operating ex- 
penses of the canal, with a surplus over, why should not the 
directorate and the stockholders be authorized to set a part of 
that surplus aside to raise a fund for the gradual extinction of 
1 
{ 


LA 


as 


bonded debt? Would not that be in accordance with pru- 
lent. legitimate, and honorable business conduct? 
Why, sir, if the Government itself should borrow money and 


build the canal, is it not probable that the net profits of oper- | 


ng the canal would be segregated and put into a fund with 
which to liquidate its bonds? Why, then, should not the stock- 
holders of this corporation be permitted to set aside at least 


a 
art of their net profits for a similar purpose? 


1 If they should 
not be permitted to do that, then how would the bonds be paid? 
In the course of time they would certainly mature, and pay 
I 

t 





would be demanded. 
+} 


If there should be no sinking fund, 
stockholders themselves would have to contribute to 
juidating fund or else a new 


issue of bonds would be a 


necessity—either that or a receivership. 

Mr. President, suppose the entire net profits should be paid 
to the stockholders and no sinking fund provided for; and sup- 
pose that out of these profits, distributed as dividends, the 
a 


‘kholders should afterwards contribute to a liquidating fund 
for the purpose of meeting the bonds at maturity, would there 
be iv difference, so far as the public is concerned, between 
that and the creation of a sinking fund in the manner proposed 
by section 5 of the bill? What difference could it make to the 
public whether a part of the profits of the business was re- 
“1 by the directorate and covered into a sinking fund to be 


held under its control or whether all the profits should be paid 


1 » stockholders in the first place, and a part thereof after- 
wards returned to a voluntary fund created for the purpose of 
| ng the bonds? If bonds are to be issued at all, then a 


nking fund to meet them should be provided. 


\lmost of necessity bonds must be issued if the canal is 


bu That is the only practical and feasible way of raising 
he money necessary to construct the canal. And I can not see 
hat it could possibly make any material difference to the public | 
whether all the money needed for construction was raised from | 


the sale of stock or whether only a part of it should be raised 
in that way and another part by the sale of bonds. It seems 
to me that, so far as the public is concerned, the result would 
be the same. And so I say, Mr. President, that if we are to 
pass this bill, while guarding the public interests with the 
createst care, we should not so hedge it about with limitations 

d restrictions as to make it impossible to construct the canal 
1 obedience to its provisions. 

Mr. President, the Committee on Commerce is composed of 
honorable men, none of whom is a novice in the conduct of 
public affairs. I can not but feel impatient when Senators rise 
rom their seats and insinuate that there is some sinister de- 
sign wrapped up in a measure of legislation reported from that 
committee. Such insinuations reflect either upon the intelli- 
sence or the integrity of the committee. I resent such unwar- 
ranted insinuations, but I am not otherwise affected by them. 
Others may do as they please, and will do as they please, but 
is for myself, I can not be frightened by such oratorical thun- 
dering and vocal pyrotechnics as have characterized the as- 


It is easy to drift inertly and | 


I voted | 


That section, | 


It | 


Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, I will not occupy much 
time, because I know the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
KNox] is anxious for a vote, as it is his desire, I understand, to 
leave the city, and I hope nothing that I will say will provoke 
any further discussion. But in view of the somewhat scathing 
malediction of my friend and neighbor I can not ref! 


rain from 
| Saying something. Here we are, the Senator from Missouri 
and myself, neighbors, with not even a fence between us, and, 


like a roaring lion, in a carefully prepared speech, he si 
thunders out his anathemas upon me. 

There is nothing political in this bill. The first effort that 
has been made to give it a political hue is from the Senator from 
Missouri. Both Senators upon this side of the Chamber and the 
other have voted for and against the different amendments that 
have been before the body, and if perchance upon most of them 
the Senators upon the other side and the Senators upon this 
have seemed to align themselves in party fashion, it is not be- 
cause it is a party measure, or considered a party measure, but 
because there are certain principles in every school of political 
thought that necessarily and intuitively give color to the \ 
of every Senator when measures of this kind are before them. 
| And yet they are principles that are not altogether confined 
to the one party or the other, for reaching from one party 


iddenly 


te 


we 
find that certain of its principles permeate at least beyond the 
outskirts of the other. The result of it is, while the votes may 


seem partisan, they are not partisan. and the 
reason I have mentioned, have not been partis 
with this measure. 

I am rather gratified 


votes, for the 


in in dealing 


that the 


Senator from Missouri has 
proclaimed his independence of some imaginary party tr: 
mels. I do not think there was any necessity for that. Any- 

| body who knows the Senator from Missouri knows that he is 
always independent, and that if it becomes a question of right 


and conscience no party obligations would control his vote 
his utterance. No man should complain of that att upon 
the part of any Senator, for, after nviction should be 
the highest and the permanent standard of legislative duty. 


or 
$o5 <7 
ude 


1] 
ail, Cf 


Mr. President, I did not arraign the Pittsburg millionaires. 
I simply alluded to the fact that there are provisions in this 
measure which I thought were quite in keeping with the finan- 
cial methods of the average Pittsburg millionaires, and when 
I suggested, by way of illustration, the United States Steel 
Company, the junior Senator from Pennsylv: [Mr. Knox] 
admitted immediately—admitted in part, at least—the justice 
of the criticism. My suggestion was that Pittsburg millio 3, 
when it came to investment, hi gotten in t habit of de- 
manding four for one, and the junior Sena from P yl- 
vania- - 

Mr. KNOX. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator f Be > 
yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania‘ 
" Mr. PATTERSON. One moment, that the S r ! - 

understand me. The junio1 from P% 


erly 
j 


| m Pen 
mmediately admitted that there had been a world-wide 











and great financial transaction in whicl ns of his i 
realize four to one, and he excused it upon the theory é 
property was for sale, and finding financiers in the 
York who were willing to purchase it at the rate oO 
one, of course they did not feel dispesed to t les the 
purchasers were willing to give 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senate from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly 

Mr. KNOX. Mr. President, the limi n by Senator 
from Colorado of his remarks to the specific instance to which 
he now refers makes it unnecessary for me to say what I had 
proposed. I thought he was speaking generally. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Oh, no, Mr. President; that was all. I 
used the illustration for the purpose of particularly calling at- 
tention to what I conceive to be the inherently immoral and 


financially rotten feature of this bill; not only a questionable 
feature, but a reprehensible one; and, adopting my standard 
of honest dealing in such things as my guide and examining the 
bill by the measure of that standard, I do not see how a Sena- 
tor can consistently with the duty of a Senator to the people 
of the country give it his support. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Missouri 


[Mr. Stone] is no 
more enthusiastically in favor of great public works than am I. 
He will not vote more frequently nor can he yote more cheer- 
fully in every proper case for whatever is necessary to put on 
foot and carry through great public enterprises; but I do insist, 


| Mr. President, that when a company of men desire to have the 
| brand of Federal approval placed upon their measure, they 
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shall either so guard it themselves or Congress shall so guard it 
that an not be made an instrument for the undue oppression 
traveling and shipping public. I insist that by the terms 
asure, and I believe it is the purpose of those who 
refully framed it—not the members of the committee, 
¢ aith and patriotism I could not question, but the 
ho brought the measure here and fashioned it to meet 
signs—they can and doubtless will arrange it so that 
the stock issue and the amount of bonds that will 
sued the work will appear to have cost $160,000,000, 
fact it will have cost less than $50,000,000. 
perhaps should not concern us so much, and it would 


| 
| 


it a corporation to carry on some ordinary business, such | 
ning, manufacturing, or other industrial business; but, 


ssident, this is a transportation corporation. It is one 
“l for constructing a line of transportation for the use 
ich it will collect tolls from the traveling and the freight- 


‘ting public; and when they succeed in saddling upon 


000,600 in the shape of $80,000,000 of stock and $80,- 
of bonds, so that it will appear to the Interstate Com- 

is that rates and tolls on traffic of every character will 
1 } 


» the extortion. 


tions be Jeft to their own devices, must pay unfair prices for 
the privilege of using them. The law and the courts have all 


ion and the public to have cost $160,000,000, | 


ished upon that basis of cost and the public must | 


in a eulogy or a criticism of the Democratie party. I have no 
question as to what the Democratic party will be and must be. 
If it was not a party that did represent constructive statesman- 
ship, if it was not a party that did represent the real interests 
of the masses of the people, if it was not a party that could 
not be cajoled or intimidated indefinitely by the consolidated 
wealth of the country whether operating in the form of trusts 
or industrial combines or monopolies, it would have been dead 
and buried long ago. The fact that it lives, the fact that it js 
to-day arraying itself as a body militant, the fact that the con- 
servative press of the country is already recognizing the almost 
certainty of the success of the Democratic party in the coming 
campaign, proves not only that it is a conservative party, but tha 
it is a party militant, that it represents and stands for sound, 
national, undying principles, and without which a republican 
form of government must perish from this continent. Its des 
tiny is not to be determined by Senators who are shocked at the 
attitude of brother Senators who fight for honest financia| 
methods, nor by Senators who become unduly indignant | 

cause their colleagues see fit to criticise in an honest way legis- 
lation which they believe to be unwise and dangerous. Such 
are not going to determine the fate of the party of which the 
Senator and myself are members—the Senator from Missouri a 


| very distinguished member, and I a much less one and more of 2 
all know that the business of corporations of this char- | 
is in a special class. They are quasi public; their busi- | 

ess is in the nature of a monopoly; they demand and com- | 
mand the public patronage, and the public, if such corpora- | 


that, by reason of the character of these corporations, | 
has a right to regulate their tolls and charges and | 
| of the measure being carried off their feet, some of the com- 
| mittee, who ought to have stood firmly on solid ground, did 


iracter of the service they are to give to the public. 
this may be done as to transportation companies a com- 


1 has been created, and only at this session of Congress | 
ers of that Commission have been vastly enlarged, in | 
hat the extortions and discriminations that such corpo- | 
have been practicing upon the public and their nefa- | 
scriminations shall no longer continue and that only | 
‘sonable, and fairly remunerative charges shall be ex- | 


y 
uliar rela 


» Commission is called upon to regulate its charges the 
ion must, ex necessitate, have regard for the amount 


tion of this corporation to the publie is that | 


unbrances that are upon the property. Even though | i 
| tainty that it gives to the corporation, the opportunity to op- 


secured by their mortgage is far beyond the real 
> the nror ert 
Le } I 


7 


; thus secured and allow such tolls as will enable 


t 
y to pay interest upon them, that they may not be 
he hands of a receiver; and, in addition, upon the 
» stockholders of such a company are entitled to 
‘ative profits, the Commission must also allow 
will permit of fair dividends being paid upen | 


upon all the stock. Therefore it is of prime 
oth the country and the public that the cost of 
be supervised by Congress, and that proper 


all be made to prevent the issue of an undue amount | 
| 


ad stock, 
sitively necessary that the tolls and charges to be 
ipon the shipping interests shall not be extortionate 
It is because under this bill the promoters may 
agree to issue all the bonds and stock and agree 
» price they will pay for them, taking all the bonds and 
mselves at a price only sufficient to construct the 
as guardians of the public interests, we should pre- 
‘ongress, since its approval is applied for, should 
impossible to saddle a public work that can't cost 
in $50,000,000 with a stock and bond debt of $160,000,- 


ne Senator may say that such is not the 

another may say that it is. I have ex- 

F, and, to my mind, such are the provisions 

ll, and such are the powers given to the incorporators 

those who are to undertake to construct the work. That 

ave no more doubt than I have that I am on the floor 

at this time addressing the Senate; and no Senator has under- 
taken to disprove these facts. 

Mr. President, as I said before, we should always be particu- 
larly careful in chartering transportation corporations, because 
the business of the country will immediately be put under trib- 
ute to such corporations, and we should see to it that that 
tribute shall not be made extortionate, unjust, or unreasonable. 

I will not, Mr. President, pay any attention to what was said 
by the Senator from Missouri about what he hopes the Demo- 
cratic party will be. I was in doubt whether he was indulging 


y, the Commission must recognize the valid- | 


negative quantity. 

Mr. President, why should the Senator suggest that we are 
unduly criticising the Committee on Commerce? I have no 
question but that all the members of that committee when they 
reported the bill believed that they were doing a wise and a 
patriotic thing. When I heard the eulogy that was passed upon 
the Pittsburg gentleman who appeared before the committee, 
I was inclined to think that, instead of any of the opponents 


permit themselves to be swept away, and they are now flounder- 
ing about quite unconscious of the fact. The very fact that a 
number of important amendments have been made, shows that 
the bill deserved criticism, that it was a proper subject of dis- 
cussion, and that, had it been passed without amendments, 
something would have been done that could hardly be defended. 

I believe, Mr. President, that the measure, except in essential 
particulars, was well guarded. It was well guarded in non- 
essentials. I recognize the constitutional power of Congress to 
give charters of this character, but, while that is true, when 
I saw the vital defect in this bill, when I realized the cer- 


press the shippers of the country, through the lien of an ex- 


| orbitant and wholly unwarranted amount of indebtedness, an 


indebtedness out of all proportion to the money to be put into 
the enterprise, acting upon my own individual responsibility, 
and not as a partisan, not even realizing that there was an 


| obligation upon any Democratic Senator to vote with me or 


against me, I took the stand upon the bill I did. So far as I 


| am concerned, with this vital defect in the measure, as broad 








and clear as it was at the very moment we commenced deliber- 


| ating upon it, I can not vote for it. 


I can not vote for it for another equally good reason—he- 
cause it does not follow at all that though this bill should be 
defeated the canal will not be built. As it was clearly pointed 
out by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon], this company 
already has its charter from two States, with the power to 
consolidate and construct this work as though it were being 
constructed in but one State. That was the channel these 
incorporators first sought, and it seems to me as though com- 
ing to Congress were but an afterthought. 

The Senator from Missouri says that he looks for the day 
and longs for the day when the United States will own all of 
these canals constructed by private corporations and otherwise. 
Well, Mr. President, I should like the Senator from Missouri 
to draw the line between canal government ownership and 
railroad government ownership. Canals and railways are 
both instruments of commerce; they both connect all the 
States and all the great waterways and the great oceans. 
The railroad system is of much vaster importance to the bus!- 
ness of the country than any canal system that can be built. 

The mere fact that canal transportation is cheaper than rail- 
road transportation does not in the least change the principle 
that is involved. These are all great public highways; they 
are all for the advancement of commerce; they must all be used 
by the public; they are all subject to Congressional control ; 
they all aim at the same end—and the mere fact that one sys- 
tem of transportation is by water and the other system ot 
transportation is by steel rails does not and can not alter the 
eternal principle that lies at the bottom. 

I am not advocating government ownership; but I do not 
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nositate to say that whenever any Senator, I care not what his 
9 litieal affiliations may be, insists that because it will be for 
ihe benefit of the country, because it will cheapen transporta- 
t and improve business and add to the prosperity of the 
‘ try, because it will bind together in closer lines the great 


water highways—when for those reasons he insists that the 
Government should own the canals and operate them and rent 
them out and charge tolls upon them, he has made every argu- 
ment that is necessary for the government ownership of rail- 
ds. and he is familiarizing the public mind with the idea 
nat after all the only harbor of safety to the business and to 
people of the country from transportation extortion is by 
if under government control not only the canals, but the 
ilroads. 
Mr. STONE. Mr. President 
e VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 
| to the Senator from Missouri? 
PATTERSON. Certainly. 
Mr. STONE. I do not care to enter into a discussion on the 
iect of government ownership of railroads, but I should like 
- the Senator—and it is pertinent to what he is saying— 


i | 





vile 


. 


hether he can not differentiate and clearly draw the distinc- 
ti tween the Government of the United States improving 
the Mississippi River, for instance, and better adapting it to 
commercial uses and navigable uses, and constructing a line of 
railroad? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Oh, yes, Mr. President; I can differen- 
tiate, and nothing will give me greater pleasure than to differ- 
entiate. When Congress appropriates money for the widening 
or deepening or the straightening of the Mississippi 
R — 

ir. STONE. Or the connection of one waterway with an- 
other. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Or the connection of one waterway with 
anot whether through a bayou or through dry land, Con- 
cress is simply making easy the use of all of these waterways 
by all the people without charge or let or hindrance. Any man 
may take his steamboat or his flatboat or his log raft down those 
streams, and there is no guardian standing at the mouth or 
anywhere midway demanding tolls; but I conceive, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that if this Government shall purchase a great canal and 
tributaries 200 miles in length that can be used only by a lim- 
ited number of shippers or boats, Congress will do what it is 
natural for Congress to do under such circumstances—fix tolls | 


and adopt regulations by which and under which such canal can 
be used. 
of suggesting that Congress buy the New York and Erie, the 
Wabash and Erie, the Lake Erie and Ohio River Canal—the one 
that is proposed to be built—and the other canals of the coun- 
nd maintain them as open waterways for the unlimited 
and unrestricted use of the shipping or the traveling public. 
That is the vast difference between owning and operating ca- 
nals and improving natural waterways. The latter are for all 
the public, who may use them at will and without charge; the 
other is for the customer—the man, the company, or corpora- 
tion—that will pay the charges or tolls fixed by the Govern- 
ment and observe the regulations fixed by the Government. 


try 


That is all there is in connection with the Government owner- 
ship of railways. ‘Those who are advocating government 
ownership of railways do not for a moment suggest that they 
be made free highways, but they say the Government shall es- 


to} 
Lalli 


ish such regulations and fix such tolls as will maintain the 
roads in good order, extend the lines wherever they may be 
needed, and give the use of the roads, so far as they will ac- 
commodate the public, to shippers who are willing to pay the 
tolls and to meet and abide by the regulations. 

‘ir. President, I speak for no party. I am not advocating 
vernment ownership of railroads or of canals, but I do say 
hat every measure of this kind is familiarizing the public mind 

ily with the idea, but with the benefits of public ownership 

all the publie utilities. The country is traveling quite rapidly 
hough in that direction. The goal is liable to be reached before 
country is prepared for it, and I do not believe that Congress 

ild make their strides too long or exhibit undue haste in 
eaching that goal. The public sentiment of the country will 
carry the country there quite rapidly enough. 

Mr. President, I have simply spoken for myself to express my 
own views. This is not a party question in any sense of the 
word. No man is obliged to vote for the bill because he is a 
epublican or against it because he is a Democrat. It is merely 
4 question of the exercise of good, sound, common sense and 
Husiness judgment, and, in addition, to determine the wisdom of 
S\arting out along this new and untried path. 

this is the first time that any canal company has ever re- 


T 
( 
e 
T 
r 


| 
Senator from Missouri has not yet gone to the extent 
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ceived a charter from Congress. This bill will be the initial 
instrument in putting the Government into business of that 
kind ; and since it is the initiation of a new policy Congress may 
well hesitate before it enters upon that policy. Certainly it is 
the duty of every Senator to discuss every feature of the bill 
critically and to discuss the policy that is involved, to deter- 
mine whether or not by his deliberate action he will aid in 
starting the Government along this new line. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill 
to be read a third time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, 

Mr. BERRY. 


Shall the bill pass? 


Upon that I ask for the yeas a 


1u 





The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary | eded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CULBERSON (when his name was called). I have a 
general pair with the Senator from California [Mr. FLrN1 l. 
In his absence, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. MALLORY (when his name was called). I an- 
nounce my pair with the senior Senator from Verm Mr 


Proctor]. If he were present, I should vote “ nay.” 

Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). I transfer my 
pair with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Carmack] to the 
Senator from Idaho [Mr. Heysurn], and will vote. I 
“ yea.” 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). 


vote 


I have a general 


pair with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Money]. I with- 
hold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have a general pair with the junior Senator 
from Virginia [Mr. Martin], and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I have a general pair with the senior 
Senator from Montana [Mr. CriarK]. I hold in my hand a 


telegram from him to the junior Senator from Pennsylv: 
[Mr. Knox], saying he would vote in favor of the 
which releases me, and I wish to vote. I vote 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. I have a general pair with the senior 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TrttMAN}], who I observe has 
If he were present, I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. CLAY. I am paired with the senior Senator from M: 
chusetits [Mr. Lopez]. In his absence, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. BAILEY. I desire to announce my pair with the Senator 
from West Virginia [Mr. ELxrns]. 

Mr. MALLORY. I suggest to the Senator from Wyoming 
[Mr. WARREN] that we transfer our pairs, so that the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. Procror] will stand paired with the Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. Monry]. 

Mr. WARREN. That is agreeable to me. 

Mr. MALLORY. I vote “ nay.” 

Mr. WARREN. I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. CLAPP. I transfer my pair to the junior Senator from 
New Jersey [Mr. DrypDEN], and will vote. i vote “ yea.” 

Mr. CULLOM. I am informed that I can transfer my pair 
with the junior Senator from Virginia [Mr. Marrin] to the 
Senator from Montana [Mr. CLarxk], which I do, and will vote. 
I vote “ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 41, nays 11, as follows: 


la 
bill if here, 


Gh< 
yea. 





YEAS—41. 
Aldrich Clapp Hemenway Scott 
Allee Clarke, Ark. Kittredge Smoot 
Ankeny Cullom Knox Spooner 
Benson Dick La Follette Sto 
Beveridge Dolliver Long Sutherland 
Brandegee Dubois McCumber Ww er 
Bulkeley Foraker Millard Warren 
Burkett Foster vel Wetmore 
| Burnham Fulton 

Burrows Gallinger 
Carter Hansbrough 
Bacon Daniel Telle: 
Berry Frazier allory Whyte 
Blackburn Kean Patterson 

NOT VOTING—37. 
Alger Dillingham Latimer Pettus 
Allison Dryden Lodge Platt 
Bailey Elkins McCreary Proctor 
Carmack Flint McEnery Rayner 
Clark, Mont. Frye Martin Simmons 
Clark, Wyo. Gamble Money Taliaferro 
Clay Gearin Morgan Tillman 
Crane Hale Newlands 
Culberson Heyburn Nixon 
Depew Hopkins Overman 


So the bill was passed. 
ALASKA BAILROAD COMPANY. 
Mr. BURNHAM. Mr. President, I give notice that I will ask 


unanimous consent for the consideration of the bill (S. 63858) 
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to aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph and tele- 
phone line in the district of Alaska after the routine morning 
s to-morrow and after the consideration of the District 
of Columbia bill, as to which notice has been given. 

Mr. ThLLER subsequently said: Mr. President, I am about 
to leave the Senate for the remainder of the session, for which 
I suppose I ought to obtain the consent of the Senate. I as- 
sume there will be no objection, although the rule, I believe, 
it to ask leave, and if it is necessary I will do so. 

o say a word. The Senator from New Hampshire 
BURNUAM] has just given notice that to-morrow he will 
all up a bill chartering a railroad company in the district of 
I had intended to prepare some amendments to that 
but I have not had the time to do it since the bill has been 
re-formed, as I think it came in in its present form on the 5th 
day of this month. I merely want to say with respect to the 
bill that I think its passage will be very unfair to a vast num- 
ber of citizens who are putting their money into railroads in 
Alaska and are asking no assistance whatever from the Goy- 
ernment, not even asking for a charter. I desired to say that 
because I have felt like attempting at least to re-form the bill 
properly, which I can not do under the circumstances, I did 
not think it would be called up during the session. 

EDUCATION OF THE BLIND. 


Mr. SPOONER. I am directed by the Committee on Finance, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 16290) to postpone until 
19387 the maturity of $250,000 of 4 per cent United States bonds 
held in trust for the benefit of the American Printing House for 
the Blind, to report it with an amendment in the nature of a 
substitute, and I ask unanimous consent for its present con- 
sideration. 

‘There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Finance with an amendment, to strike 
out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

the sum of $250,000, heretofore invested in United States reg- 

+ per cent bonds, funded loan of 1907, inscribed ‘** Secretary of 

asury, tr interest to the Treasurer of the United States 

t of appropriation ‘'To promote the education of the blind,’ ”’ 

the maturity and redemption of said bonds on the Ist day 
in lieu of reinvestment in other Government bonds, be 
lited on the bocks of the Treasury Department as a 

1d; and the sum of $10,000, being equivalent to +4 

ipal of said trust fund, be, and the same is hereby, 

iny moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
propriation shall be deemed a permanent annual 

all be expended in the manner and for the pur- 

roved March 3, 1879, entitled “An act 


the act ap; 
ation of thet lind,” approved March 3, 1879. 
1dment was agreed to. 
was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
s concurred in. 
nt was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
“di time 
id the third time, and passed. 
The title was amended so as to read: “A bill to modify the 
requirements of the act entitled “An act to promote the educa- 
tion of the blind,’ approved March 8, 1879.” 


PRACTICE OF OSTEOPATHY IN 


Mr. FORAKER. I ask present consideration fer the bill 
(S. 5221) to regulate the practice of osteopathy, to license oste- 
thic physicians, and to punish persons violating the provi- 
reof in the District of Columbia. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
the bill? 
Mr. President-—— 
rose, . 
I thought the Senator from Ohio was going 
nair. 
I did address the Chair a moment ago, and 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of this 
bill of some twelve or thirteen pages, and I will 
hhold request until a more opportune moment if Sena- 
; have shorter bills which they wish to have passed. 

Mr. NELSON. The bill is of great importance, and I wish 
the Senator would let it go over. 

Mr. FORAKER. It can be considered at another time, and I 
will withdraw the request for the present. 

Mr. SPOONER. What is the bill? 

Mr. FORAKER. It is a bill of some 12 ¢r 13 pages, providing 
for the regulation of the practice of osteopathy in the District. 
It merely authorizes the creation of a board to make examina- 

In view of the length 


busines 


says I ougl 
I wish 1 
[ Mr. 


i 


A locks 
LiaskKa. 


bill 


istee, 


The bill was re 


THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


leration of 

BAILEY. 
r. FORAKER 
. BAILEY. 


ress the 


Cc 
meet oie 
FORAKER. 


} 
the 


tion of those who wish so to practice. 
of the bill, I will withdraw the request until a more opportune 
moment, as so many Senators are pressing shorter measures. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ohio withdraws 
his request. 


JUNE 18, 


—- 


EDWARD 8S. BRAGG. 


Mr. McCUMBER. I am directed by the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 6865) granting a pen- 
sion to Edward §8. Bragg, to report it with an amendment. I 
call the attention of the Senator from Wisconsin to it. 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask unanimous consent for the present cop. 
sideration of the bill. It is very short and will not lead to 
debate. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reporteg 
from the Committee on Pensions with an amendment, in line g 


r 
“9 


before the word “ dollars,” te strike out “ seventy-five” and ip. 
sert “ fifty ;” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Rq- 
ward S. Bragg, late brigadier-general, United States Volunieers, ang 
pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, reaq 
the third time, and passed. 


MEXICAN KICKAPOO INDIANS. 


Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I have what is intended to be 
a petition from some Indians, and I desire to have the petition 
and a letter which accompanies it printed and referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, if I can obtain the consent of the 
Senate. I do not care to have them printed as a document, but 
I should like to have them printed in the Recorp, so that they 
may be preserved. I ask unanimous consent to do that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator frem Colorado askg 
permission that the papers sent to the Secretary’s desk by him 
be printed in the Recorp and referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

The papers referred to are as follows: 


San Francisco Kickapoo CoLony, 
Muzquiz, Mexico, June 10, 1906. 
Hon. H. M. TELLER, 


United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


Drar Sin: We, the undersigned Mexican Kickapoo Indians, are those 
referred to in the act of Congress of March 3, 1905, as “‘ Oke mah and hig 
wife Th the qua, and five others.” We sent Mr. Bentley to Washington, 
after haviag agreed among ourselves to put our allotments in Oklahoma 
into a pool for the purpose of acquiring lands here, or rather, to ex- 
change our lands there for land here. Of course, we are Indians and 
do not understand the details of such business, and employed him to 
look after it for us. He came back from Washington and told us that 
Congress had passed a law that we could do as we pleased with our 
land, just the same as a white man. 

Then we deeded the land or turned it over to Mr. Bentley, that he 
might sell it and with the money buy land here. At the time we signed 
the deeds some money was advanced to us for us to live on until we 
could get some land and make a crop. Mr. Bentley took the deeds 
back to Oklahoma and tried to sell the Iand. The Indian agent there 
opposed the sale, and said the deeds were no good. The people up there 
who bought some of the land will not pay the last payment until the 
Secretary of the Interior follows the law and issues to us our patents, 
which he has not done. 

We are all satisfied with what Mr. Bentley has done and tried to do, 
but the Secretary of the Interior keeps sending men here to tell us 
about it. We know all about it, and don’t need some men who don't 
know anything about it to come and tell us about it. They try to 
break what we have done, tell us Bentley is a bad man, and that he 
has stolen everything. He did not steal anything from us. ‘The money 
he has gotten so far was paid for the land where we live, and on which 
we make this letter now. We made lots of wheat right here this year. 
It was hauled in ox carts to Muzquiz. We are eating flour made from 
the wheat from our own land for the first time in our lives. We are 
plowing the land that raised the wheat, and planting it in corn right 
now. ‘The spring crop of corn is just in good roasting ears now. We 
begin drying corn next week. Lots of corn this year, and good corn, but 
we have no houses to put it in, and no money to make them with. Some 
families have 10 acres for the first crop, and will plant 10 acres fall 
crop. Our pumpkins and melons are doing fine, and we have lots of 
beans right now. Our farm land is good. Lots of water, but too 
little grass for our stock, because we haven't got it fenced, and the 
Mexicans graze it with their goats, and they spoil the grass. 

The Indian agent from Shawnee and the United States attorney 
from Oklahoma are here bothering us. We didn’t call them here. If 
we have trouble we look to the Mexican law. The Mexican judge, 
when we complained, put them out of our camp, because we didn't 
want them here. They tried to get the young men who drink museal 
to go back to the American side and sell their land; we don’t want to 
sell any land; we want to swap it for land here. If they get money 
for the land they will spend the money and then come back to us and 
want us to take them in and share the land we have bought with them. 
We can't do that, for if they sell their land we won't have enough 
money to buy Piedra Blanca. Where we live now the land is too small, 
We just stopped here until we could get a larger land, and because the 
was the first place we could get. We expect the attorney and the 
Indian agent will lie about it just as Dixon did. They have sot six 
white men with them. One of them had a saloon and gambling house 
when we left Shawnee, Okla. Another one of them was a saloon ee, 
and Grimes, the leader, the department has refused to lease lang 
to. Now, the Indian agent brings him over here to furnish the proo 
on which to lie about us. Thackery has been at Hagle Pass oT 
to coax the young men over there so these men can buy their Jan. 
These men that are here wanted us to sign papers for them to send . 
Thackery. They said he would telegraph the contents of the papers 








1906. 





Washington. Their papers, as they read them to us, 
Bentley had some of us arrested in order to make us 
the new tribe here. Their paper is a lie. Not one of our people 
<ioned their paper; nobody has been arrested to make him sign any- 
‘ing; everybody was glad to sign the New Indian tribal roll. At first 
«ne of them did not understand it because these white men had lied 
+o them, but now all have willingly signed. 
“The only arrests were some Indians who attempted to leave without 
naving their debts, but they were arrested on complaint of the Mexican 
merchants, and they were Pottawatomie Indians, who were going back 
to Shawnee anyway. 
We the United States to let us alone. 
nt and attorney. We want the new law just as it has been ex- 
ined to us. Every Kickapoo here sent Bentley to Washington to 
‘ for this new law so we could swap our land there for land here. 
some of us have not gotten our lease money for three years. We need 
it d and ask you to help us. We want it sent to Eagle Pass, Tex. 
‘ve want the Border National Bank to pay us. We are afraid of 
rhackery and will not sign anything unless our white friends who read 
inelish tell us what it is. We might touch the pen for lease money 
and he put our names on a deed. The Mexican authorities tell us that 
mn was a bad man and that he lied about us and that these men 
» came in company with Thackery are bad white men. Some of 
them stay in Muzquiz around the saloons and give beer and whisky to 
those of our people who will drink it. They offered some of our head- 
meu $300 to let them come and stay in their tepees. In the lifetime of 
Senator Quay he started this work for us, with the help of Senator 
Pettigrew; now Johny Mine tells us you are our friend, and we are 
d of that. We don't have many white friends, but we think a great 
deal of a straight white man. We thank you for what you have done 
for us and for anything you may do. 
Most respectfully, your friends, 


OKE MAH (his x mark). 
THI THE Qua (her x mark). 
No TEN (his x mark). 
WAH NAH KP THA HAH (his x mark). 
NE con O PIT (his x mark). 
KISHKIN E QUOTE (his x mark). 
(Sole heir of Shuck e quah.) 
(7) TAH PAH THE A (her x mark). 
Wiinesses to marks from (1) to (7): 

STANLEY EpGe (Cappo, Interpreter). 

JacoB TOMAHAWK. 

I hereby certify that I am the official interpreter of the Mexican 
Kickapoo Indians from Oklahoma now resident in Mexico, and that I 
correctly and fully interpreted the foregoing letter to each of the sign- 
ers thereof, and caused him to fully understand the same before his 
signature was affixed thereto. The above letter was formulated 
Oke mah in the presence of practically the entire tribe in council as- 
sembled, and received the unanimous indorsement of the tribe, and was 
written by our clerk, E. P. Erney, as dictated and directed by Oke mah, 
our principal headman. 


said that Mr. 
sign to get in 


want Call back this Indian 


2 


PRR 
Da Ol he Co DO 
——~S ew 


JOHNY MINE (his x mark). 


(Mah me qua che mah che ma net.) 
Witnesses to mark: 


STANLEY EDGE. 
JACOB TOMAHAWK, 
Chief Indian Territory Shawnees in Mevzico. 


EAGLE Pass, Tex., 


June 2, 1906. 
Hon. H. M. TELLER, Washington, D. C. 
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jubilant, and are earnestly at work planting winter-wheat ground in 
corn. 


The transfer is recorded after Mexican fashion here with Edward 


Elizondo, a notary public, and then placed in escrow pending the last 
payment formerly referred to. 
Thanking you again for many favors, 
Very truly, yours, M. J. Bentley. 
I think the attempt will be made to have the President refuse ap- 
proval and call the conferees before him. Could you not be present in 


such a case, and also the comnfissioner, s0 that the President may be 
made to fully see the situation? 


M. J. B. 
GRANT OF LANDS TO MANCOS, COLO. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I am directed by 
Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10292) 
granting to the town of Mancos, Colo., the right to enter cer- 
tain lands, to report it without amendment. I unanimous 
consent that it be considered at this sitting. It is very short. 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 


the Committee on 


eal 
ask 


| the bill. 


by | 


DeaAR Str: I am just in receipt of a letter from Mr. Martin J. Bent- | 


ley, who is now at Muzquiz, Mexico, who says that Mr. Thackery and 
the United States district attorney have been to Monclova, Mexico, and 


say they have examined the records and find no transfer of six days of | 


waiter, ete., to Martin J. Bentley. 
have been for several months in our vaults the following papers: 

A contract of sale from Celedonio Galan to Martin J. Bentley. 

A deed to six days of water and the land thereto pertaining from 
Celedonio Galan to Martin J. Bentley. 


A written opinion from Lic. Garza Castillion (a Mexican lawyer) that | 


the said deed is a valid one. 


deed to certain Indians the above land when he makes final payment on 

8 ue, 

he deed from Celedonio Galan to Mr. Bentley is “‘ registered’ in the 

office of Eduardo Elizondo, a notary public at Muzquiz, Mexico, which 
all that is required, under the Mexican laws, to pass title to land. 

hey have no officer designated as a clerk of records, but deeds, etc., are 

zistered (equivalent to our recorded) in the office of a notary public 

y authorized to register public documents. Had Mr. Thackery or the 

strict attorney asked us, we would have shown them the deed and 

uld have also taken pleasure in explaining to them where they could 
nd it recorded in Mexico. 

We believe the papers are good beyond question, and we did not pay 
any of this money until we got the certificate above mentioned from 
Garza Castillion that the papers were in order. 

_ L will say that Mr. Garza Castillion is one of the best known lawyers 
in northern Mexico, and his opinion is accepted by all regarding land 
matters in that country. 

Yours, very truly, 


M 


W. A. Bonnet, President. 





[Copy of letter from Bentley.] 
Mvuzquiz, MExIco, June 2, 1906. 
‘ My Dear Senator: Thinking you should know the situation, I write 
you 


Upon my arrival here I found Mr. Thackery, the Indian agent, with 
an attorney, claiming to be special United States attorney, pretending to 
Investigate titles. They have not learned much of Mexican law, and up 

report no transfer. I have asked the bank at Eagle Pass to write 

1 a full statement. The first transfer is of record here, while they 

ive been hunting at Monclara for it. The local judge ordered all per- 
Sons objectionable to the Indians removed from their camp, and as they 
objected to the agent, he was obliged to go with the rest. About a 


Cozen speculators are here trying to pull the Indians off and induce them 
‘o sell. They brought with them four boys who have been making 
rouble. These the authorities have ordered out of town, and the 
sratters are threatening all kinds of international complications. 
oy is under arrest, but will be released on Monday, 


One 
The Indians are 


t 


({n agreement from Mr. Bentley properly acknowledged that he will | 


late have found no record of the transfer to me, and I presume they | 


I will say that there are now and | 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


> 


PASTURE RESERVE NO. 3, COMANCHE COUNTY, OKLA. 


Mr. LONG. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate may 
consider at this time H. R. 16785, giving preference right to 
actual settlers on pasture reserve No. 3 to purchase lands 
leased to them for agricultural purposes in Comanche County, 
Okla. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Indian Affairs with amendments. 

The first amendment was, on page 1, line 5, after the word 


“act,” to strike out “of this Congress in H. R. 17507” and in- 
sert “approved June 8, 1906;” so as to read: 

That persons who are now in possession of land under leases ap- 
proved by the Secretary of the Interior on pasture reserve No. 3, 


open for settlement by act approved June 8, 1906, etc. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 2, line 24 


, after the word 
“act,” to strike out “of this session of Congress in H. R. 


17507 ” and insert “ approved June 8, 1906;” so as to read: 


The funds received from said sales to be placed to the credit 
Indians the same as other funds provided for in act approved 
June 8, 1906: Provided, That the Secretary shall appoint said com- 
missioners within thirty days from the passage of this act, and said 
commissioners shall make said appraisement and file their report within 
thirty days from the date of their appointments. 


of the 
said 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill 


| to be read a third time. 


| 


The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
VETERINARY 

Mr. WARREN. I ask unanimous consent to call up for pres- 
ent consideration the bill (S. 3927) to increase the efficiency 
of the veterinary service of the Army. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill indicated by the Senator from Wyo- 
ming? 

Mr. BURROWS. Let it be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the bill. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. CARTER. This bill is likely to lead to some discussion, 
and I therefore suggest to the Senator from Wyoming, in 
of the desire to have unobjected bills considered, that he 
draw the request for the time being. 

Mr. WARREN. If the Senator from Montana objects, 
course I have nothing to do but to consent that it go over. 

Mr. CARTER. I do not care to be regarded as objecting to 
the bill, for perchance I might favor its passage ultimateiy, 
I think it will lead to some debate. 

Mr. WARREN. I will say to the Senator that it makes but 
little change, and it ought to be passed before we adjourn. 


SERVICE OF THE ARMY. 


view 
with- 


of 


but 


Mr. NELSON. It will create a new lot of commissioned 
officers in the Regular Army. 

Mr. WARREN. It does not do that; but if the Senator ob- 
jects, of course the bill will go over. 

Mr. NELSON. I should like to have it go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under objection, the bill will go 
over. 


HELEN G. HIBBARD. 
Mr. PERKINS. I ask umanimous consent for the pres 


nt 
consideration of the bill (S. 6268) granting a pension to 


Helen 
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G. Hibbard. It 
very much in need. 
The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, 
iate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its con- 
ration, 
The bill had been reported from the Committee on Pensions 
th an amendment, in line 9, before the word “ dollars,” to 
‘twenty-four ” and insert “ twelve;” so as to make 


short pension bill, and the beneficiary is 


is a 


ted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
ed and directed to place on the pension roll, 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Helen 
idow of James M. Edminster, late of Company BE, 
—— Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at 
of $12 per month. 


and he is 
subject to 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported 
ent was concurred in. 
ll was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
‘d time, and passed. 


DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE RUFUS E. LESTER. 


PRESIDENT. 
resolutions of the House of Representatives relative to the death 
of the Representative Lester, of Georgia, which will be 
read. 

The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 
IN THE Hit E OF 


lred, That the 
of H 


late 


1906. 
of the 


REPRESENTATIVES, June 18, 

House has heard with profound sorrow 

on. Rurvus EZEKIEL 

ite of Georgia. 

‘hat a committee of fifteen Members of the House be ap- 

speaker to take order, superintending the funeral of Mr. 

h, Ga., and to attend the same, 

be ap pointed by the Senate. 

j —_ t-at-Armseof the House be, 

nd dir sd to ‘take such steps as may be necessary 

soli tio ns, and that the necessary expenses in con- 
id out of the contingent fund of the House. 


and he is 


erk communicate these resolutions to the Senate | 


it a > family of the deceased. 
That as a further mark of respect to the memory of the 
ed the House do now adjourn. 


Mr. BACON. Mr. 
the desk. 
Che VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Georgia submits 
resolutions, which will be read. 
The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 


hereof to the 


President, I offer the resolutions I send to 


Resolved, That 
ement of the death of Hon. 
from the State of Georgia. 

d, That cgmmittee of seven Senators be appointed by the 
! officer to join a committee appointed on the part of the 
e of Representatives to attend the funeral of the deceased, at 
nah, Ga. 


of te That the Sec manner communicate these resolutions to the 
of Representatives 
» VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
lutions submitted by the Senator from Georgia. 

The resolutions were unanimously agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT appointed under the second resolu- 
tion as the committee on the part of the Senate Mr. Bacon, Mr. 
Criapp, Mr. Ciay, Mr. 
Mr. OVERMAN. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I move as a further mark of 

ct to the memory of the deceased that the Senate adjourn. 


Rurus E. Lester, late a Representa- 


motion was unanimously agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 


1utes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tues- 
, June 19, 1906, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
ive nominations received by the Senate June 18, 1906. 
A MBASS AND PLENIPOTENTIARY. 


shman, of Pennsylvania, now envoy extraor- 
r plenipotentiary to Turkey, to be ambassa- 
and plenipotentiary of the United States to 
‘igi vacancy. 


ADOR EXTRAORDINARY 


SURVEYORS OF CUSTOMS. 
John R. Puryea 
Paducah, in the 
Frank B. 
Evansville, 


State of Ke 

Posey to be 

in the State of Indiana. 
COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 

ze H. Brown, of North Carolina, to be collector of inter- 


nal revenue for the fifth district of North Carolina, to succeed 
Herschel S. Harkins, removed. 


ntucky. (Reappointment. ) 


(Reappointment. ) 


Ninth | 


to the Senate as amended, and the | 





The Chair lays before the Senate | 


Lester, late a Representative from the | 


with such members | 


Incumbent’s 


the Senate has heard with deep sensibility the an- 


surveyor of customs for the port of 


REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE, 


John Reese, of Broken Bow, Nebr., now receiver of publi 
moneys at that place, to be register of the land office at Brok. en 
Bow, Nebr., vice James Whitehead, whose term expired May 25. 


RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


Darius M. Amsberry, of Broken Bow, Nebr., to be receiver of 
public moneys at Broken Bow, vice John Reese, to be trans- 
ferred to register of that land office. 


PROMOTION IN THE NAVY. 


Capt. William T. Burwell to be a rear-admiral in the Nayy 
from the 6th day of June, 1906, vice Rear-Admiral John J, 
Hunker, an additional number in grade. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 


Lieut. Col. William L. Pitcher, Twenty-eighth Infantry, jo 
be colonel from June 15, 1906, vice Whitall, Twenty-seventh ‘In 
fantry, retired from active service. 

Maj. Bernard A. Byrne, Thirteenth Infantry, to be lieutenant- 
colonel from June 15, 1906, vice Pitcher, Twenty-eighth [n- 
fantry, promoted. 

Capt. Harry C. Hale, Fifteenth Infantry, to be major f 
June 15, 1906, vice Byrne, Thirteenth Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Garrison McCaskey, Twenty-fifth Infantry, to ty 
captain from June 15, 1906, vice Hale, Fifteenth Infantry, }; 
moted. 

Col. Samuel R. Whitall, United States Army, retired, 
placed on the retired list of the Army with the rank of | 
dier-general from June 15, 1906. 


POSTMASTERS. 


ARIZONA, 
Albert L. Smith to be postmaster at Prescott, in the county of 
Yavapai and Territory of Arizona, in place of Albert L. Smith. 
S commission expired April ! 25, 1906. 


ARKANSAS. 
G. H. Taylor to be postmaster at Morrillton, in the county of 


Conway and State of Arkansas, in place of Omar N. Hawkins, 
| resigned. 


COLORADO. 


Clark Z. Cozens to be postmaster at Littleton, in the county 
of Arapahoe and State of Colorado, in place of Maud Olmsted. 


| Incumbent’s commission expires June 27, 1906. 


FLORIDA. 


Guy Gillen to be postmaster at Lake City, in the county of 
Columbia and State of Florida, in place of Berry E. Raulerson. 
Incumbent’s commission expires June 25, 1906. 

Alexander W. Jackson to be postmaster at White Springs, in 
the county of Hamilton and State of Florida, in place of Thomas 
H. Alexander, removed. 

Henry J. Ritcbie to be postmaster at St. Augustine, in the 
county of St. John and State of Florida, in place of Henry J. 
Ritchie. Incumbent’s commission expired June 17, 1906. 

Joseph L. Skipper to be postmaster at Lakeland, in the « : 
of Polk and State of Florida, in place of Joseph L. Skipper. 


| Incumbent’s commission expired January 21, 1906. 
WARNER, Mr. Foster, Mr. FULTON, and | 


ILLINOIS. 


James F. M. Greene to be postmaster at Hillsboro, in the 
county of Montgomery and State of Illinois, in place of James 
I’. M. Greene. - Incumbent’s commission expired May 27, 1906. 

Edw ard a to be postmaster at Galena, in an county of 


Sacninoebett s commission expired June 10, 1906. 

William H. Hainline to be postmaster at Macomb, in 
county of McDonough and State of Illinois, in place of William 
H. Hainline. Incumbent’s commission expires June 24, 1906 

James H. Lincoln to be postmaster at Franklin Grove, in t 


the 


| county of Lee and State of Illinois, in place of James H. Lin 
| Incumbent’s commission expired June 10, 1906. 


James R. Morgan to be postmaster at Maroa, in the county of 


| Macon and State of Illinois, in place of James R. Morgan. In- 


cumbent’s commission expired June 10, 1906. 


William E. Nipe to be postmaster at Mount Carroll, in the 


county of Carroll and State of Illinois, in place of William EP. 
r to be surveyor of customs for the port of | 


Nipe. Incumbent’s commission expired June 7, 1906. 


INDIANA. 


William T. Baker to be postmaster at Alexandria, in the 
county of Madison and State of Indiana, in place of James I’. 
Brenaman. Incumbent’s commission expired March 31, 1900. 

E. T. Botkin to be postmaster at Farmland, in the county of 
Randolph and State of Indiana, in place of William C. West 
Incumbent’s commission expired December 12, 1905. 
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IOWA, 
‘rank B. Fritcher to be postmaster at Nashua, in the county 
Chickasaw and State of Iowa, in place of Frank E. Fritcher. 
:mbent’s commission expires June 30, 1906. 
i. Van de Steeg to be postmaster at Orange City, in the 
» of Sioux and State of Iowa, in place of G. L. Van de 
“ Incumbent’s commission expired June 10, 1906. 
KANSAS. 
A. Arment to be postmaster at Dodge City, in the 
ty of Ford and State of Kansas, in place of James A. 
nt. Ineumbent’s commission expires June 28, 1906. 
nk C. Bevington to be postmaster at Jewell, in the county 
J] and State of Kansas, in place of William C. Palmer, 


1 
“ 


nes 


nson and State of Kansas, in place of James Frey. In- 
ent’s commission expires June 27, 1906. 
eodore Griffith to be postmaster at Great Bend, in the 


of Barton and State of Kansas, in place of Theodore 
h. Incumbent’s commission expires June 24, 1906. 
< uel C. Lobaugh to be postmaster at Harper, in the county 
ner and State of Kansas, in place of Samuel C. Lobaugh. 
nt’s commission expires July 1, 1906. 

R. Peters to be postmaster at Newton, in the county of 
and State of Kansas, in place of Samuel R. Peters. 
hent’s commission expires June 24, 1906. 
rge W. Watson to be postmaster at Kinsley, in the county 

rds and State of Kansas, in place of George W. Watson. 

‘nt’s commission expires June 28, 1906. 

MASSACHUSETTS. 

iam E. Freese to be postmaster at East Walpole, in the 

of Norfolk and State of Massachusetts, in place of John 

se, resigned. 

ph A. West to be postmaster at Provincetown, in the 
y of Barnstable and State of Massachusetts, in place of 
h A. West. Incumbent’s commission expired June 2, 1906. 


MICHIGAN, 


lie L. Hall to be postmaster at Lawton, in the county of 
Buren and State of Michigan, in place of Elmer W. Hall, 


} 


1 
L 


\ 


} 


Charles G. Kellow, to be postmaster at Painesdale, in the 
of Houghton and State of Michigan. Office became 
ntial January 1, 1906. 

MINNESOTA. 

E. Callaghan to be postmaster at Rochester, in the 
f Olmsted and State of Minnesota, in place of Charles 

Callaghan. Ineumbent’s commission expired June 10, 1906. 

dore P. Fagre to be postmaster at Blooming Prairie, in 
uunty of Steele and State of Minnesota, in place of Walter 
cksen, resigned. 


{ ries 


MONTANA. 
Ira L. Kirk to be postmaster at Bozeman, in the county of 
tin and State of Montana, in place of Ira L. Kirk. Incum- 
mmission expires June 30, 1906. 
NEBRASKA, 
es M. Beaver to be postmaster at Scribner, in the county 
Dodge and State of Nebraska, in place of James M. Beaver 
ent’s commission expired January 20, 1906. 
uk D. Reed to be postmaster at Shelton, in the county of 
lo and State of Nebraska, in place of Frank D. Reed. In- 
ent’s commission expired May 19, 1906. 
NEW JERSEY. 
dwin Cadmus to be postmaster at Bayonne, in the county of 
mand State of New Jersey, in place of Edwin Cadmus. 
nbent’s commission expires June 24, 1906. 
NEW YORK. 
bert H. Bareham to be postmaster at Palmyra, in the 
uty of Wayne and State of New York, in place of Frederick 
Clemons. Incumbent’s commission expired December 17, 


S 


] 
| 


Charles E. Sheldon to be postmaster at Sherman, in the 
of Chautauqua and State of New York, in place of 


rles ER. Sheldon. Incumbent’s commission expires June 27, 


Ly 


Claude L. Wilson to be postmaster at Little Valley, in the 
uty of Cattaragus and State of New York, in place of Claude | 


Wilson. Incumbent’s commission expires June 19, 1906. 


NORTH CAROLINA. 
William H. Jenkins to be postmaster at Henderson, in the 
inty of Vance and State of North Carolina, in place of Pryce 
Jones. Incumbent’s commission expires June 24, 1906. 
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OTTO, 
John W. Bath to be postmaster at Elyria, in the county of 
Lorain and State of Ohio, in place of Irving H. Griswold. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired January 16, 1906. 


Henry S. Enck to be postmaster at Leipsic, in the county of 


Putnam and State of Ohio, in place of Henry 8. Enck. In- 
cumbent’s commission expires June 30, 1906. 

Frank A. Gamble to be postmaster at Van Wert, in the 
county of Van Wert and State of Ohio, in place of Clyde A. L. 


Purmort. Incumbent’s commission expired April 5, 1906. 


Allan Graham, jr., to be postmaster at Ottawa, in the county 


| of Putnam and State of Ohio, in place of Allan Graham, jr. 
Incumbent’s commission expired May 19, 1906. 
Homer L. House to be postmaster at Deshler, in the county 


3s Frey to be postmaster at Enterprise, in the county of | 


| 
} 


of Henry and State of Ohio, in place of John Vogt. Incum- 
bent’s commission expires June 30, 1906. 

John Ramsey McElroy to be postmaster at 
in the county of Tuscarawas and State of 
Robert F. Dent, deceased. 

Leslie E. Meyer to be postmaster at Oakharbor, in the cou 
of Ottawa and State of Ohio, in place of Metzge 
ceased. 


William 


New Comerstown, 


Ohio, i 


i p 
John C. r, de- 


D. Pow! 


to be postmaster at Monroeville, in the 
county of Huron and State of Ohio, in place of William D. 
Powley. Incumbent’s commission expired January 16, 1906. 
GCKLAHOMA, 

Alfred F. Deming to be postmaster at Snyder, in th 
of Kiowa and Territory of Oklahoma, in place of Bess L. Baik 
resigned. 

PENNSYLVANIA. 

David M. Graham to be postmaster at Mahanoy City, in tl 
county of Schuylkill and State of Pennsylvania, in place of 
David M, Graham. Incumbent’s commission expired Ap 


1906. 
Burd R. Linder to be postmaster at Orwigsburg 


g¢, in the « 


ounty 


of Schuylkill and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Burd R. 
Linder. Incumbent’s commission expired April 3, 1906. 
Jesse H. Roberts to be postmaster at Downingtown, in the 


county of Chester and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Jesse 
H. Roberts. Incumbent’s commission expired June 30, 1906. 
George W. Schmeltzer to be postmaster at Pine Grove, in the 


county of Schuylkill and State of Pennsylvania, in place of 
George W. Schmeltzer. Incumbent’s commission expired April 
10, 1906. 

William H. Underwood to be postmaster at Washington, in 
the county of Washington and State of Pennsylvania, in p 
of William H. Underwood. Incumbent’s commission expired 
March 10, 1906. 

SOUTH DAKOTA. 

John E. Hipple to be postmaster at Pierre, in the county of 

Hughes and State of South Dakota, in place of Samuel G. 


Dewell. Incumbent’s commission expired March 4, 1906 
TEXAS. 
William C. Smith to be postmaster at Bowie, in the county 
Montague and State of Texas, in of William C. 
Incumbent’s commission expired March 25, 1906. 


place 


rAH. 
John W. Dougall to be postmaster at Springville, in the county 
of Utah and State of Utah, in place of Hugh M 


a 
ceased. 

Peter Martin to be postmaster at Park City, in the county « 
Summit and State of Utah, in place of Nellie M. Thiriot. I 
cumbent’s commission expires June 30, 1906. 

CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate J 18, 1906. 
AMBASSADOR. 

John G. A. Leishman, of Pennsylvania, to be ambassador ex- 
traordinary and plenipotentiary of United States to Turkey. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 

Lieut. Col. Oliver BE. Wood, detailed military secretary, to be 


colonel in the Artillery Corps from June 8, 
Maj. John R. Williams, detailed military secretary, to be Kieu- 
tenant-colonel in the Artillery Corps from June 9, 1906. 


1906 


POSTMASTERS, 
CALIFORNIA, 
Thomas M. Wright to be postmaster at Watsonville th 
county of Santa Cruz and State of California. 
Thomas W. Price to be postmaster at Astoria, in the county of 


Fulton and State of Illinois. 
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William H. Shaw to be postmaster at Canton, in the county 
of Fulton and State of Illinois. 

Joseph T. Van Gundy to be postmaster at Monticello, in the 
county of Piatt and State of Illinois. 

Cassius M. C. Weedman to be postmaster at Farmer City, in 
the county of Dewitt and State of Illinois. 

Sewell P. Wood to be postmaster at Farmington, in the county 
of Fulten and State of Illinois. 

INDIANA, 

James R. Spivey to be postmaster at Bluffton, in the county 
of Wells and State of Indiana. 

larry A. Strohm to be postmaster at Kentland, in the county 
of Newton and State of Indiana. 

IOWA. 

Edna Chesley to be postmaster at Sutherland, in the county of 
O’Brien and State of Iowa. 

William Gray to be postmaster at Clear Lake, in the county 
of Cerro Gordo and State of Iowa. 

William M. Sindlinger to be postmaster at Waterloo, in the 
county of Black Hawk and State of Iowa. 

KANSAS. 

Floyd E. Young to be postmaster at Stockton, in the county 

of Rooks and State of Kansas. 


MICHIGAN, 


Edward L. Bates to be postmaster at Pentwater, in the county | 


of Oceana and State of Michigan. 
k. A. Smith to be postmaster at Wayne, in the county of 
Wayne and State of Michigan. 
NEBRASKA. 

Albert M. Coonrod to be postmaster at Ord, in the county of 
Valley and State of Nebraska. 
NEW YORK. 

county of Cattaraugus and State of New York. 
Leroy H. Van Kirk to be postmaster at Ithaca, in the county 
Chompkins and State of New York. 


OREGON. 


of 


James T. 
of Umatilla and State of Oregon. 
PENNSYLVANIA. 
John Grein to be postmaster at Homestead, in the county of 
Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania. 
Alonzo G. Hudson to be postmaster at Safe Harbor, in the 
county of Lancaster and State of Pennsylvania. 
George R. 
county of Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania. 
liarry G. Smith to be postmaster at West Chester, in the 
county of Chester and State of Pennsylvania. 
John A. Wallace to be postmaster at Chester, in the county of 
Delaware and State of Pennsylvania. 
SOUTH DAKOTA, 
William A, Carter to be postmaster at Castlewood, in the 
of Hamlin and State of South Dakota. 
Kdward G. 
county of Yankton and State of South Dakota. 
WASHINGTON. 
James Ewart to be postmaster at Colfax, in the county of 
Whitman and State of Washington. 


COULLTY 


WISCONSIN, 
John T. 
Lond du Lae and State of Wisconsin. 
Benjamin Webster to be postmaster at Platteville, in the 
if Grant and State of Wisconsin. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, June 18, 1906. 
met at 11 o’clock a. m. 


Chaplain, the Rey. 


g prayer: 


The House 
"| 
it 
impress us, we be 
that truest, 
me we may 

to our 


Chou gr 
eech Thee, with Thy presence and quicken all 
noblest, 


fellow-men. 

- our earthly existence in the absence of one whose vacant 

and draped desk carry to our hearts the unwelcome tid- 
ings that the place which knew him here shall know him no 
more, the faithful service which he rendered his people, his 
St: nation in the committee room and on the floor of 
this House is over. But Thou, O God, are ever the same, and Thy 


ite, his 
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| LESTER at Savannah, Ga., and to atten 


JUNE 18, 
presence is ever with us, and though life is a mystery, strange 
its vicissitudes, death an enigma, yet underlying all, down deep 
in our being is the consciousness of the immortality of the 
soul. Comfort his colleagues and friends, his bereaved wife 
and children with the blessed truth, and impress us witk the 
thought that though he may not return to us we shall surely 
go to him, there to dwell in the realm of eternal bliss forever 
in Jesus Christ our Lord. Amen. : 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and ap. 

proved. 
AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to recommit the agricultural appropriation bill to the Com. 
mittee on Agriculture. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. WAps.- 
WworRTH] asks unanimous consent to recommit the agricultural 
appropriation bill to the Committee on Agriculture. 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

SUSPENSION OF RULES. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that a 
motion to suspend the rules be in order on Tuesday and Wed. 
nesday of this week the same as under the rules it would be 
to-day. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr, 
PAYNE] asks unanimous consent that a motion to suspend the 
rules shall be in order on Tuesday and Wednesday next the 
same as it would be to-day. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

DEATH OF HON. RUFUS E. LESTER. 
Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, it becomes my painful duty 


Is there 


| to announce to the House the death of an honored Member, the 
‘ , * . = PrmmPiTe 7 UESTE ‘ 2 se ‘ $ St; . 

Charlies Herbert Rich to be postmaster at Cattaraugus, in the | Hon. Re FusS E. LESTER, 7 Representative from the tate of 
| Georgia, who for nearly eighteen years has served the State 


| in that capacity faithfully, earnestly, and dewotedly. 


He met 
the great enemy of us all, Mr. Speaker, with that same uncom- 


| plaining courage that he met and discharged all of the duties 


: | of life. 
srown to be postmaster at Pendleton, in the county | 


At some later time I will ask the House to set apart a day 
upon which his colleagues and friends of the House may pay 


| tribute to the memory and services of our deceased associate. [ 


offer the resolutions which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Barr- 
LETT] offers the following resolutions; which the Clerk will! re- 


] | port. 
Morrison to be postmaster at Oakmont, in the | 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the House has heard with 
death of Hon. Rurus EzEkIeEL LESTER, late a 
State of Georgia. 

Resolved, That a committee of fifteen Members of the House be ap- 
pointed by the Speaker to take order superintending the funeral of Mr. 
the same, with such members 


rofound sorrow of the 
Representative from the 


| of the Senate as may be appointed by the Senate. 


Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to take such steps as may be necessary 
to carry out these resolutions, and that the necessary expenses in con- 


Edgerton to be postmaster at Yankton, in the nection therewith be paid out of the contingent fund of the Hous 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House communicate these resolu- 
tions to the Senate and transmit a copy thereof to the family of the 


; deceased. 


Harris to be postmaster at Ripon, in the county of | 


Resolved, That as a further mark of respect to the memory of the 


| deceased the House do now adjourn. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to all of the 
resolutions except the last one. 
The question was taken; and the resolutions were unani- 


| mously agreed to. 


Henry N. CoupeENn, D. D., offered the | 


The SPEAKER announced the following 
BarTLeTT, Mr. Burton of Ohio, Mr. BANKHEAD, 
SPARKMAN, Mr. BisHop, Mr. BRANTLEY, Mr. 
ADAMSON, Mr. HArpwick, Mr. Bett of Georgia, 
CLAYTON, Mr. Davipson, and Mr. BurRGESS. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the last 
resolution. 

The question was taken; and the resolution was agreed to. 

Accordingly (at 11 o’clock and 15 minutes a. m.) the [louse 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


committee : 
Mr. GRiGcs, 
LAWRENCE, 
Mr. Lewis, 


| adjourned until to-morrow. 


Father Soul, above, beneath, around, within, | 


best in our being, that with singleness of | 
erve Thee all the days of our life in a faithful | 
Profoundly impressed by the brief | 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munication was taken from the Speaker’s table and referre:: as 


| follows: 


| 
| 


A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 4 
copy of a letter from the Commissioners of the Disirict 0! 
lumbia submitting an estimate of appropriation for paymex< 
a judgment against the District of Columbia—to the Comm 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


C'o- 
of 


tee 








1906. 





oVBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
; of the following titles were introduced and severally re- 
1 as follows: 
Mr. LEVER: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 176) directing 
sie Secretary of Agriculture to cause a survey and investigation 
made of the swamp and tidal lands of Virginia, North 
( iu. South Carolina, and Georgia, to determine the feasi- 
nd cost of leyeeing and draining said lands, and the 
. to agriculture and the publie health which would result 
n—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
Mr. BARTLETT: A resolution (HH. Res. 
el G. Heidt, jr., amount due for clerk hire 
m Accounts. 
ny Mr. KATIN: A memorial of the legislature of California, 
f ing maintenance of appropriation for hydrographic branch 
Geological Survey—to the Committee on Appropriations. 
o. 2 memorial of the legislature of California favoring the 
nension of section 2324 of the 
nt calamity in that State 
Mining. 


lel 


595) to pay 
to the Commit- 


‘ e 
( 


tevised Statutes on account of | 
to the Committee on Mines 


1 ect 


PRIVATE BIILS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
llowing titles were introduced and severally referred as 


Mr. SMITH of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 20280) to set aside 
in lands to the town of Flagstaff for park purposes—to the 
on the Vublie Lands. 
MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 20281) for the re- | 
of the widow of the late Capt. Daniel C. Trewhitt—to the 
( iittee on War Claims. 
By Mr. REEDER: A bill (H. R. 20282) granting an increase 
to Joseph Morrell—to the Committee on Invalid 


( rice 


of pension 
} OLS. 

Mr. HUFF: A bill (H. R. 
on to Henry D. 


20283) granting an increase of 
sole—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
o, a bill (AH. R. 20284) granting an increase of pension to 
Lewis Hazlett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


\lso, a bill (H. R. 20285) granting an increase of pension to 
A inder Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
\lso, a bill (HL. R. 20286) granting an increase of pension to 


tholomew Holmes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
rs were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
SPEAKER: Petition of Daughters of the American 
lution for aid for the Jamestown Exposition—to the Com- 

e oh Industrial Arts and Expositions. 

Mr. BARCHFELD: Petition of Grange Association of 
sylvania, for pure-food bill (Hepburn bill)—to the Com- 
e on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Mr. DRAPER: Petition of Robert S. Waddell, against the 
ier monopoly—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FULLER: Petition of Board of Trade of Chicago, 

thorough inspection of packing-house meat products—to 
Committee on Agriculture. 
petition of D. Hernan, Streator, Ill, for pure-food bill 
eral inspection of meat-packers’ products—to the Com- | 
e on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

petition of United Trades and Labor Council, Streator, 
for the Gardner eight-hour bill—to the Committee on Rules. 
petition of Chicago Commercial Association, for the 
-subsidy bill or bill for upbuilding of American merchant 
ine—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fish- 








Iso 
I 
red 


SO 


‘ eS 


lso, petition of United German Societies of New York City, | 
furtherance of treaties of arbitration—to the Committee on 
Affairs, 
. GRAHAM: Petition of M. Saperstein, Tarentum, Pa., | 
st the Dillingham-Gardner bill—to the Committee on Im- 
ation and Naturalization. 
\lso, petition of Grange Association of Pennsylvania, for pure- 
bill (Hepburn bill)—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 
\lso, petition of Mrs. Mary S. Ross et al., for investigation of 
ffairs in Kongo Free State—to the Committee on Foreign 


hi 
1 
[i 


e ; 
Lood 


Affairs. 
By Mr. HUFF: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Lewis | 
XL—544 
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Hazlett, Alexander Thompson, Bartholomew Holmes, David W. 


McClure, and Henry D. Bole—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of Hawarden Commercial Club, 

against parcels-post law—to the Committee on the Pi ce 
' and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Samuel W. Jones et al., of Iowa, for nure- 
food bill and Federal meat inspection—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commer 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Paper to accompany Dill for 
relief of Thomas R. Elliott—to the Committee on Inv 1 Pe 
sions. 

By Mr. NORRIS: Petition of Nebraska Stock Grow Asso 


ciation, for Government inspection of ‘king-house ment il- 


p: 


i¢ 


| ucts—to the Committee on Interstate and F gen ( ‘ 
By Mr. WEISSE: Petition of the Sheboygan Herald, t 
tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on W 1 
Means. 
Also, petition of National German-American Alliance, for 
| better system of distribution of immigran in the United 


States—to the Committee on Immigration and 


Naturalization. 


SENATE. 


TurEspAy, Jun 


Prayer by Rey. Utysses G. B. Pierce, 


of the city of \ 
ton. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of ve 
proceedings, when, on. request of Mr. Ha and 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed wit! 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Journal stands app ( 
NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. HALE submitted the following report: 
The committee of conference on the disagre vote t 
two IHlouses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (TI. R 


18750) making appropriations for the naval service for 1 





sen] 
year ending June 30, 1907, and for other purposes, hay 

after full and free conference have agreed to recomm« id do 
recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 9, 34, 
ov, o8, and 47. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the end- 
ments of the Senate numbered 1, 3, 5, 11, 12, 14, 16, 17, 19, 20, 21, 
22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 48, 
49, 50, 52. 53. 54. 57, 58, 59, and 63: ind ag to the s é 

That the House recede from its disagré ent to the nd- 
ment of the Senate numbered 8, and agree to the s with 
amendments as follows 

In line 10 of said amendment strike out th d t 
in lieu thereof a period. 

In lines 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, and 17 of said amendment 
strike out the following: “Provided, That } aft 
and allowances of chaplains shall be the same, rank f 
is or may be provided by law for officers of ‘ 

Medical and Pay Corps, all of whom shall here 

same pay on shore duty as is now provided for sea di f 
provided furthe r, That the present pay | WV « 0 
ofhcer now in the Navy shall not be reduced: P led furti 
and insert in lieu thereof, as a new paragraph 

“That all chaplains now in the Navy above the grade 
tenant shail receive the pay and allowance { 
mander in the Navy according to length of ser 
provisions of law for that rank, and all ch 
Navy in the grade of lieutenant shall receive tl ’ 
pay when on shore duty: Provided, 'That naval ch 
after appointed shall have the rank, pay, and alloy 
tenant (junior grade) in the Navy until they 
pleted seven years of service, when they shall hav 
pay, and allowances of lieutenant in the Navy; and lieutenan 
shall be promoted, whenever vacancies occur, to the ¢ ‘ 
lieutenant-commander, which shall consist of five n ana 
when so promoted shall receive the rank, pay, 1 
of lieutenant-commander in the Navy: Provide urt hat 
nothing herein contained shall be held or co d 1 
the number of chaplains as now authorized by law o1 
the rank or pay of any now serving.” 

In line 17 of said amendment, commencing with t d 
“That,” have a new paragraph; and in lines 17 118 of said 
amendment strike out the words “ pay and;”’ lin] 21 of 


said amendment strike out the words “ 
And the Senate agree to the same. 


pay ar 
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That the 


Ilouse recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
Senate numbered 10, and agree to the same with an 
follows: In line 4 of said amendment strike out 
“rank, highest; ” and in lines 4 and 5 of said amend- 
ke out the comma after the word “ commander” and 
is “and of no higher rank;” and in lines 6 and 7 strike 
‘ds “be appointed from civil life in the manner and 
rt in lieu thereof the word “ receive;” and at the 
amendment insert the following: “ Provided further, 
shall not have the benefit of retirement; ” 
nate agree to the sa 
IIlouse recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
enate numbered 15, and agree to the same with an 
follows: In said amendment, after the word 
strike out the words “three hundred thousand; ” 

the Senate agree to the same. 
hat the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
nt of the Senate numbered 18, and agree to the same with an 
amendment In line 5 of said amendment strike out 
the words “immediately available and to be;” and the Senate 

agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 36, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In the last line of said amendment 
str 
able;”’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the Ui recede 
ment of the Senate numbered 51, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In line 6 of said amendment, after the 
word “graduation,” insert the following: “or that may occur 
for other reasons; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 60, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In said amendment strike out the words 
“one million” and insert in lieu thereof the words “ five hun- 
dred thousand; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 61, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: 
5, insert the following: “ But this provision shall not apply to 
or interfere with contracts for such armor already entered into, 
signed, or executed by the Secretary of the Navy;” 
Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 62, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed 
“thirty-three million 
eight hundred and twenty-nine dollars; ” 
to the same. 


(ty . 
Ouicel 


it as 


as follows: 


use 


and the Senate agree 


On amendments numbered 2, 6, 7, 13, 32, 33, 37, 55, and 56 the | “. re - “ 
ony Paid meee ree rt with reference to their importance and with reference to the work 


committee of conference have been unable to agree. 

EUGENE HALE, 
GEO. C. PERKINS, 
B. R. TILLMAN, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 
GEORGE EDMUND Foss, 
H. C. LOUDENSLAGER, 
ADOLPH MEYER, 

Managers on the part of the House. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
we report. 
The report was agreed to. 
Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate further insist upon its 
still in disagreement and request a further 
with the House of Representatives on the disagreeing 
» two Houses, the Chair to appoint the conferees. 


The question is on agreeing to the 


hnterel 


I] ent(s 


n was agreed to; and the Vice-President appointed | 


Mr. Pi 
rt of the Senate. 
WARREN. Before 
I desire 
Is the 


RKINS, and Mr. TILLMAN as the conferees on 
the Senator from Maine leaves the 
to ask a question, or two questions, for that 


It is 


-+3] 
Sill 


Mr. WARREN. 


presume the Senator has the figures in 
mind, and I should like to know what change the report just 
adopted makes in the sala the chaplains, and what is 
gsrades—that is, per year or 


} ries of 
the maximum of the two different 
per month—that the chaplains shall receive hereafter? 

Mr. HALE. It puts them on the same basis of appointment 
as chaplains in the Army, and they succeed finally to the rank 
of lieutenant-commander. The largest pay of the chaplains 
ultimately is increased from $2,800 to $3,500. 
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ke out the comma and the words “to be immediately avail- | 


from its disagreement to the amend- 





and the | 





insert | 
four hundred and seventy-five thousand | : 
; ; | no complaint about that. 


| of endeavor ought to be properly paid. 


con- | 


amendment regarding the large battle ship still | 
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Mr. WARREN. Does the Senator mean that it amoun: 
that with the longevity service additional, or is that 
straight salary alone? 

Mr. HALE. That is the final salary. They commence tho 
appointment, as they do in the Army, with the salary of a 
lieutenant of the lower grade. Then they are promote jy 
longevity, as in the Army, and when they reach the ray)! of 
lieutenant-commander they receive the same pay that ithe 
present chaplains in the Army receive. 

Mr. WARREN. And the same allowances? 

Mr. HALE. And the same allowances. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I dislike to complain ag inst 
the clergy. I do not intend to complain against th: I 
simply want to complain against Congress. Ninety per cent 
of the ministers of the gospel in this country work very much 
harder than these chaplains and receive very much smaller 
salary. I suppose, however, that a man who is expected to 
save the souls of soldiers ought to be pretty well paid for jt. 
I understand that generally they are not very religiously jp- 
clined. 

The salary is bad enough, and I want to ask the Senator 
from Maine if, in addition to that, the chaplains are entitled 
to the provisions for the retirement of oflicers of the Army and 
Navy? 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. BAILEY. ‘Then, Mr. President, that makes two reasons 
why this provision, for which the Senator from Wyoming js 


5 to 
the 


| s0 solicitous, ought not to be incorporated in the bill. 


Mr. HALE. The conferees strictly confined themselves to 
their right in the matter. 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator from Maine will observe that 
I did not say I wanted to complain against the conference: [| 
said against the Congress. 

Mr. HALE. Congress is always very liberal, and is so with 
chaplains undoubtedly. 


Mr. BAILEY. It has been extravagant. It is bad enough to 


| be liberal with other people’s money; it is inexcusable to be 


se | extravagant with it. 
On page 76 of the bill, at the end of line | 


Mr. HALE. ‘The pressure was from the chaplains. They are 
a very worthy body of men, and are very modest in not asking 
for any advance in pay for any other corps. 

Mr. BAILEY. I, of course, do not contradict the statement 
that the chaplains have been very modest. 

Mr. HALE. In that respect. 

Mr. BAILEY. I never did understand why a soldier of the 
Lord needed a rank in the Army of his country. But I mak 
I am perfectly willing to give them 
the rank, and I am perfectly willing to give them the pay that 
is commensurate with the duties they perform, both considered 


required. But I do declare that these chaplains do less work 


; than 98 per cent of the ministers in actual service through th: 
| yarious States and communities, and they are receiving prob- 


ably double, and it may be more than double, the average pay 
of ministers of equal piety, education, and ability. 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. BAILEY. It seems to me that where a man must work 
as the average minister of the gospel in this country does work, 
he ought to be fairly paid. I believe every man in any field 
But it seems to me that 
the Government, using the funds of the people, ought not to 


' consider itself justified in paying for a given service twice as 


much as that given service commands in what we ¢all the 
“open market.” 

If ministers of the gospel, very learned, very pious, and very 
industrious, serving congregations in the various communities 
of this land are well content with a salary that ranges from 
$1,200 to $2,000, without any provision for retirement, such as 


| the Army and Navy law provides, it would seem that the Con- 


gress ought to have followed as nearly as it could the example 
of our constituents at home, and fixed the salary of these min- 
isters according to the difficulty of their employment. 

Mr. HALE. I am very giad to hear the remarks of the Sena- 


nen: ont wee t f | tor from Texas, and I commend them to the chaplains as being 
one € ( vv » 1A AY rye. | e 
pen, and will be in the next confer- | ,ooq, easy reading. 


CHICKAMAUGA AND CHATTANOOGA NATIONAL PARK. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from the 
chairman of the Chickamauga and Chattanooga National Park 
Commission setting forth the necessity for the immediate recon- 
struction of two bridges, and recommending that an additional 
appropriation be made for this purpose to be included in the 
sundry civil appropriation bill; which, with the accompanyins 
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er, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ing against the adoption of a certain amendment to the sundry 
red to be printed. | civil appropriation bill excluding alcoholic beverages from Sol- 
HYGIENIC LABORATORY, WASHINGTON, D. C. | diers’ Homes; which was referred to the Committee on Military 
rhe VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communieca- | Affars. 
from the Secretary of the ‘Treasury, transmitting a letter | He also presented a petition of the International M ion- 
, the Surgeon-General, Public Health and Marine-Hospital | @ry Union, of Clifton Springs, N. Y., praying for a moderate 
ice, submitting an estimate of appropriation for improve- enforcement of the present Chinese-exclusion law; which was 
t to the grounds of the Hygienic Laboratory, Washington, referred to the Committee on Immigration. 
C., $15,000; which, with the accompanying paper, was re- |. He also presented a petition of the National German-Amer- 
d to the Committee on Appropristions, and ordered to be ican Alliance, of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the ratification 
dd. of international arbitration treaties; which was referred to the 
LEPROSY HOSPITAL, HAWAII. | Committee on Foreign Relations. 
VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- _Mr. NELSON presented the petitions of M. Condon, of Clara 
. from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter | ©!tY; Elorum & Davis, of Amidon; the Farmers’ Elevator Com- 
1 the Surgeon-General, Public Health and Marine-Hospital | Bany, os capi pasar os W. Cham rlain, of Amboy, and the 
ico, submitting an amendment to be included in the sundry | First National Bank, of Luverne, all in the State of Minnesota, 
ypriation bill for the maintenance of the leprosy hos- Seth meer the CRACUNER. Of legislation providing for rigid 
pital in Hawaii; which, with the accompanying paper, was re- | SOver nanan ae of Penne Sey Pees; Weck Wee 
ed to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be | ™ ferred to the mmittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 
ted. _Mr. W ARREN. I present a telegram in the form of a peti 
oo MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. tion. It is from one of the prominent and one of the oldest 
. zene of rhe ig ( , TewnAminge « . hye catt ler } r« a 
AT or from the House of Represemtatives, by Br. W. v- | ae as ar iene ecu Saak ieatians Sanaa an io besa 
Rrow nae ry announced that the House had | stock business. It consists of but three lines. I have had 
1 the following bills: a aaa en eae ee eee te eee, aay Raceciee 
" §. 1031. An act granting to the State of California 5 per cent | | vera! scores of letters and telegrams bearing upon the sam 


of the net proceeds of the cash sales of public lands in said 
State; and 

S, 1442. An act to increase the efficiency of the militia and 
promote rifle practice. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
re thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 
S280. An act to provide a life-saving station at or near 
‘eenhill, on the coast of South Kingston, in the State of Rhode 
and ; 

S. 4250. An act to further enlarge the powers and authority 
of the Public Health and Marine-Hospitai Service, and to im- 
pose further duties thereon ; 


] ( i 





S$. 4806. An act to regulate the landing, delivery, cure, and | 


sale of sponges ; 
H. R. 4464. An act to classify the officers 
fire department of the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 


Poses 5 


II. . 4468. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to provide | 


j for the appointment of a sealer and assistant sealer of weights 
; and measures in the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 





ened the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and | 


and members of the | 


subject. I ask that this telegram may be read. 
There being no objection, the telegram was read, : 

to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry follov 

Wro., Jun 18, 19 


, as 


CHEYENNE 


Hon. F. E. WARREN, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C 


| It is of vital importance to stock raisers that we have prompt legis- 
lation providing for rigid inspection of packing meat products at 
| ernment expense. 





R. S. VANASSEI 
Mr. HANSBROUGH. In connection with the telegram just 
| read I desire to state that last 1 and this morning I re- 
ceived ten or twelve telegrams, very much like the one just 
read and almost in the same language. I did not tl it was 


necessary to present them to the Senate, but I will simply call 
attention to the fact that I received such telegrams, » that 
those who have charge of legislation on the meat question may 
take notice thereof. 

Mr. STONE. I should like to state also that I have received 
}a great number of similar telegrams, which I have not sent to 
the desk, as I did not consider it necessary; but there is great 
interest in the matter in my State. 

Mr. PENROSE presented a pctition of the Civie Clu 


poses,” approved March 2, 1895; adelphia, Pai, praying for the ena tment of legislation to estab 
H.R. 7771. An act for the relief of Judd O. Hartzell: a aeons fore st reserves in the Southern Ay » hian and 
H.R. $428. An act to regulate the construction of dams across | Y pill grace sk Py cae sons ee oe a rae ‘of Phil hia 
navigable waters ; - ee a peo ore nen 2 eee — 7 ae es ae _— 
H.R. 8973. An act to amend section 5200, Revised Statutes | oe ee ee eee er =a e | a" 
of the United States, relating to national banks; | en’ an ae catatoeds Seale ci a Seeiae 
H.R. 10715. An act to establish an additional collection dis- cae oo a. a a 
trict in the State of Texas, and for other purposes; ~ ot resented a memorial of sundry citizens of Oxford 
H.R. 14928. An act for the relief of F. V. Walker; BB kb ca Bagge sg Pace sige lpesamepee caer camels bere 
HI. 2. 14968. An act to amend the internal-revenue laws so as | “126, * OUTS. os ee See Cee ere re 
, to provide for furnishing certified copies of certain records; | a — re ee - pt ee Pp — er ds oe ving 
H. 1.16125. An act authorizing a license and permit to the —_— and ° mA ; Se om ooo * that re ee h 
Corinth and Shiloh Electric Railway Company to construct a aa ae ae re ices 2 . Territori _ ’ — 
track or tracks through the Shiloh National Park and to oper- pe get ppe ig ence ie” ae Serie agar ge os 
ate electric cars thereon ; | mere ae a <ssa Ws r : 7 ) D. Ea oe re David = 
IT. R. 18442. An act to fix and regulate the salaries of teach- | ere Dr I L "Para i. 3 ee Tele ety hears 5- "Ad 
ers, school officers, and other employees of the board of educa- es 1 all a Closte rien ites State of Sais : pa ve 
tion cf the District of Columbia ; | amntte Chien Chios ‘Seton ~ Senator fem the Giate an th ny 
H.R. iSGGS. An act ratifying and confirming soldiers’ addi- | eae rs ect fale went tu the Sematn* wetihets ae ae 1 to pa 
tional homestead entries heretofore made and allowed upon | 4). panie eu ee te 
lands embraced in what was formerly the Columbia Indian Mr. PI ATT 1] oe ee Oil Com- 
Reservation, in the State of Washington ; oadiain ini saimaiears aa 0f Weleville, N.Y lot 1 T 
Hl. R. 19571. An act to authorize the county court of Gas- a Gulfport. Mi I eee cs t tl = 
conade County, Mo., to construct a bridge across the Gasconade | 5 a ro ae a to the s 1 .* ' ch ' 2 
River at or near Fredericksburg, Mo.; eas lin : h were ord i to ] 
, 11. R. 18681. An act to survey and allot the lands embraced He aponee 1 th : lof Dr. M ( IE. P 
thin the limits of the Blackfeet Indian Reservation, in the | ._.,; 4 . N. ¥.. re ae seg : 
State of Montana, and to open the surplus lands to settlement; | ¢ a eat aa ’ . t} iii a 1 cal an oi : ; 
fi. kk. 20070. An act to authorize the Chattanooga Northern th et a which : a lt steed , - 
Railway Company to construct a bridge across the Tennessee | ~ , KNOX presented the 1 orial of : 
River at Chattanooga, Tean.; and Anine Camoany. of Ol ¢ P: 1 
S. R. GO. Joint resolution providing for the purchase of mate- eaniemiiie. P f Pit ae Sie Pa ; 
rial and equipment for use in the construction of the Panama | aa = anieietienlin ne Amant 6 th nal 3 ; 
anal. | relative to pipe lines; which were ordered 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. He also presented petitions of Rev. W. T. 1 tt. of Easton: 
The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a memorial of the North Antisaloon League, of Pittsburg: 1 f ( ( Gen 


American Gymnastic Union, of Indianapolis, Ind., remonsirat- 





eral Assembly, 


*resbyterian Church, of Pittsburg ; 
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E. Dunn, of Philadelphia; D. Hufman, of Ashland; G. F. 
Snyder, of Altoona; Frank Williams, of Ashland; FE. B. Kil- 
linger, of Ashland; David S. Curry, of York, all in the State 
of Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
hibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors in National Soldiers’ 
Ifomes; which were referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs 

Mr. MILL ARD presented petitions of the Nebraska Stock 
Growers’ Association; of J. H. Norsworthy, of Gothensburg; 
of the United States National Bank, of Omaha; of the First 
National Bank of Omaha; of E. D. Gould, of Wolbach; of 
\W. H. Butterfield & Son, of Norfolk, and of H. W. Yates, of 
Om: all in the State of Nebraska, praying for the enactment 

f Jegislation providing for a rigid meat inspection at Govern- 
ment expense; which were referred to the Senate conference 
committee on the agricultural appropriation bill. 

Mr. BLACKBURN presented sundry papers to accompany the 
] (S. 5267) for the relief of the estate of Solomon Jones, 
deceased; which were referred to the Committee on Claims. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. SIMMONS, from the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry, t » whom was referred the bill ‘((S. 5945) providing for an 
inspection of certain agricultural products, and for other pur- 
l reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon 

\ir. BERRY, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred ‘the bill (H. R. 19854) to authorize the board of super- 
\ f Sunfiower County, Miss., to construct a bridge across 
Su wer River, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. KNOX, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 5136) to amend the act creating the 
Spanish Treaty Claims Commission, approved March 2, 1901, 
reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 8214) granting an increase of pen- 

n to Joseph Slagg, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
witted a ieport thereon. 

Mr. SMOOT. from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 14211) granting an increase of pension 
to Deborah J. Pruitt, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 19533) granting an increase of pension 
io Mary A. Hall, reported it without amendment, and submitted 

report thereon. 

Mr. BURNHAM, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 4659) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to John F. Morris, reported it without amendment, and 
: initted a report thereon. 

FORAKER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 12892), granting an honorable 
discharge to Seth Davis, reported it with an amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 









BLANK & PARKS. 

Mr. BAILEY. I am directed by the Committee on Finance, 

whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4580) for the relief of 
Blank & Parks, of Waxahachie, Tex., to report it with a favor 

l mendation, and I submit a report thereon. I ask 
iinimous consent for its immediate consideration. 

The Seere tary read the bill, as follows: 

it enacte That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
] authoriz and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treas 
net ot appropriated, to Blank & Parks, of Waxahachie, 
t : $400, paid under protest to the collector of internal 
t J ‘ex., said payment having been demanded and pay- 
re threats of restraint and sale of said Blank & 
I ty in consequence of a technical violation of the internal- 
re | s of t » United States. 

COT I should like the Senator from Texas to explain 
\ t the technical violation was. Oftentimes we find the inter- 
nal-revenue law violated where a still is operated in the moun- 
1 man will claim that he did not know but that he 
! right to till his own apples and grain, and therefore it 
wis OF technical violation. 

Mr. BAILEY. The violation in this case consisted in the firm 
of Blank & Parks, who were engaged in a marketing business 
at Waxahachie, Tex., ordering, at the request of a restaurant 
} r, 40 pounds of oleomargarine, to be shipped along with an 
order which they had made from Swift & Co. They turned the 
( 1 ine over to the restaurant keeper without any profit 
to themselves or without any thought of profit, he simply pay- 
ing his portion of the freight and the amount which Blank & 
Ps had to pay to the packer. Under the law the internal- 
revenue collector felt called upon to collect from them the tax 
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as a dealer, whereas, as a matter of fact, they were neyor 
dealers. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bili was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. CULLOM submitted the following report: 


Is there objection to the present 


the bill was considered as in (oy). 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of f))o 
= Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. ; 
16472) making appropriations for the legislative, executive, si, 
judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 380, 1907, and for other purposes, having met, after {\)| 
and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recs 
mend to their respective Houses as follows 
That the Seunte recede from its amendments numbe red 27, 


- o> me 


HO 2 


49, 


. S2. 53. 54, 6O. 61, 65, 66, G7, o 76, (xe 78, 7 9, 83, 84, S85 
86, 8&7, 96, 97, 120, 127, 128, 129, 130, 131, 182, 135, 138, cm 11, 
149, 152, 154, 155, 179, 191, 192, 197, oan 201, 202, 204, : 
209, 210, 211, 220, 221, 227, 228, 237, 247, and 250. ; 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ments of the Senate numbered A, 2 3.4 5, G7, 8 & 30,12, 15, 
16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 26, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 
36, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 47, 48, 51, 56, 57, 58, 59, G3 64, 
69, 73, 75, $1, 82, 88, 90, 92, 93, 94, 95, 98, 99, 100, 101, 102, 
103, 104, 105, 106, 111, 112, 113, 114, 115, 116, 117, 118, 119, 
25, 133, 184, 136, 137, 144, 145, 146, 147, 151, 153, 157, 15s. 
159, 161, 162, 163, 164, 165, 166, 167, 169, 175, 176, 177. 17S, 
181, 182, 183, 184, 185, 186, 187, 188, 189, 190, 193, 194, 195, 
196, 199, 206, 212,. 213, 214, 215, 216 217, 218 219, 299 
223, 224, 226, 229, 220, 231, 232, 233, 234, 235, 236, 238. 239. 
240, 242, 248, 244, 245, and 251; and agree to the same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 11, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: On page 5 of the bill, in lines 20 and 


” 


21, strike out the words “ Relations with Cuba” and insert in 
lieu thereof “ Cuban Relations;” and in lines 22 and 23 strike 
out the words “improvement of the; ” and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amen 
ment of the Senate numbered 13, and agree to the same with 
amendinent as follows: In lieu of the number proposed ins¢ nn 
“twenty-one ;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 


ment of the Senate numbered 14, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 


‘thirty-seven thousand eight hundred dollars; ” 
agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 25, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the number proposed insert 
‘twenty-five; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 35, and agree to the same with oi 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said 
amendment insert the following: “sixty-nine privates, at one 
thousand and fifty dollars each;” and the Senate agree to the 
same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend 
ment of the Senate numbered 37, and agree to the same with «an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“seventy-seven thousand six hundred and fifty dollars;” and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 44, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the matter inserted by said 
amendment and insert, on page 82 of the bill, after line 14, as 
a separate paragraph, the following: 

“Tor plans and estimates for a newspaper stack, to be pro- 
cured by the Joint Committee on the Library, if said committee 
shall decide such stack to be necessary, two thousand five hu 
dred dollars.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amen 
of the Senate numbered 46, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In line 2 of said amendment strike ou! 
the word “ hereafter; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment 
of the Senate numbered 55, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ two 
hundred and eight thousand nine hundred and seventy dollars; ” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 


and the Senate 


dment 





Sei koe. 


et 
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‘hat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment 
of the Senate numbered 62, and agree to the same with an 
ndment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ ten 
isand four hundred and twenty doWars;” and the Senate 
ee to the same. 
hat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment 
( he Senate numbered GS, and agree to the same with an 
iment as follows: On page 44 of the bill, in lines 12, 15, 
i4 strike out the words “two superintendents of technical 
( sions, at two thousand seven hundred and fifty dollars 
( ,” and insert in lieu thereof the following: “ superintendent 
mputing division, two thousand seven hundred and fifty dol- 
lars: and the Senate agree to the same. 
hat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment 
of the Senate numbered 70, and agree to the same with an 
endment as follows: On page 44 of the bill, in line 16, after 
the word “ dollars,” insert the words “chief of inspection di- 
on. two thousand five hundred dollars;” and the Senate 
» to the same. 
hat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment 
of the Senate numbered 71, and agree to the same with an 
endment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
‘seventy-three thousand four hundred and sixty dollars;” and 
Senate agree to the same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment 


we 


fete 


ihe Senate numbered 72, and agree to the same with an |} 


tment as follows: 
ndment insert the following: 
iter, one thousand four hundred 


dollars; one typewriter 
ist, one thousand dollars;” 


and the Senate agree to the 


hat the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 

t of the Senate numbered 80, and agree to the same with an 

ndment, as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 

hundred and forty-two thousand five hundred and ferty 
dollar > and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 


In lieu of the matter inserted by said | 
“one stenographer and type- | 


meut of the Senate numbered 89, and agree to the same with an | 


nendment as follows: 
“ forty 2” 


In lieu of the number proposed insert 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 

t of the Senate numbered 91, and agree to the same with an 
endment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
four hundred and thirty-one thousand three hundred and 
thirty dollars; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 
hat the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 107, and agree to the same with 
endment as follows: In lieu of the sum preposed insert 
“forty thousand dollars; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That tne House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 

ent of the Senate numbered 10S, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: 
“one hundred and sixty-five thousand dollars;” and the Senate 

rree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 109, and agree to the same with 

amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
rty-five thousand dollars;” and the Senate agree to the 
e. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 

ent of the Senate numbered 110, and agree to the same with 

amendment as follows: At the end of the matter inserted 
said amendment insert “rent of office and quarters in Ju- 
u;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the ITouse recede from its disagreement to the amend- 

ment of the Senate numbered 121, and agree to the same with 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
ne hundred and sixty-four thousand three hundred and 

eighty-six dollars;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

hat the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 122, and agree to the same with 

n amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said 
unendment insert the following: “two chiefs of division at 
$2,000 each; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 123, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the words inserted by said 
amendment insert the words “three clerks;” and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Chat the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 124, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 


“ $69,380; and the Senate agree to the same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 126, and agree to the same with 
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an amendment as follows: After the word “ For,” in said amend- 


ment, insert the word “ two; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the nd- 
ment of the Senate numbered 140, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 


‘one hundred and one thousand three hund: 
the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 142, and acre: 
in amendment as follows: 
strike out the word “ four” 


a 


ed dollars; ” and 


to the same with 
On page 99 of the bill, in line 25, 
and insert in lieu thereof the word 
> and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 148, and agree to the same with 


an amendment as follows: In lien of the sum propos« insert 





“two thousand dollars; ” and the Senate agree to the s 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the nend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 148, and agree to the s vith 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the number prop sert 
“sixteen; ” and the Senate agree to the s 
That the House recede from its disagreement to th I- 
ment of the Senate numbered 150, and agree to the : ‘ h 
an amendment as follows: In line 2 of said amendm: t 
out the word “ eighteen” and insert in lieu thereof al 
“ sixteen:” and the Senate agree to the 
That the House recede from its disagree t to the end- 
ment of the Senate numbered 156, and agree to the s: th an 
amendment as follows: In lieu ’ the sum proy “1 insert 
“three hundred and fifty-three thousand « t hundr and 
seventy dollars;” and the Senate agree to th 
That the House recede from its disagres it to the end- 
ment of the Senate numbered 160, and agree the same pan 
amendment as fellows: In lines 8 and & « said at ent 
| strike out the words “sixty-one thousand e hund dol- 
lars” and in liew thereof insert the f 
| twelve clerks, qualified as draftsmen, at one thousand two hun- 
dred dollars per annum each; fifty copyisis at nine hundred 
dollars per annum each; and one essenger at six bundred 
dollars per annum; in all, sixty thousand dollars i the 
Senate agree te the same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 168, and agree to the same with an 


amendment as follows: In lieu of the number propesed insert 
“ thirty-five; ”’ and the Senate agree to the same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 


ment of the Senate numbered 170, and agree to the same with an 


|} amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
* $1,769,750: and the Senate agree to the e. 

That the THlouse recede from its disagré nt to the amend- 
ments of the Senate numbered 171, 172, 17: il 174, l agree 
to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike on ll of 
the amended paragraph and insert in lieu thereof the folloy 


In lieu of the sum proposed insert | 


ing : 
“For photolithographing or otherwise producing plat and 
illustrations for the Official Gazette, for werk to be do 


| Government Printing Office in producing Official Gazette, 
including the letter press, the weekly, monthly, b ) . and 
annual indexes therefor, exclusive of expired patents, in all 


one hundred and thirty thousand dollars.’ 
And the Senate 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend 


agree to the same, 


ment of the Senate numbered 180, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said 


amendment insert the folowing : 


“For rent for storage for Patent Office model exhibit, ten 
thousand dollars or so much thereof as may be necessary 


and the Secretary of the Interior shall dispose of a part or 
all of the models of said exhibit, either by 
wise.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 198, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ two 
bundred and twenty-six thousand six hundred and ten dollars; ” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 203, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 


gift, or other- 


“twenty-one thousand nine hundred and ninety dollars;” and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 207, 
an amendment as follows: Before the words 
amendment insert the words “not more than; ” 
agree to the same. 


and agree to the same with 
inserted by said 


and the Senate 
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That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 

S te numbered 225, and agree to the same with 

follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 

and venteen thousand and twenty dollars ;” 
te agree to the same. 

Ilouse recede from its disagreement to the amend- 

the Senate numbered 241, and agree to the same with 

ndinent as follows: In line 3 of said amendment, after 

| “ during the fiscal year 


word “ expended,” insert the words 
en hundred and seven;” and the Senate agree to the 


] nt of the Sen Ili 
imendment as 

hundred 
the Sen 


h { the 


‘hat the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 

nt of the Senate numbered 246, and agree to the same with 

amendment as follows: On page 161 of the bill, after the 

rd “service,” at the end of line 16, insert the following: 

ind the heads of Departments shall cause this provision to be 
enforced; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 248, and agree to the same with 
an amendment follows: Strike out all of said amendment 
after the word “ preceding,” in line 5;” and the Senate agree 
to the same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 249, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: At the end of said amendment, after 
the word “originate,” insert “ 
additional estimate shall be accompanied by a full statement of 
its imperative necessity and reasons for its omission in the 
annual estimates; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

S. M. CULLOM, 

I’. EX. WARREN, 

H. M. TELLER, 

on the part of the Senate. 
Lucius N. LITTAUER, 

L. F. LIVINGSTON, 

on the part of the House. 


as 


” 


Managers 


Managers 


The report was agreed to. 
JURIES IN NEW MEXICO. 

Mr. KNOX. 
diciary, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 19879) providing 
for the manner of selecting and impaneling juries in the United 
States courts in the Territory of New Mexico, to report 
favorably with an amendment. I ask for the present considera- 
tion of the bill as it involves the procedure of impaneling juries 
in the Territory of New Mexico. 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its considera- 
tion. 

The amendment of the Committee on the Judiciary was, on 
page 1, line 10, after the words “ United States,” to insert: 

Provided, That shall for 
Territory 
sufuciently, 
Mr. HANSBROUGH. 
say that I have information to the effect that the juries in 


no person be eligible jury service in the 


to 
the 
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, in which case such special or | 


I am directed by the Committee on the Ju- 


it | 





| superintendent of the Government Hospital 


JUNE 19, 


severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit. 
tee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 6485) granting an increase of pension to §; muel 
Cook (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 6486) granting a pension to John Little; and 

A bill (S. 6487) granting an increase of pension to Israg| 
Plain. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 6488) authorizing tho 
striking of 200 additional medals to commemorate the two hyn. 
dredth anniversary of the birth of Benjamin Franklin; whieh 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commitice oy 
Foreign Relations. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6489) for the relief of Laura 4. 
Wagner; which was read twice by its title, and referrel to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McCREARY introduced a bill (8S. 6490) for the relief of 
A. J. Clark; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. PLATT submitted an amendment proposing to appropri- 
ate $31,000 to pay the day inspectors of customs of the port of 
New York the difference between the per diem salary of $4 paid 


| them during the months of October, November, and December, 


1905, and their proper per diem salary ($5 per diem) for the 
same period, intended to be proposed by him to the general des- 
ciency appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. KEAN submitted an amendment providing for analyses, 


| tests, examinations, or investigations by the Geological Suryey 
| of structural materials, fuel, and mineral substances, intended 

| to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill: 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


Mr. MALLORY submitted an amendment relative to the 
appropriation for vehicles and automobiles for the use of the 
for the Insane, 
intended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropria- 
tion bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment providing that the appro- 
priation made for the Government Hospital for the Insane shall 
be disbursed under the supervision of the Secretary of the 
Interior by the disbursing officer of the Department of the 
Interior, intended to be proposed by him to the sundty civil 
appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DANIEL submitted an amendment relative to the James- 


| town Tercentennial Exposition to be held in Hampton Roads, 


Va., in 1907, intended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil 
appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on 


| Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


itory of New Mexico who does not understand the English language | 
in the opinion of the court, to qualify him for such service. | 


In regard to that amendment, I desire | 


lerritory of New Mexico are composed largely and necessa- | 


rily of Mexicans, and that a great many of those drawn as jurors | 


not 


} 
1} 


can 


comnuy 


speak the English language. I think it is a matter of 
knowledge that in almost all the courts in the Terri- 
tory it is necessary to haveinterpreters. I do not know whether 
the amendment should be 
that a great many of the jurors can not speak the English lan- 
g re they would be disqualified, if the amendment is agreed to. 
Mr. KNOX. 
- SI NI 


rk] is not present, 


as the amendment was proposed 


He also submitted an amendment authorizing the Secretary 
of War to purchase certain lands on the battlefield of Gettys- 
burg, ete., intended to be proposed by him to the general defi- 
ciency appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PENROSE submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $25,000 for the addition of a new roof and the construc- 
tion of a new cornice on the public building at Pottsville, Pa., 


| intended to be proposed by him to the general deficiency appro- 


priation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Publie 


; Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


adopted or not, because if it is true |} 


He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$11,112.22 to pay the estate of David B. Landis, deceased, of 


| Laneaster, Pa., and also $34,055 to pay the estate of Jacob F. 


I regret that the senior Senator from Wisconsin | 


» committee by him, and the committee adopted it upon the | 


that it was a habit in the trial of criminal cases in 
o to send out the interpreter with the jury. We con- 
t matter 
‘ter instead of a trial by jury, and for that reason the 
‘lusion to recommend the amendment. 

rTERSON. Mr. President— 
NSBROUGH. U1 
ill, in 


Ine to The con 


] ‘ 
LICSS 


oO press view of.the fact that the Senator 


and concluded it was substantially a trial | 


the Senator from Pennsylvania | 


nt, I suggest to the Senator that the | 


. KNOX. I have n ti 
'E-PRESIDEN’ 


yn to its going over. 
The bill will go to the Calendar. 
INTRODUCED. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill 6484) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William Cassady ; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced the following bills; which were 


BILLS 
(S. 


| from 


| 


Sheaffer, deceased, of Lancaster, Pa., being amounts found due 
by the Court of Claims for taxes and penalty collected on dis- 
tilled spirits that had been destroyed by fire, intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

VOLUNTEER RETIRED LIST. 


Mr. PLATT submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (S. 2162) to create in the War Department 
a special roll, to be known as the “ Volunteer retired list,” to 
authorize placing thereon with pay certain surviving officers of 
the United States Volunteer Army of the civil war, and for other 
purposes; which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

STATISTICS 

Mr. LODGE. On June 8 I presented to the Senate a letter 
Mr. H. T. Newcomb, of Washington, D. C., submitting 
tables showing comparisons between passenger charges on bu 
pean railways and those in force for similar distances in the 


RELATING TO PASSENGER RATES. 








1906. 


T ed States, being Senate Document No. 479. The print is 
( ely exhausted, and I ask for a reprint of the document. 
10 VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 


GEOLOGY OF THE OWL CREEK MOUNTAINS, 
On 1 on of Mr. WARREN, it was 
Ordered, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 9,000 copies 
of e Document No. 219, Fifty-ninth Congress, first session, with 


iLioDns. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS—GEN. PHILIP H. SHERIDAN, 


On motion of Mr. PENROSE, it was 

0 ( That leave be granted to withdraw from the files of the 
¢ e the papers in the case of “A bill to purchase a bust of Gen. 
I » heridan,” accompanying Senate bill 1111, Fifty-fourth Con- 


t session, copies of the same to be left in the files as provided 
2 of Rule XXX. 


APPEALS IN CRIMINAL PROSECUTIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morn business is closed. 
Mr. NELSON. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
ration of the bill (H. R. 15484) to regulate appeals in crim- 
] prosecutions, 

Mr. GALLINGER. It will be observed by referring to the 
Recorp that unanimous consent was given for the consideration 
this morning of the bill I reported on yesterday—Senate bill 
6147. If that be laid before the Senate, I will be glad to yield 
to the Senator from Minnesota. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate, 
in accordance with the unanimous-consent agreement of yester- 
day, Senate bill 6147. 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 6147) authorizing changes in cer- 
tain street railway tracks within the District of Columbia, and 
for other purposes. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If there be no objection, I will yield to 
the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON], if the bill he wishes 
to call up does not lead to debate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Minnesota asks 
for the present consideration of a bill, which will be read. 

Mr. NELSON. The bill was unanimously reported from the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 15434) to regulate 
appeals in criminal prosecutions, which had been reported from 
the Committee on the Judiciary with an amendment, to strike 
out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


t+ o 
ing 


sid 


Lil 





That a writ of error may be taken by and on behalf of the United 
States from the district or circuit courts to the Supreme Court or the 
circuit courts of appeals, as prescribed in an act entitled “An act to 
establish ctrenit courts of appeals and to define and regulate in certain 
cases the jurisdiction of the courts of the United States, and for other 
purposes,” approved March 3, 1891, and the acts amendatory thereof, 
in all criminal cases, in the following instances, to wit: 

1m the decision or judgment quashing or setting aside an indict- 
ment ; 

rom the decision or judgment sustaining a demurrer to an indict- 
ment or any count thereof; 





rom the decision arresting a judgment of conviction for insufficiency 
of the indictment ; 
From the decision or judgment sustaining a special plea in bar, when 
the defendant has not been put in jeopardy. 

In all t! instances the 
of exceptions as in civil cases. 


Mr. NELSON. 


‘se 
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an appeal from the decision of a judge 


in a criminal case, it is 
| certainly a new departure in the h ry of judicial trials. 

Mr. NELSON. I will say to tl nator it in a great 
many of the States they allow appeals. This only relates to 
cases where the defendant has not been put in jeopardy and 
where he has not been acquitted. If the Senator will read the 
substitute, he will find that the only cases in which a writ of 
error can be taken is, first, from the decision or judgment quash- 
ing or setting aside an indictment; second, fro the de ion or 
judgment sustaining a demurrer to an indictment or any count 
thereof; third, from the decision arresting a judgment of con- 


| expressly provides that no matter 
if the defendant has been acquitted 


| follow 


United States shall be entitled to a Dill 


At the suggestion of the Senator from Colo- | 


rado [Mr. TerieR], who is not here, I offer an amendment to | 


come in at the end of line 15 of the committee amendment. 
The Srcrerary. After the word “ 
insert the following proviso: 








Provided, That if on such writ of error it shall be found that error 
in the z of the court during the proceeding or trial and the ver- 
dict was in favor of the defendant, such verdict shall not be set aside. 

Mr. CULBERSON. The Secretary was interrupted in the 


reading by a message, and I did not get its full force. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will again read the 
amendment to the amendment. 

The Srcrerary. In one of the eases the committee reported 
is the following: 

From the decision or judgment sustaining a special plea in bar, when 
the defendant has not been put in jeopardy. 

To this the following is offered as an amendment: 

Provided, That 
in the m 
di 


if on such writ of error it shall be found that error 
iling of the court during the proceeding or trial and the ver- 
t was in favor of the defendant, such verdict shall not be set aside. 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. CLAY. I would be glad if the Senator in charge of the 
bill would explain it. As I understand the bill, and I only 
caught it as it was read, it gives the Government of the United 
States the right of appeal in criminal cases in certain instances, 
and it is certainly a new departure. I would be exceedingly 
glad if the Senator would explain it. I have not had time to 


read the bill carefully, but when the Government undertakes 


jeopardy,” line 15, page 2, | 


viction for insufliciency of the indictment, and, 
decision or judgment sustaining a spe 

defendant has not been put in jeo} . dy. 
which I offered on behalf of the senior 


fourth, from the 
ial plea in bar, whe 
Then the ame { 
Senator from Colorado 
rs may be found, 

nd of it; he 
proposed the 


and if ac- 


m the 












that is 
will not be tried again. Under the amend 
defendant can not be put in jeopardy a second time, 
quitted he can not be tried a second time. 

Mr. CLAY. I see on page the bill provides for a writ of 
error from the decision or judgment quashing or setting aside 
an indictment. 


the ‘ 


ment as 


Now, if the defendant is indicted on the ecrimi- 
nal side of the court and there is a defect in the indictment and 
the judge quashes the indictment, there is nothing to do but 
send it to the grand jury or get a new indictment. That has 
been the immemorial practice since our Government was or- 
ganized. 

Mr. NELSON. I will say to the Senator that sometimes an 
indictment is set aside on the ground that the law under which 
he indictment was found is held to be unconstitutional. The 
object is to allow the Government to take the case up and get a 


ruling of the Supreme Court. 

Mr. CLAY. I desire to call the Senator's attention to this 
fact: If a defendant under this bill indicted and the indict- 
ment is quashed for any irregularity or defect, and the Gov- 
ernment of the United States desires to take that to a 
higher court, the defendant is compelled to employ counsel and 
his case in the higher court before there has been any 
trial, when under the present law all that would have to be done 
would be to indict him again, and then he could stand his trial 
at home and save the necessary expense. 

Mr. NELSON. But it may be that if the case goes up to the 
appellate court and the decision of the appellate court involves 
the question of the constitutionality of the law under which the 
defendant is prosecuted, the decision of the appellate court may 
end the case and there may be no subsequent indictment. This 
bill was carefully considered by the Judiciary Committee, and 
every member of that committee agreed to it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I rose simply to say that 
I yielded with the understanding that the bill would not be 
debated, and if it is to be debated I must object to its further 
consideration. 

Mr. CLAY. 
passes, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
place on the Calendar. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I yield to the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
De@LLIveR] if the bill he wishes to call up does not lead to de- 
bate. 


is 


case 


I would prefer to look into the bill before it 


The bill will lie over, retaining its 


SAC AND FOX INDIANS. 


Mr. DOLLIVER. I ask unanimous consent 


for the consider: 


tion of the bill (H. R. 10138) to provide for the annual pro 
rata distribution of the annuities of the Sac and Fox Indians 
of the Mississippi between the two branches of the tribe, and 
to adjust the existing claims between the two branches as to 
said annuities. 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection 


the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its 
consideration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
VINCENNES UNIVERSITY, INDIANA. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I yield to the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
IHEMENWAY] if the measure he desires to call up does not lead 


debate. 
Mr. HEMENWAY. I ask unanimous conse 
} consideration of the joint resolution (S. 


| to 
nt for the present 


R. 52) authorizing the 


Secretary of War to donate to the board of trustees of \ 

| cennes University, Vincennes, Ind., such obsolete s 1d 
| other military equipments now in possession of said university, 
} to be used in military instruction. 

| The Secretary read the joint resolution, and by unat ous 
consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 


| its consideration. 
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The solution was reported to the Senate without 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


ail ‘emeeninaat 
nd passed. 


joint re 
ordered 
third time, : 


:mendment, 


the 


LAND GRANTS 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President- 
Mr. GALLINGER. If there be no objection I will yield to 
» Senator from North Dakota if his bill does not lead to de- 


TO NEW MEXIOO, 


HANSPROUGH. 


PSO 


The bill for which I ask consideration 
It has heretofore been read, and there was 
to it on that occasion by the Senator from Wis- 
u, who has since advised me that he withdraws his objec- 
n to it. I think there will be no debate upon the bill. 
he VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from North Dakota 
unnnimous consent for the present consideration of a bill, 
the title of which will be stated. 

The Secrerary. A bill (H. R. 18600) to amend section 10 of 
of Congress approved June 21, 1898, to make certain 
grants of land to the Territory of New Mexico, and for other 
]) Wl “CS, 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to amend 
section 10 of an act of Congress approved June 21, 1898, to 
make certain grants of land to the Territory of New Mexico, 
and for other purposes, so as to read as follows: 


muse bill 


h made 


4 
an act 


Sec. 10. That the land reserved for university purposes, including 
nll saline lands, and sections 16 and 36, reserved for public schools, 
may be leased under such laws and regulations as may be hereafter 
prescribed by the legislative assembly of said Territory; but until the 
meeting of the next legislature of said Territory the governor, secre- 
tary of the Territory, and the solicitor-general shall constitute a board 
for the leasing of said lands, and all necessary expenses and costs in- 
curred in the leasing, management, and protection of said lands and 
leases may be paid out of the proceeds derived from such leases. And 
it shall be unlawful 
timber growing upon the lands leased under the provisions of this act, 
and not more than one section of land shall be leased to any one per- 
or association of persons, except when in the opinion 

» Secretary of the Interior the leasing of a larger area is deemed 

and no lease shall 

and all leases shall terminate on the admission of said Territory 

‘ state; and all money received on account of such leases in excess 
of actual expenses necessarily incurred in connection with the execu- 
tion thereof shall be placed to the credit of separate funds for the use 
institutions, and shall be paid out only as directed by the 
legislative as 
herein 
lands which may be leased only as above provided, may be sold under 


s0n, corporation, 


of said 


lative assembly of said Territory; and all such necessary costs and 
expenses as may be incurred in the management, protection, and sale 
of said lands may be paid out of the proceeds derived from such sales ; 
and not more than one quarter section of land shall be sold to any one 
person, cor} 
or any 
ind all money received on account of such sales, after deducting the 
tual expenses necessarily incurred in connection with the execution 
‘of, shall be placed to the credit of separate funds created for the 

s named in this act, and shall be used only as the 
said 


pective purpose 
legislative assembly of 
lands are made: Provided, That such legislative assembly may provide 
for leasing all or any part of the lands granted in this act on the 
same terms and under the same limitations prescribed above as to the 
lands that may be leased only; but all leases made under the provi- 
ons of this act shall be subject to the approval of the Secretary of 
Interior, and all investments made or securities purchased With 
r ds of sales or leases of lands provided for by this act shall 

set to like approval by the Secretary of the Interior. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


NORTHWEST NORMAL SCHOOL AT ALVA, OKLA, 


Mr. LONG. Mr. President—— 
(;ALLINGER. Mr. President, the Senator from Kansas 
| to me that he has a bill which will not lead to debate, 
| vield to him to ask for its consideration. 
* LONG. 
ation of House bill 11787. 

VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kansas asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill 
named by him, the title of which will be stated. 

The Secretary. <A bill (H. R. 11787) ratifying and approy- 
ing an act to appropriate money for the purpose of building 
additional buildings for the Northwestern Normal School at 
Alva, in Oklahoma Territory, passed by the legislative assembly 
of Oklahoma Territory, and approved the 15th day of March, 
WOOD. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


} 
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to cut, remove, or appropriate in any way any | 


be made for a longer period than five | 





Territory may direct, and only for the | 
e of the institutions or purposes for which the respective grants of 


I ask unanimous consent for the present con- | 
| desires the opinion of the Supreme Court on it, can request that 





JUNE 19, 


JOHN W. WILLIAMS, 


Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Hanjp.- 
shire yield to the Senator from Kentucky? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I yield to the Senator from Keniu y, 
who has stated to me that he has a small House bill for which 
he desires consideration, which will not lead to debate. 

Mr. DANIEL. I hope the Senator from New Hampshire wil] 
let us introduce a few routine matters. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 3459) for the relief of John \y 
Williams. I am sure it will lead to no debate. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary 
of the Treasury to pay to John W. Williams, of Powell County, 
Ky., $200 for one horse purchased by him at Government le 
June 3, 1865, and recovered by the legal owner by judicial pro- 
ceedings, which established a lack of title in the Govern it 
and made Williams liable for the value of said horse and co 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendinent, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SPANISH TREATY CLAIMS COMMISSION. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, the Senator from Pennsy]l- 
vania [Mr. Knox] informs me that he has a bill in wich the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. Petrus] is interested. The Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania is about to leave the city, and I will 
yield to that Senator, if the bill for which he desires considera. 
tion does not lead to debate. 

Mr. KNOX. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (8S. 5186) to amend the act creating the 
Spanish Treaty Claims Commission, approved March 2, 1901, 


. 


| The bill was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary this 


morning. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Pennsylvania 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the )ill 
named by him. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on the Judiciary with amendments: which 
were, on page 2, line 10, after the word “ brought,” to insert a 
eomma and the words “or to be hereafter filed;” on page 2, 


| * » . - oe ” ; € » 
embly of said Territory and for the purposes indicated | [ime 12, after the word “cases,” to insert a comma and the 


The remainder of the lands granted by this act, except those | 
: I ; ler | sion;” and in line 21, after the word “ Navy,” to strike out 
such laws and regulations as may be hereafter prescribed by the legis- | 


words “including those heretofore passed on by said Commis- 


“not heretofore filed, or which shall not be filed, which are 
hereby allowed, within six months from the passage of this act 
shall be forever barred” and to insert “ growing out of the de- 


structi sai ¢ shi > ay be file 
ation, or association of persons, and no sale of said lands | struction of said battle ship, not heretofore filed, m ly be filed 


portion thereof shall be made for less than $1.25 per acre; | 


with said Commission within six months from the passage of 
this act, and if not so filed shall be forever barred.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, I ask that the title of the bill 
be again stated. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The title of the bill will be read by 
the Secretary. 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 5136) to amend the act creating 
the Spanish Treaty Claims Commission, approved March 2, 101. 

Mr. CARTER. From what committee was the bill reported? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It was reported this morning from 
the Committee on the Judiciary by the junior Senator from 
Pennsylvania {[Mr. Knox]. 

Mr. CARTER. That, I understand, is the bill which provides 
for appeals to the Supreme Court of the United States? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. No. 

Mr. KNOX. This bill does not provide for such an appeal; 
but provides for a certiorari. It provides practically the saine 
right which exists under the present court of appeals act—that 
is, the Commission itself, when a question of law arises and it 


opinion; and the Supreme Court, upon such application, if it 


thinks the question of sufficient importance to challenge its at- 


tention, may send for it by writ of certiorari; but there is no 
appeal granted. 

Mr. CARTER. It does not in any respect limit the power 
the Commission or provide that it shall have any greater power? 

Mr. KNOX. No, sir. 

Mr. BURROWS. Has the bill been read, Mr. President? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill has been read, and is now 
in the Senate. 

Mr. BURROWS. I should like to hear it again read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read as it has been 
amended. 


if 
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rhe Seeretary read the bill as amended, as follows: 


t enacted, etc., That section 13 of an act entitled “An act to 
nto effect the stipulations of article 7 of the treaty between the 
| States and Spain concluded on the 10th day of December, 18938,” 
i Mareh 1901, be amended so that the same will read 


sec. 13. That the Commission may, as to any question of law aris | 
ion the facts in any case before them, state the facts and the | 


tion of law so arising and certify the same to the Supreme Court 
United States for its decision, and said court shall have juris- 
1 to consider and decide the same. In any case heretofore finally 
ined and decided, or that may hereafter be finally determined and 
. by the Commission created by this act, it shall be competent for 
Supreme Court to require, by certiorari, any such case to be certi- 
the Supreme Court for its review and determination. But such 
ition to the Supreme Court for the writ of certiorari in any such 
retofore decided shall be made within one year from the passage 
id in any such case hereafter decided within one year after 
sion of the aforesaid Commission therein: Provided, That 
me provisions shall not apply to any case brought, or to be 
r filed, on account of personal injury or death sustained by 
1 of t destruction of the battle ship Maine, but that in all such 
ineluding those heretofore passed on by said Commission, the 
ssion, except to show the extent of the injuries received, shall 
ow or require any testimony other than such as may be deemed 
y to show that the plaintiffs are the parties injured, or their 
of kin or legal representatives, and shall make awards as in other 
of such amounts as will in equity and justice compensate the peti 
such awards to exeeed in no case the sum of $4,000; and all 
in favor of officers, sailors, or marines of the United States Navy, 
g out of the destruction of said battle ship, not heretofore filed, 
filed with said Commission within six months from the passage 

; act, and if not so filed shall be forever barred.” 









he 


' bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
third time, and passed. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT GREAT FALLS, MONT. 
he VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a message 
from the House of Representatives, returning to the Senate, in 
pliance with its request, the bill (S. 544) to provide for the 
jase of a site for a public building in the city of Grea 
Mont. 
CARTER. I ask that the motion heretofore entered by 
1 league [Mr. Clark of Montana] to reconsider the vote by 
h the bill was passed be submitied to the Senate. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The question is on the motion here- 
tofore submitted by the Senator from Montana [Mr. CLarK] to 
nsider the vote by which the bill was passed. 
(‘he motion was agreed to. 
\ir. CARTER. I move that the bill be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Publie Buildings and Grounds. 
Lhe motion was agreed to. 
DISTRICT STREET RAILWAYS, 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
eration of the bill (S. 6147) authorizing changes in certain 
street railway tracks within the District of Columbia, and for 
other purposes, 
Mr. GALLINGER. I ask, Mr. President, that the amend- 
ments reported by the Committee on the District of Columbia 
now be stated. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments reported by the 
tittee on the District of Columbia will be stated. 
The first amendment was, in section 1, on page 1, 


balls, 


af 
Vir 


Pine 


after the 


word “avenue,” at the end of line 6, to insert “ with such north- 
erly deviation as may be necessary to bring the tracks imme- 
diately in front of and adjacent to the main entrance to the 
Union Station; ” so as to make the section read: 
That the City and Suburban Railway, of @Vashington, be, and it 
reby is, authorized and required to construct a double-track exten 


on of its lines from New Jersey avenue and G street NW. eastwardly 
and along Massachusetts avenue with such northerly deviation as 
iy be necessary to bring the tracks immediately in front of and ad 
jacent to the main entrance to the Union Station to junctions with the 
existing tracks at Third and D streets NE. and at the northwest corner 
Stanton square; also to extend its double tracks on North Capitol 
treet southwardly from the intersection of G street to Massachusetts 


venue to connect with the tracks of the City and Suburban Railway 
reinbefore authorized; also to construct a double-track extension, 
inning at the intersection of East Capitol street and First street 
t. south on First street east to E street south, to the now existing 


‘<s of the Anacostia and 


Potomac River Railroad Company at E 
t. 


‘The amendment was agreed to. 
‘The next amendment was, in section 2, on page 2, Jine 14, 
after the word “ authorized,” to insert “also a double-track 


loop on the Unicn Station plaza connecting with the four tracks 

provided for in section 6; ” so as to make the section read: 

. 2. That the Washington Railway and Electric Company be, and 

it hereby is, authorized and required to construct a double-track exten 
on of its line from Delaware avenue and C reet northeastwardly 


t 
st 
ong Delaware avenue to Massachusetts avenue, there to connect with 


SEC 


he tracks of the City and Suburban Railway, of Washington, herein 


before authorized; also a double-track loop on the Union Station plaza 
connecting with the four tracks provided for in section 6, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, on page 2, line 
after the words “ Union Station,” to strike out “thence across 


os» 


--: 


as | 
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said plaza to Massachusetts avenu and insert “ together with 
a double-track loop passing in frent of the statio m said 
plaza; and on page 3, line 5, after the words “ Florida 
nue,” to insert “ also a double-track extension for co r its 
lines from First and B streets northeast southerly along First 
street to B street southeast; ”’ so as to make the tion read: 

, NEC, o. That the Capital Tracti ( ' vy of tl D 

bia be, and it hereby is, authorized and requ ( i 

track extension of its lines from C€ st t and ‘ 
east northeasterly along Delaware av to t t « : 
proposed Union Station, together wit 1 dor t 
front of the station on said plaza, and northy ' 
chusetts avenue to New Jersey and ft ’ 

avenue to Florida avenue; thence along | i ‘ tion 
with its present tracks at Seventh street and | ida r 

also a double-track extension of its line beg he ve L 
Streets northwest; thence eastwardly along ‘I t ! 
with Florida avenue: also a double-trac} 3 
lines from First and B streets northeast s« l I , 
B street sout! east. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 5, on page 3, line 16, bh 
fore the word “ years,” to strike out “ three” and t “two; 
and in line 20, after the word “ determine,” to st out “All 
work to be done in accordance with plans acceptable to and - 
proved by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia ;” so 
as to make the section read: 

Sec. 5. That the construction of the aforesaid stre il 
shall be commenced within one year and completed within » ye 
from the date of the passage of this act; and in defau of i 
mencement or completion within the time in this se mn ! I 
rights, franchises, and privileges granted by this act shall imme 
cease and determine. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 6, on page 4, line 6, be- 
fore the word “ tracks,” to insert the word “ double: ” so to 
read: 

Provided, That there shall be at least tw t 
mediately in front of the main t » t Sta ) y 
Massachusetts avenue, the m« n erly rail being t me tl ) 
feet south of the said main entran 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, to strike out section 8, as follows: 

Sec. 8. That all acts or parts of acts inconsistent herewith are 
hereby repealed. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 4, line 17, to insert as a 
new section the following: 

Ss 8. That authority is hereby en the ¢ . ' 
District of Columbia to use such po I of ‘4 I 
in their judgment be necessary for } ‘ ad | 
street railway use. And authorit ereby i the ¢ ners 
to acquire by pure hase or to « aemn i é o 
for street purpcses so much of re 626 lyi ! f i 
building line of sq re 567 extended as t Li de } 
the cost of acquiring said property as above gs 
the Capital Traction Company the City nd i Ita y 
Company: Provided, That where a portion of ¢ i to 
be acquired as above the said Commissioners may, in t L, 
acquire the entire lot; the’ portion thereof, whet ) i , 
south of the north building line of square 567 exter 
joint property of the said City and Suburban R ( i i 
the said Capital Traction Company s soon as the ent cost 
quisition as above specified shall be paid by ther 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I wish to say, Mr. President, that that 
is rather a remarkable amendment It authorizes the ¢ 
missioners of the District of Columbia to acquire propert y 
condemnation, and theu turns it over to the corporat 
My attention had not been called to the an ent until I 
heard it read. It seems to me to be rather a strange procedure. 
I may be wrong about it, but I call the attent wyers 
of the Senate to the provision. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let the question be taken, Mr. Pr it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The question nm agr r to the 
amendment of the committee, which has been stated. 

Mr. SCOTT. Has the amendment been printed 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is in the bill, I will say to the Senator 
from West Virginia, and if he will examine the bill he will find 
it there. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I reserve the right to e¢all attention 
to this amendment later, after the bill shall have heen reported 
to the Senate. 

The next amendment reported by the C tee on the D 
trict of Columbia was, on page 5, after line 12, to insert as a 
new section the following: 

Sec. 9. That any and all of the said companies are herel a 
ized to construct temporary tracks on plans la ret 
may be approved by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia 
from the new Union Station to the intersection of C street with Dela- 





CONGRESSION 


eet, and 
truction 
acks to 


to operate cars thereon by 
of the permanent tracks 
be removed on the com- 
I ent tr: .S. 
I ask the Senator from New Hampshire if 
to be a time limit on the use of overhead tro!- 
: ; sy ~~ 
sht so happen the street railways would use 
for years, 
LUINGER. 


not 


that 


: he time limit for completing these ex- 
two years, and the presumption is that they will be 
in a frac tio: mn of that time; but, in the event of the 
improvements not being made, it is manifest that 
to be an allowance for this little spur to accommo- 

raveling public. It will not be kept there any longer 
solutely necessary, I assure the Senator. 
PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
2 of the committee. 

mendinent was agreed to. 

‘xt amendment of the Committee 

was, on -.page 5, after line 21, 

llow 
That 
rized, 
in 
away 
lai 


on the District of 
lumbia to insert as a new sec- 
tion the f 


SEC. 10 


} 


ing: 
the construction of the new 
the Commissioners of the District of Columbia deem 
rder to r nably accommodate vehicular traffic, to 
of any street or streets in which such track or 
tl ind expense of such widening, including 
the adjustment of all underground 
iblic appurtenance, shall be borne by the 
company, the said railway company shall deposit 
i t lector taxes of the District of 
: of changing widening the said street or streets, 
e done by Commissioner and whenever, at any future 
! sai ‘ommissioners it necessary to widen the 
fF any or upied by the extensions herein 
said railway company shall bear one-half the cost of widening 
improv uch street or streets, to be collected in the same 
as the « of laying or repairing pavement lying between the 
rail tracks of said street railroad and for a 
fee or to such track or 
tion 5 of an act entitled *“*‘An act to provide a permanent form of 
government for the District of Columbia,” approved June 11, 1878S. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 6, after line 20, 
‘w section the following: 
11. That whenever in the construction of any of the 
thorized it is necessary, in the opinion of the Cx 
ve, paving or otherwise, the roadway of any street occu- 
ch track or tracks, said company shall adjust the grade of 
; to u e new grade of the street or streets, the cost thereof to 
j id company in the same manner as the cost of paving 


<terior of the tracks of the street railroad companies, as 
in the preceding section. 


amendment was agreed to. 
next amendment was, 
ion the following: 


wherever, 


li KS, 
nstr 
id 1 


and 


of 
and the work 


time, 


h 
it 
v 
ti 
tl 
c 
sai 
wi 
Cc 
bs 

t 

( 


streets oce 


manner 
exterior 
distance 


to insert 


ymmissioners, 


DY 


The 
a new sect 

Sec. 12. That the arrang 
the lines of the plaza in front of the Union Railroad Station shall be 
in accordance with the plans approved by the Commissioners of the 
ldistrict of Columbia, and all work of constructing the extensions herein 
authorized shall be executed in accordance with plans to be approved 


by 1 mimissioners of the District of Columbia, and under a permit 
or permits by the said Commissioners. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next nendment was, on page 7, after line 12 
as a new the following: 


13. That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent herewith are 
sailed, 


S¢ ction 


y rey 
agreed to. 

I ask the Senator from New Hamp- 
es the committee amendments? 
I will say to the Senator. 
offer the amendment which 
a new section 


The amendment was 
Mr. HWANSBROUGH. 
hire whether that complet 
r. GALLINGER. It does, 
IIANSBROUGH. I 
a kx, to be added 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
SECRETARY. On page 7, after line 12, it is proposed to 
ection the following: 


ry railw 


as 


or 


ay 
ori of 


company now authorized by law, 
to operate cars on any 
District of Columbia, and 
pastries including the Chesa- 
* Electric Lighting and 
npany, and the George- 
y i. the collector of taxes of 
= addition to the taxe ‘Ss 

al to 12 per cent of the 
all be 
ts fro ym ¢ ; 
ir, excluding int 
tensions, and enl: 


of A) 


' said 


any, 


so 


all | equitable system of taxation. 
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tracks | 


Columbia the estimated | 
to | 





roadway | 
authorized | 
and | 


of 2 | 


track ‘ks is collectible under the provisions | 


| Burnham 


rates to their names. 
on page 7, after line 4, to insert as | 


ement of all tracks herein authorized within | 


, to insert | 


I send | 


| Ben 
| Berry 
| Beveridge 


tracks | 
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an amount equal to 14 per cent of said appraised value, as now pr 
vided for by law for general taxation of personal property in « 
District, which shall be in lieu of the 12 per cent per annum tax 
net incomes, as above provided, and of the gross earnings tax now 
vided by law: And provided fur , ther, That the real estate of all ; 
street railway companies in the District of Columbia shall be taxe 
other real estate. 


The VICE-PRES 
amendment of the 


IDENT. The question is on agreeing to ¢} 
Senator from North Dakota. [Putting the 
question.]| By the sound the “ ayes” have it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask that the question be again put, Mr, 
President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
tion. [Putting the 
have it. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I ask for a division. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WARREN. Am I too late to ask that the amendment 
again read? 

Mr. GALLINGER. 
wishes. 

Mr. 'TILLMAN. 
Senator please. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Very well; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The 


The Chair will again put the ques- 
question.] By the sound the “noes 


” 


be 


I will let the Senator read it, if he 


Other Senators would like to hear it, if the 


let it be read. 


amendment will be 


again 


| read. 


The Secretary. On page 7, after line 12, 
add as a new section the following 

Mr. SCOTT. I suggest the absence of a quorum. If the 
amendment is to be again read, I think it would be well for the 
Senate to hear it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The absence of a quorum being 
suggested, the Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names. 
Allee Culberson 
Ankeny Cullom 
son Daniel 
Dick 
Dolliver 
Flint 


it is proposed to 


Perkins 
Piles 
Rayner 
Scott 
Smoot 
Stone 
Sutherland 
Taliaferro 
Tillman 
Warren 
Whyte 


Hopkins 
Kean 
Kittredge 
La Follette 
Lodge 
Long 
MeCumber 
MeLaurin 
Mallory 
Martin 


Blackburn 
3randegee Foraker 
Sulkeley ¥ vi azier 
Burkett Fuiton 

Gallinger 

Gamble Morgan 

Hansbrough Patterson 
VICE-PRESIDENT. Forty-seven Senators have an- 
A quorum is present. The Secretary 
will again read the amendment proposed by the Senator fr 
North ‘Dakot: i 

The Secretary again read Mr. HANsprovuGn’s amendment. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President, I had supposed that 
most of the members of the Senate understood the purport of 
this amendment, because the matter was up in the Senate some 
three or four weeks ago and was debated at some length. The 
bill was subsequently recommitted to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia on the request of the chairman, for the reason 
that it appeared that the managers of the public-service corpora- 
tions of the District desired to be heard on the question of taxa- 
tion. The bill remained in the committee for some weeks, but 
was finally reported out, or at least that portion which has been 
read this morning was reported out. 

The amendment which I have proposed, Mr. President, pro- 
vides for a tax of 12 per cent on the net earnings of the public- 
service corporations in the District of Columbia. Twelve per 
cent upon the net earnings of these corporations it is believed 


Burrows 
Carter 


The 


om 


| will amount on an average to less than the percentage which is 


now paid by the private citizens of the District. With respect 
to those corporations that have net earnings, of course the tax 


| will amount to more than they now pay; with respect to those 


| that have no net earnings, they will pay no additional taxes. 


It 
is a sort of automatic system, and, in my judgment, the only 

Mr. President, it is not proposed to visit any hardship upon 
these corporations. I think that I am justified in saying that 
they pay less taxes in the District of Columbia than in 
other place in the United States. In my own State of North 
Dakota I think the taxes are from 4 to 5 per cent. Here in 
the District of Columbia the rate is 14 per cent, and the pub! 
service corporations here pay less than 1 per cen 


There is a proviso in this amendment under which, if th 


| public-service corporations should be obliged to pay more than 


nd include the s: 2 in tl 
?’ro vided farther, That any 
to do may pay to the coliector 


apprai 


may 


il property 


of ae corpe rations as ele 


| the rate paid by the private citizens, 


| 


to wit, 14 per cent, then 
these corporations may take advanti ge of the private citizei 
rate and pay that rate, instead of 12 per cent on their net 


of taxes of the District of C taeman | earnings; so that there can be no hardship whatever inflicted up: 
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of these corporations. 
not be maintained, 
the private citizen. 


It can not be said, because it can 
that they will be required to pay more than 
If any one can convince me, or convince the 
that these corporations should not pay as great a tax 


the ‘private citizen, then I have no more to say, but I have 
ery yet heard any satisfactory reason why they should not 
ay the rate paid by the private citizen. 





Mr. GAL Ls INGER. Mr. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
kota yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I thought the Senator was through. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will wait until the Senator gets through. 


President 
Does the Senator from North Da- 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. There is another proviso, Mr. Presi- 
dent, to which I desire to call attention, and that is— 

Provided, That on or before the 1st day of August, 1906, the board 
of asse rs of the District of Columbia are hereby authorized and 
directed to appraise and assess the personal property of all such 
public service corporations, and in making such appraisement the said 
board all appraise the value of the franchises of each of said com- 


p ‘s and include the same in the said personal property appraisement. 

That provision is for the purpose of enabling the proper Dis- 
trict cials to arrive at an equitable basis upon which these 
corporations may be taxed. I have figured out—and I call the 


Oli 
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attention of the Senate to the figures—as to what would happen | 


under such an adjustment. We find from the returns made by | 
th street-railway corporations that their total funded debt and 
its — ition amount to $49,489,000. We will suppose that the | 


© 

be of assessors should conclude to assess their property at 
two al rds of the funded debt and capitalization, then, in such 
ease, they would pay 1.1 per cent. In other words, if the 
street-railway corporations should pay on two-thirds of their 
funded debt and capitalization, they would pay 11 mills, against 
15 mills which the private citizen is now paying. So that, Mr. 
President, under no condition that I can conceive of can it be 
said that the corporations would be required to pay more than 


the private citizen, and in order that they may not be required | 


to pay more I have put in the proviso to which I called atten- 
tion a while ago, to the effect that if-they preferred to pay the 
private-citizen rate rather than the special rate under the gross 
receipts and net earnings system, then they may elect to pay 13 
per cent, the same as the private citizen pays. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, this matter 
considerable length some time and I do not think 

“d to occupy much time in discussing it to-day. 

‘he bill that is undér consideration is a bill providing for the 
extension of the existing railway lines to the Union Station, 
which station will, under the law, be open to the public in a 
litle over a year, and it is the intention to have it open, par- 
tially at least, at a considerably earlier period. It is very 
necessary that when it is opened the traveling public coming to 
Washington should have an opportunity to get to the various 
parts of the city on the rapid-transit cars, and the only purpose 
of this bill is to give the traveling public that opportunity. 

The Senator from one Dakota |Mr. HANsSbROUGH] proposes 
to complicate this matter by adding to it a scheme of taxation, 
revolutionizing the existing scheme of taxation, which was 


at ago, 


we 


was discussed 


worked out a few years ago with great care and particularity. | 


I do not know whether—— 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Will the Senator allow me? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire yield to the Senator from North Dakota? 


Mr. GALLINGER. Oh, yes. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President, the Senator will not 
undertake to leave the impression upon the Senate that a 
scheme of taxation was worked out two years ago? 


Mr. GALLINGER. I did not say two years ago. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. Or within recent years, which affects 
these corporations. 


Mr. GALLINGER. 


Mr. President, it is not necessary for the 
Senator to correct me. 


I know what I am talking about. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I was one of those who worked it out. 
Mr. HANSBROUGH. The Senator 


make a statement. I will make it in my own time. 





GALLINGER. That is the Senator’s privilege. 

Now, Mr. President, I do not know whether or not it is de- 
sirable to go into this matter of taxation in the District of 
Columbia. The Senator from North Dakota not only proposes 
on a bill which is intended to provide means to get the street 


railroad 
the railroads of the District, but 
the telephone company, and the g 
well. 

I remember that a few 


of the electric light company, 


as company of the District as 
weeks 


ago, 


when the shipping 


bill i 


does not care to have me | 


; to the new station to adopt a different system of taxing | 
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was before the Senate, 





we proposed to increase the tonnage 
taxes so as to make foreign vessels pay a larger r 1ue than 
they are paying now, and this Chamber thundered with de- 
nunciations of that method of providing taxation ving it 
a function which be longed to the House of Repre tative 
primarily, and I withdrew that section of the bill because of 
the opposition that developed. I will suggest to the Senator 
from North Dakota that possibly it would be well for him to 
inquire whether or not we ean constitution: lly proceed to in- 


crease this taxation primarily in this body. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. I have not any doubt about it. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Well, very distinguished lawyers had 
doubt about it when it related to the shipping bill, and it is 


equally applicable to this bill. 


Now, Mr. President, as to the question of the taxation of 
the street railroad companies of Washington, the fact is that 
they pay 5.54 per cent on their gross receipts in taxes. Now, 
let us look at the other States. The Senator’s State does not 
appear in the list, because I believe there are only three and a 
half miles of street railway in North Dakota. Of course, it is a 
new State. I find that Maryland, Louisiana, Massachusetts, 
Pennsylvania, Tennessee, Kentucky Missouri, Connecticut, 
Illinois, and New York pay a little higher tax than is paid in 
the District of Columbia, while the Territories and all the r 
maining States pay a much less tax. While the District of 
Columbia pays a tax of 5.54, Alabama pays 2.47; Arkansas, 
1.94; California, 4.97; Colorado, 242; New Hampshire, 1.29, 
and so on, the average of all the States being less than that 


paid by the District of Columbia. I 
the Recorp. 
So while it may be wise to in crease the taxes upon these cor- 


will put the entire list in 


porations and other corporations of the District, it is a mat- 
ter that ought to be examined into with great care, and it cught 
not to be done in the haphazard way which the Senator from 
North Dakota proposes in his amendment. 

Above all, Mr. President, it does seem to me bordering on 
the ridiculous to attempt to regulate taxation on electric-light 
companies and gas-light companies and telephone companies 
in a bill which proposes to extend the lines of existing street 
railway companies to the new Union Station. 

Of course, if the Senator desires to defeat the bill which is 
under consideration, no one ean find fault with the method he 
is adopting, because it would, in the nature of things, defeat 
the purpose that I have in view. 

I feel, Mr. President, as chairman of the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, that I have a responsibility resting upon 
me in regard to this matter. I should be glad to be relieved of 
that responsibility; but I apprehend that I would be verv 
severely criticised if I did not make every exertion in my 


power to secure these 
tion is opened to the 


extensions before 


general public. 


the great Union Sta- 





It will be remembered that these street railway corporations 
will not get a single passenger more because they » to the 
Union Station than they get now in going to the two st is 
This bill requires those companies to ex] l t S900.009 
to make those extensions. Now, is it a reasonable thing, is it a 
just thing, is it a proper thing for us under those circumstances 

| to undertake to load down this legislation with p S ns 
such as the Senator from North Dakota has injected into the 
discussion? 

Mr. President, I think I have said all I care to say, and I 
move to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President, I hope the Senator will 
not take that method of precedure until 

Mr. GALLINGER. The matter has been discussed | 
fore, Mr. President, and I move to lay the amend nt on the 
table. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr.. President, I will sa: 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I do not think the Senator will shut 
off discussion by this means. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I think that is rather snap judgn I 
hope the Senator from New Hampshire will not make t mo- 
tion: at least not at this time 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from Colorado 4 ed 
this very question for more than an hour th ther « 

Mr. PATTERSON. Not on this bill 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The m¢ 1 to lay on 5 
not debatabk 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Presigent, I rise to ask a q When 
I suggested the absence of quorum, w: ! sé in 
the act of calling the roll on this amendment? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The roll call had not been beg 

Mr. PATTERSON. I hope the Senator from N Ifampshire 


will withhold his motion. 
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railway companics in the District of Columbia for the year 1905, c; 
piled from Report No. 8792, to accompany Senate bill No. 48. 


ty 
Ure, 


I withhold it for a little time, but I shali | Statement showing percentage of tares to gross receipts paid by street. 
t 

m- 

1 ask the Senator from Colorado to } 

{ Gross re- | Taxes for 
ceipts, 1905. | year 1905. 


Per 
ply desire to make a brief state- ee 7 : 
5 id hy street railway comnanies | Washington Rwy. and Electrical Co. and 
prt ie J stre 7 raLway com LNCS | subsidiary railway companies_-_--_...._...|$1, 810,744.33 $104,795.99 
the attention of the Senate briefly | Capital Traction Co -___- 1,500, 956.59 | 79,001.06 
d by the New England Society of Orance, | Washington, Alexandria and Mount Ver- Aad 

ee ‘ senedereg fag i non Rwy 28,297.59 | 1,131.90 
Railway and Municipal Franc diciidiatineas 


find in that document, Total 8, 339,998.51 | 184,928.95 
statement to the ; 
ies of Toronto, Canada, upon $1,000,000 
y S per cent. Here in the District of s 
- cent on $3.300.000. Statement showing percentage of tares to gross receipts payal! 
street-railway companies in the District of Columbia for the 
Vhat road was that? is under proposed law imposing additional tax of 12 per cent « 
In Toronto, Canada. On gross re- arnings, compiled from Report No. 5792, to accompuny Senati 
00,600 per year they pay 8S per cent, on : 
to $1,500,000 they pay 10 per cent, on Gross re- Taxes for ,, 
¢ to $2,000,000 per year they pay 12 per | ceipts, 1905. year 1905, 
$2,000,000 per year they pay 15 per cent, sigh i Pa ee 
0 upward of $3,000,000 per year they pay 20 Washington ae se Electric Co. and as ane 6k we lenianieaiee 
istrict of Columbia the gross receipts of the | capital Traction O0-.-.-----.-/----- 2, | 1,500,968.59 | 196, 690.37 
last year were about $3,300,000, and they paid | Washington, Alexandria and Mount Ver- 
inst 20 per cent in Teronto, Canada. non Rwy. . 28,297.59 @1,131.90 
dent, if the Senator from Colorado will indulge Total 3. 339.998.51 419. 781.88 
Senator from New Hampshire thought that oat ae : 
ould result in the defeat of this measure, or “Does not include 12 per cent tax on net earnings. 
measure from becoming a law. I think it JuNu 7, 1906. 
the passage of the bill, because I have no earthly 
reet railways going into the Union Station. 
’ rht to be allowed to go in there. But I think 
taxation amendment and one other amendment which pod 
propose would greatly facilitate the passage of the AI. saa 
know who would help to defeat the bill if these | Penusylvani 
re put on unless it is the public service cor- | fennessee - 
ss. I do not think that any Senator or any Stlaenart 
House can be so deeply interested in preventing | Connecticut 
tions frem paying their just share of taxes as to ee ors - 
]1 because we have put the tax amendment upon it. | ~ — en te 
-RSON addressed the Senate. After having spoken | List of States in which the percentage of tares to gross in: 
lower than in the District of Columbia. 


] } 
‘ i 


List of States in which the percentage of taxes to gross rec 
higher than in the District of Columbia. 


i ; oe 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o’clock having ar-. Arizona, District of Columbia, Idahe, and New Mexico combined 


the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, | New, Jersey ee a Se me ae 


: : : . California — 
will be ated by the Secretary Indiana * 


A bill (S. 6191) to provide for the construc- | Rhode Island 
‘anal connecting the waters of the Atlantic ee eenites 
and the method of construction. Ohio 
NOX rose Minnesot: 
GALLINGER. Will Senator from Pennsylvania | Michisan | ———- 
kindly yield to me for a moment? Washington ______ 
Mr. KNOX. Certainly. U 
GALLINGER. I will ask unanimous consent that when 
t the unfinished business closes to-day the Dis- 
et railway bill may be further considered. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hamp- 
i unanimous consent that when the debate upon the 
business Closes on to-day the consideration of the 
as been before the Senate in the morning hour shall 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 
ANGER. Now, will the Senator from Pennsylvania 
» me for just one moment further? 
KNOX. Certainly. i 
GALLINGER. I desire to state in a very few wor ae” 
the taxes on the railway corporations of the District | New Hampshire 
larger than the average tax in the several JUNE 6, 1906. 


les as much as in some States, it should be , ; 
ead a) re have me niienemaiaed ame : Statement showing percentage of tares to gross receipts for street and 
ation that we have an unGcerground sy stem interurban railways in the United States, compiled from Special k 
e than twice the cost of the overhead trol- port of the Census Office on Street and Electric Railways, 1902. 
ducts for the District of Columbia and an oe TE ed oe ee ae : 1 
h is a reservation of great value to the Q age 
Government, and that we compel. the Grossin- | Total axe 
tie] . £ or : . : come. taxes. oa 
tickets for 25 cents, instead of getting = 
; ziven in almost every city of 
add that if these street railways were 
a ee ae 1a ee Alabama $1, 497, 351 
a cent fare there would be no controversy | Arkansas 371,560 
question of taxation, even though it might be very | California 9, 967,838 
inequitable and unjust. Colorado 2,227, 760) 


Perc I 


re ; ee : ‘ |} Connecticut 4, 355, 775 

Mr. President, in addition I desire to put in the Recorp and | Delaware : + 
to have printed as a document some statistics that I have here | Florida 
elatine > tavatioar : ia ilitv eor on ti . Georgia 2 ’ 
relating to the taxati 1 of public utility corporations in the lilinais ie 5,020,257 | 1, 488/359 
District of ¢ olumbia and the several States. Belews so ce | 
There being no objection, the paper was ordered to be printed | Iowa -. 2, 408, 834 oa 
‘ oe dar , ‘ . jf “i i > RAND ai a Sa ik Kansas___. | 870, 481 8, 40 
as a document and to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: ——.. visiv es: | 2,938°800| 197,775 








1906. 


—_——— 
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toment showing percentage of tares to gross receipts for street and 
interurban railways in the United States, etc——Continued. 
ae c j 
| | Percent- 
Gross in- Total age of 
State. : ; taxes to 
come. taxes. gross in- 
come. 
12 sas apaecieosdietes baci ..-----| $2,910,244 | $200,156 6.88 
ibd ac atae ad ane edie epee | 1,571,562 29, 704 1.89 
| 4,898,627 | : 21 
, 633, 410 6.81 
3.50 
131, 128 3. 52 
4,501 1.74 
646, 682 6. 06 
Fe od Eo cited decease | 492, 023 13, 975 2. 84 
beh See ae ee peas ackceexetin | 1,148,994 28, 252 2.46 
is WING hail cidits chin cetacean | 604,131 7,822 1.29 
rsey a ah 431,912 5.28 
Be EEL DARE ESE eres PRAEE | 60,881,780 | 3,428, 461 5.63 
( olina Lid tala kk toda tear adele 442 467 10, 791 2.44 
601, 142 3. 62 
17, 622 1.69 
1,844, 880 6.08 
| 140,814 4.75 | 
: é 21,109 3.23 
206 see benmenteiii ~-2-2-+--| »! | 113, 573 6. 08 
scala piillibaiedi inte tondnaipiilatagige sith se aimed | 1,547,846 36,919 2.37 
= eakgian hllinailp: aceasta Miasteg tai eeegiasaaal | 586,611 16, 702 | 2.85 
rk... cced.=cecaebanecieasieacdacalneeeiCaarits | 249, 228 4,427 1.78 
Is a sedate ts eieciacalbaae arte doin hnahin a aenllaiahsua cae 7,0 46,845 2.81 
a ea aa ea "542" 906 78, 230 | 3.08 | 
SN <<ctcwehdatibbndscwatmtan hanes } 1,102,171 28, 030 2.54 | 
sin ca Ae aaeeee anh olaamcedoeds | 3,923,884} 150,059 | 3.82 | 
er States and Territories............ 3,021, 063 | 161, 418 | 5. 34 
AT) SED ct.akucskauthduentnunadeetatnae 250,504,627 | 13,366,335 5.34 


Gross income is the sum of gross earnings from operation 
No. 37) and income from other sources (Table No. 37). Total 
is the sum of taxes, operating companies (Table No. 38) and 
nonoperating companies (Table No. 39). 


5, 1906. 


} 


nt showing percentage of tares to gross receipts for electric- 
ing companies in the United States, compiled from Special Report 
t Census Office on Central Electric Light and Power Stations, 


Percent- 








toss in- | ais age of 
State. Gro Sin | T tal taxes to | 
/ come. | taxes. : | 
! gross in- } 
| | come. 
——— a = —— —— ee 
! 
Dh . wctdvediandedebbeetann comhenwnnede $340, 289 | 2 0 
niceeh cceier meena eilahiinibiieaaeite” 298, 066 2.16 
i 1.66 
2.52 
( i 4.50 | 
( ; | 2.05 
I | 2.19 | 
( | 2. TT 
I } 2.70 | 


73 | 


a ? 
X e 
x re ot 
Z nike 


% 





poo erorwer wre? 
; ¥ 


928, 062 




















RE on wicakccdter aguas badeckns noee 245, 788 5. | 
ME. cscs aceon slid talaoaiceapatioiiniibe 2,121, 604 | 79, 161 
i i ee ee area | 1,009,763 
Oe ee ee ee ee | 540, 859 | 
ada a oe ee | 44,549 | 8 | 
FOIE a ccs edie’ adbiesstmasmwinnn 829, 072 23,1 
I a a 8, 378. 651 121,13 58 | 
Mes... ee tied | 185, 307 2, 787 3 | 
POW. chic aes tebe beehiedentiel | 16,631, 802 719, 669 3 | 
CS | 14, 407 3, 112 : 
by DOIN cocetaao keidnctusatednc weds | 143, 205 4,157 2.90 | 
OO <a mek ee Sa dit eds wen | 8,729,339 99, 936 2.68 | 
NII nisi taal of etisalat onaillae aka | 171,179 2,250 1.31 
ol 26% 20, 080 2.99 
294,181 3.25 
56.675 5. 57 
8,018 2.37 | 
4.073 2. 2 
26. 420 3.19 | 
87, GOT 1.95 | 
\ 18, 882 2.65 | 
I 8, 392 1.94 |} 
rinii 2.873 | 1. 86 
ington __...... Fe | 635, 443 14,566 2.29 
a. Pe ee eee | 265 } 4, 607 1.74 
I a a a: 34,515 | 2.96 
I Re 159, 216 | 8, 439 | 2.17 
mo | SOO ee |} 722,809 11, 263 | 1.56 
Ne I i hi ee 78,735,500 | 2,654,885 8.37 


Norr.—Gross income is from Table No. 67, and total taxes is from | 
Table No. 72. 
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| Statement showing percentage of tares to gross rece t Pp l by 
electric lighting companies within the District of Columbia for the 
year 1905, compiled from Report No. 3792, to accompany Senate | ll 
No. 43. 


Potomac Electric Power Company: 





Gross receipts, 1905 en ‘ ‘ $663, 558. 83 
Taxes for year 1905_____-_ Ses ; ; $34, 590. 92 
. ||| le ee eee 5. 21 
Statement showing percentage of tares to gross receipts payable by 
electric lighting companies within the District of Colum f the 
year 1905 under proposed law imposing additional ta f 1 nt 
on net earnings, compiled from Report No. 3792, to accompany Senate 
bill No. 48. 
Potomac Electric Power Company : 
Gross receipts, 1905 2 - SG 8.83 
Taxes for year 1905____ $93, 759. 78 
Re IIR sanaitattckinteckenns a 14.1 


JUNE 8, 1906. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I thank the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I will simply say that I will notice what 
the Senator from New Hampshire has said when the debate 
this bill may be resumed. 

Mr. BURNHAM. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania yield to the Senator from New Hampshire’? 

Mr. KNOX. I do. 


Mr. BURNHAM. Just a moment. I desire to give notice 
that I shall call up the Alaska railroad bill at the conclusion 


of the consideration of the District railway bill. and I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate will agree at that time to 
consider the Alaska bill, of which I gave notice yesterd 
evening. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire asks unanimous consent that the Alaska rai bill be 
taken up for consideration after the bill reported by the C 
mittee on the District of Columbia th 
sideration shall have been disposed of. 

Mr. BERRY. I object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made. 

Mr. BURNHAM. I shall ask unanimous consent, and T shall 
ask for a vote of the Senate on proceeding to the consideration 
of the bill notwithstanding the objection. 


at has been under con- 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 


Brownine, its Chief Clerk, announced that the H e had 
passed the following bill and joint resolution: 
S. 1649. An act providing for the retirement of petty officers 


and enlisted men of the Navy; and 

S. R. 66. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of i 
receive for instruction at the Military Academy at West Point 
Mr. José Martin Calvo, of Costa Rica. 


The message also announced that the House had disagreed to 
certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. BR. 185387) 
making appropriations for the Department of Ag ure 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1907, agrees to the an ent « 
the Senate numbered 29, with an amendment, asks a conferen 
with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the House 


thereon, and had appointed Mr. WapsworrH, Mr. Sc« ind Mr. 
LAMB managers at the conference on the part of the House 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
The message further announced that the Speaker of the He 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were there- 
upon signed by the Vice-President: 


S. 4184. An act to ratify, approve, and confirm an act duly 
enacted by the legislature of the Territory of H 0 autho 
ize and provide for the construction, mainten: nd opera- 
tion of a telephone system on the island of Oahu, Territory of 
Hawaii; and 

H. R. 10292. An act granting to the town of Mancos, Colo., the 


right to enter certain lands. 
AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BIL. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action ; 


( 1 ol 
| the House of Representatives disagreeing to certain amend- 
| ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 18557) m ng appro 

priations for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal y 
ending June 30, 1907, agreeing to amendment No. 29 th i 


amendment, and requesting a conference on the 


| yotes of the two Houses. 


Mr. PROCTOR. In view of the importance of one end 


| ment made by the House, I ask that the bill lie 


and that the amendment of the House to Senate 
numbered 29, which is in the nature of a 
quite lengthy, be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
made by the Senator from Vermont? The Chair hears none 
and it is so ordered. 
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PANAMA CANAL. 


as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
1 of the bill (S. 6191) to provide for the construction 
level canal connecting the waters of the Atlantic and 
» ¢ ns, and the method of construction. 

Mr. President, if it were not for what I regard 
obligation upon my part to myself, to the Senate, and 
itlemen upon the Committee on Interoceanic Canals, 
n I am in accord upon the subject of the type of the 
il, I would not feel justified in taking the time of 
i But I do feel that I owe it to myself, 
e,and tomy associates upon that committee to state 
hich have led me to the conclusion that t 
uended by the minority of the 
is the most practicable, useful, 

nal that the Government can construct. 
ident, in June, 1902, the Congress of the United 
dd an act, commonly known the “Spooner Act,” 
rv the connection of the Atlantic and Pacific oceans 
of a canal at the Isthmus of Panama. 
and yet concise piece of legislation it has not been 
to inspect. The authority conferred upon the Pres- 
United States is fo in very brief paragraphs 
ain and simple and easily understood. After pro- 
» President of the United States shall, if he finds 
to obtain a good title therefor, purchase 
in ‘company all of its property upon the 
a, all its stock in the Panama Railway Com- 
all its archives in the city of Paris, the act provides 
read, and it the execution of this act that the 
is now engaged in, and it is the manner of the exe- 
this act which we are now considering. The act pro- 
that 
Pre 


Senate, 
7 < 
LINO A. 


n 


atternoon, 


lis 


Cul 
te tl 
{ 
{ 


is V 
nal, as recon 


Engineers, and 


as 


ind 


is 
President 
POeSICCIIL 


cution of 


ident shall then, through the Isthmian Canal Commission 
nuthorized, cause to excavated, constructed, and com- 
ing to that end, as far as practicable, the work heretofore 
J y Panama Canal Company, of Irance, and its predecessor 
a ship canal from the Caribbean Sea to the Pacific Ocean. 


be 


ficient capacity and depth as shall afford convenient pas- 

if the largest tonnage and greatest draft now in use, 

be reasonably anticipated, and sball be supplied with 

y and other appliances to meet the necessities o€ ves- 

ing through the same from ocean to ocean. 

So, Mr. President, if the Congress of the United States is of 

e mind that it was in June, 1902, the thing that it de- 

sired is that the President of the United States shall proceed to 

the execution of this act by constructing a canal which shall be 

of sullicient capacity and depth to afford convenient passage for 

lirgest vessels now in use and those which can be reasonably 

anticipated. 

lor the execution of this work the Congress made three sep- 

arate distinct appropriations in this act. The first is 
found in section 5. S« n 5 provides: 

That the of $10,000,000 hereby appropriated, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, toward the project 
herein co mplated by either route so selected. 

Iurther 

And t 


ry lock 


and 
ana 


sum is 


in section 5 it is provided as follows: 
sident is h 


r 4 tT? 


cause to be entered into 
necessary for the proper 
of said canal, har- 


to 


med 


authorized 

S as may be d 
m, completion, and defense 
* * . Appropriat therefor shall from 
ereafter made, not to exceed in the aggregate the ad- 
$135,00 ould the Panama route be adopted, or 


uld the Nicaragua route be adopted. 


ere 


by 


ions 


; contemplated by Congress at the time of the | 


’ + +1 
that the sum 


the 


$135,000,000, plus the sum of 
st paragraph of 


act 


of 
ippropriated in fi section 5, 


e of 


the pr 


New 
of $185,000,000 should 


erty of the 

nee, that that total of 
xecute the work. 

liy unnecessary for me to 

lone up to the present time. We are 

n account of the agitation in the 


rose as to the type of the canal, 


} 

} 

But 

ther one equally good, 

ned not long since a boa 

‘ther the highest engineering 

all the earth, and sul 

whether or not, in their judgment, a lock 
structed at Panama or a i-level canal. 

Mr. CLAY. I should like to ask the Senator a question. 


Phe PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Scorr in the chair). Does 


Sse 


te lock 
soard of | 
; Cail 


r 
d, plus the sum of $40,000,000 which was appro- | 
} Panania | 


recite to | 





A more com- | 


| 








| a special note of what I say, that all they see before them in |! 
been contemplated by the act to | 
‘ha canal as could have been built | 
inti for the reason that | this lake and find safe and navigable water of that depth. 
the | 
rd | 


nitted to them the question as to | 
, | 
canal should be con- | 


structing this dam at Gatun, there could hardly be any quesi 


| sary 


JUNE 19, 


the Senator from the 
Georgia? 

Mr. CLAY. If the Senator is clear that the act contemplate 
that a lock canal should be built and the President so yw 


Pennsylvania yield to Senator from 


| stood and he was executing that act, why was it that the Pyesj- 


dent summoned a board of engineers and held a consultatio) 
ascertain whether he would build a sea-level canal or a jy 
eanal? 

Mr. KNOX. I have just endeavored to explain that to 
Senator by saying that because of the public agitation as to the 
type of the canal the President deemed it wise to submit 
question to Congress, which he did in a message transmit 
the report of the Board of Engineers. As to my own per 
judgment, from the language of the act of 1902, that 
121 shall be of suflicient capacity and depth as shall 
convenient passage,” ete., “and shall be supplied with all n 

y locks and other appliances,” and that it shall be | 
within the sum of $135,000,000 plus $10,000,000, I think ji 
templated clearly that a lock canal should be constructed. 

However, it is not my purpose to discuss the provisions of 
the act, but to discuss this proposition as it finds itself now be- 
fore the Congress of the United States. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Penn- 
syivania yield to the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. KNOX. Certainly. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. Would it interrupt the Senator from 
Pennsylvania if I should ask him to advise the Senate as to 
the views of the President on the type of the canal at the time 
he assembled the Board of Consulting Engineers? 

Mr. KNOX. It would be wholly impossible for me to answer 
such a question as that. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. The President delivered a speech to the 
Board, which is contained in the report of the engineers and to 
which I thought the Senator from Pennsylvania might readily 
refer. 

Mr. KNOX. The President’s views were expressed to Con- 
gress in the message by which he transmitted the report of the 
Commission and the repert of the Board of Consulting En- 
gineers. Whether he had any views outside of that, of course 
I know not, and I do not regard it as material to anything I 
propose to discuss. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. I simply wanted to call the Senator's 
attention to the fact that the President of the United States in 
submitting this question to the Board of Consulting Engineers 
distinctly spoke in favor of.a sea-level canal, if a sea-level canal 
were found to be feasible and practicable. 

Mr. KNOX. That would be very persuasive evidence with me 
that the President of the United States had reached a view 
which was not conclusive. I am speaking of my own views 
upon the type of canal based upon diligent attention and the 
testimony of engineers and others who were called before our 
committee, and diligent study of the subject made since. 

Mr. President, the fact is that the Board of Consulting Engi- 
neers disagreed. The majority of them reported in favor of a 
sea-level canal and a minority in favor of a lock canal. I have 
had drawn a map, which is upon the wall in this corner, to 
which I shall take occasion to refer, because from that map 
there will be seen at a glance the difference between the lock 
eanal and the sea-level canal in that respect. It shows the 
difference between those two canals in respect to the ability of 
the one as against the other to accommodate the comm 
which will pass across the Isthmus of Panama. At this | 
[indicating] it is proposed to construct the Gatun lock. 
construction of the Gatun dam will gather the waters of 
Chagres River and its tributaries, which flow through this | 
tion of the country, into a lake which will extend from the d 
at Gatun practically to Obispo, a distance of some 25 miles. 
area of this lake is 110 square miles. I have had this 
drawn, not for the purpose of showing the perimeter of tha 
lake, but for the purpose of showing in blue only such porti 
of the lake as contain 45 feet of water, so that Senators by 
merely glancing at this map will observe the area of navigable 
waters of the depth of 45 feet. I would ask Senators to make 


to 


K 


ree 


int 
C 


1e 
is navigable water 45 feet deep, and that the largest vessels that 
have ever been constructed can penetrate into those portions of 


As against this, Mr. President, if the eye will define this red 
line [indicating] drawn from the middle of the Gatun dam and 
following this line, it will see what is proposed as the sea-level 
eanal, which at no place is to exceed 200 feet in width and 4 
portions of it, I think about 15 miles, will be 150 feet in width. 

So, Mr. President, if there is no difficulty in the way of con- 
m 
as to which of these propcsitions would be the best for the ac- 








1906. 


eommodation of the commerce of the world—the blue space dis- 

losing, 28 I-have said, navigable water 45 feet deep, and this at 
0) feet only 200 feet in width. 

That brings me to the proposition which I propose to discuss, 

| practically the only one, except that I shall generalize on 

e practical features of the case: Is there any difliculty in 

tructing that canal which will give this great area of navi- 

le water, and is there any difficulty in respect to the works 

it are proposed in connection with this project by the minority 

the committee? 

ir. President, the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GAtr- 

:], when the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Kirrrepce] 

on this subject, asked him a question which it seems to me 

ean furnish a text or the key of the inquiries which I am mak- 













yr, Jteading from page 7724 of the Recorp, the Senator from 
ww Hampshire made the following inquiry: 

\ GALLINGER. The Senator from Illinois [@r. Hopkins] lays 

the depth it will be necessary to go to find rock foundations 

t e al : Am I correct, 1 will ask the Senator from South 

‘ i that the enormous dam at Gatun that will be 

J ave a lock canal, a mile and a half long, half a mile 





forgotten how high, will necessarily be built upon a 


lo which the Senator from South Dakota replied: 


Mr. KirrrepGe. The Senator is absolutely correct, as I will later 
show 
\ir. President, it seems to me that this is the key of the whole 
situntion; and as that is the key to the whole project, so is the 
iracy of the answer of the Senator from South Dakota the 
key of the argument which I propose to make. Senators will 
observe that there was no qualification of this answer; Senators 
will observe that the answer was, “ The Senator is absolutely 
corre ths 
Mr. President, in my deliberate judgment, the answer is not 
correct. The answer is correct in this sense, and in this sense 


ne: It depends altogether upon what Senators and what engi- 
neers may choose to call the substance upon which that pro- 
posed dam will rest. There is not any doubt as to what it is, 
I es having been made, but the only doubt is what it shall 
be called. Witnesses appeared before the committee who said 
it was mud; witnesses appeared before the committee who said 
it was indurated clay, and witnesses appeared before the com- 
mittee who said it was rock. There are many things that we 
ean learn from engineers; there are many things that we must 
au rom scientists ; we must take a great deal in this world 
upon faith; but I contend that the question as to whether a 
itterial is mud, indurated clay, or rock is a question that 
the Senate can decide for itself. 
President, I will produce, for the inspection of such Sen- 





rin 


ators as care to examine them, borings taken from different 
places along the site of this Gatun dam, and Senators may see 
for themselves whether these substances, which I hold in my 
hands, are rock, mud, or indurated clay. 

Mr. Mr. President— 


KITTREDGE. 
; . 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania yield to the Senator from South Dakota? 

Mr. KNOX. Certainly. 

Mr. KITTREDGE. Will the Senator tell us at what point 


beneath the proposed Gatun dam these borings were made? 
KNOX. The number of the bore hole is plainly marked 
specimens. 

KITTREDGE. And where located? 
Mr, KNOX. Yes, sir; and where k 
rhe length of the proposed dam 


cated 


across the valley at Ga- 


Mr. KITTREDGE. Mr. President 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Joes the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania yield to the Senator from South Dakota? 


Mr. KNOX. Certainly. 
Mr. KITTREDGE. Will the Senator kindly give the marks 


upon these borings? 


Mr. KNOX. I will pass these specimens around, if the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota does not mind, as I prefer to go on 


now with my remarks, and let Senators examine them for them- 





Mr, KITTREDGE. Very well. 
Mr. PATTERSON. Does the Senator from Pennsylvania i 
tend to explain these specimens and under what headings the 


gs 
will e } 


KNOX. Yes, sir; 1 will later on. 
th of the proposed dam across the valley at Gatun 


n- 
y 








will be about 7,700 feet. The width, or thickness, at the top, 
100 feet; at the top of water resting against it, 874 feet; at 
the bottom of the dam, 2,625 feet, or one-half mile. The ex 


treme 


feet 


height 


high 


of the dam will be 185 


feet, or everywhere 50 
er than the water in the lake. 


The dam will contain 


about 22,000,000 cubic yards of material, principally clay, all 
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| put in by sluicing or hydraulic process, and will weigh about 
30,000,000 tons. It will weigh sixty-three times as much as 
the entire pressure against it fr the water in the lake. 








The character of the foundation upon which this artificial 
mountain is to rest was determined by borings. The borings 
across the entire length of the dam site show that the rocl 
comes everywhere nearly to the surf cepting at two 
places, one about 1,000 feet in width, where the rock w: 
found at varying depths, t! greatest bein 00 feet In tl 
other case, for a width of about 750 feet, rock was found at 
varying depths, the blanket of imperv lay and fine sand 
being not less than 200 feet in thickn In the case of tl 
latter depression, coarse sand 1d fir rravel, containing some 
water, were found in the extreme bottom for a thi 3s of 
from 50 to 5S feet 

It is not believed, as the result of careful experiments made 
by eminent hydraulic engineers during the last few years, 
that any artificial preparation of the foundation of this dam 
would be ne ssary other than to remove the top soil and 
alluvial material from the space to be occupied by th re 
thus allowing it to rest directly on the heavy impervious strata 
of clay and fine sand lying on top of the rock. Mowever, to 
place the matter entirely outside of the realm of speculation 
or criticism, it is proposed to put down a large number of 
additional drill holes, and then, if conditions would seem to 
indicate the slightest necessity for such precaution, to either 
drive steel sheet piling or to force down cement grout, probably 
the latter, to render any water-carrying material absolutely 
impervious, the cost of such possible work having been pro 
vided for in the estimate. Thus the foundation of the Gatun 
dam is clearly shown to be an impervious stratum of clay and 
fine sand, through which water will not penetrate, from 20 to 
200 feet in thickness, resting everywhere on rock. It is not 


mud in any sense of the word. 

I will insert in my table showing in the 
bore holes across the two depressions the situation as 
the presence of water. 


remarks a thirteen 
regards 


There were thirteen borings, and water 


flowed from only one of then a depth of 82 feet. Of the 
other twelve it did not flow from six at any depth, and from 
the remaining six it flowed only at a much greater depth than 


= 
2a. 


{ 
oz basis for the statement 


feet. There is not the slightest 


that 
at all depths below 382 


feet the material is freely water bearing. 


Number 
of bore 
hole. 




















16 86 103 | No wate s repo d tohave ved from pipe at any 
1 + J 
tat peu. 
1915 204 Lo 
2081 190 | At 22 feet wator flowed orer + P casing and con 
tinued to —€2 feet. Also flowed at —170 feet over 
top of casing 
22 40 173 | No water reported until a depth of —124 feet was 
reached, when w asing 
23 3 | —180 | No water reported » fe was 
reac { 1 water ) S 
27 30 | 182 | No wi reported ur ol feet was 
} r 1, Ww 1 water f vot « I 1 
| e med to flow to 1 
29 75 | 62 | No water flowed from ] a I 
31 50 53 Do 
wm 9 57 ) 
5) 658 116 ) 
2 6 218 | At feet flo 1 ne i 
ht 51 —20 | No vy t eet as 
56 48 —197 reported unt f Was 
} yuen wat low d 
It is proposed to « ruct this Gatun dam « ely | the 
hydraulic or water-sluicing process, the m rial, t mn | \ 
from the prism of the canal, between the dam ar I B 
being k y clay with s fine s ~ mate 1 will be 
n 1 in barges up through the old French can l \ 
handled by pumping plants directly into t dam 
results in the solidest and most stable bank that « e 
earthen materials, and would | me s 
subjected to heavy pressure. Owing to the « ‘ ‘ 
of the material and to the process of de} ‘ . 
the result will be an enormous mass, over s 
massive, aS shown above, us any f e é 
against it, one that will be absolute! » ¥ 
even with the pressure of the lake; and a dam \ 1 ¥ 
50 feet higher than the water surface of the it will create. 
The face or upstream side of the dam, as wn b 
in blue, where the water rests against it pped o 
/ covered with large stones, to prevent any wave wash, and the 
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extreme toe or lower wedge end at the downstream side will 
be made of large rock, to prevent any very improbable filtration 
of water from any source or cause from carrying away any por- 
tion of the material. 

Careful investigations and experiments have been conducted 
which show that even if the entire section of the material in 
the foundations of this dam, in the two depressions spoken of 
above, were pervious to water—or, in other words, if water could 

the result would be a total of water thus escaping 

f but 10 eubie feet per second—an entirely negligible quantity. 

Mr. President, in my judgment, based upon the testimony 
which I have heard and the examinations which I have made, 
there can be no doubt as to the safe and entirely reliable char- 

ter of the foundations of this dam; once built and in service. 
he only wonder will be why it was ever criticised. The whole 
structure will be as solid and eternal as the hills and mountains 
i the Chagres Valley, and when the latter are de- 
stroyed, then, and only then, will the Gatun dam fail of its 
intended purpose. 

Now, Mr. President, having described the physical features of 
the Gatun dam and the character of its foundation to show that 
it rests not upon mud throughout its entire length, but upon 
r 


per olate it 
( 


Mciosing 


ck, let me direct the attention of Senators to the following | 


quotation from the speech of the Senator from South Dakota 
on May 28, 1906. The Senator asserted that the majority of 


the Gatun dam. He said (Recorp, p. 7731): 


The majority of the Board—eight to five 
idea of a dam and locks at Gatun on two grounds: 


strenuously opposed the 
i First, that the in- | 
troduction of locks in the treatment of the question was objectionable | 
fr 

! 

t 


im many points of view, and, second, that the maintenance of a sum- 
t level by means of an earth dam of immense magnitude to control 


flood waters of this river introduces an element of great danger. 


Mr. President, this statement is not supported by the report | 


of the Board of Consulting Engineers, and I propose to show 
that even the majority of that Board did not question the 
stability of the Gatun dam. 

Frederic P. Stearns testified before the Committee on 
I ceanie Canals (page 1889) that it was at least six weeks 


Nir. 


after the first description of this dam was presented to the | 


Board befere any criticism was made unfavorable to the safety 
of the dam, and it was then made by only one member of the 
Board, who did not eriticise it at all in detail, but stated that 
t was an engineering guess to which he would not subscribe 
the testimony before the Committee on Interoceanic Canals 
r Burr, of the majority of the Board of Consulting 
ers, has testified as to the danger of such a dam, while 
‘arsons, in oral testimony, and Mr. Hunter, in a letter, both 
majority, have expressed an opinion in favor of the 
lity of the dam. 
t, permit me to read a portion of that testimony, 

1g on the stand. I read from page 404: 
». Have you taken up the question of the dams, 


‘ 


in any detail; no, sir. 

s to note that answer, because I shall refer to it 
iy argument. When asked if he had taken up the 
the dam, Mr. Parsons replied, “ Not in detail; no, 


"ALIAFERRO. Do you consider the dam as proposed by the 
tun, is it not-—— 
At Gatun; yes. 
PALIAFERRO (continuing). Do you consider that a safe dam? 


» which Mr. Parsons replied: 


fter a pause). Yes; 
rticularly like ; dam at that point, but I think that dam 
I would rather have a dam in which I knew the water of 

to be cut off. You are going -to get water percolating 

i iestions are going to arise. Some of our 
uestions are very very serious. I do not know 
ength that some of them do; but when you have 
the key detail of your whole structure one 


some q 


tail were conjectured by him, because he 
he h: 
i to th: 


— 
wohead 


it portion of the question which may 


» thought that that dam would be safe. 
ther from the testimony (p. 419): 

Senator Knox. Rigl 
Bul * subject, is there 


flowing through those 


t in that connection, because it is a part of the 
a sufficient nount of water, in your judgment, 
ur channels to affect the stability of the dam? 

Mr. Parsons. As I said yesterday, Senator, I believe that dam will 
be stable, even under those conditions. It is a dam that I would 
rather not build, but if it was the only way to build the Panama Canal 
I would build the dam that has been proposed by the minority. I do 
not believe in the arrangement of the dam, and the most objectionable 
feature is the one I explained yesterday in connection with the three 


locks. 
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| the 


id not taken up the subject of the dam in | 


JUNE 19, 


Senator Knox. I understand that view thoroughly. I only wanteq 
to be satisfied in my own mind about the question of stability. 

Mr. Parsons. I believe that the dam will be stable. It is somewhat 
conjectural, but I believe that with proper care the dam would ja 
stable—— 

The published report of the majority of the Board of Consu|t- 
ing Engineers nowhere specifically states that the Gatun dam is 
unsafe. 

Mr. KITTREDGE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Penp- 
sylvania yield to the Senator from South Dakota? 

Mr. KNOX. Certainly. 

Mr. KITTREDGE. I will ask the Senator if it is not a fact 
that when the majority report was written, the minority report 
proposing a lock plan had not yet been formulated? 

Mr. KNOX. Exactly; I am coming to that in a moment. 

As I had just observed; Mr. President, the published report 
of the majority of the Board of Consulting Engineers nowhere 
specifically states that the Gatun dam is unsafe, although there 
are many suggestions as to the unstability of earth dams of 
many kinds, but these suggestions necessarily include the dams 
proposed by the majority as well as by the minority. 

The reason for this peculiar phraseology of the report is not 
difficult to understand on the assumption that nearly all the 


| members of the majority believe the Gatun dam to be a stable 
| structure. 
the Board of Consulting Engineers questioned the stability of | 


The foreign members left this country before the draft of the 


| report was made, as is stated in the minutes of the proceedings 


of the Board of Consulting Engineers, and after it had beep 
drafted and printed the report was taken to Europe by the 
chairman for the signature of the five European members. It 
was so well known that these members regarded the Gatun dan 
as a stable structure that in drafting the report care was eyi- 
dently taken not to make any statement that this dam was un- 
safe, as such statement would undoubtedly have been stricken 
out before the additional signatures were appended. I believe 


| that this accounts fully for the absence of any expression of 
| opinion with regard to the Gatun dam which does not also 


apply to other dams. 

Mr. President, regarding the possibilities and probabilities of 
the situation, knowing as we did know, knowing as the most or- 
dinary layman would know, that the whole scheme of the lock 


| system depended upon the stability of the dam at Gatun, if those 


consulting engineers had a defined and settled opinion to the effect 
that that dam was unsafe, they would have branded it as unsafe 
in no mistaken terms, and they need not have gone further with 


| their criticism of that scheme, because that in itself would have 


been sufficient to eliminate it. 

Mr. KITTREDGE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania yield to the Senator from South Dakota? 

Mr. KNOX. Certainly. 

Mr. KITTREDGE. Perhaps my inquiry was not understood 
by the Senator from Pennsylvania. I understand the fact to 
be—and I ask the Senator if I am not correct—that the report 
of the majority of the Board of Consulting Engineers was writ- 
ten and in the hands of the minority of the Board of Consult- 
ing Engineers, who favored the lock plan, before they proposed 
lock plan now suggested by the minority of the Committee 
on Interoceanic Canals. Is not that the fact? 

Mr. KNOX. Mr. President, I do not know how that may be. 
I did not understand the Senator’s previous question. I re- 
peat, I do not know how that may be, and I do not think it is 


at all material to anything for which I am now contending. 


The Senator from South Dakota, in his speech, endeavored 


j ak sing . > © : ha 
. eieeiter: een 4 et Gem. 11 to make the following general statement applicable to tl 


Gatun dam. He said (CONGRESSIONAL REcorD, p. 7731): “In 
this connection I will read a few sentences from the report of 
the Board of Consulting Engineers upon the subject of t! 

Gatun dam.” ‘Then he quoted the following paragraph, ly 
reading which it will be seen that it is not a statement upon the 


| subject of the Gatun dam, but is a general statement relating to 


all dams. It is as follows: 


The United States Government is proposing to expend many millions 
of dollars for the construction of this great waterway, which is to 


| serve the commerce of the world for all time, and the very existence 
question as to the stability of the dam, | 
Read- | 


of which would depend upon the permanent stability and unquestioned 
safety of all dams. 


And, Senators, note that the sea-level scheme depends for its 
integrity upon four dams that impound an area of water of over 
44 square miles. It depends upon dams, not for the purpose 0! 


| facilitating transportation along the line of the canal, but 


depends upon dams to prevent the destruction of the canal. The 
radical distinction between the lock system and the sea-level 
system is this: That under the lock system we impound tle 
water at Gatun and make that lake the canal, whereas the in 

pounded area of over 44 square miles by the four dams of the 
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level system is not utilized at all for the purposes of navi- | mum depth to rock at Gatun is 258 feet. It 
Le z ‘ | eral design, as its thickness at the highest 
KITTREDGE. Mr. President—— | a mile, while the thickness of 
PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Penn- | a mile. 
vield to the Senator from South Dakota? | Mr. Stearns tells us 


is similar in gen- 
place is one-third of 
the dam at Gatun is one-half of 


1a | the character of the material under the 
KITTREDGE. I do not wish to interrupt the Senator | Wachusett dam, which is locally known as the “North dike 
all disturbs him. | of the Wachusett reservoir,” is more permeable than that 
KNOX. I would not infer that the Senator did, but I | dicated by the borings at Gatun. The pressu , 





eld. against it, although the 


reservoir is not full, and the quan 
KITTREDGE. Of course, I do not wish to disturb the | percolating beneath the dam is SI i th ( ‘ tl 
C - but I should like to ask the Senator one more question. | it will be negligible even when tl ry entirely filled 
KNOX. Certainly. We know that the construction of dams ¢ | 


KITTREDGE. I should like to ask him whether all the | tions is no novelty. All of the 





. i 1 ‘ \ S ry 
proposed by the sea-level scheme had not the full approval | River are built upon alluvial foundation of tl 
the members of the Board of Consulting Engineers, minor- | levees which cross crevasses are ‘ eng ee 
well as majority ? nected with the levee system would doubt s ab with 
KNOX. Mr. President, I do not know how that may be. | sufficient funds, to construct safe levees at s 1 place oe 

I | do not want to be misunderstood. I am not contending | famous dikes of the Netherlands, \ the : 
t it is not possible to build a sea-level canal, and I do | ment of the sea, rest on material ¥ been i 
ik any intelligent engineer has ever contended that it | Water, often to some extent containing mud, so ll 
possible to build a lock canal. The question here is, | Settle. 
the better of the two under all the circumstances? If These comparisons, Mr. President. show that the dams of 1 
tor from South Dakota will permit me to proceed, I | lock canal are well within the limits “ wl exper 
ny of the things to which his mind would naturally be | demonstrated to be positively safe and efficient.” 
ill be anticipated in my remarks. However, I do not Let us for a moment next examine the f the d 


indicate that a question annoys me in the slightest | proposed in connection with sea-level 
of them—the same number as required 

uing the quotation from the report of the Board of | canal. 
. Engineers: | The greatest dam is that at Gamboa, f ( 
a holding back the waters of the Chagres Riv The 


aT 
a 















is therefore of opinion that the existence of such costly ; ; it it 10 1 
the wor commerce should not depend upon great rese! recommended at this place “either an earth dam \ h ! 
y earth — —— Se — are masonry core carried down to bed rock. or an 
ye of even sand anc ravel. The LBoard is unqualiiiedly of structure fo : ; Sor alae 
that no such vast and < btful experiment should be indulged | ; =— CUR i unded at the same epth — * e i 
the contrary, that every work of whatever nature should be | terial” (Report, p. 47), in this way giving th appro to an 


d and built as to include only those features which experience |! earth dam with a 


wea ; Be masonry core wall at this place. 
strated to be positively safe and efficient. : 


The highest flow line of this reservoir is 130 feet above the 
ws will note that this is a general statement. It makes | river bed and 170 feet above the bed rock. which at this pl: 

d statement that it is the opinion of the Board that the | is at sea level. The lake 
uld not depend upon great reservoirs held by earth em- | area of 294 square 


formed by the dam would have 
miles. In other words. Mr. President. t] 


ents, and yet the report of the majority favoring a sea- | vessels which would have to navigate the sinuous windings of 
nal proposes to build four great reservoirs held by such | this 200-foot-wide canal would have impendi over tl t 
ments. | height of 170 feet, held back by an earthen d with : 
let us for a moment consider these dams and reservoirs | core, a lake 24 miles in area; a lake which for its 
tion with the opinion contained in the above quotation, | not only depended upon the dam which held | s ers 
work “should be so designed and built as to include | but likewise depended upon the integrity of the three other 
e features which experience has demonstrated to be | dams which dammed up the tributaries of e Ch s River. 
- safe and efficient.” | In approving an earth dam of this height with col wall 
plans of the minority of the Board of Consulting En- the Board has gone directly contrary to their unqualified opit 


rovide for the formation of two great reservoirs, one of | ion that “no vast and doubtful experiment should be lulged 
ined by the Gatun dam, with a depth of water against | in,” and that the works should 


i? ] 7 . 4 
ag nclude only those f 


&5 feet, and the other retained by three dams at the Pa- | which experience has demonstrated to be | vely 
id of the canal, with a depth of water against them of | efficient.” I make this statement ‘ause 1 
kind has been constructed to retain water t ‘ 
than about 115 feet, which is held by the Ca 


already referred to, and no earth dam wi 


es of these dams have been carefully examined by the 

Consulting Engineers; there have been numerous l § 
showing the character of the foundation, and they have | wall has ever been in use in which the height of tl 
ed with care by the best engineering authorities on | has exceeded 125 feet, while in this dam 
truction of dams with a view to making them safe with- | height of 170 feet. 

to the cost of the work. 

imony discloses that the proposed dams are well 
the limits of actual experience, as earth dams of much 
mass and with a pressure of water against them as 


The Board, in the consideration of thx 
(Report, p. 46), states: 


‘he earth dams w 


large bodies of water, some of the edi 
that against the Gatun dam have not only successfully | that this type of structure may give s 
ter for the last forty years near San Francisco, but Fro ee ig ena we ae 
dams, with the reservoirs behind them full, have | seepage underneath or thi h su 





fully withstood the recent earthquake shocks at that | fully considered 

ind, notwithstanding the fact that the main fault, or The report then proceeds to recommend tl d . 
line, of the earthquake, which extends continuously for | tively, across the rivers Gigante, Gigantito, » ; 
Ss or more, passes directly by the end of one of these dams, | without giving any designs, without any eng er |] i 
ie ground at this place was so severely shaken that trestles | at the sites of these dams to « I : 
ther structures were wrecked, the dams remain intact. | favorable or not d without any bor { ~ 

is have not more than one-sixth of the mass or of the | the character of the mat il or the dept ‘ 
¢ power that will be possessed by the proposed Gatun | dams can be built at these plac ere] u a 
jecture, based upon the rough topographi f ( 
e is another dam, also shaken by the California earth- | section of territory made by the French | ( 
which has against it a depth of water of 115 feet, 30 | 


into the possession of the United States 
reater than that proposed against the Gatun dam, and Notwithstanding the statement of the majorit te), 
lso, although shaken by the earthquake, was not affected. | that the character of the foundation m: 
closest precedent for the Gatun dam is a great earth | dams are built and the means for prevent 
built in connection with the Wachusett reservoir of the | beneath or through such foundations mu ‘ 
politan Water Supply, of Massachusetts. This is one considered, they have, without any such 
| longer than the Gatun dam, will have 20 feet less depth | mended as a vital part of their project t these « s be 
water against it, and it rests on fine material, where borings | built to hold back great reservoir f wat 


wed a maximum depth of rock of 286 feet, while the maxi- | not so large as that to be held back by the Gatun 
XL——_545 
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if the water were to be 
the destruction of the 


reservoirs that 
» of the dams 
result. 
proposed dams—I am speaking 
ea-level type outside of the G 
of about 75 feet above the surface of 


, great 
by the failu 
ld inevitably 


Ve 


of the 

d dams of the 

ve a height 

That 

that to close its 

190 feet long, and that 

z he lakes which they form have an aggregate area 
‘ground of upward of 106 square miles. 

As to the the destruction of dams holding back so 

‘eat a dy of water, it is wei note that 

the Johnstown flcod resulted from letting loose the water 

om a reservoir having an area of only two-thirds of a square 


efiect of 


to 


Mr. President, in this connection I want to observe that the | 


ailure of that dam was caused not by any weakness in the 

ion, although it was nothing but an earth dam, not by 
any pressing out or washing away of the dam from the pressure 
of water whi 


cipitation of 


} 


before, when the waters of the dam 
rapidity that the sluiceway, or spillway, was 
not able to carry them off, and they rushed over the top of the 
dam, cutting out the outer surface, thereby causing the failure. 
In th: nnection I wish to e¢all attention to the fact that in 
this posed lock at Gatun, supported by the dam of which I 
have been speaking, the crest of the dam rises 50 feet above 
the ight of the lake, and the lake is so vast in area 
that it will gather upon its bosom the waters of the Chagres 
and all its tributaries and so seatter them that at high 
the waters will not rise more than 
margin of safety of from 45 to 47 feet. 
from South Dakota 


the night 
I'¢ -¢ \ hu ‘h 
++ 


7 


jute 
The Senator 
prepeves 


diood) Gu 
. +) ‘ 
remarks a 


the e 


statement 


the city of New York. 


ervoir 


°e can not be regarded as anything but an experiment. | 


id unprecedented in all of its dangerous features. The 


} 


ApDLV 
if such a structure; he could get no light, for he could find not 
slightest guaranty of safety in a structure so built. 


It unfortunate for the Senator’s cause that the 


is 
earth dam with a nry ce 
Board of Consulting Engineers propose to build at Gamboa, 
and does not apply in the least to the type of dam proposed in 

nnection with the lock canal at Gatun. 

Mr. KITTREDGE. Mi. President- 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. the Senator from 
inia yield to the Senator from South Dakota? 

Mr. KNOX. Certainly. 

. KITTREDGE. I will ask one more question of the Sena- 
Pennsylvania. Do not the plans of the majority of 
ard of Consulting Engineers contemplate the construction 

wry an earth dam with a masonry core wall? 

YOR. Xs that either a masonry dam or 

: dam with a masonry core wall. 
KITTREDGE. I merely wished to call the Senator’s at- 
» that fact. 

. KNOX. Yes: I will refer to that later 

| rrect—either one or the other. 

PE 1], the engineer whom the Senator from South Dakota 
yuoted with approval, in almost the next sentence of the address 
; stated that the “core wall cracked in five places 
ngth of 100 feet.” 

after calling attention to the great height 
which was 200 feet, or only 30 feet higher than one 


rnarives, 


mas 


the 


Does Pennsy]- 


lor }" 
aan, Ol 


-.\ 1° is correct 


on. It is 


‘om 


Mr. Hill says: 


this 


DOA, 


the wall, and in artificially 
structure, inasmuch 


2 as 
heretofore built. 


of any 
the dams 


the 


o 
1 


sea-level canal it can be con- 
the lock canal have been 
reputation in this braneh 
after a careful examination of their and 
borings to show the character of the 
and that they do not go beyond the limits of 
act except in being made more massive and stronger 
than any dams heretofore constructed to retain the same depth 
water. On the other hand, it can be confidently asserted 
that three out of the four dams of the sea-level canal have not 


ring 
nded 
Hen, 


‘th nractice 
ual practice, 


sites 


eXte 


‘ 
Ol 


amboa | 
required to close the Gigante will be 2,S00 | 


main tributary, the Gigantito, will | 
to close the Cano about 820 


the damage done | 


h it held back, but because of the enormous pre- | 


flood | 
2 or 3 feet, leaving an abso- | 
(CONGRESSIONAL REcorD, Pp. | 
ted at length and asked to have incorporated in his | 
from the address of Mr. William R. Hill, 

in charge of the Croton dam, the great water res- | 
He quoted, speaking of the | 


in vain for science to aid in computing the effi- | 


remarks | 
which he has quoted apply to the Croton dam, which was an | 
re wall, such as the majority of | 


ab- 


of this | 


I will add, proposed by the majority of en- | 
placed | 
it | 


proposed in connection | 


material | 
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yet been designed; that their sites have not been examined: 
that the character of the material or the depth to rock at ty 
sites entirely unknown, and that the fourth dam is far 
beyond the limits of any actual practice. 

The difference in the degree of detail with which the soy. 
level and lock-canal plans are presented by the majority ang 
minority of the Board of Consulting Engineers is very markeq 
and should be carefully considered and given great weiec}); in 
drawing conelusions concerning their respective merits, The 
| Structural features of the lock plan, and their locations, are 
| described in such detail that intelligent investigation and crit. 
cism can be applied to all of them, while, on the other 
the intentions of the majority in the presentation of s 
| parts of the sea-level plan are so vaguely and indefinit 
| pressed as to evade the serutiny and exact knowledge 5. 
| sary before safe conclusions can be reached as to their prac 
cability, cost, and stability. 

Mr. President, it required the unanimous consent of the for. 
eign engineers upon that Board to make this majority, anq 
| when I have gone over the report they have made and seep 
the lack and want of detail, it seems to me that these gentle. 
| men practically opened their arms and walked away and saiq 
it can be done, but not how it can be done; and it is for ys to 
work out the execution of their scheme, and if we fail it is 
failure. 

As I have said, the principal structures in the sea-level plan are 
the Gamboa dam and eontrolling sluices, the four dams 
the Giante, Giantito, Cano, and Agua Benita rivers, the spill. 
way for the lake formed by these dams, the structures for tie 
control of the other tributaries of the Chagres, and the tide 
lock at the Pacific end. 

Those in the lock plan are the Gatun dam, the three dams 
| forming Lake Sosa, and the several locks. 

Reviewing in detail the consideration and information con- 
cerning these works given in the two reports submitted by the 
majority and minority of the Consulting Board, we find a re- 
markable difference. Taking first the sea-level report, infor- 
mation concerning the keystone of the project is limited to the 
following statement : 


At the site of the Gamboa dam, 30 miles from Colon, the river hed 
has an elevation of about.50 feet above mean sea level, but ay 
est rock is at practically sea level, making it necessary to sink 
foundations of a dam to a maximum depth of only 53 or 54 t 
| below water at the low stages of the river before finding material on 
which to form a suitable foundation bed. At the proposed site of th 
dam the high hills approach each other within 2,020 feet at an 
elevation of 180 feet and within 1,170 feet at the bottom of the y 
ley. The earth overlying the rock is of moderate depth, so that th 
conditions are favorable for the construction of any type of dam 
which may be adopted. 

The consideration of these and other reasons have 
Board to recommend at Gamboa— 

I am still reading from the report— 


either an earth dam with a heavy masonry core carried down to bed 
k or an all-masonry structure founded at the same depth an Or 


is 


iNnd 


r ey. 


our 


ACTOSS 


prompted the 


rock 
the same material. 

Mr. President, no further description is given, nor 
design submitted for a dam, which is both the most in; 
structure in the canal and one of the largest dams ever proposed. 
There is nothing said about the design of the controlling s! 
or the method by which their discharge is to be conducte 
the canal. We also look in vain for designs or descriptions of 
the four dams and spillway to control the four tributary rivers 
on the left bank before mentioned. We know of the French sur- 

| veys that their accuracy is inversely as their distance from the 
| canal, and it may be assumed that these structures, vital to the 
construction and operation of the canal, are in a region where 
the maps are largely based on sketch work. No examinat 
for the purpose of locating dams and spillways has ever been 
made nor any borings for foundations. We are only informed 
that these dams are to be built, while their dimensions 
underlying foundations are unknown. It was impossible, there- 
fore, to make a design or to state whether they were to be 
earth or masonry or of a combination of these materials. 
can, however, be stated that they are of very considera)! 
mensions, holding a head of water above sea level of pro) 
70 feet, or nearly the same as the Gatun dam, and pro! 
aggregating in length a mile or more. Such an all-pery 
lack of study and exact information does not inspire much 
dence in the practicability of the plan, and still less in the esti 
mates. 

Still more unfortunate is the absence of design in the propo- 
sition to deal with the other tributary streams, both in their 
treatment during construction and in their final introduction into 
| the prism of the canal. Of these streams there are fi‘! 
twenty of sufficient importance to require costly work 0! 
| stability, as many of them descend from considerable | 
| in a short distance with a rapid and violent fall. 

The discharge of all these streams, and of the Chagres 
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during construction, to be carried to an outfall through diversion 
channels on either side of and at considerable height above the 
il. These channels will therefore require a capacity, or 
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| 


tional area and fall, proportioned to the combined discharge | 
all times of the Chagres and its tributaries below Gamboa if | 


+he canal is to be protected during construction from the incur- 
cion of these streams, in order that the work may be free from 
snterruptions and damage. It is not apparent in the majority 
vonort that adequate provision is made for this. 

~ epyceerning the final disposal of these waters we are told in 
the report—and I quote from that document: 


rhe tributary streams, whose beds at point of junction with the 
, are considerably above the prism of the latter, will be discharged 
over masonry-stepped aprons or through metallic discharge pipes, or | 
these beds will be sloped and lowered so as to prevent objectionable 
ov nts at junction points. The means for the accomplishment of 
t e results are such as are in common use on nearly all important 


No preference is given to either of these schemes, although | 


} 


the last two seem impracticable, while the first involves con- 
struction work of great cost and strength. It must be remem- 
bered that the height from which these streams descend ranges 
u i50 feet and the flood discharge to 3,000 second-feet. 
Yet for these important structures, on whose stability and 
success the uninterrupted operation of the canal depends, no 
design or description beyond that already quoted is given. 


Dp to 





It seems incredible that the sum allowed in the estimate for 
the sea-level canal for the foregoing work, amounting only to 


&2.500,000, viz, the four dams and spillway on the left bank, 


the temporary works for river control, and the final regulated 

n of these waters into the canal prism, is at all 
equate. 

On the other hand, the minority of the Consulting Board 


make their presentation of a lock canal with a fullness of de- 
scription and design that gives a firm basis for conclusions and 
for estimate. Its detail gives information and inspires confi- 
aence 


The Gatun dam with the spillway are carefully worked out, 


“lenving no doubt of what is intended and how it is to be ac- 


} 


complished. The information of location, of foundation, and of 
method of construction is full and satisfactory. It is so 
thorough that no further information or explanation is required 
for the dams forming Lake Sosa, at the Pacific end. A suffi- 


cient outline is given of the locks for all necessary information | 


concerning their location, dimensions, arrangement, and stability. 
What r information we may have of the tide lock of the 
Pacific end of the sea-level canal can only be inferred from the 
n rity report concerning the high-level canal locks. 


is marked difference in the tullness of information and de- 
tail marks the two reports throughout. The candor of the one 
inspires a confidence which is missing in the other. 

‘ir. ’resident, I recapitulate the reasons that have induced 

» to favor the lock proposition as follows: 

First. In view of the fact that the overshadowing engineering 
problem to be solved in either case is that of control of the 
vaters of the Chagres and other streams. I favor the 
type because it affords absolute control of these and in- 

es ho uncertain features, no danger of collapse of any part 
of the work or works embraced in the proposition, and avoids 





all ce its of silt, rock, timber, or other obstructions in or near 
1 navigable channel, which, on the other hand, in the case of 
c ; and obstructions are unavoidable in the sea-level type. 

Second. Because of the marked superiority of width of 
channels and depth of water of the lock type, as compared with 
the sea-level. The longitudinal currents are not to be avoided 


n the sea-level plan, and the cross currents made by many 
ll strenms which must be brought directly into the navigable 
prism ef the sea-level canal, the fall of which varies from 10 to 
160 feet, would endanger ships navigating the sea-level canal 
under their own steam, owing to the great amount of curvature 
and narrow channel. 
Third. Beeause it will be an impossibility, in case the neces- 
ity arises during the transit of war vessels, to turn such ves- 


Se Ss 
is 


bh 


a different movement of the ships, whereas in a lock-level canal 
such turning could be accomplished in over two-thirds of the 
igth of the canal, and because the speed of all ships in a sea- 
level canal of 200 feet or 100 feet, or 50 feet, as it is for a great 
portion of the distance, necessarily would be the speed of the 
slowest ship making the transit. 

Fourth. Because I am not impressed by the alleged danger to 
locks or ships in passing ships through the locks in flights, and 
think it largely is imaginary. Ships would not be handled by 
their own power or crews, but they would be handled by lock 
crews especialy trained to the business, and would be easily 
handled by stationary power, which would entirely obviate the 


a sea-level canal in case of a change of orders requiring | 


| 


| three additional locks in duplicate, 


S707 


| danger from the transmission of wrong signals and wrong movye- 


ments, 


Fifth. Because it is amply proven by a great number of bor- 


ings, 110 in all, which have been made on the exact site of the 
proposed Gatun locks, many of them to a depth of 60 feet 
below sea level, that the material afforded for the foundation 
of these locks is rock, and not only can these locks be \ 
structed with the dimensions proposed, : 


namely, 95 feet wide 
and 900 feet in length, but it is possible to construct locks fully 
250 feet longer than the dimensions called for above, h 
corresponding increase in width if necessary: that these boring 
have proven beyond question that there is ample 
and also for an additional 
similar installation of locks alongside, in case they will ever 
be required. 

Sixth. Because there are no problems connected wit] 
type which have not been fully and thoroughly considered and 
the details worked out, and that such is pot the case with the 
sea-level type; that many of the most important pro itic 
connected with the sea-level type have been guessed at, as, f 
instance, the plans for the Gamboa dam, the location, the foun- 
dations, the character of the four dams to impound the waters 
of other streams, some of them aproaching almost in size and 
importance the Gatun dam as proposed in the lock type, and no 
intelligent plan has been even suggested for taking eare of the 
small streams, which it is proposed to divert directly into the 
narrow channel of the sea-level canal. 

Seventh. Because the consideration of time and cost are 
much greater in the sea-level than in the lock type. 


The depth to which excavation must be made for tl 


i 


i} l Soy 
level type opens up many dangers of great difliculties from un 
known geological faults, possibly involving serious complications 
in expensive material to be removed, and also a great amount of 
excavation to be removed below sea-jevel in case of the sea- 
level type, for which no competent engineering authority has 


been or is able to fix an intelligent estimate of cost. On the 
other hand, thé excayation of Culebra cut is not carried to a 
depth in the lock type sufficient to justify any belief that 1 
than ordinary construction contingencies will be en: 

Kighth. Because I do not believe that any intelligent criti- 
cism can justly be directed against either type, as regarding the 
results from earthquake shocks. The Gamboa dam, the tidal 
lock at Sosa, the very high excavation through the summit of 
Culebra cut, in the sea-level type, are equally vulnerable with 
the Gatun and Sosa locks, and vastly more so than the immense 
earthen dam proposed at Gatun. in the lock type. I that 
in the case of either type the damage from earthquake shocks 
is a purely negligible quantity. It does not seem to me, Mr. 
President, that we should be shaken in our understanding 


ountered. 


} i ‘ 
believe 


or 
unduly alarmed because of the recent disaster at San Fran , 
because it appears to me the two things that were absolutely 


proven by that catastrophe were, first, that it did not occur at 
Panama, and, second, that earthen dams were n 


it affected by 
the vibration of the earth at San Francisco. 


Ninth. Because the lock type of canal can, if the necessity 
ever arises, be transformed into a true sea-level canal, one of 


from five to six hundred feet in width, and 50 f n 
in depth of water. The lock type, if constructed, will handle 
from 60,000,000 to 70,000,000 tons of freight per wm 
vastly more than will probably ever be reached during the next 
fifty years, and the amount of water required for this large ton- 
nage can be supplemented to take care of at least 20,000,000 of 
tons additional per year, at a small cost by the construction of 
additional water reservoirs. 

The difference in cost of construction between the lock type 
and the sea-level type as proposed, compounded at 2 per cent 
for a period of fifty years, added to the saving in fifty years in 
fixed charges, will amount to about $500,000,000, a sum which 
will be available at the end of fifty years to trans‘orm the 
lock canal into a true sea-level canal, if the necessity for it 
exists. 

Tenth. Because I believe that owing to the inflowing of silt 
and other matter into the narrow and depressed channel of the 
sea-level type it would require the constant mail 
operation of a number of dredges to keep the channel 
navigation for any class of ships, and, further, that even with 
this channel open it would be found a practical impr bility 


to force a ship, say, S00 feet long by 80 feet beam and drawing 
do feet of water through such a channel. 

Ileventh. Because I believe the safety of the prop learthen 
dam at Gatun can not be intelligently atta | Fhe 200 fe 
or more blanket of clay and other similar materiais beneatl 

| the construction which will give a weight \ ; 
the extreme pressure which can come : ist it, and the great 


height—50 feet—to which it is 


proposed to carry this dam 
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above the water’s surface, renders it absolutely safe from 
by any known forces of nature; and this point is 
consideration of the proposed metbed of construc- 
that this earth is not to be deposited looseiy, but 
in by sluicing with water, which will render the whole 
he dam almost as solid as sedimentary rock. 
\nd, finally, Mr. President, because a lock canal 
ter commercial facilities for half the expenditure 


destruct 


iphasized by 


} . » 
1a oney. 


LITTREDGE. I ask unanimous consent that the 
usiness be temporarily laid aside. 


H-PRESIDENT. 


un- 


DISTRICT STREET RAILWAYS. 

PRESIDENT. Under the unanimous-consent 
hair lays before the Senate Senate bill 6147. 
in Committee of the Whole, resumed the 
of the bill (S. 6147) authorizing changes in cer- 

\ilway tracks within the District of Columbia, and 


as 


The Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
r, and I presume he desires to continue. 


Mr. President, the public has always been | 
matters of taxation than in any other. | 


1 jn 

i ii 

ore discussion, more trouble, and greater 

almost other 

ition. There is one thing the public usually 

ipon, and that is equality in taxation; and it should be 
aim of legislative bodies, when taxation is found to be 
to change the inequality and make it just and fair 


any 


» is no question but that the taxes levied on and paid by 
public utility corporations of Washington are wholly insuffi- 
t compared with the value of their holdings, and measured 

taxes that are assessed upon the property of individuals 
er rations the tax is wholly unequal and falls far 
the rates which all the rest are compelled to pay. 

. GALLINGER. Mr. President—— 
VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
| to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. - 

Mr. GALLINGER. The taxes paid by the street railways in 
; District are 5.54 on the gross earnings. If 12 per cent on 
r net earnings were added, they would be paying 12.57 on 
- or r The State of Colorado pays 2.42. 

NSBROUGH. Will the Senator allow me just 


rp 


Mr 


rhe Colorado 


ss receipts. 


HLA a 


Mi r. PATTERSON. 
Mr. HANS 


Certainly. 
BROUGH. I wish to say that the street railway 
es charge up a great many things to taxes in this Dis- 
not belong to taxes. I have the exact figures of 
» taxes that they pay over signatures of the tax collector and 
assessor. The amount of taxes they pay is 4.5. 

GALLINGER. I simply beg to say that the Senator is 

nz; that 18 all. 
PATTERSON. Mr. President, the best answer to any 
i upon the amendment of the Senator from North 
is the amendment itself. The provisions of the amend- 
re so inherently just that it is difficult to understand how 
tion can be made to them. It is true it mentions 12 per 
the net proceeds of these corporations, but there is con- 
amendment a substitute for that, that if these cor- 
» disinclined to pay the tax upon net receipts they 
ved from paying that as well as the percentage 
pay upon gross receipts by paying one and one-half 
the appraised value of their property, as do other 

; in the District. 
ER. Mr. President—— 
SIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 
tor from New Hampshire? 
' ‘ertainly. 

ve than one-half of the street railways 
bia are not earning a dollar profit; in 
operating expenses. Does the 
to be burdened very much in 
paying in taxes? 
would not pay 


iat do 


11 


made 


their 

1,4 

ought 

I V are how 


HANSBROUGH. Th additional 


any 
IN. The Senator from New Hampshire is 
obstacles that do not exist, and is raising objections 

ot justified. When a citizen is taxed upon his per- 
rty and real estate, the taxing power does not in- 
whether his business is good or bad, or whether he is 
or insolvent. The value of his property is determined, 
and the assessment is made upon the basis of that valuation. 


quire 


soivent 


Without objection, it is so ordered. | 


PAT- | 


subject connected with | 
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I understand that the assessment is 14 per cent on all persona] 
property in the District. What the per cent is on real estate 
I do not know. 

Now, Mr. President, if the property of all others in the Dis- 
trict is taxed upon the same uniform basis, is it aught but fair 
to all other taxpayers that the property of the utility corpora- 
tions, consisting of tracks, cars, buildings, machinery, and 
franchises, shall be appraised by the same body that values 4]] 
other property for taxation, and that upon that valuation a 
levy of 14 per cent shall be made? What would that be, Mr. 
President, but taxing the utility corporations of the District 
precisely as the individual is taxed upon his property and 
other corporations are taxed upon theirs? 

When an amendment is offered that proposes a special tax 
| and, in addition, proposes that if the bodies to be taxed prefer, 

in lieu of the special tax, they may pay the tax that owners of 
other property in the District are required to pay, the proposi- 
| tion can not be out of time. There is not a single element 
| justice that is lacking in the proposition, and to refuse «| 
accept it seems to me to be willing to wantonly perpetuate ; 
wrong upon the great body of the tax-paying community. 

Mr. President, I havyen’t the slightest idea that this amend- 
ment will be adopted. The alacrity with which the bill ; 
ported by the Senator from North Dakota the other day was 
| recommitted to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and 

the decided vote by which it was recommitted, prove that this 
body is unwilling at this time to place any additional tax upon 
the corporations, however just it may be. 

I have no objection to the bill that is reported from the Dis- 
trict Committee being passed, because by the system under 
which these utilities are operated it is quite necessary that it 
should be passed, for the traveling public will be afforded no 
other facilities of travel to and from the new depot when 
it shall be completed. 

But, Mr. President, there never will be any change in the 
system until the matter of the taxation of public utilities is 

' discussed more generally and earnestly than it has been here- 
tofore, and until more correct information is disseminated, and* 
the bodies that have such matters committed to them shall have 
a better understanding of the true principle upon which the tax- 
ation of public-utility corporations rests. 

I also believe, Mr. President, that the mere matter of taxation 
will never bring the reform that is inseparably associated with 
the true relation of these public utilities to municipal govern- 
ments. It is almost impossible that taxation should be fair and 
just as applicable to them, because the property they own, tlie 
franchises they secure, the monopoly that is inherent in their 
business, place their assets, tangible and intangible, upon a basis 
quite different from that upon which other property rests. 

It is largely for that reason that another system of dealing 
with these utilities has taken root not only in this country, 
but in foreign countries. Instead of turning the ownership and 
management of these public utilities over to private corpora- 
tions, the municipalities themselves are undertaking their opera- 
tion. It is only by municipal ownership and operation that 
the city populations can secure from them all the benefits the 
public is entitled to have. 

Mr. President, Washington, above every other city in the 
country, should own its own utilities. Washington should own 
its street railways and its lighting plants. It does, I under- 

| stand, own its own water supply. Many other cities are not 
quite so favorably situated as Washington in that regard, le- 
cause a number as yet do not even own their own water supply. 
But quite a large number of cities have wholly freed themselves 
from the trammels of all these private corporations, now own- 
ing and operating their own water, light, and- street transport:- 
tion systems. 

The great social and political problem in the United States 
to-day is that of city government. The concentration of great 
masses of people in the towns and cities, the problems that th 
people are engaged in solving, the necessity for the utnv 
economy that the mass may be able to live in any degree of 
comfort, the necessity for the increase of compensation 
labor, for the lessening of the tax burden, for the betterment o! 
all public facilities in city life is growing stronger every (iy, 
and all over the country more attention is now being given to 
problems of this character than has ever been given before. 

We see the politics of New York revolutionized at an election 
held within a year through the interest in municipal ownersl}i| 
We see the issue distinctly made in Chicago and the municip 
ownership proposition prevailing by a decided majority. We 
notice cities that were Democratic and cities that have been 
Republican, in Ohio and other States, now governed by prac- 

| tically nonpartisan administrations by reason of the deep hold 
municipal ownership has taken on the minds of voters. 


us 
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The fact that municipal ownership sentiment is spreading 
<y rapidly, its growth is so phenomenal, with no backward step 
noted in any direction, with the reform advancing, growing in 

«lt end power, should be sufficient to induce the Committee 

the District of Columbia to calmly and deliberately take 
yp» the matter for consideration and to determine whether the 
opital of the nation shall not be made the very leader among 
cities in adopting and advancing the reform. 
President, those who have studied city life and the in- 
wes that operate in municipalities for good or evil do not 

‘tate to declare that public-utility corporations are the 
source of greater corruption in city life than any other e!ement. 
And why? The owners of these utilities are, as a rule, men 
ihe largest wealth. They are men of the widest social in- 
By reason of their wealth and social standing they 
are sought out for their influence and feared for their power. 
rhese men, in their desire to secure these great franchises for 
the corporations they control, do not hesitate to corrupt the 
electorate of cities by whatever means may be necessary. 

Show me a city of a quarter million people or of a hundred 

usand with street railways, water, and light plants owned 
private corporations and I will show you cities in which 
these corporations unqualifiedly control the politics.*° They con- 
trol nominating conventions and dictate the nominees for the 
‘ties, and they spend their money lavishly to secure the elec- 


Mr. 


fluence. 


‘ion of the men whom they regard as most devoted to their sery- 
- and I will also show you cities in which these municipal 


corporations control the councils and rule their mayors, and 


obtain control of them either at the election or by purchase | 


erwards; all to the end of acquiring and holding the fran- 
chises for these utilities. Their aim is also to escape their 
proper share of taxation and to secure renewal of franchises 

en they are about to expire. 

It is idle, Mr. President, for any political party in a State 
dominated by the utility and other corporations to struggle for 
st conventions or honest elections; and honest city admin- 
istrations are an impossibility. The vast wealth of the men 
who eontrol these utilities, their social standing, the extremes 
to which they go to maintain their supremacy in city affairs, 
override and overawe all combinations that attempt to combat 
them. One of the great troubles is that only men outside of 
their class—only the poorer, the weaker, and the less influential 
of the public—are, as a rule, willing to come out into the open 
to join issue with these corporations. 

{At this point Mr. PatrTrerson was interrupted by the expira- 
of the morning hour, and he resumed and concluded his 
speech later in the day.] 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, when I was interrupted 
with the unfinished business, I was talking about the evil infiu- 
ences of these utility corporations upon city life; their control 

evil of the polities of the cities; their control of elections, 
of city councils, of police forces, of boards of public works. 


+ 
tion 


tions, nominate tickets, elect candidates, and control city coun- 
cils, and the people of the cities seem powerless to combat them. 
Municipal ownership of these utilities means a change in the 
conditions to which I have called attention. I suggested the 
wealth, the social influence, and power of the men who, as a 
rule, control these corporations, and that their influences are for 
evil by reason of their selfish interests and the great value of 
{ franchises they hold and the control of which they are 
always struggling to retain. Municipal ownership will change 
these men into instruments for good instead of for evil. 
City ownership of street railways and great water and light 
plants involves city management of properties of such vast 
lue that all, rich and poor, are interested in their good man- 
‘igement—they become interested in cheap water rates, cheap 
licht rates, and cheap street transportation, and for these rea- 
us all tax-paying citizens desire honest, good, and efficient 
vernment. So we would kave the controlling influence in our 
reat cities lined up upon the side of economy, honesty, and 
ustice, instead of combatting these conditions. 
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Mr. President, this reform has gotten very considerable head- 


a 


way in Great Britain. It has been worked out there much 
more largely than here. The Secretary of Commerce and 


Labor, recognizing this fact, sent a commissioner over to Great 
Britain to examine into the problem and to report the result 
of his investigation. I have here in a volume issued only last 
January from the Department of Commerce and Labor the 
result of as well as most of the details of the investigation that 
was made by the commissioner. 

; The claim is set up by a great many that municipal ownership 
IS a socialistic idea or development. Such, Mr. President, is 
not the case, and it was not found to be the case by cur com- 
missioner when he went abroad. I would call the attention of 
the Senate to something upon that subject at the very opening 
of this report. The commissioner shows most conclusively 
that municipal ownership came from the commercial, the manu- 
facturing, and the taxpaying classes of Great Britain generally, 
rather than from any phase of the socialistic cult. Upon this 
subject he says: 


In its beginnings municipal ownership was not socialistic; it was 
not even an outgrowth of the labor movement; it came rather from the 
mercantile or commercial classes. The councils of several | ughs, 
notably West Ham and Battersea, are controlled by labor representa 
tives, but the larger cities and county boroughs are in the hands of 
business men, who, with the more public-spirited of the leisure class, 
make up the personnel of municipal administration. 

Again, he says: 

In its present stage of development municipal ownership is inspired 


by no ideal of a changed social order, and the movement is likely to con 
tinue to be one for improved service, for business thrift, for the re 
of the taxpayer from the burdens of taxation, and for increased revenue 
for the community. 

Then referring to the motives which led to the efforts for 
municipal ownership, the commissioner, Professor Howe, says: 

These facts— 

Facts that he referred to 
report— 


ief 
1eL 


in previous paragraphs of his 


These facts explain in a measure why municipal ownership has pro- 
ceeded with so much rapidity within recent years. 


Other causes are 
also operative on public opinion. The general reasons assigned in 
Great Britain for this growth may be classed under four heads, as 
follows : 

First. A desire for better and more efficient service. It was felt 
that private ownership, interested, as it was, only in dividends, could 
not be relied upon to operate enterprises so as to produce the largest 


social results. With this was. the belief that under public ownership 
rates and charges could be reduced to the consumer and that the earn- 
ings could be used for the betterment of the service or 


the 
of its cost. 


lowering 
I will read now, because I do not desire to quote too exten- 

sively from the report, a summing up of his investigations. He 

recites that— 

The literature of municipal ownership is found in municipal reports, 
parliamentary réturns, and the daily press. The justification of 

in 


in 


tes 


ple, 
may be summarized under six general heads, as follows: 

First. That municipal ownership stimulates pu spirit, promotes 
| good citizenship, and arouses a sense of local patriotism growing out 
of the services which the city extends to the citize 

Second. That public operation is alone consistent with the best in 
terests of the community. It permits city administration to ‘ 
| dinated. and the service of the tramways, electricity, gas, and iter 
undertakings to be made to serve one another and the community 

Third. That public ownership has greatly cheapened th st of 
service, whether in water, gas, electricity, or transportation. The 
same is true of telephones. 

Fourth. That municipal ownership has proved a financial suc- 
cess; already in many cities it has out of its earnings paid off a 
part of its indebtedness, and in many instances contributed to the 
reduction of the local taxes. 


But the change, Mr. President, will not only give us better | 


ty life in most of its phases, it will also give to the public 
cheaper light and water and street transportation. These are 
‘ll in the nature of taxes, of fixed charges upon everybody who 
ives within a city. The owner of a home must not only con- 
iront interest upon his investment and taxes for the mainte- 
nance of city government, but he must take into consideration 
t 
charges are as much fixed on the home owner in a city as are 
the taxes that he pays into the city treasury. If by municipal 
ownership these charges can be reduced and better and more 
eflicient service be secured, the palpable wisdom of municipal 
ownership reform stands out too prominently to be ignored. 


he cost of water, of light, and of street-car service ; and these | 


Fifth. That municipal ownership has improved 
labor by increasing wages, shortening hours, and 
dial relations between the public and its servants 

Sixth. That in addition to this, public operation is subject to 
public opinion; that every voter is a critic and can make his influ- 


of 


cor- 


the condition 
establishing 


ence felt upon service and conditions; that this makes the indus- 
try responsive to the needs of the community in a way that is never 


true of private operation. 
Then, speakiag more directly on street railways, he says: 


The tramways, coming in close and intimate touch with the people, 





stimulate an interest in the city that is almost universal The 
change from private to public opération has apparently always 
been followed by a marked increase in their use by the com ni 
The most agressive, the most active, and the best-governed cities 
from the point of view of the average Englishman are the 3 
that have gone in for municipal ownership. Glasgow, Liv 
Manchester, Sheffield, Bradford, Leeds. and Birmingham are exam, : 
The London county council also has been most aggressive in the 
enlargement of its functions and activities. 2 

I will conclude quotations from this report by the author's 


statement of the benefits the change from private to public own- 
ership wrought. He says: 


An examination of the water, gas, tramway, electricity, and tele- 


phone undertakings, in so far as the latter have been municipalized, 
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that 


shows 
in 
1. Marked reduction in rates and charges to consumers. 
2 reater economy in operation through lower interest charges, and 
‘ ion of use 
many instances a considerable relief to the burden of taxation. 
oordinated municipal policy by which the city and its under- 
’ — to work together and with one another. This is true 
an 
e streets and public places, in the unification of all de- 
working through the common body—the town council. 
is eliminat cd, and one department is made to serve another 


* puvile, 


the change from private to public operation has resulted 


cleanliness, 


Passing over others— 


the been 


wage, 


condition of has 


Is of men have 
of capricious 

r standard of 
hours 


employees 
ised to 


greatly improved. 
been a fair and relieved from 
dismissal Their service has been dignified, 
living improved, not only by better wages, but 


Mr. President, if such are the results of municipal ownership | 


in Great Britain—if the cost for street-car service has been 
if the wages of the employees have been increased 
and their hours of labor have decreased, if it has banished to 
“i very large extent corruption from the government of English 
cities—I may ask is it any wonder that the example is being 
followed by American cities and that the movement for munici- 
palization of the utilities has taken such mighty strides? 

Mr. President, municipal ownership of public utilities does 
not in any sense mean city ownership or management of any 
other industry or business. It only includes such public service 

in their very nature are monopolies; service that can not 

‘cised without public grants of privileges or franchises, 
‘rvice that supplies the people with things that have be- 
ecessaries of life. Water is a necessary of life; light 

as become one of the great necessities of life and adds incon- 
ivably to its comfort. Street transportation has become as 
h a necessity in city life as has light and heat. Through 


lessened, 


much 
the extension of lines of street railways, city boendaries have 
been enlarged; the congestion of human life in city centers has 
been dissipated; life has been made more comfortable and 
beautiful. You may select at random ninety persons out of 
every hundred and you will find that those ninety people are 
lled to use street transportation as a nécessity of their 
business and existence. 
‘se businesses can not be conducted except by special 
ts from the municipality, and these special grants of 
chises are of immense value, and when they are owned by 
rivate corporations they are used so as to earn the greatest 
wofit for the corporation and give the poorest service to the 
uldic that will be submitted to. But should the cities own and 
yperate them, they would be operated for the benefit of all, 
vithout reference to profits for private companies. Then why 
should not Washington lead in such a reform? Washington 
could manage these utilities to much greater advantage than 
could any other American city. It would have fewer ob- 
stacles to overcome. Its government is altogether in the hands 
of Col I am glad that in Washington private corpora- 
tic! from the very nature of the District government, can not 
exercise the same evil influences which they do in the govern- 
inent of other cities. The standard of government in Washing- 
ton is created by the President and approved by the Senate; 
for the President appoints its Commissioners and the Senate 
approves them. The Board of Commissicners of Washington 
stand in lien of the mayor and the common council in other 
es; the President and the Senate stand in lieu of the voter: 
for these reasons alone, the government of Washington can 
he more readily and with the fewer obstacles secure the re- 
forms that municipal! ownership brings. 


eress. 


Mir. President, what do we find in the British cities that have 


{ municipal ownership? The Senator from New Hamp- 
ke about the street raif?ways of Washington selling six 
ra quarter. The average fare in Great Britain, where 

railways are municipalized, is a fraction than 2 

2-cent fare in 
and it means that transportation to every 
of Great Britain costs but one-half what 
ist pay in Washington, and it costs 
t fares cost the people of cities where the 


less 


ident, the 
ils the 


the 


statistics show that where 
profits to the companies amount to 
gross receipts; and it is only when 
you study the statistics that are contained in the report made 
by Professor Howe that you can comprehend the immense 
profits that are associated with the operation of these public 
utilities by private corporations. You can then understand how 


the 2-cent fare prev 


very nearly one-half of 
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| pay heavy dividends upon their immense 


in policing and lighting, in the adminis- | 





British citfes with a 4-cent } 


| of road with a number of outlying ill-paying ones, that th 
less | 
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it is that the street railways of Washington pay their interest 
upon $17,000,000 worth of bonds, or thereabouts, and how they 
eapitalization, and 
how their stock sells upon the market at something in the 
neighborhood of 50 per cent above par. 

The bonded indebtedness of these companies represents the 
full amount of their entire investment. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. PATTERSON. With pleasure. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Is the Senator aware of the fact that 
there are $9,000,000 of bonds out on these street railways which 
are selling at 89 on the market to-day? 

Mr. PATTERSON. No. 

Mr. GALLINGER. There are $9,000,000 of those 4 per cent 
bonds; and if the Senator will go to the evening paper he wil] 
find they are quoted at either 88 or 89, and the Senator can buy 
them all at that price. : 

Mr. PATTERSON. I am not aware, Mr. President, of what 
the bonds of all of these street railway companies may be selling 
for. I do know that by market quotations the stocks of some of 
them aré selling at about 50 per cent above par, and I know 
that such would not be the case if the interest upon the bonds 
was not regularly paid, and if large dividends, after paying al) 
the interest, were not assured to the investors. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, a very considerable part 
of the common stock of the street railways of Washington can 
be bought at 40, and those street railways have never paid a 
dividend from the time they were built to the present. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Will the Senator from Colorado yield 
to me? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from North Dakota? 

Mr. PATTERSON. With pleasure. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. The statement made by the Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] in regard to these 
stocks, dividends, etc., applies to a few small roads that are 
controlled by what is known as the Washington Railway and 
Electrie system. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It applies to the consolidated roads, I 
will say to the Senator. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. The Washington Railway and Elee- 
tric Company owns all the roads to which I have referred. 
There are five street railways in operation controlled by the 
Washington Railway and Electric Company, which is a paying 
institution ; but the other four are not. 

Now, as to the Capital Traction Company—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. But, if the Senator from Colorado will 
permit me—— 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The common stock of that consolidated 
road, which is known as the * Washington Railway and Electric 
Company,” can be bought at 40. It has never paid a dividend. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Yes; but the Senator should add to that, 
that the preferred stock of that company is selling for about ‘0, 
and is paying 5 per cent. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is indeed; and it would be a very re- 
markable circumstance if the preferred stock did not seil at a 
hundred when the company was paying a dividend. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. In addition to that, I want to say, if 
the Senator from Colorado will allow me—— 

Mr. PATTERSON. With pleasure. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. That the stock of the Capital Tractio! 
Company is selling for about 140, and has sold, I believe 
high as 150, its par value being 100. I think that company p:ys 
5 per cent regularly. I am not sure but that it pays 6 per ce! 
It pays 5 per cent anyway. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I notice that the stock of the latter com- 
pany, mentioned by the Senator from North Dakota, was quot d 
within the last few weeks at 146 and a fraction. I can we'll 
understand how, by a consolidation of a splendidly paying line 
stock of such a combination might be low upon the market, 
while its bonds would be gilt edged, and the future would in- 


| sure a very heavy return upot every dollar put into them. 


The Senator from New Hampshire must always bear in mind, 


| when he is quoting the stocks and bonds of these utility cor 
| porations, that the bonds usually represent the amount that }s 
| invested in the physical property and the stock represents * 

| ply the franchise; and when the bonds are at par and the sto 


selling at 50 cents on the dollar, it means that the stock at 
cents is velvet in the enterprise, and it does not indicate in av) 
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degree that there is not a splendid profit being returned to those 
yyho happen to own them. 
The benefits, Mr. President, from this class of property are 
fhat as soon as the franchise in a reasonably large and thrifty 
tv is granted, the grantee may, as a rule, upon the security 
the franchise alone, borrow money enough to construct the 
ies of railway and put them in operation. The bonds they 
sue are paid out of the profits of the roads, and when the 
ponds are paid the owners possess great lines of street railway 
that did not cost them a dollar. The money that was borrowed 
pon the franchise constructed the road; the bonds were paid 


off out of the profits, and the owners have remaining all the | 
ble property, the lines with the franchise, which stand the | 


original promoters practically nothing. 

Those profits, Mr. President, should belong to the cities them- 

Washington, there would be no necessity to pay out to the 
kholders a quarter or a half million dollars as dividends 
each year. The money that would go to the stockholders would 

, into the city treasury to pay the expenses of the city gov- 
ernment. The street railways, as well as the gas and electric 
’ ig companies, would all be run for the benefit of the 
people, the profits going to the people either in cheaper service 
or directly into the treasury, thereby lessening the tax burden, 
while the people would have a vastly improved service. 

Mr. President, if we can not have municipal ownership in 
Washington at this time—and I am frank to admit that in- 
formation on the subject is not sufficiently diffused to expect it 
now—then the District should at lea 

ning these utilities taxed to the same degree that the people 
are. I can not understand how, when a Senator 
proposes a reform that will compel these corporations to pay 
only the amount of taxes paid by all other citizens upon their 
property in the District, anyone can be found with nerve enough 
to obje h 
I 
i 





themselves 


ong time for investigation. To state the proposition is to estab- 
the justice of it; and what is it? Hither that these ufility 
rporations shall pay an additional 12 per cent upon their net 
ipts—and, of course, if there are no net receipts, there will 


} 
Isil 
cor 
re CIP a : ° 
be no additional taxes—or if the companies regard the per- 
centage of net receipts as burdensome, then to have their prop- 
erty appraised and pay upon its appraised value the same rate 


If the city were to own the lines of street railway in | 


The proposition is one that does not need any very | 





st have the corporations | 


that every private citizen is required to pay to carry on the | 


government of the District. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 





The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from New Hempshire? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator’s argument interests me. 


He 
Has the Senator advocated 


The Senator is a very infinential man in his home city. 
owns one or two great newspapers. 


were carried apparently, but by such narrow majorities that 
contests have been inaugurated against them. Within less than 
a week after the election we unearthed the issuance of more 
than 1,000 fraudulent tax receipts, with which tax-paying voters 
were manufactured. They were given to those who did not 
own a dollar’s worth of property that they might qualify to 
vote for these franchises, 

Nay, more, Mr. President, we found a judge brave and inde- 
pendent enough to call a grand jury. Realizing that the 
sheriff, the district attorney, and others of the officials of the 
city were wholly under the control of these utility corporations 


the district judge set them aside. From that an appe ll 


ae: 


action 


was taken, and pending the decision of the supreme court the 
investigation of the grand jury is suspended. 

Mr. President, it is by reason of experiences such as these, 
realizing that party organizations are as a rule, where these 
public-utility corporations are in the saddle, mere shams, that 


“e 
there can be no such thing as an honest political fight and no 
fair show for the people, that I here and elsewhere, 
the occasion may arise, do what I can to change 
private-ownership system. 


Mr. President, as I have suggested, if we can not now h 


wherever 


the iniquitous 


municipal ownership in Washington, if Congress is not re 
for it, there should at least be fair and equal taxation of f! 
property ; and I ask the Senator from New Hampshire w! 


be asse se I 


is or 


the proposition to require these corporations to 
14 per cent upon the valuation of their 
just? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I will answer the ni 
by saying that I do not know whether it is or not. That is a 
matter that would need investigation, and that I have not made. 


hict 


property 


Mr. PATTERSON. Let me ask the Senator another qui 
tion. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I want to answer the first one. I think 
, if a street railway company is bankrupt it ought not to be taxed 
as a profitable, well-paying corporation is taxed. In my State 
we exempt from taxation many corporations, and we think it 
good public policy. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Let me ask the Senator this question: 


The assessed valuation of any corporation’s property 
depend, as a rule, should it not, upon its real value? 
Mr. GALLINGER. It will depend somewhat on that; yes. 
Mr. PATTERSON. Very well. If the street-railway pr 
erty is assessed at its real value, what has that got to do with 
the insolvency of the corporation? If the street 1 
at the real value of their property they will be re- 
quired to pay only that which every other taxpayer must pay 
upon the assessed value of his property. Why not that 
just? I want to ask the Senator when the District assessor 
assesses the value of a lot and building, does he in 
the solvency or the insolvency of the owner? 


should 


p- 


railways 


are 


assessed 
is 


juire as to 


the adoption in Denver of this system of taxation which he Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator has entered upon a vel 

suggests? theory. There is not a city on earth that taxes its cor] tions 
Mr. PATTERSON. Indeed I have. I have been advocating | upon the basis the Senator suggests. I say to the Senator that 

municipal ownership for many years. it is a matter which ought to be investigated. I do not know 
Mr. GALLINGER. Municipal ownership—I understand that; | but that it might be good policy; but it is an untried scheme, 

but the people of Denver do not agree with the Senator on that | and the Senator will not get me to commit myself either one 

proposition. Sut as to this system of taxation the Senator is so | way or the other on the proposition he has presented until I 

eloquent over, the fact is that the public-utility corporations of | have looked into it. 

Denver pay only about one-half in taxes what similar corpora- Mr. PATTERSON. The Supreme Court of the United States 

tions pay in the city of Washington. Why does not charity | has decided time and time again that franchises, rights, and 

begin at home? privileges are as much property as the cars that run upon the 
Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, I have been, in my weak | rails; that their value may be det ed b he taxing power, 

way and with whatever instrumentalities I possess for molding | and that it is the duty of the Government to assess such fran- 

public opinion in Colorado, engaged now ever since 1895—a | chises and privileges at their value as is other property 

period of more than ten years—attempting to induce the city Mr. GALLINGER. I am trying not to give > I new 

of Denver to adopt the very system that I am advocating here. | text, because I hope to get a vote on this bill to l I 

The reason we have failed, Mr. President, is because the | will suggest to the Senator that we adopt a 8) f taxa- 

utility corporations of Denver are so poWerful that the people | tion in lieu of that method, as we have don 1 W: gton and 

have been powerless against them. in every other city in the country, then his « tio! » not apply 
Mr. President, the utility corporations of Denver hold the | to this case. 

executive committees of both political organizations in a grip of Mr. PATTERSON. I will not longer take up the time f 

iron. The Republican executive committee is but a pliant tool | the Senate, Mr. President. I simply want to re ( that 
those corporations, and the Democratie executive committee | the proposition contained in th 1dn ( ! Sen 

of Denver is even more pliant, if that were possible. The re- | from North Dakota is so fair, so just, and is so e fro 

cent election in Denver, upon the one side the two old party po- | cism that no person, in my opinion, should obj to : 

litical organizations, with five or six corporations aligned with | proposition in the amendment now di S 

them, endeavoring to secure as many franchises as possible | quires no investigation. I do not unders l 

from Denver at the election, and upon the other side the people | rounds a public-utility corporation to pl t it 

of Denver—and with what result, Mr. President? class in the matter of taxation from any o 
The Senator from New Hampshire says that we failed in the The taxation of private-utility corporations 

last election. Well, Mr. President, in four weeks we organized | ever, meet the evil. I advocate the 1 Lic 

a people’s movement under the head of municipal ownership; | ties and the operation of th: for t ber ( 

the ticket it put up was defeated by but about 1,000 votes. | and not for the benefit of private s hold th city 

Three of the franchises were defeated, and the two greatest | ownership we will have a better city life, a purer « a 
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cee water, light, and street transportation, and, at the ry statement on this subject that I think would te quite inter- 


time, the public will have the direct benefit of the large profits | esting if Senators had an opportunity to examine it, I ask that 

that are now distributed among the stockholders of these | it may be inserted in the Recorp. 

utility companies. The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered, 
Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President, I have a tabulated! ‘The table referred to is as follows: 


ba . | Per cent of| 
‘er cent 0 tax on 
Gross re- Tax last tax on Net earn- Tax wr i aa ae gross re- | Funded in- 
ceipts. year. gross re- ings. re, pened tanr. ceipts un- | debtedness, 
ceipts. Rn - 
w. 


Company. 


— 


‘tion Co $1, 500,956.59 | $68,552.06 .5 | $980,244.23 | $117,629.31 | $196,181.37 12.4 | $1,080,000. 00 
Rwy. and Electric Co. and controlled lines -| “1,810, 744.33 | “81,944. 99 | -5 | “976,863.59 | “117,223.62 | “199, 168.61 10.9 | 17,364) 100.09 


| Se ae ST A eee 
ee ils ee 3,311, 700.92 “150, 497 1.05 1,957, 107. 82 2,060.90 | 6, | 18, 444,100.00 


—_— ee F 1, 133,439.17 | 52,416.21 | | 683,811.21 | 81,997.35 i 134, 413.56 | ni. o 12, 647, 100.00 











Rate ‘of tax| 7 
eins wenhan Oia a tax| Amount 
ei otal inter- mded de posed law | that would 
Company. | Dividends. | ,Jmterest on est and andcapi- | on two- | accrue un- 
: funded debt. | dividend. talization. thirds der 1} per 
bondsand | cent rate. 
stocks. 





Per cent. 


ction Co -- F $12, 000, 000. 00 $720,000.00 $43, 200.00 | $763, 200.00 | $13,080, 000.00 2.1 $130, 000.00 
36, 409, 090. 00 8 364, 090. 80 


Went i eo Se O44, 290.00 1,145,000.00 | 911,405. 0 2,056, 405.00 | 49, 489, 090. 00 @1.1|  494,890.% 


m Rwy. and Electric Co. and controlled lines .| "19, 044,990.00 425,000.00 | 868,205.00 | 1, 993,205.00 | 





Washington Rwy. and Electric Co _- 15,000,000.00 | 425,000.00 632, 955.00 | 1. 057,355.00. [3 27,647, 100. 0 | Tl 276, 471.00 


a Average. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President, I should also be glad if NAYS—21. 

1¢ Senator from New Hampshire would withdraw his motion | aldrich Clay Hemenway Perkins 
lay the amendment on the table, so that the Senate may | Allee Dick Kean Piles 
. directly on the question whether they want the street rail- | Blackburn Foraker Lodge Wetmore 


: : " , Brande Foster Long 
companies in the District of Columbia, that can afford to naar Gallinger Martin 


] y something appreaching the tax paid by private citizens, to | Burnham Hale Millard 
be given an opportunity to do that. I should like to have a 4 

——s : ; ; 7 NOT VOTING—55. 
vote taken directly on the amendment, if the Senator will with- ks 


alee * ti , CER Se aah . Alger Cullom P.nox Rayner 
draw his motion, and I will agree not to say anything further | 4ii;on Depew cotter Scott 


on the subject. Ankeny Dillingham McCreary Simmons 
Mr. GALLINGER. Is the Senator ready to take a vote now? oe ey pa a 
ae SPpoOne 5 alee ite se é ailey ubajs cLaur Spooner 
J i HANSBROT GH. I am ready to take a vote now. | Beveridge Elkins Mallory Stone 
Mr. GALLINGER. Then I withdraw my motion to lay the ! Burrows Flint Money Sutherland 
amendment on the table. Carmack Frazier Morgan Taliaferro 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. I understand the yeas and nays were | I®PP woos Saree — Sititen 
ordered on the amendment. | Clark, Wyo. Gearin Penrose Warner 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The yeas and nays were ordered | Clarke, Ark, Heyburn Pettus Warren 
ou the amendment proposed by the Senator from North Dakota. | GT7PS son Eltteedge co — 
The Secretary will call the roll. 
The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. The VICE-PRESIDENT. A quorum has not yoted. The 
Mr. MALLORY (when his name was called). I have a gen- | Secretary will call the roll. 
eral pair with the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor]. Mr. SCOTT. In order to make a quorum, I shall take the 
As he is not present, I withhold my vote. liberty of voting in the absence of my pair. 
Mr. SCOTT (when his name was called). I have a general The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is too late. The Secretary will 
pair with the junior Senator from Florida [Mr. Tatarerro]. | call the roll. 
I do not see him in the Chamber. If he were present, I should | The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators 
vote “ yea.” answered to their names: 
Mr. SIMMONS (when his name was called). I have a gen- | Aldrich _— Steen Perkins 
eral pair with the junier Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Ciapp], | Allee Clay La Follette Piles 
who is out of the Chamber. Bailey Cullom Lodge Scott 
Mr. STONE (when his name was called). I have a general | amg = set tee —— 
ir with the senior Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CrarK]. I do | piackburn Foraker Mallory Tillman 
not see him in the Chamber, and therefore withhold my vote. Brandegee Foster Martin Warren 
Mr. TILLMAN (when his name was called). I have a gen- | oe Ae -l ee Wetmore 
pair with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. DILLincHam]. I | alan Hansbrough Overman 
not see him in the Chamber, and therefore withhold my vote. | Burrows Hemenway Patterson 


- ae iberty to vote ae ee wan aliens I have a gen- The VICE-PRESIDENT. Forty-one Senators have answerel 
eral pair with the Senator from Mississippi [ Mr. Money] ‘and — are A queen Ss at ee ‘ 
therefore withhold my vote : | Mr. HALE entered the Chamber and answered to his name. 
The rolf call an momdindied. | Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Sergeant-at-Arms be di- 
Mr. BAILEY. I announce my pair with the Senator from gm ee of Snene Gaentens. 
Oe See Loot - a 7 ’ 2 ” _ know how he would | Mr. SMOOT entered the Chamber and answered to his name. 
eae a ee oe is oie debi: Mr. GALLINGER. Would it be in order to ask for a call of 
re oh ee a ee " | the absentees? 
rHAS—tI5. The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is in order. 
os ma Daniel La Follette Patterson Mr. GALLINGER. I should like to have that done. 
is ary a ee | The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the names 
larter Hansbrough Overman of the absentees. 
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The Secretary proceeded to call the names of absent Sena- 
* Mr. CLAY (when Mr. Bacon’s name was called). My col- 

cue [Mr. Bacon] has necessarily been called to Georgia on 
account of the recent death of a Member of the House, Mr. 
tester, from my State, and he is absent by order of the 
Senate. 

Mr. SCOTT (when Mr. ELKINS’s name was called). My col- 

izue [Mr. ELKins] is unavoidably detained at his home in 
Elkins. 

Mr. PERKINS (when Mr. Firnr’s name was called). I will 

ite that my colleague [Mr. FLrInt] is quite ill at his home. 

\ir. GEARIN and Mr. KITTREDGE answered to their names 
when called. 

Mr. BLACKBURN (when Mr. McCrrary’s name was called). 
My colleague [Mr. McCreary] is necessarily absent from the 
Mr. STONE (when Mr. Warner’s name was called). My 
colleague [Mr. WARNER] is absent by order of the Senate, in 

ttendance at the funeral of the late Representative Lester, of 
Georgia. 

The eall of the names of absent Senators was concluded. 

Mr. ANKENY entered the Chamber and answered to his 
name. 

Mr. NELSON. My colleague [Mr. Crapp] is absent by order 
of the Senate, attending the funeral of the late Congressman 
Lester. 

Mr. KEAN. My colleague [Mr. DrypEN] is necessarily ab- 
sent from the city. 

Mr. CARTER. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. 
CrARK of Montana] is unavoidably absent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Forty-six Senators have answered 
to their names. A quorum is present. Without objection, fur- 
ther proceedings under the call will be suspended. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let the roll be called on agreeing to the 
pending amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll on 
agreeing to the amendment proposed by the Senator from North 
Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH]. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. MALLORY (when his name was called). I again an- 
nounce my pair with the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
PRocTOR]. 

Mr. SCOTT (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the junior Senator from Florida [Mr. Tariarerro]. 
Not knowing how he would vote, I, of course, withhold my vote. 
1 should vote “ yea ” if he were here. 

Mr. KEAN. I suggest to the Senator from West Virginia to 
transfer his pair to the junior Senator from Michigan [Mr. 
ALGER]. 

Mr. SCOTT. I will transfer my pair to the junior Senator 
from Michigan [Mr. AL@ER]. I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. SIMMONS (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Crapp]. 

Mr. STONE (when his name was called). I again announce 
my pair with the senior Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CrarxK]. 

Mr. TILLMAN (when his name was called). I again an- 
nounce my pair with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Dim11Nc- 
HAM]. 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). If agreeable to 
the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TimtMAN], we will arrange 
a transfer of pairs, so that the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
DILLINGHAM] will stand paired with the Senator from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. Money]. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Very well. 

Mr. WARREN. I vote “ nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. LONG. I inquire if the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Dusorsj 
has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. LONG. I will transfer my pair with the Senator from 
Idaho to the junior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Drypen], 
and vote. I vote “ nay.” 

Mr. BAILEY. In order to make a quorum, notwithstanding 
Iny pair with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Evxrns], I 
will vote. I vote “ yea.” 

Mr.. MALLORY. I understand that one vote is very much 
needed. I will, therefore, vote. I vote “ nay.” 

Mr. McLAURIN. I desire to state on behalf of my colleague 
[Mr. Money] that he is paired with the Senator from Wyoming 
[Mr. WarrEN]. That pair has, I understand, been transferred 
to the Senator from Vermont [Mr, DILLincHAM]. 


I am paired 
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The result was announced—yeas 17, nays 29, as follows: 
YEAS—17. 





Bailey Daniel La Follette Scott 
Benson, Dolliver Mclnery Tillman 
Berry Fulton McLaurin 
Surkett Gearin Overman 
Carter Hansbrough Patterson 
NAYS—29. 

Aldrich Clay Kittredge Perkins 
Allee Cullom Lodge Piles 
Ankeny Dick Long Smoot 
Blackburn Foraker Mallory Warner 
Brandegee Foster Martin Wetmore 
Bulkeley Gallinger Millard 
Burnham Hemenway Nelson 
Burrows Kean Penrose 

NOT VOTING—43., 
Alger Depew Hopkins Proctor 
Allison Dillingham Knox Rayner 
Bacon Dryden Latimer Simmons 
Beveridge Dubois McCreary Spooner 
Carmack Elkins McCumber Stone 
Clapp Flint Money Sutherland 
Clark, Mont. Frazier Morgan Taliaferro 
Clark, Wyo. Frye Newlands Teller 
Clarke, Ark. Gamble Nixon Warren 
Crane Hale Pettus Whyte. 
Culberson Heyburn Platt 


So Mr. HANSBROUGH’sS amendment was rejected. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, while it is evident that 
after considerable effort a voting quorum may be obtained, I am 
quite well satisfied that the pending bill can not be gotten 
through this evening, and I will venture to ask unanimous con- 
sent that it be taken up immediately after the routine morning 
business to-morrow. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks unanimous consent that the pendiifg bill be taken up for 
consideration immediately after the routine business to-morrow. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so or- 
dered. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After thirty-five minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 
o’clock and 15 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to- 
morrow, Wednesday, June 20, 1906, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate June 19, 1906. 


ENVOY EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTER PLENIPOTENTIARY. 


Herbert H. D. Peirce, of Massachusetts, now Third Assistant 
Secretary of State, to be envoy extraordinary and minister pleni- 


potentiary of the United States to Norway, to fill an original 
vacancy. 


THIRD ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF STATE. 

Huntington Wilson, of Illinois, now secretary of the legation 
at Tokyo, Japan, to be Third Assistant Secretary of State, vice 
Herbert H. D. Peirce, nominated to be envoy extraordinary and 
minister plenipotentiary to Norway. 

RECELWER OF PUBLIC MONEY. 

C. Frost Liggett, of Colorado, to be receiver of public moneys 
at Lamar, Colo., his term haying expired February 20, 1906. 
(Reappointment. ) 

REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 
John A. Williams, of Colorado, to be register of the land office 


at Lamar, Colo., his term having expired March 10, 1906. (Re- 
appointment.) 


CONFIRMATION, 
Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate June 19, 1906. 
POSTMASTER. 
SOUTH DAKOTA. 


John BE. Hipple to be postmaster at Pierre, in the county of 
Hughes and State of South Dakota. 


WITHDRAWAL. 
Ezecutive nomination withdrawn June 19, 1906. 


Albert W. Brickwood, jr., of Arizona, to be consul of the 
United States of class 8 at Nogales, Mexico, 
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ILOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspay, June 19, 1906. 
The Tilouse met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. CoupEen, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and ap- 
AGRICULTURAL 
WADSWORTH. 


nittee on 


APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. Speaker, I submit a report from 
Agriculture on the agricultural appropriation 
ll, with Senate amendments. 
The SPEAKER. 
report from the Committee on Agriculture on the agricultural 
appropriation bill. The Clerk will report the title. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (Hf. R. 18537) making appropriations for the Department of 
Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1907. 
The SPEAKER. The bill will be referred to the Committee 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 
EFFICIENCY 


OF THE MILITIA. 


Mr. 3 
the rule 


the 


USS bill 1442 


senate 
The SPEAKER. 
in tl mittee? 
Mr. MORRELL. 
is on the Speaker's table. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania moves 
to suspend the rules and pass the following Senate bill, which 
the Clerk will report 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 


or 


e@ con 


1442) to increase the efficiency of the militia and promote 
rifle practice. 
1661 of the Revised Statutes, as 
. 1887, and June 6, 1900, is hereby 
as follows: 


enacted, 


Be it 


ynced 


etc., That section 
by the acts of February 

ed and reenacted so as to rea 
CTION 1. That the sum’ of § 
i, to be paid out of any mo 
riated, 


tores, 


in the. Treasury not otherwise 
for the purpose of providing arms, ordnance stores, quar- 
and camp equipage for issue to the militia, such 
tion to remain available until expended.” 

That section 2 of the act of February 12, 1887, is hereby 

and reenacted so as to.read as follows: 
. That said apropriation shall be apportioned among 
States and Territories, 
rding to the 1 er of Senators and. Representatives to 
ch State res] y is entitled in the Congress of the United 
, and to the Territories and District of Columbia such proportion 
inder such regulations as the President may prescribe: Provided, 
That no State shall be entitled to the benefits of the ro- 
ition apportioned to it unless the number of its regularly e: 
anized, and uniformed active militia shall be at least 100 men for 
h § ator and Representative to which such State is entitled in the 
‘ss of the United States. And the amount of said appropriation 
thus determined not to be available shall be covered back into 
‘easury : Provided also, That the sums so apportioned among the 
States and Territories and the District of Columbia shall be 
for 


for 


ecti 


rever, 


the actual excess of expenses of travel in making the 
ps therein provided for over the allowances made for same 
for the promotion of rifle practice, including the acquisition, 
maintenance, and equipment of shooting galleries and 

le targ for the hiring of horses and draft animals for 
, » of mounted troops, batteries, and wagons; for forage for the 
e and for other incidental expenses in connection with en- 
ments, m and field instruction provided for in sections 


arget ranges: 


such 


ineuvers, 


» said act of January 21, 1903, as the Secretary of War | 


ion 3 of the act of February 12, 1887, is hereby 
’ ted as follows: 
it the purchase or manufacture of arms, ordnance 
iaster stores, and camp equipage for the militia under 
this act shall be made under the direction of the 
such arms, ordnance and quartermaster stores, 
* now manufactured or otherwise provided for 
y, and they shall be receipted for and shall 
Tnited States, and be annually accounted 
Stat 


mt 


as 


ales 
nal Guard 
iry of War shall prescribe and supply 
ke such regulations as he may deem 
; of the United States.” F 
f February 12, 1887, 


he act oi 
ed to 


before 


hereby 


is 


rty furni 
he 


any State or 
provided, has 
ble or uns le from 
ill be examined by a 

1 militia, to be ap- 

tory, or the commanding 

of Columbia, to whom 

hall be forwarded by 

ect to the Secretary of War, 
of War from the re rd of 
or destroyed through una- 
relieve the State from 
appear that the loss 
ness or neglect that 
of reasonable care, 
against the allotment to 


secretary 

en lost 
authorized 
or 
its 
the 
the 


1s due to car 
avoided by the exer 
shall be charged 


or 


thereof 


The gentleman from New York submits a | 


Mr. Speaker, I desire to move to suspend | 
in lieu of House bill | 


Is the Senate bill on the Speaker’s table | 


The Senate bill has passed the Senate and | 


»,000,000 is hereby annually appro- | 


the | 


under the direction of the Secretary of | 


isted, | 


the purposes named in section 14 of the act of January | 


and Territories and by the com- | 
of the District of Columbia, | 
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States under section 1661 of the Revised Statutes as amended. If 
the articles so surveyed are found to be unserviceable or unsuitaiJe 
the Secretary of War shall direct what disposition, by sale or other: 
wise, shall be made of them, except unserviceable clothing, which s}\,]] 
be destroyed, and if sold the proceeds of such sale shall be covered 
into the Treasury of the United States.” 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. PAYNE. I demand a second, Mr. Speaker, in order to 
have an explanation of the bill, and I ask unanimous consent 
that a second may be considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is enti- 
| tled to twenty minutes. and the gentleman from New York to 
twenty minutes. 

Mr. PAYNE. I would like to ask the gentleman what change 
this bill makes in existing law. First, as to the annual appro- 
priation, and if this amount is a permanent annual appropria- 
tion, how much? 

Mr. MORRELL. It changes the annual appropriation from 
$1,000,000 to $2,000,000. The present annual appropriation 
made by the United States is $1,000,000 as against $4,500,000 
which is contributed by the States themselves. In other words, 
it provides for the maintaining of 122,000 officers and men of 
the militia of the different States, $5,500,000. Under the old 
proportion, the United States Government paid, as near as can 
be calculated, $8 per year per man as against $37 per year per 
| man paid by the States themselves. 

Mr. PAYNE. What necessity is there for doubling this ap- 
| propriation now? 
| Mr. MORRELL. In answer to that, I would like to have the 
| Clerk read a letter from the Secretary of War. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
War DEPARTMENT, January 18, 1906. 


Respectfully returned to the chairman Committee on the Militia, 
House of Representatives, with the information that the annual appro- 
priation for the support of the militia has been found in&dequate for 

| its development along the lines proposed by the Department, and conse- 
quently the favorable consideration of Congress is urged for the increase 
| in appropriation herein proposed. This measure also removes certain 
limitations upon the use of the appropriation which have proved un- 
reasonably restrictive, and provides for its use in the promotion of 
| rifle practice, which is a most important feature in promoting the 
efiiciency of the militia, and which has heretofore received neither rec- 
ognition or provision for its development. The remaining sections 
remedy defects in the law governing the accountability of State author- 
ities for militia supplies issued by the United States, and provides an 
adequate means of properly enforcing accountability therefor. 

This measure has the unqualified indorsement of the Interstate Na- 
tional Guard Association, and the Department heartily recommends 
favorable action by Congress with a view to promote the efficiency of 
the militia. 





Wo. H. Tart, Secretary of War. 


Mr. MORRELL. I have also here letters from the adjutant- 
general of the State of New York—in fact letters from the 
adjutant-generals of all the States directed to different Members 
of Congress of the different State delegations calling attention 
| to the importance of this bill, particularly as far as promotion 
| ot rifle practice is concerned. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
question ? 

Mr. MORRELL. 

Mr. TAWNEY. 
| permanent definite 


Certainly. 
What is the necessity for making this 
appropriation? ‘ 

Mr. MORRELL. For the reason that the object for which 
this money will be expended will be necessary to be carried on 
in the following years. 

Mr. TAWNEY. What is the necessity for this appropriation 
being a permanent definite appropriation, greater than the 
necessity would be for a permanent definite appropriation for 
the maintenance of the Army of the United States? The Secre- 
tary of War must submit his estimates for the maintenance of 
the Army annually. Now, why can not he, and why should he 
not, submit his estimates for the militia establishment just the 
| same as he submits his estimates for the Army, so that Congress 
may have some control and supervision over the expenditure? 

Mr. MORRELL. I will yield to the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HULL. ‘Tbe reason for it is to my mind very plain. The 
Army is created by Federal law and maintained from year to 
year on estimates submitted by the War Department. ‘The 
militia is primarily a State force, organized by the State go 
ernments. It is incorporated into what we call the second line of 
defense only in time of war, so that the Government can only 
call upon it at that time. It is primarily the police force of the 
State, but for all time the Government has borne part of the 
expense of the maintenance of the organized militia of t! 
State. However until only within the last few years there 
was but little money appropriated, but there was a large appre- 
priation for arms. 

Now, we have adopted a plan of a small standing army. With 
| over 80,000,000 people our standing army amounts to only about 
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60,000 men all told. It is supposed that by having a well-trained 
militia force the expense of the regular military establishment 
will be decreased and the necessity for increasing the number, 
except in time of war, beyond the 60,000 will be obviated. It 
would be impossible, these being State organizations, for the 
War Department to submit estimates to Congress in time for 
action each year. If you attempted that, you would have to 
sppropriate specifically for each State. This bill gives the De- 
partment the power to apportion among the States, so that each 
State gets the proportion of the money that it is entitled to 
by the efficiency of the guard that it maintains. No State can 
arrange its expenditures for the guard if it is not known in 
advance the amount to be contributed permanently for the main- 
tenance of the guard by the Federal Government. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt 
him? 

Mr. HULL. Yes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Why would it not be just as competent for 
Congress to annually appropriate the aggregate amount Con- 
cress deems necessary for the militia, and make the allotment 
on the recommendation of the Secretary of War, as it is to 

ppropriate annually for the Army? ‘Then we would obviate 
the poor, if not dangerous, policy of permanent definite appro- 
priation. 

Mr. HULL. This Congress can not bind any of its successors, 
and whenever Congress desires, it can cut off this appropriation ; 
but by making it annual until Congress otherwise orders, you 
increase the efficiency of the militia and help to develop this 
strong arm of national defense. To depend on annual appropria- 
tions would work badly. I hope the bill will pass. 


The question was taken; and (two-thirds voting in the affirm- | 


ative) the rules were suspended, and the bill passed. 
By unanimous consent, the corresponding House bill was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 


PUBLIC LANDS IN 


Mr. SMITH of California. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend 
the rules and pass the bill (S. 1031) granting to the State of 
California 5 per cent of the net proceeds of the cash sales of 
public lands in said State. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


CALIFORNIA. 


Be it enacted, etc., That there be, and is hereby, granted to the State 
of California 5 per cent of the net proceeds of the cash sales of the 


public lands which have been heretofore made by the United States | 
since the admission of said State, or may hereafter be made in said 
State, to aid in the support of the public or common schools of said 


State; and the sum of money necessary to pay said 5 per cent to said 
State is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated. 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I demand a second. 

Mr. SMITH of California. 
sent that a second be considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California asks unani- 
mous consent that a second be considered as ordered. Is there 
objection ? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California is entitled 
to twenty minutes, and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
CLARK] is entitled to twenty minutes. 

Mr. SMITH of California. Does the gentleman from Mis- 
souri desire to ask any question? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I want to know what this bill is 
about, and the reasons for such an extraordinary proposition. 

Mr. SMITH of California. I will state, Mr. Speaker, that 
from the time of the admission of Ohio into the Union, in 1802, 
down to the admission of Oklahoma, last week, every State in 
the Union, with the single exception of California, has received, 
in its enabling act, 5 per cent of the cash sales of the public 
lands within the State. Some of them have had various subse- 
quent acts, giving all the way from 10 to 26 per cent. Now, 
the reason California did not receive her share was because she 
never was a Territory. She came to us from Mexico; and with- 
out any preliminary action of Congress she prepared and adopted 
a constitution, elected her Senators and Representatives, and 
sent them here to Washington. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. SMITH of California. Yes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I think I shall have to correct the gentle- 
man’s statement that California is the only State that has not 
received this payment. The State of Minnesota has not re- 
ceived it. 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. Nor has the State of Kentucky. 

Mr. TAWNEY. And there is a bill now pending before Con- 
gress for the purpose of making that payment to the State of 
Minnesota. 


Mr. SMITH of California. Minnesota, by an act of Congress, 


Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- | 








found in the fifth volume of the Statutes at Large, at page 73 
received her 5 per cent; that was in 1857. Again, in 1858, sh 
was given another 5 per cent. The gentleman probably has in 
mind the land that was covered by military bounty warrants. 
That question is unsettled in a great many States, including 
California also. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The act of 1857 preceded the admission of 
the Territory into the Union. 
Mr. SMITH of California. 

act. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes; that was the enabling act, I 
The State was admitted in 1858. 

Mr. SMITH of California. This 5 per cent is generally au- 
thorized in the enabling act, just as it was in the Oklahoma 
case last week. We gave Oklahoma 5 per cent, and $5,000,000 
beside. California alone is the only State that has never re- 
ceived any share of the cash sales of the public lands. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I want to ask the 
gentleman if this tax is retroactive and undertakes to get 5 
cent of all the lands that are sold? 

Mr. SMITH of California. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. What have Californians been doing 
for fifty-four years if they haven’t got it before? 

Mr. SMITH of California. Since 1879 California has been 
trying as industriously as she could to get this money. The bill 
has passed the Senate ten times and never received an unfavor 
able report in either branch of Congress. It now pa the 
Senate unanimously as a matter of course, because they have 
heard it discussed until they know exactly what it means. 

Mr. HULL. How much will it carry? 

Mr. SMITH of California. In the neighborhood of $900,000: 
that is, according to the statement which the Auditor 
Treasury made to Senator Bard a year or two ago. 

Mr. HULL. It carries 5 per cent on all public lands that have 
been sold. 

Mr. KAHN. Yes; since 1857. 

Mr. SMITH of California. On all cash sales. When Cali- 
fornia was admitted, you must remember that she was a long 
way off and the East knew practically nothing about her condi- 
tions. There were reports about the Spanish grants, and things 
of that kind, and Congress declared that it could not take care 
of this question at that time, but would await further informa- 
tion. But in 1851 they appointed a commission to investigate 
the boundary of the Spanish grants, and in the meantime with- 
drew the public lands from entry, and it wasn’t until 1857 that 
they were restored; and immediately after that, in 1858, the leg- 
islature of California memorialized Congress to take care of this 
question. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
in California? 

Mr. SMITH of California. Yes; it does yet. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Does this bill undertake to mulct 
the Government in 5 per cent of the lands that have been home- 
steaded? 

Mr. SMITH of California. No; it does not touch the home- 
stead or military bounty entries, and does not touch anything 
except the cash entries. The bill is reported favorably by the 
Public Lands Committee. 

Mr. HINSHAW. In addition to the $900,000 directly appro- 
priated, it will hereafter take 5 per cent of any lands that are 
sold? 

Mr. SMITH of California. 


Certainly. That was the enabling 


suppose. 


SES 


of the 


Did the homestead act ever apply 


Yes; the same as all other States. 
Mr. HINSHAW. How much public land have you out there? 
Mr. SMITH of California. I don’t know; there is a large 

amount of desert and mountain land that not going on the 

market very fast. There is a large part of California in the 
forest reserve, and much of the balance is desert land that is not 
going at any price. 
Mr. RUCKER. 
already sold? 


is 


How much would the bill carry for the land 


Mr. SMiTH of California. I have already stated—about 
$900,000. 
Mr. RUCKER. How much public land have you yet in Cal 


ifornia? 


Mr. SMITH of California. I stated a moment ago that I w 


not able to state exactly. There is a very large amount of it in 
forest reserve and parks, and still more of it rough land—moun- 
tainous land and desert lands. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Does this admit of the pay: . 
that were located under the military warrants? 

Mr. SMITH of California. No, sir. 

Mr. TAWNEY. It would apply only to the cash sales? 

Mr. SMITH of California. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Five per cent of the cash sales 


Mr. SMITH of California. Yes; the bill s 


‘ mentions 
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cash sales. There is another bill pending here saieibais the 
military bounty question in which California is interested, 
but it is not involved in this bill. 
Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. I would like to know the dif- 
‘rence between California in this proposition and Kentucky 
Vermont and other States which were admitted prior to 
What is the difference in the public land question? 
SMITH of California. I am not familiar with the Ken- 
tucky question. 
Mr. GILBERT 


fe 

and 

IsS0. 
Mr. 


of Kentucky. Is it not true that Vermont and 
Kentucky and a number of other States admitted into the 
Union prior to 1802 were in the same attitude California is? 
Mr. SMITH of California. This statement shows that Ken- 
tucky has been allowed 10 per cent. 
Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. What about Vermont? 
Mr. SMITH of California. It is in the same category ; 
been allowed 5 per cent, I think. 
Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. Kentucky never had any public 


it has 


lands: she never was a Territory. 

Mr. SMITH of California. There was a blanket act, I think, | 
in 1841, giving all of the States 10 per cent, and that was in | 
addition to many 5 per cent grants which they had had on 
coming into the Union. I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I now yield five 
ninutes to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. BuRNETT]. 

Mr. BURNETT. Mr. Speaker, I desire only to use about 
two or three minutes. I wish to say that as I understand this 
bill—and the committee investigated it pretty carefully—it 
simply puts California on the same footing as to the 5 per 
cent fund other States that have been admitted into the 
Union. It not 5 per cent on homestead entries; and as I 
understood the bill it per cent on the cash sales. It 
simply what Alabama and Missouri and the other States which 
came into the Union since the date the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia ref to received. All of them which have come in 
since that time have come in on that footing. The mere fact | 
tha 
has, simply 
which they 
certainly 
I think 
us think 
trom 


as the 
is 


is 5 is 


ers 


because California waited for fifty years to get that 
were entitled to, and which other States got. That 
no argument against their having it at this time. 
that the bill is just. The fact is that a great many of 
that there is a good deal more coming to other States 
this 5 per cent arising from other sales of land. 
a bill pending, and it has been reported by the Public 
Committee, giving it to the other States in addition to this 5 
sper cent fund. But this bill does not embrace that. This | 
simply stands flat-footed on the proposition that California 
asks for just what the rest of us have gotten. It seems to me 
that it juitable and they should have it. 

I vield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. RucKER]. 

Mr. RUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I would like very much to 

th my colleague on the committee 

an not do it. 

vyernment 


‘ht to be 


is 


is 


is e 


agree 
and support this bill, but 
This bill is predicated upon the fact that the | 
owes the State of California $960,000, which is 
obtained here under suspension of the rules in a 
vy few minutes’ time without adequate debate, while I know 
many of my associates know that in the case of individual 
ims and demands against the Government it is very difficult 
secure action. I personally have a bill pending now for relief | 
gentleman who is aged and infirm, and who may not 
another session of which I am not per- 
itted to call up. His bill is so just and equitable that no one 
Everyone who has any knowledge of it concedes | 
gg e merit, it has been unanimously reported, but I can 
consider: ation of it. It is only for $200 or $300, but 
an individual. But when it comes to paying eight 
» or ten hundred thousand dollars to a great State on an 
d liability, legal or equitable, of the Government for past 
ons, the House will pass it under suspension of the | 

I can not give my approval to it. 
KAHN. [fs it not a fact that Missouri has received 20 

nt of the sales of her public lands? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. No; that is not true. 

Mr. RUCKER. I am not prepared to say. I do not think 
so. I know one thing, that Missouri has not received any more 
than she is entitled to, and I am sure of another thing, that 
Missouri has nobody here asking the Congress of the United | 
Sta to grant her one dollar she ought not to have. If the 
itleman says she has received 20 per cent, I will assume that 
it is true, because I know the gentleman would not make a state- 
ment unless it is true. 

Mr. KAHN. Is not California by the same rule entitled to 
her share? 


an oid 


] 


live to see Congress, 


\ ill ( oppose it. 


+ 
LO 


tes 


o 
+t 


t it is retroactive does not deprive it of the equity that it | 


| ing. 


} acre. 
| that a number of other States have had over and above tlie 
| uniform amount of 5 per cent on cash sales, but every State in 


Mr. RUCKER. If California is entitled to it, the question is, 
Why hasn’t she had it? The gentleman says that since 187) 
She has been seeking it. 

Mr. KAHN. Members of Congress from that State have sue- 
ceeded in passing such a bill through one or the other House 
constantly since that time. There has never been an adverse 
report, so that everybody has conceded the justice of the claim. 

Mr. RUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I want to say I was not preset 
in the committee when this bill was considered, therefore I do 
not pronounce against the justice of the bill. It may be .just, 
but so far as I am personally concerned, I can not support it for 
the reasons just stated. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. SMITH of California. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes 
to the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. MONDELL]. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, this is a particularly appro- 


| priate time to do this act of justice to the people of California. 


The legislation proposes to give to the State and the people of 
California that preportion of the proceeds of the cash sales of 


| public lands that all of the other public-land States have re- 


ceived. I sympathize with the gentleman from Missouri: | Mr. 
RUCKER] in view of the fact that he has not up to this time oo 
able to bring his meritorious proposition up for consideratio 
but I submit that that is no argument against doing this act of 
simple justice to California. It is not proposed by this legisla- 
tion to do more for California than has been done for the peo- 
ple of all the other public-land States of the Union, and at this 
time, when that great State is still under the shadow of an 
overwhelming catastrophe, it is, as I said, most proper and op- 
portune that we should give to the State these sums to which 
she has been so long entitled. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I have not half as 
much objection to this particular bill as I have to this way of 
legislating. Here the gentleman comes in under suspension of 
the rules with a claim for $900,000, and there is not a man in 
the House who has time enough to investigate the facts and find 
out whether it is a just claim or not. 

I remember one time I was ebjecting to Speaker Reed 
private conversation about the strictness with which he 
manded that he should investigate bills to know what was in 


ina 


dle- 


There | them himself before he would recognize me or anybody else to 


Lands | 7 ; : ; 
|; ment is very close kin to the unanimous-consent business. 


This arrange- 
He 
said that on the face of it it looked like the fairest way in the 
world to pass a bill was to cali it up by unanimous consent, but 
as a matter of fact that it was the most dangerous way that 


call one of them up under unanimous consent. 


| legislation was_ever adopted by this House, and I believe that 


that is true. We have not time to investigate what these other 
States got and under what kind of acts they got them. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield to 
me for a question? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yes. 

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman knows that the committee 
has very carefully examined this matter, and the members of 
the committee have assured the gentleman that 5 per cent of 
the cash sales of the public lands has been paid to all the oe 
land States, and a number ef the public-land States—I think 
including the gentleman’s own State—received a larger amount. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I want to take that as an illus- 
tration, the proposition that you do not know what you are do- 
It says, “ Missouri, 2 per cent, February 28, 1859.” Two 
per cent on w vhat in 1859? “ Missouri, 3 per cent, May 3, 1822.” 
Three per cent on what? 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Wait a minute until I get through. 
“ Missouri, 10 per cent, September 4, 1841.” Ten per cent on 
what? 

Mr. 
think 


MONDELL. .Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will yicld | 
I ean inform him. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Well, that is what I want. 

Mr. MONDELL. These sums have all been paid on the basis 
of cash sales—24 per cent, 3 per cent, or 10 per cent, as the case 
might be, on the amount of cash sales of land within the bor- 
ders of the State. Now, all of the States have received at least 
5 per cent on cash sales; all of them have received that. Some 
of the States have had special legislation whereby, in addition, 
they have received 5 or 10 per cent on certain classes of sales 
of land not sold for cash, figured on a cash basis of $1.25 an 
Now, we are not proposing to give California the grant 


the Union has received at least 5 per cent on the cash sales of 
their public lands, and California is certainly entitled to that 
amount. 








1906. 





Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Let me ask a question. How does 
ippen Missouri, for instance—I take that because it is my 
State—has not received any per cent on public lands sold 
e 1841? 

ir. MONDELL. 


iT} 


On the contrary, I want to say to the gen- 


e: they were to continue as long as there were public 


MONDELL. And Missouri has received every year and 
eiving now and will receive this year 5 per cent on the 


ive California alone. 

SMITH of California. 
» to the 2 

State, 


n Sf 


per cent feature? I have not examined that 

but I have followed through a great many, 

n the case of Alabama, you see, when she came into the 

she was given 3 per cent for a few years, and then Ala- 
2 cent—— 


as given 2 per 
ir. CLARK of Missouri. Two per cent to start on, and then 3. 
Yes; and now the 2¢ 


ular 





i 


SMITH of California. 
ma provided this: 
of Alabama should be 
that 3 per cent, or 2, 
ima on her highways and on river improvements, and 
ther should be spent by the Federal Government for her 
and then a few years later an act of 

i turning over that to the State also, and she got the bene- 
the full 5 per cent from the beginning. Congress 

1 of a portion of it at first, and then turned it 


set aside for the benefit of the 


dis- 
all over 


ir. CLARK of Missouri. 
gentleman from 
ing are correct—— 


If it turns out that the statements 
California and the gentleman 


\ir. MONDELL. I assure the gentleman the statements are 


CLARK of Missouri. 
she is entitled to. 

SMITH of California. 
CLARK of Missouri. 


Then California is ‘only getting 


That is all we are asking 
But if the act authorizing 


for. 
this‘ to 


’ uri and the rest of these States is not a continuing act, 
they have not all got this percentage to which they are en- 
| under these various acts, then in the next Congress every 

in the Government, except California, will be back in 
ith a bill to give them what California has gotten, and, 
the fellow with his bread and molasses, it will never come 

( even. 

Mr. MONDELL. If the gentleman will yield again, I want 
sure the gentleman that every member of the Committee 


‘ublic Lands, and a great many Members of the House, are 


ir. SMITH of California. Those acts were of a continuing | 


sales of her public lands, and every other State in the 


May I make an explanation with 


t admitting | 
That 5 per cent of the sales of public | 
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‘ 


wanted to give full information to the House, they probably 
would have put that into the report. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Here is the act of 1841: 
That from and after ¢ 


the 31 


day of 





December, A. D. 1841, there be 
allowed and paid to each of the States of Ohio, Indiana, | \ 
bama, Missouri, Mississippi, Louisiana, Arka nd M OV 
and above what each of the said States ar € ed ) 
of the cor ipact entered into between them and tl I l i 
their admission into the Union. the sum of 10 
proceeds of the sales of the public lands which, subsequet t 

| aforesaid, shall be made within the limits of each of the id & 
respectively. 

That seems to be a continuing act. 

Mr. SMITH of California. Yes, sir: it is. 

Mr. CLARK of Miss uri. I ve done mv dutv bv the louse 
by calling their attention to tl slipshod way of legislating 
here. 

Mr. PAYNE. I call my friend’s attention to the fact that 


should be expended by the State | 


Congress was | 


from } 


iv with this situation. Every State in the Union is re- | 
ing, and has received since its admission, 5 per cent, at 


t, of the cash sales of the public lands. 
‘ PAYNE. I would like to ask the gentleman if he has any 
wledge of the amount received by each State? 


For instance, 


v much did New York receive? The report says 10 per 
d 10 per cent is about the only money received by the 
of New York that I know of, and that was the loan 
to the State in 1840 and 1841. That loan was made to 
York and to other States based not upon the sale of 

s, but upon the population. Now, if our quota was de 


1 from the sale of land, it would hardly be enough, in my 
nt, to send the children to school, let 
1,000 to California at one fell swoop. 


MONDELL. I ean tell the 


alone 


giving 


not gentleman at this mo 


hat the actual amount paid to each State has been, but 
State h received 5 per cent of the amount received in 
from the sale of lands within her borders belonging to the 
ted States. 
Mr. PAYNE. It looks to me like a very inequitable distribu- 


ir. SMITH of California. Let me ask a question. The de- 
which was made in the various States was outside and 
ely independent of this 5 per cent, or whatever it was, that 
given out of the proceeds of the sale. It was absolutely 
ft from the public Treasury—that is, a deposit which has 
ulted in a gift. 

Mr. PAYNE. I am a little curious to know what New York 
got at the rate of 10 per cent of the sale of public lands in the 
State of New York. 

Mr. MONDELL. 
time. 

Mr. PAYNE. If I had had information that this bill was 
coming up, I would have looked into it. If the committee had 


They probably would not get much at this 





New York is not included in the act of 


IS41. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 


I made a mistake because the mem- 

orandum is wrong in the report of the committee. 

Mr. PAYNE. I am inclined to think tl the whole thing is 
a mistake. Inasmuch as the report does not include th 
States, it looks as if some one had made a mistake in making 
up the report. 

Mr. SMITH of California. Mr. Speaker, 1 yield five minut 
to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey]. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I will ask leave to insert in m 


remat 


ling 


‘ks, for the convenience of the House, a copy of tl 


pY OL Lbe en 
acts relating to this matter in the States of Ohio, Lov 


Indiana, Mississippi, Illinois, Alal Missouri, and down to 
and including Wyoming. There was no preceding enabling t 
for the State of California, and consequently California did not 
get the 5 per cent that was given to the other | ! 

I will give the act of Missouri as an illustration, for the ben 
of my friend from Missouri [Mr. CLarkK]. Mi ot 5 pe 
cent of the net proceeds of the land for maki ic road 
canals, improving the navigation of rivers, thr if which 
was to be applied in the State under the m of the 





legislature, and 
leading to the 


eau 


time it was a 


two-fifths to t! making of a road 
State under the dire: 
hard matter to get a 


or rr Ts) 


At that 


Ss 


tion of Col 


IZress 














wagon road over into Mis- 
souri, so that the people could go there, and two-fifths of the 
money was to be spent by Congress to get a road into that then 
distant State. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That was the old Cumberland road 
Mr. LACEY. That was the original proposition: but af 
that road was built and joined with the other 1 3 leading 
to Missouri, and after Missouri needed no more ich roa he 
still continued to get the 5 per cent, and has be ting it 
ever since, and has been building her own 1 N as to 
the State of Missouri, the consideration that s y for } 
grant was this: She provided “no taxes should be ed i 
lands the property of the United States within the Stat nd 

the navigable waters within the State shall remain pu 
streams, and that without any tax, duty, or imp: Mo 
the States added one other condition providing that tl ! ! 
be no tax upon public lands sold by the United Stat for . 
vears after they had been sold, exempting the pr y of t 
private citizen who purchased such land from the 1 1 Stat 
from taxation for five years. The condition varies little 
to the purpose for which the mon as to sed he d 
ent enabling acts, but all the ent St had b 
act, with the exception of the St eC 
Gentlemen who art miliar \ ! tit 
recall the fact that there was a g t st rle bet the fre 
Ss es and the slave States; am I 
admission of Calif nto the 1 ely, 
without an enablil nd p ea fug ha 
ther of things became pal the ge! il co l 
( ifornia was rushed into the Union without 
bling act; and therefore it had never set ay the 5 r 
or the proceeds of the public lands that all the otl new St 3 
had. She has been calling for it ever since I have } \ 
Member of Congress; and the Cor ttee on Public Lands , 
made a favorable report in nearly every Congr f \ 
have be 1 Member to give to t 1 t sa ’ yas ‘ ) 
Missouri, Arkansas, and Kans: There ) reas y ¢ 
ifornia should not be put on the same footing. There is 
provision in this bill as to what should be d > wi the 
I apprehend that California will take care of th [ s 
that it might be wisest to turn it over to the reli San 
cisco = 
Mr. SMITH of California. California will give it to the bene- 
| fit of public schools. 
| Mr. LACEY. There being no enabling act. There was a dif- 


ferent proposition in the other States applying to the conditions 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


ng each separate enabling act as the enabling act was 
ask to insert as a part of my remarks these differ- 
- acts. 
Ss no 


bling acts are as follows: 


objection. 


LAND 
Datcs of admission to 


STATI 
the 


Union. 


| | United States 
ate. : 
Date Statutes. 


. 30, 
. 20,1 
. 19 


[5 per cent.] 
* oF * o * 


+ 


one-twentieth part of the net proceeds of the lands 
said State ld by from and after the thirt 
; after ng all expenses incident to the sam 
z out and making public roads leadir 
tying into the Atlantic, to the Ohi 
he same, such roads to be laid out 
ith the consent of the several States 


Congress, 


‘e foregoing propositions herein 
convention of the said State si 
ble without the consent of the U 
ct of land sold by Congress from an 
next, shall be and remain exempt fi 
authority of the State, whether 
other purpose whatever, for the 
day of sale. (U. S. Stats., vol. 


LOUISIANA, 


[5 per cent. ] 
+ r * ° = 
it further That five percentum of the net 
les of the lands of the United States after the first 
be applied to laying out and construc yublic 
said State, as the legislature thereof may direct. 
ind provided also, That the said convention stall 
nee, irrevocable witho 1¢ consent of the U 
ng the sai rritory do ¢ 
m all righ r t to tl 
the said nd that 
and entire position of the 1 
*~h and every tract of land sold by 
rerempt from any taz laid by the order or 
te, y I St county, townshiy 
tever, for the te ve years fron 
es thereof: an hat the 
States residing witl 1e 
an the lands belonging to 
shall be pr l o 
it the river Missi 
into the into the 
ind forever free, as well to the inha 
r citizens of the United States, without 
imposed by the said State. (U. 


enacted. 


tory; : 
Con- 
hether for 


<6 
veLO 


lands 
said State 
persons 
lands the prope 
ippi and the 


residing 
rty of 
bnavigabie 


Gulf of 


same or 


‘refor 
INDIANA, 
[5 per cent.] 


+ 2 ° i 


ent of the net proceeds of the lands lying | 


nd which shall be sold by Congress from 
er next, after deducting all expenses 
erved for making public roads ar 
ll be applied to those objects with 
n of the legislature thereof, and two- 


* roads leading to the said State, under | 


ided always, That the five foregoing pro- 
the conditio that the convention of 
rdinatr -yocable without the consent 

ct of land sold by the 

of December 

y order or under any authority 

or township, or any other pur- 

‘s from and after day of sale. 


further ¢ five per cent of the 
he lands lying within » Si rerritory, and which 
Congress from and after day of December next, after 


ing all expenses incident to the same, shall be reserved for mak- 


net pro- 


shall be 


the | 


next shall be | 


JUNE 19, 


ing public roads and canals, of which three-fifths shall be applied to 
those objects within the said State, under the direction of the legis},. 
ture thereof, and two-fifths to the making of a road or roads leading 1, 
the said State, under the direction of Congress. 

Sec. 4. * * * And provided also, That the said convention gs} 
provide, by an ordinance irrevocable without the consent of the Unit 
States, that the people inhabiting the said Territory do agree 
deqlare that they forever disclaim all right or title to the wast 
unappropriated lands lying within the said Territory, and that 
same shall be and remain at the sole and entire dispositjon of 
United States; and, moreover, that each and every tract of land s 
by Congress shall be and remain erempt from any taz laid by 
order or under the authority of the State, whether for State, « 
township, parish, or any other purpose whatever, for the term of 
years from and after the respective days of the sales thereof 
the lands belonging to citizens of the United States residi 
the said ill never be taxed higher th the lands b 
persons r therein: and that no tares shall be impose 
the property of the United States, and that the river Mississip 
ihe vigable rivers and aters leading into the same, or 
Gulf of Mex shall be common highways, and forever as 
to the is to other citizens of the | 


ico, free, 
inhabitants of the said Stat: 
States, without any tax, duty, impost, or toll therefor imposed by the 
said State. (U.S. Stats., vol. 3, p. 349.) 


ILLINOIS. 


[5 per cent.] 
. 2 e * . a 


Sec. 6. 3d. That five per cent of the net proceeds of the lands lying 

within such State, and which shall be sold by Congress from and after 

the day of January, one thousand eight hundred and nineteen, 

after deducting all expenses incident to the same, shall be reserved 
the purposes following, viz: Two-fifths to be disbursed, under the 

irection of Congress, in making roads leading to the State, the residue 

‘lated by the legislature of the State for the enc 

ning, of which one-sixth part shall be exclusively best 

‘ze or university. 

yr * *& * Providing 
; 


Avrat 
rst 


always, That the four fore 
ons herein offered are on the conditions that the conventi 
tid State shall provide, by an ordinance irrevocable without 
t of the United States, that every and each tract of land 
United States from and after the first day of January, 
and eight hundred and nineteen, shall remain erempt from 
laid by order or under any authority of the State, whether for 
, e, county, or towns ), Or any other purpose whatever, for the 
term of five years from and after the day of sale: And further, That 
the bounty lands granted, or hereafter to be granted, for military 
services during the late war, s l, while they continue to be held by 
the patente®s or their heirs, remain exempt, as aforesaid, from all 
taxes for the term of three years from and after the date of th 
patents, respectively; and that all the lands belonging to the citizens 
of the United States residing without the said State shall never be 
taxed higher than lands belonging to persons residing therein. (U. S. 
Stats., vol. 3, p. 430.) 
ALABAMA. 


[5 per cent.] 
> « * s a . 


Src. 6. 3d. That five per cent of the net proceeds of the lands lyir 
within the said Territory, and which shall be sold by Congress 
and after the first day of September, in the year one thousan 
hundred and nineteen, after ducting all expenses incident th 
same, shall be reserved for mé 1g public roads, canals, and improving 
the navigation of rivers, of which three-fifths shall be applied to th 
objects within the said State, under the direction of the legis! 
thereof, and two-fifths to the making of a road or roads leading 
the said State, under the direction of Congress. 

4th, * * ® And provided, always, That the said convention shal 
provide by an ordinance, irrevocable without the consent of the Unite 
States, that the people inhabiting the said Territory do agree : 
declare that they forever disclaim all right and title to the wa 
unappropriated lands lying within the said Territory, and that 
same shall be and remain at the sole and entire disposition of 
United States; and, moreover, that each and every tract of la 
by the United States after the first day of September, in the y 
thousand eight hundred and nineteen, shall be and remain ecrcmpt f 
any tax laid by the order or under the authority of the State, cou 
township, parish, or any other purpose whatever, for the term of e 
years from and after the respective days of the sales thereof; and that the 
lands belonging to citizens of the United States residing without the 
snid State shall never be taxed higher than the lands belonging to 
persons residing therein; and that no tag shall be imposed on lands the 
property of the United States; and that all navigable waters within 
the said State shall forever remain public highways, free to all citizens 
of said State and of the United States, without any tax, duty, impost, 
or toll therefor imposed by the said State. (U.S. Stats., vol. 3, p. 450.) 


MISSOURI, 


[5 per cent.] 
« . * * + * 

Sec. 6. 3d. That five per cent of the net proceeds of the sale of land 
lying within the said Territory or State, and which shall be sold ) 
Congress from and after the first day of January next, after deduct 
all expenses incident to the same, shall be reserved for making pu! 
roads and canals, of which three-fifths shall be applied to those ob 
within the State, under the direction of the legislature thereof, and 
other two-fifths in defraying, under the direction of Congress, the « 
penses to be ineurred in making of a road or roads, canal or ca 
leading to the said State. , 

Firrn. * * * Provided, That the five foregoing propositior 
herei ffered are on the condition that the convention of the s 
State shall provide by an ordinance, irrevocable without the consent 
the United States, that every and each tract of land sold by t! 
United States from and after the first day of January next shall rem 
exempt from any tax laid by order or under the authority of the 5 
the patentees, or their heirs, remain exempt as aforesaid from taxat 
for the term of five years from and after the day of sale: And furt 
That the bounty lands granted, or hereafter to be granted for milita 
i during the late war, shall, while they continue to be held 
the patentees, or their heirs, remain exempt as aforesaid from taxa 
for the term of three years from and after the date of the patent 
respectively. (U. 8S. Stats., vol. 3, p. 545.) 


services 
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of the soil within the same by the United States. or with an I 
[5 per cent.] | oe Congress may find necessary for securing the title in d to 
Tuiep. That five per cent of the net proceeds of the sale of lands | proprietors } samadh teletane 4 eet Se Se ee ee ee ee 
within said State, and which shall be sold by Congress from and D 167 ) mire a Se = = — 
t first day of July next, after deducting all expenses incident X 7 
{ s e, shall be reserved for making public roads and canals | —— Ne 
the said State, under the direction of the general assembly | [5 1 ‘ t.] 
f j * * a * * “ . 
HW * * * Provided, That the five foregoing propositions | Sec. 4. 5th. That fi ; ; ; . 
; ; +47 7 co : , oth. five per centum of the net 7 1 ule l 
1 offered are on the condition that the general assembly or legis- pu lands lying within ta 
of the said State, by virtue of the powers conferred upon it by the | after the admicsic n of Siege ead ~ F a 
framed the constitution of said State, shall provide, by he ext on a a t a : , 1 
revocable without the cons of the United States, that | purpose of mal Spiga ri 7 ; eee aro 
1 neral assembly of said State sh never interfere with th lslature. ahall r P ee ornes 1 
sposal of the soil within the same by the United States, nor | jnpefore ‘offers oF 1 re been : 7 
y regulation Congr may find necessary for securing the | provide. by as ceetie xcs gs oe : es ee ie er ; 
f such soil to the bona fide purchasers thereof; and that no ta St ites that sa L St te hai snus teinatee a ti 
be imposed on lands the property of the United States, and that | of the soil within the snimo oe ee : 
case shall nonresident proprietors be taxed higher than resi- | tions Concress 1 wi maoeee } , . 
‘ nd that the bounty lands I 1, or hereafter to be granted, | Bona fide ms a 55 gee Be, y for securing t tle I to 
military services during the late war, shall, whilst they continue | p, he Oe tac a “ik 7 1 that in no ; F 
by the patentees or their heirs, remain erempt from any ta Gth. And tl ee cs i a a F 
l y order or under the authority of the State, county, townsh ont oe . Finis 2) ane ie nev : x ft I I 
‘ . . sents Bheage . Ry i ee : es : , rity of the United Stat in iid St (I ‘ x 11. p s" 
y her purpose, for the term of three years from and after th , 
date of the patents, respectively. (U.S. Stats., vol. 5, p. 58.) I AS 
MICHIGAN. | [5 per cent.] 
a eit | * * © 4 « * * 
[5 per cent.] Sec Phat five per centr net pri is of sal 
° . ° . ° ° s pub! lying within said St shall ( 
Hm. That five per cent of the net proceeds of the sales of all | after 1 of said § P Unio t ( 
t l is lying within the said § which have been cr shall be | the inc nt to the t | I i to is 
y Congress from and after the first day of July, eighteen hundred | pu i publie roac und intert OV 
\ after deducting all the expenses incident to the same, purposes, as th i ire may I Pi 
, ppropriated for making public roads and canals within the | propositions hereinhe e offered >on the t 
as the legislature may « t: Provided, That the five for Kansas shall provid by rdinance irrevo 
positions 1 offered are on the condition that the legis of the Uni States, t 1 at hall + r i 
the said ‘ by virtue of the powers conferred upon it ? lis l of ti soil t} the s e by the I 5 
nticn which framed the cor n of the said State. sh I lati 3; Congr I 11 f 
an ordinance irrevocable without the consent of the Uni soil to bona fide pr rs 
t the said State shall never interfcre with the primary dis 6th. And that the id s f ) r tax t} 
il within the same by the United State nor with any | erty of the United States in said (U. S. St 12 27.) 
; Congress may find necessary for securing the title in such 
e bona fide purchasers t! no tar shall be im 
i tla the property of } in no case » per cent 
re nt proprietors | :; and that ° * * * * . € 
ls granted, or ery Spe 10. * e I it f tum of ¢ 
r the late war the | of lp lands ly W is ' . 
r their helrs, ry ler United S 3 bseq to l 10 is l 
: t authori of t » whe r t ) after d ll t f i to t } ) 
ny other purpose, for the term of three year id after | the said St ~ f the | f 1 v c 
t late of the patents, respectively. (U. S. Stats., vol. D9.) mstructing ditches o t ste i 
“ tat of the agri tural nd in t S at s 
IOWA AND FLORIDA. < t. 3rd. TI ‘ aac i ; ail 
[5 per cent.] de et they f l ht t t 
* * * ” * . * p? lan t + said Te ft i ‘¢ . : 
vox — E - sha nain at th ‘ i é ’ di t t of t T ed 
That five per cent of the net proceeds of sales of all public lands | gy, 1t the lands } “— ‘ ‘ 1 
x within the said State which have been or il be sold by Con wai ¢ 4 aid & re, i } - 
gress from and after the admission of said State, after deducting all the | j,> aids ae eae oo as : 
incident to the Sal Shall be appropriat for making pubik em pe d bu s l State ¢ Oper j t r 
I na canals within is the leg 1ture may direct : n he ft i t} t 
: ; i may ufter be Us Ss sg 
P 1, That the five itions her fered are on th vol. 13. p. 30.) ss 
‘ mm that the legisl: | State, by virtue of the powers | fen cs 
( 1 upon it by tl hich framed the constitution of 
t 1 State, shall pi rdinance irrevocable without the t 
of the nited said State shall never interfere * * . - 
primary disposal of the soil thin the same by the United y it 
- with any regulations Congress may find necess for secur 1 ~ 
j e title in such soil to the bona fide purchasers thereof: and that ; 
, l be imposed on lands the property of the United States; and d 
, in case shall nonresident pre rs be taxed higher than re 
( d that the lands granted, or hereafter to be cranied, : 
ry services du the late war, shall, while they continue to ' 
| y the patentees or their heirs, remain exempi ire tax j 
l ‘ or under the authority of the State, whether for State, aun , 
ry, township, or any other purpose, for the term of t ' ‘ : 
{ i after the date of the patents, respectively. (U < 7 : 
v, p. 790.) - er , 
WISCONSIN. y rtu t ‘ } 
. ‘ 
[5 per cent. ] 4 Uf c? S 5s. 5 vol 
* ” * * * e - 
Sth. That five per cent of the net proceeds of sales of all public lands 
]y within the said State which have been or shall be sold by Con [5 
; from and after the admission of said State into the Uni ifter * * . * 
deducting all the expenses incident to the same, shall be the Sec. 10. * * ®* That fiv f eq 
is » for the purpose of making public roads and ca the | of all public lands lving , = 
@, the legislature shall direct: Provided, That the coing | 11 1 States ws ; , 
I ns herein offered are on the conditions that the ce Sa Me ox 
\ } ich shall form the constitution of said State s! ide, + oy ¢ the pr 1 a 
a » in said constitution, or an ordinance, irrevi Die ; a aie ‘ 
( t of the United States, that said State shall ne t! iF land of t the 
th the primary disposal cf UW oil within the same by ited ie ‘ Phat tI a ' 
i r with any re i ‘ress may find ne de { t 1 fae ’ right 
( s the title in suct ) purchasers thereof; and that | | thin l l 
t be imposed on lands the property of the United States; scheint endl ' 
i that in no case shall nonresident proprietors be taxed higher than | , pe . on ; 
lents. (U. S. Stats., vol. 9. p. 58.) ’ Stata a I nev . 
MINNESOTA, dents tt! ( ind- 
lands or property t : , 
[5 per cent.] chased by the Unite ( S y 
* * > a > * « 
s 5. Sth. That five per cent of the net proceeds of sales of all ; 
I lands lying within said State which shall be sold by Congress 
the admission of the said State into the Union, after deduct . ° 
| the expenses incident to the same, shall be i to said State for Be it enacted, * * Tl es 
pur of making public roads and internal improvements, as the | and is hereby declared to 1 the | l 
» shall direct: Provided, The foregoing propositions herein | admitted into Union 
‘ i i the condition that the said convention which shall form the ull respects 1 teve 
constitution of said State shall provide, by a clause in said constitu Sec. 3 * * * That the 
tion, or an ordinance, irrevocable without the censent of the United | the Union upon the express conditi t 
States, that said State shall never interfere with the primary disposal through their legislature or oth i sha ! i fe rt 
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primary disposal of the public lands within its limits, and shall pass no 
law and do no act whereby the title of the United States to, and 
ht to dispose of, the same shall be impaired or questioned; and that 
, shall never lay any tax or assessment of any description whatso- 
upon the public domain of the United States; and in no case 
nonresident proprietors who are citizens of the United States be 
higher than residents; and that all the navigable waters within 
said State shall be common highways and forever free, as well to 
habit state as to the citizens of the United States, 
impost, or duty therefor. (U.S. Stats., vol. 9, p. 453.) 
DAKOTA, SOUTH DAKOTA, MONTANAy AND WASHINGTON. 
[February 22, 1889, 25 Stats., sec. 13, p. 676.] 
IDAHO. 
{July 3, 1890, 26 Stats., sec. 7, p. 215.] 
WYOMING. 


nts of said 
tax, 


That five per centum of the proceeds of the sales of public 
ig within said States, which shall be sold by the United States 
to the admission of said States into the Union, after de- 
the expenses incident to the same, shall be paid to the said 


» used as a permanent fund, the interest of which only shall | 
said States, | 


ed for of common schools within 


the purpose 


tive 


fhe SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules and | 


Senate bill. 
was taken; and in the opinion of the Chair, 


the 


passing 
rhe 


question 


two-thirds having voted in favor thereof, the rules were sus- | 3 ; c 
| sale as articles of interstate or foreign commerce; and the carc: 


pended, and the bill was passed. 
AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. WADSWORTH. 
The Clerk 


I offer the following motion. 
read as follows: 
to suspend the rules, discharge the Committee of the Whole 
the Union from the consideration of the Senate 
‘ndments agricultural appropriation bill, sa e to all the 

te amendments except No. 29, to concur in iment 29, with 
recommended by the Committee Agriculture, and 
t with the Senate on the disagreeing vote. 

» SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

‘ir. LAMB. I demand a second. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I ask unanimous consent that a second 
may be considered as ordered. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
New York if he can not agree upon a few minutes additional 
time be that allowed under the rule when a second is 
( rdere a? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. 
stood by the House that twenty minutes on a side will be sufli- 
which we are granted on a motion to suspend the rules. 
SPEAKER. Is unanimous consent given that a second 
be considered as ordered? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. 

itary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman object to a second being 

lered as ordered? 

DAVIS of Minnesota. 
irliamentary inquiry. 
MAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
DAVIS of Minnesota. 


I move 
1 ‘ e 
ise on the state of 


conter 


yond 


cient, 
The 


I would like to make a parlia- 


} 
“1 
SI 


the conmittee substitute? 
SPEAKER. 
bill covers 
tion, and nothing else. Is a second considered as ordered? 
WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
the matter of a second been disposed of? 
i¢@ SPEAKER. The Chair is trying to see. 
WILLIAMS. I will wait until it is. 
» SPEAKER. 
considered 
0 objection. 


as ordered? [After a pause.] The 


WILLIAMS. Now, Mr. Speaker, I wish 
’ mite on each side. 
Mr. WADSWORTH. 

t I shall have to object. 
AKER. 


+ 


rhe The 
Withou 
of substitute for the Senate amendment will be read, not to be 
taken out of anyone’s time. 
Mr. HENRY of T« 
Chair? 
The SPEAKER. 
amendment, recommended by the House committee, will be read. 
Mr. HENRY of Texas. We want to have it read. 
The SPEAKER. It is also printed in bill form. 
will read. 
Mr. WADSWORTH. 


SPI gentieman from New York objects. 


obje 


What was the 


‘Xas. 


The Clerk 


So that there may be no confusion, I 
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| goats to be 


I think the subject is so well under- | 


For the present I would like to 
Under the proceedings contem- | 
plated is it the intention that an amendment may be offered to 


A motion to suspend the rules and pass a} 
the bill and such matters as are covered by the mo- | 


consent. 


Is unanimous consent granted that a second 
Chair | 
The gentleman from New York is entitled | 
nty minutes and the gentleman from Virginia to twenty | 


to submit a | 
t for unanimous consent, that there may be forty min- | 


I hate to be discourteous, Mr. Speaker, | 


‘tion, the committee amendment proposed by way | 


statement of the | 


That if there be no objection the proposed 


JUNE 19, 


want to say to the House that the print of June 19, 1906—to- 
day—is the print from which the Clerk will now read. It js 
found on page 15, and it is amendment numbered 29 to the 
agricultural appropriation bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That for the purpose of preventing the use in interstate or for 
commerce, as hereinafter provided, of meat and meat food prod 
which are unsound, unhbealthful, unwholesome, or otherwise unfit 
human food, the Secretary of Agriculture, at his discretion, may c: 
to be made, by inspectors appointed for that purpose, an examina 
and inspection of all cattle, sheep, swine, and goats before they s 
be allowed to enter into any slaughtering, packing, meat-canning, | 
dering, or similar establishment, in which they are to be slaug 
and the meat and meat food products thereof are to be used in in 
state or foreign commerce; and all cattle, swine, sheep, and ¢ 
found on such inspection to show symptoms of disease shall he 
apart and slaughtered separately from all other cattle, sheep, 
or goats, and when so slaughtered the carcasses of said cattle, 
swine, or goats shall be subject to a careful examination and inspecti 
all as provided by the rules and regulations to be prescribed by 
Secretary of Agriculture as herein provided for. 

That for the purposes hereinbefore set forth the Secretary of Acrj 
culture shall cause to be made by inspectors appointed for that | 
pose, as hereinafter provided, a postmortem examination and ins 
tion of the carcasses and parts thereof of all cattle, sheep, swine, 
prepared for human consumption at any slaughtering 
meat-canning, salting, packing, rendering, or similar establishment j 
any State, Territory, or the District of Columbia for transportation or 


and parts thereof of all such animals found to be sound, healthful, 
wholesome, and fit for human food shall be marked, stamped, tagved, or 
labeled as “Inspected and passed;” and said inspectors shall label, 
mark, stamp, or tag as “Inspected and condemned,” all carcasses and 


| parts thereof of animals found to be unsound, unhealthful, unwhole- 
| Some, or otherwise unfit for human food; and all carcasses and parts 


thereof thus inspected and condemned shall be destroyed for food pur- 
poses by the said establishment in the presence of an inspector, and the 
Secretary of Agriculture may remove inspectors from any such estab- 
lishment which fails to so destroy any such condemned carcass or part 
thereof, and said inspectors, after said first inspection shall, when they 


deem it necessary, reinspect said carcasses or parts thereof to deter 


whether since the first inspection the same have become unsound, 
healthy, unwholesome, or in any way unfit for human food, and if a 


| carcass or any part thereof shall, upon examination and inspection sub- 


sequent to the first examination and inspection, be found to be un- 
sound, unhealthful, unwholesome, or otherwise unfit for human food, it 
shall be destroyed for food purposes by the said establishment in the 
presence of an inspector, and the Secretary of Agriculture may remove 
inspectors from any establishment which fails to so destroy any such 
condemned carcass or part thereof. 

The foregoing provisions shall apply to all carcasses or parts of car- 
casses of cattle, sheep, swine, and goats, or the meat or meat products 
thereof which may be brought into any slaughtering, meat-canning, 
salting, packing, rendering, or similar establishment, and such exami 
nation and inspection shall be had before the said carcasses or parts 
thereof shall be allowed to enter into any department wherein the same 
are to be treated and prepared for meat food products; and the fore 
going provisions shall also apply to all such products which, after h 
ing been issued from any slaughtering, meat-canning, salting, packing, 
rendering, or similar establishment, shall be returned to the same or to 
any similar establishment where such inspection is maintained. 

That for the purposes hereinbefore set forth the Secretary of Acri- 
culture shall cause to be made by inspectors appointed for that pur) 
an examination and inspection of all meat food products prepared 
interstate or foreign commerce in any slaughtering, meat-canning, salt 
ing, packing, rendering, or similar establishment, and for the purposes 
of any examination and inspection said inspectors shall have access 
at all times, by day or night, whether the establishment be operated or 
not, to every part of said establishment; and said inspectors sha 
mark, stamp, tag, or label as “ Inspected and passed” all such products 
found to be sound, healthful, and wholesome, and which contain 
dyes, chemicals, preservatives, or ingredients which render such me 
or meat food preducts unsound, unhealthful, unwholesome, or unfit f 
human food; and said inspectors shall label, mark, stamp, or tag as 
“ Inspected and condemned ” all such products found unsound, unhea!th- 
ful, and unwholesome, or which contain dyes, chemicals, preservatives, 
or ingredients which render such meat or meat food products unsound, 
nnhealthful, unwholesome, or unfit for human food, and all sucl 
demned meat food products shall be destroyed for food purposes, as 
inbefore provided, and the Secretary of Agriculture may remove ins) 
ors from any establishment which fails to so destroy such condem: 
meat food products: Provided, That, subject to the rules and regulati 
of the Secretary of Agriculture, the provisions hereof in regard to pre 
servatives shall not apply to meat food products for export to an) 
foreign country and which are prepared or packed according to the 
specifications or directions of the foreign purchaser, when no su! 
stance is used in the preparation or packing thereof in conflict with the 
laws of the foreign country to which said article is to be exported; but 
if said article shall be in fact sold or offered for sale for domestic u 
or consumption then this proviso shall not exempt said article from t 
operation of all the other provisions of this act. 

That when any meat or meat food preduct prepared for interstate or 
foreign commerce which has been inspected as hereinbefore provided and 
marked “ Inspected and passed ’”’ shall be placed or packed in any can, 
pot, tin, canvas, or other receptacle or covering in any establishment 
where inspection under the provisions of this act is maintained, the 
person, firm, or corporation preparing said product shall cause a label 
to be attached to said can, pot, tin, canvas, or other receptacle 0! 
covering, under the supervision of an inspector, which label shall state 
that the contents thereof have been “ inspected and passed” under t 
provisions of this act; and no inspection and examination of meat 
meat food products deposited or inclosed in cans, tins, pots, canvas, 
other receptacle or covering in any establishment where inspection 
under the provisions of this act is maintained shall be deemed to be 
complete until such meat or meat food products have been sealed 
inclosed in said can, tin, pot, canvas, or other receptacle, or covering 
under the supervision of an inspector, and no such meat or meat food 
products shall be sold or offered for sale by any person, firm, or cot 
poration in interstate or foreign commerce under any false or deceptive 
name; but established trade name or names which are usual to such 
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iucts and which are not false and deceptive and which shall be | inspectors to make examination and inspection of all cattle, sheep, 
ay roved by the Secretary of Agriculture are permitted. | Swine, and goats, the inspection of which is hereby provided for, 
rhe Secretary of Agriculture shall cause to be made, by experts in |} and of all carcasses and parts thereof, and of all meats and meat 
‘itation or by other competent inspectors, such inspection of all | food products thereof, and of the sanitary conditions of all estab 
ntering, meat canning, salting, packing, rendering, or similar | lishments in which such meat and meat food products hereinbefore 
‘lishm nts in which cattle, sheep, swine, and goats are slaughtered | described are prepared; and said inspectors shall refuse to stamp, 
i the meat and meat food products thereof are prepared for interstate | mark, tag, or label any carcass or any part thereof, or meat food 
oreign Commerce as May be necessary to inform himself concerning | product therefrom, prepared in any establishment hereinbefore men 
i nitary conditions of the same, and to prescribe the rules and | tioned, until the same shall have actually been inspected and found 
tions of sanitation under which such establishments shall be | to be sound, healthful, wholesome, and fit for human food, and to 
ined ; and where the sanitary conditions of any such establish- | contain no dyes, chemicals, preservatives, or ingredients which render 
re such that the meat or meat food products are rendered un- | such meat food product unsound, unhealthful, unwholesome, or unfit 
nsound, unhealthful, unwholesome, or otherwise unfit_ for | for human food; and to have been prepared under proper sanitary 
1 food, he shall refuse to ie said meat or meat food produc ts | conditions, hereinbefore provided for; and shall perform such other 
labeled, marked, stamped, or tagged as “inspected and passed.’ duties as are provided by this act and by the rules and regulation 
t the Secretary of Agriculture shall cause an examination and to be prescribed by said Secretary of Sane ire; and said Secr y 
ion of Pall cattle, sheep, swine, and goats, and the food products | of Agriculture shall, from time to time, ike such rules and re: 
. slaughtered and prepares 1! in the establishments hereinbefore | lations as are necessary for the efficient pa of the provisions 
-d for “a e purposes of interstate or foreign commerce to be made of this act, and all inspections and examinations made under this act 
th nighttime as _We ll as during the daytime when the slaughter- shall be such and made in such manner as described in the rules 
said caitle, shee swine, and goats, or the preparation of said | and regulations pre ribed by said Secretary of Agriculture not in 
ducts, is nducted during the nighttime. | consistent with the provisions of this act 
on and after October 1, 1906, no person, firm, or corporation | Phat any person, fir or corporation, or any agent ot cee of 
ran rt or offer for transportation, and no carrier of interstate | Ny person, firm, or corporation who shall give, pay r ¢ rectly 
n commerce shall transport or receive for transportation from | or indirectly, to any inspe tor, deputy inspector, chief inspector, or an 
: tate or Territory or the District of Columbia to any other State other Officer or empolyee of the United States authorized to perfor 
‘ or the District of Columbia, cr to any place under the | any of the duties prescribed by this act or by the rules and regulations 
liction of the United States, or to any foreign country, any car- | Of the Secret Agi re non other thing of value, 
3 Ol irts thereof, meat, or meat food products thereof Which have with intent to ‘nce id inspector, deputy inspector, chief | ir. 
n inspected, examined, and nu arked as inspected and passed,” | or other officer or employee of the United States in the f 
rdance with the terms of this act and with the rules and regu- | any duty herein provided for, shail be deemed guilty of a 1, 
| ribed by the Secretary of Agriculture: Provided, That all } upon conviction thereof, shall be punished by a fine not less OU 
d I t food products on id on October 1, 1906, at establish- | nor more than $10,000 and by imprisonment not less than 
tion has not been mai ined, or which have been | More than three years; and any inspector, jane inspe n 
“dy isting law, shall be examined and labeled under such ctor, or other oflicer or employee of e United State ithorized 
j d ions as the Secretary of Agriculture shall prescribe, | to perform any of the duties prescrit this act o 8} ac 
‘ on il be allowed to be sold in interstate or foreign commerce. | 8Ny money, gift, or other thing of value from any fir oa 
F t no person, firm, or corporation, or officer, agent, or employee | poration, or officers, agents, or empl $ thereof ith intent t 
t f, shall forge, counterfeit, simulate, or falsely represent, or shall influs nee his official action, or who ll re ve « a pt : 
\ t proper authority use, fail to use, or detach, or shall knowingly | person, firm, or corpor: 1 eng n interstat f i ! : 
ongfully alter, deface, or de troy, or fail to deface or destroy, any | any gift, money, or ot Y » given Vv 1 D 
ks, stamps, tags, labels, or other identification devices pro- | intent whatsoever, sha » ty ; felony and s 4 
1 4 in this act, or in an d as . directed by the t rules and regulations conviction t! ereof, be sum reer m office i sha e 
i hereunder by the Secretary of Agriculture, on any carcasses punis ed by a fine not less hor 1 1( 0 and 
carcasses, or the food product, or containers thereof, subject imprisonment not less than o1 ore tl I I 
i of this act, or any cert te in relation thereto, au- th the provisions of this act g 
1 or required — this act or by the saig@ rules and regulations of | the 5 tary of Agriculture shall 
the Secretary of Agriculture. any rT on the fa 
the Secre ony of Agriculture shall cause to be made a careful in- | ©'S® f EEnET CS, BOE 
of all cattle, sheep, swin and goats intended and offered for | ™e2t ood products, 
rt to { ign countries at such times and places and in such man- rel ai, os oo = 
1 is he may deem proper, to qncertens whether such cattle, sheep, | *°relen commerce any meat or f 
and goats are free from disease. unso : unhealthful, unwholeson 
d for this purpose he may appoint inspectors who shall be author- know ing that such meat d pt 
ive an official certificate clearly stating the condition in which ee ee he shall be guilty of a m 
§ cattle, sheep, swine, and goats are found. pagel sae an sp ed DY one HOt ese 
\nd no clearance shall be given to any vessel having on board cattle, | “ period of not exceeding one yea! 
vine, or goats for export to a forcign country until the owner | Ment: i ovided also, That the Se 
per of such cattle, sheep, swine, or goats has a certificate from to maintain the inspection in this % 
t pector herein authorized to be appointed, stating that the said | Meat-canning, Salting, packing, a 
cattle, skeep, swine, or goats are sound and healthy, or unless the | W! standing this exception, and 
ry of Agriculture 11 have waived the requirement of such | ™4y be retail butchers and retail 
fe for export to the particular country to which such cattle, | >ecretary of Agriculture all estadt 
p, swine, or goats are to be exported. big ep ee 
it the Secretary of Agriculture shall also cause to be made a Seanaaee a siledine same re 
il inspection of the carcasses and parts thereof of all cattle, sheep, | o.once: f a aed = , SPP ODE™ ae 
, and goats, the meat of which, fresh, salted, canned, corned, pene oy ee eee ers panne ‘3 Be 
] ed, cured, or otherwise prepared, is intended and offered for ex- | ee ena ee re ; oe ee 
port to —_ eden aaa at such times and places and in such | 4, provisions pe Bin pei Seummbblon: ’ dit ‘i “ 
I ras ne ? Proper, “ar t 2 emp] "ment yf r ! ~ 
| for this purpose he may appoint inspectors who shall be au- | 224. ag Beg . oo _ 
t zed to give an official certificate stating the condition in which Seeded to Congres: = mit a ng t ncaa 
i cattle, sheep, swine, or goats, and the meat thereof, are found. setiene aneian a ie aod es - near Ae 
nd no clearance shall be given to any vessel having on board any ea hg temather with “tl » conti nt exp 3 ¢ cl 4 a i 
h, salted, canned, corned, or packed beef, mutton, pork, or goat eeikane Sateen tetas tea Ie, - gen J. ae es = : 
t, being the meat of animals killed after the passage of this act, or acre tucy Have been and are emp oyed. 
f pt as etme gt rag: a export ~~. sale in a oe Mr. WADSWORTH. M Speaker, on yesterday 
ntry ror any port in ne nited states, until he owner or shipper + + . : > . 
{ if shall obtain from an inspector appointed under the erayistoue of | Guest of the Committee on Agriculture, the agricult 
this act a certifieate that the said cattle, sheep, swine, and goats were | priation bill, with the amendments thereto, was recor 
und and healthy at the time of inspection, and that their meat is | the Committee on Agriculture for the pu rpose of mak 
al lesome nless the Secretary of Agriculture shal ave ; ioe 
one ee eee ae cotehees al 7 eee I have | slight amendments thereto. Those amendments haye been in 
said cattle, sheep, swine, and goats or meats are to be exported. | corporated in the copy which the Clerk has just read. All of 
Mhat the inspectors a a —— shall a to give | them, with two exceptions, are mere verbiage. These two ex- 
> pana — oe oo eee ———o 7 ee = seca — ceptions are the clause eliminating the “ civil-service provision,” 
ed, and one copy of every certificate granted under the provisions | and what might be called the “ appeal or review clause.” 
of this act shall be filed in the Department of Agriculture, another I want, first, to call the attention of the House to just a few 
copy shall be:delivered to the owner or shipper, and when the cattle, ® the changes in the verbiage of the li ab 
sheep, swine, and goats or their carcasses and produsts are sent | Of the changes in the verbiage o M ispection ” clauses, 
ad, a third copy shall be delivered to the chief officer of the ves- | In the amendment on page 31, at the end of line 11, you will 
sel on which the shipment shall be made. read these words: 
Phat no person, firm, or corporation engaged in the interstate ; 4 
inerce an meat or meat food products shall transport or offer And all carcasses and parts ther f thus ins} 2c ‘dd and condemned 
transportation, sell or offer to sell any such meat or meat food | Shall be destroyed for food purposgs by the said establishment in the pres 
products in any State or Territory or in the District of Columbia | ©2¢€,0f an inspector, — che secretary of Agric ture may remove in- 
‘ any place under the jurisdiction of the United States, other than spectors from any su¢ establishment which fails to so destroy any 
the State or pereeey or in the District of Columbia or any place such condemned carcass or part thereof 
under the jurisdiction of the United States in which the slaughtering, . 1s i hich wer rt xe rod s ; 
packing, canning, rendering, or other similar establishment owned, In the original bill which we reported we covered all that by 
leased, opetated by said firm, person, or corporation is located unless saying: 
nd until said person, firm, or corporation shall have complied with And all carcasses or parts thereof thus inspected and condemned 
all of the provisions of this act. shall be destroyed for food purposes, and an inspector shall personally 
Chat any person, firm, or corporation, or any officer or agent of | superintend such destruction 7 
any such person, firm, or corporation, who shall violate any of the | © 7 : aad , s ; : ; 
provisions of this act shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and | I think the House will admit that that is simply verbiage, 
hall be punished on conviction thereof by a fine of not exceeding | There is no new idea or thought contained in it. 


$10,000 or imprisonment for a period not moré than two years, 
both such fine and imprisonment, in the discretion of the court. 
That the Secretary of Agriculture shall appoint from time to time 
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or by 





















































































This verbiage is repeated three times in the bil! 


You will find the next amendment on page 382, at the bottom, 
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int to read the clause, because sothe dispute has 
ut it: 
purposes hereinbefore set forth the Secretary of Agri- 
to be made by inspectors appointed for that purpose 
and inspection of all meat food products prepared for 
zn commerce in any slaughtering, meat-canning, salt- 
dering, or similar establishment, and for the purposes 
and inspection said 
ery part of said establishment. 
added the words: 
, whether the establishment be operated or not. 
lmitted, is simply verbiage. 
p in line 16, we provide: 
and meat food products on hand on October 1, 1906— 
“on the passage of this bill.” 
r 1 is better at establishments where inspection has 
aintained or which have been inspe 


be ar 


e 
> 


U provision was 


e 


Ny 
ili c 


l and 
ilture shal 


1 colmerce, 


od products on hand at the passage of 

hments where inspection has not been maintained 
eted under existing law, shall be examined and 

s and rt 


ulations 


rve that we have simply added— 


allowed to } 1 


»~nilowed to ve §0ik 


1 in interstate or foreign commerce. 
Will the gentleman yield for a question as to 

e bill? 

VORTH. 

: I want 

food prod 


ments wl 


Yes; with pleasure. 
e why it is provided that the 
; on band on October 1, 1906, at es- 
‘tion has not been maintained or 
‘2 inspected under existing law, after being 
labeled, are required to be sold, whether fit for 
This is the only provision in the bill that requires 
labeled goods which may be on hand October 1, 
it is to be inspected under rules and regula- 
he Secretary of Agriculture, but after it is 
d that then it shall be allowed to be sold 
‘ign commerce, which I think is an ex- 


ll 


to inquil 


rere inspe< 
have be 


d and 
. 


WADSWORTH. 
it that will be 


In answer to the gentleman I can only 
hat th left to the rules and regulations of the Sec- 
of Agriculture. If after the inspection these goods are 
ndemned,” 
If they 
to be sold in interstate commerce. 
iFER. The provision is that they shall then, after 
‘ted, be sold in interstate and foreign commerce? 
TH. Allowed to be sold. 
Allowed to be sold, no matter how the inspec- 


1 


i ce 


ADSWOR 
KEIFER. 
sulted? 
WADSWORTH. That is not the intent. 

of e meaning of the words. 
’ the Secretary of Agriculture they would not 
» sold unless labeled and passed as fit for food. 

‘ot allowed to be sold as a food product? 
The language is, “after being labeled under 
e Secretary of Agriculture they are then allowed 
in interstate and foreign commerce,” regardless of 

] halad 

RTH. If there is 
would be very glad to 
ent, but I do not think it is 
OLMSTED. I would like to 


I think that isa 


Ss, 


WADSWs any doubt about that, the 
receive any 
necessary. 

ask the gentleman a ques- 
I will yield to the gentleman. 
h to make a sug 


ay not be worthy of his attention. 


inspectors shall have access | 


I | 
ted under exist- | 


labeled under such rules and regulations as the | 
| prescribe, and then shall be allowed to be | 


farmer and retail butcher—the small dealer who might be 
cated near the State line and who, in the course of his busin, 
peddling from a wagon or cart, passes over a State line. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I think it is a very proper provision. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. But that clause does not apply to a 
body shipping by common carrier, but to a dealer in meat pr 
ucts supplying consumers. 

Mr. OLMSTED. It says “sold and transported as inters| 
and foreign commerce.” 

Mr. WADSWORTH. 
from? 

Mr. OLMSTED. Page 42, lines 19 and 20. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. ‘That does not apply to the farmer. 

Mr. OLMSTED. My point is, How is the interstate cai 
going to know whether the carcass came from a farmer 
butcher, or anybody else? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. [It is not necessary to know when he 
ceives it from a farmer or a retail dealer. 

Mr. OLMSTED. How is the shipping agent going to kn 
farmer? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. 


What line is the gentleman read 


If the gentleman will read the 


| guage, I think he will have no difficulty about it. 


as the Secretary of Agricul- | 


| healthful, unwholesome, or otherwise unfit for human 


| side. 


Mr. OLMSTED. My point is that a railroad company 
not dare to carry the product of a farm or a butcher with 
was inspected. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. 
consumed ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has consumed ten min 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Now, on page 35, line 16, the lang 
in the original bill is “ products are rendered unsound, 
to 


Mr. Speaker, how much time hay 


We thought we had adjectives enough; but the word “ unc 
was suggested, and it was put in. Now, Mr. Speaker, I 
I have shown examples enough. 


So, speaking generally in 


gard to all these small changes and verbiage, if, like Mrs. Wins- 
lcw’s soothing sirup, they soothe, pacify, and quiet, let them all 


go in. No one objects to them. [Laughter and applause. | 
We have eliminated the so-called “ civil-service clause.” 
put it in the bill originally in order to expedite its operati: 
in order that the Secretary of Agriculture might not only 
his inspectors through the civil service, but also from the « 
There is absolutely no objection to its going out if 


| House, in its wisdom, sees fit. 


1 a bill intended to get pure food into | 


Now I come, Mr. Speaker, to the review clause, and 


| consultation with some of the ablest lawyers in the Hous 
was decided that the court-review clause was unnecessary, 


they will not be allowed to go outside of | 
are labeled and “ passed,” they will be | 


the entire paragraph allowing the appeal from inspector 
inspector and so on to the Secretary of Agriculture and 

to the court was eliminated. The paragraph in the origi 
Senate amendment made the judgment of the Secretary of 
culture mandatory and final. 


to make matters entirely fair and just, inserted in the bil 
clause giving the right to resort to the courts, which the ab 


lawyers on the floor claim is granted now under the Constitu 
| tion and the existing general laws. 


Therefore, the clause 


| entirely eliminated in the bill just read by the Clerk, and 
packers and silaughterers in Chicago, if they consider any of | 
| rights of their property are injured in any way by the ope: 


Of eourse under the rules | 


tions of this law, can invoke the jurisdiction of a United St 
judge in Chicago; and I know of no difference between the |! 


| esty and integrity of a United States judge in Chicago and 
| honesty and integrity of a United States judge in St. L 


| these 


suggestion or | 


Kansas City, Fort Worth, St. Joe, or any other place w! 
slaughtering and canning establishments are 
[Applause. ] 


Mr. Speaker, in conclusion I simply want to assure this Hou 


| on behalf of the Committee on Agriculture that the provisi 
of this bill will insure to the public a rigid meat and meat f 


gestion to the gentle- 
On | 


ly provided that no carrier of interstate or | 


ull transport any meat or meat product 

‘inspected and passed.” And he is subject 

ent if he d Now, on page 42 you pro- 

that this shall not apply to animals 

> at retail butcher’s shop, which may 

to customers. How is 

officer to know, how is he to 

2a Cal laughtered by a farmer or a retail 

and shipped when slaughtered somewhere else, and how 

earry it for a farmer or a retail butcher unless it is 
‘ted and passed? 


WADSWORTH. 


rsta ‘01 erce 
arrier or railroad 


Carcass § 


1a 


That clause was put in to exempt the 


| 


| 
| 
| 


inspection law. [Applause.] 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. PADGETT. 
question? 

The SPEAKER. 
time remaining. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. 
ance of my time. 

The SPEAKER. 
remainder of his time. 

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Speaker, I want to ask the gentle! 
from New York a question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia is recogni 

Mr. LAMB. 


The gentleman has eight minutes of 


And, Mr. Speaker, I reserve the 


4 


» 


i 


} 
if 


i 


locat 


i 


shall ask unanimous consent, and I hope my colleague fr 
New York [Mr. WapswortH] will not object to it, to exte! 


this discussion forty or fifty minutes, renewing the request 


Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield for 


1 


The gentleman from New York reserves t! 


Mr. Speaker, at this stage of the proceedings 


That clearly was unwise and in- 
| judicious, if not unconstitutional, and the committee, in ord 


l- 


} 
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10 by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WittamMs]. I | everything seems to be in a smiling condition. We n tq 
so for an answer. Shakespeare’s utterance: 
WADSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I shall have to object. I Now is the winter of our discontent 
“d once, and I shall have to do so again. Made glorious summer by these sons of N York 
» SPE: \KER. The gentleman from Virginia is recognized | [Laughter and ap plat ise. 
yenty minutes Of course, 3 legislati could not be defeated if I 
LAMB. Mr. Speaker, I congratulate the Committee on | to defeat it, and I do not, because, as I unders ( 
Iture and this House upon the fact that after considering | ruling authorities under this | LA 
sure for more than a week and offering various amend- | government have consulted together about i l 
the Beveridge bill they have come into this House and | upon and here pr cribed just exactly what s! be ) 
1 every feature, save one, that was contended for by the the President of the United States and the § Hi 
‘ity members of the Committee on Agriculture. Time | of Represe ntatives. [Applause.} Whe1 
per! now to go through with the features of this bill | men meet in amity, after a few d f | 
been done in part by the chairman of this committee. | one another, and of various and t 
features, save one, this committee stood unanimous. | not following up later « why, of SY 
ers of the minority disagreed with the majority on | winter of r dis¢ t has | ! 
ion of paying the cost of inspection. The minority There might be e ‘ 
» report is familiar to Members of the ices Their | am 1dment that I lo I 
for putting at least a part of this cost for inspection on | ual er of the Ho of Re \ i 
ers, who have produced the sng that now con- | itseil, even, ¢ 1 consider an a l } 
e set forth in that report. It sa must, under the f the ’ 
ion u 3 j 3 > } ‘ © 
> willing that that part of the cost of inspection which = ale : a ; -3 —s : : 5 
been paid by the Government, : to about a ha approved cI 
ntinued, igh strong obj ‘ eto can be |} mittee on Ag l Ire could C l 
1} + and precedent, but we are opposed— ter t iwo g it rul Lut 3 ls \ 
I} » this House will be epposed— I say eith vote it up ry G r ! 
? ) for f t f 1 thundering in the index at the other end of the 
n of more than $2,000,006 or inspection of canned goods : . ' } lil 
ao ‘ ge ngs eB ‘Sons a < coe goes | va avenue that was likewise not llowed 
r i co! 4 a wrong done by them. We believe | remember, Mr. Speaker, you i 
3 | of an indefensi le tharacter. For the pay- | I—that men of iron, like othe ( 
cases of this character there is abundant expansion and col ntracti n | ‘ t of ft wt 
inks now are required to pay the cost of : 
ex same is true of renovated butter, stea plause and laughter.] As 5 i 
tion, 1 ation head tax, and other cases that might | all sanitary legis! on oucht to Lf 
reason for that rule is that n is al 
aker, if the rule under which we are proceeding here | "Sanitary conditions. When the bubonic pla 
, the minority would offer an amendment to the last | !Y: ne ever that J 
a . . - } hiala 2 nat 17 
ph of this bill that would cover this case complete! the venleie of the transt e 
id make this bill, in my humble judgment, about as per- | W8"ts to catch them 1 t 
ure as human skill and human ingenuity ean make | People. That is the reas , 
hl ' . . ‘ Til 1 » XT ca he ‘ I t 
| ask to have read in my time by the Clerk the amend- ps the expense th : 
ich I woul offer if I could, and I invite the careful = Ines an | ury , - = 
of the House to the same. oe — » Goers 
Clerk read as follows: the expense ot « S we 
by the iets ought to be | é 
there shall be paid into the Treasury of the United State ‘or one had hoped that the V H 
rules and regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may . x rer ea is +a , : “ 4 
y the proprietor of any slaughtering, packing, meat-can- | @0UC Making the evil do - 
ing, or similar establishment, for whom inspection is | condition brought about by thei ( 
l, an inspection fee of 5 its for each bovine inspected | Jowed up more : trenuously than i 
terms of this act, an inspection fee of 3 cents for each We ar i bt See y : 
t inspected under the terms of this act, and an inspection | '¥© @te faced with this | > re t n, i 
cents for each head of swine inspected under the terms of | it, it is about as good an- outcome l 
The fund thereby created shall be subject to the requisition | and I for ove shall vote for the leg t 
Secretary of Agriculture, as if appropri: ated by Congress, and rived of the power aati 2 | a Ie 
in addition to the appropriations by Congress for the neces- | PriveGd Of the power to try to be eg ts Mes ; 
nses of <¢ arrying xy out the provisions of this act, and shall | the bure _ on on the shoulders of the 
ma ly av: ailable ur til used, and all the provisions of Mr. OTT. I would to ask tl a 
law re g to the collection of the revenue shall, in so far | Cte 
‘e applicable, apply to the collection of the fees provided for | ~ ite ‘ a 
t. : | Mr. WILLIAMS. In a moment. Now, Mr. § I 


Mr. 


Speaker, if any amendment were permitted 
louse cou 


ld take a vote, it would be wise legisla- 
itute the one I have had read for this provision in 

saddles an annual appropriation on this Government 
ns of dollars with which = pay for the in- 








f meat and canned foods to grati the wishes and 

t the edict, I may say, of these sania od niddlemen 

1d between the consumer and the producer. I “1 not 
re to discuss the question of whether these sauna will 
from the cattlemen or from the consumer. Possibly 
would do as they have been doing for the last decade or 
and recoup from both parties. That is very likely what 
uld try to do, but this charge is so small that they 
not be able, in my judgment, to do this. The packers 
roduced this condition by their own neglect, by their 


thods, and we claim that the people of the ted States 


do not use their products, the 30 per cent of our popula 
e farmers on the farms in this country who kill their 
ttle and raise their own produce, should not be saddled 
a tax to pay for this eae Much more might be 
but the time is too short to discuss such a question. 
w yield five minutes to the ge onithendn from 


Mississippi, 
WILLIAMS 

- WILLE (MS. Mr. Speaker, we have been for some time 

ision of a very serious and interesting, if not sensation: 

sion, between the two gentlemen from New York 

OUD 


ler end of the Avenue and one in this House; 


in 
ul, 
one at 
but to-day 


to add this: There has been some muck 

going on in eonnection with this matter, and 
individual tribute 
from New York, 
ticular 


to a Member Ss 
Mr. WapswortrH. I th 


Sal +4 : } he 
legislation he has 








point of not making t ‘vil ~ 
tion brought about the i 
muck raking in which there | 
sorts of wrong motives uw ‘ 
[Mr. WADSWORTH the e the ¢ 
‘ulture L served with him f 
mit of this H I 
Y Si owl l 
| Ay la Ee ; Vi ‘ 
"1M ] } Cit 
he > | ‘ Al ret 
tw nm from N y 
l SY wi ld hay 
N York, the on ho of 
ms and feelings would h 
ew Work. Applause I 
> 1 h tolerance for the id 
lifter out a publie me ‘e their : 
nd their integrit to e N 
nan from Kansas. [A 
the SPEAKER. The t 
has expired. 
Mr. SCOTT. Will the g l \ r 
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minute to the gentleman from Mississippi, that I may ask him 
a question? 

Mr. LAMB. Yes. 

Mr. SCOTT. The gentleman bases his argument for charging 
the cost of this inspection upon the packers upon the ground that 
the packers are responsible for the condition which makes this 
legislation necessary. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes; for this condition. These packers 
have been poisoning our wives and our children, or, at any rate, 
the wives and children of the poor and all sorts of people. 
Mr. SCOTT. I presume he would admit that the railroads 

responsible for the condition which makes railroad rate 
Would he, therefore, argue that the rail- 
roads should pay the expense of enforcing the requirements of 
the rate bill? 

Mr. WILELIAMS. 

Mr. SCOTT. Is it not a parallel case? 

‘ir. WILLIAMS. No; far from it. The rate bill was passed 
not in the interest of the railroads, nor can the effect of it be 
in the benefit of the railroads except in the safety of their 
preperty and stability of institutions brought about by right 
legislation, but this is totally a different thing from that. 
iy 


Is may | 


are 


legislation necessary. 


Mr. Speaker—— 


The ra ads may have extorted, and they have. The rail- 
ron y have charged too much or discriminated, and they 
have; but the railroads have not entered into our families with 
poison, And this legislation differs in this respect, too, that it 
will mainly result in benefit to the very evil doers themselves, 
who, without some legislation of this sort, can have neither a 
foreign bor an interstate market for their products. This mar- 
ket they have lost by greed and selfishness. They ought to pay 
for the inspection, which by reinspiring confidence will restore 
it. That is the difference. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gentle 
man from Missouri [Mr. De ArMoND]. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Speaker, I venture at the outset of 
my very brief remarks to attempt a homely, but I think a 
deserved, tribute to some other persons engaged in this legis- 
lation who have have not yet been mentioned with approval. 
The main question of difference now between the two elements 
of the committee is as to who shall pay for the inspection. 
Not as to how the inspectors shall be paid, but as to whether 
or not the packers shall be taxed something to make a fund in 
whole or in part to meet the expense to be taken out of the 
to pay these inspectors. I find, upon looking over the 
papers in the case after they had been changed and presented 
and withdrawn, and as they now exist, that there are three 
entlemen here—ithe gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Lams] and 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. CANDLER] and the gentle- 
man from Alabama [Mr. Bow1rrE]—who, it seems to me, in the 
tossing of bouquets ought to have at least a whiff of the pleas- 
ant odor going about through the House at this time. [Ap- 
plause. } 

These gentlemen, according to my conception, have demon- 
ted in connection with this matter a devotion to public 
uty as well as a comprehension of it which will entitle them 
o the gratitude of their constituents and to the good wishes 
‘the people of the United States in general. They have been 
istent enough and honest enough and bold enough and in- 
dent enough to take the position -and to hold the posi- 

n that those for whose benefit this inspection is to be made 
ight to contribute to the public fund out of which the in- 

tors are to be paid. 

e proposed amendment read in the time of the gentle- 
in Virginia [Mr. Lame], but of course not possible to 
ed upon in this House at this time, or perhaps at any 

uld impose upon these packers a tax of 5 cents for 

inimal of the bovine species inspected and 3 cents for 
sheep, and goat; and yet, against this extortion, 

ust this great exaction, against this tremendous draft upon 
xchequers of the rich packers, there is found in the ma- 

y of the committee, and will perhaps be found in a ma- 

’ of the House, that deep and tender sense of justice and 
that profound regard for the defenseless packers that would 
rerch into the Treasury of the United States and take out 
nobody knows how many millions annually in order that that 
great 5 and 8 cent tax may be saved to the coffers of these 
rich packers! Somebody says that the packers will throw it 
back upon the stock raisers. Imagine the spectacle of a man 
with a steer that, at the lowest price that cupidity and com- 
bination and monopoly and wrong can impose upon the seller, 
will command, we will say, a price of $40, standing helpless 
as that sum is scaled down 5 cents! The truth about it is 
that this inspection tax which it is proposed to lay upon the 
packers would, as nearly as it is possible for the masses of the 
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people to get anything out of the monopolists who ride oyer 
them, booted and spurred, be paid by the packers themselves 
Now, to this great committee, at the head of which is our dis- 
tinguished friend from New York [Mr. Wapsworrtn], (is. 
tinguished not only as an agriculturist, but also lately dis. 
tinguished in the realms of literary achievement {applause}, 
to this committee, to these gentlemen, there appears awful in- 
justice, terrible, threatened, impending outrage in compelling 
millionaire packers—through whose establishments the Presj- 
dential agents lately went, and had to go with their noses 
swathed and saturated with disinfectants—in- a ruthless, un- 
feeling, outrageous way to put up 5 cents for the inspection of 
a beef and 3 cents for a hog or sheep in order that their proa- 
ucts may go through interstate and foreign commerce and be 
made salable! What an outrage! [Applause on the Demo- 
eratie side. ] 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Speaker, how. much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has three minutes remaining, 

Mr. LAMB. yield to the gentleman from Minnesota | Mr, 
DAVIs]. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, in the exceedingly 
short space of time allotted to me for discussion of this very 
important measure I will of necessity be very brief. Since this 
matter was presented to the Committee on Agriculture, of 
which I have the honor of being a member, it has been my 
earnest desire to secure the passage of a bill that would insure 
the best possible inspection of all the meats and meat food 
products which are used and consumed by our people and to pro- 
vide ample funds at all times in order that a sufficient number 
of competent inspectors would be employed in this work. With 
this end in view I have thrown aside all partisan feeling and 
worked earnestly for the common good. 

In the beginning of our investigations there were many di- 
yergent views of the varlous members of the committee, but at 
all times I was willing to yield my judgment whenever pre- 
sented with facts showing that I might be mistaken, and I 
will say at this time that the present substitute of the committee 
for the so-called “ Beveridge amendment” in many respects is 
very commendable and will, I trust, insure better inspection of 
all meats and meat food products hereafter produced by the 
large slaughtering and packing establishments of our country. 
The former amendment heretofore submitted to the House by 
our committee did not contain many of the present important 
provisions now set forth in the present bill. All of these im- 
portant amendments, I am pleased to say, were strenuously con- 
tended for by the seven minority members, of which I was one, 
notably of which amendments I allude to the broad court re- 
view clause, which we of the minority desired to have elimi- 
nated and which has now been accomplished. Also, the present 
substitute does not nullify the civil-service law in regard to 
the appointment of inspectors who are to carry out the pro- 
visions of this bill, the former substitute of the committee hav- 
ing a provision expressly providing for the suspension of the 
civil-service law in this regard for one year. Again, the wmi- 
nority members urgently insisted that violations of some of the 
provisions of the proposed law should not only be declared to 
be a felony, but that the punishment therefor should be by both 
fine and imprisonment, and I am pleased to say that the com- 
mittee’s substitute contains such provisions, so that the willful 
violator shall now be punished, as he justly deserves, by both 
an adequate fine and a suitable term of imprisonment. We 
have always contended that ample funds should be supplied, 
either by the Government direct or otherwise, to carry into 
successful operation all of the provisions of the proposed law, 
and that such funds should be at all times available, in order 
that the Department of Agriculture, through its Bureau of 
Animal Industry, might not at any time be hampered for the 
necessary money to protect our people from all possible danger 
in consequence of any negligence, carelessness, or misconduct 
of those engaged in the manufacturing of meat food products. 

There was and still is a great diversity of opinion among the 
members of the committee as to who should pay the cost of this 
inspection, some contending that it should be borne exclusively 
by the Government by direct appropriation out of the Treasury, 
and others that an inspection fee should be charged upon each 
animal slaughtered, while others considered that it would be 
more equitable that the Government should bear a part and 
the packers a reasonable share. In this connection I will say 
that the minority members were in sympathy with an amend- 
ment which they desired to have incorporated into the pto- 
posed law, and which they would earnestly support, as follow 
Insert after the word “ year,” in line 24 on page 43 of the | 
ing committee substitute, the following: 


Provided, That for the purpose of reimbursing the Treasury of the 
United States for the expenses incurred under the provisions of this 


I 
I 








1906. 





in the inspection, labeling, marking, stamping, or tagging of all 


‘ and meat food products prepared or manufactured in any and all 
: the slaughtering, meat canning, salting, packing, rendering, or 
<pilar establishments hereinbefore Mentioned, out of and from the 
ev eoasses, or parts thereof, of all animals or carcasses inspected under 


; provisions of this act, the Secretary of Agriculture is directed to 
, tain, prescribe, and fix a reasonable fee, to be paid upon each 
ss or part thereof so used in the preparation and manufacture of 
“meat and meat food products, which fee shall be fixed by the 

e tary of Agriculture at a rate which, as nearly as possible, will 
, ‘only to defray the cost and expense of said inspection of said 
+ and meat .ood products, and such fees shall be uniform throughout 


the United States. The Secretary of Agriculture shall collect said fees 
from the person, company, or corporation preparing or manufacturing 
caid meat and meat food products, and which fees, when collected, 
2 pe deposited in the Treasury. A schedule of such fees, together 


1e rules and requirements relating to the collection thereof, shall 
forth in regulations prescribed by the Secretary of Agriculture. 
Speaker, this amendment I intended to offer upon the 
flocr of the House whenever opportunity presented, but at this 
time the parliamentary situation is such that no amendments 


At 
il 


whatever can be offered to the pending measure. Hence, I will | 
haye to be content by merely presenting to the House our good 
tions. I will say, however, that this parliamentary situa- | 


tion was forced upon the minority and against their protest. 
Cattle raising in the United States is one of its greatest indus- 





tries and is one of the great sources of our food supply. It is 
our judgment that one duty of government is to aid in 
j ng that food supply pure and wholesome. Therefore, it is | 
: that the contemplated appropriation of $3,000,000 should | 
be made for this purpose and the whole or so much thereof as 
i be necessary shall be used to accomplish this end. This | 
pro] sed amendment contemplates that after the Government 
has caused all animals which are to be slaughtered to be | 
thoroughly inspected while alive, and that as soon as killed the | 
( s shall be thoroughly subjected to a rigid post-mortem 


exainination, thus insuring that the meat of this carcass is pure 
nd wholesome for human food, that thereafter in case any | 
person, company, or corporation shall in any manner manufac- | 
ture this carcass into different meat food products which shall 
require further inspection as to their purity, wholesomeness, 
or fitness for human food, the cost and expense of this subse- 
quent inspection shall be borne by the persons, company, or 
corporation so transforming the pure carcass into other and 
digferent products. The justness of this proposition is apparent. | 


‘The stock raiser should not be subjected to any tax or charge 
} 





n he offers for sale the product of his farm. The Govern- | 
meut is willing to separate the diseased from the sound ani- | 
imil and see that only sound ones are slaughtered for human 

|. This being accomplished, is it not right, is it not justice 

t the man or set of men who seek to transform the carcass 


his animal into the many forms of food products should be 
col lled to pay for any expense caused by his own acts? 
m the hearings recently had before the Committee on Agri- 
re it was ascertained that about 92 per cent of the meat 
of this country is disposed of and ccasumed as fresh 
; that the remaining 8 per cent is manufactured into vari- | 
s forms of meat food products, and that ali or neafly all of 
S per cent of the finished products require inspection, owing 
he fact that various ingredients are used in the manufacture 
thereof. Now, it is to this portion of the meat food products 
und the expense of the proper inspection thereof, that the con- | 
templated amendment, which I have proposed, is intended to 
vide for, and to compel the manufacturer thereof to pay the 
expense of inspecting the same. Or, in other words, the Govern- 
it haying in the first instance appropriated all the money to | 
for all inspection contemplated under the proposed pill, 
the manufacturer should pay back into the Treasury a 
sullicient sum to reimburse the Government for all 
which he has directly caused to be incurred. 

the SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. May I have one-half minute? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. The gentleman will have to ask it on 
the other side. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. 

eld me half a minute? 
Mr. LAMB. I have no time; my time has expired. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I yield one minute to the gentleman | 

from Colorado. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I ask unanimous consent to extend 
remarks in the REcorp. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Chair hears none. 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, I had intended to 
submit some remarks on the action of the committee in elimina- 
ting that particular feature of the bill which gave to the Secre- | 
tary of Agriculture the power to make a final conclusive deci- | 
sion on all questions of fact or law. I think that elimination 
was the most important thing we have done, I do not care to 


cts 


expense 


Will the gentleman from Virginia | 


tA 


my 


[After a pause.] The 
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take the time of the House now, but I rise to ask, on behalf of 
myself and a great many others who wish the same privilege, 
the right to extend remarks in the Recorp on this subject. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Colorado asks unani- 
mous consent for general leave to print on this subject. 

Mr. SHERLEY. If the request is limited to tae gentleman, 
I shall not object; but if this request is extended to all Mem- 
bers of the House, inasmuch as we have not been given oppor- 
tunity to have any consideration of the bill, I shall object. 
I do not think these speeches that are never delivered ought 
to go in the Recorp, as if there had been a real consideration 
of this important bill. 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. 
myself. 

The SPEAKER. 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. 
half of the House. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I yield the balance of my 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. ApAms|]. 


Then I separate the request for 


Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 


Now, I renew my request on be- 


time to the 


Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my remarks in the Recorp. 

The SPEAKER. That has already been granted. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, the live-stock industry is one 
in which one-third of our people are engaged more or less 


directly, and the proper preparation of meat food products is 
of such vast importance that it is now engaging not only the 
attention of this body, but that of all the American people and 
those of Europe as well. 

The Twelfth Census of the United States shows that never 
in any country has such marvelous development in any industry 
been witnessed as that which has taken place in America in the 
one now under discussion during the past fifty years. In the 
last half century the development of this industry has been 
phenomenal. The settlement of the western country and the 
consequent expansion of territory devoted to stock raising; the 
extension of railroads and the increased facility of communica- 
tion; the methods devised to insure the preservation of meats, 
such as improved methods of curing and the introduction and 
improvement of mechanical and chemical processes of refrigera- 


tion, rendering summer packing possible; the utilization of 
every part of the animal, and the adoption of labor-saving 
devices are among the factors that have contributed to its 


growth. 


In fifty years the number of establishments have increased 
from 185 to 929, and the capital invested from $3,482,500 to 
$237,699,440; the number of wage-earners from 3,276 to 74,132; 
the wages paid from $1,231,586 to $40,447,574; the cost of mate 


rials from $9,451,096 to $S805.856,969, and the vy 


alue of products 
from $11,981,642 to $913,914,624. 


The average amount of capital invested per establishment 
grew from $18,824 in 1850 to $205,427 in 1900. The average 
yearly earnings of the wage-earners grew from $376 to $488, and 


the average value of products per establishment rose from 
$64,766 to $852,945. During the ten years covered by the English 
census, taken in 1860, the center of the meat was at 
Cincinnati and in the Ohio Valley. 

The amount of capital per establishment 
from to $39,221, or 108.4 per cent, while the 
value of products per establishment increased from 
$113,675, or 754 per eent. 

In the decade from 1860 to 1870 a 


industry 


average 


increased 
$18,824 


average 
SH4.766 to 


greater relative 


growth is 


shown. The number of establishments increased 509, or 1964 
per cent. The sum of $14,066,830 was added to the investment, 
3.308 wage-earners more than formerly found employment, and 
the benefit to the stock raiser is shown in the increase of 
$38,109,591, or 161.7 per cent, paid for materials used. ‘he 


value of the product increased $46,384,724, or 1574 per cent. 

The refrigerator car was invented in 1869. The first cargo of 
dressed beef was shipped from Chicago to Boston. 

To the improvement of various refrigerating processes is due 
in a large measure the development of the trade from 1870 to 
1880. because of which summer packing on a large scale became 
possible. 

But 505,500 hogs were killed during the summer of 1872-73. 
Summer packing from that time on continued to increase until 
in the season of 1879-80, 4,051,248 hogs were killed and packed. 

The summer packing in 1872-73 amounted to 84 per cent of 
the pack for the entire year, while in 1879-80 it grew to 37] 
per cent. During the same period winter packing grew from 
5,410,314 hogs in 1872-73 to 6,950,451 hogs in Win- 
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ter packing increased 284 per cent, while summer packing in- 
creased 701.6 per cent. 

This latter growth shows the influence that refrigeration had 
Up to 1875 the dressed-beef 


on the growth of the meat trade. 





$726 


» had been of miner importance except for local consump- 
but with the introduction of the refrigerator car it as- 
suined large proportions. The beginning of the export of fresh 
beef dates from 1876. The canning of beef was attempted in 
iSGo, but it was not until 1879 that it was taken up on a large 
From 1880 to 1890 the capital invested and the wages had 
nearly the same growth per cent, although the total amount of 
rages was a little more than one-fifth of the capital invested. 
value of the products increased $258,049,255, or 85 per cent. 
‘average amount of capital per establishment increased from 
73, an increase of 44.3 per cent. This decade is the only 
! which the growth per cent in the value of the product 
exceeded ‘the growth per cent in the cost of materials used. 
This was due to the fact that the packer began to use the waste 
that was formerly thrown away. 
rhe expital invested per establishment in 1900 had increased 
to $205,427, compared with $104,551 in 1890, or an increase of 
963 per cent. The miscellaneous expenses in 1890 were but 2.8 
per cent of the value of the product, while these expenses had | 
reached 3.1 per cent in 1900. 
Until within comparatively late years little attempt was made 
e the waste products of the abattoir. To-day nothing is 
wed to go to waste. The horns, hoofs, bones, sinews, hide 


ios 


in? 


to util 
all 
tri 
ized in the manufacture of glue, gelatin, brewers’ isinglass, 
eurled hair, bristles, wool felt, hair felt, laundry soap, and soap 
powders, toilet soaps, glycerin, ammonia, fertilizers, bone meal, 

bones, poultry food, albumen, neat’s-foot oil, pepsin, knife 
handles, and many other things. Each large establishment has 
its chemical laboratory, where expert chemists are constantly 
seeking for new combinations to render more valuable and ex- 
tensive the already long list of by-products. 

It must be apparent to everyone that an industry putting out 
a product in a single year of over $913,000,000 is of the utmost 
importance to the people of the country. It is essentially 
western in its location and growth. The largest establishments 
are ‘cated in the Mississippi Valley. The States leading in 
the production 6f live stock for slaughter are west of the Missis- 
sippi. The territory devoted to the raising of hogs on a large 
le is coextensive with the corn belt. The corn crop, the hay 
crop, and the grasses take on an added value when couverted 
into the form of meat preducts. The corn crop is the founda- 
tion upon which depends the live-stock industry, and this indus- 
try is coming more and more to be a question of corn supply. | 
The greater the cattle market the better the price of corn. A 
great cattle market enables the consumption of the surplus 
corn and a restriction of the cattle market will lower the price 
of corn. 

From this we 
northward an 
St. Louis, Sor 
centers. The 
pa 
of 


cut 


} 
1O 
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stern stock-raising territory the movement is 
| eastward to Chicago, Kansas City, South Omaha, 
th St. Joseph, and the other great slaughtering 
geographical movement of the slaughtering and 
king area furnishes a view of the settlement and development 
the West. 

The advantages of the transportation facilities possessed 
by Chicago, backed with the wide area devoted to stock rais- 
ing, spreading westward from Lake Michigan to the Rocky 
Mountains, give that city the lead in this industry. The ten- 
dency, however, is for the slaughtering centers to move still 
nenrer the corn belt. The rise within recent years of Kansas 
City and South Omaha, and more lately of South St. Joseph, may 
be traced directly to this factor and to the improved railroad 
facilities that followed. any enlargement of the territory de- 
yoted to corn production. 

Another comparatively new development is the extension of 
the feeding or fattening operations for market. The con- 
version of the surplus corn into beef, pork, and mutton yields 
a large profit to the feeder. Poor-grade stock is bought in the 
f: fattened during the winter, and later is sent back to market 


fall, 
to be sold at a considerable advance. 





‘ 
The Union Stock Yards at Chicago present a monument a 
the opportunity and good business sense of the American people. 
To the stranger entering the yards for the first time the 
scene novel. He enters the main entrance beneath an iron 
arch bearing an inscription that informs him that the terri- 
tory within is the “ Union Stock Yards, chartered 1865.” Once 
within, factories, pens, and viaducts surround him on every side. | 
Noise and confusion reign everywhere, but the apparent con- | 
fusion is well ordered, and considering the immense number! 
of animals that are constantly being handled, the wonder is 
that they are handled with so much facility. 

The stock arrives at the yard in the night or early morning, 
often after a long, hard ride of hundreds of miles. As soon as 
possible after the arrival at the yard the herds are driven to | 


is 
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pens, fed, and watered, and after that the selling begins. 
ers, buyers, sellers, agents of the packing houses, and ¢o,) 
sion men mingle in the excitement of the market. 
statement of the weight is given the seller. The animals 
then driven to the slaughterhouses. The worry and exhaustion 
of the cattle, occasioned by the long ride, have heated them xs 
much that a period, generally of about twenty-four hours, js 
given to allow their temperature to cool to the normal point. 
Hogs, however, are not allowed this respite, but are sprinijeq 
and immediately driven to a large solid wheel, with eh, 
fastened at intervals along the rim. The wheel revolves, s!ov}y 
raising the squealing porker. As he gets near the top, tly : 
is detached automatically from the wheel, and a hook attached 
to a sloping rail carries the victim to the butcher. With 2 swift 
motion, almost mechanical because of its long practice, tho 
throat is cut lengthways and the carcass is run along a shor; 
distance to allow the blood to drain out, which is drawn of 
and used largely in the manufacture of fertilizers. After , 
short time has been allowed for this draining, the car 
plunged into a bath of scalding water. It is then brought ay. 
tomatically to a table, across which it is dragged threugh a 
scraping machine by an endless chain. This machine 
the work better than it could be done by hand, leaving the 
bristles in much better condition. It does its work very thor- 
oughly, its blades being mounted on cylinders coming in coy 
tact with every part of the body. To insure perfect results 
the body is then gone over by hand scrapers, after which the 
earcass is thoroughly washed with a hose. Next the head is 
nearly severed, the gambrels are cut, and the body suspended 
by them from the rail. 

The body is then opened and dressed, the leaf lard is removed, 
the head is taken off, the tongue removed, and lastly, the body 
is split in two. All this is done at the rate of twenty hogs per 
minute. Thence the two halves go to the chill room, where they 
remain about twenty-four hours, until after the animal heat has 
left the body and it is thoroughly chilled. After this the sides 
are run to the cutting tables. 

A hog dresses about 80 per cent of its live weight, about 20 
per cent being offal. Fresh meat comprises about 10 per cent 
of the dressed hog and the other 90 per cent is cured. From 
the cutting room the various parts intended for curing are 
sent by chutes to the curing rooms, where some cuts lie for at 
least sixty days in dry salt, and the shoulders, sides, hams, etc., 
intended for smoking lie for a like period in vats of sweet 
pickle. After these pieces intended for smoking have lain in 
pickle for five to eight weeks—the time required and the 
strength of the pickle varying according to the size of the cut— 
they are removed to the soaking tank and soaked for about 
twenty-four hours in order that the heavier salting toward the 
surface of the cut may be brought to a uniformity with the 
eenter. From there the hams go to the trimming table, whence 
they are taken to the smokehouse, where they are smoked for 
about twenty-four hours. They then go to the storeroom or the 
department where the hams and bacon are branded and labeled, 
and some are covered with canvas. 

After the cattle are cooled the body is shackled by the hind 
legs, hoisted and hooked to a rail along which it slides to the 
butcher, who, with a quick thrust, severs the large vein of the 
neck. A pan is quickly shoved im to collect the Blood, and the 
floor is arranged so that whatever quantity of the blood may es- 
cape the pan is drained irfto a large tank. Next the carcass is 
headed, lowered to the floor, and adjusted in such manner that 
the hide may be removed most easily. In this operation the 
division of labor is catried to a high degree. Each workman 
engaged in removing the hide cuts only a certain portion, and 
the amount done by each is surprisingly small, but this is com- 
pensated for in the additional quickness with which the work 
is accomplished. Next the beef is sent to the chill room, where 
it is refrigerated about forty-eight hours, when that whic: is 
intended for sale as fresh meat is run to the loading platforms, 
divided into fore and hind quarters, and loaded into refrigerator 
cars for shipment to all parts of the United States and to for- 
eign countries. The killing of sheep differs little from the kill- 
ing of cattle. 

The meat used in canning is generally cow beef and of an 
inferior grade. It is cooked in huge kettles and is handled 
with pitehforks. As soon as cooked it is pressed into c:ns, 
which are capped, soldered, sealed, and inspected by steaming 
to ascertain if any air holes remain. These holes are closed 
and the cans are washed, painted, and labeled, when they «re 
ready for shipment to any climate, since, being air-tight, they 
are proof against climatic changes. 

We recognize the fact that the reputation of American meats 
in the markets of the worid depends upon the care and fol 
cughness with which the meat is inspected. This inspection 1s 
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( due ted by the Bureau of Animal Industry of the Department | 





























26 Cattle shipped for 1900. 
«viculture, and the cost of the work is borne by the Govern- aed a congenic anensenat-onen-nenGiesst - +, G49 
ment. ee S53 
On arrival at the stock yards all animals intended for slaugh- | Omaha __..--- DAE EPA ER AIA 2 274 
ter are subjected to an ante- mortem examination by a Govern- | Total - 
nt inspector. Any animal that is found to be diseased or _ Fe et ee eee —s 
ft for human food is condemned, and marked by having a | Chicazo __.____ Cattle slaughtered for 1 1 794 
il tag stamped “ U. S., condemned,” placed in its ear ate te mea 2 ae 
(hese condemned animals are killed under the supervision ee City --------_-- - 1,1 
of an employee of the Bureau of Animal Industry, whose duty mane ---—--—----—--—--—-~- oa oy 
s to see that the products of such animals are rendered in | WS siiiiecccnnttrcics : 1,0 ) 
, manner that they shall not be fit for human food. At the | | Hogs shipped for 1900 
f slaughter all animals are again examined, and if found Chicago Seen es 1,4 

e diseased the carcass is marked with a yellow condemna- hy “Se marencimnenines -——- - 
tion tag and removed and rendered so that no part of it can be | Omaha ________._.............. 77 
1 on sale for food. Provision is made to insure the proper ‘ 
rendering of the condemned carcasses by requiring the return fotal ----____- mens 03 

ne inspector of a numbered stub removed from the tag of | Chicago __..... ; ~ 

emnation at the time the rendering is done. This always | St. Louis___-__________ aioe aol 

es the proper rendering of the carcasses. Only those car- ae City ~----------~__- , 
‘ 3 and meats are inspected that are intended for interstate Teg ee ee ee : 

xport trade. PUNE 1 

Hach article of food made from inspected carcasses must bear | _. Sheep shipped 1909. a 

bel, on which appears the official number by which the estab- ee. ~-------------- -- f. 

nent is known to the Department of Agriculture and a | Kansas City _~~~~~~~~~~~~~~” 

ment to the effect that the article has been inspected ac- | Omaha —_-___________ 

ng to law. A copy of this label is filed with the Depart- = , 

. . Ee ee ual ] ) 
of Agriculture at Washington, to serve as a mark of identi- pice ate ieee hee a 
m that the products to which it has been attached were | chicaso _. 
] rly inspected. Each package shipped has stenciled upon it | St. Louis____________ s : 
‘ ‘ export” or “Interstate trade,” as the case may be, and anaes City --------------- 
f er, the official number of the establishment, the number of “+ neg Sopp pment % p 
or pounds in the package, and the trade-mark of the SE aos nbbeaisan ‘ a 
f Upon such packages the official of the Department pastes aah alla 
inspection stamps, which are immediately canceled, cer- | “"""\yimals shipped "1 
t i¢ to the wholesomeness of the product and its fitness for Animals slaughtered ‘ is ; 
These stamps must be obliterated as soon as the package That is to say, in the year 190 cities of ¢ i 
ed Kansas City, : and Omaha, out of a tot f 28 1.144 i 
say that the meat prepared in an establishment of this | 691 er wane “Th age ae ma ; “s 
( ry under such regulations is not clean and wholesome is | plants and the meat trade six years ago, the date of t 
to that which it is hard to believe. The development of the | ™ - wee od yo ge tee Bulletin 217, Twelfth Census. 1 
! ess has been so rapid and its growth so enormous that | 4995 aes Ci om ie a” a to ‘packing-ho oe 
difficulty may have been experienced in keeping pace with the | 1900 of $256.527,949, or 32.7 per cent of the tota 1 I i 
constantly growing improvements. st i “is ena ial x 
But that the meat has been and is being prepared under con- | 4,0’ aoeade aes nt. In 1900 K ( 
ditions fully equal to those prevailing in any country of the | nished of the States 9.4 
V | no one can deny. That some improvements should be South Omaha ae or 5.6 al 
made in the sanitary conditions al] will agree: that more rigid | P* Ne _ . RB bees al meme itl nd No : : 

‘tion might be of benefit does not admit of two opinions. | not on account of consumption, | the import i 

farmer, the middleman, and the packer all join in the de- | meats in eastern ma ston sa di e 
ire for the most rigid regulations in order that their product | S412¢d Jona rier of ea eS ane nt ae! 
may have the stamp of approval of those who in authority | yalue of the product for the United States 
have the right to exercise a supervisory control over its prepa- | In 1900 the list of the thirteen States in their or ' 

n, and to that end the bill before the House at this time nence of packing-heuse produ ts, etc., was as f ; , 
ling for a system of inspection greatly in advance of that a eee raed eet oe he 
heretofore existing and following the product from the hoof to | Nebraska as ; al 3 -. 71,28 
U an should be enacted into law and rigidly enforced. New See - panins in 7 
} of live stock in the United Statcs January 1, 1905, as shown in + Se i" sence x 

Yearbook of the Department of Agriculture. Massachusetts _ 7 oe G 3:3 

( i, I ech ated Ain hen ln ear aca ele cremate $661, 571, 308 | Iowa —_____ Se . ‘ & GOS, O44 

aa tee ck 127, 331, 850 Pennsylvania —_- ‘Ate 25 i772 

H ic rc nd cents 283, 254, 987 Ohio , eae ; 2 . 20, 660, TSO 
— ‘alifornia _____- is 15, 717, 71 

I ca tila natal iat enh etheigmenmiintatcconiians 1, 072, 158, 136 | New NE mesocesterdintee 14, 046, 

\ of milch cows (see same page) —-.--___________ iy erie I EI nice cenreicncn snes . 15, 649, 750 

Total milch cows, other cattle, sheep, and hogs__ 1, 554, 430, 339 The preliminary summary of the statist cs of slaughtering 

Live-stock markets for 1900. | and meat pac king fol the lend: r year iW t, rl : pa 

— _ x l — ee F of the census ot manure tor) 3 ol 1 Wo T en 1 ¢ orm 

Cattle. | Hogs. Sheep with the act of 1902, issued by the Bureau of An 1 Indust 

s | Ld De cele tee IT al April 10, 1906, shows, among other things 

C >. 720,046 9,606,097 | 3 48, 885 Capit ee PR newman orth a a 4 : 
St. I 795,800 | 2,156,972 434, 138 | Sal: aried officials and clerks one 1. i 
K 1,909,718 | 3,004,139) 644,177 | Salaries _.____- Pa Ne : - $ti 877’ 90 
’ 828,204 | 2,200,926 | 1,376,775 | Wage-earners (average number)_.__--____--_-____ 74, 132 
s I inact ats aetihs eeeeiemmn ls tierra ainsi intel ani iiainsitit . $40, 447,574 
>» ttre | iscellaneous expenses. —- a a $30, 623, 108 

4 HOW U SED. | en, total os a -— ---= ~— $805, 556, 969 
cs coe | Animals slaughtered : 
Chicago: | I aint anche areata ei seen ae 86 ll 

Sed nt MeN Sy ie Ti S| 934,649 | 1,452,183} — 487,254 | ee ke eee ' - 44? 859; 804 
ca isi a cle a ciel | 1,794,397 | 7,243,914) 3,061,681 LES RPDS EOL DEE Ss .~ 3829, 763, 430 
st. Louis: | Ci aia ari cititititnca cetatlllltie italia cetera Te “ 12, 666, 94 
COI aaa ee eZ | 207,998 | 513,561 65,199 a Oe ere enn aoe 7 1. 
SURASUIIIN Rn ee | 587,802 | 1,643,411 368 , 934 a ee umn J 129, 963, ‘ 
Kansas City: | 
SO is ial | 853,303 223, 963 | 216, 272 ! TI I cites tenntiamcnimeenemni . $91 14, 624 
Pr ca 1,116,415 | 2,870,176 644, 177 an nota 
Omaha: | MN _ 247, 135, 029 
Shipped sbtnaht eleiedidlcdciniedsisbinabeine eid 274, 479 36, 996 | 552, 234 I a saumaniathisvancibies ae 7. 697, 815 
GUNN aaa | 553 553,725 | 2,163,930 | 724,541 TI I OI ete . 8, 107, 952 
nea eB | I a rcsmnensnaanencnsoenan 36, 880, 455 
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er of establishmoenttt.inncuncncasnnkessnnemen 
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i laneous expel i , — 
‘ a “em used 

» of product $785 D, ay 43 33 
R reports and figures compiled from governmental and private, 
but equally reliable sources show that the great volume of ex- 
port dressed beef from America to Europe is to-day over 
190,000,000 pounds less than it was five years ago and is gradu- 
ally diminishing, while shipments from Argentina to Europe 


' 


during the same period haye increased almost 200 per cent and | 


are still growing. 

In 1905 the shipments of dressed beef from Argentina to Eng- 
land exceeded the shipments from the United States by over 
38,000,000 pounds. Five years ago the United States shipped to 
England 70 per cent of the 
Argentina.17 per cent. 

lor 1905 the proportion from the United States was 44 per 
cent and from Argentina over 51 per cent. The United States 


and the Argentina cattle are sold for about 60 per cent of 
the American producer gets. 

the export trade is further hampered and the present tend- 
continues it is easy to see that the American trade in 


tle, meat, 


i 
} 
= y 


‘gest losses to 
Ive months. 
month. 

The average 

werdety were, 

d by this 
“ 6.0 00,000 contribute d by this country (72 per cent) ; 1901-1903, 

32.000,000—805,000,000 contributed by this country (66 

nt) 3 1904, 487,000,000—268,000,000 contributed by this country 
per cent). Argentina has furnished during the same 

1—1895-1897, 6,000,000 pounds, or 2 per cent; 1898-1900, 

0,000 pounds, or 6 per cent; 1901-1903, 106,000,000 pounds, 

> per ‘cent; 1904, 188,000,000 pounds, or 39 per cent. 

e United States in 1904 imported into thirteen European 

tri and Cuba $153,429,026 worth of 
ts, to say nothing of imports into other quarte 


the American shipper on shipments of any 
And the situation has not been bettered in the 


animal imports into Great Britain 


during 1895-1897, 293.000,000— 


from all 
223 000,000 con- 


rs of the 


The immensity 
1 le ‘vont 
abulous. 

1 


of the meat trade in its ramifications is abso- 
1 comprehension. The amounts of money involved 
The trade furnishes a livelihood to millions of 
a Even the small farmer sends his surplus cattle and 
rs to market now, instead of killing them at home, as was the 
tom. By so doing he gets a good price for the animals, and 
from local meat 

ly use, getting 
nimal as he can not use. 
| he 
tions other than those denominated “ fresh ” 
Every general store, butcher shop, grocery, delicatessen, bakery, 
lunch room, and even the little country store at the crossroads 
carries a stock of tinned goods, smoked meats, sausage, tongues, 
and, in fact, every character of meat product. A line of these 
is as essential to the stock of the store as any of the 

other st: aples, sugar, or coffee. Many of these merchants and 
butchers, too, sell pressed corned beef by the pound. The trade 
carries a fair profit, and as the goods do not deteriorate from 
age, they are staple in eyery way, classed and invoiced as such. 
Let us pass such legislation as will meet every demand for. 
clean, wholesome meat food products—make it sufficiently strin-* 
gent to insure confidence on every hand and encourage a greater 
use of meat food products at home and abroad. But let it be 
understood that no unworthy motive now or ever has prompted 
the sale of this commodity, and that though we favor a more 


K ods 


! it has been in many others, 


pea ert to compete in European markets with Argentina | 





| States, 


and meat products will become a thing of the | 
| of meat a year, knowing the importance of this subject, 


It is needless to say that the past twelve months show the | municated the facts to Congress. 


| wholesomeness, 
country (75 per cent) ; 1898-1900, 412,000,000—- | 


per | 


| heard; 
packing-house | 
| of all these interests; and I want to say to you, 
| reference to the truth of the charges which have been made, 


dealers the cuts of meat he needs for | 
the highest price for such parts of the | 
| has been applied in this case, 
trade in the United States in tinned meats and prepara- | 
is simply marvelous. | 
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rigid inspection than has heretofore prevailed, we still challen«e 
| the world to show that any meat in any form which was unfit 
for food has ever been placed upon the market. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
every Member of this House who wants to extend his remarks 
in the Recorp on this subject be permitted so to do. It 
evident that many gentlemen wish to do so. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky objects. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Mississippi 
[Mr. WILLIAMS] has told the truth, and it is idle to disguise jt. 
that the President of the United States and the Speaker of 
this House have agreed with reference to the bill which is now 
before you. The gentleman from Mississippi, with his ch: 
acteristic intellectual integrity, manifested in this instance, 
accepts the situation, says it is 
good bill, and makes no complaint because the President of the 
United States and the Speaker of this House. agree with him. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, what has happened? The Secretary of 
Agriculture sent a committee to Chicago to investigate the con- 
ditions under which the packing-house industry of that city 
was carried on. That committee submitted an elaborate and 
complete report, covering every building, covering every room— 
a report which was simple, direct, concise, evidently prepared 
without passion and without prejudice, telling the exact truth; 
and the exact truth was that in the great center of the meat- 
handling industry of the United States conditions existed which 
threatened the character and integrity of the meat products of 
the United States. That report was submitted to the President. 


is 


I'- 
as 
a 


| In erder to confirm it, or not confirm it, he selected two men 
total imports of dressed beef and | 


in whom he had confidence, who did not claim to be experts, 
who were ordinary, intelligent citizens, having the judgment 
of ordinary, intelligent citizens, and sent them there to make 
such an investigation as you and I would make. The report 
of those two gentlemen confirmed the report that was made to 
the Secretary of Agriculture. The President of the United 
understanding, as you and I understand, that meat is 
something which goes into the consumption of every family, 
knowing, as you and I know, that the great meat industry of 
the United States exports to foreign lands $200,000,000 worth 
com- 
Why? In order that public 
sentiment might be stirred all over the United States, and that 


| the legislative judgment of this body and the other across the 


Capitol might be stirred to enact into law a provision for goy- 
ernmental inspection, which should insure the healthfulness, the 
the cleanliness, the purity, and perfection of 
American meat products. [Applause.] That is all there is 
of it. 


A bill passed the Senate, passed without consideration, a pro- 


| vision conceived by a gentleman who wished to do good things, 
| who was moved by a good purpose. 
| It came over here and was sent to the Committee on Acricul- 
| ture. 


That bill was imperfect 


Hearings were had. Representatives of the packers were 
representatives of the Agricultural Department were 
the men who went to Chicago to investigate were heard. 

The committee gave ample consideration to the representatives 

gentlemen, with 


heard; 


that when Mr. Wilson, the representative of the packers of 
Chicago, who came there and very modestly and very clearly 
stated what he deemed the conditions to be in Chicago, and then, 


| in response to questions, admitted that every solitary conclusion 


of Mr. Neill and Mr. Reynolds in their report should be carried 
out, he confessed judgment on the essential points in this contro- 
yversy. [Applause.] And when the board of health of Chicago 
sent their representative, under the spur of public feeling that 
into the packing-house district 
and started to work there, in nearly every establishment the 
truth of the charges was again sustained. There is no question 
about it. The committee took up that bill in the utmost 
good faith, every man actuated with the desire to draw = 
present to this House a measure which should compel rigid and, 

in so far as human judgment could make it, perfect inspection 
of meat, to give us a bill which should not only be just to the 
producing interests of the United States, but also fair and just 
to those great manufacturing interests which are handling hun- 
dreds of millions of dollars’ worth of the meat products of this 
country. ‘The committee worked in absolute good faith. They 
have no pride of opinion. There was but one purpose among 
the members of that committee, and that was to make the Dill 
right. I disagreed with the majority in the first report which 
came here, providing for a court review. I do not believe that 
every time the Congress of the United States draws a law, under 
the power which it has over interstate commerce, to regulate 








1906. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


S729 





come particular kind of business, we must provide in that par- 


ticular bill for some particular kind of court review. That 
provision has gone out of the bill. 
It is true that I have consulted with the President. It is 


true that the Speaker of this House has taken hold of this 
thing as a Member of the House and as an American citizen, 
and has worked with Mr. Roosevelt. Neither has shown any 
nride of opinion, but a simple desire to yield nonessentials in 
order that the executive branch of the Government and the legis- 
jative branch of the Government and the American pegple, all of 
whom want a good law, may have it. [Applause.] 

Mr. HINSHAW. Mr. Speaker, in yiew of the large stock in- 


| 


erests in my country, I ask leave to extend remarks in the | 


Recorp along this subject. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Nebraska asks unani- 

sus consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there ob- 
jection? 

” ‘There was no objection. 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to extend remarks in the Recorp upon this subject. 

The SPEAKER. 
imous consent to extend his remarks in the ReEcorb. 
( bijection? 

here was no objection. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to have printed in the Recorp the report of the com- 
mittee of the Omaha Commercial Club on the condition of the 
Omaha packing houses. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Nebraska asks unani- 
mous consent to print in the Recorp the matier to which he re- 
fers. Is there objection? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I object, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. 

The question was taken; and two-thirds having voted in favor 
thereof, the rules were suspended and the motion of Mr. Waps- 
WORTH was agreed to. 

Mr. LILLEY of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to extend remarks in the Recorp upon the agricultural 
appropriation bill. 

Mr. HAY. I object. 


SUBDIVISION OF LANDS UNDER RECLAMATION 


Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer the confer- 
nee report on the bill (H. R. 18536) providing for subdivision 
ff lands under the reclamation act, to be printed in the Recorp. 

The SPEAKER. The report and statement will be printed 
under the rule. 


Is there 


ACT. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A mes:age from the Senate, by Mr. ParKINSON, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed bills of the follow- 
ing titles; in which the concurrence of the House of Representa- 
tives was requested : 

S. 6355. An act concerning licensed officers of vessels; 

8. 6406. An act to authorize the Commissioners of the District 
Columbia to accept donations of money and land for the es- 
tablishment of a branch library in the District of Cokumbia, to 
establish a commission to supervise the erection of a branch 
library building in said District, and to provide for the suitable 
maintenance of said branch; 

8.4965. An act authorizing the appointment of Harold L. 
Jackson, a captain on the retired list of the Army, as a major 
on the retired list of the Army; 

S. 6444. An act to authorize the Wichita Mountain and Orient 
Railway Company to construct and operate a railway through 
the Fort Sill Military Reservation, and for other purposes ; 

8.6365. An act granting a pension to Edward S. Bragg; 

S. 6268. An act granting a pension to Helen G. Hibbard. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
following resolutions: 


e 
ot 


and 


Resolved, That the Senate has heard with deep sensibility the an- 
nouncement of the death of Hon. Rurus BE. LESTER, late a Representa- 
tive from the State of Georgia. 

Resolved, That a committee of seven Senators be appointed by the 
presiding officer to join a committee appointed on the part of the House 
= Representatives to attend the funeral of the deceased, at Savannah, 

ra. 

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions to the 
giouse of Representatives. 

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect to the memory of the 
deceased the Senate do now adjourn. 


And that the Vice-President, in compliance with the foregoing, 
had appointed, under the second resolution, Mr. Bacon, Mr. 
CLAPP, Mr. Cray, Mr. WARNER, Mr. Foster, Mr. Furron, and 
Mr. OVERMAN as the committee on the part of the Senate. 


The gentleman from Connecticut asks unan- | 





amendments bills of the following titles; in which the concur- 
rence of the House of Representatives was requested: 

H. R. 15518. An act to declare and enforce the forfeiture pro- 
vided by section 4 of the act of Congress approved March 3, 
1875, entitled “An act granting to railroads the right of way 
through the public lands of the United States; ” 

H. R. 14396. An act to incorporate the Lake Erie and Ohio 
River Ship Canal, to define the powers thereof, and to facilitate 
interstate commerce; 

H. R. 16290. An act to postpone until 1937 the maturity of 
$250,000 of 4 per cent United States bonds held in trust for the 
benefit of the American Printing House for the Blind; and 

H. R. 16785. An act giving preference right to actual settlers 
on pasture reserve No. 3 to purchase lands leased to them for 
agricultural purposes in Comanche County, Okla. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 18536) providing for the subdivision of lands entered 
under the reclamation act, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had further in- 
sisted upon its amendments to the bill (H. R. 18750) making 
appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1907, and for other purposes, disagreed to by the House 
of Representatives, had agreed to the further conference asked 
by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. Hate, Mr. PERKINS, and Mr. 
TILLMAN as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had y 
out amendment bill of the following title: 

HI. R. 10292. An act granting to the town of 
the right to enter certain lands. 

PHILIPPINE MERCHANDISE. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I move to sus- 
pend the rules and pass the bill (H. R. 19756) to amend section 
3844 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, and to pro- 
vide for an authentication of invoices of merchandise shipped to 
the United States from the Philippine Islands. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That 


issed with- 


Mancos, 


Colo., 


x 





section No. 2844 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States is hereby amended by adding thereto the following: 
“Provided, That the authentication may be made by the collector or a 
deputy collector of customs in the case of merchandise shipped to the 


> . ‘ eae . , ” “se 
United States from the Philippine Islands. 


The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

There was no demand for a second. 

The question was taken; and two-thirds having voted in 
favor thereof, the rules were suspended and the bill was passed. 
ADDITIONAL ASSOCIATE JUSTICE Fi UPREME COURT ARIZONA. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I move to discharge the 
Committee on the Judiciary from further consideration of S. 
948, to amend section 1 of the act approved March 3, 1905, pro- 
viding for an additional associate justice of the supreme court 
of Arizona, and for other purposes, and to suspend the 


RS OF 











rules 
and pass the bill. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the act providing for an additional associ 
justice of the supreme court of Ar a, and for other purposes, 
proved March 3, 1905, be so amended that tl first section thereof 
shall read as follows: 

“That hereafter the supreme urt of the Terr , of Arizona shall 
consist of a chief justice our associat: stices, any three of 
whom shall constitute a three ju es must concur in 
order to reverse a judgment or other determinat of a district court, 
except that in cases where two of the five justices are now or hereafter 
may be disqualified from sitting in h case or the justices not 
disqualified shall constitute a que 1 and a maj thereof may 
reverse or affirm such case or case 


The SPEAKER. 

There was no demand for a second. 

The question was taken; and two-thirds having voted in 
favor thereof, the rules were suspended and the bill was passed. 


Is a second demanded? 


EFFICIENCY OF THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 

Mr. ESCH. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill S. 3044. I am further directed by the committee 
to move to amend by striking out section 4 and inserting sec- 


tion 7, which is the committee amendment in lieu thereof, sec- 


| tion 4 having been enacted into law by a previous act. 


| the 


The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That on and after the passage of this act 
number of officers on the active list in the grade of third leutenant 
the Revenue-Cutter Service shall not exceed thirty-seven: Provi 
That until such time as the grade of third lieuter shall be f 
provided in this act there may be advanced to that grade any 
of the line who has served not less than two years as such cadet, and 
is recommended for advancement by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Sec. 2. That hereafter the number of cadets of the line allowed 
Revenue-Cutter Service shall be such 


the 
in 
rvided, 
lled as 


cadet 


int 


in 
as to provide for filling the 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed with | yacancies that may occur in the grade of third lieutenant in said 
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Provided, 





Service: That a person to be eligible for appointment as a 


cadet of the line shall produce satisfactory evidence of good moral 
character, shall be not less than 18 nor more than 24 years of age at 
the time of appointment, and shall pass a satisfactory physical ex- 
amination by board of officers of the Public Health and Marine- 
Hospital Service, and a satisfactory educational examination, which 
must in all cases be written and strictly competitive, by a board of 
commissioned oflicers of the Revenue-Cutter Service, both examinations 
fo be condueted under such regulations as shall be prescribed by the 
Secretary of the Treasury: Provided, That no person who has been 
dist ed or compelled to resign from the Military Academy or from 
the Naval Academy of the United States for hazing, or for any other 
improper conduet, shall be eligible for appointment as a cadet in the 
Revenue-Cutter Service: Provided, That no person shall become a 
cadet of the line who does not obligate himself, in such manner as the 
Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe, to serve at least four years 
is officer in said Service after graduation, if his services be so 


mg required: And provided further, That the Secretary of the Treas- 


arily dismiss from the Service any cadet who, during 
is probationary term, is found unsatisfactory in either studies or 


iy be deemed not adapted for a career in the Service. 








onduct, ¢ 

Sr } hat hereafter appointments into the grade of second assist- 
ant in the Revenue-Cutter Service shall be as at present, 
r D before being commissioned, the candidate who has suc- 
cessfully passed the required examinations shall serve a probationary 
term of b less than six months as a eadet engineer to determine his 
fitness for 2 commission in said Service, and during which probationary 
term he shall receive a salary of $75 per month and one ration per 
day: Provided, That no person shall be commissioned a second assist- 
ant engineer who is less than 21 or more than 26 years of age, nor 
until he shall have served the probationary term herein required. 

Sec. 4. That hereafter it shall not be necessary for any commis- 
sioned officer of the Revenue-Cutter Service to make oath to his pay 


accounts. 






Sec. 5. That a chief engineer of the Revenue-Cutter Service. to be 
selected for his special ability in naval construction from the present 
list « hief engineers by the Secretary of the Treasury, may be com- 
missioned a con r for engineering duty in said Service with the 
rank, pay, and iments now provided by Jaw for a chief engineer 
Prov l, vacancy created in the list of chief engineers by 
such tra not be filled by promotion or otherwise, but the 


authorized by law shall be reduced by 




















ber of chief engineers now 
one, and that no additional expense shall be incurred by reason of 
ce sioning such chief engineer a constructor. 

See. 6 The Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to em- 
ploy two civilian instruetors in the Revenue-Cutter Service, one at a 
: ry of $2,000 per annum and one at a salary of $1,800 per annum. 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

There was no demand for a second. 

The question was taken; and two-thirds having voted in 
favor thereof, the rules were suspended and the bill was passed. 
NAVAL MILITIA. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill (H. R. 10858) to establish a Naval Militia and 
define its relations to the General Government. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

se it enacted, etc., That of the organized militia as set forth in the 
act to promote the efficiency of the militia, and for other purposes, 
approved senna. 21, i903, such part of the same as each State may 
elect shall constitute a Naval Militia. 

S 2. That ail section s of the said act which define the relations 
between the organize a militia and the United States Government shall 
be applicable t . val Militia as part of the organized militia of 
the several State Territories, and the District of Columbia, and the 
duties therein named for the Secretary of War shall, so far as the 
Naval Militia is concerned, devolve upon the Secretary of the Navy. 

Si 3. That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and empowered, upon the request of the governor of any State or 
Territory, or of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, having 
an zanized Naval Militia, to appoint an officer or officers to inspect, 
inst examine, and train such Naval Militia at such times and 
pia 2S may be appointed by any of said governors or Commissioners, 
and also for the purpose of formulating standard regulations for the 
ol ition, discipline, training, armament, and equipment of said 
Nay Militia, and for the professional examination of the officers, 
pe flicers, and men compo sing the same, with a view to producing 
uniformity among the Naval Militia of the various States and assimi- 
lating them to the standard of the United States Navy. 

Ss t. That the Naval Militia, when called into the actual service | 
of the United States, shall be governed by the same rules and articles | 
is ft Regular Navy. 

_ Sec. 5. That such appropriations as may from time to time be made 
by Con for the benefit of the Naval Militia of the several 
St Teri s, and the District of Columbia shall be distributed 
I ve t ( to e uits ible proportions to be determined by 
t Seeretary | VY and applied to the uses and necessities of 

h organization: Provide d, That no part of the money appropriated 

to time to carry out the provisions of the act ancora’ Janu- 


allotted to that part of the organized militia of 
1at is now or may hereafter be designated as Naval Militia 


, Shall be 





_ SE f rat all laws and sections of laws conflicting with the pro- 
visions of this : are hereby repealed. 
The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 


THOMAS of North Carolina. 
second for the 


Mr. Speaker, I demand a 
purpose of asking a question. 


Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
second may be considered as ordered. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 


mous consent that a second may be considered as ordered. Is 
there objection ? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from IHinois is entitled to 
twenty minutes and the gentleman from North Carolina is enti- 


tled to twenty minutes. 
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Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I would ac: 
the gentleman from Illinois if this is a unanimous report froy, 
the Committee on Naval Affairs? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. I would further ask ¢), 
chairman if this bill is satisfactory to the Naval Militia? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes; it is. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules 
and passing the bill. 

The question was taken; and two-thirds having voted iy 
favor thereof, the rules were suspended and the bill was passe, 


ORDNANCE DEPARTMENT, UNITED STATES ARMY. 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Committe. 
on Military Affairs to move to suspend the rules and pass t))o 
bill (S. 1540) to increase the efficiency of the Ordnance Depa) t- 
ment of the United States Army, as amended by the committee 
| which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Ordnance Department shall consist of 
one chief of ordnance with the rank of brigadier-general; six colonels 
nine lieutenant-colonels, nineteen majors, oe captains, tw 
five first lieutenants, and the enlisted men, cluding ordnance 
geants, as now authorized by law. 

Sec. 2. That details to the Ordnance Department under the pr yi. 
sions of the act of February 2, 1901, may be made from the Army at 
large from the grade in which the vaeancy exists, or from the grade 
below: Provided, That no officer shall be so detailed except upon tho 
recommendation of a board of ordnance officers, and after at least onv 
examination, which shal! be open to competition: And provided fur 
ther, That officers so detailed in grades below that of major shal! not 
be again eligible for such detail until after they shall have served for 
at least one year out of that department. 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? [After a pause.] 
No second having been demanded, the question is on suspending 
the rules and passing the bill as amended. 

The question was taken ; and two-thirds having voted in favor 


thereof, the rules were suspended and the bill was passed. 
RETIREMENT OF PETTY OFFICERS AND ENLISTED MEN OF THE NAVY. 


Mr. DAWSON. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill (S. 1649) providing for the retirement of pett 
| officers and enlisted men in the Navy, which I send to the desk 
and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That in computing the necessary thirty years’ 
| time for the retirement of petty officers and enlisted men of the Navy 
all service in the Army, Navy, or Marine Corps shall be credited. 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? [After a pause.| 
No second being demanded, the question is on suspending the 
rules and passing the bill. 

The question was taken; and two-thirds having voted in 
favor thereof, the rules were suspended and the bill was passed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS MISSISSIPPI RIVER AT ST. LOUIS. 


Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill (H. R. 20210) to authorize the city of St. Li 
a corporation organized under the laws of the State of Miss: 
to construct a bridge across the Mississippi River, together w 
committee amendments thereto, which I send to the desk 
ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the city of St. Louis, a corporation organized 
under the laws of the State of Missouri, be, and is hereby, authorized 
to construct, maintain, and operate a railroad, wagon, and foot-pas- 
senger bridge, and approaches thereto, across the Mississippi River 
St. Louis, Mo., in accordance with the provisions of the act entitled 
“An act to regulate the construction of bridges over navigable waters,” 
approved March 23, 1906. 

Sec. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. HUNT. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 











Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
| that a second be considered as ordered. 
| The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] Tlic 
| Chair hears none. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. B 


' 


THOLDT] is entitled to twenty minutes, and his colleague, tiie 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Hunt], is entitled to twenty 
minutes. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, in explaining this bill I de- 
sire to say that the people of the city of St. Louis on last Tues- 
day voted for a proposition to issue bonds to the amount of 
$3,500,000 for the purpose of constructing a free munici))! 
bridge across the Mississippi River, to be owned and controlled 
by the municipality for all time to come. The vote of the peo- 
ple was about 52,000 to 6,400, and in accordance with that ver- 
dict I have introduced this bill, the passage of which I now ask. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 5 

Mr. HUNT. Mr. Speaker, the bill under consideration ‘5 
practically the same as House bill (20206) introduced by my- 
self. In fact the phraseology is the same as contained in ly 











1906. 
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hill. But, Mr. Speaker, above and beyond any personal pride 
mine I see the city of St. Louis asking for the necessary Fed- 
eral permission to construct a municipal highway across the 
ther of Waters, in short, to enable her to prepare the way for 
he million or more of people who will take up their homes in 
sereatest city of the greatest State of these United States. 
erefore, Mr. Speaker, I hope that no objection will be made 
the passage of this bill. [Loud applause.] 


rhe SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules and 
passing the bill. 
e question was taken; and two-thirds having voted in| 


x thereof, the rules were suspended and the bill was passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
message from the Senate, 
announced that the 

bills of the following titles: 

i. R. 18600. An act to amend section 10 of an act of Congress 
oyved June 21, 1899, to make certain grants of land to the 
tory of New Mexico, and for other purposes ; and 

Hi. R. 11787. An act ratifying and approving an act to appro- 
te money for the purpose of building additional buildings 
he Northwestern Normal School at Alva, in Okiahoma Ter- 

y, and approved the 15th of March, 1905. 

1 message also announced that the Senate had agreed to 
the report ef the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
\ ; of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to 
the bill (H. R. 18750) making appropriations for the naval 
service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1907, and for other 


ses 


by Mr. ParkKINnson, its reading 


so that the Senate had agreed to the report of the committee 
ference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
\dments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 16472) making 
itions for the legislative, executive, and judieial 
s of the Gevernment for the fiscal year ending June 

_ and for other purposes. 

H.R. 101338. An 
tribution of the annuities of the Sac and Fox Indians of the 
Mississippi between the two branches of the tribe, and to ad- 
the existing claims between the two branches as to said 
annuities ; 

H. R. 4580. 

Tex.; and 

H.R. 3459. An act for the relief of John W. Williams. 

An act to amend the act creating the Spanish Treaty 


ap- 
ex- 
ou, 


An aet for the relief of Blank & Parks, of Waxa- 


Claims Commission, approved March 2, 1901. 

S.R Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the board of trustees of Vincennes University. Vin- 
( 3, Ind., such obsolete arms and other military equipments 

1 possession of said university, to be used in military in- 
on. 
SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following 


titles were taken freém the Speaker’s table and referred to their 
ropriate committees, as indicated below : 

An act authorizing the appointment of Harold L. 

Jackson, a captain on the retired list of the Army, as a major 
he retired list of the Army—to the Committee on Military 


Affairs. 


1965. 


An act granting a pension to Helen G. Hibbard—to 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S An act concerning licensed officers of vessels—to the 

( 1ittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 


6355. 


Ss An act to authorize the Commissioners of the Dis- 
f Columbia to accept donations of money and land for the 
¢ lishment of a branch library in the District of Columbia, 
ablish a commission to supervise the erection of a branch 
rary building in said District, and to provide for the suitable 
itenance of said branch—to the Committee on the District 

of Columbia. 





S. 6365. An act granting a pension to Edward Bragg—to 
ithe Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
OBSOLETE ORDNANCE. 
Mr. MOUSER. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 


and pass the bill (H. R. 19814) authorizing the issue of obso- 
lete ordnance and ordnance stores for use of State and Terri- 


torial edueational institutions and to State soldiers and sailors | 
homes, which I send to the desk and ask to have | 


orphans’ 
read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized 
to issue, at his discretion and under proper regulations to be pre- 
scribed by him, without cost of transportation to the United States, 
uch obsolete ordnance and ordnance stores as may be availabie to 
State and Territorial educational institutions and to State soldiers 
and sailors orphans’ homes, for purposes of drill and instruction, 


Senate had passed without amend- 





| Florida 
| States to such persons, 
| to the issuance of the order creating the I 


the | t 
| tioned, 


|} and except 


act to provide for the annual pro rata dis- | 


| township 


And the Secretary 





of War shall require from such institutions or 
homes a bond in each case in double the value of the property issued, 
for the care and safe-keeping thereof and for the réturn of the same 
to the United States when required: Provided, That the issues herein 
provided for shall be made orly to institutions upon recommenda 
tion of the governors of States and Territories and shall not be made 
in any case to any educational institution to which issues of such 
stores are allowed to be made under provisions of existing law. 
The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? [After a pause.] 
No second having been demanded, the question is on suspend- 


ing the rules and passing the bill. 


The question was taken; and two-thirds having voted in 
favor thereof, the rules were suspended, and the bill was passed. 
FORT CLINCH RESERVATION, FLA. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend 
the rules and pass the bill (S. 1697) confirming to certain 
claimants thereto portions of lands known as Fort Clinch 
teservation, in the State of Florida, with committee amend- 


ments, which I send to the desk 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That all of the right, title, claim, and 1 
the United States in and to the several | f lar i ] 
Fernandina, Nassau County, Fla., 
3 north of r: e 28 eas : 
which were granted by Spain to certain ] 
to the United States, and afterw 
their heirs, repres 


and ask to have read. 











tion, shall be, and the same are hereb 
and relinquished to the said several per 
granted by Spain and confirmed by the United States, respectivel; 
their respective heirs, representatives, and assign and that 
right, title, claim, and interest of the U nite i States at t 

patent to Yulee and of the swam) - land selecti 
referré d to in and to lots 1 and tion 
range 28S east of said meridian, 
to certain persons 





m by Fiorida hereinafter 
ex 
and confirmed by th 
and except the > 

the Plaza, bounded by Estrada, 


also the Military 


14, in township 


block of th 
Wh ite, 
Road ai j > 
and the same are hereby, released and relinquished to t seve! er 
sons and corporations, respectively, now claiming 

under a patent issued by the United States to David ilee, da 
the 5th day of September, 1853, to said iot 2, and under an appr 
and certification by the Secretary of the Interior of the United 
said lot 1, swamp and overt 


to the State of Florida 
under an act of Congress dated the 2Sth day of Septem! 
vided, however, That titles to that portion of said 
held by said town of Fernandina for public purpos ther i 
under the act of Congress of June 15, 1844 (5 Stat., p. 667), 
otherwise, shall be, and hereby are, ynfirmed, granted, 1 sed, and 
relinquished to said — of Fernandina ind pro ed f 
the said town of Fern: na shall hold the land 
and relinquished to it caly on con ditic n } 
open and maintain the said Military Ro: 
Clinch without expense to the United States. 
The eae AKER. 
Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, 
Mr. CL. ARK of Florida. 
sent that a second may 
The SPEAKER. TI! gentleman 
mous consent that a second may 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, 
the gentleman from Florida [Mr. CLarK] i d enti 
minutes, and the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] is entitled 








of as 
er, 
lands whi 





nat 





Is a second deman 
Ll demand a 
Mr. Speaker, I 
be considered as ordered. 

from Florida 


De Ct 


ie 


hsicered 

















hij A 
to twenty minutes. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, this bill has be« I" 
ommended by the Interior Depart nd by t W LD) 
ment both. The Committee on Private Land Claims n > a 
unanimous report in its favor, and I do not know how I ean 
better explain than to read briefly from the port. It says 

Your committee have made a very careful examination of t! papel 
submitted with this bill and are thoroughly sa ! i 3 
taken by the Departme nt of the Interior of the « f the vit 
ants. An additional fact showing at the Gove nt ougl ) ‘ 
ognize the equities of ) } t 
we have ascertained by ords of I lo 
to be sez hed. The te s ta ( 
the con tion paid by Yt 1 | d S 
ber 5, 18 is is shown by the lette r the Ass 1 ( vt 
of the General Land Office, under date of May 12, 190¢ “l to 
Hon. Hilary A. Herbert, as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND O > 
Washington, D. C., May 2, 

Srr: In reply to your personal inquiry of this date, I have to ad) 
you that, as shown by the records of this Office, lots 2 and 3, sec. 1 
T. 3 N., R. 28 E., containing 204.73 acres, were located August 
1851, by David L. Yulee, by surveyor-ger eral’s cer t Ni 2 i 
part satisfaction of the scrip issued unde the provision 
eleventh section of the act of May 26, 1824 (4 Stat. L., 52), in s 
faction of the Arredondo grant of 38,000 acres. Said |! ? 
patented September 5, 1853. The location and the 
thereon are intact upon the records of this Office, and 
rendered in payment for the land is on file with the entr , 
At date of location said land was in the St. Augustine dist: = la. 

Very respectfully, Z 
J. H. FiMpie, Assistant Commis f 
Hon. Hrtary A. HERBERT, 
1419 G Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

Then, omitting some of the report, it further says 

This is a bill to quit and relinquish title to occupants who, with 
their predecessors, have been in possession of certain lands for over 
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sixty years, claiming title under the United States. The bill as it 
passed the Senate was pane in the General Land Office, and ap- 
proved by the Secretary of the Interior. As some of the lands are 
covered by a United States military reservation, it was recommended 
by the Commissioner of the General Land Office that the bill as pre- 
pared there should be referred to the War Department. This _ refer- 
ence was made, and from that Department the bill was returned with 
the statement that there was no objection to the passage of the bill. 

I think, Mr. Speaker, with that explanation 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentleman 
from Florida one further question. In the reading of the bill 
or report something was said about some of this land being 
swamp or overflowed land. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. 

Mr. LACEY. Would not that particular portion of the land 
have been the property of the State rather than the United 
States and have been included in the swamp-land grant? 

Mr. CLARK of Florida.. Yes; and this is to settle the title 
as to purchasers from the State as well as 

Mr. LACEY. The State has already parted with its title to 


Yes, sir. 


these same parties whom the Government would now quiet title | 


in this bill. 
Mr. CLARK of Florida. 
linquishing title. 


Yes, sir; the Government simply re- 
its One of the lots went to the State as 
sWil up 
Yulee. 
The question was taken; and two-thirds having voted in favor 
thereof, the rules were suspended and the bill was passed. 
JOINT COMMITTEE AND CODIFICATION 
fr. MOON of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the 
suspension of the rules and the passage of the following con- 
current resolution. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
solved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), 
a joint special committee be appointed, consisting of four Sena- 
be appointed by the Vice-President and five Members of the 
of Representatives to be appointed by the Speaker, to examine, 
and submit to Congress recommendations upon the 
odification of laws prepared by the statutory revision Commission 
rized to revise and codify the laws of the 
the said joint committee be authorized to sit during 
Congress and to employ necessary clerical and other 
order such printing and binding done as may,be re- 
ansaction of its business, and to incur such expense as 
, all such expense to be paid in equal propor- 


contingent funds of the Senate and House of Repre- 


ON REVISION OF LAWS. 


Lo auth 
; and that 


s of 


neces ry 


SPEAKER. The Chair will ask the gentleman from 
isylvania whether the Senate has passed a resolution simi- 

rv to this which has gone to the Committee on Revision of the 
Laws? 
Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. I have no knowledge, Mr. 
ker, that the Senate has passed a similar resolution. I 

1 only say we have had a conference with the Committee on 
if Laws of the Senate and it was in obedience to their 

nd in harmony with it that this joint resolution is 


Is a second demanded? 
* Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second; 
o get the hang of this thing. 
GOON of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
sent that a second be considered as ordered. 
he SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
ir hears none. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. What is this proposition? 
Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. It is simply to appoint a joint 

\ittee of the Senate and House, to sit during the recess, in 

and take up the work that is reported to us 

» Commission to revise and codify the laws of the United 

, get it in form, and present it to the House and Senate 
their meeting next December. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 

Iloar the other day to discharge this Commission the ist of 
ember carried? 

Mir. MOON of Pennsylvania. Yes, sir; that was carried. 

Mr. CLARK of And all this does is to appoint a 
joint commission of the House and Senate to examine the work 
and report to the House and Senate in December? 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. How much is it going to cost? 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. 
would cost anything very much. We simply ask clerical assist- 
I could not exactly state that to the gentleman, but I 
should suppose the expense would be a very moderate one. 

’ Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Are you going to get through with 
it by December or is it going to be another continuous per- 
formance? 


Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. 


I 
’ 
iV 


The 


To recelve 


7 


Missouri. 


ance, 
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and overflowed land; the other was purchased by Mr. | 


revision | 


United | 


| ticular parcel, 


| seeks to 


Well, I would not suppose it | 


I say that is our object and 
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purpose. We are willing to sit during the recess of Congress 
intending to do that thing. I want to say our committee ang 
the Senate committee, so far as we have talked with them, are 
exceedingly anxious to get this work forwarded, and we are 
willing to give our time for that purpose. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I suppose, Mr. Speaker, that is the 
easiest way to get rid of this whole business. 

The question was taken; and two-thirds having voted ip 
favor thereof, the rules were suspended and the joint resolution 
was passed. 

FORT ROBINSON MILITARY RESERVATION. 

Mr. KINKAID. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill (H. R. 19181) to grant a certain parcel of 
land, part of Fort Robinson Military Reservation, Nebr., to the 
village of Crawford, Nebr., for park purposes, with committee 
amendments thereto, and which I send to the desk and ask to 
have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

_ Be it enacted, etc., That there is hereby granted to the village of 
Crawford, a duly incorporated municipality under the statutes of the 
State of Nebraska as a village, situated in the county of Dawes, in the 
State of Nebraska, one certain parcel of land, being now a part of the 
Fort Robinson Military Reservation, the property of the United States, 
situated in the said county of Dawes, in the State of Nebraska, de- 
scribed as follows: Beginning at a point at the northeast corner of said 
Fort Robinson Military Reservation and running thence due west 1,584 
feet; running thence due south 3,696 feet; running thence due east 
1.584 feet; running thence due north 3,696 feet to the point of bevin- 
nire (134.4 acres): Provided, That the said tract shall be used 

park and water-power purposes only: And provided further, That 


| village of Crawford shall erect and maintain a suitable fence to sepa- 


rate the said tract from the military reservation: Provided furth: 
That if the said village of Crawford shall cease to use the said land for 
park and water-power purposes the title hereby vested in it shal 


| immediately revert to the United States. 


Is a second demanded? 
of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, 


The SPEAKER. 

Mr. GILBERT 
second. 

Mr. KINKAID. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
a second may be considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKHDR. Is there objection? 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I am willing that 
the unanimous consent may go and may be considered as 
waived. I do not care to avail myself of the twenty minutes. 
However, I want some information about this bill. Why should 
the Government of the United States donate that tract of land 
to this village? 

Mr. KINKAID. Mr. Speaker, there is plenty of land in that 
locality, and there will be a great deal to spare after this 
may have been disposed of in this particular way. There are 
about 15,000 acres contained in this military reservation, and 
this particular parcel which this bill will grant, if the bill is 
enacted, is near the village of Crawford, and the village of 
Crawford has used it for many years, by a license granted 
by the Secretary of War, for park purposes. 

However, the village has never deemed it wise to make per- 


I demand a 


in doing so on account of the uncertainty that the license 
might at any time be terminated. But all this time, the War 
Department being advised by different commanders of the post 
that this was not needed at all for military purposes, the 
license has run, and the village has been allowed to use this 
particular parcel, or nearly one-third more than this par- 
for park purposes. Now that prospects for the 
growth of the village have become somewhat improved, it 
have the title granted to itself, conditioned that it 
may be used for park and water-power purposes only, and that 
it revert to the Government when it shall cease to be so used. 
It seeks this in order that it may proceed with safety in tle 
making of improvements of a permanent character and which 
are necessary for the full enjoyment of the land for park 


| purposes. 
Was that resolution reported by | 


Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. Why should the Government 


donate that iract of land to that municiplaity? 


Mr. KINKAID. It would be just as well as to maintain it 


as part of the reservation, because it is of no use for reserva- 
} tion purposes, 
| to park purposes on account of its scenic character, and also 
| it has water-power facilities which have been utilized by the 
| village, and the village needs the water for different purposes. 


It is a rough piece of land, particularly adapted 


It is in a dry country. It is but a short distance from there 
to the eastern line of the State of Wyoming. It is in the 


| semiarid region. 


Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. I will withdraw my objection, 
with a mental reservation that you are not entitled to the 
property at ali. 

Mr. KINKAID. All right; I yield you the mental reserva- 
tion in consideration of 134} acres of the military reservation. 
I want the property. 








1906. 


Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. KINKAID. Yes, sir. 
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ments. 


























ther purposes, with the committee 








end- 


an 











\ir. MANN. You say the village needs the water. Now, The Clerk read as follows: 
may not the Government need water on the reservation? Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be. and he is her¢ 
\ir. KINKAID. It has at another place an abundance of catherines and empowered to grant permission to J. A. Omberg, j : 
ir. ’ : f -onstr a lock day ( he 3 t 
‘er on much higher ground, and that is right near where the soln shawn tack i & Wek — lat the W River at os 
t is situated—that is, the post buildings. It is as good | as 5 Ly be approved by the Secret: the ea k and d } 
er as there is in the United States. They would not use | be constructed under his di 1 a n 
water, for they have water which is so much better. aneroved Tee kten o ‘et 4 ; oa ; ee tia 
ir. MANN. The gentleman stated what of course is com- | vided, That the plans and iid stt ull 
knowledge, that this is in a dry country. et 7 the said contracting party at } rw ‘ the d 
a - r i = ‘OnUr: ing marty shall uurchase and pay or | er 2 
Mr. KINKAID. Usually dry. oe Yon oivee thal be at I ad for a > i 
\ir. MANN. Is he sure that the Government will never need | operation of said lock ; d u W { . 
{ water which you propose to give away to the village? to it ae ite ae and % from } ghw ( 
: : . * ‘ » 1ited States, : 1 make all « v t i 
fr. KINKAID. I can answer that question very authorita- | soa Simper ae ee ee 
vy. because the Secretary of War ordered that an Army yr all > em] { ¢ i k and 
be detailed to make a thorough examination of the propo- give said lock and « a1 1 Sta ted. f ¢ 
> . . -xpense *laim ’ ‘ f ny me y 
1, and an officer was detailed for the purpose. Now, the | “ROS Surs ° nee iw : j 
commanders at this post had previously recommended hall } | of ¥ n 
this grant be made, but the Secretary of War was not nths f: t t e 
with that, and it was perfectly agreeable to me that a ¢ 1 seis ho 1 
‘eful and scrupulous investigation be made, which was ! f 1 fe ¢ ; ‘ 
and instead of recommending the granting of 196 acres, et ed i 1 f n 
unt asked for, this officer reported that there would | Secretary of Wat Ye ; a Sees : 
» question about the safety of the Government in making | s d k 
nt if it were reduced to 134} acres. That reduction was | one consti I nd « et to be paid 
by a committee amendment, which I have moved that the — o I t} — I as t ' ; 
. . . . . anian . , 
| iopt, so that there is nothing remaining in the parcel | « ed and t 1 f 
h this bill will grant that the Government will ever wee et ana te hat ‘ 
ly need. : : kK " ot i 
Mr. MANN. Is this reservation an original reservation from n d 
hlic domain? I i t : 0! 
KINKAID. Yes, sir; it is an original reservation from ' I 
t} ubliec domain. l i 
MANN. No ground that the Government has purchased? 4 . “ 
KINKAID. No, no. tl us 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Never cost the Government anything? a 
Mr. KINKAID. No. } 
. NY , a . i 8 1S t 
. DE ARMOND. What does the Secretary of War say 1 State 
it it? f { 1 St ided rt 
“Mr, KINKAID. The Secretary of War recommends it; no- aes tals i locks, afford 
e ° — ‘ ° ry I 0 é ut 
body has objected to it. [Cries of “ Vote! ’’] ; : F ap 
question was taken; and in the opinion of the Chair, lp l T! n 
° * : . t ti x nower & : ‘ 4 
t hirds haying voted in favor thereof, the rules were sus- eon aan Pe Pp aoe aaa : 
; A ( = 5 } e ot 
pended and the bill was passed. dam or « nterf W vay 
CANAL AND POWER STATIONS, WHITE RIVER, ARKANSAS. coke iets — +) r 
Mr. MACON. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and states i > put t ‘ 1 
ass the bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk. ae ms 
I : i w ‘ 
The Clerk read as follows: ‘ 0 plant 1 it t} 
Be it enacted, ctc., That the consent of Congress is hereby given to | oo ie r rany f 
{ Batesvi Power Company, a corporation created and organize ” het. p on ; j 
L irter granted by the State of Arkansas, its successors or | ,, Saliaccareaia ae = ° ne be ; . - ’ 
to erect, construct, operate, and maintain inlet and outlet } 7! ate ae ' aes 7 ae y 
canals, or other structures and a power station or stations at | ‘O° pecretary of sal ee eo oe Pole : 
ear Lock and Dam No. 1, upper White River, Arkansas, and to | ©). me Ww s ; a . # 
ich other improvements as may be necessary for the development | Pee Tne eens an Sigg 8 ; , 
power from Pool No. 1, and the transmission or application | on Regent erly, pee ; 7 : 7 
the same: Provided, That the constructions hereby authorized are War Seaaas cde ae + : Ay : ; 
I built on any lands belonging to the United States and do not in eee hot { I é ‘ 
v impair the usefulness of any improvement made by the Govern- | BUTETINS, BETO! 29 gee rte 000.’ to ; 
t for the benefit of navigation: Provided further, That in. the | S°USOC” eeveroeray Oe maiabtiin of tha aces ; 
tion of the aforesaid constrictions the withdrawal of water from | MCP", proseculton, and cou —- Se : 
the river shall at all times be under the direction and control of the | OOP ce of f ar a , = ; 
s ry of War, and that until the plans and location of the works | pee Oe ee ee tine te * ° a oe ' ce , 
authorized, so far as they affect the interests of navigation, the 5 oe S pasty all torreit to ; 1 St - ; 
been appreved by the Secretary of War, the improvements shal! ae as gory ee Saat Tratta® bn 
be commenced or built, and the Secretary of War is authorized | | ° ao nai aa ae Tamera a a . i 
ind directed to fix from time to time reasonable charges to be paid | oe thie cet: Sink die aie acneeh 7 Syethedh Mibadcs 
aid mpany for the use of said power. . eee tk SO adie miaree nC ; erect i 
Sec. 2. That unless the work herein authorized be commenced within | Pee oo ae een the provisions. sation the 
‘ vear and completed within three years from the date hereof the [(0C*% ®8@ Gam unac a } d ¢ } 
| ges hereby granted shall cease and be determined. ee ve caetedl ant 5 > 4 ee as ; 
. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is ex- | PoP ¢ the 1 pc 7 . ae <x ap *- , 
pressly reserved. ee aoe te i: ; ad : "¢ 
Sl Ak Va LO © « A 4 c y 
The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? ¢ War and th ad ase t 
Mr. MANN. I demand a second. I ask unanimous consent | 9 °°). condem: m ' ok oem 
that a second may be considered as ordered. nearly as may f 1 re 
Mr. MACON. I ask unanimous consent that a second may be | condemnin . of J 
. That to ins ce } ‘ rt 9 
sidered as ordered. a am aie t the i S navi War l 
rhe SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. The gentl have power at e work 
n from Arkensas is entitled to twenty minutes and the gen- = +} suspet ( a l J 
. : * : . . tu her, hat compliance Wi a i ‘ 
an from Illinois is entitled to twenty minutes. beng the tntemelion of the clrenit cour od aaa 
Mr. MANN. I just wish to ask the gentleman briefly, first, risdiction in the district i, and | 
hat committee reports upon this bill? | proces tar cues at Wan taupe 
req S ra) 1e Secre iry oO ar. 
LOCK. AND DAM, WHITE RIVER, ARKANSAS. j Sec. 7. That nothing in this a 1s i ‘ 
: ‘fering witl the > lusive 
Mr. MACON. Mr. Speaker, I have a companion piece here | ere ae ee the White Rives 
that I should like to have considered now. It will only take a erected for the purpose of navigati nor as rep ng li ‘ 
moment. I move to suspend the rules and pass the bill (H. R. | any <= provisions of law now existing in reference to the prot a 
18596) to enable the Secretary of War to permit the erection | of D@v’sation. 
of a lock and dam in aid of navigation in the White River, Mr. MACON. The Rivers and Harbors 





Committee unani- 
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he bill, after a full hearing and due considera- | nd 
approved by the Secretary of War, and under such regulations as ; 


will show that the committee thinks it is in 
‘overnment that the bill pass. 
a dam to be built by private parties? 
[t is to be built by an individual, and it is to be 
the Government at all times. 
his in connection with locks already con- 


he ¢ 


le thie 
AS Lilis 


it is an independent matter. The 
mittee decided to abandon the construc- 
ams in White River after the completion of 
to be constructed above Lock 3. 
~uustomary for these bills with reference to 
mmittee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
e any difference to me what comn 
* one committee adopts one proposition in refer 
] it sometimes hay that peopl 
referred to another committee. No 
n would not do that. 
i I beg to assure the gentleman that 
pr t it is intended to follow 


d Harbors on 


t mak 


efore it pens 


+17 


1 23 pas 
( ded aite 


White River 
it was not ne 
» stream. r I 
‘t lock and dam No. 
ad hea 


1} rings, 


in doing what 
of the power of 


in the House to refer t 

711 
Jhbi, 

t er and harbor work. 

k that has keen the practice. 
a dam across a river, not con- 
, the practice has been to refer 

ite and Foreign Commerce. 


ood friend that I think this is 


it is carrying out the policy that had | 
Committee; |. ‘ ; ’ ; 
| firmative, the rules were suspended and the bill passed. 


River and Harbor 
‘ucted the committee felt 
rovernment 


} lock 


that 
and dam, and 


‘nberg asi 


If not, the question 


$; and bill. 
and tw 
were suspended, and the bill passed. 
APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a confer- 
the bill H. R. 16472—tthe legislative, executive, 
propriation bill 


WaS TAKEN 5 


LEGISLATIVE 


and statement will be printed 


APPROPRIATION BILL. 


nnounces as conferees on 

t the ge 
Chair and requested to be 
the conference committee. 


wx rp w 
is si iis T 


r, I me 
1ended by the committee. 


ROAD, VICKSBURG, MISS. 


given to George T. 
and 
n an electrie railway 
cksburg, Miss., 
ern boundary of 
l, That a 


i ites, successors 


minimum 


used by the rail- | 


sidewalk, and 
uccessors, and assigns, 
t ni roadway by the con- 
P railw: shall maintain their railway and 


le tracks on each 


ittee 





if the dam were to 
| submitted to 


to expend $160,000 | 


-thirds voting in the affirma- | 


to be printed in the ReEcorp | 


the | 
worTtH, Mr. Scott, and | 
ntleman from South | 


ve to suspend the rules 


from | 
the | 


JUNE 19, 


tained according to plans and specifications to be submitted to 9). 


be prescribed by him. 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. NEEDHAM. I demand a second, and ask unanim 
consent that a second be considered as ordered. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi has tw: 
minutes, and the gentleman from California [Mr. Nerpr, 
has twenty minutes. 

Mr. NEEDHAM. 


I do not desire that much time. Is { 


| bill reported by a committee? 


Mr. WILLIAMS. It is reported unanimously by the ( 


; mittee on Military Affairs. 


Mr. NEEDHAM. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes. 

Mr. NEEDHAM. I wish to say to the gentleman that in 
various national parks of the country, for instance, the Y« 
ite, the Yellowstone, and other national parks, the polic 
the Government has been not to permit electric lines to ce 
them. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. This is not within the park at all. 
upon the road from Vicksburg out to the gates of the 
The Government owns the road. 

Mr. NEEDHAM. Why is this legislation necessary? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Because the: Government owns the ro 

Mr. NEEDHAM. And it is not intended that the ele 


Was it referred to the Secretary of Wa 


| railway shall enter the confines of the park itself? 


investi- | 


Mr. WILLIAMS. No. 

Mr. HULL. It will be entirely outside? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Entirely outside. 

Mr. MANN. Is any control reserved in this bill over the 1! 


| to be charged? 


Mr. WILLIAMS. Absolute control. 


man the exact language. 


I will read to the g¢ 


And provided further, That said electric railway shall be constru 
operated, and maintained according to plans and specifications to 
and approved by the Secretary of War, and under 
regulations as may ribed by him. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman think that language 
ficient to enable the Secretary of War to require a reaso! 
charge? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I think so. The language seems to 
sufficient, and the Secretary thinks so. 

The question was taken; and two-thirds voting in the 


he pres 
ve pl SC 


COMMITTEE ON EXPENDITURES IN THE DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULi 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con 
for the present consideration of the resolution which I send to 


the Clerk’s desk. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Expenditures in the Depart 
of Agriculture is hereby authorized to sit during the recess of 
Congress. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

DONATING GUN CARRIAGE TO RIPLEY, TENN. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass House joint resolution (H. J. Res. 160) authoriz 
the Secretary of War to furnish a certain gun carriage to the 
mayor of the city of Ripley, Lauderdale County, Tenn. 

The Clerk read the joint resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, ete., That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby 
thorized to deliver to the mayor of the city of Ripley, Laude 
County, Tenn., if the same can be done without detriment to the | 
service, one 10-inch carriage for Rodman gun now at New York 
senal, Governors Island, New York Harbor, the same to be used 
the mounting thereon of a 10-inch columbiad cannon recovered 
the ruins of Fort Pillow, Lauderdale County, Tenn., by the said mu 
pal corporation of Ripley and the county of Lauderdale, Tenn., ac 
through their respective agents and officers, to be used and mount 
a monument in the court-house yard or on the publie square in 
town of Ripley: Provided, That the donation shall be without exp 
to the United States. 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

There was no demand for a second. 

The question was taken; and two-thirds having voted 
favor thereof, the rules were suspended and the bill was pass 

BBIDGE ACROSS TUG FORK OF SANDY RIVER. 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I move to : 
pend the rules and pass the bill (H. R. 19312) to authorize 
Mingo-Martin Coal Land Company to construct a bridge ac 
Tug Fork of Big Sandy River at or near the mouth of Wolf 
Creek. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


’ and for 2 feet i side of the 
proper state of repair thereafter: And provided further, 
said electric railway shall be constructed, operated, and main- 


‘Ss in 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Mingo-Martin Coal Land Company, ° 
corporation organized under the laws of West Virginia, its successors 
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ns, be, and they are hereby, authorized to construct, maintain, in accordance with the provisions of the act entitled “An act 
‘ate a railroad and foot bridge and approaches thereto across | the construction of brid reg over navicable waters.” approved M 
= DI 


Fork of Big Sandy River at or near Wolf Creek, in the State | 23. 1906. 




























ky, in accordance, with the provisions of the act entitled “An | Sec. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act 
ilate the construction of bridges over navigable waters,” ap- | expressly reserved. 
Mareh 23, 1906. | va ‘ . a . ‘ . 
; . . 1 } i SPT sR + ere o] tion ft ha rese 
hat the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby Sa SPEAKER. Is there objection to the pres ; 
reserved. tion of the bill? 
PEAKER. Is a second demanded? | ‘There was no objection. 
s no demand for a second. rhe bill was ordered to be engrossed, and read a t dt 
uestion was taken; and two-thirds having voted in favor | 2nd it was read the third time, and p: d. 
the rules were suspended and the bill was passed. RIDGE OVER THE OHIO } 
JOSE MARTIN CALVO, OF COSTA RICA. . 
a ainsi ; ; ; sa : Mr. GRAHAM. Mr. Speaker, I move to susnend the rules and 
ULL. Mr. Speaker, I am authorized by the Committee pass the bill (H. R. 19566) “to ai ai al : 
wy Affairs » 7 WaT d the rules : 1 pass Sen- | 7. S the Dil (i. Kh. 1ov60) , . . F 
ry s w Sus) ul t le ru ao ane pass a Co! pany to « wtruct a bri ( t oO R 
resol . 66) authorizing the Secretary of committee amendments 
iy ‘tion at the Military Academy at West The Clerk read the bill. as fol] 
e ‘ . . . il i nm 1 4h i >» as I i 
José ilyo, of Costa Rica. Re it : 
oY lution, as follows: ee ath lh 
,.etc., Tl the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, au- | its i I » and 
» permit Mr. José Martin Calvo, of Costa Rica, to receive | § 
at the Military Academy at West Point: Provided, That | the Ohio 1 : 1 | 
s | be ca d to the United States thereby: And provided | ' ign » a pol : i 
in the < if the said José Martin Calvo the provisions | fv i ( { 
1320 and 1321 of the Revised Statutes shall be suspended. | ' C A ( 
ARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. act to regul he construction of 
LL. I ask unanimous consent that a second be con- | approved March 23, 1 ‘ 
as ». That t I to alter, 
( i € ly re V 
: “ ; dd 
uri. Mr. Speaker, I want to say to the — © ; 
re was an agreement sometime ago that == s : 
ut off - 
v of no such agreement. 
Missouri. My understanding is that the gen- ) ( 
‘one who suggested it. | S I 
I think the gentleman from Missouri is mis- | ryles and pass the bill (H. R. 20119) t 
rhis is simply the ordinary courtesy that has never | of Oslo. Marshall Coun \ ad 
to South American republic. The only contest | the Red River of the Nor hich I send to 
nown was in regard to the admission of Chinese | to have read 
9 r ny The Clerk read as follows 
i hut out? : Re, i ais 3 
T - / t enacted, « oo if >. ( 
out unless Congress by | o; cat unier the tawe of the State-ef 
LN I think what the gentleman from Missouri has River f tl iat aka ae “in said 2 
i a : - tiver of the North at ¢ it s ) 
3 a bill that passed the House the other day that cut off | the state of North D: : 
of any government to send its students here withont | act entitled “An act t 
sent ngress in each case, either cadets to West | salle waters,” approv » 1K 
SE 4 i tne ri A 3 
] to t l y Academy. qunvensie venerved 
‘ 4pm oe saw © —_ _ ma os . . — 
LARK of Missouri. I knew there was some kind of an The SPEAKER. Is a second demand f After 
rey ma — No second having been demanded, the question is on 
ULL. They have no absolute rights here unless the the rules and passing the bill 
. . . i i Maw alilh t t Alies al . 
i eae > ane . thin ’ The question “was taken; and, two-thirds | 
iQTIOT was alran * 7C)- ala wine > ; e . ne : iat 
ion wa aken; and, two-thirds having voted in favor thereof, the rules were suspended and the bill w 





the rules were suspended and the bill was passed. 
UNIVERSITY PREPARATORY SCHOOL, TERRI : ( 
BRIDGE ACROSS COLDWATER RIVER, MISSISSIPPI. 


Mr. McGUIRE. Mr. Speake 1 
HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I move to} and pass the bill (H. R. 17186) granting t 
the rules and pass the bill (H. R. 20097) to authorize | Oklahoma, for the use and benefit of the 1 versity 


| of supervisors of Coahoma County, Miss., to construct | School of the Territory of Oklahoma od 
across Coldwater River. No. 26 north of range No. 1 west of the Indian 1 l 





read the bill, as follows: County, Okla., which I send to the desk and k 1 
ted, etc., That the board of supervisors of Coahoma County, The Clerk read { 
} ind they are hereby, authorized to construct, maintain, and ] t enact Tha ll of ) 
lrawbridge and approaches thereto across the Coldwater | ,,, f ‘1 ¥ f 
n the point wher d river intersects the dividing line | Ox 19 ° 11 pt 
} ‘ i+ ‘ infu i 1 : : : . . : ' 
! ty and Quitman County, in the State of Missis- | ¢,,. 1 pi 
. 2 ‘ . Aw, i i ~ 
1 the provisions of the act entitled “An act to Ter ae a ae , Y ‘a 
i { n of bridges over navigable waters,” approved | , F ie * ithe 1 of said ) 
a ae ° . c 7 , rid 1 I 
Phat the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby | 
SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? S 
was no demand for a second. ell and 
iestion was taken; and two-thirds having voted in favor : it said 


the rules were suspended and the bill was passed. 
iE ACROSS THE MONONGAHELA RIVER IN THE STATE OF a ona am anil 
PENNSYLVANIA. f ty P ratory School for t 

DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for | * « > That the to the present tens } 
sent consideration of the bill (H. R. 19850) “ to authorize | board for school lands of the ‘I Me 








fonongahela Connecting Railroad Company to construct a : oe . 
. e . - y i t { 
across the Monongahela River in the State of Penn- 1 of » boar ‘ i 
By S I ] nterested f } ! 3 f 
. . wa) i proven ts « ] } 
bill was read, as follows: ba andl sine ted cial 
t y, it i \ } ore 1 
t enacted, etc., That the Monong la Connecting Railroad Com- | able e th f, and the d 
corporation organized under » ls f the State of Pennsyl- | of i ime when such ap} ! 
ts successors and assigns, be, and they are hereby, authorized | in a ispicuous place on 
truct, maintain, and operate a bridge and approaches thereto | take an oath fail d I 





the Monongahela River at Pittsburg, from a point on the north | the said lessees on said 
etween Hazlewood avenue and the Glenwood highway bri to | and 1 make report of 

on the south shore in the township of Baldwin or the tov hip | governor of the Territory of Okla 
r St. Clair, in Allegheny County, in the State of Pennsylvania, ' regents of said University P1 
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the amount so fixed to the treasurer of the Territor 
the use of such lessees and have immediate 
Provided further, That if either the board of regents of said Univer- 
sity l’reparatory School or said lessees shall feel themselves aggrieved 
by the vs alt iation of such appraisers they may, within thirty days from 
the filing of such report with the governor of the Territory, appeal to 
the district court of said county by filing notice with the governor of 
said Territory and filing a bond to be approved by the governor, con- 
ditioned that such person or said board of regents will prosecute such 
ppeal to effect and without unnecessary delay, and pay all costs and 

gm ‘nts that may be awarded against them in said proceeding. And 
ernor of said Territory shall immediately cause a copy of the 

ie ition of said board and the appointment and oath and report of 

id appre aisers, together with the bond aforesaid, to be filed with the 
‘ cian of the district court of said Kay County, whereupon the question 
of the amount of damages sustained by such lessees shall be tried de 
novo by a jury: And provided further, That the board of regents of 
said University Preparatory School are hereby vested with full author- 
ity on behalf of said Territory to settle and adjust the difference be- 
tween said University Preparatory School and the lessees of such 
Jands and make such settlements as the board of regents may deem 
just and proper: And provided further, That when said Territory shall 
become a State the governor of said State shall be the successor of the 

rnor of said Territory under the provision of this act. 


The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second, and ask unani- 
mous consent that a second may be considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois demands a sec- 
ond, and asks unanimous consent tbat a second may be consid- 
ered as ordered. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none, and the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. Mc- 
GvUIRE] is entitled to twenty minutes, and the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. MANN] is entitled to twenty minutes. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second for the purpose 
of having a brief explanation of this bill. 

Mr. McGUIRE. Mr. Speaker, this bill relates to section 33 of 
lands of Oklahoma reserved by the Federal Government for pub- 
lic buildings for the future State of Oklahoma. 
adjacent to the city of Tonkawa. At that city is located the 
University of Oklahoma. The school is badly in 
additional land. When we become a State this land 
| not be granted to this institution, for the reason that it is 
reserved here ws a specific purpose. This bill is indorsed by the 
governor of ‘lahoma, the Territorial secretary, the chairman 
of the school ia ind board of Oklahoma, and the Secretary of the 
Interior, and is reported here by the committee. 

Mr. MANN. What does this bill do? 

Mr. McGUIRE. It gives to the Preparatory 
Oklahoma for school purposes a section of land adjacent to the 
land now owned by the institution. It simply donates it for 
school purposes, 

Mr. MANN. This is in addition to the other land which has 
been donated for school purposes? 

Mr. McGUIRE. Yes; this is in addition to the land donated 
for school purposes in Oklahoma. 

Mr. MANN. 
ally for land for school purposes in the new State? 

Mr. McGUIRE. No; the admission bill does not. 
the land reserved in Oklahoma was abundant. 
tions for school purposes were sufficient. 

Mr. MANN. What is the value of this land? 

Mr. McGUIRE. I only give this by way of general informa- 
tion, but i think it is probably twelve or fifteen thousand dol- 
lars. The real purpose of it is to give additional land for 
campus purposes for the institution. 

Mr. MANN. Devotes the whole section, 

Mr. McGUIRE. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. ‘That is a large 

Mr. McGUIRE. Yes; it is 
‘ampus purpo and that in 
c2zinpus purposes will be sold 
institution. 

Mr. MANN. Will this be a State university? 

Mr. McGUIRE. This is now a preparatory university. 

ldition to this there is a university proper. 
» preparatory university. 

MANN. Will it be maintained by the State of Oklahoma? 
McGUIRE. Yes. 
r. MANN. Who maintains it now? 

Mr. McGUIRE. The Territory of Oklahoma. 

Mr. MANN. Out of the public treasury? 

Mr. McGUIRE. Yes; out of the funds of the Territory. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. BEAL]. 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask one or 
two questions of the gentleman from Oklahoma. I understood 
the gentleman to say that it would not’ be possible after the 
Territory of Oklahoma becomes a State for that State to make 
this disposition of those lands. 

Mr. McGUIRE. That is what I said. 


of Oklahoma for 
ossession of said lands: 


See 
Preparatory 
ne “(| of 


coul 


Formerly 
The two sec- 


does it? 


amount for campus purposes. 

more than they will need for 
excess of what is needed for 
and the proceeds given to the 


ses, 
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This land lies | 


| KXLEPPER] 
| Department three separate and distinct bills, of which this bill 


University of | serous thing for Congress to do aftée having once donated this 





Does not the admission bill provide very liber- | 


| self whether these trust funds should be tampered with. 
This will be a | 


JUNE 19, 


Mr. BEALL of Texas. Is the gentleman sure that tint jg 
correct? Why would it not be possible? 

Mr. McGUIRE. I feel very confident of it as a propositiog 
of law. . 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. Why wouldn't it be possible, with this 
land in the control of the State of Oklahoma, for that State to 
make whatever disposition it might desire to make with resject 
to this land? 

Mr. McGUIRE. This land was given for a specifie purpose, 
and as long as the Government controls the Territory it can 
control this; but it is my judgment that if the land is given 
to the Territory for a specific purpose it must be used for that 
purpose after we become a State. That is simply my jude. 
ment as a matter of law. 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. For the information of the House, 
Mr. Speaker, I desire to say this, that the gentleman from Okla- 
homa [Mr. McGuire] has introduced a number of bills having 
the same general purpose that this bill has—that is, to divert 
a section or quarter section of land from the purposes for which 
it was originally intended and devoting that land to some other 
and different purpose. And I notice this, Mr. Speaker, that in 
every one of these bills the quarter section of land that is pro- 
posed to be donated to some.purpose other than that for which 
it was originally intended is a very valuable quarter section of 
land. In this case it is an entire section of land located ye 
near a thriving town, and its value is rapidly increasin; 


There are several bills here like this proposing to take quarter 
sections of land now belonging to the school fund of Oklahoma 
and devoting them to the educational interests of particular 


towns in that Territory. In some of these instances the quarter 


ry 


| sections of land are worth thirty or forty thousand dollars, 


Now, Mr. Speaker, when this matter was in the hands of the 
subcommittee, of which the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
was chairman, there were referred down to the 
was and the r 


one, recommendation or report of the Depar im = 


| upon each one of those bills was to the effect that if Okla 
| was to be admitted to statehood at this session of etn 


then it ought to be left to the people of Oklahoma to determine 
whether or not they want any juggling with these trust funds. 
I consider it, Mr. Speaker, a very dangerous precedent. 
While it may have been established in the past, it is a very dan- 


land to such purposes 
Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Mr. BEALL of Texas. Yes, sir. 
Mr. MANN. I understood the gentleman from Oklahoma to 


| state that this land was not included in the land which would 
| belong to the State of Oklahoma 


was not included in the land 
set apart for educational purposes. 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. It is land donated by Congress to the 
publie-building fund of the Territory of Oklahoma, and when 
Oklahoma comes in as a State, in my judgment, Oklahoma will 
have the right to control not only the building-fund land, but 
the university land, the land for public school purposes, all the 
land in the State of Oklahoma, unless specially forbidden to 
do so. I do not believe that the gentleman from Oklahom 
correct in his contention that when Oklahoma comes in as 4 
State she comes in gagged and tied and bound, without the 
right and without the power to dispose of her lands as she sees 
fit to do. In fact, in the act admitting Oklahoma to statehood 
there is this provision: 


a is 


That section 33 and all lands heretofore selected in lieu thereof 
° * for charitable and penal institutions and public buildings 
shall be apportioned and disposed of as the legislature of said State 
may prescribe. 

The Department said that if Oklahoma was to come in as a State, 
then Oklahoma should be given the right to determine for her- 
Now, 
Mr. Speaker, here are lands that have been solemnly set apart 
by Congress for a particular purpose, which purpose has heen 
confirmed by the recent statehood act, and now these bills pro- 
pose to divert these lands from purposes for which they were 
originally intended and to dedicate them to different purposes. 
A few days ago this Territory was admitted to statehood. 
Within a very few months’ time all the machinery of her 
ernment will be in operation. If the million and a half people 
of Oklahoma, after they have secured statehood, then desire to 
tamper with these trust funds, upon them rests, where it should 
rest, the responsibility for doing so; but I do not believe that 
this House now, with the meager information that it has be- 
fore it, with its membership having no special interest in the 
matter, ought to take away from the people of Oklahoma tlie 
right to do with these lands as they may want to do with them 
after they have secured the right to statehood. [Applause | 


croy- 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
‘ pired. 

Mr. MANN. : 
epeate the State of Oklahoma. These are lands which will be- 

« to the new State, set apart heretofore for a particular pur- 


matter. 
nart 640 acres for a campus for a preparatory school in that 
rritory at present. Let the State express its wish. It may 
the State will want to use this land for the purpose for 


Mr. Speaker, we have just passed the bill to | 


If the State of Oklahoma desires to haye that land used | 
- some other purpose, let the State signify its desire in the | 
There certainly can be no need of haste in setting | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





! 
The time of the gentleman has | 


hich it was originally designed instead of transferring it for | 


campus. 
no need of this ground for a campus. If this preparatory 
hool shall make use of the ground, it will be for other pur- 
ses, Whether that will be for the purpose of sale in order to 


se money, we are not informed, but it seems to me the gen- | 


Of course everyone in the House knows that there | 


ian from Oklahoma ought to be willing to let the new State | 


express its desire after it has organized, as to whether it wishes 
; land to be used for one purpose in preference to another 
I can understand how the people in charge of the 
school may want to get the additional land, but that is not our 
rn. It ought to be left to the new State’s officials to de- 
ne their wish, and if then they need any action of Con- 
it is easily procured after the State speaks. 
». SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules and 
ng the bill. 
he question was taken; and in the opinion of the Chair, two 
is having voted in favor thereof, the rules were suspended 
i the bill was passed. 
McGUIRE. Mr. Speaker, I am a little afraid that the 
g emen do not understand the purpose of this bill. Not 
does the school desire the land and believe it to be an 
equitable proposition, but the people of Oklahoma fully under- 
stand the bill. It has been indorsed by the press of Oklahoma ; 
has been indorsed by the governor of Oklahoma; it has been 
‘sed by the school-land board of Oklahoma, and it seems 
that it is a fair and equitable proposition. In addition 
this donation is for educational purposes, and the 
ount of land set apart for building purposes in that Terri- 
is immense in quantity. We will not need it for building 


Ose, 


+ e 
{ 
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this purpose, and it is indorsed by those who are on the 
ground and are most conversant with the situation. 
Mr. BEALL of Texas. Would the gentleman yield for a ques- 


Mr. McGUIRE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. Near what town is this land—Ton- 
a? 

Mr. McGUIRE. 

Mr. BEALL of 

Mr. McGUIRE. 


Tonkawa. 
Texas. How large is the town? 
About 3,000 inhabitants. 
Mr. BEALL of Texas. How far is this from the town? 
Mr. McGUIRE. The institution? 
r. BEALL of Texas. Yes. 
ir. McGUIRE. It is adjacent to the city. 
ir. BEALL of Texas. This land is adjacent to a town of 
ut 3,000 people? 
‘ir. MeGUIRE. Yes, sir. As I understand it, a part of it 
adjacent to the town and part adjacent to the holdings of 
this institution. 
Mr. BEALL of Texas. What do you think is 
ie of this section of land? 
Mr. McGUIRE. 
twelve thousand or fifteen thousand dedlars, if sold in a body, 
if this bill should pass and the land should be platted and 
ld in smaller quantities for town-lot purposes, it would bring 
bably three times that much; so you have increased the 
lue of this land for educational purposes if this bill passes. 
Mr. BEALL of Texas. In other words, it is located 


a reasonable 


close 


That institution is in need of this land at this time | 


The value of this land, I am advised, would 


enough to the town to be platted into lots and sold in that way? | 


Mr. McGUIRE. 
Mi 


It is. 
. BEALL of Texas. 
' campus purposes? 
Mr. McGUIRE. 
university desire. 
anyway. 
Mr. BEALL of Texas. That would leave about 600 acres? 

Mr. McGUIRE. About 600 acres. 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. That you want to divert from the 


purpose for which it was intended and use it for a different 
purpose. 


How much of this land do you want 


I have not heard them say. 


‘rag 
eles, 
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I do not know just what the regents of the | 


~) = sé a 
S73% 
Mr. McGUIRE. I dor 
derstand. 
Mr. BEALL of Texas. That will leave about 600 acres that 
you intend to sell and use for a purpose different from that 
originally intended. 
Mr. McGUIRE. 


I beg the gentleman’s pardon. yt un- 


The gentleman is correct. 


Mr. BEALL of Texas. How many bills of this kind have 
you pending before Congress now diverting lands from one 
purpose to another? 

Mr. McGUIRE. I have introduced two bills that have been 
reported from the committee that I will press, one for the 
preparatory university and one for the university proper. 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. How many bills that you want 
pressed ? 

Mr. McGUIRE. Two. 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. Chandler? 

Mr. McGUIRE. Chandler and Shawnee. 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. And Enid? 

Mr. McGUIRE. Enid has not been reported from the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. I mean that have not been reported. 

Mr. McGUIRE. I do not think that I have introduced an 


for Enid. In order that the House may understand the pur 






posé of the gentleman’s interrogatories, I will say th there 
are a number of sections of land adja¢ to cities of this } 
and there has been something of a pressure where the cities 
could not build schools by reason of the fact that the could 
not vote to exceed 4 per cent under the Federal law, and t 
have been driven almost to exasperation b ise in } f 
the cities the children are out of school. So | l 
few other bills of this kind for this re " 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Is that in Indian Territory‘ 

Mr. McGUIRE. Oklahoma. We are under what is kn n 
as the “Harrison Act,” and for that reason we e¢an not \ 
to exceed the 4 per cent, and we have not been le { struc 
school buildings. That is the reason I introduced other bills 
of this character, and while I take the ) n tl \ re 
meritorious I am not pressing them at this t 

Mr. JAMES. Will you offer the other two bill t the n t 
session? . 

Mr. McGUIRE. I do not know. 

Mr. JAMES. You are compromising by lucing » at 
this session? 

Mr. McGUIRE. The gentleman can e¢all it anything 1 
sires—compromise or not. 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. Let me ask the gentleman anotl 
question. If Congress permits the diversion of land dedicated 
to one purpose to another purpose in the Oklal a, W 
can not the same thing be done in respect to At 1 and Ne 

| Mexico? 
Mr. McGUIRE. I do not see why it can a. e 1 
| taken the position it can not. It is absolutely in the hands 

Congress that it can do with it just as it pleases That is 
true. If it is a wise thing, I do not see why it should not | 
wise thing for New Mexico and Arizona. 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. Then it is likely to occur 
quently in the future? 

Mr. McGUIRE. No; I think not. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on susp 
the rules and passing the bill. 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were yes 95, noes 47. 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 124, 
noes 58. 

So, two-thirds having voted in favor thereof, the rules wer 
suspended and the bill was passed. 

DAMS BETWEEN ST. PAUL AND MINNEAPOLIS, M 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the 
rules and take from the Speaker’s table the bill S. 6451 and 
pass the same. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That a commission is hereby created to examine 
and report to the Secretary of War, for transmission to < 
cerning the use of the surplus water which shall not be needed for the 


Probably 40 | 


oe 


purposes of navigation flowing over the dams now under « “uct 
by the United States in the Mississippi River between the citi of 
Paul and Minneapolis, Minn. 


That such commission shall be composed of one o r of t ( 
of Engineers of the United States Army, one officer of the ¢ 
master’s Department of the United States Army, both of whom s 
designated by the Secretary of War, and one official of the 
Department, who shall be an expert in electrical engi g, W s 


lke designated by the Secretary of the Treasury. 
Sec. 2. That this commission shall examine and report 
lowing propositions: 
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here will be any surplus water flowing over said 
{ for the purposes of navigation which might be avail- 
unical or commercial power. 
her such power, or any part thereof, could be eco- 
* furnishing the light and power now needed or 
Ly be needed in the buildings and property of the 
Paul, Minneapolis, and Fort Snelling, Minn., and, 
what proportion or amount of the available 
d by the United States or disposed of in any 
» of the United States. 
r to said c iission feasible and economical 
t use or di e of such 
ommissi 
r such use or disposition, and an estimate of the cost 
ed States. 
said commi 
the Sec 


s after the pas 


of War, and shall transmit said report 
age of this act. 
<EER pro tempore (Mr. OLMSTED). Is a second de- 
being demanded, in the opinion of the Chair two- 
ed in favor thereof, the bill was taken from 
c table and passed. 
IRTON of Ohio. 
language, lie on the table. 
» obje ‘tion. 


ical in 


VEMENTS AT THE EXPENSE OF PERSONS. ~ 
io. Mr, Speaker, I move to suspend the 
H. R. 20266. 

as follows: 


ntitled “An act authorizing the con- 
<ded in connection with works of 

the expense of persons, companies, or 
3, 1906, be amended so as to read as 


person, company, or corporation, m ipal or 
ertake to secure any land or easement therein, needed 
é rk of river and harbor improvement duly au- 
purpose of conveying the same to the 
for the purpose of constructing, 
use in connection therewith, 
ason to obtain the same by purchase and acquire a 
the Secretary of War may, in his discretion, cause 
nstituted in the name of the United States for the 
mnation ef said land or easement, and it shall 
ttorney-General of the United States to institut 
ings upon the request of the Secretary of 
it all expenses of said proceedings and any award 
thereunder shall be paid by the said person, company, 
ich payment the Secretary of War may re- 

‘ation to execute a proper bond 


r corm 
o i ‘ 
‘em necessary before said proceedings are 


cost, or 
g dams for 


t of May 16, 1906, be, and the same is hereby, 


Is a second demanded? 
12 opinion of the Chair two- 
suspended 


» tempore. 
emat 


favor ther 


a 2 } 
ied, in ti 


the rules were 


IMMUNITY FROM PROSECUTION. 
[ITTLEFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I 


ke from the 


move to suspend the 
striking 


u thereof the amendment which I send 


rue intent and meaning of parts of the 


e 


lation to testimony before the Interstate | 


orth, approved February 
stablish the Department il 
14, 1903, and an act entitled “An 
with foreign nations id among 
1903, and an act entitled “A 
ive, executive, and judicis 
1 year ending June 30, 


February 25, 1903. 


11, 1893, 


’ approved 


it under the immunity provisions in the act 

to testimony before the Interstate Com- 
rth, approv 

to establi 

iry 14, 1903, and 

i foreign 


nd in 


nations and among 
: the act entitled 
zislative, executive, and judicial ex- 
year ending June 30, 1904, and 

25, 1903, immunity shall be 

3 a witness on the part of 

zed by any of said statutes, 

na produces releyant evidence. 


“ond demanded? 


* with 


a sec 


! ask unanimous consent that a second 
may be cons red rdered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? [After 
a pause.] The Chair hears none. The gentleman from Maine 
is entitled to twenty minutes and the gentleman from Illinois 
to the same. 
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ion shall meet at such time and place as | 


I move that House bill 171388, which | 


main- | 
and shall | 


eaker’s table the bill 8S. 5769, and pass | 


out all after the enacting | 


| sist 


of Commerce | 


proved February 11, 1893, in section | 
1 the Department of Commerce | 
in the act entitled “An | 
the | 
“An act | 


JUNE 19, 


I have just a word only to say. 1 


is 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. 
is a Senate bill. 

Mr. MANN. I hope the gentleman will explain it. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The Senate bill is a draft made by 
Department of Justice for the purpose of establishing a def 
standard under which immunity will be granted witnes 
The amendment is the same bill, reported unanimously f; 
the Judiciary Committee on the part of the House, with : 


power or any part | Changes of phraseology, which in our judgment more adegu: 


yn shall report a plan or plans, with terms | 


accomplishes the result. Our amendment practically de/ 


| the circumstances under which immunity would be era 


As, first: That when the witness testifies on the part of 
Government on oath; and, second, when he produces evid 
under a subpeena duces tecum—that is, documentary evicd 
or otherwise, which in our judgment is more accurate 


| scientific than the provision contained in the Senate bill. 


two bills intend to accomplish precisely the same purp 
but we believe ours is the more adequate. It is the unani: 
report of the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will permit, as I unders 
it, the law as construed by Judge Humphrey—and his 
struction probably went beyond the construction that would he 
made by the Supreme Court—anyone who gives any inforn 
at all is immune from prosecution. Now, the original : 
state-commerce act, as amended by the act of 1893—that is the 
act as I rememher—was intended to provide such an ord 
that the Commission might obtain information both from 
road companies and from shippers so as to ascertain why 
or not the law was being observed or violated. And it 
very common thing with the Commission to obtain inforn 
not by calling people as witnesses, but by sending their rep 
sentatives to the railroad offices and examining the books; 
in the rate bill which we expect will become a law it is provide 
that the inspectors shall have the right to examine the | 
of the railroad companies. Now, it is perfectly plain, | 
it—I should like the gentleman’s judgment on that—tha 
can net forcibly examine the books of the railroad company 
unless the persons who produce the books for examination are 
given immunity from prosecution. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The gentleman is perfectly right about 
that. 


Mr. MANN. Now, if we pass a law providing that nobody 


| Shall have immunity from prosecution unless called as a wit- 


ness, how are we going to obtain our information before we 
mence our prosecution? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. There is no trouble at all, so far as th 
Interstate Commerce Commission is concerned, or the Depart- 
ment of Commerce and Labor, or the Commissioner of Corpora- 
tions. Each of them has power to summon witnesses, although 
no case is pending. They have the power under the statute to 
compel the attendance of witnesses. Of course, if they make a: 
inquiry, and the party inquired of does not see fit to t 
unless he is formally summoned and gives testimony on osth, 
would establish a legal standard that would protect him 
place the Government in a position where they would | 
what they were doing. He would have a perfect right 
on that formality being observed. Now, the Attor 
General is of the opinion that under the existing condit 
immunity is granted under a great many circumstances w! 
neither party perhaps expected any such result to follow. 
make no criticism whatever upon the decision of the judge !) 
Chicago, but the Attorney-General is very firmly of the opi! 
that the Department of Justice is bound te be very se 


| embarrassed in the enforcement of this legislation unless 


definite and specific gfandard is established by Congress. 
Perhaps I ought to say that, in my judgment, the legislati 
upon which Judge Humphrey largely based his ruling 
not the act relating to interstate commerce, under whic! 
Interstate Commerce Commission acts, nor the act creating 
Bureau of Corporations, under which the Commissioner of ‘ 
porations acts, but probably the resolution appropriating $: 
000, which contained a very broad and loosely drawn provi 
in relation to immunity. I am not authorized to say upon Ww 
the judge based his decision; but having read what he 
say, it is rather my judgment that he was controlled in 
conclusion very largely by the language contained in that 


| propriation, which was, in my judgment, very much bro 


than is found in the interstate-commerce act or in the 
creating the Department of Commerce and Labor. 

Now, I can see no practical difficulty. The Attorney-Gen 
sees none. The Interstate Commerce Commission, as I unc 
stand it, does not apprehend any, and the Commissioner 
Corporations does not apprehend any, provided we have t 
definite legal standard, so that the Government shall know wi 
it confers immunity, and so that the people who give tls 
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ony or appear in court or produce written evidence shall | 


when they 

it is a very 
souT HARD. 
1 in this bi il? 


LITTL 





the act 
Lit 


wanNitT 
nunity. 


ndard under 


vat the im 
won Fo the 1 
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PACKER, 


ary evidence 


iid an inve 
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7 ) ces? 
LI’ cri nF [LELD. 
sh th: t result. 
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1 our bill, and 


ut that, 
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worse one, 


in investigation of 
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tance, 


{ e Commis 
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e ought to be. 
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CRUMPACKER 


] \ where 


amend 
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MANN. 


this 


Mr. 


ry ago, 


are entitled to immunity. 
une 


FIELD. 
is granted first in 
creating the Dey 
id te Bureau of 
of 1,000 for the purpose of enforcing the antitrust 
are the three bases of 
Now, 
v hich 
frying can appeal. 


unity 
nited States? 


in pursu: 
tigation by 
of a ubp na 
( witness 
1 furnish re 

in the meanin 


since the 
amenal 
and if this 


ommissioner 
immunity. 
UMPACKER. 


‘KER. 
is very 


one evil 


not a party, 
f the United States, 
are 
g¢ the use of 
inst a witness in a criminal prosecution. 


these st 
erce Commis 


tment 


i 
> 
\. 


Tae 
Aulil 


tances to saauetes post-offic e il ispector 
ith men under indik it 
- 


Government 


sHETELD. 


» that practice has been 
LITTLEFIELD. 
ment is | 
ment of Just 
Speaker, 
ition granting immunity was an act passed nearly half a | 
providing that persons 
ution who testified before committees of Congress. 


Under existing con- 
and doubtful proposition. 
what conditions is immunity 


ertain 
Under 

This does not grant any 
the 
artment 
Corp orations, and, 


immunity. 
interstate-commerce act, 
of Commerce and La- 
thirdly, in the appro- 


the 
this act sin 


the immunity is 


legislation undertaking 
defines what is the 
granted and to 


py 


W il the gentleman allow a question or 


Certainly. 
I gather from the reading of the sub- 
applies only where a witness testi- 
Yes; that is the intention. 
In obedience to a subpeena or furnishes 
\ a duces tecum. 
the Bureau of Cor- 
by him or a summons by 
to come before him and give testi- 
rds be testimony on behalf of the 
¢ of the substitute which the 


‘e of a SUuDpceEH 


i 
the Chief of 


The committee beli 
I will say frankly 
to members of 


eve that it would 
to the gentleman that 
the committee since we 
Senate passed the bill which is 
nent, that there might be 
amendment is adopted and the mat- 





some anes- 


ference it is proposed to work it out so that the 


of Corporations will be the 


Of course it also includes all kinds of 
Yes: it is so intended. 

And it ought to be made broad enough 
apt to be the case where we under 
that we perhaps inadvertently create 


the question before the Intersta 
the suit by a private individual, 
as to illegal or unjust regul the 
the testimony given there is not 
and yet it is compulsory. 
provisions in the interstate-commerce 
any testimony that a witness may 
If there is 


te 
in a 


ations, 


We do not intend that any person shall 
munity to a witness except the G 

States or some officer acting in behalf 
if this bill does not cover that, that 
so that any witness suin- 
Governt rent in any criminal prose- 
atutes, or summoned by the Inter- 
although a case may not be pend 
pending—or by the C 
ed by him under authority 
ses will be entitled to 


conference, 


sion, 


ommissioner 
r) 


given him 
immunity when 


pulsion. 


Well, that may be the purpose, and I 


fore the bill becomes a law it will be safe 
1. I hope it wil il. 


a ; know, as a 
of the De 


r of fact, 
partment “ Justice 
to make 
ne that if they 
be prosecuted. 


matt that 


tment for cri 
they shall not 


That is a different proposition from 


That is another question, 

ereatly abused. 

I imagine that may be so. i will say 

roader than the bill originally drawn 
ice. 


I know; but 


if I remember correctly, the first 
immune from 


Sub- 


should be 





sequently that was enlarged to provide immunity to th who 
testified in United States courts in behalf of the Gover t 
| After the Interstate Commerce Commission was established. 
i888, it was ascertained that the Commission could no 

the testiz ony, because under the lay f « 1. 

the law as it will stand after the r hill 
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nor for railroad of ls and for per 





















in 1S03 4 gress pas la law 1 I who 
testified, who should give ; oa 
n ] be s CCT i 
a Ine +} l by 7 
Cc ‘ress passed the { 
prosecutions. The 
should not be } 1 f 
then we provided 
prosecuted for : r t | 
that act the Inte: . ( 
with considerable « ' | 
people and shi \ ’ 
Justice, smarting wm > ti } ! ‘ . 
before Judge Hump , hot illing 
cising the prerogative of every d i ! 
court of “cussing” the « t ) 
the court, but to ¢] ge the lav it L ¢ ! 
It is a change which will p: t the | { 
mission from obtaining testimony to ¢ : 
will soon become a law 
Now, the Bureau of Corp tio was ¢ ] 
to call witnesses. The Com ioné ( 
exercised the power given to him to 
proceed a under the law ; 
under, he w l h ve had » 
Chicago, but he thought he knew 1 ( 
he should proceed, and started u anot! 
tended or provided, and the « I a | 
de om that the court held e ] 
the President that it is « ( i 
Ci retielscmeigor ge Rv ated t l . 
But this, now, is tor au I y] } g 
to this Commission. This bill 4 v 
which the Interstate Co1 ( l | j 
ferreting out the viclations of law, . 1 , bill no 
one is immune unless called \ 
your inspector to inspect the books if e 
no right to compel a wit 
unless you grant him ih ul 7 l 
are seeking to increase our ] ¢ l 
companies, on the other har ‘ ) 
do that, and I predict that if this 1 
be three years before the get an { » J 
FIELD], either in this bo ‘ ! 
buil ¢, is fathering and fay W 
power which he is now taking 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I 
that _ amendmet t may be < n J 
eee tempore (M 
amendment will 
as no objection; and tl ( c ted 
EFIELD. Mr. § 
y to the House t! 
from Illinois [Mr. MANN | is 1 
sequences f this rislation ] 
upon a discussion of th 
trials in Chicago. I don’t ! 
to either censure or ap] e. F I 
ther was some ¢ rt f 
ul the u ! 
I that l here f f 
Aitorney-Ge 1 IS al 11 
aquest Dut ti t > I 
m have h iy A i ly l j 
the | rhe f ¢ { 
pl 1" volved s tl 
io t ‘ssary legislation, I dor ndet 1 to 
| e any of his fanctions ar ! ) 
do not t understand that the Int » ( I 
have any feeling of disturbance upon that ground 
Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, \ t i 
yield? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gent! 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Certainly. 
Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Does the gentk f I Qe 


[ Mr. 


LATTLEFIELD] entertain any doubt whatever that ber tl 





8740 


Chief of the Bureau of Corporations or the agents of the Inter- 
Commerce Commission may go into an office or the offices 





state 
oO 
authority 
to the care kers of those books or to the persons 
who made the entries in the books? 
LITPLEFIELD. I doubt very much under the existing 
whether they would have authority to go in at all if the 
‘poratiol The law confers upon the Commissioner 
of Corporations authority to issue subpcenas and compel the pro- 
Cuction of books. I doubt very much, if the people object, 
authority at all without com- 


the 


tal 


i munity 


. 4 
is object. 


whether the Bureau has any such 
pulsory process. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I am asking the question upon 

» assumption that there was no objection. Now, then, if the 

cers I have named secure those books by a subpcena duces 
tecum in a proper proceeding, will the immunity extend to any 
other than the person to whom the subpcena was directed? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Certainly not. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. The corporation will 
granted immunity? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Not the slightest in the world. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Nor any of its officers or 
agents? 

. LITTLEFIELD. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of 
uught in the books. 
Mr. 
simply 


know 


Atr 


Not the slightest. 


LI 
PI Kansas. Except 


alone the one 


to ha 
l when it 

who is getting immunity may know when he is entitled to it. 

It never cught to be left to the infirmity, to put it no stronger, 

f the human recollection as to whether a man is or is not 

entitled to immunity, or whether he has or has not made a 

itement that bars the Government from prosecuting him for 

‘ommission of a crime. The Department of Justice insists 

] hey can have this definite standard, the adminis- 

ie criminal law is substantially and dangerously 

sed, and may in many instances be absolutely de- 

* the House, under these circumstances, wants to 

the amendment, the committee, so far as they are 

have not the slightest earthly concern in it. It 

m the Judiciary Committee with an absolutely unani- 

it, every man on the committee believing that it is 

ary in order to have a due administration of the criminal 


ss Tt 
] 
i 


CAMPBELL of Kansas. I have read very carefully the 
bill and the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
ir. LITTLEFIELD] as a committee amendment, and I see 

difference between the two. Will the gentleman 
between the two? About the only dis- 

in the two measures is that the Senate bill pro- 
testifies under oath he shall be granted 

House provision provides that he 

proceeding, having been subcenaed. 

No. Here is the one great distinction: 

‘xtends it only to a natural person, who, in 

subpoena, testifies or produces evidence. The 

bill nds it to a natural person who, as a witness 
the part of the Government, ete. Under 

Commerce upon the application of either 

issues subpoenas, so that with the Senate bill, although 

i ot so intend it, the defendant might in 

ypoena, and call whoever it liked 

‘m immunity, and thus defeat the 

the Government cought to have the power to say whether 
or shall not be granted. That is the view of 

mittee and that is the great distinction between 


difference 


‘e one 


} 


Commission, 


come 
or a sul 
} 


as 


* OAT 


and ri } 
1 ana five tie 
1 


Kansas. I appreciate the differen 


nee 

onunittee amendment and am heartily 

f i] rou provision, 
LITTLEFIELD. 
ith Dakota [ Mr. 


ARTIN. 


> in 


in 


MARTIN |. 


ntly have not heard what has 
but I certainly hope that the 


1 +s 
t ails 


before 


vhich is now the 

1 I have sor 
ills—the one that fre 
on the House Calendar—bu 


from Maine [Mr. 


comes 
is 


LITTLEFIELD] will at least bring the matter 


into conference and solve the queztion to the satisfaction of | 
The | 


all. The necessity for this legislation is very apparent. 
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corporations, if no objection is made, and examine books under | 
they now have under the law, without granting | 


not be | 


who 
And the purpose of this legislation is | 


ve a definite legal record, so that the Government | 
is giving immunity and so that the party | 


must 


the law the Inter- 


and | 
a witness 
law. 


I yield five minutes now to the genile- | 


I have been out of the room for | 


House will pass without opposi- | 
:¢ doubt as to the relative merits of the two | 
m the Senate and the one which 
t the suggestion of the gentleman | 
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| - 
| their efforts to interpret our immunity statutes, Judge Iam 
phrey, in the celebrated beef-trust case, as it is known, holding 
to a liberal construction in the interest of the packers {hat 
is an innovation upon the law, to say the very least. It is 
| greater protection to the defendant under the statute than he 
| could have had under the Constitution before the statute. 4 
| different view has been taken by at least two other judges 
of circuit courts since, and it is therefore very proper that 
| Congress should make a legislative interpretation of the inten. 
tion of Congress in relation to these immunity provisions. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I eall for the question, Mr. Speaker, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is upon suspend. 
| ing the rules, taking the bill from the Speaker's table, and pags. 
ing the same as proposed to be amended. 

The question was taken; and two thirds having voted jp 


| favor thereof, the rules were suspended and the bill was passe, 


—— 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message from the President of the United States, hy 
BARNES, one of his secretaries, announced that the Presi 
| of the United States had approved and signed bills and 
| resghitions of the following titles: 

vOn June 11: 
| H.R.239. An act relating to liability of common carriers jn 
| the District of Columbia and Territories and common carriers 


Mr, 


lent 


joint 


engaged in commerce between the States and foreign nations to 
their employees ; 

H. R.11543: An act to correct the military record of Benja- 
min F. Graham ; 

H.R. 15917. An act to remove the order of dismissal from the 
| military record of Robert W. Liggett; 

H. R. 18502. An act to empower the Secretary of War, under 
eertain restrictions, to authorize the construction, extension, 
and maintenance of wharves, piers, and other structures on 
lands underlying harbor areas and navigable streams and bodies 
of waters in or surrounding Porto Rico and the islands adja- 
cept thereto; 

ls H. J. Res. 118. Joint resolution accepting the recession by 
| the State of California of the Yosemite Valley grant and 
Mariposa Big Tree Gri and including the same, tegether 
with fractional sections 5 and 6, township 5 south, range 22 
east, Mount Diablo meridian, California, within the meies and 
bounds of the Yosemite National Park, and changing the 
boundaries thereof ; 

H. J. Res. 170. Joint resolution to supply a deficiency in the 
appropriation for assistant custodians and janitors of public 
buildings; and 

H. R. 4546. An act ceding to the city of Canon City, Colo 
certain lands for park purposes. 

H. R. 14897. An act making appropriation for the support of 
the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1907. 

On June 12: 

H. R. 1982. An act granting a pension to Ada Collins: 

H.R.5911. An act granting a pension to Edward D. Li 
wood, alias George E. McDaniel; 

H. R. 6120. An act granting a pension to Harriet M. Sm 
ers ; 

H. 

H. 

H. 

ii. 

H. 

li. 

iH. 
liams; 

H.R. 

H.R. 
Tilton; 

H. R. 18034. 
gomery ; 

H. R. 18052. An 
nard Breighner: 

li, R. 18426. An 
away; 

H. R. 18460. An act granting a pension to Benjamin F. Tudor; 

H. R. 18966, An act granting a pension to John W. Ward; 

H. R. 19005. An act granting a pension to Gideon M. burriss; 

H. R. 612. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Kohler; 

Hi. R. 1034. An act granting an increase of pension to Jol 
Logan ; 

H.R.1178. An act granting an increase of pension to Herman 
3uckthal ; 

H.R. 1247. An act granting an increase of pension to C0- 


+1 


” 


a) 
) 


K- 
th. 
ith 


. 6533. An 

. 6878. An 

. 138824. An 
. 14678. An 
. 16272. An 
. 16595. An 
. 16918. An 


act granting a pension to Horace Salter; 

act granting a pension to Lucy Brown; 

act granting a pension to Noah Myers; 

act granting a pension to James A. Boggs; 
act granting a pension to William D. Willis; 
act granting a pension to James R. Hicks: 
act iting a pension to Matilda J. Wil- 


a ee ee oe 


fren eed fered feed peed fem feared 


orar 
pics 


17340. 
17940. 


An 
An 


act granting a pension to Julia Walz; 
act granting a pension to Rhetta Florence 


An act granting a pension to Mary A. Mont- 


act granting a pension to John Lewis Ber- 


act granting a pension to Elizabeth Hath- 


circuit courts of the United States are in direct opposition in | lumbus Botts; 








1906. 


H. R. 14388. An 
YT. Smith; 
I. R. 1614. 
. Lynch; 
H. R. 1650. 
Watkins ; 
H. R. 1786. 
A. Walker ; 
H. R. 1788. 
C. Christy ; 
H. R. 2092. 
lin M. Hill; 


An 
An 
An 
An 


An 


H. R. 22387. An 
Pool; 

H. R. 2247. An 
Sanspeur ; 


H. R. 2265. An 
Van Scoter; 
H. R. 2785. An 
J ynge ; 
H. R. 324 


Anderson ; 


2 
we 


An 


H. R. 3351. An 
King ; 

H. R. 3488. An 
T. Olds; 

H. R. 3495. An 
I] rower: 

H. R. 3572. An 


L. Riley; 

H. R. 3588. 
H. Riggin ; 
H: R. 4161, 
Beatty 5 

H. R. 4241. 
B. Coleman ; 

H. R. 4597. 
Ellison ; 

Hf. R. 4715. 
Whiting; 

is 1956. 
C. Bryant: 

H. R. 5040. 
Montgomery ; 

LH. R. 5660, 
( hubb: 


An 


.4 An 
An 
An 


An 


1> 
iy. 


An 
An 


An 


Hi. R. 6059. An 
Hanes: 

H. R. 6205. An 
Engler ; 


H. R. 6208, 
Conner: 
H. R. 6422. 
Van Slyke; 
H. R. 6505. 
apman : 
H. R. 6596. 
Huffman ; 
H. R. 6774. 
Platt; 
H. R. 7147. 
Rothrock ; 
H. R. 7244. An 
pher S. Guthrie; 
H. R. 7402. An 
Todd; 
H. R. 7535. An 
Moore; 
H. R. 7836. An 
ander G. Patton; 
Hi. R. 8155. An 
I. Seelye; 
H. R. 8232. 
M. Jared; 
H. R. 8722. 
M. Lee; 
H. R. 8736. An 
Maxham; 
H. R. 8795. An 
A. A. Gardner ; 
H.R. 8817. An 
M. Latham; 
*H. R. 8852. An 
erick W. Clark ; 


An 
D. 
An 
An 
(‘} 
An 
An 


An 


M. 


An 


An 


M. 
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act granting an increase of pension to Oliver 


act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
act granting an increase of pension to Frank 


corr’ 
s+ 


act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
act granting an increase of pension to William 


act granting an increase of pension to Frank- 


act granting an increase of pension to Martin | 


act granting an increase of pension to Anthony 
act granting an increase of pension to Hudson 
act granting an increase of pension to Margaret 


act granting an increase of pension to John H. 


act granting an increase of pension to George 
act granting an increase of pension to Egbert 


act 


oer ¢« 


granting an increase of pension to Charles 


act granting an increase of pension to William 


act granting an increase of pension to William 


act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
act granting an increase of pension to David 
act granting an increase of pension to Martin 


act granting an increase of pension to John H. 
act granting an increase of pension to James 


act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 


act granting an increase of pension to Henry 


act granting an increase of pension to Elias 
act granting an increase of pension to Lucy E. 


act granting an increase of pension to William 


act granting an increase of pension to Anthony 
act granting an increase of pension to Mary C. 
act granting an increase of pension to Alex O. 
act granting an increase of pension to John 
act granting an increase of pension to Bronson 
act granting an increase of pension to Christo- 
act granting an increase of pension to Edwin 
act granting an increase of pension to John L. 
act granting an increase of pension to Alex- 
act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
act granting an increase of pension to James 
act granting an increase of pension to Arthur 
act granting an increase of pension to Lowell 


act granting an increase of pension to Orrin 


act granting an increase of pension to Calvin | 


act granting an increase of pension to Fred- 


H. R. 9243. 
A. Barnard; 


An 


act granting 


an increase of pension to Joseph 


H. R. 9531. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza 
Rogers; 

H. R. 9609. An act granting an increase of pension to Jesse 
M. Auchmuty; 

H. R. 9828. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Broughton ; 

H. R. 9844. An act granting an increase of pension to Joln 


J. Erick; 
H. R. 9862. 
Warren; 


An 
B. 


act granting 


H. R. 10794. An act granting 


Schultz ; 
H. R. 10828. An 
Lennon: 


H. R. 10865. An 


| ander Caldwell; 


H. R. 11057. An 


J. Post: 
H. R. 11152. An 
dore S. Currier; 


H. R. 11161. 
Aaron; 
H. R. 11260. 
Van Camp; 
H. R. 11457. 
Van Matre; 
H. R. 11855. 


An 
An 
H. 
An 


An 


| Ann Shelly; 


H. R. 12184. An 
Sprauer ; 


H. R. 12330. An 
A. Van Derslice 
H. R. 12336. An 


garet A. Montgon 
H. R. 12418. An 
Crandall: 
H. R. 12879. 
rine Myers; 
H. R. 12971. 
thew H. 
H. R. L20G69, 
ismond ; 
H. R. 18149. 
Martin; 
H. R. 13443. An 
Hammontree ; 
H. R. 13594. An 
than Snook: 
H. R. 13993. 
Watson: 

H. R. 14264. 
Eversole ; 
H. R. 14661. 

B. Bussell; 

H. R. 14702. 
tian Schlosser; 
H. R. 14729. 

Ford; 
H. R. 15056. An 
Ramsey ; 


. 
An 


An 


An 


S. 


An 


E. 


An 
An 
H. 
An 
An 


An 


H. R. 15104. An: 


E. Owens: 
H. R. 15126. 
Trabue: 
H. R. 15288. An 
min F. Finical; 

H. R. 15613. An 
W. Combs: 

H. R. 16005. 
kiah J. 

H. R. 160738. 
Ginther ; 

H. R. 16109. 
Cline ; 

H.R. 
Dixon; 

H. R. 16441. An 


An 
K. 


An 
An 
An 


16252. 


An 


J. Goode: 

H. R. 16492. An 
M. Logan; 

H. R. 16496, An 
Dailey ; 


Reynolds ; 


act granting an increase of pe 


act 


Brandon; 


granting 


an ir 


ier 


increase 


an 


of pension t 


ease of pension to William 


o Jacob 


nsion to Michael 


an increase of pension to Alex- 
act granting an increase of pension to Lewis 
act granting an increase of pe on to Theo- 
act granting an increase of pen 1 to Michael 
act granting an increase of pension to James 
act granting an increase of pension to Cyrus 
act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
act granting an increase of pension to Hester 
act granting an increase of pe on to Mar- 
1ery ; 
act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
act granting an increase of pension to Catha- 
act granting an increase of pension to Mat- 
act granting an increase of pension to Friend 
act granting an increase of pension to Ida I 
act granting an increase of | nm to James 
ict granting an increase of p 1 to Jona- 
act granting an increase of pe n to Joseph 
act granting an increase of ] » John 
act granting an increase of px to John 
aet granting an increase of pe! m to ¢ S 
act granting an increase of pension to David 
act granting an increase of pension to James 
ict granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
act granting an increase of pension to William 
act granting an increase of pension to Benja- 
act granting an increase of pension to William 
act granting an increase of pension to Heze- 
act granting an increase of pension to John 
act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
act granting an increase of pension to Adam 
act granting an increase of p¢ to Joseph 


act granting an increase of 


act granting an increase of pensior 
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granting an increase of pension to Mary H. R. 18182. An act granting an increase of pension to Johy 
W. Blanchard; 
1 act granting an increase of pension to George H. R. 18184. An act granting an increase of pension to Jol 
ias Gorton; J. Howells; 
n % granting an incerase of pension to Van H. R. 18239. An act granting an increase of pension to Brya 
Brown; 
granting an increase of pension to William H. R. 18243. An granting an increase of pension to Jaco! 
S. Rickard ; 
granting an increase of pension to Dudley H.R. 18249. An granting an increase of pension to Hira 
| G. Hunt; 
| granting an increase of pension to Thomas H. R. 18262. An granting an increase of pension to Jol 
| H. Broadway ; 
granting an increase of pension to Orange | H.R. 18308. An act granting an increase of pension to C] 
Riggs ; 
granting an increase of pension to Isabel | H. R. 18310. An act granting an increase of pension to Vir; 
| A. Bayley ; 
granting an increase of pension to Elijah | H.R. 18319. An act granting an increase of pension to Newt: 
| Kinnison ; 
- granting an increase of pension to Jack- | H. R. 18355. An act granting an increase of pension to Rache] 
| A, Webster ; 
g an increase of pension to David H. R. 18356. An act granting an increase of pension to VWil- 
liam A. Custer ; 
ng an increase of pension to Daniel H. R. 18357. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam E. Starr; 
¢ an increase of pension to John H. R. 18367. An act granting an increase of pension to Jo 
Wilkinson ; 
1 an increase of pension to Newton | H. R. 18378. An act granting an increase of pension to Marth: 
A. Dunlap; 
374. An act granting an increase of pension to Isom TH. R. 18399. An act granting an increase of pension to Paul 
‘jikerson ; Bietry ; 
If. R. 17388. An act granting an increase of pension to Pat- H. R. 18400. An act granting an increase of pension to Elmira 
[cCarthy ; M. Gause ; 
granting an increase of pension to Mary |~ H.R. 18402. An act granting an increase of pension to Luc 
W. Powell; 
granting an increase of pension to William H.R. 18447. An act granting an increase of pension to Elija! 
G. Gould ; 
granting an increase of pension to James H. R. 18449. An act granting an increase of pension to Han: 
R. Jacobs; 
granting an increase of pension to Henry H. R. 18467. An act granting an increase of pension to Ru- 
dolph W. H. Swendt; 
- granting an increase of pension to John H. R. 18469. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
C. Dean; 
an increase of pension to Jacob H. R. 18486. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam F. Walker; 
‘ranting an increase of pension to Gardi- H. R. 18505. An act granting an increase of pension to M. 
Belle May; 
granting an incerase of pension to Alex- H. R. 18509. An act granting an increase of pension to Ellen 
L. Stone; 
granting an increase of pension to Jolin H. R. 18510. An act granting an increase of pension te Hu 
R. Rutledge; 
act granting an increase of pension to Bolivar H. R. 18524. An act granting an increase of pension to Julius 
Rector ; 
anting an increase of pension to Allen H. R. 18539. An act granting an increase of pension to Ang 
line R. Lomax; 
g an increase of pension to Eliza H. R. 18542. An act granting an increase of pension to Sar 
Ann Day; 
an increase of pension to Sallie H. R. 18551. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam D. Brown; 
g an increase of pension to Thomas H. R. 18560. An act granting an increase of pension to Jol 
Hamilton ; 
an increase of pension to Thomas H. R. 18572. An act granting an increase of pension to Al! 
manza M. Harrison; 
g an increase of pension to Andrew H. R. 18573. An act granting an increase of pension to Joli 
M. Quinton ; 
an increase of pension to Clarissa H. R. 18605. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Lawrence; 
y an increase of pension to Samuel H. R. 18627. An act granting an increase of pension to Eli: 
beth A. Anderson ; 
an increase of pension to Erastus H. R. 18628. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam E. Chambers ; 
increase of pension to John H. R. 18633. An act granting an increase of pension to Jen! 
F. Belding; 
nting an increase of pension to Wil- H. R. 18651. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliz 
beth Thomas; 
an increase of pension to Mary H. R. 18654. An act granting an increase of pension to Rob 
D. Gardner ; 
crease of pension to Eliza- H. R. 18655. An act granting an increase of pension to Lea 
| der Gilbert; 
n i rranting an increase of pension to John | H.R.18678. An act granting an increase of pension to Eyal 
. Lyle; | P. Hoover; 
Hi. R. 18106. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary H. R. 18696. An act granting an increase of pension to Louis 
Patterson ; | ©. Gibson; 
If. R. 18121. An act granting an increase of pension to John H. R. 18697. An act granting an increase of pension to Marth 
Jones; L. Beesley ; 








+ + 
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R. 18702. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward | and be admitted into the Union on an equal > Y , 
1 jme: original Stat 
; Rn. 18724. An act granting an increase of pension to Alfred | H.R.17983. An a ling f he ¢ f 
}on Kings Mountain rT ! 
rn. 18730. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- | victor; ned there ¢ ing tl of tl Rt yn 
Mahaffey ; ; on October 7, 1780, 1 the Am«¢ ‘ 
rm. 18746. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac H.R. 17881. An act pet { 1 na ross 
“< | the Cre Wing River b ( 1 ‘ I ind 
8747. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- | Cass, S$ if Minnesota; 
{ gate: | H. R. 264. An act making tlo : 
:. 18794. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- | and ular service for t f ( zg J ), 19073 
McRoy * and 
18795. An act granting an increase of pension to James H.R. 17663. An act extend the pi 3 t] of 
; March 3, 1901, to o f N v | ‘ l 
21. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza van ed at y time under tl ) l 
1erspoon ; LOU TOr € I nd « l 
322. An act granting an increase of pension to Sophie | On Ju 1S: 
| H.R 82. An act r t to Char HT. ¢ 
| 32. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph and ¢ I the 1 to 
5 : | Rive } | A \f t } 
; rR. 18887. An act granting an increase of pension to Alex- | to « ind tl ‘ 1 
' W. ¢ th; | telegray nd teleph 
s910. An act granting an increase of pension to Philo| H.R 50. An act to t! the 
; ) CAFCUAC _ Courts ' , 
» 18930. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza | ' in uw 
ssee at Chattan nd t 
3 19935. An act granting an increase of pension to Minna n -~ riet of Te see at G j 
a es; and 
18959. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert | An act granting an se ( ) \ 
R. 18976. An act granting an increase of pension to Nelson | Oni e189 : , 
Rees ee ye ee er 
act granting an increase of pension to Eliza- | “5 in the District of l 
\ } pr Ing ¢ yment ¢ 
| SALE ( I 
| act to extend the irrigation act to the State| Mr. JENKINS. Mr. §} I S ! 
0 S. and put upon its iss » th ) 
ime 13 en i“An act to ai is ‘“ 
J. Res. 172. Joint resolution to supply a deficiency in an ap- | of 1 T ed States, approved F« y 2 1S W l 
tion for the postal service; an 
if04. An act forbidding the importation, exportation, ! ‘ R pro te 7: ( the | 
in interstate commerce of falsely or spuriously | rhe Clerk read as fo 
i articles of merchandise made of gold or silver or their | 1 t etc., That t t F 
| for other purposes 7 ar meager > R 3 
R. 15692. An act granting a pension to Frank M. Dooley ; 7 | be lawful the « ( 
hk. 3005. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob | to ito market i sx 
’ er, ac] iS ae i 
I. it. 10895. An act granting an increase of pension to ling 
§ 1 Cundiff ; t to e 7 
R. 18828. An act granting an increase of pension to John = a ; 
i rroll ; attached under any pending « 
R. 16878. An act granting an increase of pension to James The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is a s 
8 Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I de 
Rt. 18116. An act granting an increase of pension to Green Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker. I ask w 3 « t 
— 5 second may be conside as ordered. 
R. 18135. An act granting an increase of pension to Bene- The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there : ‘ 
Sutter; and sause The Chair hears 1 . 
[. R. 18561. An act granting an increase of pension to Jona- ir. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I and a se 
Skeans, der to ask the gentleman a question. I do I 
On June 14: n to the bill, but I ] 
J. Res. 166. Joint resolution providing for payment for | In i883 there was a law passed by ¢ I \ 
ng the channel and anchorage basin between Ship Island | all the mineral lands in Ala be ‘ 
r and Gulfport, Miss., and for other purposes ; | the peo] not to have 
J. Res. 162. Joint resolution authorizing the construction | tion, but they wanted to h 
intenance of wharves, piers, and other structures in | That law is still on the s a | ; 
Michigan adjoining certain lands in Lake County, Ind. ; this land put where it i ‘ ‘ 
R.8410. An act to authorize the Charleston Light and’! were valuable lands, where t! ' l be I 
* Company to construct and maintain a dam across Goose | tion. Now, I would like to ask the ‘ze of } 
in Berkeley County, in the State of South Carolina; and | bill whether this bill if S 
ll. R. 17455. An act permitting the building of a dam across | tion of the statute in ref e to 
t Mississippi River at or near the village of Clearwater,| Mr. JENKINS. Well, I will » the n fi \la- 
ght County, Minn. | bama that I am not prepared to ; - aes L 
June 15: to the chairman of the Committee on Pub! L. 
it. 4478. An act to amend section 64 of the bankruptcy act; Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I will say, in answer to 
man from Alabama, that a bill has | 1 introduced t 
I. R. 16946. An act releasing the right, title, and interest of | a reexamination of those lands iw 
United States to the piece or parcel of land known as the | any, : not mineral. All mineral lands ] be 
rtel lot to the city of Monterey, Cal. and they were all classified as mineral. 1 
On June 16: duced by the gentleman’s colleague [Mr. Bur» 
H.R. 12707. An act to enable the people of Oklahoma and of | tion of another bill that he had seeking to 
t indian Territory to form a constitution and State govern- | land as is purely mineral for the use of the } 
it and be admitted into the Union on an equal footing with | State of Alabama, but that land 
original States; and to enable the people of New Mexico Mr. UNDERWOOD. It is for that r I l kx 




















and of Arizona to form a constitution and State government ' about this. 
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Mr. LACEY. ‘This bill would not affect that land in any way 
in the present condition of the land. The object ef this bill— 
and it is a departmental bill, prepared by the Department, and 
sent in and introduced at their request—is to amend existing 
Jaw as to disposal of these lands. They are little odds and 
ends here and there, generally islands or small tracts of land 
jn the bend of rivers in the Northwest, and this is simply a 
method of disposing of those isolated tracts of land. And this 
is to simplify or modify the disposal of those tracts of land. 
amendment suggested by the gentleman from Wisconsin 
was prepared by the committee and reported subsequently to 
the report upon the bill, providing that “nothing in this act 
shall defeat any vested right which is already attached under 
any pending entry or location.” Some. of those lands have al- 

ly been located and the entries have been held up. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I understand that; but does this pro- 
pose to sell homestead lands, too? 

Mr. LACEY. Less than a quarter section of land. Of course, 
all of this land could have been taken under the homestead 
law long ago, but has not been taken. 

UNDERWOOD. If there is more than one quarter sec- 





The 


Mr. 
tion lying contiguously, then this bill does not apply? 

Mr. LACEY. It does not. It is known as the 
tract” bill. 

Mr. PERKINS. 

Mr. LACEY. Yes. 

Mr. PERKINS. The gentleman says that the object of this 
bill is to simplify the selling of the land. I wish he would ex- 
plain to the House what changes it makes. Many of us are not 
familiar with the procedure, and we do not know what this bill 
s to. What is the law, and what will be the law after 
this bill is passed? 

Mr. LACEY. The act of 1895 was passed in order to pro- 
vide for the disposition of these little isolated tracts of land. 
The Secretary of the Interior, in his annual report, uses the fol- 
lowing language, which perhaps will answer the gentleman 
more clearly than a more elaborate statement from me: 

Prior to February 26, 1895, under section 2455, United States Revised 

ites, small isolated tracts of public land were, in the discretion of 
ommissioner of the General Land Office, after thirty days’ notice, 
public auction for not less than $1.25 per acre. The act of 
26, 1895 (28 Stat. L., 687), amended said section 2455 by 


» proviso: 
lands shall not become so isolated or disconnected until the 
hall have been subject to homestead entry for a period of three 
ter the surrounding land has been entered, filed upon, or sold 
‘rnment: Provided, That not more than 160 acres shall be 
anv one person.” 
result of this legislation has been to encourage speculation and 
ive the Government of considerable revenue, as such isolated tracts 
w often entered either as original entries or under soldiers’ addi- 
tional homestead rights to secure title to the land for uses other than 
agricultural. The simple remedy for these conditions is the repeal of 
the act of February 26, 1895. 
it had to be held open for three years for homestead 
f and in many cases entries were made colorably. The 
land is not adapted to homestead uses, and some of the lands 
lave water power connected with them, and they will be put 
up now and sold to the highest bidder at, public auction. This 
? 
i 
{ 
] 
i 


“ isolated- 


Will the gentleman yield for a question? 


Aaimount 


»* Gove 


Now, 


Niries, 


rovision, in the nature of an amendment, was intended to 
‘over some cases, however, where parties have entries on these 
ands, and it 


@ 4 


is not desired to disturb entries heretofore made 
if the entrymen have any vested right. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules and 
passing the bill. 

‘he question was taken; and, two-thirds having voted in 

vor thereof, the rules were suspended and the bill was passed. 
GRANTING CONDEMNED CANNON. 


Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and 
joint resolution (S. R. 47) granting condemned cannon 
statue to Governor Stevens T. Mason, of Michigan, as 
ded. 
» Clerk read as follows: 
sived, etc., That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and 
“i to deliver to the governor of the State of Michigan six bronze 
ass condemned cannon, to be used to make a life-size statue of 
ens T. Mason, late governor of Michigan: Provided, That the 
ernment shall be at no expense in connection with this gift. 
The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 
\ second not being demanded, the question was taken; and, 
two-thirds having voted in favor thereof, the rules were sus- 
pended and the joint resolution was passed. 


Mr. DENBY. 


pass the 


} 


NAMES OF VESSELS. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill (H. R. 17600) granting authority to change the 
names of certain sailing vessels. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


SAILING 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioner ef Navigation is hereby 
authorized and directed, upon application by the owners, to change the 
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names of the following sailing vessels: Iron bark Abby Palmer, ofj.: 
number 107429; steel ship Balclutha, official number 3882: iro); | 
Euterpe, official number 136801; iron bark Himalaya, official rumpey 
96501; iron bark Coalinga, official number 127343. ; 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second 
for the purpose of securing information. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I ask unanimous consent that a spcong 
may be considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 


There was no objection. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Are these all American ships? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. -They are all American ships, and this jg 
the condition: By the law of the country as it stands now 
upon the application to the Department of Commerce and Lahoy 
the name of a vessel taay be changed by order of the Co:nmis- 
sioner of Navigation without any act of Congress, unless there 
are incumbrances upon the vessels. 


sl 


i 

In this particular cece 
these five small vessels have a lot of almost unpronounca)le 
names, and they are also, all of them, more or less encumbered 
by mortgages. Both the mortgagees and mortgagors have ap- 
plied to have a change of names, so that they may conform them 
All partics are 
agreed to the proposition, and there is an unanimous report 
fro:n the committee in favor of the passage of the bill. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That is all the change it makes 
with reference to its status? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is all. It simply changes their 
names and retains the lien of the mortgage. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The question is on suspending the rules and 
passing the bill. 

The question was taken; and, two-thirds having voted in fayor 
thereof, the rules were suspended and the bill was passed. 

SCHOOL DISTRICT NO. 57, NEZ PERCES, IDAHO. 


Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill H. R. 15506 as amended by the committee. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby au- 
thorized and directed to cause patent to issue to school district No. 57, 
in the county of Nez Perces, State of Idaho, for the use and benefit of 
said district, for the following-described tract of land within said 
county, to wit: Commencing on the east line of the right of way of 
the Lapwai branch of the Northern Pacific Railroad where it crosses 
the section line between sections 2 and 11, of township 35 north, range 
4 west, of the Boise meridian, Idaho, marked by a stone 16 by 10 by 
8 inches, set 12 inches in the ground and marked by a cross on top, 
from which the corner to sections 2, 3, 10, and 11 bears south 89° 54’ 
W., 3,242 feet distant; thence running south 10° 25’ E. along the east 
line of said right of way, 13 chains 70 links to the north line of the 
county road to a cedar post set 3 feet in the ground; thence north 
80° E. along the north line of the county road to the east line of the 
former Fort Lapwai military reserve to a mound of rocks 2 feet high; 
thence north 26° W. along the east line of said former reserve to the 
line between sections 2 and 11, marked by a stone 15 by 10 by 10 
inches and set 10 inches in the ground and marked with cross cn top, 
from which corner to sections 1, 2, 11, and 12 bears north 89° 54’ E., 
26 chains distant; thence south 89° 54’ W., 317 feet to the place of 
beginning, containing 34 acres, more or less, and located on the north- 
west quarter of the northeast quarter of section 11, township 35 north, 
of range 4 west, Boise meridian. 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill authorizing the patenting 
of certain lands to school district No. 57, Nez Perces County, Idaho. 


The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

No second being demanded, in the opinion of the Chair two- 
thirds having voted in favor thereof, the rules were suspended 
and the bill was passed. 


PUBLIC HIGHWAY, FORT SHERMAN ABANDONED MILITARY 
VATION. 


Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill S. 3414. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That there is hereby granted to the county of 
Kootenai, State of Idaho, for a public highway, a strip as land lying 
on the east side of the abandoned Fort Sherman military reservation, 
in Idaho, designated by the official plat of ae as lots 1, 2, and 3 
of section 12, and lots 1, 2, and 3 of section 13, township 50 north, 
range 4 west, Boise meridian. The title to said land is hereby vested 
in the county of Kootenai aforesaid for the purpose as above speci- 
fied: Provided, That if the said county of Kootenai shall, at any 
time hereafter, abandon the lands above described and cease to use 
the same for said purposes, said above-described lands shall revert 
to the Government of the United States. 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? : 

No second being demanded, in the opinion of the Chair two- 
thirds having voted in favor thereof, the rules were suspended 


and the bill was passed. 
COINAGE SYSTEM IN THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I move to sus- 
pend the rules and pass the bill 8S. 6243. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That, with the approval of the President of the 
United States, the government of the Philippine Islands is hereby au 
thorized, whenever in its opinion such action is desirable, in order to 


RESER- 








1906. 


ry out the provisions of section 6 of the act approved March 2, 1903, 
titled “An act to establish a standard of value and to provide for a 
inage system in the Philippine Islands,’ to change the weight and 
ness of the silver coins authorized by said act, and may in its dis- 
etion provide a weight and fineness proportionately less for subsidiary 
coins than for the standard Philippine pesos, and may also in its dis- 
tion recoin any of the existing coins of the Philippine Islands at the 
w weight and fineness when such coins are received into the Treasury 
into the gold standard fund of the Philippine Islands: Provided, 
hat the weight and fineness of the silver peso to be coined in accord- 
,ce with the provisions of this section shall not be reduced below 700 
‘ts of pure silver to 300 of alloy. 


2. That section 8 of an act of Congress approved March 2 





Soc 


titled 


coinag 


an act 
Polle 


1903, 


» system in the Philippine Islands,” as amended by section 10 of 
approved February 6, 1905, is hereby further amended to read 


‘ 





ws 
Sre. 8. That the treasurer of the Philippine Islands is hereby au- 
orized, in his discretion, to receive at the treasury of the government 
the said islands or any of its branches deposits of the standard silver 
coins of #1 authorized by this act to be coined, in sums of not less 
than #20, Philippine currency, and to issue certificates therefor in de- 
minations of not less than P2 nor more than #500, and coin so de- 
ited shall be retained in the treasury and held for the payment of 
<yeh certificates on demand, and used for no other purpose. Such cer- 
tifieates shall be receivable for customs, taxes, and for all public dues in 
Philippine Islands, and when so received may be reissued, and when 
held by any banking association in said islands may be counted as a 
nart of its lawful reserve: Provided, That the treasurer of the Philip- 
pine Islands, with the approval of the governor-general, may substitute 
f any part of such silver pesos hereafter ene gold coin of the 
I nited States legally equivalent in value, and redeem the certificates 
pereafter issued in either silver pesos or such gold coin of equivalent 
‘ e at the option of the treasurer: Provided further, That the amount 
of gold coin held in such reserve shall not at any time exceed 60 per 
cent of the total amount of certificates outstanding.” 

The SPEAKER: Is a second demanded? 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I ask unanimous consent that a 
second may be considered as ordered. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. My purpose is to get some 
about the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to a second being consid- 
ered as ordered? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, the necessity for 
the passage of the bill is owing to the fact that the recent 
marked increase in the value of silver makes the bullion value 
of the Philippine peso greater than its face value, thus leading 
to the melting of the pesos and to their exportation as bullion. 
The House will remember that the Philippines have a gold 
standard, the unit of value being the American gold dollar. 


I 


information 


They also have a silver coinage, limited in volume, and under | 


the control of the Philippine government, the peso being coined 
attheratio of 32 to 1. The coinage act for the islands Congress 
passed three years ago, when silver was worth—that is, the silver 
in the American dollar—37 cents in gold. Since that time 
silver has increased in value a little over 45 per cent. When 
the law establishing the Philippine coinage was enacted by 
Congress, silver was at its lowest value as compared with gold. 
This low price of silver was attributable to several causes, 
among these that the United States had closed its mints against 
lver; that the Latin Union was coining subsidiary coinage out 


e 
Ot 


i great quantity of silver. 
for the metal except in India and the Orient. Since that time, 
as I said, there has been a very considerable and also a most 
unexpected rise in the value of silver. This is due in part to 
a largely increased demand for it in Manchuria, owing to the re- 
sult of the recent war between Russia and Japan, which gives to 
Japan practically the control of the commerce of that country ; 
also to the fact that India is establishing what is called an 
“ingot reserve ’ in silver in London. This bill proposes—— 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I want to ask the gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin if this is a unanimous report? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. It is not. There were two 
members of the Committee on Insular Affairs—the gentleman 
from Missouri, Judge Rucker, and the gentleman from North 
Carolina, Judge Pace—who said that while they would not agree 
to report the bill, they did not think that they would oppose it 
on the floor. 

Mr. HULL. What does the bill do? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I was about to come to that 
when the gentleman from Texas propounded his question. 

Owing to the rise in silver, the silver peso has become worth 
more as bullion than it is as money at the ratio of 32 to 1 at 
which it is now coined. The difficulty in the Philippines which 
has accrued from this is a very serious one. The bullion value 
heing more than the face value, certain persons in the islands 
took to melting the coin and exporting it as bullion. Thereupon 
the Philippine Commission passed a law prohibiting this from 
being done. But of course there is more or less of difficulty 
in strictly enforcing such a law in an archipelago like the 
Philippine Islands. As a remedy for all of this trouble, the 
pending bill proposes to confer upon the Philippine Govern- 


its 5-frane pieces, and that Germany had put on the market | 
Thus there was very little demand 
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| take their own course as bullion 
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ment power to fix a new ratio and to change the ratio to corres- 
pond with the development of events, but only upon the express 
condition that there shall be no modification or impairing in 
any way of the existing gold standard of value established by 
the act of March 2, 1903. 

The cost of recoinage, if any be necessary, will be paid by 
the seigniorage. 

The new coin would circulate at par, being redeemable, and 
also because the Mint would be closed by the Government 
against its free coinage. The House will see, however, that 


under present conditions there is the constant danger of the 
melting and exportation of which I have spoken. 
Mr. SCOTT. As a practical detail, how is it proposed to get 


hold of the coins so that they may be recoined? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. It is proposed by the bill to 
empower the Philippine government to change the standard of 
fineness, and thus keep the silver bullion in the peso worth less 
than 50 cents in gold, as it was when we passed the law three 
years ago. 

Mr. SCOTT. 
question. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. And also to prohibit the Philip- 
pine government from coining at a ratio below 700 parts of 
silver to 300 of alloy; in other words, seven-tenths fine. The 
coin is now nine-tenths fine. 

Mr. KEIFER. That is our standard to-day. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. That is our standard. 

Mr. SCOTT. I think the gentleman does not understand my 
question. What he has said does not answer it. My question 
was, How does the Government propose to get hold of the over- 
weight coins that are now in circulation in the Philippines and 
recoin them, or is it proposed simply to coin other bullion? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I will say to the gentleman that 
there are two or more courses open to the Philippine government 
in the event of the enactment of this bill into law. One would 
be to coin subsidiary coinage at a reduced rate, and let the pesos 
go out of the islands, perhaps. 
Or they could recoin the subsidiary at a reduced rate, and recoin 
pesos also at a reduced rate, but reduce the subsidiary coina 
more than the peso, so as to have a second bank or bulwark, so 
to speak, against a further increase in the value of silver bullion. 
They have these two alternatives, either one of which would 
make the new coinage perfectly safe and under the control of 
the government. On the other hand, if silver bullion should not 


I understand that, but that does not answer my 


r 
xe 


rise in value, they might not find it necessary to change the 
| weight or fineness of the coins. 
Mr. HINSHAW. ‘Then your bill proposes to cut down the 
value of the coin about two-tenths of its present face value? 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Yes. 

Mr. HINSHAW. It might occur that the peso would become 
more valuable than its face value. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Then the government can change 
it so as to make it a token coinage, just as it has before. 

Mr. HINSHAW. Then you would have in circulation a peso 
of seven-tenths and a peso nine-tenths fine at the same time. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. No; they would not coin one 
seven-tenths fine unless the one at the higher ratio was at par. 

Mr. HINSHAW. What would become of the nine-tenths fine? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. As the gentleman well knows, 
under such circumstances the more valuable coin always goes 
out of circulation. 

Mr. HINSHAW. Would it not be better to adopt the system 
of the United States, where we have a silver dollar worth 45, 
50, or 55 cents, as the case may be, and which would be continu- 
ously a token coin and never probably go above the value of the 
gold dollar? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. They would 
power under this law to keep the bullion value 
face value. 

Mr. PAYNE. 
able in gold? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Yes. 

Mr. PAYNE. So that they never depreciate in value? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. No. 

Mr. PAYNE. And the melting pot would take care of those 
that are worth more than the face? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Yes. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Does not the bill under consideration 
authorize the Philippine government to change the ratio with- 
out any limitation being fixed, excepting that the coin shall be 
at least seven-tenths fine? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Yes. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It does not limit the Philippine Com- 
mission in respect to the question of weight, but it does in 
respect to the question of fineness, and it is expected if a new 


at 


have complete 


less than the 


Under the law these token coins are redeem- 
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“1 the ratio shall be so fixed that there will be no 
umercial value of the coin being greater than 


But the 

veight as 
PACKER. 
‘th more as m than coin, 
he 50-cent gold piece. 
taken; and, two-thirds 
suspende 


peso with its 
the old peso. 
That makes 


bullic 


alloy will be the 


no difference unless the 


was having voted 


the rules were 

OF CERTAIN TOWNSHIPS IN BACA COUNTY, COLO. 
LOOKS of Colorado. Mr. 
{| pass the bill (H. R. 9348) providing for the re- 

tin townships of land in the county of Baca, 


read the bill, as follows: 


r ‘tary of the Interior be, 
a resurvey of 
in each of the ranges Nos. 41, 
, and 50 west of the sixth principal 
1e State of Colorado; and all rules and 
epartment requiring petitions from all 
* resurvey and agreement 

ese lands are concerned, 

- herein contained shall be so con- 
fide claim of any actual occupant 

ide further, That before 
appear to the Secretary of the 
of said lands is so inaccurate 
to survey the land, and only 
is so ii 


and he is 


made 


uth, 


are hereby 


D> 
2 7vul 
survey 

ne PY 


. curve 
survey 


i SPEAKER. Is a second 
CLARK of Missouri. 
BROOKS of Colora 
be considered as ordered. 
‘2 was no objection. 
CLARK of Missouri. 


demanded ? 
I demand a second. 


1 
lo. 


BROOKS of Colora lo. Mr. Speaker, this is a county 
in early days was thought to contain perhaps the least 
» lar ad in that section. Little attention was given to it, 
on ason the original survey was particularly de- 

a jong time it was comparatively unsettled. 

ntry where there were very few settlers. 
ve settlement movement began a few years ago 
und that much of the land was very good and adapt- 
Itivation, but in large sections absolutely no Gov- 
its existed, and to-day the surveyors have to 
miles to the State line between Kansas and Colo- 
between Colorado and New Mexico to get their ties. 
ndition is that is retarding the settlement and de- 
ent of ‘country very greatly. The evidence has been 
ae general of Colorado, to the General 


crys er 
SlaiZili 


the acti 


coil 


umel 


P Zé 
one 
the « 
the 
and 


1 to 
Office, 
ee of the resurvey - 

‘LARK of Missouri. Is this a unanimous report of the 
iittee? 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. 
Mr. CLARIX of Missouri. 
the! surveyed? 

\I . 


Colorado. 


Absolutely. 
How big a piece of ground is there 
BROOKS of A 
I think. 


LARK of Mis 


considerable area; some fifty 


souri. And the Government is to pay the 


es; but there is no appropria- 
The Government will simply survey 
year as the Interior Department or the 
the Land Office may determine. He 
sum out of the general fund of the 
urpose. 
Missouri. 
or under 


ROOKS of Colorado. Y 


d by this bill. 


one 
neral 


eertain 


of 


his r 
How 
the 


are the surveys going to be 
supervision 


1do. In both ways. That is to say, 
as the Commissioner may determine, 
are made by contract 
control of the surveyor-general of the 
val of the Commissioner of the Gen- 


; and, t 


suspe 


vo-thirds having voted in favor 
nded and the bill was passed. 
ECEIVERS OF PI 


BLIC MONEYS. 


peaker, I move to suspend the rules and 
ill . R. 11040) to authorize the receivers of public 

ys for land districts to deposit with the Treasurer of the 
ted Sta certain embraced in their accounts of un- 


“l fees and unofficial moneys, 


tes sums 


of the surveyor- | 


on public bids 


because they would | 


in | . 
1 and the bill was passed. | furnish a list showing the date when the money 


. | certificate of the register 
Speaker, I move to suspend | 


ee 


The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the receivers of public moneys for land a! 
tricts are hereby authorized, under the direction of the Commissioner 
the General Land Office, to deposit to the credit of the Treasurer 
the United States all unearned fees and unofficial moneys that } 
been carried upon the books of their respective offices for a period 
five years or more, which sums shall be covered into the Treasury 
warrant and carried to the credit of the parties from whom such’ 
or moneys were received, and into an appropriation account to 
denominated “ Outstanding liabilities.” 

Sec. 2. That at the time of making such deposit the receiver ; 
was paid to him or 
and residences of the parties; the 
amounts thereof, which list shall 
and receiver that the same is correct; 
unts are due and payable; that diligence has ben exercised 
return the same, and that the sums specified have remained unciai: 


his 
of 


predecessor ; the names 
the payments and the 


pury 
} . 
pear 
that ft 


am<¢ 


| for a period of five years or more. 


| “Moneys deposited by unknown 


the lands in town- | 


to abide | 


| of the Treasury Department, 


Sec. 3. That amounts that in a_ receiver's 
shall also be 
the credit of the Treasurer of the United States, 
list showing the amount and, if possible, the date of the recei; 
each item; which list shall bear the certificate of the register and 
ceiver that, after careful investigation, the ownership of said mor 
could not be determined, and that they have been reported in the 
earned fees and unofficial moneys accounts for five years or more. 
Sec. 4. That any-person or persons who shall have made paymen 
a receiver, or to his predecessor, and the money shall have been coy 
into the Treasury pursuant to section 1 or section 3 hereof, shall, 
presenting satisfactory evidence of such payment to the proper 


be entitled to have the same return 


appear 


accounts 
parties ” 


deposited 
accompanied 


| the settlement of an account and the issuing of a warrant in his fa 


any | 


| shall remain unclaimed in the Treasury for more than five year 
1accurate or obliterated | 


I ask unanimous consent that a | 


according to the practice in other cases of authorized and liquid 
claims against the United States: Provided, That when such 


+ I 


right to recover the same shall. be barred. 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

There was no demand for a second. 

The question was taken; and two-thirds having voted in favor 
thereof, the rules were suspended and the bill was passed. 


| WITHDRAWAL FROM ENTRY OF CERTAIN PUBLIC LANDS IN CHOUTEAU 


What is the necessity for this re- | 


COUNTY, MONT. 
Mr. DIXON of Montana. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend W 


| rules and pass the bill (H. R. 19916) withdrawing from e 


It | 
| in Chouteau 


certain public lands in Chouteau County, Mont., and leasing * thi 
same to the board of trustees of the Montana College of jak 
culture and Mechanic Arts. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the following-deseribed tract of land situat 


County, in the State of Montana, to wit, section 22, 
township 35 north, range 24 east, Montana meridian, be, and is here! 


| set apart and withdrawn from entry or settlement under the land Jaws 


of the United States, and is hereby leased, demised, and let unto t 
board of trustees of the Montana College of Agriculture and Mecha: 
Arts, situated at Bozeman, Mont., for and during the full period of ter 


| years from and after the approval of this act, for the purpose of main 


| experi 


aining thereon experiments in so-called dry-land farming and ot! 
mental farming operations connected with said institution: P 


vided, That this act shall not be construed to confer any right, legal or 


| equitable, upon the lessee herein named other than herein specifically 
| stated. 


to the Department of the Interior, and every- | 


The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 
There was no demand for a second. 
The question was taken; and two-thirds having voted in fayor 


| thereof, the rules were suspended and the bill was passed. 


| BRIDGE 


| the rules and pass the bill (S 


ACROSS MISSOURI RIVER IN BROADWATER AND GALLATIN 
COUNTIES, MONT. 

Mr. DIXON of Montana. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend 

. 5989) to authorize the construc- 

tion of a bridge across the Missouri River in Broadwater and 


| Gallatin counties, Mont., which I send to the desk and ask to 





| in accordance with the 


have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Chicago, Milwaukee and St. Paul Ra 
way Company, of Montana, its successors or assigns, be, and ar 
hereby, authorized, to construct, maintain, and operate a raiiro 
bridge and approaches thereto across the Missourl River at some co: 
— and practicable point within the limits of Broadwater Count 

r between Broadwater and Gallatin counties, in the State of Montane 
Ss of the act entitled “An act to reg 

rid 


late the construction of ges over navigable waters,” approved March 


792 


23, 1906. 


Sec. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is here), 
expressly reserved. 


The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? [After a pause.! 
No second being demanded, the question is on suspending tl 
rules and passing the Dill. 

The question was taken; and two-thirds having voted in favor 
thereof, the rules were suspended and the bil) was passed. 


BRIDGE ACROSS MISSOURI RIVER IN 
MONT. 
Mr. DIXON of Montana. Mr. Speaker, I eall up from the 
Speaker’s table the bill (S. 6234) to authorize the Chicago, Mil- 
waukee and St. Paul Railway Company, of Montana, to con 
struct a bridge across the Missouri River in Lawis and Clarke 
County, Mont. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Montana calls up from 


LEWIS AND CLARKE COUNTY, 
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‘ tneaker’s table the bill 8s. 6234, which the Clerk will } reason able depreciation on plant and property, and such 
| may be also directly and solely connect with 
* th | t 1 ’ 
piant ane } l ¢ I on 
Clerk read as follows: mit > and ] 7 . . P 
0? voted, etc., That the Chicago, Milwaukee and St. Paul Rail- rs nt at tl nect { 
of Monta its successors and assigns, be, and they are | ‘#ereol as above forth. 
{ to construct, maintain, and operate a railroad bridge |  *ourth. That such tease shall 
‘O xreto across the Missouri River, at some convenient | TeStrictions as t secretary of W 
icable point in Lewis and Clarke County, between the southern ef . That the person, compar 
yunty and the northern limit of township 11 north, | ®)a*' pay to the met f t I 
st, in the State of Montana, in accordance with the provi- cHan ¢ cents per ton for « ton ! 

the act entitled “An act to regulate the construction of bridges -“ this ; ce : t ( 

igable ’ approved March 23, 1906. pnited tat y 1 t 
) right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby eee 

: . . il y} : ‘ 

SPEAKER. The question is on the third reading of the | to examination and inspection } 
bill States Government desig 

uestion was taken; and the bill was ordered to be read | \y — aoc gy eee - : 

: i > to render null ! 





me, read the third time, and passed. visions this act. 
SPEAKER. Without objection, a similar bill on the Sec. 5. The failure of any lessee r t o of ¢ 











° ee Oo carry — he terme = 
re Calendar will lie on the table. vd ae aa the terms of 
. : of such | e by an) i 
was no obj« ction, and it was so ordered. Sec iry of War, oper te to rer | 
MEDALS FOR CERTAIN PERSONS. The SPEAKER. Is a second de nded 
ONYNGE. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules Mr. CLARK of i. Mr. § cr 24 
ss the bill (H. R. 16018) providing medals for certain but before loing ithout 1 st I 
with an amendment thereto, which I send to the desk | to Make a parlia jull 
to have read. The SPEAKER. rentleman ll state i 
rk read as follows: Mr. CLARK of Missouri. A few days ago this same ! v 
’ * . snocke oO ler SUSNHeE! iol of he 7 1 ww 
wcted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, knocked ut uncet —/ u nor sus d I wo : 
nd directed to procure a bronze medal, with suitable de- know how it comes back here again. 
presented to ea 7 ~ oe oo officers = pons gma The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the ¢ 
es of such as may be dead, who, having volunteered and en- | ayowor hae Seema heen : eet aa at a ; 
ler the calls of the President for the war with Spain, served newer to his 2 juiry that the 5" nor; Lf . M 
e term of their enlistment to help to suppress the Philippine | CRUMPACKER] informed the Chair that certain 
i, and who subsequently received an honorable discharge | have been agreed upon which he proposed to offer 
Ar 





iy of the United States, or who died prior to such dis- with this bill: but the fact that th 


2. That th e sum of $5,000 is hereby appropriated, out of any | Del 1d the rules on a former occasion or at some 
t Treasury of the United States no t otherwise appropriated, not bar a motion to suspend th 


ose of carrying this act into effe chance there may be amendments offered or tl ' = he 
SPEAKER. Is a second euneniae: {After a pause.] | jn a different . 


temper. 

N nd being demanded, the question is on suspending the Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. S| -Id 
nd passing the bill. Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 1 
juestion was taken; and two-thirds having voted in| that a nd may be considered as ordered. 


f thereof, the rules were suspended, and the bill was passed. The SPEAKER. Is there obiection? 


BATAN ISLAND MILITARY RESERVATION. Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I obj 




































‘ . wee The SPE .~ ER Thea cantleman frnr _ } — 
CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, I move te suspend the Phe SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri ¢ ts. J 
: . - ren mar Prony diana [Mr > rpa pe] na tt) ‘ — 
nd pass the bill (H. R. 172% 3) to authorize the leasing of | &' ntlen in ery eager ir. CRU} : id t ‘ 
' . s¥: “C) \lisson i | . ‘ > 1 weil) + . + r ninces 
t satan Island Military Reservation for coal-mining pur- | 1™O™ issour! (Mr. ( LARK] will take ir ] 
I vith amendments thereto, which I send to the desk and J louse divided ; ey le TeLers | rreud—aye so 
So ; 1c is refuses 
have read. So a second was refused. 
Clerk read as follows: PORT OF DELIVERY AT SALT LAKE CITY, UTAH. 
enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War_be, and he is hereby, Mr. HOWELL of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I me 1 re 
1 to lease the coal-mining rights in the Batan Island M litary the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
nm to any person, firm, company, or corporation organized |... the ; 
laws of the United States, or any State thereof, or of the from the further oe leration of the bill (S. 8263) ] 
} e government, which in his opinion shall be deemed responsible | act entitled “An act to establish a port of deliv t § 
ying out the provisions of said lease. ‘ . | City, Utah,” and - suspend the rules and pass the | 
That the term “mining rights” in the first section hereof I end the desk and ask : : ; 
deemed to include the use of all land included in and all natural send t @ Gesk and ask to! el 
I of the said Batan Island Military Reservation which may be | The Clerk read as follows: 
tor and consistent with the establishment = operation of Be it enacted. etc., That section 2 an act t 1 “AY ' 
and coaling station, and shall also include the right to take | taplish a por f del vy at Salt ‘ I . as 2 
water from the Cacraray Military Reservation. 1904. ie, and the same is here i to i 
That the said lease shall be granted after due advertisement “Src. 2. That there shall be a nted a 
bidding for same, and shall run for a period not exce _ 1< | reside at said port, whose salary shall be $1,500 | 
: Said lease shall be signed on behalf of the Governme f | all fees and < jesions of 
1 States by the Secretary of War thereof, and by such pee m aa SPEAKER es ; ; . 
on behalf of the company or corporation undertaking the rhe ¢ iu AIN 4A. 18 a Secoha Cena 
ent and operation of said coal mine, by the chief officer Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I de : 
ihereunto duly authorized by the stockholders and directors oi _Mr. HOWE € Utah. Mr. Speaker, I : Ss Col 
, and shall contain a! 10ong others the following provisions : : : 
. . . » j T : iv ~ | 
rhat all branches of the Government of the United St: ind mad may 
yernment of the Philippine Islands thereof shall be supplied LER Is t e { \ 
1 coal as they may desire laid on board ship at the harbor « C 
land, kn wn as Coal Harbor, at a price not to exceed 10 per =e a : > hat ' ' ’ 
: , : r ) LJ f Utah oo é 1 
e cost price of said coal, and any such lessee shall by such Mr. HOWELL of Utah. Mr. & 
obl ted at all times to have on hand a supply of coal sufficic nt | ary of the surveyor of the port at Salt 
ll orders of the Government of the United States, or of the Mr. PAYNE. Ob. 1! : 
it of the Philippine Islands, for coal, and all orders of either ’ ‘(DEAL : = 
. ili deat alae: aiaeke: ¥ 1] ior « , “der Poor the SPEAKER. Phe questi S ¢ - 
vernments for coal shall be filled prior to any order of, o1 : — i 
t with, any other party. pessing the bill. 
l. That the necessary wharves for receiving vessels of up t The au n was taken nd. 1 rds j 
lraft and for loading coal thereon shall be erected and main : . . as : s iad ae : 
. > ; - ° ¢ * there: © rules were susi } ad 1 he ly ead 
the company or corporation operating the said mine. favor thereof, the rues were susp 1 and t , 
d. That the items included in the caiculations of the cost of RMY AND NAVY UNION. 
il shall consist of all items of expense for labor necessary for ae ; 3 
ng the coal and for handling and loading the same on board Mr. PARKER. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the ru nd 
r the proper care and handling of machinery connected there pass joint resolution 31, relating to the bads of the At 
or the proper care and _mana rement of the interior workings | * < aaa “ee ; : ] : 
; . ; avy on, whic! send to the Clerk's 
mine and all machinery connected with the safe and econo and Navy Un -- vt : 
ration thereof, and for the proper upkeep of all exteri uild amendment to the title. 
ounds, and machinery incident to the operation of a ‘coal mine The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the joint lut 
ul-loading station; all items of expense for labor and material The C <a ee nile . 
. ad ‘ . +1 3. ¢ the Cler ead as follows: 
ed with the repairs of all machinery, rolling stock, buildings, rhe Clerk read as follow aa ae 
paratus necessary for the safe and economical upkeep of the Resolved, etc., That the joint resolution of May 1 
and its appurtenances and of the coal-loading apparatus and | at Large, page 583, be, and the same is here 
mut s 





’ shall not include the cost of new work for the extension | the name and title therein desc ribed fr oe 
t plant; all items of expense for supplies for the safe and econom Union of the United States” to “Ari 
| extraction of coal. and the maintenance of the offices, buildings, | States of America,” and that the org ition s l ’ 
1 machinery maintained, erected, or in use on the aforesaid reser- | all the rights and privileges confer ‘red | by and desct ij in said int 
vation; all items of general expense, such as taxes, insurance, and ! resolution of May 11, 1894. 
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The SPEAKER. Ilas this joint resolution been reported? 

Mr. PARKER. Yes, sir; it was reported to-day. We made 
no amendment to the bill, but simply changed the title. 

The SPEAKER. Is there a second demanded? 

A second not being demanded, the question was taken; and, 
two-thirds having voted in favor thereof, the rules were sus- 
pended and the joint resolution was passed. 


SUBSIDIARY SILVER COINAGE 


Mr. SOUTHARD. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 

d pass the bill (H. R. 8444) providing for the recoinage of 
abraded and uncurrent silver dollars into subsidiary coin. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it ena 1, etc., That for the purpose of increasing the subsidiary 

n to meet the constant and growing demand of the country for this 
cind of money, the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
horized to cause the recoinage of worn, abraded, and uncurrent silver 

lars, in amounts not exceeding $5,000,000 in any one year, into the 

ral denominations of subsidiary coin as they are required to supply 

» needs of the public for such coin, 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second, so 
as to get an explanation of the bill. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that a second may be considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 


We have what may be designated as “three kinds of coinage.” 


country has been in need of an increased quantity of subsidiary 
coin. From time to time provision has been made for an in- 


crease of this coin. In the act of March 14, 1900, there was a | 


provision for the increase of subsidiary coin, and again in the 


now exists, my recollection is, is about $113,000,000, and it is 
estimated that the country could use conveniently a great deal 
more than we now have in circulation and in the vaults of the 
Treasury. Almost always the stock of subsidiary coin in the 
‘Treasury is small, and during certain seasons of the year there 


is a great demand for this kind of coin. There is no way now | 


of materially increasing this subsidiary coin. Practically the 
only subsidiary coin that is now coined is the recoinage of 
abraded and uncurrent subsidiary coin as it is returned to the 
Treasury. There are now in the vaults of the Treasury some- 
thing like three or four million dollars of abraded, uncurrent, 
worn silver dollars, and it is proposed by the Secretary of the 
Treasury to increase the amount of subsidiary coin by the 
coinage of these silver dollars into subsidiary coin—halves, 
quarters, and dimes as they are needed. The bill provides 
that there shall be a limitation upon the amount of subsidiary 
coin which may be coined in any year, and the limit placed 
upon the amount by the bill is $5,000,000. Now, the Secretary 
of the Treasury, in his last report, in reference to this subject, 
uses this language: 


The stock of bullion purchased under the act of July 14, 1890, be- 


ime wholly exhausted during the past year. The coinage of silver | 


lollars is necessarily discontinued and no subsidiary silver coins are 
eing made, except by the recoinage of abraded and uncurrent coins of 
same denomination as they accumulate in the Treasury. It prob- 
will be necessary during the coming year to draw on some other 
pply of silver to meet the constant demand for these coins, and I 
d that the Secretary of the Treasury be authorized to cause 
nage of abraded and uncurrent silver dollars, in amounts not 
ng $5,000,000 per year, into the several denominations of sub- 
ins as they are required. 
abraded dollars, unfit for circulation, are accumulating, and 
‘ovision for their recoinage should be made. They can not be 
into dollars without a loss, which the Secretary of the Treas- 
‘t authorized to incur. As the subsidiary coins are of lighter 
tionate weight than the dollar pieces the latter may be con- 


into them without loss to the Treasury or to the circulation. | 
tl 


e enormous additions now being made to the country’s 
k by inage of gold, the objection sometimes suggested 

full legal-tender money 
conversion seems unimportant. 


of 


Mr. KEIFER. May I ask the gentleman a question there? | 
I would like to know by what rule the Treasury Department | 


determines that a dollar is abraded. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. So far as the subsidiary silver is con- 
cerned, I do not think there is any definite rule. In the man- 
ufacture of gold dollars and silver dollars and in the manu- 
facture of coin generally, there are what are called “limits of 
tolerance,’ and my understanding is that whenever dollars 
have become worn and abraded so that they are far from what 





would be reduced by such | 
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is known as the “limit of tolerance,” they are consid red 
worn and abraded to such an extent that they are uncy rent 
and unft for use. Sometimes they are worn in such a \ ag 
to be unrecognizable, except by a sort of common consent 
which seems to exist in the community and permits of {hejp 
circulation. 

Mr. KEIFER. Is the mere depreciation in weight, w: hout 
any reference to appearance or marking, a test? 

Mr. SOUTHARD. I do not understand that they make 
test, not as to silver dollars or fractional silver. 

Mr. JAMES. Is that a unanimous report of the committee? 

Mr. SOUTHARD. ‘This is not a unanimous report of the cop. 
mittee. There is a minority report filed, signed by four meinbergs 
of the committee—Mr. Gaines of Tennessee, Mr. Hargpwick, Mr, 
WALLACE, and Mr. Heriin. This minority report is founded 
upon this objection, that the coinage of this much of what js 
known as the coin of ultimate or final redemption would reduce 
the stock of full legal-tender money. It is founded upon that 
proposition. 

Mr. JAMES. Is it not true that it would be a curtailment of 
the legal-tender money? 

Mr. SOUTHARD. To that extent, yes. But the answer of 
the Secretary of the Treasury is that the reduction would be go 
slight as to be unimportant. Of course, there are two theories 
with reference to this question of money. ‘Those who believe in 


that a 


| the objection made by those who filed the minority report con- 


Mr. SOUTHARD. Mr. Speaker, this is a bill the purpose of | S02 Sof what 16 Knows’ ae Sie Sai ee 


which is to secure an increased quantity of subsidiary coin. | 


that the money in the country bears a sort of fixed and definite 
relation to the amount of property in the country. That if you 


: : : ; - | increase the amount of money of final redemption, you increase 
One is the coinage of gold and of silver dollars; the other is | y ; f 

sidiarv coinage . » COINAGE Vet} ¢ i]ver—halves se a 7 
sub idiary coinage, O1 the coinage of fractional silver halves, property—that is, the nominal value of the property. You 
quarters, and dimes; and the third kind is known as that of | 


‘minor coin ’—nickels and cents. For a very long time the | 


the price of commodities and you increase the value of the 


decrease the amount of money and you decrease prices. That, 
in a word, is the contention of those who profess to believe in 


| what is known as the “ quantitive theory of money.” 


There are others who contend that money is a mere tool, a 
mere instrument of exchange, and that it bears no fixed relation 


> NY a ‘ : ; - | to the amount of property. But in any event, as is pointed out 
act of March 3, 1903, and still the country suffers from a lack of | Pee : , 


this kind of money. The whole stock of subsidiary coin as it | 


by the Secretary of the Treasury, the amount which will be 
coined in this instance is so small comparatively as to have no 
appreciable effect upon the total amount of money of final re- 
demption which we have in the country. Of course the money 
of limited legal tender will be increased, because the amount of 
money that can be made out of a dollar in subsidiary coin will 
be larger than the amount measured in dollars, because one of 
our silver dollars will make more than $1 in subsidiary coin, in- 
asmuch as the degree of fineness is less in subsidiary coin. 

Mr. JAMES. Could you not have avoided the decrease of cir- 
culating medium of the country by coining this subsidiary coin 
out of the bullion? 

Mr. SOUTHARD. I have said, and I will say to the gentle- 
man from Kentucky, that we have no bullion out of which to 
coin this money. We have abraded silver dollars which lie in 
the Treasury and are unused. They serve no purpose of any 
kind except to take up space in the vaults of the Treasury, and 
it is the proposition of the Secretary to coin this money into 
subsidiary coin and put it into use. 

Mr. KEIFER. I would like to ask the gentleman a further 


| question. I understood the distinguished gentleman to state 


that the degree of fineness of the subsidiary coin was less than 
that of the silver dollar. I do not think he meant to say that, 
did he? 

Mr. SOUTHARD. I mean that the silver dollar is nine- 
tenths fine and the subsidiary coin is less than nine-tenthis fine. 

Mr. KEIFER. My understanding is that two half dollars 
would not weigh as much as one dollar, but the degree of fine- 
ness, the standard of silver, is just the same in 10-cent pieces, 
25-cent pieces, and 50-cent pieces as in the dollar, but the weight 
relatively is less. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. I think the gentleman is correct that the 
weight is less and that the degree of fineness is the same. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Where do we get the silver from 
to coin subsidiary coin now? 

Mr. SOUTHARD. There is no subsidiary coin being coined 
now, or very little. There is the recoinage of abraded subsidi- 
ary silver going on as this becomes necessary. I will say that 
at the assay offices and at the mints, in the parting of the 
metals, they get a certain amount of silver, but it is a very 
small amount comparatively. There is no subsidiary coinage 
going on, and we have no bullion, as pointed out by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, out of which to make subsidiary coin. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr, Speaker, I yield as much time 
as he wants to the gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. How much time have I remaining, Mr. 
Speaker? 








1906. 


rhe SPEAKER. The gentleman has eight minutes remain- 


Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, there is a silver fanaticism 
id an antisilver fanaticism. This bill is an illustration 
ntisilver fanaticism, There are some people so horribly 
sed to the cqjnage of silver at all that they 
eyen to buy silver bullion for the purpose of coining dimes, 
rarters, and 50-cent pieces—fractional silver—which is 
ndard silver at all. This bill does not touch the question of 
monetary standards in the slightest degree. This bill pur- 
ts to recoin “ worn, abraded, and uncurrent” silver dollars. 
yw, so far as I know, there are no uncurrent silver dollars. 
41] the silver dollars of this country are current, either in 
celyes or in the shape of silver certificates that are doing 
work of the coin itself—all except the few left over from 
nth to month, as the accidents of current receipt and dis- 
ment. 


One of the great causes of our prosperity is the abundance of 

- in circulation among the people, either gold or the equiva- 

of gold in commercial use and debt-paying capacity. Now, 

1 of buying silver bullion to coin dimes, quarters, and half 

4 rs—and the country is in very urgent need of dimes, quar- 
t and half dollars—recognizing that need, instead of buying 
bullion to coin this fractional currency, gentlemen now pro- 


e to encroach upon the field of the standard silver ‘dollars 
and to subtract from the sum total of our silver-dollar coinage 
£5,000,000, I believe it is, “ not to exceed $5,000,600,” in any one 

r. Now, it will be perfectly easy, of course, for the Treas- 
partment people, who will be charged with determin- 
; question, to find every year at least 5,000,000 of “ worn, 
and uncurrent” silver dollars, because they are going 
rt out to find them, and of course they will find them, and 
will subtract just that much from what otherwise would be 

» money in currency among the people. Now I yield to the 
eentleman from Ohio. 


nry De 
r thi 


? 





SOUTHARD. Do I understand the gentleman to say 

t against all the coined silver we have silver certificates 
=sued ? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. No; did not. I said there were no un- 


current silver dollars except just 
back and uncurrent gold, accidentally and by normal fisca! 
thered into the Treasury. There is always at some 
a “certain amount of greenbacks, a certain amount of gold, 
da certain amount of silver lying idle in the Treasury. 
Mr. SOUTHARD. May I ask the gentleman another question? 
Mr. WILLIAMS. But every dollar of silver, with that ex- 
ption, which is merely a current affair, every silver dollar— 
lard silver dollar—is doing its work either in propria per- 
sona or in the shape of a silver certificate. 


as there afte uncurrent green- 


mM ga 


ir. SOUTHARD. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 

stion: If it were to do over again, would the gentleman 

it a wise provision to pile up silver in the Treasury against 

\ ‘h to issue paper money in circulation as we have it now in 

circulation, representing the silver dollars in the Treasury of 
} 


vy limited value? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, the American silver dollar 
has a limit of value of 100 cents, and it is circulating at exactly 
value to-day and it is doing that money work exactly, and 
» greenback, no national-bank note, no gold dollar, doing 
over 100 cents monetary work. If it is limited at all, it 
nited to 100 cents. It is doing the work of 100 cents; and 
want to subtract from what otherwise would be current 
among the people $5,000,000 a year and turn it into 
nal currency; whereas if this bill is not passed we have 
to have that amount of fractional currency, and you will 
ed to buy silver bullion with which to coin it and add 

much to our volume of currency. 


is 


Mr. SOUTHARD. In every practical sense is not the sub- 
iry dollar doing the work of 100 cents? 

Mr VILLIAMS. Yes; that is true; but the gentleman 

ly does not want to mislead the House. I know him too 

ell to think that. If we do not pass this bill we have got to 

l » about $5,000,000 a year additional to coin into fractional 





i 1es, quarters, and halves—and that amount will 
have to be coined from silver bullion purchased in the market 
purpose; and if we do pass this bill that amount will 
» coined out of the so-called “ abraded, worn, and uncurrent ” 


r this 
J 


silver. It is a question of addition on the one hand or substi- 
tution on the other. In other words, this bill will subtract 


$5,000,000 a year from what otherwise would be the current 
money of the country. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. Would the gentleman be in favor of buy- 
ing bullion for the purpose of coining silver dollars? 

Mr. WILLIAMS, “The gentleman” is in favor of buying 
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are not willing | 


not | 
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= 
bullion for the purpose of coining dimes, quarters, and halves, 
and this bill is for the purpose of preventing that from being 


done. That is the precise question presented here, and no other 
question. [Applause on the Democratie side. ] 
Mr. SOUTHARD. In that respect I have no doubt the gentle- 


| Man agrees perfectly with the smelting trust of the country. 








Mr. WILLIAMS. Oh, Mr. Speaker, whenever I go down to 
buy a suit of clothes, which is not very frequently (the Speaker 
and I both agreeing in the fact that clothes are not necessaries 
of life), I suppose I am, to a certain extent, “ agreeing with” 

| and encouraging the man who makes the clothes, but that a not 
my object. I am going to buy clothes because I want clothes, 
and not for the purpose of benefiting the seller of the clothes. 
Of course, the man who sells silver and the man who mines 
silver have an interest in the Government buying silver to make 
fractional silver currency; gentleman from Ohio cer- 
tainly does not mean to charg my motive on this floor is 
to help them. My motive is to help the people keep at least the 
amount of mon that they otherwise would have without the 
passage of this bill. [Applause on the Democratie sige. ] 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, how much more 


time have I? 


The SPEAKER. The 


gentleman has eleven 








Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, the whole sum and 
substance of this bill that it takes out of ¢ lat S5,000,- 
000 a year of good legal-tender money. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Speal ker, I understood the g 
man from Ohio to say that this uncurrent money was not in 
circulation; that it was piled up in the Treasury, being en- 
tirely unused, not being the basis even of silver certificates. I 
do not know anything about what the fact is, but do th 
tlemen disagree as to what the facts are? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri I n not re le f \ 
the gentleman from Ohio : 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. No; but do you d is to \ t 
the facts bd 

Mr. S¢ "THARI . I do not think the ge eman from Mis 
souri will dispute a at I have said 

Mr. CLARK of M uri. I do not know as to that, but I 
do know that I never saw a silver dollar in my lif is 
not curr t er that people were not wi ¢ to ‘ 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. When you saw it w ‘ t 

Mr. CI ARK of Missourt. Yes. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. But when it became uncurrent you 
did not see it, because it would not be in circulation 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I know; but who is it that vs 
it is uncurrent? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The gentleman from Ohio so states. 
What I want to find out is whether the 1 f un Mis- 
souri and the gentleman from Ohio differ as to the fact. I do 
not know what the fact is 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. If you will 1 t : 3 
statement, you will not want any ( I 
ter. | 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I will have all there is 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri um and su nee of 
is that it removes from circulation $5,000,000 a year of full legal 
tenders, and it will only take it seve 1 years to ¢ 
the silver dollars out of circulation; é t that is Vv 
have been working at for a third of a cen 

Mr. PRINCE. Will not the effect of this bill be ) : 
the form of the silver coin? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Y« t 3 S . 
of the money, but it changes the char ) ( I 
silver dollar is full legal tender and fr: | nis n 

Mr. PRINCE. It is, up to ert 

Mr. CLARK of Missou A very s 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. U] : 

Mr. Cl RK f Mi Yes up to $5 You must ke 
into consideration, for the leit Ol i if in from M 
[Mr. Litrieriecp], this fu r mat n who 5 
upon the question whethe this « 1 is W ibraded i 
current is the aeeennes of the Treasury. Personally, 1 . 
a high regard for M1 ‘retary Shaw. I think he Li est 
story-teller in the Unite States. [Applause.] Sut it is a 
matter of common knowle ize that he is unfriendly to | 
money, unless he has experienced a very sudden chang 
heart. An abraded coin is a coin some part of which is worn 
off. You can’t use either gold or silver without abrading it 
somewhat. You put a brand-new silver dollar in your ] cet 
and go from here to the Treasury with ind by the time you 

| get there it is an abraded coin to some extent. 
| If you have an unfriendly person to pass on the question as 


| to what is an abraded coin, you are as certain to have $5,000,000 
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urrent silver dollars every twelve months 

east to-morrow and to set in the west. 

point. 

ke to ask the gentleman, if the 

urrent now, and because they 
i ulation, would not their recoinage 

get into circulation the money that is not 


in the 
. view 
uld li 

Y i 


are nT < 


Missouri. Now, 
nd fr Chik 0, 
It is owi 
nt or uncurr 
somebody w 
ion 


Mr. Speaker, with all due 
I don’t believe a syllable of 
on the question as to 
nt silver or whether it is abraded 


ng to who passes 


} 


gree on the fact that it is not now in 
wouldn’t the recoinage into sub- 
» circulation? 
souri. As long as Secretary 
secretary of the Treasury, every 
that there is the slightest 
uld declare it so. 
lar that Secretary Shaw 
; aS uncurrent money 
1d applause.] 
friend a question. 
li 


will still be mort 


Shaw or 
time he 
excuse for 


has 
would be 


ey, 


y 


as easy to get half 
That is owing to circumstance 
that it contracts the legal-te 
HUQ00O0 Nn year. 
the gentleman think that it takes it 
friend of silver 
ulation. 
y friend aware that we 
¢ to get it ane circula- 
1ally comes back? 
rd that tale, a I 
rmy Pi 
1 iie 


makes the appropriation to 


is the reason it doesn’t 


1 


riend’s mistake lies in 


ited laa tender, in | 


> th in four of them to 
2 for it. 

see anybody, ey 

very silver dollar 

oa 


} 
ilu. 


en in 


kn 
silyer 


; every man 


re than four 


friend, Would you 


dollars, 


“1 Tyy co pat 
su ids 
oe 
a green: 


you ninet 


uld take ttl 
lughter.] 


se you 


1em so quick it 


laid down 
uld take that. 
When my friend goes down 
1 draws his salary, does he 


ys take what they haz 

agiier.} 
ow, laying all fyn aside, 
friend in good faith if at was 
£ 1 a person bought a 
and gave him a twenty-dollar bill, 
fact, ha out nineteen silver \ 
three five-dollar bills and four i1 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. It 
which I had the most of. 


1d out 


dollar’s worth of goods 
would he, as a matter of 
would he hand out 


nia 
nad 


lollars, or 
1 silver? 
would be entirely owing to 


was friendly to it would keep 


| We do not live so very far apart. 
| anywhere west of the Allegheny Mountains, 


If I were Secretary | 
got | 


the silver dollar 
: | is not enough in circulation let the 


| traction of the currency to the : 
who | 


do | and 


gentleman does not be- | 


£0 | 


that | 


. |} provi 
ws that | *. 


dollars | 


I would | 


| done under 


doing business |! 
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Mr. McCLEARY. As a matter of stern necessity, 
not do any better; but there is no 
accept them if he could get paper. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I will give the gentleman my 
perience; I never heard of any living man refusing to ac 
the silver dollar when it was tendered to him, and I do 
believe any such man ever lived on the face of the earth, 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. It is legal tender anda 
couldn’t refuse it, but the gentleman never saw in his } 
and I ask him to deny it if he dare—a business man who w 
presume to offer nineteen silver dollars to any person. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Why, Mr. Speaker, I have had 
many as fifty or sixty silver dollars in my pocket at one 
many a time. [Laughter and applause.] And so has 
Speaker and so has the genileman from Minnesota [| Mr. 
CLEARY], and I will give the gentleman my experience abo 
The gentleman lives a 
farther up the river than I do, but out in the western con 
the people pi 
That is absolutely true. 


, you e 
sane person liying that w 


silyer-dollars to paper dollars, 
man will deny that proposition. 
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. That is true as to a 
limited quantity, but they do not hanker after the opporti 
of lugging around a pound or two of silver coin when the 
have the same value in a more convenient form. The gentk 


| knows it. 
will A 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, the same stati 
ipplies to gold as well as to silver. I do not object to 
sidiary coin. If the Government has not enough of it, if 
yovernment coin some } 
subsidiary coin. But the way to get the stuff to coin it 
is to go and buy the bullion to coin it. And I would nm 
ject to this bill so much if I did not know that the Sea 
of the Treasury is unfriendly to the silver dollar and th 
vill recoin up to the maximum limit. And this is as ce 
as you live, that the whole sum and substance of it is 
ount of $5,000,000 a year 
The SPE. AKER. The time of the gentleman has expir 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. By permission of the eee, I ap- 
pend the minority report on this bill, which is as follows: 
MINORITY REPORT. ‘ 
undersig ned members of the Committee on Coinage, 
3 submitted the fo! lowing as the views of the minorit 
elaborate discussion of the measure (H 
proposing to give the Secretary of the Tre asury authori 
‘worn, abraded, and uncurrent silver dollars” into subsi 
coins, the minority submits the following reasons against 
a » of the bill: 
(1) Even if it is true that the country requires more sub sidiar 
ins in order to conveniently transact its business, it seems th 
aple, direct plan to pursue in order to get it would be to dire 
urchase the necessary amount of silver bullion and 
ns, 
‘vers easy 


dollars, 


The 
Me 


ing into an 


also to direct the Secretary to recoin 

using silver bullion now in the T 

ising such small amount of silv 

1e th e pis an recor 
y this bill 

» bill ought to be 


ended by the Direct 
we in t, for the reason |! 
stated, amended by adding the f 
so to the 
‘ Provided, 


after 


is hereby di 


That the Secretary of the Treasury 
‘ and have the 


to purchase a sufficient amount of silver bullion 
ined into silver dollars of the present weight and fineness 
unt that, when coined, shall equal the amount of silver d 
l into subsidiary coin undex the foregoing provisions of the 
The reason upon ] ] ase our objection to the b. 
dd. is e: , and bjection to it is, we tl 
le The bill authorizes the Secretary of the Treas sury 
h lver dollars as they become Wn, abraded, or “ uncurre: 
coined into subsidiary silver coi i not to ex 5 
000 in any one year. It ation statem 
February 1, 1906, issued b { lep: artim ent, that the 
day in circulation $0,417,545 foe silver dolla: 
320 of them in the Treasury. 
These dollars are full legal-tender 
of the bill the Secretary is authorized to have them recoined into 
sidiary coins, which are not full legal-tender money, whenever 
become worn or 2 ed or, in his judgn at, ‘uncurrent.” 
Under this au ty it will, in our j dgment, take just sev 
years for the Se ‘y to recoin them all, and as $92,000,000 w 
tock of full legal-tender money there will be 


tie watat 
Siiy statex 


money. 


Under the broad aut! 


subtracted from o 
traction to that extez 

To contraction of this kind we are unalterably opposed. 

Nor is it any answer to this objection for the supporters of the 
to assert that in sixteen years the contraction would only amoun 
$1 per capita. That we concede. It is not the harm that might 

this particular bill at which we are alarmed, but it i 

harm that will surely follow the extension of the principles that 
lie it. In all prob ty it is but the entering wedge for a series 
bills that will work serious harm, and will materially contract the 
rency. Who can tell how long before some proposition may be 
mitted looking to the retirement of the $466,000,000 of silver ce 
cates and the recoinage of the bullion held in the Treasury against t! 
also? Our estimated circulation per capita is to-day only $31.88, 
that, we submit, is small enough. We are opposed to this scheme to 
reduce it. 

(5) We submit in conclusion that we do not believe the business 
world, or the people anywhere, desire any tinkering of this sort with 
ms present currency system, and certainly none in the direction of cou- 








1906. 


, n, and that it is unwise to disturb present conditions by the en- 
t of the pending Dill. 
ns JNO. W. GAINES. 
THOS. W. HARDWICK. 
Rost. M. WALLACE. 
J. THos. HEFLIN. 


SOUTHARD. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the 
:an from Minnesota [Mr. McCieary]. 
\icCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, my friend from 
x ippi [Mr. WILLIAMS] speaks of reducing the volume of 
.ral-tender money.” Of course my friend knows that 
ertificates are not legal tender at all. No man 
ilver coin or silver certificates because of the fact of 
ing legal tender. 
of the law. He takes them because he knows 
n he desires to buy anything—— 
VILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will permit 


OWel 


takes | 


No one takes them because of the com- | 


ruption for the purpose of setting him right—and I pre- ! 


does not want to be wrong—lI desire to state that the 
1 from Mississippi does not remember that he said 
about legal tender, ene way or the other. 

from Mississippi said was that if this bill was passed 


4 


amount to 
irrent among the people. 
‘LEARY of Minnesota. Then the gentleman is fur- 
‘ than I supposed he was, because as a matter of fact 
the amount of money, nominally in dollars, current 
» peop The silver in silver dollars will make 
y, face value, when coined into subsidiary coin than 
"mH of dollars. 
ILLIAMS. But i 
reduce t 


} 
Lue 


f the gentleman will allow me, I did 
] it 





+ 1¢ present volume. I said it would 
e VK of what otherwise would be current. Now, 
yor’ f this bill does not pass, we are bound to have 





a year of fractional currency coined, and 
does not pass we will have to go into the market 
the bullion and that will amount to an increase of that 
f this bill does pass, instead of our having that in- 
: will haye merely a substitution of that kind of frac- 
rrency for that amount of standard currency. 
CLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, the question 
the bill now befere the House is a very simple one. 
: Shall we or shall we not coin the silver that has been 
b with the people’s money into the form that will best 
‘s interest and suit the people’s convenience? 
would not be a moment’s doubt or a minute’s debate 
atter if it were not for the fact that our friends on 
‘side feel it to be their duty to try to be consistent with 
sitions heretofore taken relative to silver. 
liseussion of the question before the House three ele- 


aiseu 


y vy] 
peopie 


leas have been touched upon—namely, the idea of a 
d of value,” the idea of “legal tender,” and the idea 





tter of historic fact, the silver dollar has not been a 
value in this country for over seventy years, since 
1834, passed ing the Administration of 
d with his approval. 
of law, silver dollars are legal tender to any 
ut they are not a busine tender except in small 
depending on the habits of the people. In this city a 
ll apologize for offering you as many as 
s no $1 bills. As we move 


nd will explain that yi 
hat can be safely offered 4n making 





dur 
Jackson an 
itter 


SS 





one silver 





: 7 
ie lid 


amount of silver tl 


increases, and on the Pacific coast one does not mind 
nad $6 or $8 in silver. 

nd from Missouri [Mr. CLarK] and I are familiar 

use of the silver dollar. Out in our country we have 

‘paper doliars. We use the silver dollar, but we use it 


a very limited extent. The limit of the usefulness of 


er dollar is fixed by the burdensomeness of the weight 


rse if somebody submitted to me the proposition of 
or not I would accept a thousand silver dollars if they 





n i to me, if the question were asked that way, with- 
lification, there would be but one answer, and that would 
s.” Wouldn’t u take a million silver dollars if they 


endered to you? Why, certainly, but that is not 


the 


What the | 


a reduction of what otherwise would be the | 
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Wl 


8 





ao not 


mately retire silver from circulation, because the people 
like to use it? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. No; it is to put it into form 
to accommodate the people for the use they want to ma f it. 


AC 





Mr. JAMES. Then why does not the Secretary of the Treas 
ury call for authority to buy sufficient bullion to recoin these . 
abraded dollars and then ask for suflicient authority to buy 
bullion enough to make the subsidiary coin req : 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Because we ! far more 
silver dollars now than is possible to use silver d 
That was, in fact, confessed when se in f: r of the more 

| extended use of silver asked for and secured aut! ition fo 
the issuance of the silver certificate place ilver d 
lar. And these “friends of silver” were willing to have these 
| certificates without “legal tender,” because they kne f i 
simply had the thing itself, the silver d the li of it 
usefulness would be so all that the purpose they had in 1 1 
would not be accomplished. 

Mr. JAMES. But you do not contend in s to ti 
House that this bill would increase the circul \ lium « 
the country, do you? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I ec inly d 

Mr. JAMES. Of money of final redemption‘ 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. “ Money of il red 
my friend, so far as silver is concerned, is I 
words. 

Mr. JAMES. Why, it meant considerable t i 
in another campaign. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from M 
has expired. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. Mr. Speaker, just one word 
question that silver dollars become abraded 
money becomes abraded. We are recoining fra 
the while, and to say that er doll do 
and uncurrent is stating what imay a f 
stand that there are several million sil d rs 1 | 
up in the vaults of the Treasury servi »D 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The gentleman id eral mill Bers 
he give the exact amount? 

Mr. SOUTHARD. I understand three or four 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Now, I would like to : 
question. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. I have very tle 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Is there not fully 
form of money in the United Sta g 
doing no good? Is not there very much more of 
and above the gold reserve? 

Mr. SOUTHARD. I can not an r that qu 
but I understand there is other 1 
worn, silver dollars that is wi 
in some shape. Now, one of two things 
must coin these uncurrent silver d i i 
or we must go into the m nd S 
some authority, which must be given by ¢ 
increase our stock of ibsi 1 i 


The question is, Would I take them if I could have | 


ioice of a more convenient kind of money. 
vould be “no.” Inasmuch as in business people have that 

they do not take them as a matter of fact, but accept a 
imited sum—about $4 in the Middle West. The useful- 
f the silver dollar as a currency, as I have said, is limited 
burdensomeness, 


Mr. JAMES. Is the purpose of this bill, as is hinted, to ulti- 


Then the an- | 


sense plan? Which o1 
you do if you were the United Stat 
on hand, and needed more sul ] 
now, to meet the r 
The SPEAK 
The qu i 


The SPEAKER. The Chair 


common 


eguirements ¢ ha 


11> 1 
| 1 
baits € 






favor of passing tl vill will 1 
fAfter counting.] Upon t 
are 90; two-thirds not ha 
pa ead [ A] lause on the ] ( 
PRIN 
Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. §} I 
have read and inserted I Q 
dressed to the Speaker of tl Lior 
The SPEAKER rhe ¢g ’ i 
consent to have read and pi 
the Clerk will report 
WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, before tl 
ntleman give us some idea of its « 
i TAWNEY. I will state the letter i 
to the Speaker of the House by the Ri 


chaplain of the Soldiers’ Home at Togus, M 
a major under General Drap 
the action of the House in res} 
teen in the Soldiers’ Home. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I have no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to fhe printing of the 


of 


<t to the al 





S752 


letter in the Recorp? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
Does the gentleman from Minnesota desire to have the letter 
read ¢ 

Mr. TAWNEY. I asked unanimous consent to have the letter 
rend and inserted in the REcorbD. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the letter will be 
read. 


roy ° 
Phere 


was no objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
EASTERN BRANCH, NATIONAL HOME FOR 
DISABLED VOLUNTEER SOLDIERS, 
Togus, Me., June 15, 1906. 


Josern G. CANNON. 


As to the canteen amendment I have this to say, that all 
who were at Togus before the establishment of the 

» action of the House. They tell me that there has 

in the Home and much less drunkenness since the 

the canteen than was the case formerly. You know 
enuous believer in and advocate of prohibition. I am 
canteen in the Army or Navy. But I find myself 

h men from 60 to 70, 80, and 90 years of age. A 

ese men have long been accustomed to the use of 

or another. They are now at that period of life 

y difficult to change one’s habits. Character tends 

ave known this, but I have had this knowledge greatly 

' here. You can not do much in the way 
afier they have come to their three score years and 

t the officers here say as to the condition of things 
\ if the canteen, I have come to the conclusion 
‘in the Home is not likely to be promoted by the amend- 
would not drink. I wish they would not use 


lil 


» not likely to give up the one habit any more than 


. lan 
resiaence 


jclhhmant 
siment 


ie men 


, that with the canteen abolished the men who have 
to drink for many years will make their way to the 
a and Gardiner, or will patronize the pocket ped- 
istomed to hang on to the outskirts of the 
The canteen, at which only beer is sold, is 
blished by the Home. If these are not satisfac- 
2 they in be made so. 
have made my point plain. I am opposed to the canteen in 
and Navy, because I would not wish to have a son of mine at 
perio ’ life subjected to canteen influences. The old 
ong ago passed that period, and the differences in the cir- 
vhich they stand and those of the young men in the 
should be taken into account, it seems to me. 
y, yours, 
HENRY S. BURRAGE, 


1 


. LITTLEFIELD. 


t r) ¢ 


Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
the Recorp some additional facts in relation to 
to which the Ietter relates, some additional statis- 
id not put in the Recorp the other day. 


Is there objection? 


il 


have also a letter—— 
¢ 
i 


Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, reserving 


The gentleman from Minnesota was not 


TLEFIELD. I will wait. 
"NEY. I have 


he National Home at Leavenworth, 
which I 


Kans., 
ask unanimous consent to insert 


Is there objection? 


[After a pause. ] 


Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
the letter read. 
bject to having it read: 
follows: 


[ONAL MILITARY HOME, KANSAS, June 16, 1906. 
Y, Washington, D. C. 


amendment to some act, the civil bill, I think, 
J. D. Bowrrsock, of Kansas, to do away with 

it the amendment carried by a big majority, but 
although the honorable Member of Congress from 
almost within hailing distance of this Home, I 

f his ever being here. One that has the good of the 
» much, and in the Halls of Congress, too, should 
Now, I was never intoxicated in my life and 

nk of beer in a year and do not think I have 

e canteen in three years; still I believe it is for 
een be allowed to run. These men who have all 
to their beer are not going to quit when the Home 
t will go where they can get it, and then they 
poor quality with it. Here they get nothing 
leavor to get the best article, and the officer in 
get intoxicated. Here there is no danger 
every pension day lots of gamblers hold up 
all kinds congregate in Leavenworth, Kans., 24 
for the pickings, and there are abundant oppor- 
alleys, etc. There is the danger also of car accidents, 
day passes that two or three are not hurt by 

id about two per year killed. Now, this amendment will 
who never go to the city saloons, out where they can drink 
i limit, and there are plenty who do all their drinking at the 
iH canteen. If they could not get anything to drink elsewhere, 
then there would be some sense in the amendment. I feel sorry for 
that Member of Congress from Michigan who is going to make the boys 
good by legislation. That has been tried for a good many thousand 


tC them 


f 


tunities in tt 
and sea ly a yt 
the cal and 
shove men, 
o the 
lome 
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another letter, received this morning | 


The | 





JUNE 19, 


years, and I can see no improvement. He might do as the colono| of 
a regiment in the Army, who told the adjutant to detail so man, men 
for baptism. Henry Ward Beecher said, when some one objeciog to 
the kind of books some one had collected to send to one of the So}, ers’ 
Homes (in the first start of the Homes), and Mr. Beecher to), the 
objectors that none of these books would hurt these men. You {0)) a 
man that he can not have any more to drink, and does he go off «oy 
where and go to praying? h, no; he goes where he can get 
fills himself up. t is human nature. 

The canteen brings a profit of from $12,000 to $15,000 each 
which goes toward providing amusements. We usually have one 
play each week in winter, and a game of baseball once a week 
summer (league games) besides probably as a more plays and cop. 
certs in the winter of a cheaper class, but first class of the kind. 

It will be a clear gain for the saloons of Leavenworth of a 
$1,000 per month, and a couple of hundred to the electric line. 
are actual facts, and for your own consideration, so you may kn 
facts of the case in case the bill should come up for any furtl: 
sideration in the House. 

Yours, respectfully, 


il 


year, 
fZood 


In the 


{ least 
W the 
con- 


A. 8. Cnourcn, 
Late of Company I, One hundred and twentieth Ohio Infantry 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Then, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to insert in the Recorp, after those two letters, addi- 
tional statistics showing the facts in relation to the various 
Homes, and which I did not put into the Recorp the other day, 
but which I then had in my hand for that purpose. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Reserving the right to 
object, I would like to ask a question of the gentleman from 
Maine and make a brief statement. The other day he stated jn 
the most ponderous fashion that he was not going to argue the 
question of the canteen, but simply to state facts. Before he 
got through we found that he was not stating facts, but only 
statistics compiled by the president of the Anti-Saloon League, 
[Applause and laughter.] Now, I wish to ask the gentleman 
from Maine whether the facts which he is going to insert in the 
tEcoRD to-day are statistics, merely, compiled by the same gen- 
tleman. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Well, now, “the gentleman from 
Maine,” in an imponderous way—not quite so ponderous—vwill 
state that he wants to put in the Recorp statistics compiled by 
the same gentleman. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. I have no objection to 
that, so long as they are called by their proper names. [Laugh- 
ter. |] 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. If the gentleman desires, I would like 
to have unanimous consent to put in the Recorp the record of 
the various Homes from which the statistics were compiled, 
which I think will give absolute foundation for the computation. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 

[Page 279.] 
Report of the Board of Commissioners of the Soldiers’ Iome, 


THE Soupinrs’ Home, 
OFFICE OF THE BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS, 
Washington, D. C., July 19, 190}. 
Sir: Under the requirements of section 1 of the act of Congr 
approved March 3, 1883, prescribing regulations for the Soldiers’ 
in the District of Columbia, I have the honor to submit the fo! 
report of the Board of Commissioners of the Soldiers’ Home 
year ended June 30, 1904, and to invite attention to the followi: 
showing the changes that have occurred in the number of ben: 
during that period: 


| 

| Tempo- 
|Regular.) rary. 
On the rolls June 30, 1903 
Admitted since 
Readmitted 


Withdrawn from the Home ................ . 
Dronped, GUIIING, GIS as. cccisace cng scnucaeesins 
Died im sisid neeipthe aan alow oben iomhpinditeainnen a waliamaaenaniCae 
Transferred to permanent roll 


Leaving on the rolls June 80, 1904 


Temporarily admitted for medical treatment 
Denied admission 

Number applying for readmission 

Granted outdoor relief 

Denied outdoor relief 


Inmates present having service in Mexico 
Inmates on outdoor relief haying service in Mexico 


Total inmates having service in Mexico, of whom 
service in the civil war 


Inmates present having service in the civil war 
Inmates absent having service in the civil war 


or 


Total inmates having service in the civil war._._---------- vi 








1906. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. S753 


List of delinquencies committed during the year ending June 30, 190}. | ITEMS OF ABOVE CASES AND PER CENT 




















































inkenness ——-—------------~------~~-~---~--~------+-----— 108 | Bringing liquors into grounds sada eciiilin 16 
ice without leave _..-.---~- actennes cstembinmiaiicenstaadnideniachaimeemebanatiiieds eS 66 | Per cent _______ nO O11 
; and disorde er cileiea acini lei ipas en an gp tener cnenesehtinnubinienunehesaeabenen 70 | Drunkenness and disorderly _... 75 
Se EE Milstein arin cstentciencinctnetieinitipithain eiiibanemp einai 1 | Per cent roe SOND as Bir 131 
lucing whisky ~.----~-~--~- ene oe 8 | Absent without leave_ S3 
oving Home property Gee GO on a. BF ies G2 
ulting other inmates a 7 ae 4 a ; , 
abusive language_____...______ ra : 9 CENTRAL BRANCH (DAYTON, OHIO). 
rdination eee Seen nee 2 Discipline 
oe ion 1 | Changes from present to absent__ . 1,8 
—— | Changes from absent t resent 1, 77: 
Wigs a a 263 ang we op i - 
[Page 159.] I citi heeiietsiniinttptinnsniation : . 8, 596 
Report of the Board of Commissioners of the Soldiers’ Home. | Arrests under major charges_____ GO4 
THE SOLDIERS’ HOME, Arrests under minor charges . 1, 952 
OFrFicE OF THH BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS, 
Washington, D. C., August 15, 1905. PI CN raiccicntiscesdneetiintseneznis . 2, 676 
. Under the requirements of section 1 of the act of Congress ap- | Charges 
d March 3, 1883, prescribing regulations for the Soldiers’ Home | Major: . 
» District of Columbia, I have the honor to submit this report of | ” Penal offenses _____ a , 202 
ard of commissioners of the Soldiers Home for the year ended | Bringing intozicating liquors within the limits of the 
30, 1905, and to invite attention to the following table showing ranch ¥ as te P 334 
inges that have occurred in the number of beneficiaries during Drunkenness on duty 3 
period : Absent without lease while under sentence 12 
— —— Insubordination to an officer im : 2 
Tempo- | pp - 
Regular.’ “vary. | Total. | Se BI i he 694 
7 , aa s _ | Minor: 
( 1 FU te tins ceacna ccweses< coecenus 1,301 31 1,332 | Absent without leave____- a ea ee y in SS 
A tted since 261 174 435 Drunkenness 647 
Reoadinientl..<¢csacinaucrens nn se wetnecuadsqwnnsseatees SOP feasseeaed 265 | Disorderly conduct in « ters or on the ound ) 
——— —— - Lying or falsely accusing 0 
POUR lyase ne snenedaacesseceu gn imeatenbuecenx 1, 827 205 2,082 | Vioiation of rules is ad ) 
= = = = ' Other misconducts —- 23 
Withdrawn from the Home ........2..............- gg See 368 | 
1 1, dismissed, etc . 79 &2 161 | I sabi ccreteees a 1, 982 
cei eaees 7 . 83 l 84 | 
I pred 06 ETERS SUE « cccwenwesvcecmonnaueddinn dee & &5 Grand total___- = 67 
Tottl....ctieenddbemidedees teeneeeeind 530 168 698 | Major: 
;. —— — —— Penal offenses a : 14 
Leaving on the rolls June 30, 1905__..........- 1, 297 37 1,334 | fringing intoxicating liquors within the limits of tft} 
Branch 372 
EERIE IR. si Ke aS = Drunkenness or duty 22 
Ter rarily admitted for medical treatment } Absent without leave while under senten 144 
1 1 adémines____.__..__._.......-.---.-- - Insubordination to an officer : 98 
N er applying for readmission_____- ___~- at in a A 
G COC GRIN Se ities cecenctinatcatteesinenen I ne 58 eh Be. a 680 
Iz Oy CR, eid tnt dcr ca hcelettcnccds tate terndctensenchdecous 
. ; . ; | Minor: 
Inmates present having service in Mexico__-_~_- i cee tara | i Absent without leave 1.175 
Inmates on outdoor relief having service in Mexico___..--_--.... 92 Drunkenness i 730 
a : ; : ; 7 ae Disorderly conduct in quarters or on the g i 57 
Total inmates having service in Mexico, of whom 28 had Lying or falsely accusing 17 
service: Gh Se CIP. WOR ieee ee — ee 121 | Violations of rules ws + 62 
‘ : oe = Other misconducts___ as “ 21 
Inmates present having service in the civil war_....__--.-_. ~~~ 301 | 
Inmates absent having service in the civil war__._-....--~__-~_.- i2 SS a eee cia 2 O62 
Total inmates having service in the civil war__---_-_--___ 373 Geand total... ..____ 2. 724 
List of deliquencies committed during the year ending June 30, 1905. Discipline 
i aa ht ar de ae a mL: a 116 Changes from present to absent <caliieesiian « 4808 
ce without leave____.-..=-+--- ~----------------------- *» | Changes from absent to present aie iain sd shin 1, 906 
| nk and disorderly ____.__ — wie sii tag ca lela Sinbentiiamtabidesion 59 
Introducing whisky_-....--~- Saiesaiiacancietel Pitas ne eperer niall 16 ON SST TE SEE g 
SO I | is ects anor < cniaiaaleeianliadiiiniadmuisniegh dnabanindain 2 
Ol duty -------~-~--~------ ------------ - ----= 1 | Arrest under major char; - . { 
ing Home _ property_- -------- --------- 4 | Arrest under minor charges “ 2.119 
\ LEC RUR |: ec eieiinnis ciintemerindoermiene * anduiteaipeiimnta ova ‘ 
RUVUEGG TOON oa ain beta mesaees 3 Total charges___._._________ : 
Db i a Ee eee Sidi annie ewinioenmeten 3 ; 
—_— Char 8 
Totak SebGr oF CNM ccc ccc ccccccccscecscadisncusue 291 | Major: —_ 
5 ” ‘ Penal offenses —.-- S 
2 > - -@ » y or . . . . . - 
National Home for Regulars, Washington, D. C., 1903. Bringing intoxicating liquors within the 1i a a 
(No canteen.) Branch — 285 
\ ‘age number present___-- ~~ eS ae ea Bak ae ae Bid 1, 414 Drunkenness on duty . 1 
COMGS GO Ca co aed Ri iter a ccicim aman 259 | Absence without leave while under sentenc 120 
Per COM cicccees eccentric ge he aati 183 Insubordination to an officer si 72 
ITEMS OF ABOVE CASES AND PER CENT. Total —__-- tee Ss seat Be ht: . L2G 
nging HNquors inte grounds........_.........~- rah cniereenepeen meee 9 ? 
COU cs cla ae a ee . .006 | Minor: 
Drunkenness and disorderly____ ~~ laiiehe ctbghiceavodatn sh 166 | Absence without leave .. ~~ : = - 906 
cent kien li aloe lal aha Me ill ch Alert hated = omnes | Drunkenness : 676 
nt without leave eee Re PP. 74 Disorderly conduct in quarters or on the ground 2 
Per cent __- Bi Shee hE ee .052 | Lying or falsely accusing 5 
i ; “= . | Violation of rules __~-~ inant silat 240 
National Home for Regulars, Washington, D. C., 1904. Other misconduet SR ae ia é - rt 
(No canteen.) j . 
{ ’ 
Average number present : aa = = Total --------------------------- wean 7 - 
Pe eee of discipline___-------------~--------+---- | Grand total sae a ) 
cea ie ae OM Ms we | Central Branch, Dayton, Ohio, 1903. 
; ITEMS OF ABOVE CASES AND PER CENT. Average number present __________. ; 1 729 
Introducing euors inte STreUgnas... 6. crete nnn S | Total cases of discipline scent . =, 9 
cent ap cea isan titi ait lis ances: WOO \ Wee came cocci ces mere 7 
Dr renness ¢ is , st tate ie 178 | 
p ee and disorderly x — Se ee 1 ITEMS OF ABOVE CASES AND PER ¢ 
LLL SS OLS EST LS TS TT SE TD ee — | . . . ‘ : . . . > 
meme: WRN MAte NN nn ici ce eee eel 66 | Bringing intoxicating liquors within limits of Branch 
Pet CII aii ae i —— BD TPO COE ccneetenQeekseemesoannconn e i 
lal : 4 , ma | T’runkenness on and off duty_.._--___- aa 650 
National Home for Regulars, Washington, D. O., 1905. Per cent ae Pi i 
(No canteen.) | Penal offenses (admitted “ drunks”) in city courts ; 
Average number present__._-. a ----. 1, 334 | Per cent - — . , Vos 
Total cases of discipline...........-..-.-- a 291 | Absent without leave_......—_ ween L, io 
TP OU i ices ieie a a a scitntamenwnne oa 269 
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Central Branch, Dayton, Ohio, 1904. 


Average number present —- 
Total cases of discipline- 
Per cent ; coda 


ITEMS OF ABOVE CASES AND PER CENT. 

Bringing intoxicating liquors within limits of Branch 

Per cent eam : 

Drunkenness on and off duty_-___~~ 

Per cei 

Penal « 

Ver cent 
bsent without leave 

cent ncndpaaiaiemaiied 


(admitted * drunks ”’ 


Central Branch, Dayton, Ohio, 1905. 
number present 
cases of discipline 
CONE scence 


Average 
Total 
Dor 
ITEMS OF ABOVE CASES AND PER CENT. 
Bringing intoxicating liquors within limits of Branch 265 
Per cent aie siete Gt ida ee id 
Drunkenness on and off duty__ 697 
Ver cer : : Z 152 
Penal offenses (admitted * a 8 
Per cent 001 
Absent without 
Per cent 


leave 


Annual report of Northwestern Branch, National Home for Disabled 
Volunteer Soldiers, for the year ending June 80, 1903. (Milwaukee, 
Wis.) 

NATIONAL HOME, 
Milwaukee County, Wis., July 10, 1903. 
Sir: 

for the year ending June 30, 1903: 

Average present for the year ended June 30, 1903, 2,175. 


Charges. 
Major: 
Bringing intoricating liquors into Home grounds 
Drunkenness on duty 


Absent without leave while under 


Minor: 
Absent without leave 
Drunkenness ine ween 
Disorderly conduct- 
Violation of rules 
Otber misconduct 


Total 


Annual report of Northwestern Branch, National Home for Disabled 
Volunteer Soldiers, for the year ending June 380, 1904. (Milwaukee, 
Wis.) 

NATIONAL HOME, 
Milwaukee County, Wis., July 16, 190}. 
Sir: I have the honor to submit the following report of this Branch 
for the year ending June 30, 1904: ; 
Average present for the year ended June 30, 1904, 2,181. 

Social condition : 

Married, or having living wives, or minor children, or both— 


Two thousand nine hundred and twenty-four could read and write, 
and 260 could neither read nor write. Of the latter 45 per cent were 
native born and 55 per cent were foreign born. Number of colored 
members, present and absent, June 30, 1904, 27. 


Discipline : 
Changes from present to’ absent 
Changes from absent to present 


866 
924 
790 


tak STIG i crests ccnisiatnctidnneessiens talents 3; 


under major charges ST 
WO? SEO CIB aio rie catenin Sonseiatinne es 


Arrest 
Arrest 


Total CORP  ccnimicciccchccmmisansiinitaaeaniatdaedia iat iaes 


Charges. 


Bringing inte 


i? 8 


ricating liquors within the limits of the Home 
kenness on duty PCTS = 
ice without leave 
rdination to an 


while under sentence 
officer 


Minor: 
Absence without 518 
Drunkenness _ 405 
Disorderly conduct ~_--_- 24 
Lying, or falsely accusing 1 
Violation of rules 107 
Other misconduct 37 


leave 
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057 | 


906 | 
198 | 


I have the honor to submit the following report of this Branch | 


1, 092 | 


JUNE 19, 


Annual report of the Northwestern Branch, National Home for 


bled Volunteer Soldic.s, for the year ending June 30, 1905. 
kee, Wis.) 


Disa. 
(Miiway- 
NATIONAL Homr, 
Milwaukee County, Wis., July 14, 1905. 
Sir: I have the honor to submit the following report of this RB; 
for the year ending June 30, 1905: 
Average present for the year ending June 30, 1905, 2,107. 


aach 


Discipline. 
Changes from present to absent 
Changes from absent to present 


Titel Genet —— oh eee 1, 945 


AYPOSE BRGCE TORI CITI oe cerecscnsgcinry seni ne eg anepminienice 103 


AUeGt’ Haat TOE CRE Lh nee ent tena 1, 002 
Total charges 


Charges. 
Major: 
Bringing intoxicating liquors within the limits of the Home 
yrounds 
Insubordination to an officer 


Minor: 
Absence without leave 
Drunkenness 
Disorderly conduct in quarters or on the grounds 
Lying or falsely accusing 
RR a anc nitive ommcad-ahgcacecsbvinnbanepa A aaeliiataaadlinms ket cn 
Other misconduct 


Total 


Grand total 


Northwestern Branch, Milwaukee, Wis., 1903. 


| Average number present 


Total cases of discipline 
Per cent 


ITEMS OF ABOVE 


Bringing intoxicating liquors within Home grounds 
Per cent 
Drunkenness 


CASES AND PER CENT. 


eee “GRE OE a ek eed oeete ann 4 
Per cent 


Northwestern Branch, Milwaukee, Wis., 190}. 


Average number present 
Total cases of discipline 
Ver cent 


ITEMS OF ABOVE CASES AND PER CENT. 


Bringing intoxicating liquors within Home grounds 

Ver cent 

Drunkenness 

Per cent 

Absent 

Be CO eisai ce ce renis cieeoneniend an ainin nd aaa dada ade Ge 


Northwestern Branch, Milwaukee, Wis., 1905. 


| Average number present 


Total cases of discipline 
Per cent 


ITEMS OF ABOVE CASES AND PER CENT. 


Bringing intoxicating liquors within Home grounds 
Ver cent 

Drunkenness 

Per cent 

Absent without leave 

Per cent 


[Page 111.] 


Annual report of Southern Branch, National Home for Disabled Volun- 
teer Soldiers, for the year ending June 30, 1903. 
SOUTHERN BRANCH, July 25, 1903. 
Str: I have the honor to submit the following report of this Branch 
for the year ending June 30, 1903: 
Average number present year ending June 30, 1903, 2,773. 
Discipline : 
Changes from present to absent 
Changes from absent to present 


Total changes 


Arrests ender M610? Chibi nccsics ncaa 
Arrests under minor charges 


Total charges 


Charges: 
Absence without leave, more than ten days 
ABBE . CONDE DIB oii ce eens snr ipinimendightiiaiiindgnibiiins 
Bringing whisky into camp 
Drunk 
Fighting in camp 
Jumping the fence 
Other minor offenses 


Total 








1906. 
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————— cae saiiall ee a 
[Page 114.] | Average present during year ending June 30, 1904 (see page 169)_ 1,714 
:nual report of the Southern Branch, National Home for Disabled | Charges 
Volunteer Soldiers, for the year ending June 30, 1904. Major: e 
ELIZABETH CiTy County, VA., July 25, 190}. Penalty— 

n: I have the honor to submit the following report of this Branch | Arrested by civil authorities $2 
for the year ending June 30, 1904: | ,.,, Assault and oe it 
7 ei ic res ‘ oy ringing intoxicating liquors within the limits of the 
i -age number present year ending June 30, 1904____________ 2, 670 | Branch = . 119 

Charges. Drunkenness while on duty or under sentence 36 
at nee without leave, more than 10 CI, tl O85 Fence jumping and absent without leave while on d ity or 
d ibtiad’> CAMA Cee re ee re 7 | under sentence a 35 
ing whisky into Home grounds_........._______________ ng Insubordination to an officer 19 
] ee 7338 nm am 
D nk and disorderly_--~-~- TD a daticenatciiek ovlaniarcitaiess al athe 
vichting on Home IL stskseckysctnhavtenp aed tuatileeeaniambihccaraitiel caatteite Zc 30 

Os ees a cncaak alk darned apshcieaaacsn ea agmiatien dandibinsciecct clad. diya 30 | Minor: J ‘ 
» ininor offenses 141 Drunk, or drunk fence jumping, and absent without leave 196 
Ue ar imal : Drunk, or drunk and disorderly, or threatening, or both i+ 
gga a eA re ns ee ee Fe 1, 364 Fence jumping, absent without leave 3b 
ro oe ; Violation of Home rules___- 15 
[Page 119.] ise i a esas paasaies = $43 
(nnual report of the Southern Branch, National Home for Disabled od 
_ Volunteer Soldiers, for the year ending June 30, 1905. fotal charges ---- / - - GUS 
ELIZABETH CiTy County, VA., July 27, 1905 Average present during year ending June 30, 1905 (see page 174)_ 1, 682 
VLIZ! 4 a , 4.y ] at, J). 
S I have the honor to submit the following report of this Branch Charges. 
f » year ending June 30, 1905: Major: 
* : « - rreste w elvi “itiac ‘© 
e uber present, year ending June 30, 1905____________ 2, 616 Arrested by civil authorities ---- ‘= 
Average number pi 9 Ch 5 : » 616 Assault and battery___ : 17 
varges. Stealing or attempting to steal 1 
— ; - Indecent exposure : 

1 nal offenses _ ao ee Oe ewes ananassae anes eveeeseeenesenenes eseserae 3 Br ing intoxicants within the Home limits 71 

l ging _liquor_———~--—~ wen ~~ 60 Drunkenness on duty 1 

ibsent without leave while under sentence___--..________. oT Fence jumping and absence without leave while on duty 

Ins ibordination ---~---~--- enn en nn ee 4 Insubordination ~~... — 22 

104 a ar a . . . 176 
7 hs nt without leave 353 | Minor: 

» Seas An G05 Drunk or repeatedly drunk . 201 

yrunk 8 Use 23 . : : Solan 5) } 

Di tate conduct 103 Drunk, fence jumping, absence without leave 31 

Violation of rules... RO Drunk, brought to guardhouse on cart v4 

Othe > aM G2 ae Poe ee tc eon Bist “akg 1 oe Drunk, disorderly, threatening 7 6 

Re tee ata SST a ORT SO eee ae Senn aan ene rete at Absence without leave 95 
1 eT Fence jumping and absence without leave 117 
»=Vi ; rdarliv -onduec 1> 
Southern Branch, Hampton, Va., 1903. Disorderly  « nGuct AD 
: ta Using profane language 5 
Average number present Se ee me ee ~------------------. 2, 773 Violation of Home rules E 7 
Ce ae RR ee eae crt See : 
Per cent --------------------------------------~--++--+-+---. 608 EEE a 561 
ITEMS OF ABOVE CASES AND PER CENT ; = 
Total charges__--_ ; s = i37 
Marion Branch, Marion, Ind., 1903 
Average number present______-_- . 1, 750 
Total cases of discipline__ ais : 543 
A ‘ Be CE Sisieiene coe ates tceeetntesonn siemen = 31 
Per CCRt ..cennescacecuncass wae ee 4 «G2 
Southern Branch, Hampton, Va., 1904. SEEMS OF ABOVE CASES AND PER CEN 
Average number present____- . 2 670 tringing intoxicating liquors within Home grounds ‘ 68 
Total cases of Giselpline 1... ~~... 2 1, 364 | Per cent --_-~- - - - 0338 
Per cent tie a oe al Pa en la lene Se Sala 51  Vrunkenness --. afaiunitiainiets . 7 = 265 
“ ; i 51 
ITEMS OF ABOVE CASES AND PER CENT : 
Bringing Se) TUQROE dase cn ntiditn deincckieuennigiian nits 5S Marion Branch, Marion, Ind., 1905 
Per cent i eikesenccanliel - 021 | Average number present_- i aw oy 404 
Dru ness —~----------- 813 Total cases of discipline____ 608 
aiaemk Gaull  leave____ - 304 | Per cent ______- ; : { 
Alcan it Te 225 
: Sa ee nanabent 106 ITEMS OF ABOVE CASES AND PER CEN1 
Southern Branch, Hampton, Va., 1995 1g intoxicating liquors into Home grounds a 119 
ss i O69 
AVCTOSC TE I ecercitietninemnatienntettisonnceniniiinn) ae ss °T6 
otenl COIS [i Me cats eset ipiesit vaingn inalaehjenela) an r 2 . 161 
| cent oe ae eee le i dietnstan ee batiaineoncktnatitetaseh abide mac ‘iain dali 524 Absent without leave 
gt RE 5 
ITEMS OF ABOVE CAS , cone 
r in li +6) Marion Branch, Marion, Ind., 1 
nging ir a ee = a ees } : 
' nanan . eo 022 | Average number present nase wg GOm 
; 1 *g2;5 | Total cases of discipline : 737 
| 938 | Per cent ..... at | ae 
\ 390 ITEMS OF ABOVE CASES AND PER CEN 
Per « -148 | Bringing intoxicating liquors into Home grou g 71 
Per cent ...... J a O42 
: "yr kennes > 
Marion Branch, Marion, Ind. soa - = 
er cer ia i 
(Average present for year ending June 30, 1903, reported on page 162, | Absent without leave 220 
Report of Board of Managers of the National Home for Disabled Vol- | Ver cent : : 13 
eer ldiare ‘TY’ , T . 4 + 4 

tr Soldiers. Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. In connection with that 
ie tet Charges. I would like to ask unanimous consent to insert in the Recorp, 
Destin. alongside of the statistics of the gentleman from Maine [M1 

Arrested by civil authorities__._............-.._. 3 | LITTLEFIELD] a statement made by Mr. Crafts before our ¢ 
Assault and battery ar ae pains 6 | mitte ; raference ha ~ » t hiol ta ticatin . ' 

\ It a , y-..- --- .. | mittee with reference to the manner in which statistics may be 
Bringing intoxicating liquor within the limits of the Home_----_-~~ 68 : , iad . ; i ; 5 : s 
Drunkenness while on duty or under sentence Beant Daan 39 | used, in which he repeated the old saying that “ While figures 
renee jumping and absent without leave while on duty or under do not lie, liars may figure.” [Laughter.] 

eA teenie naam 35 
Insubordination 


Total 
Minor: 
Drunk or repeatedly drunk_..-~~- 
Drunk, fence jumping, absent without 
Drunk, disorderly, or threatening_____~—- 
lence jumping and absent without leave 
VCRUIGIO | ie “II UI is is ee nebaiidaeeese 





Total 381 


a alia i a 543 | 





MR. CRAFTS’S OPINION OF 














STATISTICS 

Mr. Crarts. Certainly; but these men are witnesses. They ari 
talking theory. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Do you say that they e better witne t 
managers of the Soldiers’ Hom nselves? 

Mr. CrartTs. The managers are diced, too 

Mr. SULLIVAN. What is the reason for that? Let 1 i 
case. Major Harris, General Henderson, and M M 
the committee the other day. Major Harris made } 
presence of the other two men, who are manag iI 
that the beer halls in the tional Hlomes were a bens 

That these soldiers were men of advanced y t J 
were fixed, and that it would cost them great discomfort, if n 
health, to change their habits abruptly at their time of life; and 
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it was a charitable and merciful thing to allow them to have beer in 
the beer hail. Much more so than to send them out to the adjacent 
districts to given over to the tender mercies of the rum seller and 
the keeper of disorderly places, and all that sort of thing. His 
statement was that if the State Homes were managed as well as the 
National Homes with the same regulations properly enforced, that he 
could see bje ction to allowing the liquor to the old soldiers in the 
State Hon and he saw no objection as a result of his observations 
to allowing it in the National Homes. That statement had the appar- 
t approval of General Henderson and Mr. Murphy. Unless you can 
ww that th witnesses are prejudiced, that they are in the pay of 
liquor trade, or prejudiced in any way in favor of the liquor trade, 
ow can you overweigh that kind of testimony? 
Mr. Crarrs. That is only an opinion. They 
facts to prove it, and you don’t know that. While figures can never 
yet lia can figure. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Do you say that Mr. Murphy and General Henderson 
Major Harris would lie? 

Mr. Crarrs. No; but I say that users of statistics can take lies 
make them appear as facts. 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. 


be 


no o 


eS 5 


ese 


thi 
Y 


lie, 


and 
and 


I have no objection to that. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request? 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I think we ought to have some 
a as to the extent of this. The gentleman from Maine states 
he wants to put in all the records of the Soldiers’ Homes. 
av be a doz 
LITTLEFIELD. I will put in only so much of the rec- 
[indicating] of the Soldiers’ Homes—extracts upon which 
omputations are based. 
SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I do not object to this 
reques 
a statement on the other side of the question. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I have not the slightest objection, 
far as I am concerned. 

The SPEAKER. Does 
SARTHOLDT] object or not? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I do not object if I have the 
lege. 

The SPEAKER. 

ughter. | 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I want to ask the gentleman from Missouri 
{ Mr. BarruoLpr] a question, with his permission. Is the gentle- 
iuan from Missouri prepared to print in the Recorp statements, 
arguments, and statistics equally strong as those read a moment 
ago from the Home of old soldiers in Maine, which go to show 
hat briety, decency, good order, 
tained in the Army when the canteen was in full effect? 
BARTHOLDT. In answer to the question, 


tne 


sO 


the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 


same privi- 


Then it is in the shape of an amendment. 


[I 


EcORD, he can judge for himself. 

» SPEAKER. This proceeding has been by unanimous con- 
BARTHOLDT. I ask unanimous consent, Mr. 
illowed to print a statement in the REcorp. 


BARTHOLDT 
SPEAKER. The 
gentleman from 
n the other side. Is there objection? 

by the gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
LIVAN]. Is there objection to the requests? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. 
in connection with my remarks 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Phere was no objection. 

sy unanimous consent the bill H. R. 8761, to amend section 1 

ct approved March 3, 1905, providing for 
ate justice of the supreme court of Arizona, 
es, and the bill H. R. 11016, 
‘an antiquities, were ordered to lie on the table, 
ilar to Senate bill which had been passed to-day. 
LEAVE ABSENCE. 
consent, Mr. DEEMER was 
vy, on account of illness. 
BILI 
TER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
hey had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
ing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 
An act to authorize the Chattanooga Northern 
Railway Company to construct a bridge across the Tennessee 
River at Chattanooga, Tenn. ; 

HI. R. 18442. An act to fix and regulate the salaries of teachers, 
school officers, and other employees of the board of education of 
the District of Columbia ; 

IT. R. 10715. An act to establish an additional collection dis- 
trict in the State of Texas, and for other purposes; 


Speaker, 


[ Mr. addressed the House. See Appendix.] 


couples with the request 
request that he may 


Che gentleman 
Maine the 
cs f 
made 


“yuesSt IS 


Speaker, I ask leave to print 


It is very short. 


they hbe- 


OF 
By unanimous granted leave of ab- 
sence indefinitel 


ENROLLED S SIGNED. 
Mr. V 

ported that t 

the follow 


H. R. 2 


OF iP 


did not give you the | 


zen volumes like that [indicating] for all I know. | 


and better discipline were | 2 ; : : 
I | and joint resolution of the following titles: 


if the gentle- | 
ill do me the honor to read what I am going to print in | 
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| to provide for furnishing 


JUNE 19, 


H. R. 10292. An act granting to the town of Mancos, Colo. 
right to enter certain lands; 

H. R. 19681. An act to survey and allot the lands embr: 
within the limits of the Blackfeet Indian Reservation, jy, ;) 
State of Montana, and to open the surplus lands to settler, 

H. R. 8973. An act to amend section 5200, Revised Statut: 
the United States, relating to national banks; 

H. R. 16125. An act authorizing a license and permit to j}e 
Corinth and Shiloh Electric Railway Company to construct 4 
track or tracks through the Shiloh National Park, and to operate 
electric cars thereon ; 

H. R. 4464. An act to classify the officers and members of je 
fire department of the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
poses ; 

H. R. 19571. An act to authorize the county court of (xs. 
conade County, Mo., to construct a bridge across the Gasco 
River at or near Fredericksburg, Mo. ; 

H. R. 18668. An act ratifying and confirming soldiers’ 
tional homestead entries heretofore made and allowed 
lands embraced in what was formerly the Columbia 
Reservation, in the State of Washington ; 

H.R. 7771. An act for the relief of Judd O. Hartzell; 

H. R. 14968. An act to amend the internal-revenue laws so as 
certified copies of certain records: 

II. R. 8428. An act to regulate the construction of dams acro 


the 


1e 


of 


1 
ue 


addi- 
ison 
Indian 


| navigable waters; 


t if coupled with it I may be given permission to insert | 


H. R. 14928. An act for the relief of F. V. Walker; 
H. R. 4468. An act to amend an act entitled “ An act to pro- 


vide for the appointment of a sealer and assistant ler of 


re 


| weights and measures in the District of Columbia, and for other 


| Greenhill, 
Rhode Island; 


print duties 


Also a similar | 





| enacted by the legislature of the Territory 
| thorize and provide for the construction, 


purposes,” approved March 2, 1895; 

H. R. 11787. An act ste and approving an act to appro- 
priate money for the purpose of building additional buildings for 
the Northwestern Normal School at Alva, in Oklahoma Terri- 
tory, passed by the legislative assembly of Oklahoma Territory, 
and approved the 15th day of March, 1905; and 

H. R. 10133. An act to provide for the annual pro rata dis- 


tribution of the annuities of the Sac and Fox Indians of the 


| Mississippi between the two branches of the tribe and to adjust 


the existing claims between the two branches as to said a 
ties. 
The 


imui- 


SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills 
S. 4806. An act 
sale of sponges ; 
S. R. 60. Joint resolution providing for the purchase of ma- 
terial and equipment for use in the construction of the Panama 
Canal; 
S. 280. An act to provide a life-saving station at or 
on the coast of South Kingston, in the 


to regulate the landing, delivery, cure, and 


near 
State of 


and auth 
impose fur 


S. 4250. An act to further enlarge the powers 
of Public Health and Marine Service, and to 
thereon; and 
S. 4184. An act to ratify, 


rity 
ther 


approve, and confirm an act duly 
of Hawaii to au- 
maintenance, and 


| operation of a telephone system on the island of Oahu, Terri- 
| tory of Hawaii. 


the minority report of the Com- | 


an additional | 
and for other | 
for the preservation of | 
| across the Chattahoochee River, one 


AL. 


ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOR HIS APPRO\ 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that this day they had presented to the President of the 
United States, for his approval, the following bills: 

H. R. 19264. An act making appropriations for the diplo 
and consular service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1907; 

H. R. 19816. An act to authorize the Georgia, Florida and 
Alabama Railway Company to construct three railroad brids: 3 


at or near the city of Eu- 


| faula, Ala., and two between said city of Eufaula and the city 


| 
| 


of Columbus, Ga. ; 

H.R. 19815. An act to authorize the Georgia, Florida and 
Alabama Railway Company to construct a bridge across the 
Chattahoochee River, between Columbus, Ga., and Franklin, 


| Ga.; 


H. R. 10106. An act providing for the setting aside for gov- 
ernmental purposes of certain ground in Hilo, Hawaii; 

H. R. 3997. An act for the relief of John A. Meroney ; 

H. R. 19432. An act to authorize additional aids to naviga- 
tion in the Light-House Establishment ; 

H. R. 19681. An act to survey and allot the lands embrace 
within the limits of the Blackfeet Indian Reservation, in tl 
State of Montana, and to open the surplus lands to settlement; 

H. R. 19571. An act to authorize the county court of G: S- 
conade County, Mo., to construct a bridge across the Gasconace 
River at or near Fredericksburg, Mo. ; 








1906. 


IH. R. 8973. An act to amend section 5200, Revised Statutes of 
the United States, relating to national banks; 

H.R. 18668. An act ratifying and confirming soldiers’ addi- 
tional homestead entries heretofore made and allowed upon 
iands embraced in what was formerly the Columbia Indian Res- 
oryation, in the State of Washington ; 

if. R. 7771. An act for the relief of Judd O. Hartzell; 

I. R. 14968. An act to amend the internal-revenue laws so as 
to provide for furnishing certified copies of certain records; 

HI. R. 8428. An act to regulate the construction of dams across 
navigable waters ; 

li. R. 14928. An act for the relief of F. V. Walker; 

Il. R. 20070. An act to authorize the Chattanooga Northern 
Railway Company to construct a bridge across the Tennessee 
River at Chattanooga, Tenn. ; 

il. R. 4464. An act to classify the officers and members of the 

. department of the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 


S 


HT. R. 16125. An act authorizing a license and permit to the 


Corinth and Shiloh Electric Railway Company to construct a | 


ck or tracks through the Shiloh National Park, and to oper- 
electric ears thereon: 
It. R. 4468. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to pro- 
for the appointment of a sealer and assistant sealer of 
weights and measures in the District of Columbia, and for 
other purposes,” approved March 2, 1895 ; 
il. R. 18442. An act to fix and regulate the salaries of teach- 


tion of the District of Columbia; and 
H.R. 10715. An act to establish an additional collection dis- 
rict in the State of Texas, and for other purposes, 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


By unanimous consent Mr. Tawney obtained leave to with- 
draw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, the 

in the case of the bill (H. R. 2803) for the relief of 
De Witt Eastman. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
ljourn. 
Mr. ZENOR. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a privileged 


on on the bill H. R. 16785. 
the Senate amendment. 
The SPEAKER. 


I move that the House concur 
The bill is from the Speaker's table. 


be here in the morning? The papers have been filed away. 

Mr. ZENOR. Very well. 

The motion of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] 
was agreed to. 


\ccordingly (at 5 o’clock and 30 minutes p. m.) the House | 


|journed. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 

unications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 

follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 

m the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of harbor 

refuge at Harbor Beach, Mich.—to the Committee on Rivers 
ind Harbors, and ordered to be printed with illustrations. 

\ letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 

itting a list of judgments in favor of claimants in Indian 
depredation cases—to the Committee on Appropriations, and 

dered to be printed. 

\ letter from the Postmaster-General, recommending legis- 

tion for the relief of the W. C. Walsh Company—to the Com- 

ttee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 

lowing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 

the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein 
imed, as follows: 

Mr. SPERRY, from the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5292) to 
prevent the sale of intoxicating liquors in buildings and upon 
premises around or controlled by the United States Government, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 4954); which said bill and report were referred to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. SULZER, from the Committee on Patents, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11943) to amend Title LX, 
chapter 3, of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating 
to copyrights, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 


REPORTS OF 


Will it be convenient for the gentleman to | 
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| reported the same with amendment, accompanied by 
_ school officers, and other employees of the board of educa- | 
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by a report (No. 4955); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. HULL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the House joint resolution (H. J. Res. 48) author- 
izing the Secretary of War to furnish condemned cannon for a 
life-size statue of Gen. Henry Leavenworth, at Leavenworth, 
Kans., reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 4961) ; which said bill and report were referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio, from the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, to which was referred the concurrent resolution (FH. C. 
Res. 34) for the examination and survey of the harbor at Du- 
luth, Minn., reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 4963); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota, from the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bili of 


the House (H. R. 19431) permitting the building of a dam 
across the Mississippi River between the counties of Ste 3 
and Sherburne, in the State of Minnesota, reported the 

with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4964); which 


said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana, from the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, to which was referred the bill of the House (TH. R. 
7083) to repeal section 5, chapter 1482, act of March 3, 1905, 
L report 
(No. 4965); which said bill and report were referred to the 


| House Calendar. 


| 
| 





I 


Mr. FOSTER of Indiana, from the Committee 
ciary, to which was referred the bill of the 1 
to provide for the establishment of judicial din 
trict of Indiana, designating the places where court 
held, and for other purposes connected therewith, rep 


on the Judi- 
(H. R. 16008) 
the dis- 
shall he 


rted the 


ist 


isions in 


same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4967); 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. YOUNG, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (HTH. R. 18920) to 
authorize the Wichita Mountain and Orient Railway Company 


to construct and operate a railway through the Fort Sill Mili- 
tary Reservation, and for other purposes, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by report (Ne. 4968); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 


bill of the Senate (S. 6395) for the exchange of certain Innds 
situated in the Fort Douglas Military Reservation, in the St: 
of Utah, and other considerations, for lands adjacent thereto 


between Le Grand Young and the Government of the United 
States, and for other purposes, reported 


the same [ 


wWituoul 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4970); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 


House on the state of the Union. 
COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE 
RESOLUTIONS. 


of Rule XIII, private bills and 
the following titles were severally 


REPORTS OF 


BILLS AND 


Under clause 2 resolutions of 


reported from committees 

delivered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House, as follows: 

Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 

which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4197) authorizing 


and directing the Secretary of the Treasury to enter on the roll 
of Capt. Orlando Humason’s Company B, First Oregon Mounted 
Volunteers, the name of Hezekiah Davis, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4956); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calend 

Mr. PARKER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20220) to cor- 
rect the military record of James Devlin, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4957); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. YOUNG, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1166) to correct the 
military record of Peleg T. Griffith, reported the same wit! 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4969); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


‘ < 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, 
of the following titles were introduced and severally 
as follows: 

By Mr. HOPKINS: 


and memorials 
referred 
A bill (H. R. 20287) 


to authorize Ge 


rege 
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it was a charitable and merciful thing to allow them to have beer in 
the beer hall. Much more so than to send them out to the adjacent 
districts to be given over to the tender mercies of the rum seller and 
the keeper of disorderly places, and all that sort of thing. His 
statement was that if the State Homes were managed as well as the 
National Homes with the same regulations properly enforced, that he 
( ld see no objection to allowing the liquor to the old soldiers in the 
State Homes; and he saw no objection as a result of his observations 
to allowing it in the National Homes. That statement had the appar- 
ent approval of General Henderson and Mr. Murphy. Unless you can 
show that these witnesses are prejudiced, that they are in the pay of 
the liquor trade, or prejudiced in any way in favor of the liquor trade, 
how can you overweigh that kind of testimony? 

Mr. Crarrs. That is only an opinion. They did not give you the 
facts to prove it, and you don’t know that. While figures can never lie, 
yet liars can figure. : 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Do you say that Mr. Murphy and General Henderson 
and Major Harris would lie? 

Mr. Crarts. No; but I say that users of statistics can take lies and 
make them appear as facts. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I have no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I think we ought to have some 
idea as to the extent of this. The gentleman from Maine states 
that nts to put in all the records of the Soldiers’ Homes. 
It niay be a dozen volumes like that [indicating] for all I know. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I will put in only so much of the rec- 
ord [indicating] of the Soldiers’ Homes—extracts upon which 
computations are based. 

SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I 


he wa 


rmy 
ie 


Mr. do not object to this 
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request if coupled with it I may be given permission to insert | 


a statement on the other side of the question. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I have not the slightest objection, so 
far as I am concerned. 

The SPEAKER. Does 
BARTHOLDT] object or not? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I do not object if I have the same privi- 
lege. 

The SPEAKER. Then it is in the shape of an amendment. 
[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I want to ask the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. BarrHo.pr] a question, with his permission. Is the gentle- 
man from Missouri prepared to print in the Recorp statements, 
arguments, and statistics equally strong as those read a moment 
ago from the Home of old soldiers in Maine, which go to show 
that decency, good order, and better discipline were 
maintained in the Army when the canteen was in full effect? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. In answer to the question, if the gentle- 


the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 


oe 
SOvrIeTY, 


man will do me the honor to read what I am going to print in | 


corp, he can judge for himself. 
SPEAKER. This proceeding has been by unanimous con- 


the Ri 
The 

sent. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, 

to be allowed to print a statement in the REcorp. 


[Mr. BARTHOLDT addressed the House. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman couples with the request 
of the gentleman from Maine the request that he may print 
remarks on the other side. Is there objection? Also a similar 
request is made by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
LLIVAN]. Is there objection to the requests? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I ask leave to print 
in connection with my remarks the minority report of the Com- 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. It is very short. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

By 
of the 


See Appendix.] 


st 


act approved March 3, 1905, providing for an additional 


purposes, and the bill H. R. 

American antiquities, were ordered to lie on the table, they be- 
ing similar to Senate bill which had been passed to-day. 

LEAVE OF 

By unanimous consent, Mr. DEEMER was granted leave of ab- 

ly, on account of illness. 


sence indefinite] 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


ABSENCE. 


Mr. W 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

if. R. 20070. An act to authorize the Chattanooga Northern 
Railway Company to construct a bridge across the Tennessee 
River at Chattanooga, Tenn. ; 

H. R. 18442. An act to fix and regulate the salaries of teachers, 
school officers, and other employees of the board of education of 
the District of Columbia ; 

H. R. 10715. An act to establish an additional collection dis- 
trict in the State of Texas, and for other purposes; 


unanimous consent the bill H. R. 8761, to amend section 1 | 


‘iate justice of the supreme court of Arizona, and for other | 
11016, for the preservation of | 





I'TER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- | 


JUNE 19, 


H. R. 10292. An act granting to the town of Mancos, Colo., ihe 
right to enter certain lands; 

H. R. 19681. An act to survey and allot the lands embracog 
within the limits of the Blackfeet Indian Reservation, in 
State of Montana, and to open the surplus lands to settleme 

H. R. 8973. An act to amend section 5200, Revised Statutes of 
the United States, relating to national banks; 

H. R. 16125. An act authorizing a license and permit to ile 
Corinth and Shiloh Electric Railway Company to construct a 
track or tracks through the Shiloh National Park, and to operate 
electric cars thereon ; 

H. R. 4464. An act to classify the officers and members of ile 
fire department of the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
poses ; . 

H. R. 19571. An act to authorize the county court of G:s- 
conade County, Mo., to construct a bridge across the Gasconade 
River at or near Fredericksburg, Mo. ; 

H. R. 18668. An act ratifying and confirming soldiers’ adidi- 
tional homestead entries heretofore made and allowed 
lands embraced in what was formerly the Columbia 


Upon 
Indian 


| Reservation, in the State of Washington ; 


H. R. 7771. An act for the relief of Judd O. Hartzell; 


H. R. 14968. An act to amend the internal-revenue laws so as 


| to provide for furnishing certified copies of certain records ; 


II. R. 8428. An act to regulate the construction of dams across 
navigable waters; 

H. R. 14928. An act for the relief of F. V. Walker ; 

H. R. 4468. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to pro- 
vide for the appointment of a sealer and assistant sealer of 
weights and measures in the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes,” approved March 2, 1895; 

H. R. 11787. An act ratifying and approving an act to apypro- 
priate money for the purpose of building additional buildings for 
the Northwestern Normal School at Alva, in Oklahoma Terri- 
tory, passed by the legislative assembly of Oklahoma Territory, 
and approved the 15th day of March, 1905; and 

H. R. 10133. An act to provide for the annual pro rata dis- 
tribution of the annuities of the Sac and Fox Indians of the 
Mississippi between the two branches of the tribe and to adjust 
the existing claims between the two branches as to said annui- 
ties. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to 
and joint resolution of the following titles: 

S. 4806. An act to regulate the landing, delivery, cure, 
sale of sponges ; 

S. R. 60. Joint resolution providing for the purchase of ma- 
terial and equipment for use in the construction of the Panama 
Canal; 

S. 280. An act to provide a life-saving station at or near 
Greenhill, on the coast of South Kingston, in the State of 
Rhode Island ; 

S. 4250. An act to further enlarge the powers and authority 
of Public Health and Marine Service, and to impose further 
duties thereon; and 

S. 4184. An act to ratify, approve, and confirm an act duly 
enacted by the legislature of the Territory of Hawaii to au- 
thorize and provide for the construction, maintenance, and 


enrolled bills 


and 


| operation of a telephone system on the island of Oahu, Terri- 
| tory of Hawaii. 


ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOR HIS APPROVAL. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that this day they had presented to the President of the 
United States, for his approval, the following bills: 

H. R. 19264. An act making appropriations for the diplomatic 
and consular service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1907; 

H. R. 19816. An act to authorize the Georgia, Florida snd 
Alabama Railway Company to construct three railroad brides 
across the Chattahoochee River, one at or near the city of Pu- 
faula, Ala., and two between said city of Eufaula and the city 
of Columbus, Ga. ; 

H. R. 19815. An act to authorize the Georgia, Florida and 
Alabama Railway Company to construct a bridge across ile 
Chattahoochee River, between Columbus, Ga., and Franklin, 
Ga.; 

H. R. 10106. An act providing for the setting aside for gov- 
ernmental purposes of certain ground in Hilo, Hawaii; 

H. R. 3997. An act for the relief of John A. Meroney ; 

H. R. 19482. An act to authorize additional aids to naviga- 
tion in the Light-House Establishment ; 

H. R. 19681. An act to survey and allot the lands embraced 
within the limits of the Blackfeet Indian Reservation, in the 
State of Montana, and to open the surplus lands “o settlement, 

H. R. 19571. An act to authorize the county court of G 
conade County, Mo., to construct a bridge across the Gasconade 
River at or near Fredericksburg, Mo. ; 


Se 
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II. R. 8973. An act to amend section 5200, Revised Statutes of 
the United States, relating to national banks; 

H.R. 18668. An act ratifying and confirming soldiers’ addi- 
sional homestead entries heretofore made and allowed upon 

ids embraced in what was formerly the Columbia Indian Res- 
eryation, in the State of Washington ; 

il. R. 7771. An act for the relief of Judd O. Hartzell; 

Il. R. 14968. An act to amend the internal-revenue laws so as 
to provide for furnishing certified copies of certain records ; 

LH. R. 8428. An act to regulate the construction of dams across 
navigable waters ; 

li. R. 14928. An act for the relief of F. V. Walker; 

11. R. 20070. An act to authorize the Chattanooga Northern 
Itailway Company to construct a bridge across the Tennessee 
River at Chattanooga, Tenn. ; 

Il. R. 4464. An act to classify the officers and members of the 
fire department of the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 


” 
25. 


_R. 161 
Corinth and Shiloh Electric Railway Company to construct a 
k or tracks through the Shiloh National Park, and to oper- 

e electrie cars thereon: 

Il. R. 4468. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to pro- 
for the appointment of a sealer and assistant sealer of 
weights and measures in the District of Columbia, and for 
other purposes,” approved March 2, 1895; 

Il. R. 18442. An act to fix and regulate the salaries of teach- 
ers, school officers, and other employees of the board of educa- 
tion of the District of Columbia; and 

H.R. 10715. An act to establish an additional collection dis- 
trict in the State of Texas, and for other purposes. 


iH 


1 
ride 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


unanimous consent Mr. TAwNney obtained leave to with- 
draw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, the 

rs in the case of the bill (H. R. 2808) for the relief of 
De Witt Eastman. 

Mr. PAYNE. 
adjourn. 

Mr. ZENOR. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a privileged 
motion on the bill H. R. 16785. I move that the House concur 
in the Senate amendment. The bill is from the Speaker’s table. 

The SPEAKER. Will it be convenient for the gentleman to 


De 


be here in the morning? ‘The papers have been filed away. 

Mr. ZENOR. Very well. 

The motion of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] 
was agreed to. 


\ccordingly (at 5 o’clock and 30 minutes p. m.) the House | 


adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 

munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 
foll WS: 
A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
mm the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of harbor 
of refuge at Harbor Beach, Mich.—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, and ordered to be printed with illustrations. 

\ letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 

itting a list of judgments in favor of claimants in Indian 
depredation cases—to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

\ letter from the Postmaster-General, recommending legis- 
lation for the relief of the W. C. Walsh Company—to the Com- 

ittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


Tr" 


COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 

lowing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein 
med, as follows: 

Mr. SPERRY, from the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5292) to 

revent the sale of intoxicating liquors in buildings and upon 
emises around or controlled by the United States Government, 
eported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 

No. 4954); which said bill and report were referred to the 
llouse Calendar. 

Mr. SULZER, from the Committee on Patents, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11943) to amend Title LX, 
chapter 8, of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating 
to copyrights, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 


REPORTS OF 
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An act authorizing a license and permit to the | 


Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now | 
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by a report (No. 4955); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. HULL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the House joint resolution (H. J. Res. 48) author- 
izing the Secretary of War to furnish condemned cannon for a 
life-size statue of Gen. Henry Leavenworth, at Leavenworth, 
Kans., reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 4961) ; which said bill and report were referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio, from the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, to which was referred the concurrent resolution (H. C. 
Res. 34) for the examination and survey of the harbor at Du- 
luth, Minn., reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 4963); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota, from the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bili of 
the House (H. R. 19431) 


permitting the building of a dam 
| across the Mississippi River between the counties of Stearns 
and Sherburne, in the State of Minnesota, reported the e 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4964); which 


said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana, from the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, to which was referred the bill of the House (TI. R. 
7083) to repeal section 5, chapter 1482, act of March 3, 1905, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 4965); which said bill and report were referred to the 
| House Calendar. 

Mr. FOSTER of Indiana, from the Committee on the 
ciary, to which was referred the bill of the louse (H. R. 1! 
to provide for the establishment of judicial divisions in the dis- 
trict of Indiana, designating the places where court shall be 
held, and for other purposes connected therewith, reported the 


di- 
Og) 


T 
ol 
f 


i 


| same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4967); 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 
Mr. YOUNG, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18920) to 
| authorize the Wichita Mountain and Orient Railway Company 


to construct and operate a railway through the Fort Sill Mili- 

| tary Reservation, and for other purposes, reported the sa 

| with amendment, accompanied by 2 report (Ne. 4968); which 

| said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 


a 


bill of the Senate (S. 6395) for the exchange of certain Innds 
| situated in the Fort Douglas Military Reservation, in the State 
of Utah, and other considerations, for lands adjacent thereto 


between Le Grand Young and the Government of the United 
States, and for other purposes, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4970); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutio 
the following titles were severally reported 


ns of 
1Ltees, 


the 


from comn 
| delivered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee 
Whole House, as follows: 

Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on 
| 

| 


ol 


Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4197) authorizing 
and directing the Secretary of the Treasury to enter on the roll 
of Capt. Orlando Humason’s Company B, First Oregon Mounted 
Volunteers, the name of Hezekiah Davis, reported the 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4956); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. PARKER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20220) 


Be ae 


same 


to 
to cor- 
rect the military record of James Devlin, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4957); 


| which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
' 


Mr. YOUNG, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
| was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1166) to correct the 
| military record of Peleg T. Griffith, reported the same without 
| amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4969); which said 


| bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 20287) to authorize George 
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Ilammons, Charles Vaunice, and F. A. Lyons to construct a 
bridge Kentucky River at Beattyville, Ky.—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: A bill (H. R. 20288) to refund certain 
duties paid on merchandise brought into the Hawaiian Islands 
from the United States between August 12, 1898, and April 30, 
1900, and also to refund all duties in excess of those provided 
in the act of July-24, 1897, entitled “An act to provide revenue 
for the Government, and to encourage the industries of the 
United States,” collected by the United States Government on 
importations into said Hawaiian Islansd from countries other 
than the United States between August 12, 198, and April 30, 
1900, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 20289) to amend an act en- 
tled “An act conferring jurisdiction upon United States com- 
niissioners over offenses committed in a portion of the perma- 
nent Hot Springs Mountain Reservation, Ark.,” approved April 
20, 1904—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. OTJEN: A bill (H. R. 20290) to amend the river and 
harbor act of March 38, 1905—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. TOWNE: A resolution (H. Res. 597) requesting the 
Secretary of State to send to the House of Representatives all 
correspondence relating to Hon. H. N. Allen, late minister to 
Korea—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


across 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. AIKEN: A bill (H. R. 20291) granting an increase of 
pension to Emma F.. Buchanan—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ANDRUS: A bill (H. R. 20292) granting a pension 
to Howard William Archer—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. BROOKS of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 20293) for the 
relief of Alonzo H. Adams—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 20294) granting 
an increase of pension to Jefferson Wilson—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

$y Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 20295) granting an increase 
of pension to Francis K. Richards—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20296) for the relief of A. L. Robb—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 20297) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Sylvester Lipscomb—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILBERT of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 20298) granting 
an increase of pension to William H. Isbell—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 20299) granting an increase of 
pension to Lizzie E,. Enright—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
S1ons., 

By Mr. KLEPPER: A bill (H. R. 20300) granting an increase 
of pension to B. A. Mills—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
Sions 

By Mr. KLINE: A bill (H. R. 20301) for the relief of Howard 
I’. Esterline—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McGAVIN: A bill (H. R. 20302) to grant an exten- 
sion of certain letters patent to Madison Maginn—to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

By Mr. MOUSER: A bill (H. R. 20303) granting an increase 
of pension to John Crowley—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

By Mr. NEVIN: A bill (H. R. 20304) granting an increase of 
pension to Eliza Peterson—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
Also, a bill (H. R. 20305) granting an increase of pension to 

ames E. Pangle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PARSONS: A bill (H. R. 20306) granting an increase 
f pension to John §S. Watson—to the Committee on Invalid 
By Mr. RHODES: A bill (H. R. 20307) for the relief of Levi 
’, Revelle—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RODENBERG: A bill (H. R. 20308) for the relief of 
H. B. Massey—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RYAN: A bill (H. R. 20309) granting an increase of 
pension to Daniel McGuire—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. 


By Mr. TYNDALL: A bill (H. R. 20310) granting an increase 


of pension to John Patton—to the Committee on Invalid Pep. 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20311) granting an increase of pension 
John W. Mooney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20312) granting a pension to James Caye— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20313) granting a pension to Elias q 
Friend—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20314) granting an increase of pension to 
William R. Gray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20315) granting an increase of pension to 
James H. Rains—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also. a bill (H. R. 20316) granting an increase of pension to 
Herman H. Meyerkoly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20317) granting an increase of pension to 
Phillip Heinrich—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20318) granting a pension to Sarah FP, 
Fink—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WEEMS: A bill (H. R. 20319) granting an increase 
of pension to Davis Garvin—to the Committee on Invalid Pep. 
sions. 

By Mr. WILEY of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 20320) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles Hussey—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 


to 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

3y the SPEAKER: Petition of citizens of German descent at 
Caspers Union, N. Y., for negotiation of arbitration treaties—to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of International Missionary Union, against 
harshness of administration of Chinese-exclusion law—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of R. W. Mason, Washington, 
Pa.; Edw. McDonald, McDonald, Pa.; Wiles Boyd & Co., Me- 
Donald, Pa., and Crude Oil Company, Oil City, Pa., for amend- 
ment to the pipe-line provision of the rate bill—-to the Comuit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. AIKEN: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Emma 
F. Buchanan—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BONYNGE: Petition of citizens of Colorado against 
religious legislation in the District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BROWN: Petition or resolution of residents of Pren- 
tice, Wis., against Sunday bill now before Congress—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of Savings Bank Association 
of Maine, against bill to establish postal savings bank—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Tennessee: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of Jefferson Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL of Ohio: Petition of United Commercial 
Travelers of America, Grand Council of Ohio, against bill 
H. R. 4549, relative to parcels-post law—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. COLE? Petition of Pennock Brothers, for amendment 
of section 137 of United States Postal Laws—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of ladies of McKeesport, Pa., 
relative to abuses in Kongo Free State—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. DUNWELL: Petition of New Immigrants’ Pro- 
tective League, favoring the Bartholdt joint resolution, relative 
to immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Natu- 
ralization. 

Also, petition of Wholesale Liquor Dealers’ League, relative 
to certain modifications of the pure-food bill—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of the New Immigrants’ Protective 
League, for measures to insure a better distribution of im- 
migrants—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Lyman Hawley, of Gardner. 
Ill., for pure-food bill and Federal inspection of meat-packing 
products—to the Committee on Agriculture. , 

Also, petition of National German Alliance of America, for 
furtherance of treaties -of arbitration—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Petitions, in form of letters and tele- 
grams, protesting against the passage of the eight-hour bill, from 
the following cities: Rockford, Ill, Chicago, Ill., Provideuce, 
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rR. I., Moline, Iil., and Cleveland, Ohio—to the Committee on 


Rules. os | 

»y Mr. HOWELL of Utah: Petition of Lake Typographical 
tnion, No. 115, et al., labor associations of Salt Lake City, 
f 
on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska: Petition of Nebraska Stock 


Growers’ Association, for action relative to disposition of such | 
nyblic lands in Nebraska as are unfit for agricultural purposes— 
pur, 1 


40 the Committee on the Public Lands. 
eneedy Government meat inspection—to the Committee on Agri- 
S] ‘ 


culture. 


By Mr. KENNEDY of Ohio: Petition of citizens of Youngs- | 


town, Ohio, urging exemption of aliens who come to the United 
States by reason of religious or political persecution from con- 
siderations of Gardner bill—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. 


nerce. 

By Mr. KLINE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Howard 
F. Esterline—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of Robert S. Waddell, against the 
Dp yyder monopoly—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of General Federated Union 
against the antipilotage bill being passed as a rider to ship- 
subsidy bill—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

By Mr. LORIMER: Petition of Edwards & Deutch Lithograph 
Company, against Garduer eight-hour bill—to the Committee on 
Labor. 

By Mr. McCARTHY: Petition of Frank Dowd and J. H. 
Rothnell, for the pure-food bill and Federal inspection of 
meat-packing products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 





Also, petition of Nebraska Stock Growers’ Association, for | partment of the United States Army; 
such action relative to public lands in Nebraska as shall pre- | 


vent destruction of the cattle industry—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of Nebraska Stock Growers’ Association, for 
careful revision of Beveridge bill, relative to meat inspection— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. McNARY: Petition of citizens of Massachusetts, 
against religiovs legislation in the District of Columbia—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. NORRIS: 
religious legislation in the District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. PADGETT: Paper to accompany bill for relief of John 
M. Defoe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: Petition of citizens of Seventh Massa- 
chusetts district, against religious legislation in the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of United German Societies of New 
York, for the furtherance of arbitration treaties—to the Com- 
mittee on i‘oreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Central Fedefated Union of New York, 
agaiast the antipilotage bill—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine ard Fisheries. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Charles W. Airey— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of United States of German birth, 
of New York, for furtherance of arbitration treaties—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


‘or passage of the Pearre bill (H. R. 18752)—to the Committee | 


petition of Nebraska Stock Growers’ Association, for | 


KINKAID: Petition of business firms of Nebraska, | 
for immediate action on Government inspection of meat-packing | 
products—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- | 


of New York, 


Petition of citizens of Nebraska, against | 





By Mr. THOMAS of Ohio: Petition of the Sentinel, Jefferson, | 


Ohio, and Lawrence Times, Lawrence, Mich.—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Grand Council of Order of the United Com- 
mercial Travelers of America, against parcels-post law—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WEBBER: Petition of hundreds of influential citi- 
zens of Washington, D. C., for bill H. R. 6016, for prohibiting 
manufacture and sale of liquor in the District of Columbia—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. WEEKS: Petition of Boston Christian Endeavor Un- 
ion, for appropriate action by the Federal Government relative 


| Paul 
| across the Missouri River in Lewis and Clarke County, Mont.; 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, June 


Rey. 


20, 1906. 

Prayer by 
ington. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s 
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. Kean, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


JOHN VAN ScuHaick, of the city of Wash- 


The Journal stands approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 


HOUSE, 


BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
| passed the following bills: 
S. 3263. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to estab- 


lish a port of delivery at Salt Lake City, Utah; ” 
S. 3414. An act providing for a public highway on the east 


side of the Fort Sherman abandoned military reservation, 
Idaho; 
8S. 5989. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge 


across the Missouri River in Broadwater and Gallatin counties, 
Mont. ; 

S. 6234. An act to authorize the Chicago, Milwaukee and St. 
Railway Company, of Montana, to construct a bridge 


S. 6243. An act to amend an act approved March 2, 1903, en- 
titled “An act to establish a standard of value and to provide 
for a coinage system in the Philippine Islands; and 

S. 6451. An act to provide for a commission to examine and 
report concerning the use by the United States of the waters 
of the Mississippi River flowing over the dams between St. Paul 
and Minneapolis, Minn. ; 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills and joint resolution with amendments; in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

S. 1540. An act to increase the efficiency of the Ordnance De- 


S. 1697. An act confirming to certain claimants thereto por- 
tions of lands known as Fort Clinch Reservation, in the State 
of Florida; 

S. 2948. An act to amend section 1 of the act approved March 
1905, providing for an additional associate justice of the 
supreme court of Arizona, and for other purposes; 

S. 3044. An act to promote the efficiency of the Revenue- 
Cutter Service; 

S. 4190. An act to repeal an act entitled “An act to amend 
section 2455 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, ap- 
proved February 26, 1895; ” 

S. 5769. An act defining the right of immunity of witnesses 
under the act entitled “An act in relation to testimony before 
the Interstate Commerce Commission,” and so forth, approved 
February 11, 1893, and an act entitled “An act to establish the 
Department of Commerce and Labor,” approved February 14, 
1903, and an act entitled “An act to further regulate commerce 
with foreign nations and among the States,” approved Febru- 
ary 19, 1903, and an act entitled “An act making appropriations 
for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Gov- 
ernment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, and for other 
purposes,” approved February 1903; and 

S. R. 47. Joint resolution granting condemned 
statue to Governor Stevens T. Mason, of Michigan. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed 
to the reports of the committees of conference on the disagreei 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of 
the following bills: 

H. R. 18536. An act providing 


» 
”, 


cannon for a 


“a 
ng 


the Senate to 


for the subdivision of lands 


| entered under the reclamation act, and for other purposes; and 
H. R. 16472. An act making appropriations for the legislative, 
executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal 


to abuses of power in the Kongo Free State—to the Committee 
| 


on Foreign Affairs. 
Also, petition of citizens of Boston and West Newton, against 


religious legislation in the District of Columbia—to the Com- | 


mittee on the District of Columbia. 
; By Mr. WILEY of Alabama: Paper to accompany bill for re- 
lief of Charles Hussey—to the Committee on Pensions, 


year ending June 30, 1907, and for other purpos« 

The message also announced that the House h 
following bills and joint resolutions; in whi 
concurrence of the Senate: 

H. R. 9343. An act providing for the resurvey of certain town- 
ships of land in the county of Baca, Colo. ; 

H. R. 10858. An act to establish a naval militia and de 
relations to the General Government; 

H. R. 11040. An act to authorize the receivers of | moneys 
for land districts to deposit with the Treasurer of the Unite 


ul passed the 
h it requested the 


hne its 


nublic 


States certain sums embraced in their accounts of unearned 
fees and unofficial moneys ; 

H. R. 13106. An act granting to the Batesville Power Coin- 
pany right to erect and construct canal and power stations at 


Lock and Dam No. 1, upper White River, Arkansas ; 
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H. R. 14811. An act to authorize George T. Houston and Frank 
B. Houston to construct and operate an electric railway over 
the National Cemetery road at Vicksburg, Miss. ; 

Hl. . 15506. An act authorizing the patenting of certain lands 
to school district No. 57, Nez Perces County, Idaho; 

Hi. R. 16013. An act providing medals for certain persons ; 

H.R. 17186. An act granting to the Territory of Oklahoma, 
for the use and benefit of the University Preparatory School of 
the Territory of Oklahoma, section 33, in township No. 26 north 
of range No. 1 west of the Indian meridian, in Kay County, 
Oka. p 

Ji. R. 17600. An act to grant authority to change the names of 
ceriain sailing vessels ; 

Hf. R. 18596. An act to enable the Secretary of War to permit 
the erection of a lock and dam in aid of navigation in the White 
River, Arkansas, and for other purposes ; 

H.R. 1i9tsi. An act to grant a certain parcel of land, part of 
Fort Robinson Military Reservation, Nebr., to the village of 
Crawford, Nebr., for park purposes ; 

Hf. 2. 19812. An act to authorize the Mingo-Martin Coal Land 
Company to construct a bridge across Tug Fork of Big Sandy 
River at or near the mouth of Wolf Creek ; 

H. R. 19566. An act to authorize the Coraopolis Bridge Com- 
pany and Osborne Bridge Company to construct a bridge over 
the Ohio River; 

Hi. R. 19756. An act to amend section 2844 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, and to provide for an authentica- 
tion of invoices of merchandise shipped to the United States 
from the Philippine Islands ; 

H.R. 19814.. An act authorizing the issue of obsolete ordnance 
and ordnance stores for use of State and Territorial educational 
institutions and to State soldiers and sailors orphans’ homes; 

If. R. 19850. An act to authorize the Monongahela Connecting 
Railroad Company to construct a bridge across the Mononga- 
hela River in the State of Pennsylvania ; 

H.R. 19916. An act withdrawing from entry certain public 
lands in Chouteau County, Mont., and leasing the same to the 
board of trustees of the Montana College of Agriculture and 
Mechanic Arts; 

Hf. R. 20097. An act to authorize the board of supervisors of 
Coahoma County, Miss., to construct a bridge across Coldwater 
River; 

II. R. 20119. An act to authorize the village of Oslo, Marshall 
County, Minn., to construct a bridge across the Red River of 
the North; 

H. R. 20210. An act to authorize the city of St. Louis, a 
corporation organized under the laws of the State of Missouri, 
to construct a bridge across the Mississippi River ; 

IH. R. 20266. An act to amend an act entitled “An act author- 
izing the condemnation of lands or easements needed in con- 
nection with works of river and harbor improvement at the 
expense of persons, companies, or corporations,” approved May 
16, 1906 ; 

Hi. J. Res. 31. Joint resolution recognizing the change of 
name of the Regular Army and Navy Union of the United 
States to the Army and Navy Union of the United States of 
America; and 

H. J. Res. 160. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of 
War to furnish a certain gun carriage to the mayor of the 

city of Ripley, Lauderdale County, Tenn. 

The message further announced that the House had passed 
a concurrent resolution providing for the appointment of a 
joint special committee consisting of four Senators, to be ap- 
pointed by the Vice-President, and five Members of the House of 
Representatives, to be appointed by the Speaker, to examine, con- 
sider, and submit to Congress recommendations upon the revi- 
sion and codification of laws prepared by the statutory revision 
commission heretofore authorized to revise and codify the laws 
of the United States; in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills, and they were thereupon 
signed by the Vice-President: 

Hi. R. 10183. An act to provide for the annual pro rata dis- 
tribution of the annuities of the Sac and Fox Indians of the 
Mississippi between the two branches of the tribe and to adjust 
the existing claims between the two branches as to said annui- 
ties; and 

Hi. R. 11787. An act ratifying and approving an act to appro- 
priate money for the purpose of building additional buildings 
for the Northwestern Normal School, at Alva, in Oklahoma 
Territory, passed by the legislative assembly of Oklahoma Ter- 
ritory, and approved the 15th day of March, 1905. 
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PETITIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the Nati ng] 
German-American Alliance of Philadelphia, Pa., praying fo» 
the enactment of legislation providing for the appointment of q 
commission to formulate a system for carrying the immigra. 
tion laws into effect; which was referred to the CUummittee oy 
Immigration. 

_ He also presented a petition of the German-America. Ayjj- 
tration Conference, of New York City, N. Y., praying for the 
ratification of international arbitration treaties; which was re. 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

BENJAMIN FRANKLIN MEDALS. 


Mr. KEAN. I am directed by the Committee on Foreign Re. 
lations, to whom was referred the bill (S. 6488) authorizing the 
striking of 200 additional medals to commemorate the two lun- 
dredth anniversary of the birth of Benjamin Franklin, to report 
it favorably without amendment. It is a short bil!, and I wil 
ask for its present consideration. It will lead to no debate. 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consiq- 
eration. It directs the Secretary of State to have struck 200 
additional medals for the use of the American Philosophica} 
Society, Philadeiphia, Pa., to commemorate the two hundredth 
anniversary of the birth of Benjamin Franklin; but the entire 
cost of striking the medals shall be borne by the American 
Philosophical Society. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, iead the third time, 
and passed. 

RULES FOR GRADING LUMBE3. 

Mr. PLATT. I am directed by the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 67) limiting 
the gratuitous distribution of the Rules and Specifications for 
Grading Lumber Adopted by the Various Lumber Manufactur- 
ing Associations of the United States to the Senate, the House 
of Representatives, and the Department of Agriculture, to report 
it favorably with an amendment to the title, and I ask for its 
present consideration. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution; and there being no 
objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded 
to its consideration. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A joint resolution to 
protect the copyrighted matter appearing in the Rules and 
Specifications for Grading Lumber Adopted by the Various 
Lumber Manufacturing Associations of the United States.” 

The preamble was agreed to. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 98483) providing for the resurvey of ceriain 
townships of land in the county of Baca, Colo., was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL—ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HALE. I report back from the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, with amendments, the bill (H. R. 19844) making appro- 
priations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for tlie 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1907, and for other purposes, and I 
submit a report thereon. 

I wish to state to the Senate that in the course of its business, 
in order to secure an adjournment late next week, it is essential 
that this bill should be passed so that it can go to the House 
and we can get it into conference on Sunday. In that way tlie 
bill will be out of the way, and so far as appropriation bills go 
there will only be the general deficiency bill, which will reach 
the Senate upon Tuesday of next week, as it is now arranged in 
the other branch of Congress. 

Senators will see the importance not only of getting this bill 
forward in the way I have indicated, but the moment that the 
bill passes all of the time between its passage and next Tuesday 
or Wednesday will be open to the Senate for conference reports 
and other matters, and the Committee on Appropriations will be 
out of the way of the Senate. 

I can see no better way of marshaling the business to the end 
which we all desire than what I have indicated, and I should 
be very glad to-day, as the bill is substantially already in print 
before the Senate, to take it up now, or a little later, when the 
amended print of the bill comes in, and go through with the 
formal part of the bill, so that immediately after the action of 
the Senate on the canal bill to-morrow, which has been settled 
by unanimous consent, the appropriation bill can be completed 
to-morrow afternoon and go at once to the House for confereice. 

I hope that Senators see the importance of this arrangement 
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in view of final adjournment, and particularly that they will finished, except that part of it relating to the Panama C 


consider that when this bill is out of the way the Senate will 
have three or four uninterrupted days for the consideration of 
conference reports, which, of course, are important, but which 
can be then taken up and will not interfere with the appropria- 
tion bills. 

Mr. President, I will be very glad, as soon as the new print 
comes in, which I expect will be very shortly, to take up this 
hill and run it as long as possible this morning. I do not give 
any formal notice, for that does not add anything, but I shall 
seek, as soon as the amended bill is here for Senators to follow, 
to take it up, and I hope Senators who are interested, as they 


are, in other matters will see the force of getting this bill out of | 


the way. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I very fully appreciate 
‘he suggestion that the Senator from Maine has made as to the 
necessity for haste in the matter of considering these great 
appropriation bills, and so far as I am concerned I certainly 


except that I trust if the print comes in before 2 o’clock the 
Senator will not insist upon taking up the bill before that hour 
as I have had consent, after the routine morning business, to 
further consider a bill that is of exceeding importance—in a 
smaller way, of course, than appropriation bills, but of exceed- 
ing importance to the traveling public. 

Mr. HALE. That will be entirely satisfactory if I do not 
ineet at 2 o’clock with some Senator who desires to speak upon 
the canal measure, which comes up at that time. 

Mr. KITTREDGE rose. 

Mr. HALE. Senators know how practically impossible it is 
with any measure to take a Senator from the floor who desires 
to speak. The suggestion made by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire would be entirely agreeable and would give the Senate the 
opportunity of considering the appropriation bill for the rest 
of the day. 

Mr. GALLINGER. 
Senator from Maine disposes of appropriation bills, I think he 
need have no apprehension that there will be great delay in 
passing the bill he has in charge at the present time. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Maine is equally confident 
with the Senator from New Hampshire that when the bill gets 
up the Senator from Maine will not delay it. That is very cer- 
tain. Let us see what the Senator from South Dakota has to 
say about 2 o’elock. 

Mr. KITTREDGE. The Senator from Alabama [Mr. Mor- 
GAN] wishes to address the Senate at 2 o’clock on the unfinished 
business. ’ 

Mr. HALE. Now, the Senate sees exactly the trouble I will 
be in at 2 o’elock. The Senator from South Dakota announces 
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inal, 
which will be settled by the action of the Senate t 

Mr. WARREN. 
session. 

Mr. HALE. I ask, or I will move, that the Senate ;: 
at 8 o’clock this evening. 
then, with that exception. 

Mr. BERRY. Is it understood that nothing except the appro- 
priation bill will be considered this evening‘ 

Mr. HALE. Nothing except this bill. The evening session is 
to be devoted to the consideration of the sundry civil appropria- 
tion bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 

Mr. HALE. 


rrow 
I hope the Senator will ask for an evening 


shall meet 
I have no doubt we can finish the bill 


From what hour? 


My motion is that when the Senate takes a 
recess, say at 6 o’cleck—— 
Mr. KEAN and others. Not later than 6. 
Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate shal! take a recess, not 


| later than 6 o’clock, until 8 o’clock, the evening session to be 
hall not in any way interfere with the wish of the Senator, | 


| devoted to the consideration of the sundry civil appropriation 
| bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maine moves 
that the Senate take a recess, not later than 6 o’clock, until 8 


o'clock this evening. The question is on agreei 
of the Senator from Maine. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. I am very much obliged to the Senate. 


¢ to the motion 


EDWARD KING. 


Mr. BURROWS. I am directed by the Committee on Finance, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5221) for the relief of 
Edward King, of Niagara Falls, in the St: 


te of New York, to 

report it favorably without amendment, and I ask for its present 
consideration. 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, th 

Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its con 

sideration. It proposes to pay to Edward King, of Niagara 


Falls, in the State of New York, $90, said sum being the amount 


paid to the United States Government for duties on certain 
| horses imported by him at Buffalo, N. Y., and which said horses 
were afterwards discovered to have been stolen by one William 
Potts in Canada, and which were, after their importation, re- 


turned by Edward King to their rightful owner 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, o 


| dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


| Lands, to whom was referred the bill 


that the veteran Sqnaator from Alabama desires, I suppose, to | 


occupy the day, and I shall meet there more trouble than I 
eet now with the District railway bill. 

What I am seeking is that every Senator, no matter what he 
has got, will help to get this bill through. 
President, if nothing is done before 2 o’clock, and the Senator 
trom Alabama having made his arrangements proposes to de- 
liver what will be a great speech and an extended speech, the 
day js gone. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maine yield 
to the Senator from Wyoming? 

Mr. HALE. Yes; I am inviting suggestions, because I know 
the Senate feels as I de—that it is very important in the 
marshaling of its business that this great bill shall be gotten 
cout of the way and sent to the House, so that we can get into 
conference upon it. I invite suggestions. 
out. 

Mr. WARREN. I was going to suggest to the Senator from 
New Hampshire that possibly he would hardly be able to finish 
ise measure which he has in charge by 2 o’clock, and as he has 
learned that the floor will be taken at 2, possibly it would suit 
iim just as well to lay the District measure over until we finish 
the consideration of the sundry civil bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say in reply to the Senator from 
Wyoming that I trust I shall be able to have the consideration 
of the bill in which I am interested completed by 2 o’clock. I 
Will say, further, that unless the bill is completed pretty soon 
| shall not press its consideration at all, because if it amounts 
to anything it must go to the other House and have the con 
currence of that body. As we are nearing the day of adjourn- 
nent, Senators will understand the necessity for prompt action, 
if any action be taken. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I make this suggestion, almost as 
in extremis: If the Senate will give an evening session for the 
consideration of the sundry civil appropriation bill, it can all be 





the 
But I can see, Mr. | 


I want to be helped | 


RESURVEY OF LAND IN BACA COUNTY, COLO. 


Mr. PATTERSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Publie 
(H. R. 93438) 
for the resurvey of certain townships of land in the « 
Baea, Colo., to report it favorably without amendment, and 
I ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 

The Secretary read the bill; and there be 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
consideration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


providing 


‘county of 


ing no objection, 


pr ceeded to its 


or- 


AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PROCTOR. I ask that the message of the House on the 
agricultural appropriation bill, which is on the table, be taken 
up. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. 
mittees. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President 

Mr. PROCTOR. I will yield for morning business that takes 
no time, but it is very important to get the agricultural bill 


Let us get through with reports of com- 


| into conference. 


| 


i 


| 


} 
| 


| has 


Mr. CULBERSON. I have a Senate resolution to offer, which 
I would be glad to have adopted. I do not think it will create 
any discussion. I hope it will not. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I think the Senator will see the importance 
of action on the appropriation bill. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I do; but we shall be in session 
couple of weeks yet, I think. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I suggest that the Senator from Vermont 


for a 


a right, under the rule, to ask that the matter be laid 
before the Senate. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I am not insisting, but I suggest to the 

Senator from Vermont to yield to morning business, and let 


us get through with the morning business before taking up the 
appropriation bill. 
Mr. PROCTOR. 


I am very good-natured this morning, and 
I will yield moderately. The junior Senator from Nebraska 


{Mr. Burkett] was on his feet before I rose. I will yield for 
c short time for morning business that leads to no discussion. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
der. 


Reports of committees are in or- 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. BURKETT, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom were referred the following bills, submitted 
adverse reports thereon; which were agreed to, and the bills 
were postponed indefinitely : 

A bill (S. 4670) to provide for the control, administration, 
and support of the public schools of the District of Columbia; 

A bill (S. 4671) to determine and regulate the salaries of 
officers, tenchers, and other employees of the board of education 
for the publie schools of the District of Columbia ; 

A bill (S. 2069) to fix and regulate the salaries of teachers, 
‘1 officers, and other employees of the board of education 
of the District of Columbia; 

A bill (S. 2323) to determine and regulate the salaries of 
officers, teachers, and other employees of the board of education 
for the publie schools of the District of Columbia ; 

A bill (S. 2322) to provide for the control, administration, 
and support of the public schools of the District of Columbia; 

A bill (S. 2324) to amend the act relating to the organization 
of the board of education in the District of Columbia, and for 
other purposes; and 

A bill (S. 2475) to provide for the control, administration, 
and support of the public schools of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BURKETT. I wish to state that while these bills have 
been indefinitely postponed, the same matter practically is 
covered by the schoo! bill which we passed the other day. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 13193) to pro- 
hibit the killing of wild birds and wild animals in the District 
of Columbia, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 1148) granting an increase of pension to Marion 
F. Halbert; 

A bill (H. R. 19389) granting an increase of pension to Lewis 
Marguis; 

A bill (H. R. 1836) granting an increase of pension to Hiram 
B. Thoinas; 

A bill (H. R. 15945) granting a pension to Cynthia A. Comp- 
ton ; 

A bill (H. R. 18769) granting an increase of pension to Louisa 
Story; 

A bill 


sel 


(H. R. 19337) 
abeth C. Kennedy ; 

A bill (H. R. 19091) 
Langeneck ; 

A bill (H. R. 19538) 
Jane Dougherty ; 

A bill (H. R. 16411) 
ton Moore; and 

A bill (H. R. 185438) 
M. Follin. 

Mr. McCUMBER (for Mr. GEARIN), from the same commit- 

. to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2212) granting a pen- 
John Lb. Johnson, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 


granting an increase of pension to Eliz- 
granting an increase of pension to Ernest 
granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
granting an increase of pension to New- 


granting an increase of pension to James 


sion to 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


TILLMAN introduced a bill (S. 6491) granting an in- 
of pension to Joseph H. Abbey; which was read twice 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Pensions. 


a ittee on 
.. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 6492) to correct the military 


‘ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
PLATT (for Mr. Depew) introduced a bill (S. 
‘ize the city of Buffalo, N. Y., 
Irie and Niagara River, to erect 
refrom, and to construct and maintain filter beds for the 
- of supplying the city of Buffalo with pure water ; which 
ad twice by its 


6493) to 


WARREN introduced a bill (S. 6494) to provide for the 
purchase of 
at Lander, 
its title, 
Grounds. 

Mr. ALLEE introduced the following bills; which were sey- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 


in the State of Wyoming; which was read twice by 
and referred to the Committee on Public 


James Devlin; which was read twice by its title, and | referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads: 


to construct a tunnel under | 
and maintain an inlet | 


title, and referred to the Committee on | 





a site and the erection of a public building thereon | 
I - ; | sions and box rents, less the salary paid at time of service; and 


suildings and | 


A bill (S. 6495) granting an increase of pension to Joseph };, 
Lyons; and 

A bill (S. 6496) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
D. G. Smith. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming introduced a bill (S. 6497) to an- 
thorize officers and employees of Executive Departments to ai1- 
minister oaths when specifically designated for that purpose hy 
the head of the Department with which they are connected: 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6498) to amend an act entitled 
“An act conferring jurisdiction upon United States commission 
ers over offenses committed in a portion of the permanent [ot 
Springs Mountain Reservation, Ark.,” approved April 20, 1904: 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Comnmit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. LONG introduced a bill (S. 6499) for the relief of Lurang 
Harpole; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 6500) granting a pension 
to William S. Sykes; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6501) for the relief of William 
F. McKimmy, administrator of John McKimmy, deceased ; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6502) for the relief of George kK. 
Hathaway, administrator of John R. Hathaway, deceased; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. WETMORE introduced a bill (S. 6503) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Fannie A. Moore; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SIMMONS introduced a bill (S. 6504) for the relief of 
the estate of Levi T. Oglesby ; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT BUTTE, MONT. 


Mr. CLARK of Montana submitted an amendment proposing 
to appropriate $15,000 for acquiring additional grounds and nec- 
essary improvements for the same for the Federal building at 
Butte, Mont., intended to be proposed by him to the public- 
buildings bill; which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


COL. FRANCIS A. MACON, 


Mr. SIMMONS submitted an amendment authorizing the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to credit in the account of Col. Francis 
A. Macon, disbursing officer North Carolina Organized Militia, 
the sum of $1,194.19, ete., intended to be proposed by him to 
the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


INTERSTATE LIVE-STOCK INSURANCE COMPANY, 


Mr. CULBERSON submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 

Resolved, That the Attorney-General of the United States be, and he 
is hereby, directed : 

1. To send to the Senate full copies of all correspondence between 
the Department of Justice and the United States attorney for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia relating to the Interstate Live-Stock Insurance Com- 
pany, of the District of Columbia. 

2. State what action, if any, was taken by the United States attorney 
for the District of Columbia in reference to the operation of said Inter- 
state Live-Stock Insurance Company, and if any action was take by 
him, state the result thereof. If any legal proceedings were taken 
against said company by the United States attorney for the District of 
Columbia, state what they were; and if such proceedings have been dis 
continued, state the reason for such discontinuance. 


CLAIMS OF POSTMASTERS IN TENNESSEE. 
Mr. FRAZIER submitted the following resolution; which was 


at 
9 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
directed to have stated in the Sixth Auditor's Office the salary accounts 
of former postmasters, named on annexed memorandum schedule, who 
served at post-offices in Tennessee in terms between July 1, 1864, and 
July 1, 1874, and who applied to the Postmaster-General prior to J 
ary 1, 1887, for payment of increased salary under the act of March : 
1883, such salary accounts to be stated upon the.registered return 
each postmaster for each term of service specified on memorandwn 
schedule hereto attached, and by the method and rule laid down by 
Postmaster-General for the statement and payment of salary acco 
of former postmasters under the act of March 3, 1883, in his p 
order of February 16, 1884, directing payment of salaries by com! 


enable the Secretary of the Treasury the better to comply with t!\is 
resolution the Postmaster-General is hereby directed to turn over | 
the Sixth Auditor all the data now in his hands pertaining to each a! 
every such claim specified on the memorandum schedule hereto 
tached ;* and the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to rep 


*For memorandum see Senate resolution No. 154. 
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to the Senate such stated salary accounts of former postmasters as soon 


as they can be made ready. 
COAL, LIGNITE, AND OIL DEPOSITS. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I offer the concurrent resolution which 


I send to the desk. 
The concurrent resolution was read, as follows: 
Whereas the Government of the United States owns 
19.000,000 acres of public land underlaid with coal and lignite 
ind large areas of public land containing oil deposits; and 
Whereas the future industrial development of the country, its heat 
and power and light, are largely dependent upon this supply of coal, 
and oil; and 


more than 
de- 





Whereas these public lands are subject to entry and sale and are 
ent 1 and sold to individuals and are rapidly passing under the con- 
trol of corporations that are thus acquiring a monopoly of the coal 
and oil supply; and 

Whereas it is in the interest of the coal and oil consumers of the 
country that the extent and character of these deposits be accurately | 
determined so that the country may know the amount of its fuel sup- 
, nd may adopt such measures as will conserve it for the benefit 
( the hole people : Therefore be it 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
the Secretary of the Interior cause to be made a thorough in- 
tion of the coal, lignite, and oil deposits of the United States 





and report to Congress the nature, extent, and best methods of mining 

the same so as to operate them with the least amount of waste. 
Resolved, That the President be authorized to withdraw from entry 
nd sale all public lands known to be underlaid with coal, lignite, or 


and all such lands which, in the judgment of the Director of the 


Geological Survey, contain deposits of coal, lignite, or oil, and that all 
such lands be withheld from entry or sale until such time as Congress 
shall determine otherwise. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President 





Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I simply wish to ask that the resolu- 
tion may lie upon the table. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


lie on the table. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I give notice that I shall call it up as 
early as possible for action, at which time I will submit some 


deo 
remaris. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. I will ask the Senator from Wisconsin 
when it is his intention to call up the resolution. Does the 
Senator intend to call it up to-morrow? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I did not hear the Senator. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from North Dakota 
asks when it is the purpose of the Senator from Wisconsin to 
call up the resolution just submitted. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. As early as possible. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. No definite date is stated. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. 
the attention of the Senate. 

Mr. WARREN. I should like to make a suggestion to the 
Senator from Wisconsin. As this is a very important matter, 
I hope before he calls it up and addresses the Senate he will 
give at least a day’s notice. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I will do so. 


AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. PROCTOR. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the 


Y ® : ‘ } 
The resolution will be printed and | 
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tax that can be put on the cattle grower or upon the consumer. 


It is a very small one at the most. I look upon it as a pro 
expense of advertising that should be charged to that account. 
| These packers do a large amount of advertising, and certainly 
they do none that will yield such a tremendous return as this 
one of having the Government stamp on their products. 
I might cite the oleomargarine law as an illustration. There 
is a tax of one-quarter of a cent upon renovated butte rh 
result of that very small tax has been that the production of 








message from the House of Representatives relative to the agri- | 


cultural appropriation bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of 
the 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 18537) making appro- 
priations for the Department of Agriculture for the fiseal year 
ending June 80, 1907, agreeing to amendment No. 29 with an 
amendment, and requesting a conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, I make the ordinary motion 
that the Senate insist upon its amendments and agree to the 


conference asked by the House, the conferees to be appointed | 


by the Chair. 
Before the motion is put I think I ought to say a word about 


House of Representatives disagreeing to certain amend- | 


the principal points of difference upon Senate amendment 29, | 


that the differences may be fully understood by the Senate. 
Phere are two points which seem of most importance. One is 


that the House in its amendment has stricken out the provision 
1 


of the Senate amendment that the date should be placed upon 
the cans. I believe that is a proper provision, but I do not pro- 
rose to discuss it, as I presume there are other Senators who 
have given it more attention who will speak upon it. I make 


this brief preliminary statement because I would like to hear 
from other Senators upon these matters. I know it will be 
urged in favor of the House provision striking out the date that 


it is not of great practical importance; that dealers will hardly | 


stock up a year’s supply or more, and that they will in the in 
terest of business sell the oldest first. But I think it is a proper 
and a wise provision to put the date on the label. 

In regard to the other provision, the cost of inspection, it 
seems to be a radical departure and a very unwise one for the 
Government to defray this expense. I do not look upon it as a 


| excuse for charging this upon the cattle grower or upon 
In the next few days, if I can get 


that article has increased largely—I think nearly double nd 
that it has yielded an income to the Government of about double 
the expense of administering it. 

There has been a good deal of pressure brought to bear 


regarding this expense, and multitudes of telegrams have been 
received. It is plain, in looking them over, to that they 


see 


emanate from Chicago, and they are sent to different sections 
| of the country to be forwarded to Congress. Many of them 
are in almost identical language. Several of them have a 


mistake in grammar, which is repeated identically in different 
telegrams. Here a package of them, in which the s 
asks “prompt action in passing meat-inspection bill prov 


is 





for rigid inspection at Government expense.” That identical 
expression occurs in a large number of the telegrams, and, in 
fact, in nearly all of them that have been received. Here 

another with the same expression, “rigid inspection at G 

ernment expense.” The same language oecurs in this entire 
package, “rigid inspection at Government expense.” Here is 
another form, perhaps gotten out by one of the other packers. 
| They seem to be adroit packers, not only of meat products, but 
of men as well. They know how to bring their constituencies 





into line to have their views represented. 
from another house: “ 


This one is probably 


Please urge Secretary of Agriculture 


and Bureau Animal Industry that Government inspection is 
thorough.” Some words are omitted there. Several others 
“urge announcement that the Government inspection is thor 
ough and covers domestic and foreign meats.” There are still 
other forms. Here is one that “inspection should be on prac 
tical and reasonable lines.” This form of expression occurs 





several times, repeated in the same language, and 
reasonable lines.” 

The cost is so inconsiderable that it seems to me entirely 
impossible that the packers, if they wish, could make any 

the 
consumer. I am confident that a charge of 6 cents for cattle 
and 3 cents for sheep, swine, goats, and calves would cover 
all the expense. I do not believe in the principle of collecting 
fees or a tax to be deposited in the Treasury and to be drawn 
upon to defray the expense, but it seems to me perfectly proper, 
as in the case of oleomargarine and renovated butter, that the 
tax or fee should be collected and deposited in the Treasury 
as other moneys are and that we should appropriate for this 
inspection entirely independent of whatever proceeds of 
tax or fee may be in the Treasury. That is the it 
the oleomargarine law to which I have referred. 

If the Senators will turn to the reprint of the Senate amend- 
ment and of the House substitute, which are on their desks, 
page 8 of our amendment No. 29, at the fifteenth line, the 
vision in regard to fees begins: 

That the Secretary of Agriculture is authorized and directed to pre- 
scribe and fix reasonable fees, etc. 


I would suggest that this provision should read: 


al 


“ practi 


such 


is in 


way 


on 


pro- 











That the Secretary of Agriculture is authorized and directed to pre 
scribe and fix reasonable fees for the inspection and examination of all 
cattle, sheep, swine, and goats, not to exceed 10 cent cattle and 5 
cents for calves, sheep, swine, and goats, maintained in accordance 
with the provisions of this act, and the said fees shall b ! rm 
throughout the United States and shall be collected by the Secretary of 
the Treasury and shall be deposited in the Tre ry; and a schedule 
of such fees, together with the rules and requirements relating to the 
collection thereof, shall be set forth in regulations prescribed the 


Secretary of Agriculture and approved by the Secretary of the Treasur 

These fees probably might safely be reduced to 5 
eattle and 3 cents for smaller animals, but of this the 
of Agriculture would be the judge. 


eents 


for 
Secretary 


This, as I have said, seems to me the greatest piece of ad- 
vertising that any industry could possibly have. There are 
other lines of business in this country which will be sure to ask 
for the same provision, and with just claim. The butter and 
cheese producers, the maple-sugar manufacturers will want 
and many others. As we have already adopted in ot! s 
ures the principle of a small tax or fee, it seems to me e to 
follow in that line. I look upon the Hou proposition as 


very dangerous precedent. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, in common with other Sen 
ators, I have read the House amendment to the amend 
ment No. 29 to the agricultural appropriation bill, and I think, 
speaking by and large, we may congratulate ourselves on get 


senute 
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a very much better bill than any informed man had a 
under 1 circumstances to expect at this session. 
TEE 4 REINSERTED. . 

The amendment, as the House has returned it to the Senate, 

back nearly all the teeth which the House committee 
first took out of the Senate amendment; all, indeed, ex- 

two, and even one of those two teeth is put back with 
ld filling, as it were. I refer to the $3,000,000 appropriation. 
‘haps this for the present year will serve its purpose; it will 

; but it is wrong in principle. 
GOOD BILL FOR A BEGINNING. 

While in no great reform measure can all that one asks for 
be expected to be achieved at the first, nevertheless a fairly 
good bill has been secured with those two exceptions. 
the conferees are appointed, however, and at the re- 

t of the Senator who will be chairman of the conferees on 
part of the Senate, I desire to express myself upon thuse 

omi indeed, I desire to do so anyway, because I 

lh again to be on record upon both of those questions, since 
they arise almost to the dignity of principles; indeed, I will 
vitldraw the limitation, and say they do rise to the dignity of 


, } 
principles. 


ting 
right he 
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+1 
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t _ 
bCiore 


ssions, 


LARELS AND COST OF INSPECTION. 

The first one is the House amendment to that provision in the 
Senate amendment which omits the requirement that the date 
of the inspection be put upon the can or other receptacle in 
which a food product is sealed up; and the other one is the point 
to which the Senator from Vermont [| Mr. Proctor} just now 
felicitously called attention, the House provision which puts the 
of inspection on the people instead of on the packers. 

Before I take those two up—and I shall do so with very great 
brevity, Mr. President, because I am quite as anxious as any- 
one that this business shall be concluded—I want to say that 
one may be permitted to take some pleasure out of the little 
comedies of legislation; and this House amendment and its his- 
tory presents one such amusing incident. 

I observed the other day that it was asserted with some 
by my friend the chairman of the Committee on | 
Agriculture in the other House that the provision for the surveil- | 
; houses when closed was in the first House | 
yet when the bill comes back to us I find, to my | 

L gratification, that in the broadest possible terms an 
additional provision for that very night surveillance is found— 
the surveillance of the plant for any and every purpose 
whatever is put back in the law. So that if it was true that 
in the House substitute before, it is now 100 per 
better in being in there again, and in terms that are 
bread in the original Senate amendment. Not- 
withstanding the assertion that this highly important pro- 
vision had not been taken out by the House, it is, nevertheless, 
put back in strong and sweeping language. But if it was not 
taken out, why has it been put back? But no matter, it is back, 
and we may rejoice. 

Mr. President, with reference to the two omissions which 
still remain, the two things which the House have not restored, 
which they took out of the Senate amendment, I desire to ex- 
press myself briefly. I said a moment ago that each of them 
rises to the dignity of a principle. The first one was provided 
Senate amendment concerning the dating of the cans or 


cost 


vehemence 
’ > 1; < 
mance OL pPpacniIng 
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su ute; ana 
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quite as as 





in the 
sks or any receptacles in which the packer packs food prod- 
ts. I should like to hear any Senator give a reason why we 
should not enforce the principle involved, which is that the 
people have a right to know what they purchase. 
PURCHASER SHOULD KNOW THE AGE OF PRODUCT. 

It was stated before the House committee that the contents 
of cans that were five years old were just as healthful and just 
Possibly that is 
Mr. President; but will any Senator contend that the con- 

that the purchaser of that can, has not the right to 
whether it is five years old or five days old? 
stated before the House committee by Mr. Wilson, ; 
‘epresenting the packers, in explanation of the circumstance of | 
a large amount of cans that looked very old, scratched up, and 

defaced being there, that they were brought in that 

the labels might be melted off, or taken off by hot water, and 

new labels put on, thus making the cans look as though their 

contents had been put in yesterday, when, as a matter of facet, 

the only thing that was done yesterday was to put on the label. 
PEOPLE SHOULD KNOW WHAT THEY PURCHASE. 

So that it is possible, under the amendment as it comes to us 
from the House with this provision, for a can of meat whose 
contents are five years old to have on it a label which would 
make the purchaser believe that it was only one day old. That 
is a fraud upon the purchaser, and I have not yet heard one valid 


as good as meat that was but five days old. 
true, 
Saeeeaes 


it Was 


otherwise 
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reason—and I have conversed with many men who are inter. 

ested in this matter—why the date should not be put on. Haye 

not the people the right to know what they purchase? , 
GREAT BRITAIN’S RULE. 

Two or three days ago we all read about the debate in the 
British House of Coifmons, in which one of the members of {ho 
House put to the Secretary of War the question whether or yo} 
it was possible that the British soldiers were being fed meat the 
date of inspecting which was not on the tin, and he replied 
certainly not; that it was a rule of the war office of Great 
Britain to provide in the contract for food for the soldiers th qt 
the date should be put on the can. 

Mr. President, if the British soldier is protected by a con- 
tract for the stamping of the date on the can so as to know the 
age of the food he consumes, why should not the American 
citizen, who is purehasing at home, be protected by a law pro- 
viding for stamping the date on the can? Is it because the 
packer knows better what the people ougbt to eat than the 
people themselves? Do you say to the people who consume this 
product, “ Here, buy this can of meat; it is none of your business 
whether it is five days, five months, or five years old; pay your 
money and eat it and ask no questions. We, the packers, know 
what is best for you?” Is that position defensible in logic or 
morals? No; the people have the right to know what they buy, 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indiana 
yield to the Senator from North Dakota? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I desire to ask the Senator from Indi- 
ana whether he has any doubt that hereafter, in the case of 
American meat being sold to any foreign government, that the 
government purchasing such meat will require that the date 
shall be stamped on the can—not only the Government of Great 
Britain, but any other foreign government? 

IF STAMPED ABROAD 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. 


SHOULD BE STAMPED AT HOME. 

I am glad the Senator asked me that 
In reply I would say, certainly; there is no doubt of 
it. Everybody knows that from this moment on the precaution 
which the British Government has taken with reference to this 
entire matter will be taken by every other government with 
reference to this matter. The inference necessarily fol! 
that if our meats are to be sent abroad, stamped with the date 
of their inspection, the stamp should be put on with reference to 


Ws 


| meats sold at home as to the date of their inspection. 


Mr. President, I had thought that this particular phase of the 
controversy was settled. Some amendments were submitted to 
me at the end of last week, among which was this, that the pro- 
vision for stamping the date should be restored as it was in the 
Senate bill. Later on I was infermed that there was an objec- 


| tion to stamping the precise date on the can, but that a 


promise had been reached by stamping on the can the yeur 
which the inspection had occurred. But even that has 
omitted at the last moment from this bill as it comes to us. 

So it occurs to. me, Mr. President, that the Senate conferees 
should insist upon the date going upon the can or the pac: 
which contains any meat food products. At least, so far as | : 
eoncerned, I desire to go on record with reference to that par- 
ticular thing. We must all face this question before the 
people: Shall the people have a right to know whai they 
buy when they place their money upon the counter and purchase 
a can of food products? Have they not the right to know what 
it is their money pays for? JI wish to be on record that the pcv- 
ple have the right to know what they buy. 


IS HIDING THE TRUTH ENCOURAGING BUSINESS? 


This reason has been suggested to me—and I believe the 
Senator from Vermont referred to it—that it would be a hari- 
ship upon the grocer that when he had stocked up, and tlic 
date appears upon the label upon his goods, after they are 4 
few months old the consumer would refuse to purchase them. 
But, Mr. President, the converse of that proposition meaus 
that they are to be sold to the purchaser only by concealing the 
date of their inspection. Does the Senate, does any Senator, 
does any Member of the House of Representatives, want to 40 
before the American people supporting such a proposition as 
that? Shall business be encouraged by concealing the truth, by 
deceiving the consumer? 

But, Mr. President, would the grocery man’s business be hurt? 
Certainly not. The packer would make an arrangement wit! 
the grocer, and would only be too glad to do so, that aft I 
a certain time, if any of the old goods remained, they mis\' 
be returned to the packing house and new goods suppiied n 
their place. To any person who has studied this question |! 
appears that these old goods so returned can then be healthfully 
treated, reinspected, recanned, and resold under a truthful rep- 
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-esentation of the facts—marked “ reinspected,” and with the | 
cote thereof. The clething dealer must abide the change of | 
les; kodak films are dated—but, according to the House, | 
ve packer alone must not abide the consequences of age upon | 
; product. There is no defense for such a position, Mr. Presi- 
ient. 


CONCEALMENT IS A FRAUD. 


The proposition that we are going to hurt the grocery man, 
which has no feundation in fact, is the only argument that has 
n urged in support of the House omission of this provision 
of the Senate. It is not true, of course, but even if it were, no | 
n has the right to foster trade by fraud, and concealing the 
te of inspection—concealing the age of the meat—is a fraud 

‘ the consumer. 

WHY SHOULD THE PEOPLE PAY? 

Mr. President, the other provision is equally important and 
equally sound in principle. It may be stated in this question: 
‘hy should the people pay for the packers’ inspection, instead 
o/ the packers paying for their own inspection? 

| have been impressed by the convincing argument advanced 
by the senior Senator from Vermont, who said that the pack- 
ing establishments might well pay for this inspection and 

irge it to advertising account. Why, Mr. President, it would | 
he worth to the packers not $3,000,000, not $4,000,000, not 
85,000,000, but, considering the extent of their business, eight 
or ten million dollars as a mere advertising proposition, to be | 

le to put upon all of their food products the stamp of the 
Government’s approval. So the argument advanced by the 
Senator from Vermont, it strikes me, original and novel, is 
also conelusive. 

lyoes any Senator believe that the packers under present cir- 
cumstances would not be willing to pay not only the cost of the 

spection, but 100 per cent more than the cost of inspection, 
rather than haye the stamp of the Government approval taken 
away from their goods? So, Mr. President, we are not putting 
upon the packers any burden, but we are granting to the packers 
a favor when we require them to pay the expense of inspection. 
Shall we do more and give them $3,000,000 of the people’s 

iey every year in addition to the boon we are granting them 
the is.spection itself? Why should the people pay for an in- 
spection for which the packers ought to pay? 

It has been suggested that if the packers pay this cost of in- 
spection by a system of fees, they will put it upon the pro- 
-the cattle raisers; but, after a moment’s exampnation 
of the facts, that supposed argument, like all the other argu- 
ments that have been advanced against the provision of the 
Senate bill, disappears. The highest price that any person has | 

egested as being adequate to the inspection of one head of 
eattle is 8 cents; the highest price that anyone has suggested 
as to hogs is 5 cents. The accepted price is 3 cents for hogs, 
sheep, and goats, and 5 cents to 8 cents for cattle. 

ARGUMENT AN AFFRONT TO INTELLIGENCE. 

Now, Mr. President, in the case of a steer weighing 1,400 
pounds, could any person distribute the 8 cents, which it would | 

st to inspect that steer, over those 1,400 pounds so as to enable | 
the packer to say to the cattle raiser: “I have got to pay 8 | 
ents for inspecting this steer; therefore I will reduce the price 
I pay you one-fourth or one-sixteenth or any other fraction of a | 

| 





aucers 


cent a pound?” Jt is an affront to the intelligence of thoughtful 
i to make such a suggestion as that. 
ttle are not fools. 
On the other hand, the cost can not be put upon the consumer, | 
the same reason. Take the 8 cents which the packers pay | 
under the fee system for the inspection of a steer weighing | 
! That 8 cents can not be distributed 


The farmers who raise 


100 or 4,600 pounds. 
ver the hundreds of pounds of the product that comes out of 
at steer so as to justify the packers before the public opinion 

of the country, which hereafter they must take into account, | 
raising the price of a steak a quarter of a cent, or a sixteenth 

of a cent, or any other fraction of a cent a pound. If they did 

it would be a ruthless exercise of power which would arouse 

) indignation against them, which at the present time, I think, 
they are not courting. 

THE PACKERS WOULD HAVE TO PAY. 

So, Mr. President, the reports that were sent broadcast by 

the packers in trying to arouse the fears of the cattle raisers 

1 the one hand and the fears of the meat consumers upon the 

other hand, that the packers would pass the price of inspection 

on to the producers and the consumers, evaporate when we exam- 

ine the facts. Mr. Wilson, representing the packers before this 

House committee, frankly stated that not the producers and not 

the consumers, but the packers themselves must pay the charge 

of inspection if it were put upon them by the fee system. It is | 
one of those charges, Mr. President, that comes out of the pack- | 


+} 
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| ers’ profits, and that is one of the reasons why they object to 


paying it. 
DIFFICULTY OF A SUFFICIENT APPROPRIATION. 

The other reason is perhaps the most critical reason why 
the appropriation system should not be followed and why the 
fee system should be followed, and that is the very great diffi- 
culty in getting sufficient appropriation to furnish an adequate 
inspection. The fact that we have made an increase of the 
present appropriation of 400 per cent merely proves that propo- 
sition. At the present time, Mr. President, the appropriation 
for this purpose is about $750,000. We are partially inspect- 


ing perhaps 150 plants. In those 150 plants we are in- 
specting the carcasses, but not the meat food products. Un- 
der this amendment not only must the inspection that at 


present occurs continue, but an immensely increased inspection 
of all the plants where inspections occur at all must also be 
added. So that if we do not add a single one to the present 
plants that are now being inspected, the plants now being fur- 
nished inspection would consume all of your $3,000,000 the first 
year of inspection under this act. 

NO FAVORITISM TO PACKING HOUSES. 

Very well. But there are already, according to the Secretary 
of Agriculture, in addition to the 150 establishments now in- 
spected, as many as 100 more establishments that need inspec- 

These are all that he has thus far heard from; but every 
day the Secretary of Agriculture is receiving news of other es- 
tablishments that not only need inspection, but that are asking 
for inspection. 

So that, Mr. President, large as the present appropriation is, 
generous as it is in comparison with the appropriations that we 
have had in the past, it will be inadequate in a single year if 
the Government gives to all the packing establishments already 
actively engaged in interstate commerce the inspection which 
they ask and which they deserve to have under the law. All 
packing establishments ought to be treated upon an equality. 
The great packing houses of Chicago ought to have no better 
inspection than the smaller and independent 
located in some other section of the country. 

WHAT A FEE SYSTEM WOULD DO. 

The fee system, Mr. President, which was proposed by the 
Senate amendment, would always raise enough money to give 
the amount of inspection which the packing houses ought to have 
instead of the amount of inspection which the packing houses 
want. The fee system will put into the Treasury enough money 
to give all establishments, little and big, independent and trust, 
equally good inspection, and that is something an 
tion does not do and can not do. 

Under the fee system, if there is a large business, there will 
be a large fund in the Treasury derived from the fees, and 
there will be a large number of inspectors to be paid from that 
fund. If the business sinks, the fund sinks, and the namber 
of inspectors will be decreased. But according to the appro- 
priation system you will have, after this year, precisely the 
difficulty that you have had in the past years, and that is the 
impossibility of getting an increased appropriation, no matter 
how much the business grows. 

DIFFICULT TO APPROPRIATION. 

I know that this appropriation is made a permanent appro- 

priation, but everybody who is familiar with practical legislation 


packing houses 


appropria- 


INCREASE 


| knows that when the Secretary of Agriculture, or the Adminis- 


tration, or any Senator, or any man in public life comes to Con- 


| gress and asks for an increased appropriation, they will say, 


“It was good enough for last year, and we think 


it is probably 


| good enough for this year.” 


Well, Mr. President, the meat industry of this ceuntry has 
not reached its climax. This country has not reached the crest 
of its prosperity. If $3,000,000 were adequate to-day, which I 
doubt, it will not be adequate to-morrow. There will be an 
enormous increase in the consumption of meat and meat food 
products, and yet every one of us knows, as a practical proposi- 
tion of legislation, that probably the most difficult thing to do 
is to get an increase of appropriation, and that probably the 
easiest thing to do is to get a decrease of appropriation. 

Do gentlemen think, do Senators imagine, that the beef busi 
ness of this country is going to.pause just where 
Mr. President, it will be as much greater to-morrow 
to-day as it is greater to-day than it was yesterday. 
the appropriation system is entirely inadequate. 

HOUSE AMENDMENT MAKES THE PEOPLE PAY 

In the amendments submitted to me last Friday there was a 
provision for an appropriation of two or three million doll 
and then a provision (which was the better provision for the 
whole measure) that if that proved insufficient, that there- 
after the fee system might be employed. ‘That, Mr. President, 


it now is? 
than it is 


Therefore 


rs, 
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would not be as good as adopting the fee system for the | 
whole thing and making the packers pay entirely for their in- | 
but it would be much better than the present provision | 
which makes the people pay entirely 


spection ; 
the House amendment, 


for the packers’ insp: ction. 


of 


FEES 

There is nothing novel in this proposition. National banks 
pay for their inspection; the immigrant who comes to these 
shores pays for his inspection; and, as the Senator from Vermont 
pointed out, the producer of oleomargarine pays for his inspec- 
tion. 

I want to return just a moment and ask Senators to consider 
this: If it is conceded that the meat industry will grow, as it 
must be conceded ; if it is conceded that where we have now 100 
picking establishments we will have in a few years hun- |} 
dreds more, as it must be conceded; if it is conceded, as it must 
be, that the number of packers will multiply as the years pass; 
and if it is conceded, as it logically must be, that Congress 
proposes to keep pace with that business in the increase of its | 
appropriation for inspecting that growing business, will Sen- 
ators tell me where such appropriations are going to end? 

If $3,000,000 a year is necessary now, as is conceded by the 
House provision, will it not require $5,000,000 in coming years 
and millions more as the time passes and business grows? Are 
we to apply that principle to every inspection that is necessary 
under our Government? If we are, Mr. President, I 
ators and every man who is responsible to the people to tell me | 
where that drain upon the Treasury will stop. 


IN OTHER CASES. 


Sen- 


ask 
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been accepted, I imagine there would have been no such agita- 


| tion. 


AGITATION HAS NOT HURT BUSINESS. 
It has been said, Mr. President, that agitation hurts bysj- 


| hess; but this agitation, it will be found when the clouds clear 
| away, has not injured business. 


It will be found that this agi- 
tation has put the prosperity of the packing business of this 
: e It will 
be found that it has made wrong methods correct and improper 
practices straight; and in the end it will be found that more 


| than anything that could possibly have occurred it will haye 


restored the confidence of the American people and of all the 
nations of the world in the products of the American packing 
house. For, after President Roosevelt signs the bill which this 
Congress shall send to him upon that subject, every man all oyer 


| the world will know, having the guaranty of the American (Con- 


gress therefor, that be can buy with impunity and consume 
without fear any product which the American packing house 
places upon the market. 
HONEST METHODS MAKE PUBLIC CONFIDENCE. 
Mr. President, gentlemen need not be afraid of business 
being injured. I predict that within a month from the time 
this bill becomes a law the meat and cattle business of this 


' country will experience a boom beyond the wildest imagination 
| of the most covetous 
*| and domestic, in American meat and American food products 


; and that within a year the trade, foreign 


will have reached a point higher than ever before in our his- 
tory. And the best thing about it all will be that that com- 


| merce, both foreign and domestic, will continue steadily to 


THE INDUSTRY, NOT THE PEOPLE, SHOULD PAY THE FEFS. 


The truth about it is, Mr. President, that the scientifie way | 
to raise the money to pay the cost of inspection of any industry | 
that ought to have inspection is to make the industry itself pay 
for that inspection. I see about me members of the Appropria- 
tions Committee and other Senators who will be members of the | 


Appropriations Committee because of their special aptitude in | 


those lines—men who are familiar with this question of the 
drain upon the people’s money—and before I close this part of 
the argument I ¢call their attention to this serious fact: If it is 
now necessary to take $3,000,000 of the people’s money out of 
the Treasury of the United States to pay the cost of inspection, | 
which the packers themselves ought to pay, will not $5,000,000 
and then $10,000,000 and then other and increased millions be | 
required in the future? And if you apply that principle to every- 
thing that has inspection in the United States, how much will 
you be annually appropriating out of the money of the people | 
to pay for inspections that ought to be paid for by the business 


| about it and to correct the evils which that truth reveals. 





itself? 

Yesterday I was talking to my friend the Senator from North | 
Dakota [Mr. McCumber]. He said, giving an admirable illustra- | 
tion, that in Dakota the man who took a load of wheat to market | 
had to pay the cost of inspecting that wheat, and not the Gov- | 
ernment. Then why, Mr. President, make an exception of the | 
packer? I have nothing against the packing industry—the pack- 


industry. I have nothing against any legitimate industry of 
this country; but I see no reason why packers should be singled 
out and made the recipients of the bounty of the Government. 
I see no reason why, to use the language of the Senator from 
Vermont, they should not only not have to pay for their own 
inspection, but, in addition to that, should be given an adver- 
tisement worth 100 per cent more than the $3,000,000 which the 
inspection will cost. 


GOVERNMENT INSPECTION A GOOD ADVERTISEMENT. 


Does any Senator imagine that they would not rather give 
$6,000,000, under present circumstances, than to have the privi- 
lege of stamping the Government’s approval upon their goods 
taken away from them? 
the Government's indorsement; and they do not want any more 
than that. They want inspection enough to enable 
them to use the Government’s approval in selling their goods. 
They care about no more. They have been resisting any larger 
inspection than that. That much inspection is “ good for busi- 
ness ;”’ more than that is “ bad for business.” 

Now, Mr. President, I shall not detain 
longer. I am anxious to conclude; 
shall get into conference, and I am anxious that the entire 
matter shall speedily be wound up. It would not have taken 
very long to have wound it up if there had been no resistance 
to the essential provisions of the Senate bill. 

Much has been said about the agitation that has occurred. 
If any agitation has been caused, the packers themselves and 
they alone and no person else is to blame for it. Wad there 


inspection 


the Senate any 


: : : : : | will strengthen and 
ers mus: stop their evil practices—but I have nothing against the | 


They want inspection enough to get | l ; 
| of meat inspection which passed the Senate. 


I am anxious that this bill | 





been a disposition to have accepted practically what has now 


| mount on the unfailing wings of honest methods and public 


confidence. 
TRUTH DOESN’T HURT BUSINESS. 

Mr. President, it does not hurt any business to tell the truth 
Any 
business which can be permanently hurt by telling the truth 
about it ought not only to be hurt, but it ought to be destroyed. 
All sound business will thrive upon the facts. It is a mis- 
taken wisdom which makes men think that they can success- 
fully prosper by concealing the truth. The American people 


| are the greatest business people in the world, but it must not 


be forgotten that they intend to insist that their business shal! 
be conducted by conscience as well as by intelligence and by the 
rules of right and wrong as well as by the rules of. profit and 
loss. . 

We want now to make money as much as we ever did, and it 
is one of our best ambitions; but we intend to insist that every 
dollar of money we make shall be clean. The American people 
want no business prosperity that flows from wrong methods and 
improper practices; the American people will tolerate no pros- 
perity which is poisoned with fraud. 

A MORAL REGENERATION OF BUSINESS. 

We are in a period of moral regeneration of American busi- 
ness. That regeneration will not injure American business; it 
increase it. It will expand as well as 
purify our prosperity; it will make the people richer, and it 
will make the people happier, because it will give them satis- 
faction with the money they make. And not every man to-day 


| experiences that pleasure—the pleasure of being satisfied with 


the money he makes. 

We have heard much about the restoration of markets. We 
haye not heard too much on that subject. Markets are a 
method of civilization. Markets for American products should 
be the first consideration of American statesmen. But the 
way to restore markets for our meat and meat food products 
is to restore confidence in our meat and meat food products. 

HOW TO RESTORE CONFIDENCE, 

And the way to restore confidence is to enact as nearly as 

possible, without modification, the amendment upon the subject 


We have this nearly—not quite, but nearly—in the bill which 
the House sends to us, as I said in the beginning, a much better 
bill than any person familiar with the facts under all the cir- 
circumstances had the right to expect. But, with the two 
exceptions I have pointed out, it restores the vital features of 
the Senate measure. 

CREDIT DUE TO PRESIDENT ROOSEVELT. 

And such improvements over the first House proposition as we 

now have, such restoration of the Senate provisions as we now 


| have, we owe to the courage, determination, and the absolutely 
| unselfish devotion to the interest of the people of President 


Roosevelt. From the beginning of the opposition to the Senate 
bill he has advocated the most rigid and scientific inspection, 
and it is chiefly to him that we owe the fact that we will get as 
excellent a bill as we will have. 
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If the Senate conferees, as pointed out by two of them—the 
<epator from Vermont, the chairman, and the Senator from 
North Dakota, another member of the committee—will insist, 
and if the House conferees will, as I have no doubt they will, 
agree to put back into the bill the remaining two features 





whieh the House has taken out, we shall have accomplished | 


three things in addition to what we have already accomplished : 
First, the people will know what they are buying when they 
pay their money for a can of food product; second, the people 
will be relieved of the cost of the payment of inspection, which 
the packers ought to pay, for whose benefit it is; and, thirdly, 
we will have secured for the American people as complete a 
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| party to a fraud. 


meat-inspection bill as is now on the statute books of any nation | 


in the world. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, this is a very great and very 
useful measure, one of such importance that I think no apology 
is required from any Senator for desiring to say a few words 
in regard to it. 
I venture to suggest that we can say anything about it here in 
the Senate, because we are credibly informed that the amend- 
ment has been perfected in the House and accepted by the Presi- 
dent, so that it may seem audacious even to suggest that this 
body has still to pass upon it. Nevertheless such is the pro- 
yision of that much-discussed instrument—the Constitution— 
and I will take advantage of it to say a few words, because I 
regard this amendment as of the utmost importance. 

Mr. President, I am glad to hear from such good authority as 


the Senator from Vermont [ Mr. Proctor] and the Senator from | 


; : | the packers and their friends. 
Indiana [Mr. BeverIpGE] that the amendment as we now receive | = 


it from the House is valuable and effective, because there seems 
to have been a good deal of doubt cast upon its true nature. We 
were told first that the original substitute proposed by the 
House Committee on Agriculture was perfectly worthless; that 
it amounted to nothing as legislation and would have no effect 
in curing the evils of the packing houses. Then, we were in- 
formed that amendments to the substitute had been agreed upon 


which made it a thoroughly effective and efficient measure. | 
Finally, yesterday, reading what occurred elsewhere I gathered | 


on high authority that these new amendments, so satisfactory to 
the President and to those who desire effective meat inspection, 
had simply been put in to sweeten the substitute, that they had 
no real meaning, and that the measure as offered to the House 
really did not amount to anything at all. 

{ hope therefore that we are not being deceived as to the mer- 
its of the amendment in its present form; I trust that the opin- 
ions expressed by the Senator from Indiana and the Senator 
from Vermont are correct, and that it is in fact an effective 
measure to cure what I regard as one of the greatest of exist- 
ing evils in the daily life of the United States to-day. I should 
have no doubts of its merits, so far as it goes, were it not for the 
approval which it seems to receive from its enemies. 

Two points, however- have been made by the Senator from 
Vermont and the Senator from Indiana as to certain serious 
changes in the Senate amendment. Those two points refer to 
the labels and as to who shall pay for the inspection. 
care to discuss them at any length, even if time served: but I 
desire to say a few words in regard to the matter of dating the 
labels. It is not the date on the label that we want. It is the 


date which shows when the Government inspection occurred. | 


When the Government puts its stamp upon an article which is 
to go out into the whole world, carrying with it the official ap- 
proval of the United States, the world ought to know just when 
the United States put that word of approval on it. 

Mr. BEYERIDGE. Mr. President- 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massachu- 
setts yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I interrupt the Senator only to say that 
f I did not state precisely that as being the original provision 
n the Senate amendment I was in error, because that is pre- 
isely what the Senate amendment did provide for and what I 
referred to—the date of inspecticen, 

Mr. LODGE. Exactly. What we want is the date of in- 
spection. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is right. 

Mr. LODGE. The packers say that canned articles of food 
are just as good five years after they are canned as at the mo- 
ment of canning. If they like them that way, let them eat 
them that way. Nobody objects. But I contend, -and this is 
the spirit of all our pure-food legislation, that the public has a 
right to know exactly what it is buying. If canned meat 5 
years old is just as good as meat which has been canned five 
months, it ean not hurt the business of these tender creatures 
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I do not | 


Yet I confess it is with some trepidation that | 








| 


| before. 


| in the opposite direction, and that is if we leave the 
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People will be just as ready to buy their excellent 5-year-old 
*2DS as they will be to buy those that are 5 months old. 

When we passed the oleomargarine bill it was argued that 
oleomargarine was, as a rule, better than most.of the butter 
sold in the market. I am inclined to think it was, but that did 
not affect the argument one particle. The buyer is entitled 
to know what he is buying, especially when the article bears 
the Government stamp, for the Government must never be made 
If a man is buying canned food that is five 
years old, he is entitled to know it. If it is just as good as the 
freshly canned food and he wants it, that is all right. But 
when the Government puts its stamp upon an article, the date 
ought to go with it. Why do they want to keep it off if the 
old canned meat is just as good as the new? Because I suppose 
they would say there is a prejudice against age in meat. I sup 
pose there is. I suppose people prefer to eat something that was 
canned a few weeks since to something that was canned five 
years ago. 

There is an impression—a mistaken impression, the good and 
disinterested packers say—that five-year-old cans are not as 
good as those which have been canned within the year. I sup- 
pose it is a prejudice. But that is no reason why people should 
be sold canned articles on the pretense that they were canned 
this year, when they were, as a matter of fact, canned five years 
It seems to me the proposition is as simple and as un- 
answerable as possible, and it does not seem to me that the re- 
fusal to allow the date of the Government inspection to go on 
indicates any overwhelming honesty of purpose on the part of 


Now, as to the payment of the tax. We make the maker of 
oleomargine pay the tax for the inspection of his product. We 
collect from the steamship companies, nominally from the im- 
migrants, a head tax to pay for that inspection service. When 
we put the Government label on these goods going out from the 
packing houses, we give them a value which they could obtain 
in no other way, especially after all that has occurred, and they 
ought to pay this expense. The inspection tax is a trifle, and 
it ought to be borne by those who are pecuniarily benefited 
by it. 

I do not, however, agree with the cheerful deduction made by 


| the Senator from Indiana that the tax is so trifling that the 


cattle raiser and the consumer wil not be touched by it. We 
have seen a trifling advance, caused by some accidental occur- 
rence, which would amount to a fraction of a cent a pound on 
meat, develop, in the hands of the Chicago packers, into a 
reduction on a steer of several doHars and an increase in price 
on the meat of this steer which, by the time it reached the 
consumer in the hotel or the restaurant, amounted to perhaps 
20 or 25 cents on only enough meat to make an ordinary meal. 


| A very slight excuse in the past-has enabled those amiable 


gentlemen to cut the cattle raiser on the one hand and to in- 
crease the price to the consumer on the other, and they would 
find in a mill a pound on the steer a reason to advance meat 
to the people of the United States 5 or 6 cents a pound and to 
cut down the price to the cattle raiser a good many dollars per 
head. I apprehend there is a very real danger there, and yet 
I do not think that that fact affects the principle. It is right 
and proper that this tax should be paid by those who direcly 
benefit by it, and whose business methods haye made severe 
inspection absolutely necessary. 

Moreover, Mr. President, there is another very serious danger 


or} 
= il 


inspection 
service to an annual appropriation, we shall find very soon that 
it is a convenient place for economy, and that we are going to 
cut down inspectors and cut off the expense of inspection until 


| it is impossible to make it effective or efficient. 


I for one hope, Mr. President—and it is for that pur 
rose—that our conferees will stand with the utmost strength 
for the views expressed by the Senate on those two points when 
they embodied this amendment in the bill. That amendment 
went through the Senate without debate. If it had hee , 
cepted in the same spirit by the House, taken into conference 
by the House, and then and there settled and put into proper 
shape and form, with such improvements and modifications as 
it needed, for undoubtedly all legislation can be improved by 
consultation, this agitation and this debate would never have 
arisen. The report would never have gone in. There would, 
no doubt, have been rumors that such a report existed, but the 
debate, the agitation, and all that was in the report would not 
have been spread before the public. But the Chicago packers 
believed that they could defeat this legislation. They saw fit 
to make an open contest about it. They have got the report 
published. They have had their debate. They have had it all 
pulled over in the newspapers, and I wonder now whether they 





who are doing this packing for us to have the fact known. | think it has profited them much in the end. 
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If I may digress for one moment, let me say that I care very 
little for the attacks which have come from across the water on 
this subject. Our neighbors and our rivals in trade are not 
slow to take advantage of anything of this sort, and the British 
brother particularly, when anything of this sort happens, rolls 
up his eyes and holds up his hands and says how wicked we are 
and by inference how good he is. These evils are not confined 
to the United States. I read in dispatches which I have 
clipped from newspapers such statements as these: 

IN OTHER LANDS—BRITISH HORROR OVER CHICAGO AND SOME 


ABOUT ENGLISH METHODS—DENMARK AND RUSSIA SEND BAD 
TO GERMANY. 


BAD MEAT 
FACTS 
MEAT 

New YorkK, June 15, 1996. 


A London cable to the Times says that in spite of the horror affected 
by the British public over the Chicago packing-house exposures, the 
iinglish purveyors of food are quite as much addicted to foul practices 

those in America. The dispatch quotes the report of a sanitary 
inspector in the employ of the borough of Camberwell, the revelations 
of which, the newspaper publishing them says, shows that the indigna- 
tion poured out on Chicago might as well be turned to give an impetus 
to the movement for the removal of horrible abuses at home. 

For example, the inspector says it was shown recently that a firm 
engaged in manufacturing tinned “ delicacies,” such as potted chicken 
and tongue, had acquired a large quantity of old tinned meat and had 
worked it over with other materials in cireumstances too loathsome to 
detail. Thousands of tins of putrefying and poisonous meat were seized 
trom this firm. 

The inspector alleges that large quantities of diseased meat 
brought from the country and sold in London constantly, and instances 


a number of cases of meat from cows which had died from fever finding its | 
| group of men. 


way to London butchers’ shops. The inspector says that even the 
London slaughterhouse butchers, in spite of the inspectors, manage to 


slanghter and put on the market the carcasses of tuberculous and other | 


diseased animals, and that all sorts of refuse and dirty scraps are put 
into London-made sausages. 

*Recently,”” says the inspector, “I found in a jam factory a collec- 
tion of dried raisins filled with ants and other insects, rotten-apple pulp, 


orange peel, some filthy macaroni, a lot of blown tins of apricots, and | : c 
| belittled it. 


other refuse bought from grocers’ shops as unfit for food. It amounted 
to 9 hundredweight in all, and was being treated and made into jam.” 

In a confectioner’s the inspector found a case of 500 absolutely rotten 
eges designed for use in pastry and creams. 
in the place. 
invariably use rotten eggs in the preparation of their delicacies. 

At a time when the whole world is holding America in contempt, it 
seems worth while to point out that all the conscienceless food pur- 
veyors do not live in the United States. 

Again, on June 18: 


3AD MEAT FROM BRITISH COLONIES—MORE THAN A TON OF TINNED FOODS 
DESTROYED DAILY FOR FIVE YEARS. 
LONDON, June 18, 1906. 
The report of Doctor Thomas, the medical officer of the borough of 
tepney, to the local government board shows that his department dur- 


at the Stepney wharves. These, he adds, were not 
practically no canned goods from American concerns 

through the Stepney wharves, but were colonial meat, fish, 

{ The medical officer says he found New Zealand raspberries 
treated with sulphur to preserve them. 


are 


that a stri 
is the only 


+ 
and 
ing 


‘t examination of the carcasses at the time o 


means of protection. Doctor Thomas incidentally asks 


what becomes of the tongues of the great number of horses slaughtered | 


yearly in London. He says he has never seen a horse's tongue exposed 
for sale and labeled as horse’s tongue. 
be given to the public health departments. 

Last night, by mere accident, I read a reprint of an article 
which originally appeared in the Contemporary Review. 
to read a single paragraph from it. 
and his flock.” 

To judge by what the bishops and the press have been saying lately, 

nmerce is homogeneous. It is rotten all through. House dealing, 


It is called “ The parson 


_dealing, picture dealing—ask anyone who has had an outsider’s | 
ience of these walks of life whether they do not reek of fraud. | 


ulteration is all but universal. 
a white sheet 
have to breathe. 
wer homestly 
ed into the street. How capital treats labor let the London poor 
Morality, even in the country, is a veneer. Intemperance 

» trouble to walk straight at noonday. The rights of 


Respectability in the shop-keeping 
scan te 


Shopmen must lie to live. Shopgirls who 


exed by the rich with the effrontery of impudence that | 


rs belief. The bishop of Salisbury has jest called his 
ount in a letter which reads like a confession of failure. 

impurity, gambling, extravagance; shifty, lying customs 
1 business, reciprocal failure of duty of servants and mas- 
on all these points the bishop feeis apparently that the ordinary 
machinery of the church is powerless to control the conduct of her lay 


einbers 


t, drink, 


\iv. President, there is a description of English business in an 
important English review by a serious writer, and I call atten- 
t these things not for the sake of palliating or excusing 
what has happened here, but because I am a little weary of 
this continuous talk which I see in virtuous foreign newspapers 
of how bad we are. When the insurance frauds appeared— 
and bad enough they were, Heaven knows—you would have 
supposed that England had never heard of Hooley, had never 
heard of the noble guinea pigs on the boards of directors, had 
never heard of the Whittaker Wright case, had never heard 
of the horse-buying scandals which occurred in this country 
under our eyes during the South African war. I do not bring 


ion to 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


are | 


or : There was not a good egg | 
rhe inspector says a good many London confectioners 





» past five years has destroyed over a ton of rotten tinned foods | 
American | 


| ordered. 
tt On their arrival in England, | 
the raspberries were soaked in an aniline bath to restore their color. | 
He considers that diseased meat once canned will easily defy detection | 
slaughter- | 


He urges that increased powers | 


I want | everything was all right, and yet after this agitation began two 


thrown over practices which infect the air em- | 


questions put to them by Government inspectors are | 





JUNE 20, 
up those things here to say to another country, “You are yp. 
other,” or to point out how bad some one else is and how goog 
we are. I bring them up here to show that conditions are paq 
in other countries, and that what concerns us is not to use this 
as an excuse, but to make ourselves better and above reproach, 

The methods of the people over in England are different fro 
ours. If anything disagreeable occurs there, they smother jt 
up. They set to work to cure it, but they say as little about 
it as possible. They try to forget it, and they say, “All is right, 
and see how bad the French and the Germans and the Amerj- 
cans are.” Our way is different. We pull everything out into 
the open. We make it appear not only as bad as it is, but we 
make it appear usually ten times worse than it is. We drag 
all the dirty linen out and shout and shout for fear people wil| 
not pay attention to it. On the whole, I think ours, unjust 
as it often is, is the better way, for I think it shows that there 
still remains among us a capacity for honest public indigna- 
tion with wrong. I believe that the American people are an 
honest people, and that the mass of the American business 
men are honest men; and that is the reason why I feel as 
strongly as I do about this group of packers in Chicago, who 
discredit us all and injure our good name everywhere. They 
are exceptional. We have not heard from the other packers 
in other parts of the country. We have not heard any pro- 
tests from the cattle raisers. It has all come from that one 


They began by saying that everything was all right. What 
did Mr. Neill and Mr. Reynolds know, forsooth? You wanted 
experts to see that a room was dark. You wanted experts to 
tell you whether the air was bad. You wanted an expert to 
tell you whether the floor was dirty. They made light of it and 


Mr. President, on the 7th of June, when this thing began, I 
read this dispatch from Chicago: 


PACKERS WILL CLEAN UP—CHICAGO BUILDING AND SANITARY INSPECTORS 
ORDER CHANGES TO COST $1,000,000. 
CHICAGO, June 7, 1906. 


That improvements costing nearly $1,000,000 would be ordered in 
the stock yards was the statement of Building Inspector Bartzen and 
Sanitary Inspector Perry L. Hedrick to-day. 


State or municipal inspectors in [linois. 
Bartzen said the changes required in the buildings to conform with 


| the city ordinances and correct the violations found by the inspector 


would cost more than $300,000 and may reach $700,000. Mr. Hed- 
rick said the sanitary improvements, as far as he could estimate at 
present, would cost at least $300,000. 


Mr. Bartzen said further that if any of the buildings at the stock 


| yards were found in a dangerous condition he would close them, but 


the packers have assured him that they would make all the changes 
Superintendent Young, of Swift & Co., is quoted as saying 
that the packers would go to any expense to make their plants safe 
for employees and to conform with the building laws. 

“All the packers want are suggestions to clean up, and they show a 
willingness to follow them out,” Mr. Hedrick said. 


Plumbers are expensive, but $300,000 will go a good way, 
even in plumbing. Yet that was a place where, according to 
the packers and their friends, nothing needed to be done. 


| These poor theorists from Washington had gone out there and 


misrepresented things, for when experts of the packers looked 


native experts went there and looked, and behold they said 
that a million dollars must be spent in the most necessary im- 
provements. On June 16 I find this from Chicago: 

PACKERS MUST CLEAN HOUSE—OFFICIAL NOTICE ISSUED BY THE CIIICAGO 


HEALTH DEPARTMENT TO NELSON MORRIS & CO.—DEFINITE STATEMENT 
OF IMPROVEMENTS REQUIRED. 


[Special to the Transcript.] 
CHICAGO, June 16, 1906. 
The city health department has sent its first official written notice 
to the packing companies at the Union Stock Yards to improve the 
sanitary conditions of their plants. It was sent to Nelson Morris & 
Co. by en Sanitary Inspector Perry L. Hedrick. The packers were 
instructed— 


To do what?— 


that they must within three days discard the filthy tables 
benches— 


Those were the things that Mr. Neill and Mr. Reynolds 


and 


. imagined, which had no real existence— 


provide cleaner rooms and tools, and correct some of the present. in- 
sanitary conditions. Structural changes in the buildings, includin: 
new toilet rooms and more ventilation and light must be made witlin 
thirty days. These conditions must be changed at once. The improye- 
ments ordered in the various departments are: Rats and vermin must 
be excluded from the meats by floors and walls of concrete construc- 
tion, special receptacles must be maintained to receive all the meat 
which falls upon the floor, all pieces of meat which fall upon the floor 
must be discarded and must not be used for any food product, leaf lard 
must not be laid upon the floor, cuspidors containing a disinfectant 
solution must be placed upon all floors, and no employees must be per- 
mitted to spit on the floor. The cuspidors must be regularly and eficc- 
tively cleaned. : “A 

All employees who handle food products must be clean in their per 
sonal habits and attire, and must wash their hands before beginnins 
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work throughout the day. All unsanitary toflet rooms must be re- 
moved and approved toilet rooms and washing facilities for all em- 
ployees must be provided with clean towels and plenty of soap. Em- 
iovees Inust not be permitted to sit on the tables or workbenches, and 
<eats must be provided for women employees. ‘This notice will be fol- 
iowed with similar notices to other packers whose plants have been 
inspected and who have been found wanting. 
Joha Brisben Walker, en route to Denver yesterday. was invited by 
swift & Co. to inspect their packing plant, Mr. Walker being deemed 
a radical of fair mind who would put matters exactly as he saw them. 
\r. Walker expects to see and hear labor leaders and workingmen, and 
, to the bottom of _the steck-yards business. When this report has 
been completed Mr. Walker will address it to President Roosevelt. 


those changes were ordered by the local building inspectors 
on the spot, and they have been made since this agitation began. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massachu- 
setts yield to the Senator from North Dakota? 

Mr. LODGE. I vield to the Senator from North Dakota. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. In connection with what the Senator 
from Massachusetts has said in respect to the investigation 
made by Building Commissioner Bartsen, I call attention to 
the following telegram: 








CHICAGO, June 6, 1906. 
Building Commissioner Bartsen personally went to the hog-killing 
department of one of the large packing houses to-day, and described 
» conditions he found there as “ filthy and dirty.” He characterized 


t room as a “dirty hole, unfit for the use to which it is put.” 

In the portion of the plant where cattle are killed and dressed the 
walls were covered with calcimine scarcely dry— 

Showing that after this agitation commenced they began to 
clean up— 


Hie said there is not a modern building in the entire district devoted 


to the packing industry. The majority of them, he declared, “are 
d idated, filthy, and unfit for such use as is made of them.” 
Mr. LODGE. I am obliged to the Senator. That confirms 


precisely the point I was making. These foul conditions were 
there. They were there in defiance of decency and law—of local 
—building laws of Chicago and of Illinois, which, I have 
no doubt, are excellent. 

What has béen the history of that group of men who run those 
packing establishments? It has been a history of utter defiance 
of law and of public opinion. It is only the other day that they 
were convicted of violating the Elkins law im connection with 
the Burlington and Quincy road. They barely escaped another 
charge under the immunity decision. It is less than a year 
since Sulzberger—if that is the name—was fined $25,000 for a 
violation of the law. They have been going on for years in that 
way, with a coarse defiance of public opinion and of the law. 

A few years ago I saw in the Evening Star an interview with 
Mr. Nelson Morris. It is admitting myself to be deplorably 
ignorant, but at that time I had not the faintest idea who Mr. 
Nelson Morris was, and I ought, of course, to have known our 
greatest men. It appeared by this interview that Mr. Morris 
had a son who had gone to some university and developed a fond- 
ness for books, and his father had allowed him to go abroad to 
study at some foreign university in continuation of the courses 
which he had been pursuing here. He had now summoned him 
home, and the newspaper reporter inquired of him why the 
young man had been called back. “‘ Why,” he said, “I let him 
go abroad for a little while. He had a fancy for books.” The 
tone was exactly as if he had said “I thought he had better go 
abroad and sow his wild oats.” “I allowed him to go abroad. 
lie had a faney for books, and I let him study a little while, and 
he wanted to write a book; but he has got something better to 
do than that. I can hire men to write books, but he has got a 
big packing business, the like of which is not in the world. He 
can not waste time in studying and writing books.” 

It has occurred to me once or twice, Mr. President, that this 

fitation, which I think even those packers probably regret, 

us brought on by a man who wrote a book, and it may occur 
to some of them out there that literature is not so contemptible 
a thing after al? 

Mr. President, what struck me about that interview was not 
the sordid yulgarity of it. That is common enough perhaps 
among men of that type. What struck me about it was the 
contempt which was displayed for everything that we in Amer- 
ica have held to be our ideals. Despite the eager race for 
wealth and money that we have had and that has been nat- 
ural enough in a new country like ours, despite our devotion 
to material success, Americans have always held and now hold 
education in profound respect. They have always, I believe, 
in all parts of the country without exception held in respect 
ithe man who without regard to the heaping up of money has 
devoted his life to learning or to teaching, to being a clergy- 
man or a physician. They have admired and revered the men 


ows 


who have given themselves to those things which we are fain 
XL——549 
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to believe are of more importance than mere material success, 
than mere money. 

When I read that interview which spoke with a sneer of 
everything that I had been brought up to believe was honor- 
able and of good repute, and what I believe all other Americans 
look up to and respect, it revealed to me a condition of mind 
which I think may be characterized as eminently dangerous to 
the Republic. Heaping up money in this way, regard'ess of 
law, regardless of the employees, regardless of the public 
health; openly defying public opinion; so far as I know, never 
doing one thing to make one corner of the earth a little better 
or a little happier for their presence in it—it is a sorry picture. 

Mr. President, it seems to me that men of that sort, who 
cherish such beliefs, at least, should be made by Congress and 
by State legislatures to live within the law. Why should they 
alone be excepted? Why should we leave them out when we 
tax other men for the purposes of inspection? Why should we 
leave them out any more than we should leave the Standard 
Oil out of the rate bill? Why should we except the greatest 
and most obnoxious combinations now extant in the country 
from the operation of laws which we propose shall ali upon 
all alike? 

Mr. President, I have no sympathy whatever with the social- 
istic movements that are going on to take possession of all sorts of 
business and all so-called “ public utilities,” whether municipal, 
State, or national. I believe the movement, if successful, means 
the destruction of the Government, which we reverence and love 
and which it has taken us a hundred years to build up. 

But I say, Mr. President, and I say it in all seriousness, 
that those packers in Chicago and those owners of the Standard 
Oil have done more to advance socialism and anarchism and 
unrest and agitation than all the socialistic agitators who stand 
to-day between the oceans. 

People do not like to see their food tampered with in order 
to increase profits already huge, and made the sport of mere in- 
sensate greed for money. The people also believe, and believe 
rightly, that those men should be made to obey the law. I 
declare now that the one thing more important than who pays 
the tax is that those men should be put on the same basis as 
other American citizens who have their goods inspected and sent 
out to the whole world with the Government stamp upon them. 
I am not asking that they be persecuted or hunted down. I 
am asking that they have the justice which they would deny 
to others, but which we in Congress are bound to give to all 
Americans alike. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I had been led to believe, 
through conversation with Members of the other House, Mem- 
bers of this body, and with the Executive, that we had arrived 
at a reasonable degree of unity as to the meat-inspection 
amendment to the agricultural appropriation bill finally de- 
cided upon in the House. I had supposed that when it came 
up in the Senate from the conferees the Senate would act as 
promptly and as unanimously as they did when the matter was 
first presented here and introduced into the agricultural appro- 
priation bill. And I venture to express the hope that our 


con 

ferees will agree without delay. 
Of course its presentation here at that time without, as I 
understand, the recommendation of any committee, without 


many Senators having seen it et all, either in the shape of bill 
or amendment, was somewhat unusual. I was not here at the 
time, and I had never seen the bill. I assume that had I been 
here I should have done as every other Senator did, perhaps, 
feel that the subject was so important that, although I might 
not agree with the bill as a whole, rather than take any chances 
upon defeating the subject-matter, I would let it go to the 
House, expecting, of course, that there might be some further 
and more deliberate consideration. 

It seems, however, that there are still differences, real or 
imaginary, and there are suggestions from Senators that the 
conferees ought to have the sense of the Senate. I do not know 
whether the chairman proposes to now bring it to a vote or 
not. But I want to say that I agree with all of my fellow- 
Senators that the legislation, having been included in the agri- 
cultural appropriation bill, should now be completed in some 
form. I do not care how much the packers are lambasted. I 
have nothing whatever to say or propose in their interest, and 
I would not care what fees you collected from them if you col- 
lected them and they did not recoup themselves upon the 
stock grower, as well as perhaps the consumer. 

Now, the novel proposition made here, that this inspection 
is an advertising scheme for the benefit of the live-stock grow- 
ers, is not only novel, but it is monstrous. It means that you 
can take some private business enterprise or industry and say 
that notwithstanding not one soul engaged in that industry has 
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asked you to do it, you will provide here by Congress that he 
shall advertise whether he likes or not, and not only that he 
shail advertise, but you will put in his mouth the words and 
print the kind of advertisement that you demand and have it 
promulgated to the world, all at his expense and against his 
protest. 

Senators talk about paternalism and socialism. I do not 
think I have ever heard a proposition inside of the walls of 
this Capitol that was, to my mind, so monstrous as this, that 
you shall invade a private business and provide, first, that a 
private citizen must advertise; second, what and how he shail 
advertise, and third, charge him what you please, notwithstand- 
ing his protests against that kind of advertising. 

Now, to every man 


suppose 


so much for it.” He would at once ask: “Is that the freedom 
of American institutions? Is that the liberty American citizens 
are supposed to enjoy?” 

It is very peculiar in my mind; it seems to me to be strik- 
ingly so, that if, as the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 


of dollars for the stock grower, that in all the years in which 
discovered the secret and availed himself of its benefit. It is 


passing strange that not a single farmer or stock grower has 
ever discovered this kind of advertising scheme which leads to 


the Utopian condition which is marked out by the Senator from | 


Indiana, that he will make all the stock growers rich despite 
their wishes by his mode of advertising. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I did not hear the 
ator referred to me. 
Mr. WARREN. 
the Senator from Vermont and you that you propose to adver- 


Senator. The Sen- 


they shall advertise. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. 


people’s expense. 
WARREN. 
appropriation bill here to which this is attached. 
there 
through 


ae. 
NIT. 


all the different industries, and this is the only one 


in which you ask that the men engaged in the business shall 


pay the tax. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. What about national banks? 

Mr. WARREN. National banks are not yet connected with 
the agricultural appropriation bill. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Oh, that is the Senator’s explanation? 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, we have a right surely, when 
we assume to legislate for the farmers and the stock growers, 
to take advice from them as far as we can. 

Now, we have this condition, that every live-stock man and 
here—that there shall be a rigid inspection in 
elsewhere of meats and meat products. 
with you. 

they ask unanimously, not sporadically, one here and one 

I have yet to hear from a single stockowner or a single 
er in the United States who is practically interested in the 
ness, and who disposes of his products through the packing 


Chicago 
In that he is perfectly 


and who has been acquainted with this system and | lo 
a aa ire s ; | ment of the House of Representatives, 
‘ss a8 conducted there—s<hat this inspection expense shall | ma ‘ I 


e paid by the Government to the end that the people at large 
all the people shall pay for this inspection rather than 
ve the man who is raising the live stock pay for it alone. 
. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o’clock haying ar- 
the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, 
the Secretary will state. 

Secretary. <A bill (S. 6191) to provide for the construc- 
sea-level canal connecting the waters of the Atlantic 
nd Pacific oceans, and the method of construction. 

Mr. MORGAN rose. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, this matter, I suppose, being 
privileged business it can be taken up after the Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. Morcan] has spoken. I would ask, therefore, 
that it be temporarily laid aside to give him an opportunity to 
make his remarks. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from California [Mr. Perkins] 
desires to speak to this question to-day. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the conference 


engaged in farming or in stock | 
raising we should say, “ We want you to advertise, and the way | 
you shall advertise is thus-and-so, and we shall charge you | 


3EVERIDGE | 
says, it will make millions of dollars for the packers and millions | 





I simply alluded to the proposition made by | 


No, Mr. President, it is the converse. I | 
do not propose to inspect and advertise for the packers at the | 


report will be laid aside. The Chair will ask the Senator from 
Alabama to suspend for a few moments. 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

ADDITIONAL ASSOCIATE JUSTICE OF ARIZONA. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2948) to amend sor. 
tion 1 of the act approved March 3, 1905, providing for an adai- 
tional associate justice of the supreme court of Arizona, ang 
for other purposes, which was, on page 1, line 11, to strike out 
all after the word “court,” down to and including line 2, page 
2, and insert: 

Except that in any case where two or more of the five justices shal] 
be disqualified from sitting, the justices qualified shall constitute 
quorum, and a majority thereof may affirm or reverse such case, )y; 
should a case be tried before only two justices their disagreement 
would be an affirmance of the case. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I move that the Senate concur in 
the House amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

EFFICIENCY OF THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amenda- 

ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 3044) to 


a 


inne: nadhern ihave teem te tein ane eee oaitiek a | promote the efficiency of the Revenue-Cutter Service, which was, 
those packers ha ve een in business and grown wealthy rom | to strike out all of section 4 and insert: 
poor men, as all of them have, that no one of them should have | 


Sec. 4. The Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to em- 
ploy two civilian instructors in the Revenue-Cutter Service, one at a 
salary of $2,000 per annum and one at a salary of $1,800 per annum 

Mr. NELSON. I move that the Senate concur in the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

DISPOSAL OF ISOLATED TRACTS OF PUBLIC LAND. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 4190) to 
amend an act entitled “An act to amend section 2455 of the Re- 


tise for the live-stock men and the packers against their will, at | vised Statutes of the United States,” approved February 26, 
i , i ] s s < ~ < ‘ * sat . >» ae | 


their expense, and then you suggest how and in what language | 


1895, which were as follows: 

Page 1, line 9, after “sell,” insert ‘at public auction at the land 
office of the district in which the land is situated.” 

Page 1, line 11, after “domain,” strike out “less than” and insert 
“not exceeding.” 

Page 2, line 2, strike out all after “ That” down to and including 


F s , | “notice,” line 4, and insert “this act shall not defeat any vested right 
Well, Mr. President, we have an agricultural | 
You provide | 
for various inspections all through the United States and | 


which has already attached under any pending entry or location.” 
Mr. NELSON. I move that the Senate concur in the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives. 
The motion was agreed to. 
EFFICIENCY OF THE ORDNANCE DEPARTMENT. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 


| ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1540) to 
| increase the efficiency of the Ordnance Department of the United 


States Army, which was, to strike out all after the enacting 
clause and insert: 
That the Ordnance Department shall consist of one chief of ordnance 


| with the rank of brigadier-general; six colonels, nine lieutenant-colo- 


nels, nineteen majors, twenty-five captains, twenty-five first lieutenants, 
and the enlisted men, including ordnance-sergeants, as now authorize 


> 2 ® ad | » % , 
every farmer, so far as I know, indorses the proposition made | PY J@v- 


and | 


Sec. 2. That details to the Ordnance Department under the pro- 
visions of the act of February 2, 1901, may be made from the Army at 
large from the grade in which the vacancy exists, or from the grade 


aie ; a +t ackara acke | below: Provided, That no officer shall be so detailed except upon the 
He has no interest with the packers, but he asks | recommendation of a board of ordnance officers, and after at least one 


| examination, which shall be open to competition: And provided further, 


That officers so detailed in grades below that of major shall not be 


| again eligible for such detail until after they shall have served for at 
| least one year out of that department. 


Mr. WARREN. I move that the Senate concur in the amend- 
The motion was agreed to. 
IMMUNITY OF WITNESSES. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 5769) de- 
fining the right of immunity of witnesses under the act entitled 
“An act in relation to testimony before the Interstate Comm 
Commission,” and so forth, approved February 11, 1893, and an 
act entitled “An act to establish the Department of Commerce 
and Labor,” approved February 14, 1903, and an act entitled “An 
act to further regulate commerce with foreign nations and 
among the States,” approved February 19, 1903, and an act en- 
titled “An act making appropriations for the legislative, execu- 
tive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1904, and for other purposes,” approved Feb- 
ruary 25, 1903. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I move that the Senate disagree to 
the amendment proposed by the House, that the Senate ask 4 
conference with the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses, and that the conferees be appointed by the Chair. 


erce 
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The motion was agreed to; and the Vice-President appointed 
Mr. CLaxk of Wyoming, Mr. NeLson, and Mr. CULBERSON as the 
conferees on the part of the Senate. 

CODE PREPARED BY THE STATUTORY REVISION COMMISSION. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives; which, 
on motion of Mr. FuLron, was referred to the Committee on the 
Revision of the Laws of the United States: 

resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), 


That a joint special committee be appointed, consisting of four Sena- 
tors to be appointed by the Vice-President and five Members of the 
House of Representatives to be appointed by_the Speaker, to examine, 
consider, and submit to Congress recommendations upon the revision 
and codification of laws prepared by the Statutory Revision Commission 
heretofore authorized to revise and codify the laws of the United 
States; and that the said joint committee be authorized to sit during 


of Congress and to 


the recess employ necessary clerical and other 
ssistance; to order such printing and binding done as may be re- 


quired in the transaction of its business, and to incur such expense as 
may be deemed necessary, all such expense to be paid in equal propor- 
tions from the contingent funds of the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives. 


STATUE OF GOVERNOR STEVENS T. MASON. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the joint resolution 


(S. R. 47) granting condemned cannon for 
Steyens T. Mason, of Michigan, which was, 
the following proviso: 


a statue of Governor 
after line 6, to insert 


Provided, That the Government shall be at no expense in connection | 


this gift. 
BURROWS. I move that the Senate 
amendment of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

FORT CLINCH RESERVATION, FLA. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1697) 
confirming to certain claimants thereto certain portions of lands 
known as Fort Clinch Reservation, in the State of Florida, 
which were, on page 2, line 4, after “United States,” to insert 
“at the date of the patent to Yulee and of the swamp-land se- 
lection by Florida hereinafter referred to;” on page 2, line 9, 
after “ Plaza,” to insert “ bounded by Estrada, White, Marine, 
and Somuerelos streets;” on page 2, line 9, after “ and,” to in- 
sert “except also;” on page 2, lines 10 and 11, to strike out 
“confirmed, granted; ” on page 3 to strike out lines 2, 3 


=» Os 


witl 
Mr. 


concur in the 


confirmed and relinquished to it only on condition that the said 
town shall keep open and maintain the said military road from 
said town to Fort Clinch without expense to the United States.” 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendments of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

H.R. 10858. An act to establish a Naval Militia and define its 
relations to the General Government; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands: 


H.R. 11040. An act to authorize the receivers of public 


noneys for land districts to deposit with the Treasurer of the | 
United States certain sums embraced in their accounts of un- | 


earned f¢es and unofficial moneys ; 

IH. R. 15506. An act authorizing the patenting of certain lands 
to School No. 57, Nez Perces County, Idaho; and 

H.R. 19916. An act withdrawing from entry certain public 
lands in Chouteau County, Mont., and leasing the same to the 
board of trustees of the Montana College of Agriculture and 
Mechanie Arts. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 

Hf. R. 14811. An act to authorize George T. Houston and 
Frank B. Houston to construct and operate an electric railway 
over the national cemetery road at Vicksburg, Miss. ; 

Hi. R. 16013, An act providing medals for certain persons; 

ii. R. 19181. An act to grant a certain parcel of land, part of 
Fort Robinson Military Reservation, Nebr., to the village of 
Crawford, Nebr., for park purposes ; 

H.R. 19814. An act authorizing the issue of obsolete ordnance 
and ordnance stores for use of State and Territorial educa- 
a institutions and to State Soldiers and Sailors’ Orphans’ 
10MeS 5 

li. J. Res. 31. Joint resolution recognizing the change of name 
of the Regular Army and Navy Union of the United States to 
the Army and Navy Union of the United States of America; and 

AL. J. Res. 160, Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of 
War to furnish a certain gun carriage to the mayor of the city 
of Ripley, Lauderdale County, Tenn. 
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and 4 | 


and insert “town of Fernandina shall hold the lands hereby | ferred to the Committee on the Philippines. 
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H. R. 17186. An act granting to the Territory of Oklahoma, 
for the use and benefit of the University Preparatory Schoo! of 
the Territory of Oklahoma, section in township No. 26 
north, of range No. 1 west, of the Indian meridian, in Kay 
County, Okla., was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Publie Lands: 

The following bilis were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce: 

H. R. 13106. An act granting to the Batesville Power Com- 
pany the right to erect and construct canal and power stations 
at Lock and Dam No. 1, upper White River, Arkansas; 

H. R. 17600. An act granting authority to change the names 
of certain sailing vessels; 

H. R. 18596. An act to enable the Secretary of War to permit 
the erection of a lock and dam in aid of navigation in the White 
River, Arkansas, and for other purposes; 


H. R. 19312. An act to authorize the Mingo-Martin Coal Land 
Company to construct a bridge across Tug Fork of Big 
River at or near the mouth of Wolf Creek ; 

H. R. 19566. An act to authorize the Coraopolis Bridge Com- 
pany and Osborne Bridge Company to construct a 
the Ohio River; 

H. R. 19850. An act to authorize the Monongahela Connecting 
Railroad Company to construct a bridge across the Mononga- 
hela River, in the State of Pennsylvania; 

H. R. 20097. An act to authorize the board of supervisors of 
Coahoma County, Miss., to construct a bridge across Coldwater 
River; 

H. R. 20119. An act to authorize the village of Oslo, Marshall 
County, Minn., to construct a bridge across the Red River of the 
North; 

H. R. 20210. An act to authorize the city of St. Louis, a cor- 
poration organized under the laws of the State of Missouri, to 
construct a bridge across the Mississippi River; and 

H. R. 20266. An act to amend an act entitled “An act author- 
izing the condemnation of lands or easements needed in connec- 
tion with works of river and barbor improvement at the ex- 
pense of persons, companies, or corporations,” approved May 16, 
1506. 

H. R. 19756. An act to amend section 2844 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, and to provide for an authentica- 
tion of invoices of merchandise shipped to the United States 
from the Philippine Islands, was read twice by its title, and re- 


Sandy 


bridge over 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
B. F. BARNES, one of his secretaries, announced that the Presi- 
dent had approved and signed the following acts: 

On June 18: 


S. 3649. An act granting a pension to Sarah Agnes Sullivan; 
S. 4811. An act granting a pension to Mae Spaulding ; 

S. 5056. An act granting a pension to Alexander Plotts; 

S. 5442. An act granting a pension to Frances FE. Taylor; 

S. 5783. An act granting a pension to Florence H. Godfrey; 
S. 3261. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles B. 


Town; 
S$. 3270. An 
chardson ; 
S. 3486. An 
Wescott: 


5 act granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Ric 
: 


act granting an increase of pension to Edwin D. 


S. 3487. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Fuller : oy 
S. 3553. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Oliver ; 
S. 3629. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Hibbs: 
An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 


de: 

. 3697. An 

therbridge ; 
S. 3728. An 

H. Winans; 


. 


S. 3684. 
Ss 


act granting an increase of pension to Sarah A. 
Pe 


act granting an increase of pension to William 


S. 3750. An act granting an increase of pension to Wilbur F. 
Flint; 

S. 3814. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Giffen ; 

S. 3818. An act granting an increase of pension to David B. 


Johnson ; 


S. 3904. An act granting an increase of pension to George J. 
Thomas; 
S. 4092. An act granting an increase of pension to John 


Smith ; 
S. 4138. 
Brewster ; 


An act granting an increase of pension to George 
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S. 4171. 
Bovee;: 

S. 41753. 
BE. Smith: 

S. 4205. 
Warner ; 

S. 4846. An 
Holloway ; 


e Or 


An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
An act granting an increase of pension to Catharine 
An act granting an increase of pension to George 
act granting an increase of pension to William E. 


act granting an increase of pension to Emily P. 


» 
Peri. 


Hubbard ; 


S. 4379. An act granting an increase of pension to Roy E. 
1 act granting an increase of pension to Andrew P. 

act granting an increase of pension to George W. 

1497. 


McDowell: 


S. 4585. 


act granting an increase of pension to Augustus 


act granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
Counts: 

S. 4719. 
Raa 

S. 4770. 
Hart: 


S. 4784. 


An act granting an increase of pension to John 


An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
An 
Cross ; 

S. 4790. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Edward W. 


9. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
i887. An 
Hussey : 
S. 4910. 
Wright: 


S. 4937. 


An act granting an increase of pension to William 


An 
An 


act granting an increase of pension to John Reece; 
S. 5022. act granting an increase of pension to Henry §. 
Olney ; 

S. 50382. An 
Stuyvesant; 


An 


act granting an increase of pension to Daisy C. 


S. 5065. 
Jack on; 
S$. 5085. An 
van; 
S.5143. An ¢ 
McKnight; 


; 4 


act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
act granting an increase of pension to Ellen Dono- 
granting an increase of pension to Eugene Y. 
Moz. An 


W. Kinney ; 
An 


granting an increase of pension to Holaway 
granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. 
granting an increase of pension to James A. 


granting an increase of pension to John John- 


act granting an increase of pension to James | 


act granting an increase of pension to Annie A. 


act granting an increase of pension to Laura 


act granting an increase of pension to Jacob L. 
act granting an increase of pension to Henry Clay 
act granting an increase of pension to Ann H. 

granting an increase of pension to Foster L. 


granting 


an increase of pension to Stacy B. 
granting an increase of pension to Nathalia 


act granting an increase of pension to Emery 


act granting an increase of pension to James Mc- 
Twiggan; 
S. 5742. 
Bryant; 
S. 5758. 
Clark; 
S. 5765. An 
Montgomery ; 
S. 5767. An 
Welch; 
S. 5772. 


Harris; 


An act granting an increase of pension to James A. 


An act granting 
act granting an increase of pension to Theodore F. 
act granting an increase of pension to Thomas D. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas M. 
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act granting an increase of pension to Lemuel 
| 


Webster; 


act granting an increase of pension to Calvin C. | 





an increase of pension to Joshua J. | 


JUNE 20, 


8. 5775. An 
Traver ; 

8S. 5784. An 
Campbell ; 

8. 5785. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph Wy, 
Doughty ; 

S. 5786. An 
Ivey; 

S$. 5790. An 
Hammond ; 

8.5791. An 
Simpson; 

S.5801. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
Jackson Paris; 

S. 5803. An act granting an increase of pension to William H, 
Meadows; 

S. 5808. An act granting an increase of pension to Washington 
Brockman ; 

S. 5809. An act granting an increase of pension to Hannah @, 
Church ; 

S. 5834. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles PB, 
Sheldon ; 

8. 5844. An act granting an increase of pension to John Keys; 

S$. 5855. An act granting an increase of pension to Blanch 
Badger ; 

S$. 5902. An act granting an increase of pension to George \W 


act granting an increase of pension to Harvey \,, 


act granting an increase of pension to Mahala F, 


act granting an imcrease of pension to Mary J, 
act granting an increase of pension to Jehial p, 


act granting an increase of pension to Margaret 


S. 5928. An act granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
Gaffney ; 

§. 5932. An act granting an increase of pension to Elijah R, 
Merriman ; 

S. 5948. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel Bp, 
Rice; 

S. 5949. An act granting an increase of pension to George F, 
White; 

S. 5966. An act granting an increase of pension to Christopher 
C. Davis; 

§. 5969. An act granting an increase of pension to Frankiin 
Burdick ; 

S. 6024. An act granting an increase of pension to Franklin 
B. Beach; 

S. 6034. An act granting an increase of pension to William A 
Hopper, alias Cuff Watson ; 

S$. 6089. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
Gardener ; 

S. 6063. An act granting an increase of pension to Frances A, 
Sullivan; and 

S. 6240. An act granting an increase of pension to Joln G, 
Fonda. 


PANAMA CANAL, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the eon- 
sideration of the bill (S. 6191) to provide for the construction 
of a sea-level canal connecting the waters of the Atlantie and 
Pacific oceans, and the method of construction. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I take the floor this morning 
with great reluctance for the discussion of this question. The 
bill before the Senate confines the inquiry that we are now en- 
gaged in trying to determine to the single question of a sea- 
level canal at the Isthmus of Panama. It has surprised me, as 
I have no doubt it has surprised the Senate and the country, 
when a lock-canal system has been brought forward so promi- 
nently and so urgently in the messages of the President con- 
nected with this matter and sent before the Committee on [n- 
teroceanic Canals, that no bill has been presented here upon 
which the Senate could act, and none has been presented in the 
Committee on Interoceanic Canals upon which any action may 
be taken for the purpose of giving legal, constitutional support 
to the demands—TI call them demands—the requirements, cer- 
tainly, of the President of the United States. I am not | 
for the purpose of criticising him for that course of conduct 
It is the first time that I have ever yet heard or known of : 
debate in this body where the negative or a dissenting repor 
takes actually the affirmative side of the question and urees 
and presents in the negative report a canal which is not formu- 
lated in the shape of a Dill. 

If a bill was here for the purpose of establishing a lock- 
level canal with a dam and locks at Gatun, there would be 
opportunity to amend it if it was not agreeable to the views 
of the Senate, or to modify it in many ways. But the attitude 
of the minority of the Committee on Interoceanic Canals is 
that they “stand pat” on the declaration made in the message 
of the President of the United States, and contend that unless 
a majority of that committee and of the Senate of the United 
Siates, in cooperation with the House of Representatives, can 
reverse the action upon that subject, the President insists that 


‘ra 
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the legislation already exists that justifies him in fixing the 
vpe of the eanal and all connected with it. 
That is not, Mr. President, to say the least of it, a bold 
i a fair presentation of a question. We are here now to 
it with a report on the part of the majority of the com- 
ttee, which was ably prepared by the Senator from South 
kota [Mr. KirrrepGe], who introduced the bill, and which 


fsirly and fully sets out the ground upon which the committee | 


it constrained, many of them against previous convictions of 
very settled character, to recommend a sea-level canal. 

If the recommendation that the committee gives in favor of 
. sea-level canal needed to be justified by the array of the 
st field of facts of an important character that have been 


| 


veloped in the course of the hearings, which have lasted | 


ctieally all the winter and all the summer down to the 
«sent time and embodying seme three or four thousand pages 
testimony; if we had to-look through that and compare the 


ie of the testimony in favor of each proposition, one witness | 


} 


with another and one fact with another, I would despair of at- | 
nting to make any decided impression upon any one who has | 


studied this whole question thoroughly. 

\ir. President, in the multitude of our labors in the Senate 

| understand perfectly that very few Senators can afford to 
the time from their current and necessary business to 

follow up the facts in a very extensive investigation such as 
has been. 

[| take occasion to say, in respect of the engineers and the 

rsons who have been called upon to testify as to the facts 

olved in the governmental control and the like of that, before 
that committee, that a remarkable display has been made of 

crity, manhood, firmness, and truthfulmess.. I am very 

py to say that the facts as presented on this record, while 
y may be in apparent conflict with each other, have no ele- 
ent of weakness, so far as I know, in respect of the character 
men who have stated them. 

Is it possible, Mr. President, for me to present an issue in 
this ease, or a point in this case, which is and ought to be the 
controlling fact in the whole situation? In all questions based 
on a great number of facts more or less in conflict with each 


} 
? 


of he 


other there is still a pivotal point upon which the question | 


turns. That is true in every controversy of this kind. There 

a pivotal point upon which controversy turns, and I wish 
this morning te devote what I have to say to the development 
of that pivotal fact and to attempt to show that when it is 


settled the whole question is settled in respect of the type of | 


canal. 

The type of this canal, Mr. President, is as important to the 
people of the United States as are the boundaries of any State 
Union. 
hat depends upon the climatology of this great Repubiic. 


of the 


The 


type of this canal is, above all things else connected with 
publie works, the most important, the most far-reaching in its 


effects upon the present and all coming generations. So if we 
can determine the type of the canal by determining some great 
fact which is pivotal in the case, and having gained that 
rround, we can go forward with confidence and without em- 


It is almost as important as any physical fact | 


' 


harrassment in the adjustment of all collateral questions that | 


might grow up in what I will term the administration of the 


eanal, according to the system that may be adopted, our success | 


will bless the country for all time to come. 

I set out with the proposition that, in any type of canal 
at Panama, the control of the Chagres River is the great vital 
factor of safety, without which no eanal can be permanently 
maintained. 

I will leave out of consideration the minor questions of the 
cost of dredging, the time consumed in the passage of ships, 
the cost of lands that will be submerged, the dangers of colli- 


which is not to be less than 40 feet deep, and not less than 
200 feet in width at the bottom, shall be at the mean level of 
the sea, or whether the canal, at its surface, shall be 185 feet 
above the level of the sea between the points I have mentioned. 

It goes without saying that the section of the canal between 
Gatun and Miraflores can be excavated to a depth of 40 fe 
below sea level; and so between Gamboa and Miraflores, and 
so on any part of the line. 

If there were no other engineering problem involved, the q 
tion of the time and the cost of construction would be sii ipl 
economic, and could be solved by mathematical processes al- 
most to a certainty. 

But the question of the control of the Chagres River re 


ues- 









as it has recurred, to tax the highest powers of engineer ill 
and knowledge, since it was presented in the report of the 
Lull survey in 1872, of which Menocal was the chief ens : 
| That was the first instrumental canal survey that was made at 
Panama. It was made by the order of the Government of tl 
United States. In that survey it was developed that the con- 
trol of the Chagres River was the real obstacle to the constru 
tion of a canal at Panama. The axial line of Lull’s sury 
from Gatun to Mirafiores has not been changed as much as a 
hundred feet from that time to this hour. The strug to 
contre! the Chagres River has cost thousands of lives. It has 
cest the people of France more than $260,000,000. It has cost 
Colombia 100,000 lives and a debt of $6,000,000 expended in 
civil war. It has cost that Republic the secession of Pa 
if that is the proper term to use: and it has cost the 1 l 
States already, in surveys, explorations, and outlays for \ 
and material, more than $100,000,000. The sums that are «d 
manded of our people for accomplishing the control of the 
Chagres River vary from three hundred to five hundred million 
dollars, to be determined, it is said, by the type of canal to be 
constructed. 
I put these figures very broadly. I do not put them with the 
accuracy of quotations from reports, and it is not necessary to 
do so. I want to get the highest and lowest limits, between 


which we are obliged to consider our bearings. 

The advocates of both types set forth in the majority 
minority reports of the Board of Consulting Engineers 
centering their controversy upon the still vital question of the 
control of the Chagres River. 

In this silent but tremendous mental conflict opinion be- 
tween engineers to whom the United States and several Euro- 
pean sovereigns have given the honor of their selection as their 
best representatives in skill, experience, and ability, in 
highest reach of scientific and practical work, the vital questi 
is the control of the Chagres River. 

Does this question approach its solution upon the agreements 


and 


are 


e 
o! 


this 


m 


as to undisputed facts that are stated in the reports of the 
minority and the majority of the Board of Consulting Engi- 
neers ? 

I maintain that these agreements upon undisputed facts as 
to the control of the Chagres River not only approach a solu- 
tion of that crucial question, but they settle it. No engineer of 
that great Board seems to question seriously that dam 


based on a rock foundation at Gatun, of proper dimensions and 
material, constructed after the method of the highest of 
the science of engineering, in connection with a sea-level cnnal 
cut through the Isthmus and controlled by a sea gate and lock 
at Miraflores, will safely and certainly control the Chagres 


art 


| River. 


| 


sions between vessels passing each other in the canal channel, | 


ie military defense of the canal, or the locks, the silting up of 
the canal, of either type, from inflowing streams, and other 
economie questions. 

| omit these discussions because they are questions that are 


nmon to both types of canal, whether constructed at high | 


or low level. I do not feel justified in treating either type of 
the canal presented in 

inority of the Board of Consulting Engineers as a sea-level 
canal, because both reports recommend a canal with dams and 
spillways for controlling the waters of the Chagres River. I 


j 


the reports of the majority or the | 


can not treat either plan as a lock canal, because they both have | 


sea-level sections that extend into the land for several miles, 
from the Bay of Limon on the north, and the Bay of Panama on 
the south. 

What Congress is left to consider, if anything is left to their 
consideration, is whether the surface of the section of the canal 
between Gatun and Miraflores, a distance of about 8 miles, 


There is really no disputation amongst any of these 
engineers anywhere or at any time that a d 
structed at Gamboa, with a tide lock at Miraflores or at Sosa, 
nearer the coast, wsing the canal as a part of the of 
drainage, will be absolutely perfect to control the flow of the 
flood waters of the Chagres River and, of course, its normal 
flow. 

Great engineers do earnestly contend, however, that the 
Chagres River can be as safely controlled by a dam with locks 
at Gatun. This proposition is not accepted by the majority of 
the Board of Consulting Engineers. On the contrary, it is 
severely contested by that majority and by other great engi- 
neers and by a majority of the Senate Committee on Inter- 
oceanic Canals. 

The Senate can therefore see exactly where the controversy 
is. They all admit that a dam properly constructed at Gamboa, 
with a sea-level canal, and a tide lock on the Paci side at 
Miraflores, will control the Chagres River. When we come to 
the other side of the proposition, whether a dam can be con- 
structed at Gatun which will control the Chagres River, there 
the dispute commences, and it is fierce and unrelenting and 
sometimes almost bitter in the antagonism of their candid, 
honest, professional opinions and experience. Where is the use 


great 
am properly ¢ 


ile 
il 


syst @ii 


fic 
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of the Government of the United States and the Congress of 
the United States participating in the decision of a disputed 
question thus heavily controverted by the great engineers of 
the world, when they all agree that the main proposition, which 
is to control the flood waters of the Chagres River, can be com- 
pletely and perfectly effected by a dam’ at Gamboa and the 
drainage channel 
tide lock at Miraflores? 

FORAKER. Mr. President—— 
PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Whuyte in 
the Senator from Alabama yield to the Senator from Ohio? 


W ith il 
Mr. 
The 

Does 
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of a sea-level canal across the Isthmus and | 


the chair). | 





Mr. MORGAN. I do. 

Mr. FORAKER. I should like to ask if I properly under- 
stand the statement of the Senator to be that every one of the 
ilting engineers was of the opinion the Senator has just 
expressed, that by means of a dam at Gamboa the Chagres River 
could be controlled, and that there was a division and difference 
of opinion among those same engineers as to the dam at Gatun? 
MORGAN. The provision for a dam and locks at Gatun 
rely contested by the conflicting opinions of the Euro- 

1 engineers and some of the American engineers. They have 

“1 much time anl labor in looking into the question as 

» stability of such a dam. As to the stability of a dam 
‘rly constructed at Gamboa, and that it, in connection with 
t-leyel channel the Isthmus, will control the 
aters and the normal waters of the Chagres River, there is no 
No man has raised his voice to deny that. 
true that a dam built there will control the entire 


con 


Mr. 


va Se 
yal Vé 


across 


contest. 
sition is 


situation. 


Mr.. President, I might stop my argument on this question | 
and I do not know but that I had better do so, be- | 


right here, 
cause the evidence in this case shows the consensus of opinion 
without interruption in favor of the proposition that there is 
to control the floods of the Chagres River. That way 
build a dam at Gamboa upon solid rock—tough, hard 
[ believe it is—and to dig the sea-level canal past that 
cation, 1 with proper regulating works to control the 


a way 
ls 0 

basalt, 
| and 

waters impounded behind the dam at Gamboa; and in the high- 
est floods, or the greatest possible coming of successive floods, 

that water will enter the canal so that it will be harmless; it 

can run either way to the sea; and there is no probability that 

the canal thus draining the waters of this great lake at Gamboa, | 
ated by this dam, will ever be in such a state of flood or 
agitation as to disturb the navigation of that canal. 

This question is therefore narrowed down to this proposition: | 
Is the certainty and safety, which none deny, of controlling the | 
Chagres River through a sea-level canal, with a dam at Gamboa 
and a sea gate and tidal lock at Miraflores, to be abandoned for 
any known cause in favor of the disputed and more uncertain 
plan of accomplishing such control of the Chagres River by 
means of an earth dam at Gatun with a heal of 85 feet of water, | 
and with three double locks in a flight, each with a lift of more 
than 28 feet? 

Senators who cast their eyes up to that reporters’ gallery and 
notice the steps that come down, three of them, one below the 
oiber, will have a fair idea of three locks in flight. If you | 
mike the elevation 85 feet above sea level and divide that by 3, | 
2843 feet about, you will have an idea of what it gould look like, | 
and you will have perhaps a better idea of what it will actually 
be than by any words that I could use to express it. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. Mr. President, may I interrupt the 
Senator? 

he PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ala- 
bam yield to the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. Does the Senator know of any great 
‘amu in the world that employs locks of that character in flight? 

Mr. MORGAN. No; I do not know anything about that per- 
lly, but the testimony of the engineers shows that there is 

‘h ship canal in the world, at least, with three double, or 
in a flight. This seems to be a new and perilous 


cre 


1 . 
Oe Ss 


nt. 

‘re were no Chagres Riyer to control or to feed the canal, 
a-level canal at Panama would be the only alternative. 
But there is a Chagres River that must be controlled, and that | 
remains the vital question as to any type of canal Congress may 
adopt. I have repeated this proposition several times, but not 
oftener than is required by the inevitable logic of the situation. 
I have been forced to yield my preference for a lock canal, 
and to adopt the type of a sea-level canal as the only plan I ean | 
afford to vote for, upon the known and undisputed facts that I 

have no right to disregard. 
As far as the opinions of laymen should be influenced by those | 
great engineers, who are honest men, I would cheerfully yield | 


| respects, and is an engineer of experience in important | 
| works, and is of great skill and energy in his profession. | 
; quote Mr. Stevens with satisfaction as to his estimate of 


The propo- | 


| They said the dam at Bohio was better than at Gatun. 





my judgment on questions of technical learning and experience, | 


JUNE 2), 


but when such guides disagree, and I must decide between them 
on a great matter like this, I am bound to accept their concur. 
rent admissions and concessions of facts as being true, and to 
follow the line that is least embarrassed with doubts and difficy)- 
ties, and that, in this case, must necessarily be the type of cana] 
that is the most certain of success in controlling the Cha 
River. 

The engineer whose statements are relied upon with the 
greatest confidence by the advocates of the high-level eang 
with dam and locks at Gatun is Mr. Stevens, of whom it 
sufficient praise to say that he is a man above reproach j 


vres 


is 
1 all 
blie 


the 
controlling factor in the successful construction of a ship canal 
at Panama. He was the first engineer examined by the com- 
mittee, and I will add that part.of his examination antedated 
the publication of the report of the majority and minority 
the Board of Consalting Engineers, and his treatment of (he 
real difficulty we must encounter and solve in this enterprise ig 
so conclusive that the question was put to rest, and no other 


of 


| engineer was called upon to discuss it. 


On page 63 of the report of the testimony of the engineer 


| witnesses Mr. Stevens says: 
flood | 


I regard the solution of the engineering difficulties in building the 
Panama Canal to be the control of the Chagres River. 

Senator HOPKINS. Yes. 

Mr. STEVENS. There are grave questions to be met, of course. 

Senator Hopkins. But that is the question? 

Mr. STEVENS. To my mind, yes. 

Senator Hopxins. And the most feasible way of doing that is by the 
lock canal, with an 85-foot elevation? 

Mr. STEVENS. That is my candid. belief. 

The first time I went over the canal, you might say—the second time 
I ever went across the Isthmus—of course I had in mind the proposi 
tion that had been advanced, largely by the old Commission of 1901 
and 1902. 

That is, the first Walker Commission— 

I could see the force of the argument very readily about taking care 
of the Chagres River. I had understood from various writings that 
ohio was the lowest point in the valley where the dam could be built. 
The first thing that occurred to me was: Is it a fact or is it an 
assumption? And going down through there I noted the narrowness 
down here at Gatun. I immediately asked some of my assistants why 
they selected Bohio instead of Gamboa. 

“Gamboa ” there should be “ Gatun,” I am sure. 


I found that 
there were no borings there, and that they did not know anything 
about it. I commenced to get ready to_find out. About that time 
there came a request of the Consulting Board, which convened here 
the 1st of September. They cabled down instructions to go on with 
borings at Gatun—just what I was preparing to do—with the result 
that we have explained, that in the opinion of everyone, I think, Gatun 
proved to be the better site. 

Again, on page 100, in speaking of the dam at Gatun, in reply 
to a question of Mr. Gorman, Mr. Stevens says: 

Mr. GorMAN. That would leave your summit level at 85 feet? 

Mr. STEVENS. Yes, sir; the reason I favor that is becavge of the point 
brought out yesterday—the control of the floods of the Chagres. 

Now, Mr. President, I think that in reason I have developed 
the real question in controversy, which is whether a sea-level 
canal is safer as the method of controlling the floods of the 
Chagres River than any high-level canal that has yet received 
the sanction of engineers and other responsible persons charged 
with the duty of deciding between them. 

A great dam for impounding the waters of the Chagres River 
is equally requisite to either type of a ship canal, and this dam 
is the prime factor in the work of controlling the food waters 
of that river. 

The location of that dam on safe foundations is therefore the 
most important actual work in controlling the floods of the 
Chagres, and it requires the most careful examination. 

All other questions in an important degree, if not in a para- 
mount sense, hinge upon the location of the great dam that 


| alone can control the flood waters of the Chagres River. 


After all and above all this is a question of drainage, which 
includes necessarily the best and safest method of draining off 


| these flood waters when they occur in the watershed of thie 


Chagres River. And this is the pivotal fact to which I have 
adverted. 

I do not include the financial strength of the United States. 
I assume that it is sufficient to regulate and control the flood 
tides of the Chagres River in their most frantic development. 

I will attempt to demonstrate this in the course of my Tre- 
marks, and to show that when we have “put a hook in the 
nose of Behemoth” the spoil of the conquest will be very rich. 

The certainty of our being able to impound the waters of the 
Chagres in flood and in its normal flow by constructing a dam 
at Gamboa is really an undisputed fact, and, being such, it is 
the controlling fact in this great engineering problem. I think 
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that if I should be required to demonstrate this controlling 
ract, which is conceded by all engineers, the demand would arise 
from the querulous challenge of the plain truth or from carping 
criticism. 

\s the dam at Gamboa must regulate the drainage of the 
Chagres River, a sea-level canal must be a great factor in 
supplying a drainage channel for the flood waters of the river 
that gather from its watershed to the eastward of Gamboa. 

These waters would enter the canal at points nearer to the 
fay of Panama than to the Bay of Limon, but not far from a 

ral point between both bays. These waters, distributed 
over a canal surface of 200 feet in width and 49 miles long, 
do not appear to be a formidable intrusion that would affect 
navigation or destroy the banks of the canal, even if the regu- 
intion of the flow should be imperfect. 

in the judgment of all the engineers, the regulation is so 
in reach of ordinary engineering skill that no inquiry 


( 1\ 
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is needed to demonstrate its safety and its controllability. 
Phere is no real difficulty in this very important work, and I | 
will not consume time in its further description. As to the 
drainage of flood waters or the waters at normal flow that will | 
or may enter the canal on either side between the mouth of the | 


Obispo and the Bay of Limon, nothing more important than a 
temporary inconvenience can possibly occur, because of the 
ease and simplicity of the methods that any ordinary engineer 
would adopt to prevent any really injurious results. 

‘There is some discussion, but no real controversy, among the 
as to the safe control of these small and short 
streams at any stage of their waters. 

I had better explain that those small streams that I speak 
of are below the dam at Gamboa, and come in on either side of 
the Chagres River. Except when they are in a raging flood, 
are absolutely inconsiderable. There is one exception, 
however, and that I will refer to after a while. It is the 
m called the Trinidad River. 

The power to regulate and control them easily and safely is 


r rineers 


i y 


stret 


mii 


so manifest that this part of the discussion is used by the dis- 
| nts, it seems, only as a makeweight to reenforce more im- 
portant arguments against each others’ contentions. In this 


great controversy, Which should be inspired by a desire to ar- 
rive at just conclusions with cordial zeal, there is instead the 
bitterness of invective and criticism, some evidences of which I 
will point out in my brief review of the hearings before the 
committee. I can not dwell on the discussion of the streams 


that enter the Chagres below Gamboa, because they are unim- | 


portant in settling the type of the canal. 

In this inquiry, as in others of far greater moment, Congress 
is left to conjecture, where facts should have been ascertained 
ond 
sulting Board of Engineers were left to grope in the dark in 
their great and responsible task of advising our Government as 
to the type of canal that it would be best to adopt at Panama. 

Mr. Stevens, on pages 17 and 18 of his testimony, states as 


follows: 


STEVENS. There was one question, if you will allow me—lI as- 
» you want all the light there is—— 
Senator HOPKINS. Yes. 
Senator MORGAN. We do. 
Mr. Stevens. I do myself. 
I have so far is only made up from impressions and the data that has 
tten in my brain so far. You spoke about taking care of the flood 
waters by means of the regulating works at the Gatun dam. ‘That is 
the plan of the minority ; but I am not clear as to whether or not that 
is the place, in case a dam of that size is built, where the regulation 
d-be effected, up here on the Trinidad River, which comes in here 





the west. Here is the canal. 
Senator GorMAN. How far is that from the dam—about what dis- 
ti »? 
Mr. Svrevens. The Trinidad River comes in about 4 miles above 
the dam. Now, going up that stream, which has very little rise—I 


ve been up there several times with a small launch—going up there 


ibout 5 or 6 miles farther there is a depression in the hills between 


nd were in easy reach of positive demonstration, and the Con- | 


I am seeking for light, and any opinion 


there and the Caribbean Sea. I sent some men up there to take the 
elevation and make an examination of the country, and it was made | 
very lately, but I know this: J'hat the top of that pass is only 27 feet 
a the top of the dam here. That is through natural ground; and 
[ think, although I have not drilled it, that it is rock. Now, own 





my 
pinion is that before I will permit myself to put in these spill works 
here I should examine that very closely, and if it is as I expect to find 

I would plan to put my regulating works at the head of that 
tream. That would be a similar proposition to the old Gigante spill- 
Way of the old Commission. 


That is in regard to thé dam at Bohio. 
Senator MorGan. Yes—the same thing. Now, if you were building 
am at Gatun, could you dam the Chagres at Trinidad—is that the 
hame of the river? 
_Mr. STHVENS. You would not need any dams on the Trinidad at all. 








This water would back, you know, to within 27 feet of the top of this 

pass. You would merely make your cut right through there, and put 

your regulating works there, and keep them away from the dam. 
Senator MorGAN. I am speaking about a diversion of the Chagres 


jor the purpose of building a dam at Gatun. 
Mr. Stevens. Yes, sir 


Senator Morgan, Could that diversion be made through Trinidad? 


| 


| 
| 


- 
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Mr. STEVENS. Yes, sir. 

Senator MorGan. And that is 4 miles above the dam at Gatun? 

Mr. STEVENS. By the river line it would be probably 8 miles. 
Some distance up to Trinidad. 

Senator MorGan. Yes, sir. In any event such a diversion at Trini 
dad would be a relief to the work of the Gatun dam, even if it did not 
entirely complete the diversion? 

Mr. STEVENS. It would be simply a transference of the regulating 


It is 


works needed for controlling the level of the big lake. Instead of 
putting it through the dam, you put it through the natural ground 
Senator MorGan, I never heard of that before, but it looks very 


nice. 


I have been studying this question for years, and Mr. Stevens 
is the first man to suggest that with the depression at the head 


of the river, 27 feet high, by putting a dam across the Trini- 
} dad River at a proper place below that, between that and the 


Chagres River, you would turn the Trinidad upon its course 


| and run it through its watershed to the sea, and you would get 


rid of the waters of the Trinidad, and then, by connecting the 
Trinidad River with the other three small streams between that 
and the Obispo, you would run the whole of it right down the 
valley of the Chagres River and turn the Chagres River away 
from the sea-level canal on that side. 

I refer to this, and I do it with a painful feeling, too, to 
show that our Government has not made the proper ascertain 
ment of facts to enable this great Commission of Consulting 
Engineers to decide these questions which I am now discussing 
and to pass proper judgment upon them. They show that there 
is not enough in this evidence to-day to justify the Senate of 
the United States in coming to any decision upon the facts like 
a jury would as to what are the actual conditions there in that 
great coastal plain which we call the “valley of the Chagres 
River.” We are going too fast. We have been going too f 
all the time, making too much fuss and doing too little work 
a sedate, practical, orderly character. We have been too much 
under the influence of newspaper dominance and public opinion ; 
we have been too much swerved from time to time by criticisms 
made as to the appointees and their conduct on the Isthmus and 
elsewhere. We ought to have been sedately studying these facts. 
If Stevens had been put at that work six months, if you please, 
before the meeting of the Board of Consulting Engineers, w! 
he was only put there after they had got here and been s 
time in —and it was upon their demand sent by ¢al 
that these borings should be made—Stevens and aH the rest of 


ist 


of 


} 





session le 


us would have had more substantial and reliable foundation 
for the verdict we are to give, because it is a verdict in the 


highest possible sense that Congress is called on to render. 

Will it not surprise the world that this important information, 
so easy to obtain, was not laid before the Board of Consulting 
Engineers? The Trinidad River, with a low depression of 27 
feet near its head, leading down to the seacosat, seems to be 
almost a natural outlet for the flood waters of all the streams 
that enter the left bank of the Chagres River as far as the Obispo 


It is obvious that with low dams across them and connecting 
channels between them, in the valley of the Chagres, all these 
small streams, four in number, can be led into the Trinidad, 
A dam of even 40 feet across that stream would throw all these 
waters back on the head of the Trinidad, where a cut of 27 feet 
would put them through the swamp into the sea. If this is 


true, the protection of a sea-level canal from the infiow of these 
streams would be perfect. 

Mr. TILLMAN. . Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator kindly tell us how much of 
a cut and how long a one it would take to have this river driven 
back to its source and turned off into the ocean at another 
point? 

Mr. MORGAN. 
27 feet. 


Mr. TILLMAN. 


from Alabama 


According to Mr. Stevens, it would take a cut 


IT know, but how long? 

Mr. MORGAN. Perhaps a quarter of a mile. 

Mr. TILLMAN. In other words, it will not take 
eanal to get rid of that river? 

Mr. MORGAN. No. 

Mr. TILLMAN. It 
lieve us of this water? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 
there. 

Mr. HOPKINS. 
you not? 

Mr. MORGAN. 


another 


would be a short outlet, which would re- 


There is a short ridge running in 


You are now speaking of the Trinidad, 


Of the Trinidad. 


Mr. HOPKINS. Not of the Chagres. The Trinidad is on 
the Colon side of the Isthmus. 
Mr. MORGAN. The topography of such a diversion canal is 


not known to me, neither is it known 
ama. There is the trouble about it. 


to our engineers at Pan- 
They do not know. 
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In the effort to create an impression of sudden and rapid 
progress in canal building, to astonish the world, we find that 
our want of preparation for the work, and our picturesque dis- 
play of speed, is exciting derision. 

if Congress will forbid a final determination of the type of 

» canal by the President until the next session and require 

further exploration of the Chagres Valiey at Gatun, and up 

Bohio, with diamond drills, before the final decision is 
ied, we will be spared the chagrin of additional failures 
and the wasting of many millions of dollars. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President—— 

| VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Alabama 

» the Senator from Illinois? 
MORGAN. Certainly. 
ILOPKINS. Before the Senator leaves the question of 


ifferent rivers, has the Senator in his speech at any point | 
side | 


n into consideration the streams on the right-hand 
een Obispo and Gatun? 
MORGAN. I have not in the remarks which I have sub- 
mnitted here, because they are trifling little streams—very short 
Mr. TLOPKINS. 1 think not. 
MORGAN. There is only one—the Gatun; and it has 
diverted by the French and carried out above 
n é ptied into the bay. There is no other stream on 
ight bank of the Chagres 
HOPKINS. the schemes for disposing of the 
of those rivers is the one suggested by the Senator from 
uth Cerolina—to build another canal carrying these waters 
the bav 


One of 


into 
Mr. M I understand they are so entirely negligible 
that I doubt if any Senator on this floor can tell the names of 
them. They are little creeks, as we call them, emptying from 
the hills that come down sheer almost on the right bank of the 

Chagres River. 
Mr. HOPKINS. If the Senator will allow me, even the ma- 
of the Board of Consulting Engineers regarded those 


us of so much importance that, as I remember their re- | 


they propose to divert them from their channels and carry 
through a new channel to the sea. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is easy enough to do, I suppose. 

Mr. HOPKINS. There is where we differ. It is a 

rious problem, and we contend it can not be successfully done 

hout great expense. 

Mr. MORGAN. There are many questions of minor impor- 
tance which the Senate is not called upon to decide in determin- 
ing the type of the canal, for the reason that they have no ma- 
terial effect upon it. We can afford to lay by our controversies 
about these minor matters until we have first accomplished 
t settlement of the type of the canal, which is the great con- 
trolling question of the destiny not only of the canal itself, but 
I may say, in a large degree, of the United States of America. 
We had better lay aside these little catch questions until we 
hive determined the main proposition—the type of the canal. 

ision of the type of canal by Congress is required by 

ent, unless it should be a ratification of his avowed 

» to locate a lock canal, with its dam and locks, at Gatun. 

ratification would be accepted by him with condescend- 

l. 

igress should prefer to meet its responsibility to the 

of this and all succeeding generations by voting for a 

rel canal, such a vote would not engage the respect or 
approval of the President. 


the i7i 
pury 


+ 
t 
? 
L 


n view of such official outgivings, it may require some forti- | 


to consider the subject of a sea-level canal, but, on the 
it will surely require the loss of some self-respect 

where it is. 

I am concerned, I prefer, under the rules of the 


tue subject 


uss the bill before this body and to vote upon it. | 
been advised to take prompt action | 


frequently 
ite type of 


that 


canal, and has been admonished 
in passing a bill would be an 

ork on 1 canal. Why should such haste 

to settle the type of the canal if 

established the type and the loea- 

itive foreordination? 

perhaps, to venture to make such inquiries, 


ae li \ 


be enjoin upon Congress 

ent has alnands< 
tion and the plan by Exe 
i not tor me, 


but the occasion see 


is 


1 


ceed to discuss the sea-level canal, which is the canal that the 
people require and also the President’s canal, it being “the 
ideal canal.” 

If the President could take the risk of the failure of the 
dam at Gatun without the contribution of the money of the 
people to another bankruptcy at Panama, many would be glad 


to indulge him in such a reckless pleasure; but Panama has 


| if not wiser, befere that fact is known. 


| that a sea-level canal at Panama will cost us. 


| out 
| being really to make geod a deficit arising in the earlier years of tlic 


| above specified 53,160,600 francs. 


| the original founders, constitutin 


| statute to be maintained, so as to equalize 


ims to justify this freedom, and I will pro- | 
| franes per share. rest 
| referred to above as having ceased on certain of the shares of the 
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too great fatality for reckless adventure to be the chosen 
theater of American sport with fortune. ; 

Established on the firm basis that a sea-level canal is j}o 
safest solution of the problem of the control of the flood of 
the Chagres River, no other plan of canal can be logically «, 
ported. Another plan less safe may be a proper subject of 6). 
petitive discussion, if it is cheaper than a sea-level canal and if 
we are really too peor to build a sea-level canal, in justice 
our taxpayers. 

If such a supposition involves the question of the expendi- 
ture of $100,000,000 to meet the higher cost of a sea-level cana), 
that we are not really able to pay, prudence would require us 
to drop the subject. 

If a sea-level canal is worth $100,000,000 more than a loc! 
canal, and if we are able to own such property, it is the part 
wisdom to expend the additional money for the better prop- 
erty. I use these figures only to illustrate an argument. 

As to the actual cost of either type of canal, we will be older 


to 


’ 


Sut it is not probable that the Suez Canal, which is twice the 
length of the Panama Canal, has cost only one-fourth of the sum 
It is not probable 
that the cost of the Panama Canal will be even twice as much as 
the cost of the Suez Canal. So, laying aside all estimates thai 
engineers have made as to the cost of either type of the canal 
at Panama and taking these reasonable probabilities for our 
guides, the aseertained facts in respect of the financial con‘i- 
tion of the Suez Canal remove all doubt that the Panama Canqi, 
at a cost of $500,000,000, will be a money-making investment 
for our Government. To get these facts before the Senate and 
the country in clear and concrete form, I will read the letter of 
Gen. George W. Davis, already printed as a document by order 
of the Senate. I regard this as the most important statement 
of a fiscal and financial character which has been submitted to 
the Senate in any form, through its committees or otherwise, 
since this subject has been undergoing investigation : 

[Letter from Mr. George W. Davis. giving certain data relating to the 
Suez Canal.) 
WASHINGTON, D. C., June 14, 1906. 
My Dear Senator: Replying to your favor of yesterday, I give you 


| the following data respecting the Suez Canal: 
very | 


The original capital of the company, issued before 1870, was 400,000 
shares, at 500 francs each; but these securities do not answer to cur 
definition either of stocks or bonds, as they partake of the character 
of both. Under the terms of issue there was a condition that the 


| shares could be redeemed in certain proportions at stated periods and 


that when redeemed they should be no longer an interest-bearing 
security, but should continue to constitute an asset to the original 
owner of the shares to the extent that he should participate in all sur- 
plus benefits earned by the company; but the interest provided by the 
statute—5 per cent—stopped when the bond should be called for 
redemption. 

On the 31st of December, 1904, there were 385,460 of these shares 
still outstanding, and they continued to enjoy participation in the sur- 
plus benefits or profits of the company. But the interest on the resi- 
due of these bonds had ceased; that is to say, on 14,600 shares. The 
other outstanding securities of the Suez Canal Company are bond 
issues, as follows: First, an issue of 400,000 shares, at 85 francs, put 
in order to take up unpaid coupons on the original issue, this 


operation of the company, when its revenues were smell. These bonds 


| were entitled to 5 per cent interest, and the value of those stil! unre- 


deemed and outstanding is 32,919,310 francs. Of the loan of 1867-1, 
which was in 300-franc shares, there was still outstanding on the date 
In 1871 a still further issue of 100- 
franc shares was made, of which are yet unpaid 1,678,000 francs. A 
further loan was made in 1880 at 3 Lo cent, of which 34,525,770 
franes remained unpaid at the end of 1904. 

In 1887 there was still a further loan negotiated at 3 per cent, the 


| aggregate of which still remaining unredeemed is 97,362,450 francs. 


The aggregate of all these issues, stock and bonds, came to the total 
ef 402,296,130 franes, or $80,500,000. ‘This is all of the capital stock 
of the Suez Canal Company, except that there remains gen oblization 
resting on the company to pay 10 per cent of their surplus profits to 
all those who formed the origina! 
company that Mr. De Lesseps exploited. These founders’ inierests 
divided into 100,000, and each now receives about one-half as much 
annually as the owners of each original share received. 

The only reserve of which I can get any trace, maintained by the 
Suez Canal Company, is one of $5,000,000, which is required by the 
rofits and losses and to pr: 
vide for emergencies. ‘There jis another fund of small amount main- 
tained as a pension and retirement fund, disbursed for the beneiit 0! 
employees of long standing and of recognized merit. But the ; 
gate of this fund is not a large one. 

The last quotation for Suez Canal stock that I have seen is for May, 
1906, when it was quoted at the Bourse as 4,515 francs. As the pat 
value of the share is 500 francs, you can readily see that these secur'- 
ties are at 900 per cent premium. , 

The dividend paid last year on the original shares was a net of 111 
This included the 25 frances (5 per cent interest) 


original stock that had been called in and redeemed. The per cent of 
dividend was therefore about 28. The tonnage passing the Suez Canal 


| last year was 13,000,000 net tons, and the toll rate was 73 francs per 


ton. 7 
About a dollar and fifty cents per ton. 


Under the terms of the concession, which extended for ninety-nine 
years from the date of completion of the canal—1869—all the securities 








1906. 





will have been retired and canceled on maturity, and amortization 
provisions are arranged to that end. 

The Government of England paid almost exactly £4,000,000 for the 
shares bought by Beaconsfield from the Khedive. The dividend on 
these shares last year for the benefit of the British Government was 
£933,000. 

The authorities, for the information contained in the above, are: 
L’Economiste, a French publication with which you are no doubt 
familiar; the Statist, an English publication deyoted to statistical mat- 
ters; also a recently published work on the Suez Canal, by J. Charles 
Roux, entitled “ L’Isthme et le Canal de Suez,” Paris, 1901, and The 
Stock Exchange Official! Intelligence for 1905. 

Hoping the above will meet your necessity, I remain, as ever, 

Yours, sincerely. 


Gro. W. DAVIS. 
Hon. JoHN T. MORGAN, 


Capitol, Washington, D. C. 

The income of the Panama Canal is not conjectural, if it is 
to be compared with that of the Suez Canal, as stated by Gen- 
eral Davis. It is quite as certain as the next estimate of the 
income of the United States will be for the fiscal year ending 
in June, 1908. The contributory territory to both these canals 
is the same as to the area of the commercial field of traffic, 
but the coastwise trade between our Atlantic and Pacific States 
will yield an enormous income to the Panama Canal that is not 
in reach of the Suez Canal. ‘The productive energies of the 
entire Pacific coast of America and of Australia and the Philip- 
pines, and of the great clusters of other islands in the Pacific 


Ocean, will be so stimulated by the opening of the Panama | 


Canal that the growth of the Suez Canal in tonnage and tolls 
will be far exceeded. 

Our Sault Ste. Marie Canal has a tonnage which is twice 
that of the Suez Canal, and they are about the same age. Our 
Soo Canal floats a tonnage that comes almost exclusively from 
the watershed of the Great Lakes—a mere dot on the map as 
compared with the area from which the Suez Canal derives its 


support—yet its tonnage is twice as great as that of the Suez 
Canal. 


Who can permit a doubt to disturb this splendid outlook for | 


the commercial supremacy of the Panama Canal? 

I state it with more confidence than any engineer can state 
the cost of excavating a cubic yard of rock from the bottom of 
the Culebra cut. If we have such facts within the reach of 
rational calculation and will consult them we will see that an 


expenditure of $100,000,000 to get the best canal is not a loss or | 


an extravagance, but is a safe investment. 

As to the money for doing this work, it is as certain and as 
easily obtained and as secure as an investment as the money 
that will be expended in the next fifty years in building great 
ships to navigate the oceans. 

It will be more safely invested in the Panama Canal than if 
it were put into such steamships, for they are certain to perish, 
while the canal is quite as certain to survive all perils, unless 
an earthquake should destroy it. 

Mr. SCOTT. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SCOTT. Does the Senator from Alabama think, then, 
that the passage of the so-called “shipping bill” would be a 
great advantage to the Panama Canal if we had our shipping 
restored to the seas? 

Mr. MORGAN. A proper shipping bill applied to the new 
conditions created by the Panama Canal would be very valuable 
if you could keep out the little speculations for private pur- 
poses. There is the difficulty with the shipping bills that I 
have examined. 

Now, having this safe basis of calculation as to the value of 
the Panama Canal, as compared with its cost, and its earning 
power, as compared with that of the Suez Canal, we see that 
the differences between engineers as to the cost of construction 
through Culebra cut does not reasonably affect the question as 
to whether we should have the cheapest canal and one that is 
affected with grave doubts as to its permanency or whether we 
should have the best canal. 

I will not consume the time of the Senate in the discussion of 
our duty, which is to adopt the best canal. 

The President says the sea-level canal is “the ideal canal” 
in his letter to the Board of Consulting Engineers and in his 
message to Congress. Does he mean that such a canal is a vain 
imagination, when he says it is ideal? Does he allude to its 
ideality to frighten us with its hopelessness on account of its 
cost? He would not think that a navy as powerful as the 
British navy was a vain and hopeless ideality. He would seize 
such a flattering illusion with the eagerness that a little boy 
would grasp a toy pistol. Why should he tell such a people as 
comprise his constituency, that they must not aspire to the lofty 
ideal in constructing a canal, but must spend their money for a 
cheap and doubtful type of canal? It is in vain that we should 
attempt to solve such riddles. If the sea level is the ideal canal, 
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the people want it. They want the best their money will pay 
for, and are not alarmed at high ideals when the facts justify 
their desire to have the best of everything in the way of public 
enterprise and commercial success. The Suez Canal is also an 
ideal canal. Why should Europe and Asia enjoy the benefits 
of such ideality that swells their coffers as well as their heads, 
while the Americans who pay for the canal at Panama must 
content themselves with an enforced inferiority ? 

The simple truth is that the canal and the railroad at Panama 
are the best property and surest money-makers in the world. 
This being true, the cost of the canal need only be compared 
with its assured income to ascertain whether any expenditure 
in its construction is within the limit of financial safety. Those 
who take a timorous view of this matter will never contribute 
any real strength to this great movement. 

I do not disapprove. On the contrary, I applaud the most 
conservative calculation of the cost in this enterprise, and 1 
have a eandid respect for the engineers who look into cost and 
greatest care; but I insist that their 
differences as to the cost of the respective plans suggested are 
swallowed up and lost in the greater fact that the Panama 
Canal will pay its own cost and expenses and return to us a 
handsome dividend if we will furnish the money or the credit 
for putting it in operation. 

In the axial lines of both of the proposed canals there is 
perfect correspondence in every particular, except in the depth 
of the cuts—through the 8 miles between the stations EI 
Bispo and Miraflores. The width of the canal and the curva- 
tures are the same in this reach through the Culebra and Em- 
The depth of the sea-level plan at its bottom, 
if 40 feet below the level of the sea, and the bottom of the 
canal is 40 feet above that level. 

If one canal is defective, the other is equally so. If such de- 
fect exists and is not remedied, the fault will rest with Con- 
gress in either case; for we have the means to prevent such a 
flaw if we choose to employ them. I mean that the canal, when 
completed, will be worth every dollar expended on it and will 
yield a sure profit on the investment if it is enlarged at heavy 
expense. The property will bear the increased cost. 

No other fact discussed in the wide range of disputation that 
we are indulging in has any material bearing on the great prop- 
osition—that a sea-level canal is the best and safest means for 
controlling the flood waters of the Chagres River, and that 
such a canal at the cost of even $500,000,000 is a perfectly safe 
investment and will be greatly profitable as a financial venture. 

The argument is complete, if these propositions are true; and 
a sea-level canal is not only the ideal of the President, but it is 
far better as the solid realization of the proud hope of a great 
people. 

The President abandons his great ideal and again returns to 
the field of disaster and defeat and invites us—no; he com- 
mands us—to follow again as a forlorn hope to certain defeat 
in the lower marshes of the Chagres Valley. But we have no 
occasion to follow his lead for the alleged saving of a negligible 
sum in the construction of a canal that is not free from serious 
doubts. We are able to build it and sacrifice the cost; but this 
is not necessary. 

I mean that the canal, if completed, will be worth every dol- 
lar expended on it and will yield a profit on the investment, 
and we have the money in the Treasury of the United States 
to build it, if we choose to vote it. We have the money now to 
widen it to 300 feet in the Culebra cut. It is 200 feet wide 
there. We have the money to deepen it below 40 feet, if we 
want to deepen it; and the money that we expend in providing 
suck a channel for the greatest ships the world has, or can 
produce, will be refunded to us many fold, because that canal 
ean not be ignored whenever it is made safe for the transit 
of vessels. The world can not ignore it. The owners of the 
ships and the commercial men of the world and the insurance 
men of the world will not be satisfied to permit ships to find 
their way between the Atlantic and the Pacific oceans south 
of America, through the frozen Straits of Magellan. With the 
dangers of that navigation they will not be satisfied to waste 
the enormous amount of time and the expenses of navigation, 
which amount to even thousands of doliars a day on every 
vessel on long voyages around the Horn. They will not 
willing to do that. Why should we refuse to construct a safe 
sea-level canal, when we, with the proper liberality of expendi- 
ture, can make an investment of this kind that will 
very handsomely and provide a safe way for 
pass from ocean to ocean in a very few hours? 

Now, there is the real financial problem. We have the Suez 
Canal to prove its safety. Above that here is the Sault Ste. 
Marie to prove it, although the Suez Canal is more nearly the 
type of canal we are trying to construct. Some one stated the 
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question in the committee to an engineer, if the falls of the 
Marys River could be disposed of and a canal was still 
ssary to get through the shallows, do you think that any- 
y would ever recommend a lock canal across those falls? 
he did not. Why did they recommend a lock canal across 
falls? It is because they were obliged to do it. It was 
way to get through. s3ut whenever a sea-level canal 
I speak now in respect of one of the great sea-level 


ot 


se 
» only 
+37 
PsSibDie 
such 


nals as 


ty 
to 


a 
t for 


lock canal, no sane-minded people who have any 
the income on their property and for the safety 


* ships and their commerce would ever fail to adopt a | 


level plan. It is the natural, first suggestion to the mind 
any commonplace thinker in the world. 
10 has reasonable common sense and every time he will adopt 
level canal as one free from impediment and obstruction. 
re, Mr. President, the argument grows and grows, not 


q Sor 


So lh 
1 
l 


_only upon its own merits as an economic and proper feature of | 
unercial intercourse, but when you come to the control of the 


Col 
Charges River you find a safe method in a dam at Gamboa, with 
if \-levyel channel to carry it into both seas whenever there 
night be, by a possibility, in the course of fifty or seventy-five 
rs, an excessively great flood. You will find then and there 
1d in tha 
che m of the Chagres River. 
Mr. MALLORY. 
to ask him a question? 
Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 
Mr. MALLORY. With regard to the Gamboa dam, I under- 


astery 


the Suez Canal, the Panama Canal, the Kiel | 
l—wherever it is possible to dig a sea-level canal in prefer- 


Put it to anybody | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





t place the only power that exists in the world for | 
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all necessary, all the waters that flow in from these differeot 
streams, 

Mr. HOPKINS. If the Senator will allow me, they propose 
to build this dam so high that it will divert the waters of t)). 
three rivers I have named and change the course and drive 
them back upon their sources and make them find new channels 
to the sea. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I return to the question I was 
considering. The matter of controlling this little body of 
water, these low-grade streams, does not compare with the 
question of controlling the flood of the Chagres River. I am 
discussing that question, and I maintain that when we contro] 
the flood of the Chagres River we have controlled the pivotal 
feature in this case, and the balance goes with it. 

Mr. HOPKINS. If it does not disturb the Senator, I desire 
to call his attention to the fact that they provide in the sea- 
level plan these three dams, the longest of which is 2,800 feet, 
Another dam is to be 820 feet in length and another dam five 
hundred and something feet, as I remember. All these dams 
are to have a height of 70 feet above the sea level. 

Mr. MORGAN. There are yarious plans suggested in the re- 


| port of the majority of the Board of Consulting Engineers as to 


how different matters may be disposed of conveniently, none of 
which are vital. 
The Senator from South Dakota [Mr. KITTREDGE] has very 


| kindly referred me to a selection of many, many like it in the 


Will the Senator from Alabama permit me | 


report, the testimony of Mr. Noble on the proposition here: 
Senator KITTREDGE. I understand that you think that has been taken 


| care of sufficiently by the majority. 


stand that the problem of a dam there is similar to the problem | 


of a dam for a lock canal at Gatun. 
inquire of the Senator if he can 
ascertained that there is a rock 
Gamboa 

Mr. MORGAN. 


state whether 


foundation for the dam at 


i 


However, I should like to | 


it has been | through pools or dams, so as to take the coarser silt out before the 


Mr. NosBie. It looks so; yes, sir. 
Again, Mr. TALIAFERRO puts a question: 


As I understand you, then, all of the streams are provided for by 
that method? All that empty into the canal are expected to pass 


water empties into the canal basin? 


I will say in regard to the Gamboa dam that | 


according to the expression of every man and every engineer | 


who has at Gamboa 


across the 


ever examined the subject the rock 
basalt—a tough, hard rock. It reaches 
River—that is to say, 


and there is on both sides a high ridge of rock, so that you can 


is | 
Chagres 
the Chagres River runs across this rock, | 


build a dam at Gamboa as deep as you want to make it, and as | 


high as you want to make it, and as strong as any lock dam 
was ever built on the top of the earth. There is no impeachment 
of that proposition at all. 
the dam at Gatun as to its foundation or in any other respect. 
Mr. MALLORY, 
tion at Gatun. 
Mr. MORGAN. 
Mr. MALLORY. 


There certainly is not. 
Will the Senator please tell me why, in the 


Mr. Nosie. I think so. 

Senator KirrrepGr. Do you regard that situation you have just de- 
scribed as a serious objection to the sea-level plan? 

Mr. NoBLE. Only inasmuch as it makes a somewhat larger charge for 
maintenance. 

As I have already said, I do not consider that an impossible or 
impracticable proposition at all. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I have not the evidence before me, but the. 
evidence, as I remember it, does not relate to the river Cano nor 


| to the river Gigantito. 


It bears no resemblance whatever to | 


I understand that there is no rock founda- | 


Mr. MORGAN. Well, Mr. President—— 

Mr. HOPKINS. I have not looked at the evidence since we 
had it before the committee, but I will say to the Senator if it 
does not disturb him—if it does I will quit 

Mr. MORGAN. The river Cano is so absolutely inconse- 


| quential that although I have been studying this question with 


plan of the majority, unless I am misinformed, the dam proposed | 
sequence. 


at Gamboa is simply to be an earthen dam? 

Mr. MORGAN. Oh, no; that is not proposed. 

Mr. MALLORY. That was my impression. 

Mr. MORGAN. No; they say they may make it of any type; 
but there are engineers in the world who will persist in saying 
that an earth dam is better than a rock dam. 
neer prefers an earth dam, he has the best location for it that 
could possibly be found. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the 
yield to the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. 


cores? 


That 


with masonry 

Mr. MORGAN. 

nority. 
rock dam at all—that an earth dam is superior to it. 

*. HLOVIKINS. I desire to call the Senator’s attention to the 


is true. That is objected to by the 


te, and Gigantito are not to be rock dams. 
e in the report that they are to be rock dams. 
ir. MORGAN. Mr. President, so far as those little diverting 
ant é 
tion to them. 
Mr. HOPKINS. If the Senator will allow me, I have given a 
x1 deal of attention to them and one of them is to be 2.800 
et long and 75 feet high. 
can predicate any judgment at all as to the foundation upon 
which t 
Mr. MORGAN. 
high the effect 


i-level canal, when completed, they intend to take in, if at 


} 


gor 
{ 


If that dam was not a yard long or a foot 


Is it not true that all the dams recom- | 
mended by the majority are to be masonry dams, or earth dams | 


They say that it is not necessary to have a rock core | 


concerned, I really never have paid any serious atten- 


There is no data upon which they | 
hat dam 2,800 feet long and 75 feet high is to be placed. 


on the canal would be just the same, because in | 


eare for years, I do not know where the river Cano is, and I 
think I would know it if it was a matter of the slightest con- 


Mr. HOPKINS. The point I was making, if the Senator will 


| allow me, was in answer to an inquiry by the Senator from 


If the chief engi- | 


Florida [Mr. TALIAFERRO]. In the majority report, in order to 
make a sea-level canal they provide for three dams, one of the 
length I have given—2,800 feet—and another of 800 feet, as I 
now remember, and another of five hundred feet and something, 


| 70 feet high, without giving any data at all relating to the 


| foundation of those dams. 
Senator from Alabama | 





| are provided for by that method? 
; S . | expected to pass through 
that the dams that are to take care of the rivers Cano, | oy: P n 


There is no eyvi- | 


That is the real point that I was 
calling to the attention of the Senator. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
yield to the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. I wish, with the permission of the Sen- 


Alabama 


| ator from Alabama, to read just a few lines of the testimony of 


Mr. Noble: 


Senator TALIAFERRO. As I understand you, then, all of the streams 
All that empty into the canal ‘ 
pools or dams, so as to take the coarser silt 
out before the water empties into the canal basin? 
Mr. Nose. I think so. 
All the streams, 
Mr. MORGAN. 
Mr. HOPKINS. 
Mr. MORGAN. 


I had just read that to the Senate. 
Will the Senator 
Mr. President, I do not like to have my at- 


| tention diverted 


Mr. HOPKINS. I will not interrupt the Senator—— 
Mr. MORGAN. By Senators asking me questions of this kind. 
Mr. HOPKINS. But I will take another occasion to correct 
the impression of the Senator from Florida upon that point. 
Mr. MORGAN. I am not discussing the slight appendages 
that may adhere to this question and be of some doubt. I am 


trying to give the Senate the benefit, if it is a benefit, of my 
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4ydgment and conclusion in regard to the great pivotal question 
that controls this subject, and that is the control of the Chagres 
River. When we get that under control the balance of this 
matter sinks into insignificance; it is not worth talking about. 
\ny common engineer can provide to protect a canal dug there 
er we have control of the Chagres River so that that great 

d furious stream can not invade it and destroy it. That is 

hat my argument is drifting to, and I do not care about taking 
up all of the minutiz of disputation that concerns this subject 

erally, because if we should enter into that we would find a 
dispute about everything we have ever considered. Take the 
disputes about cement, cement purchase, and transportation, 
labor, commissary, government, and all that is connected more 
or less intimately with the question of building and control of 

e canal. What do they amount to? When we have first set- 

“1 the great controlling question as to the type of canal and 

ve got it, if that decision was in favor of the Gatun dam, as 
it was formerly in favor of the Bohio dam, I would put up with 

and say nothing about it and leave the idea of a sea-level 
il, which I have been compelled to approach with the great- 
est possible reluctance. 

In precipitous haste the President urged Congress to adopt 
the lock-canal project, with a dam at Bohio and with two twin 
locks in flights at the elevation of 90 feet above sea level, and 
Congress followed him, with equal precipitancy, to the disaster 
that has cost the people more than $100,000,000. We did this in 
the Spooner law. We did not intend such a result, and, in fact, 
the result was reached through the President’s misconstruction 
of his powers under that law. 

I will not now recall the dreary chapter of our history that 
followed the enactment of the Spooner law and its attempted 
execution in the effort to construct a lock canal, with its dam at 
Bohi 

The Isthmian Canal Commission, created by the Spooner law, 
was appointed and began work to execute the Spooner law with 
the dam at Bohio. 

They had reported to the President on the 16th of December, 
1901, that “ no location suitable for a dam exists on the Chagres 
River below Bohio.”’ This report was made after examination 
that Commission, composed of Admiral John H. Walker, 
Hon. Samuel Pasco, Mr. George S. Morrison, Col. Aswald H. 
Ernest, Lewis M. Haupt, C. E., Alford Noble, C. E., Col. Peter 
Hains, William H. Burr, and Prof. Emery R. Johnson. 

These names are guaranties of high integrity and honor. 
They made detailed estimates of the cost of the Panama Canal, 
as follows. 

I will not stop to read those estimates, but will insert them in 
my remarks, and proceed to say that in the passage of the 
Spooner Act we had that basis and no other basis of Congres- 


fter 


by 


sional action, and in the passage of that act and adopting | 


the report of the Commission we decided in favor of the lock 
canal. We also decided that it should be at Bohio, and we also 
decided that it should not be at Gatun. So stands the law to- 
day, for this Commission had said that there was no location for 
a dam below Bohio. 

I will insert those estimates, as follows: 

Summing up the several figures already given, the total estimated 
cost of completing the Panama Canal is as follows: 

Total estimated cost. 





Miles. Cost 





Colom GiGRIIG Giiiy MGIIEIN oka te dna dend onedee secs ccdcsececcss 

Harbor to Bohio locks, including levees--.-........-. idabebdaie 

Bohio locks, including excavation ....................--.--- 
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11 miles is 
exceptionally 
except one at 
3,280 feet, but 
total curvature 


1! 


LiIOWS : 


end of the bay channel at La Boca is 42.3 miles, of which 
the broad channel of Lake Bohio. The alignment is 
good, the sharpest curve ! ing a radius of 6,232 feet, 
the entrance to Colon Harbor, which has a radius of 
where the bottom width is from 500 to 800 feet. The 
in the entire length of the canal is 771 39’, distributed 





as fo 


Number of curves. Length. | Radius - tal : “a 
| ature 
Mi E Feet 

Nn tee a I ln a 0.88 | 19,629 14 17 
EEE ESSE SRE IAG LOE RD 18 13,123 1L O04 
i chien aaeanete sae 4.22 11,483 lll ® 
WG asascie i eal a ee eae 11.61 9, 842 mH 50 
4 dee aie ci ak a 2.44 | 8 202 9) BW 
a al aa a 1. 67 6, 562 77 OO 
ee Sle ee eee 73 6, 204 35 645 
ee ace nates dae ete ge a g2 3, 2s] 75 Ol 
I lh he te a &5 i71 ) 
The Spooner law appropriated the money to construct the 

canal specified in these estimates, as follows: 


Appropriations therefor 


shall 


: from time to time be hereafter made, 
not to exceed in the aggregate the additional sum of $135,000,000, 
should the Panama route be adopted. 


To which is added in section 


> of that law. $10,000,000 “ ap 
propriated toward 


the project herein contemplated by eitl 
route so selected.” 
This act as clearly identifies the Panama project as being a 
lock canal with dam and locks at Bohio as it identifies the 


} } 
ne spore 


Nicaragua project and locates it “from a point on t 
Nicaragua, to 


of the Caribbean Sea near Greytown, by way of 
a point near Brito on the Pacific Ocean.” 

To deny one location is to deny the other, and a sincere read 
ing of the law includes 


both with equal certainty. To find 
room for a dam at Gatun under this law and under the report 
|on which it is based is quite as consistent with the act as it 
would be to find, by construction, that a sea-level canal was 


within the definition of the canal project in Niearagua. 

If the future destiny of the United States in this vast enter 
prise rests on canons of construction that are so absurd, Con- 
gress would at least save its self-respect by abandoning the 
entire subject to the discretionary action of the President. This 
| has not been done; and for one I will not so declare by my vote 
in the Senate. 

The Bohio location, adopted and enacted in the Spooner !aw, 
|} went suddenly into collapse when Chief Engineer Wallace 
tested the work of the Commission of 1899-1901 and found that 
it was untrue. He used diamond drills and reached the untruth 
of the report of that Commission as to the depth below sea. level 
of a rock formation for the dam at Bohio and changed it from 
128 feet to 168 feet. That was a fatal discovery to Mr. Wallace. 
It put him to the necessity of finding another location for the 
dams and locks of a high-level canal that could control the flood 
waters of the Chagres River. He worked with great energy 
and skill and failed. He w forced to the alternative of a 
| sea-level canal or else to the abandonment of all hope of 
canal at Panama. 

He had no desire to work out a plan in which he e 
room for success. He was not playing to the | 
He resigned his office of chief engineer 
not undertake a plan that was impracticable. 

Mr. Wallace and the Canal Commission disappeared from the 
stage of action almost at the same time, and a 
came in without the advice and consent of the 





as 


any 


vuld find no 
ralleries. 
because 


he could 


new Commission 


Senate. 


The special powers conferred on the President expired at the 
close of the Fifty-eighth Congress, but his powers have in 
creased by construction, continually. Among them he has 
found authority, under the Spooner law, to construct a lo 





Pedro Miguel locks, including excavation and dam -.-..... eanal, with a dam and locks at Gatun, and informs Congress 

a iro Miguel level --....-...-.--. Bo wan n nanan = aan nna n owen | that this is all the power he needs. In this selection the Presi 

P; ifie 1 + congedeeenenicy a4 citepronedeennabaasrenadeimaat | dent has fortified his dangerous choice by the researches and 

Bohio d opinions of three engineers of great note, but the facts on 

P, a sie eeu 19 | which they rest their opinions fail them and destroy the value 

CRaSAMIDUINIT titel. dete 00sa seed taecl cones ix cenafocicnes | of their advice. The President created an international co: 

G I lh I i mission, without authority from Congress, to consider the vital 

Panama Haliroad Givereieth.. .......cncccccaconccasccccesaccese | question of the type of a canal that the American people are 
Total . 5, | endeavoring to construct. 

Engineering, police, sanitation, and general contingen- Such appeals to other nations on a subject that is dom: 

Cles, 20 Per CONE -.....----2- coneee e+ eons een ne ene n nee - ee eee e| =-- =e 24,038,893 | in all its important belongings is without precedent and is u 
ap Ne tae Talk tis cee ake ad ______| 444 933.958 | American. It is so considered by our people, and esp 

=a tet ieee talk ie Seas a) |our great and enlightened engineers. But the P 

The total amount of excavation is 94,863,703 cubic yards, exclusive | eare to associate with them some Ameri ins who au 

of excavation for the Bohio dam and the Gigante spillway. | to our country. I would have preferred a jury o 

by the nen oo a “e7 Plonetr ape same fe nas proposes | and would have followed their advice without v. 

) ie rene - ¢ y 5 { ig ‘om 3 2 lee » "Mh, oe J sive Jiher tan ‘ ’ vor <« » cara.) 

Atlantic to 36 feet dees ta the Paciie ie 49.09 ies. aceon, in. the | Phe result of their deliberations was in favol : evel 


from the inner end of the harbor enlargement at Colon to the shore 


| canal, This was the natural result of 
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that a sea-level canal for great ships must be uamen 
properly constructed. | 
| 


world 
ante to any 
We have no 


eign engineers ; 


lock canal, both types being 
criticisms to make of the findings of the for- 
but I think the President has inflicted upon 
them an unnecessary and, I hope, an unintended criticism in 
sudden declaration that he would lock-level 
with the dam at Gatun. Congress, in- 
cluded in this Presidential snub, and we the 
foreigners. 

The preparation of facts to be ascertained by explorations 
and borings was inadequate to enable the foreign engineers to | 
ecept the plan submitted to them. The deficiencies are obvious | 
nd numerous. They were not disposed to accept theories 

rked out on paper by an engineer who had never seen 

1i—plans worked up in his office far away in New England. 
ngineer claims to have designed the plan for the dam 

tun, and that it was modeled on the plan of a dam for a 

W's supply and filtration works near Boston. That structure 
has not yet been tested, and it may fail. Studies in a laboratory 

Loston scarcely meet the requirements of absolute faith when | 
different conditions at Gatun. 
plan was presented to the Board of Consulting Engi- | 
neers by its inventor, and he gently complains that it was not | 
for many days when an engineer of the Board | 
characterized it an “engineering guess.” 

This to have warmed up the inventor until he is ag- | 

attacking the statements of such men as Professor | 
Mr. Parsons. 

I regret, Mr. President, 
Senate at large the introductory 
engineer before the committee—his 
favorable consideration—which we gave, so far as his man- | 
and conduct were concerned, with great pleasure; but it 
to me as if ke had come prepared with a case stated, 
and upon the examination, in the profundity of his knowledge, 
I think he discovered many things that are not known to any- | 
body else but himself, whieh are not stated historically, and, 
perhaps, are not referred to in books on geology, etc. He} 
seemed to think they were necessary as a foundation for his dis- 
quisition. I should like for Senators who wish to inform them- | 
selves of the real value of this Gatun project to take up the | 
testimony of Mr. Stearns and read it. 

Mr. Stearns invented the plan, or copied it from the filtration | 


construct a 
however, 
share 


his 
canal is also 


it with 


\ 
al I * i 
ppiled 1 
This 
considered 
as 


sees 


that I have not time to read to the 
remarks of this distinguished | 
introduction of himself to | 
‘ wr 
ners 


seemed 


ir. 
plant or water-supply plant that he had in the vicinity of Bos- 
ton. A part of it was made, as he says, the model of that dam, 
which appears on the map that hangs on the wall there; an- | 
other part made in cut stone, and so on all around. He seems 
to have tried every experiment that he knew anything about in } 
order to get the walls to his satisfaction, and he is waiting to 
them give way. I think there is no doubt of that. 

This gentleman went into the geological conditions and the 
structure of the earth there and elsewhere, and developed such 
remarkable and profound studies that he had made of the Isth- 
mus of Panama in his office in Boston, that I became almost 
awed in his presence. He started with the proposition that the 
d was made of rock originally, and then he admitted that 
some water came and washed down gullies in the rock, and 
grew wider and wider, and then there was soil, 

then trees followed and other things began to grow up. 
When got down to Gatun and to the coastal plain of 


see 


Worl 


one Ot . 
gullies 
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| this reason: 
; he will explain 
| had been very much averse to the idea of a dam at Gatun 


| clined 





Pana he discovered that there had been at first an elevation, 
a considerable elevation of the soil along the coast of Panama, 
d that after a lapse of time, he did not know exactly when 
how, this great elevation was depressed and disappeared 
the When it got down there, the waters had cut 
at they are there on this map [indicating]— 
filled up with drift from the highlands. There 
the water commenced to deposit silt and 
then rock, and the like of that. Finally 
and these two great gulehes there, one of 
and another one—I will ask the Senator 
ith Dakota how deep that was? 
LETT REDGE. Two hundred and four and 258 feet were 


mat 


sea. 
gulches 
were 
grew, and 
and then sand, 
all filled 


S feet deep 


they 
rees 


up, 


IRGAN. Yes; 
600 feet 


204 feet 

the 

across the top. 
One 800 feet and the other 1,800 feet. 

Yes; pretty nearly half a mile. 

Now, according to the arrangement of the rising and subsid- 

of this coast—I do not think anybody ever dreamed of 

but him—these gulches were left there to be filled up | 
to 258 feet, which was shown by drill holes bored en- | 

through this blanket of indurated clay of which he | 
There was still found gravel and water at the bottom | 


and 258 feet. The deepest one 


wis across top, and the shallowest was 


about half a mile 

Mr. HOPKINS. 

Mir. MORGAN. 
ence 
that 
down 
tirely 


speaks. 
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of the deepest boring, but no rock was found at the depth of 
258 feet. Just above that there was clay and sand. It was 
like a cheese cake or a sandwich; one layer piled upon {ho 
other to a depth of 258 feet, until finally the gulch had beey 
filled up in this manner. 

Mr. SCOTT. May I ask the Senator from Alabama a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. SCOTT. Had this learned man looked into the ronie 
which I have advocated, so as to be able to tell us the condition 
of the rock in the mountains there? 

Mr. MORGAN. He could not see through the mountain. 
cause, unfortunately, no hole had been bored through; but if je 
had ever been called upon for an opinion, he would have giv.) 
one without the slightest hesitancy. There is no doubt aj, 
that. 

Mr. SCOTT. I thought perhaps he might have done so. 

Mr. MORGAN. I want the Senate to read that opinion for 
Mr. Stevens was a direct, square, fair man. = 
“ ing his statements he would come to a proposition and say: 

I do not know about that, but Mr. Stearns will follow me, and 
it.” Twice he made that reference to \r. 
! 


he- 


it 
Au 


Stearns in answer to a question. Then Mr. Noble is one of the 
noblest men I have ever known. He said in substance that he 
or 
at Bohio either, for the matter of that; although he subs: rib ed 
to the report for the dam at Bohio, he was quite strongly in- 
to favor a sea-level canal, but he encountered [’ro- 
fessor Stearns and he was rather converted and brought over, 
We have got to give due respect to the testimony of experts 
in all these things, but if one is to follow science in this matter 
exclusively it will not do to rely upon plain common sense, it 
seems to me. 

With these cursory—and I feel that they are almost discon- 


| nected—propositions which I have stated, I will return to the 


proposition and state for the last time that I expect I shall 
have occasion to state it that the great controlling question in 
this case, that as to the flood waters of the Chagres River, no 
device has ever yet been suggested by any man that would con- 
trol them except a sea-level canal with a dam at Gamboa. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Alabama 
yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. Before the Senator takes his seat, I should 
like for him to tell us, if he is informed about it, what there is 
on the top of the ground at the place where the Gatun dam is 
to be constructed—I mean the ground that is to be covered by 
the water that is to be backed up by the dam, 110 square miles. 

Mr. MORGAN. You can get the exact description from Mr. 
Stevens’s statement as to what is on top. He calls it loam and 
mud. 

Mr. FORAKER. is there a 


I do not mean that. I mean, 


| wood there; trees or jungle or what? 


Mr. MORGAN. There are vines, briers, chaparral, grass, and 
all manner of obstructions of native growth covering the whole 


body of that land. 


Mr. FORAKER. The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
KNox] yesterday, in calling attention to the map that he made 
use of, said the blue on the map indicated a depth of 45 feet of 
water. I wanted to know whether that was over an unob- 
structed surface or whether there was woodland there; and if 
so, what was its height? I saw it stated somewhere by some- 
body that the country there is covered all over with trees. Is 
there anyone who can give any information about it? 

Mr. MILLARD. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. MILLARD. I will say to the Senator from Ohio that 
there is occasionally a tree—in a hundred or a thousand fee! 
Those trees, as well as the jungle, will all be removed when the 
eanal is constructed, which will make a regular waterway 40 
feet deep and from 300 to 1,000 feet wide. 

Mr. FORAKER. In other words, would it interfere with the 
sailing of a ship? 

Mr. MILLARD. Not at all. 

Mr. MORGAN. I will say to the Senator from Ohio that in 
the letter from Mr. Hunter, the president of. the Manchesicr 
Canal, he gives the description the Senator from Ohio | Mr. 
ForRAKER] is asking about. I will ask the Senator from South 
Dakota [Mr. Krrrrepce] to read it. 

Mr. FORAKER. Perhaps that is where I saw the statement 
to which I was referring. I know I saw it somewhere, and | 
should hike to have it read. 


Alabama 
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Mr. KITTREDGE. It is as follows: 


Members of the committee who have visited the Isthmus will remem- 
per the appearance of the landscape eee itself to a spectator 
standing on the foothills near Gatun and looking over the immense 
tract of country which it is proposed to submerge by the waters to be 
retained by the Gatun dam. With small exceptions the whole area is 
occupied by dense tropical vegetation. Trees of different species, some 
of great size, canebrakes, and jungle-like undergrowth clothe the hills 
and the valleys with an impenetrable covering. It is not proposed 
that any attempt should be made to clear the site of the lake from this 
herbaceous obstruction. Such a proposal would be impracticable; it 
vould be in the nature of an attempt to translate the legendary labors 
of Sisyphus into more costly but equally futile efforts in modern life. 
it is doubtful whether it will be found possible to clear even the lines 
of the submerged channels, owing to the extraordinary rapidity of 

rowth in an atmosphere so humid as that of Panama. The flooding 
of this great area will produce a submerged forest; every tree and 
rub will perish, will, as experience has shown, ultimately fall, and 
she result will be that an unlimited supply of water-logged snags will 
he provided, which will furnish obstacles of the sort which are viewed 
with more dread than any other by those responsible for the safe _ 

-e of vyesesls along waterways, as the snags neither float nor sink 
nit are carried to and fro in the water, and nothing can be done 
either to determine the whereabouts of the invisible obstructions or to 
protect shipping from contact with them. 

rhe presence of such unseen obstacks will render it essential for 

mers, for the sake of their propellers, to crawl through these lake 
navigations instead of steaming full speed ahead, as the authors of the 
rity report appear to imagine. 

Should any of the honorable members of the committee think that 
this account is overdrawn, I beg respectfully to suggest that they will 
call for particulars of the present condition of the embayment on the 
Atlantic side, into which the Rio Chagres discharges, and which I, 
together with two other members of the Board, had an opportunity of 
viewing when in Panama. 


Mr. MORGAN. I will give a further. answer to the Senator 
from Ohio in this way: Panama on the Caribbean side is, per- 
haps, the most queer and unaccountable country in the world. 
It is all covered over at intervals of from 50 to 500 yards with 
hills, like potato hills, that grow up from 50 to 250 feet high, 
all of them evidently of voleanie origin. They have been 
thrown up there and have taken their slopes from the weight 
and compactness of the material. They are not in ridges, 
though at the same time they are strung along in such a way 
that there is elevated ground between some of them. Underly- 
ing those hills, or intermixed with the soil of those hills and 
underlying the top surface, the loam surface of the = 

| 


country, there is what is called a blanket of indurated clay. 

How far that extends nobody has ascertained. There has been 

very little inquiry—almost none at all—made into the geology | 
of that country, and I think absolutely none into the chemistry 

of these composite clays called “ rocks.” That blanket is repre- 

sented on the picture that is on the wall yonder by the dark 

salmon-color base. 

It has a good many undulations, sometimes on the upper sur- 
face and sometimes down on its bottom surface. It has a great 
variety of combinations of materials. If you should bore a hole 
in that material and get out a specimen and examine its chem- 
ical analysis and then take another specimen 20 feet away, such 
a discrepancy would be shown between them that you would not 
suppose they had come from the same source at all. As to strat- 
ification, there are no pretensions to any, any more than there 
is in a bank of clay. It is not rock at all. With your knife 
you can cut it like you could a piece of chalk, and although it | 
contains some sand, it will scarcely dull the knife. Some speci- 
mens of it you can crumble with your hand; others are harder. 

Where did that blanket come from which extends as far down 
the coast at least as Colon, and, I think, down below the mouth 
of the Chagres River? Nobody pretends to account for it. It 
has in general appearance a dark, shady look, but there are 
differences in the coloring. Mr. Stevens, who evidently is not 
an educated geologist, says it is tufa. Well, if it is tufa it came | 
out of voleanoes; it came out of the enormous extinct volcanoes 
that exist on the Culebra ridge and the Emperador ridge. These | 
voleanie pits are there yet. I have examined a witness, whose 
testimony appears somewhere in the reports, who said he went 
down into some of them. The gentleman, I think, is an officer 
of the Navy. You may pass by one, perhaps within 50 yards 
of it, without ever discovering it, because the growth is so | 
thick you can not see anything. It is like looking through the 
wall of the Capitol here—you can not see anything through it. 

It will never do to say that that bed of stuff they cali “in- | 
durated clay ”’—some call it “ rock ”—with all these differences 
in density from place to place will answer the purposes of | 
rock for the foundation of anything, because it has no stratifi- 
cation. It is not held together in long ranges, beds, or quarries 





by common elements of stratification. Every pound of it is sep- 
arate from every other pound in its organization. Each part is 
an independent factor and has its own chemical ingredients. 
Imagine a gulch cut through there 204 feet deep. Cut down 204 
feet into that material and more than half a mile across. You 
will go 400 yards perhaps, and you will strike another gulch 
that is 258 feet deep, and down at the bottom of it you will find 
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coarse sand and gravel and water percolating through it and 
running through it away down below the depth of that blanket. 
It is this blanket of so-called “indurated clay ” that they pro- 
pose to build this dam upon. In building the dam, when 
they come to these gulches, what do they do? They do not re- 
move anything except 40 or 50 feet of loam. 
Mr. KITTREDGE. Mr. President 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
yield to the Senator from South Dakota? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. KITTREDGE. It is only 10 or 15 feet that they pro- 
pose to remove from the surface. : 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes; that is right at that place. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Most of it is indurated clay. 

Mr. MORGAN. They remove that much of the surface, and 
they remove bushes and trees, etc.. to get a fair field to work 
on, and then they commence piling dirt upon it, in the one case 
half a mile across and 205 feet deep, and in the other case 
nearly a quarter of a mile across and 258 feet deep. They pro- 
pose, by piling that yellow bank of- dirt that you see there 
marked on the map upon this stuff and across these gulches, 
so to compress the material that is contained in them, consisting 
of sand and gravel and wood and loam and clay, that it will 
be impervious to water, and will become a solid foundation for 
the earth dam. 


Mr. Stearns says that in the building of these dams there is 





from Alabama 


necessarily a shrinkage. I suppose that after this dam has 
been built there will be a shrinkage of 3 feet. I think I am 
right as to that. Well, if that whole dam be let down 3 feet, 


or even 3 inches, on account of the pressure of water above this 
gulch filled with the material I have indicated, there is no 
safety about it. While that settling is going on the water will 
have something to do with it, because the water will be held 
at 85 feet, and will it not find its way to its level by penetrating 
through that mass? Once it makes a hole through it, if it is 
not bigger than the hole of a crawfish, will not the effect be 
just like the effect of a crawfish hole in the embankments of 
the Mississippi River? So when the next high current comes 
you will find there is a flood working through there. The 
pressure of water will wash it out, just as it continually is doing 
every year. 

That experience has been repeated a thousand times on the 
Mississippi River. And yet we are running that same danger 
under the advice of Professor Stearns, who made his experi- 
ment by forcing water through beds of sand and beds of gravel 
and beds of loam and beds of clay in his study at Boston, never 
having seen the isthmian canal except for eight days and not 
knowing to-day what are the ingredients of the soil on the 
Isthmus at Gatun. I tried to get him to define the indurated 
clay, but he could not tell what it was or where it came from. 

If we have to rely for a foundation for this dam upon this 
blanket of indurated clay that already has been cut throug! 
by the waters of the Chagres River until there is one chasm 
there 258 feet deep, filled up with this varied material, and an- 
other one 204 feet deep and half a mile wide, have we not a 
right to suppose the same attack, from the same source, by the 
same river will undermine and sweep away all that we put on 
the top of it? How does piling material on the top of that 
blanket of indurated clay make it able to resist the washing 
effects of the Chagres River? 

It makes no difference how firm this stuff may appear to be 
in your hands, or appear to the eye, it is nevertheless pervious 
to water when in motion. The water has already carved these 
big guiches into this material, and will continue to do it. In the 
gulch that is 258 feet deep it has cut entirely through the blanket, 
and these borings prove it. 

I mentioned, as I was speaking a while ago, that, at all events 
and under any circumstances, the Senate of the United States 
ought to insist that the final plan of this canal should not be 
determined upon, especially if the sea-level is excluded, until 
there have been some reasonable explorations by borings of 
that material. Gen. Peter Hains sent to Panama and got 1 
specimens of borings from Cwebra Heights clear on down to 
Gatun. Then they were submitted to the Geological Survey 
here, and I have the chemical analyses in my possession. 

There is no such thing as stratification in that soil. 


a 


Pitti) ae 
Chere is 


| a mixture of sand and clay and iron, and things of that kind; 


but there is no stratification at all. It has not anything like the 
strength of adobe brick. When you come to apply water to it 
in a current, it washes it away and carries it off. Why 


is it 


that the Government of the United States, handling such a ques- 
tion as this at such a place as this and under such circumstances 
as these, has never thought to have its geologists go down there 
and examine its strength, and its chemists to take material from 
there and ascertain what its crushing strain is and what its 
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breaking strain is and what its tensile strain is to the square | 


inch or the square foot? 
I sny the Government has been extremely negligent. We have 
had working upon the canal a lot of men who were great build- 


ers of railroads, and the like of that, but they are not the men | 
to look into the actual scientific conditions there and ascertain 


the real foundations upon which we are to act. 
Mr. President, these doubts have very greatly impressed me. 


I have nothing to go by but the testimony of the witnesses | 


brought here—Mr. Noble, and Mr. Stearns and Mr. Stevens— 
and standing on that and guiding myself entirely by the testi- 
mony they have given, I 
be extra hazardous to cast a vote to build a dam at Gatun. I 
would rather build it at Bohio than at Gatun. 
do it, and it will have a better foundation. 
actual rock 
ad of a bundred and twenty-eight feet below sea level. 
suffered enough in having this question forced 


Ste 


have 


come to the conclusion that it would ; 


{ 





It is easier to | 
At Bohio they have | 
foundation at a hundred and sixty-eight feet, in- | 
We | 
ahead 


upon the testimony and the advice and the recommendations | 
of men who did not know what they were talking about and did | 
| hext year—and it has been procrastinated from time to time. 

That great commission, with these great men upon it—one of | 
whom was Mr. Noble, George S. Morison was another, Admiral | 
Walker was another—ascertained and reported to the Congress | 


not take pains to find out. 


of the United States, in the report I have here, in so many 


words, as the result of borings at Bohio, that they had found | 


solid rock clear across between the points of the ridges in that 
valley at a hundred and twenty-eight fect. 
at the time. Not that I thought they were misrepresenting, but 
because I knew that they had not used the proper 
mentalities to ascertain the fact. 
water drills, these churn drills, and when you strike a bowlder 


with one of them, you can not tell whether it is a foot thick | 
But they found | 


or a thousand feet thick. You can not enter it. 
these bowlders, scattered across at convenient distances, I sup- 
pose, and they reported to the Government of the United States 


that solid rock foundations were found there at a hundred and | 


twenty-eight feet. 

While that was an immense departure from any depth for a 
dam that had ever been built anywhere in the world—a tre- 
ment 
tunity to build dams—we recklessly adopted it. Mr. 
was appointed chief engineer, and he did not believe it. 
knew the kind of drills they had used. 
Instead of finding solid rock at a hundred and twenty-eight feet, 
he went down to a hundred and sixty-eight feet, and when he 
found it he went into it with his diamond drills and proved it. 

Now, the whole of this trouble that we are in to-day has re- 
sulted from the fact that we were misled by these Commis- 
sioners 
Bohio. I do not say intentionally. I do not believe 
Nevertheless we were misled. But in the haste of action they 
came off and left the men there to bore the holes, and they were 


reports. I saw the borings they brought up. 
port. The Congress of the United States changed the whole 
system of canalization upon the basis of that report, and the 
President changed the location of the canal to Panama. It has 
been really the Iliad of all our woes and is to-day, and now, 
when we have escaped from that, do not let us venture in a 
headstrong and precipitate way to do the same thing at Gatun 
under circumstances very 
Bohio. 
with no rock foundation at Gatun. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. Two hundred and fifty feet at Gatun. 
Mr. MORGAN. Two hundred and fifty-eight feet at Gatun. 
t is the difference between what they call the “ rock level,” 
n they get down 258 feet, instead of going to the rock 
‘r getting through the blanket, they have found flowing 

igst coarse gravel. 

ay there never was more danger in a proposition that was 
dvanced to 
1e United States. 
Mr. PERKINS. Mr. 


hama. Now, years after we decided to construct a canal, 
fter exa 

is from the time of De Lesseps to the present day, the result 

of which is a strong preponderance of evidence in behalf of a 
certain type of canal, we are endeavoring to determine what 
kind of a canal we shall build. 


to vote right, to vote for the canal which will 


sires 


be con- 


stantial and reliable, and afford the best means of transporta- 


I did not believe it 


instru- | 
That is to say, they used these | 


JUNE 2 ), 


tion from ocean to ocean. We have heard the opinions, and the 
testimony is very voluminous, of scientific men and of engnee; 8, 
Many who reported in previous years have changed their minds, 
Even our scientific friends change their minds about as often 
as the wind changes down in the Gulf of Mexico in the month 
of August, which is every few hours. Having the same com. 
mon object in view, to do that which is for the best interest of 
commerce, and to the honor of our country, some of us haye 
given a cursory reading to the testimony, and must draw our 
own conclusions. Certainly every one of us prefers a sea-leye] 
canal if it be practicable to build it and to build it within a res- 
sonable time, as much as we prefer to walk on the level ground 
rather than to walk upstairs step by step, as much as we prefer 
to travel in a steamer rather than to swim in the water. The 
question, therefore, is what is the practical thing, the most ex- 
pedient thing for us to do in our official capacity representing 
the people of the country. 

Throughout the whole course of canal history the one fact 
that stands out with vivid distinctness is the element of delay, 
The Mexicans call it ‘“ mafiana’’—to-morrow, next month, 


Young, in his Night Thoughts, tells us “ Procrastination js 
the thief of time.” It was so under French management. [| 
am sorry to say that we appear to be entering upon tha same 
course. Through delay over $250,000,000 of the money of the 
I’rench people was frittered away with practically no results, 
except to show that the original plan of De Lesseps was im- 
practicable, for the reason that there was not money enough 
available in one of the richest countries on earth to dig a tide- 
level canal. Out of this was developed the feasibility of con- 
structing a lock canal at a comparatively reasonable cost and 
in a reasonable time. If we are wise we shall accept the 
lesson taught us by the experience of France, avoid the lament- 
able mistake made by the enthusiastic French engineers, and 


|; adopt a plan of canal that is, I think, universally accepted as 


| exhausted. 


practicable, safe, and capable of execution within a period 
which will not cause the patience of a willing people to become 
Only in this way, I believe, can we avoid another 
and a greater scandal than that under which the French canal 


| scheme is so deeply buried. 


lous exaggeration of what we conceived to be our oppor- | 
Wallace | 
He |! 
He used diamond drills. | 


Mr. SCOTT. 
tion? 

Mr. PERKINS. 

Mr. SCOTT. 


May I ask the Senator from California a ques- 


With pleasure. 
The Senator in making this speech to us, who 


| are seeking light, I take it is making it from the experience of 


as to 40 feet in the depth of the rock below sea level at | 
that. | 


; | knowledge in building dams, in digging ditches, 
here in Washington when the holes were bored and they got the | 
I got their re- | 


a man who knows the sea, of a2 man who knows what it is to 
navigate a vessel. Upon that theory he is giving us his per- 
sonal experience, we may say, with respect to what he believes 
to be the proper and best type. 

Mr. PERKINS. It is said that a wise man learns from the 
experience of others. One who is not so wise ought to learn 
something from his own experience. I have had some practical 
ete., but they 
have resulted in a financial way similar to the experience of 
the French people in constructing the Panama sea-level canal. 


| So the few remarks I am making are more to define my own 


| position and why I have come to this conclusion. 


I was in 


| favor of a sea-level canal, but after investigating it somewhat I 


Every Senator on this floor de- | 
| into 
structed in the shortest period of time, one which will be sub- | 


| and at a reasonable cost. 
, | W. Henry Hunter, engineer of the Manchester Canal, was 4 
a legislative tribunal in this world than is ad- | 
in the Gatun dam and recommended to the Congress of | 





; : ; | which there was no dissent. 
President, after several years’ consider- | 
n and debate Congress decided to build an interoceanie canal | 


| have come to the conclusion which I am endeavoring now to 
| present. 
| from South Dakota [Mr. Kirrrepce], and the Senator from Ne- 
much more difficult than existed at | 
The difference is 258 feet at Gatun and 168 at Bohio, | 


Undoubtedly my distinguished friend the Senator 
braska [Mr. Mittarp], and other members of the committee 
who have devoted months to a study of this question, are better 
equipped and have a greater fund of knowledge to impart to us 
relative to this than it is possible for us to have who have given 
it only a cursory examination. 

It would not be profitable to recapitulate the investigations 
and examinations made under French auspices to determine the 
type of canal practicable at Panama within a reasonable time 
The Technical Commission, of which 


nember, and who has been quoted here in favor of a sea-level 
canal, made an exhaustive examination and a full report, from 
The principles governing the Coim- 
nission in its treatment of the problems were as follows: 


(1) Every solution must be rejected a priori which, in itself and 


cael : ““* | apart from any consideration of time and expense, does not preset 
minations and reports by engineers and commis- | 


absolute guaranty of certain success; (2) in preparing the plans « 
the several structures required by so important and complicated a 


| work, such types only should be adopted as have been proven to | 
| satisfactory by experience, barring out all innovations which might 


lead to failure; (8) in the examination of all questions the special! 
conditions under which the work is to be executed should be taken 
account. 

Considering the problems presented, therefore, in accordance 
with these same rules, the Commission found that the problem 
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of caring for the Chagres River and its overflow waters was of 

nscendent importance. In the case of a sea-level canal, this 
veohlem, it was found, could not be solved within the limits of 
sfety which the Commission had laid down. The Commission 


turn the stream completely from its course and to direct it to 
Pacific slope * * * would be a colossal undertaking, requiring 
unt of labor which would render it impracticable. It there- 
comes necessary to make of the river and of the canal two 
1s whose character and wants are to be harmonized. * * * 
tifiecial bed established at a higher elevation than the canal would 

a work very difficult to execute, but also to be a danger, a per- 
nt menace to the canal itself. We can consequently state that 
rincipal obstacle to the execution of a canal without locks re 





summit than from those which spring from the proximity of 
‘ eres in the region to be crossed before reaching that summit. 
It ] not, perhaps, be too much to maintain that herein lies an ob- 
tac isurmountable to a conception of that kind. * * * Wecan 
5 learn from the unfortunate past that material proof has been fur- 
7 i that a canal without locks to unite the two oceans is an under- 


tuking, the realization of which can not be thought of, certainly for a 
le time to come, 

Mr. Hunter, who signed this report, can make his later 
opinion tally with it is a labor which I will leave him to per- 
form. I am unable to do so for him or to reconcile the opinion 
he then advanced with the letter which was placed on our desks 
weeks ago. He has since been quoted here as an advyo- 
cate of a sea-level canal, and in a letter which has been printed 
for the information of the Senate he refers to the problem of the 


Chagres River and its overflow as a matter of no consequence 





How 


a Tew 


whatever—a point which he formerly considered of absolutely | 


vital importance. And yet we have no authentic report that 


the clouds have not yielded the moisture with as much prolific- 
ness as they did prior to the time he made that report. Our 
information is that there are 120 inches of rainfall on an aver- 
ve on the Caribbean side of the Isthmus of Panama, while on | 
the summit it averages 90 inches per annum and on the Pacific 


slope about 75 inches. 
Here is what Mr. Hunter says in his latest communication: 


Much necessary apprehension has been expressed both as to the effect 
and 
the side streams which will flow into the sea-level canal. 
will be very simple in their design and very direct in their operation. 
No elaborate systems of masonry construction, for the purpose of con- 
erting the streams into cascades, 

It will suffice if the streams, when not diverted altogether, 
r higher or lower in level (as compared with the level of water 
al), are in each case allowed to fall directly into a pool to be 
i at the foot of each, from which pool the water will flow over a 
into the canal, the short channel from the weir being laid out on 
1 lines and at such depths as will reduce velocity to the point re- 
uired to eliminate appreciable current. 


The 


» CAN 


V 
I 
W 
in t 
to 
Ww 
§ 
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‘refore I think his testimony, as my legal friends would 





less Prom the difficulties entailed by the execution of the deep cut | 


as to the probable cost of the works required for the regulation of | 
The works | 








will be required or need be contem- | 


say in pt ‘esenting it to the jury, would amount to nothing as far | 
as his opinion is concerned, and the letter which I read with 
much inte rest, and which has been placed upon our desks 





KITTREDGE. Mr. President 
VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from California 
yield to the Senator from South Dakota? 

Mr. 


The 
i i} 





PERKINS. With pleasure. 
Mr. KITTREDGE. Is it not a fact that Mr. Hunter, in de- 
claring for the type of canal suggested by the Senator, was | 
limited by the French company to the construction of a canal | 


within a given time and within a given cost? 

Mr. PERKINS. I think if I send for a physician and ask 
him to examine me to determine whether I have any symptoms 
of rheumatism, and he finds some other disease, 
false to his profession if he did not give me a correct diagnosis 


he would be | 


never given to our committee, but to one member, 


who entered 
into a private correspondence with him. 


Mr. FORAKER. It seems to be in the nature of a letter 

Mr. HOPKINS. Yes; not to the committee, but to a member 
of it. 

Mr. PERKINS. I submit that this remarkable change of 
opinion demands a fuller explanation than the reader of Mr. 
Hunter’s letter can make for himself. 

Chief Engineer Stevens, in his testimony before the Senate 
committee, most vividly brought out the strength of the opinion 
of the technical commission and the weakness of Mr. Hunter’s 
later views. I desire to say in passing that while I have never 
met Mr. Stevens, I know he ~— high in his profession. I 
know he is a patriotic, true American. I know he is sinced in 
charge as chief engineer of this greatest undertaking of the 
present generation; and who is there who has a greater inter 
est, who is more desirous of making a success of the werk in 
which he is engaged than is the chief engineer of this great 


enterprise? Therefore, I give more weight to him, not union 



















he is an American, and yet I feel very kindly toward my own 
but I certainly give more weight to him as an engineer than I 
do to Mr. Hunter, our British friend across the water, who 
came here for a consideration and is not actuated or animated 
by any patriotic motives. Mr. Stevens says: 

Now, you can put this picture on the plates of your minds: You 
would have practically, under this present majority report of a se 
level canal, a little, narrow, tortuous strip, the sewer of the « 
down at the bottom of everything, with torrential mountain st! 
pouring down there into it with a fall of from 15 to 130 feet Ye 
have got a current there which, from the t seientific authority 
can get, figures out 3 miles an hour. This is a channel 150 feet 
nearly the entire way, only 150 feet wide at the bottom, with shar] 
curvature, and less than twice the width of the vessel that will have t 
navigate it, with from 2 to 4 feet of water un keels, going 
against a current of nearly 3 miles an hour, whi r » them 
to run at least 7 miles an hour to keep st¢ , th ‘ir own 
steam. I do not think there is a_ shipowner or a ship company on 
earth that would put a ship through that canal, 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President - 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from California 


yield to the Senator from Ohio? 


Mr. PERKINS. With pleasure. 

Mr. FORAKER. The Senator’s comment on the current re- 
minds me of a little information I should like to get from some- 
body on that point. I have not yet heard anybody tell which 
way this current is to run, north or south, or whether it is to. 
run constantly in the same direction, or whether the tides 
affect it, and part of the time it will run one way and part of 
the time another. Can the Senator give us any information 


on that point? 
Mr. PERKINS. I am told that the water in the 
its level, and part of it runs east and part of it 


l seeks 


cant 


runs to the west. 


Mr. FORAKER. I know; but where does it come from? 

Mr. PERKINS. It comes from the Chagres River, or this 
lake. 

Mr. FORAKER. Does not the water flow in from both sides? 
The canal connects the two oceans, and I supposed there would 
be a current all the way through at one time in one direction 

| and at another in another, accordingly as the tides ran. But 
nobody has yet been able to give me any information on that 
point. I have made the inquiry several times 

Mr. PERKINS. A sea-level canal 

Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator will allow me to interrupt 


of tiie case, —— as his professional ability would warrant him 





in giving. So I say about Mr. Hunter—— 
Mr. HOP KINS Mr. President 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does 
yield to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. PERKINS. With pleasure. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Hunter himself does not say that the 
pol nt made by the $ senator from South Dakota is the one which 
inged his mind. 
PERKINS. We will leave that to Mr. 
opinion as to the canal has very little weight with me. 

r. FORAKER. May TI ask the Senator from Illinois whether 

Mr. Hunter does anywhere state what was the cause of his 
change of opinion? 


ch: 


Mr. 


Hunter, for his 


Mr. HOPKINS. My remembrance now is that he has not 
given a substantial, reasonable explanation for his change of 
opinion, but—— 

Mr. FORAKER. Does the Senator know whether an inquiry 
was made of him as to that? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I will say to the Senator that Mr. Hunter 


never appeared before our committee, and that the communica- 
tion which has been read here is one, as I remember, that was 


the Senator from California 


him just a little further 


Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 
Mr. FORAKER. I do not know how an engineer can compute 


what the current will be, how 
first determined which way 


is 


rapidly it running, 
it is going to run. 


until it is 


Mr. PERKINS. In a lock canal there is supposed to be still 
water. In the sea-level canal the tide 

Mr. FORAKER. I am talking of the sea-level canal, of 
course. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President-— 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the 


yield to the Senator from Minnesota? 


Senator from California 


Mr. PERKINS. With pleasure. 

Mr. NELSON. In a sea-level canal would it be any more 
than what we call “ tidal currents ”’ resulting from the ebb and 
flow of the tide? And how could that be as much as 3 miles 
an hour? 

Mr. PERKINS. The Senator must remember that there are 
pouring into the canal some thirteen streams 

Mr. HOPKINS. Seventeen. 

Mr. PERKINS. With so many thousands of inches of wat 
coming from these mountain streams, and with the rainfall 

Mr. FORAKER. The testimony, so far as I have read it, 
shows that a good part of the time there is not very much 
yater coming from these streams. There is an appreciable 
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amount and an amount that affects the current only when they 
having the torrential rains, making torrential floods. 

Mr. ILOPKINS. This covers between eight and nine months 
of the year. Of course, during the dry season it is a minimum. 
The flow then is very light. 

Mr. FORAKER. So I understand. 

Mr. HOPKINS. But eight or nine months in the year they 
have these tremendous rains, when the rivers flow with tre- 
mendous current down into the canal. It is provided, even 
with the Gamboa dam, that during this season 15,000 cubic 
inches per second will pass into the canal where it is about a 
hundred and thirty feet above 
M 
rl 


r. FORAKER. But during the dry season there will be a 
ent 40 feet in depth—— 

r. KITTREDGE. Mr. President 

he VICE-’YRESIDENT. Does the Senator from California 
yield to the Senator from South Dakota? 

‘ir. PERKINS. We are all in search of light, and the more 
information we can receive upon this subject, the more intelli- 
cently we ean vote to-morrow. No one interrupts me at all. 
I yield to the Senator from South Dakota. 

Mr. KITTREDGE. This matter of currents is apparently not 
well understood. As a matter of fact the currents caused by 
the introduction of the waters from the streams tributary to 
the Chagres River is negligible. It does not exceed one mile to 
one mile and a half per hour, except in times of great floods, 
and then for a period of not exceeding sixty hours, judging by 
the history of floods, it may reach two miles and six-tenths 
per hour. That current, according to the statements of ship- 
masters and pilots, whose evidence appears in the REcorD as 
a part of the remarks submitted by me two or three weeks ago, 
is not regarded by any one of them as any obstacle to easy 
transportation in the canal. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from California 
yield to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. PERKINS. With pleasure. 

Mr. HHOVKINS. If the Senator will allow me, I desire to put 

1 opposition to the statement made by the Senator from South 
ita that of the chief engineer of the Suez Canal, who says 
it that canal is less tortuous than the proposed sea-level 
l, and it is difficult to navigate the larger ships which go 
ugh the canal, and the larger ships are only 500 feet in 

y a little over half the size of the larger ships that are 
proposed to be navigated through this canal. So, upon the basis 
of the evidence offered by the chief engineer of the Suez Canal, 
it would be utterly impossible to navigate one of the larger 
ships, even on the slower current, as expressed by the Senator 
from South Dakota. 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President 
VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from California 

| to the Senator from Florida? 
ir. PERKINS. Certainly. 
Mr. MALLORY. I should like to ask the Senator from Cali- 
fornia if he is certain that in Mr. Stevens’s remarks the cur- 
rent referred to is the current caused by the influx of water 
T 
l 


cu 
‘ 


th 
til, 


he 


from the tributary streams or whether it is the tidal current 
ut may flow though there by reason of the higher tide on the 


\ r. PERKINS. I think it means the tide on the Pacific. I 
d in the middle of the quotation. I will quote further 


Stevens. 


\T 
i 


air. 
MALLORY. What I wanted to say in this connection is 
hat it strikes me if that is the current he is referring to it 
will not run in the same direction all the time, that it will 
vary in its direction according to whether there is a rising tide 
or a falling tide, and that ought to be largely controlled by the 
at the Pacific end of the canal. 
PERKINS. But let us suppose that we have constructed 
. harrow, tortuous strip, the sewer of the country, down 
at the bottom of everything.” We shall not even then have a 
canal without A lock at the Pacific end is absolutely 
necessary, account of the high tides of Panama Bay, and if 
a high-tide level is adopted there will have to be a lock at each 
so where would be the advantage over a canal at a higher 
vation? And the curious fact is developed from this study 
of level that any level except that of Pacific high tide would 
compel the lowering of vessels into the canal for one-half the 
time. This is a point which has been brought out very clearly 
by Hon. William Ham Hall, of San Francisco, Cal., member of 
the American Society of Civil Engineers, who is eminently 
qualified to deal with the subject through his education,-train- 
ing, and experience. 
I wish to say, in passing, that when I was governor I had 
the honor of appointing Mr. Hall State engineer of California. 


locks. 


on 


end, 


ele 
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He was a stanch Democrat. He could not see any good in any 
Republican, but I saw good in him as an engineer, and 2 
lected him by reason of his eminent qualifications. He por. 
formed the duties with so much ability that my Democratic 
successor reappointed him after he had served during my aq. 
ministration. I wish to quote what Mr. Hall said, and [ want 
to reiterate that he is a master of his profession, a man of the 
highest character and integrity, who went to Panama bi) seif 
for the French company when they were trying to reorg: ize, 
and made a report to his principals in Paris. 
On this subject, Mr. Hall writes: 


Thus far all the sea-level projects have been for the mean seq or 
say, mean-tide plane. The extreme tide movement is about 2 feet af 
the Atlantic and 20 feet at the Pacific end. Suppose there were 29 
feet of tide at the Atlantic as well as the Pacific terminus, woyiq 
you cut for a mean-tide level then? Think a moment. A lock woulg 
be an absolute necessity at each end. For about half the time your 
water plane would be below sea level at both ends, or for move than 
half the time at one end or the other. ‘ 


I think Mr. Hall has answered the question propounded by 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker], that this sea-level cana] 
would be half the time running one way and half the time the 
other. 


With respect to the waters you sought to join, for half the time 
your canal would be down in a hole. It would cost much money for 
the extra excavation to put it there. Would it seem rational to do so? 
Would you feel justified in so doing? The locks could as well perform 
the function of raising all the entering vessels to the high-tide plane, 
The reverse of this would apply to the exits. Only a small proportion 
of vessels could be passed through without lockage, even if the canal 
plane were at mean sea level. Remember, you could have a siper- 
abundance of water for lockage to and from the high-tide plane in the 
canal to any plane the tide happened to be at in the sea, or the reverse, 

I hope the thoughtful engineer, even though he has been inclined to 
the sea-level idea of the Panama Canal, will agree with me in this, 
that if there were 20 feet, say. of tidal movement in both seas, instead 
of in one only, it would be an absurdity to put the canal wate: plane 
at any lower than about ordinarily high full tide. If, then, it would 
be absurd to stick the canal down in a hole with respect to the water 
as it would be half of the time at both ends, how are we to look upon 
the proposal to put it in a hole with respect to the water plane half the 
time at one end? It would not be polite to speak of this latter propo- 
sition as any part of an absurdity, though logically it would seem to 
be half of an absurdity. We might, however, refer to it as a strange 
oversight. 


It is clearly seen that with a mean-tide level there will be 
developed the absurdity of lowering vessels into the canal at 
the Pacific end about half the time. Mr. Hall continues: 


That, it seems to me, would be a wasteful engineering error—to cut 
a waterway from sea to sea, through a summit 333 feet in elevation, 
to a plane actually lower than nature, for nearly half the time at one 
end of it, will present the vessels to be taken into it—to make a cutting 
into which nearly one-fourth of all the vessel entrances would have to 
be effected by lowering them, and nearly a fourth of the exits by rais- 
ing them. And for what? To save one lock and one lockage near the 
Atlantic end; for, remember, there must be a lock near the Pacific end 
on account of the tidal movement, and that lock could as weli raise 
and deliver all vessels to the high-tide plane as raise or lower them to 


i Se. 


| the mean-tide plane. 


Mr, CARTER. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from California 
yield to the Senator from Montana? 


Mr. President 


Mr. PERKINS. With pleasure. 

Mr. CARTER. In the statement the Senator has just quoted 
it is set forth that the sea-level canal would be constructed only 
for the purpose of avoiding the construction of one lock. Is 
it not the fact that three locks are contemplated in the lock 
plan of canal? 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes, Mr. President, there are three locks 
of 284 feet each, raised 85 feet; but he says there should be 
two locks there, one a spare lock and then one on the Car!})bean 
Sea, as I understand it. 

Mr. CARTER. In the sea-level plan you contemplate a tide 
lock on the Pacific? 

Mr. PERKINS. That is an absolute necessity. 

Mr. CARTER. And a tide lock on the Caribbean Sea? 

Mr. PERKINS. That I am not so sure about. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. Mr. President—— : 

Mr. CARTER. Another question and then I will be through. 
What will be the lift, or the drop, as the case may be, in the 
tide lock on the Pacific? 

Mr. PERKINS. I will say to the Senator from Montana 
that, as he perhaps is aware, it is not alone the rise and fall 
of the tide naturally, but the contour of Panama Bay is such 
that the tide rises from 20 to as high as 23 feet, and for that 
reason the steamships now operating on the Pacific coast are 
unable to come into the wharf and they anchor out and do their 
lighterage in Panama. 

Mr. CARTER. So the lock canal, as contemplated by the 
minority report, involves a lift of only 60 feet in excess of 
what the sea-level canal would require on the Pacific coast? 

Mr. PERKINS. I so understand it. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 








1 
a 


906. 





The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from California 
1d to the Senator from Ohio? 


*'Mr, PERKINS. With pleasure. 
\ir. FORAKER. I am only seeking for information. I do 
not have any such understanding. I understand that the lock, 


rather a gate, in the sea-level canal to control the inflow of 
tide does not lift the ship at all; that half the time it 
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been a matter 
or 


about which there was any 
bargaining with a view to have 


higgling 
a consideration 


or 


wide importance. 
While it is said here that he was 
lock canal and is now in favor of a 


ol 


at one time in favor 
sea-level, and while it d 








dickeril 
named, bu 
that he did it like men very frequently engage in work of world- 


if 


it 


a 


not appear that there is any explanation given for that change 


stands open. I have seen the statement in the testimony of the | of mind, or apparent change of mind, yet, from reading what 
engineers that it is merely to regulate the inflow of the tide | I have after Mr, Hunter, he appears to me, at any rate nd I 
from the sea. am sure I have no bias about it—in an entirely creditable way 
\ir. PERKINS. There is a rise and fall of 20 feet, we will | He seems to be a man who is seeking to give us the benefit of 
say, at mean tide, and if the ship comes in from the Pacific | his judgment. He may be mistaken about it, but I thin! nder 
coast it must be lowered 20 feet, if the water is below that in | all the circumstances, he ought to be spared here in our dis- 
{ canal. If it is going out it must wait until the water is | cussion from anything like a reflection upon him, because it is 
raised 20 feet inside before it can pass out into Panama Bay. impossible for him to defend himself. 
ir. FORAKER. Is there to be a lock there as well as a gate? Mr. PERKINS. I fully agree with my friend from Ohio. I 
\Ir. PERKINS. A lock is contemplated, and necessarily so, | have been particularly careful not to reflect upon him. I 
the report of this engineer says. simply have read an extract from his first report and al from 
Mr. CARTER. I presume that a vessel, for instance, coming | the letter that was placed upon our desks. I said I was 1 
through the canal from the north and facing a solid body of | able to reconcile the difference; I will le it to him to ad 
water in the ocean held by a gate 25 feet higher than the | If that is not the most charitable criticism one can 1 e of 
1 r in the canal would of necessity have to go through a lock | another, I do not know what is. 
in order to avoid being submerged, or wait, as the Senator from | Mr. FORAKER. The remark I referred to more particularly 
West Virginia [Mr. Scorr] suggests to me, until the mean tide | was the one made by the Senator earlier in the course of h 
has been reached. | remarks, when he said he would prefer a man who is acting 
r, KITTREDGE. Mr. President- | from patriotic and public-spirited impulses rather than a man 
he VICE- PRES SIDENT. Does the Senator from California | who had come here for a consideration. 
\ i to the Senator from South Dakota? Mr. PERKINS. I think I still entertain that view: but I 
Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. do not mean 
Mr. BIT r TRE DG E. If the Senator from es gon read | Mr. FORAKER. gut I think the Senator might spare Mi 
eports of the engineers regarding this tidal lock, remem- | Hunter from reflections of that kind, when he ll 
them, he would not have permitted the siecuesibe state- | that Mr. Hunter is not in a situa 1 to defend h ( 
to have gone unchallenged. The tide on the Pacific | not know the man; I never saw | - I have ) $ 
from 11 to 21 feet, and it does not mean that you are him. 
ited by a wall of 20 or 30 feet of water or anything of Mr. PERKINS. My dear Senator, that « rt 1% 
sort. Many of the engineers tell us that a tidal lock is abso- | flecting upon him. I simply thought his lett t g 
y unnecessary at the Pacific coast. The tidal lock was | to him to explain, and wndoubtedly he will do so to S: 
tioned and put in the report simply in an excess of caution | faction, and that I preferred Ame ntoaf Of 
yperate as a gate or break, whatever you may call it, and also | course I presume that is one of my mental infirmities 
i se of necessity to enable boats to pass in and out. | I crave the charity of my frie1 
Mr. HOPKINS. Will the Senator from California yield a Mr. FORAKE R. The Senator said it was el} eable 
moment before the Senator from South Dakota takes his seat? | to him to be interrupted, and 
| confess I have not understood the testimony as the Senator Mr. Pr RKINS. I — to have interrupti 
has expressed it. What engineer has said that it is unnecessary Mr. FORAKER. I sh Like furtl 
to have a tidal lock on the Pacifie side? What I want to call att m to t I ¢ t 
KITTREDGE. I am unable to give the name of the en- | anything in this record whicl us in t 
er; but that testimony appeared before our committee, and | Mr. Hunter is here simply for t) 
the record as a part of the proceedings before the Commit- | be able to realize from it, but h ed t 
tee on Interoceanie Canals. | of the highest credit to him 
\ir. HOPKINS. Some of the engineers have said that that Mr. PERKINS. I think so. 
could be opened a part of the time; but that is denied by Mr. FORAKER. Therefore, in r g¢ af I | 
\merican engineers and, in my judgment, by the best engi- | he has shown himself to have given 1 ‘ ‘ont 
neering testimony that we had before us. of careful study. He may have i \ , l 
ae PERKINS. Mr. President—— but 1 think he is entitled to most r« ul « 
. HOPKINS. It has been suggested by some of the foreign | every way. 
engineers that it could be open a part of the time, but the Amer- Mr. PERKINS. I fully n ¥ { ‘ end ( 
1 engineers have contended that in the canals abroad where | has said. No one has mere respect and 
supposed they could be open it has been found for safe | and I will impute to him none but tl 1 ( 
ration that they should be closed. | tainly only by inference have I r ted 
Mr. KITTREDGE. If the Senator will yield further—— | However, the American engi! Mr. Hall, says 
Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 7 must confess at. th t. tl 
fr. KITTREDGE. The engineers of whom the Senator from | the advantage of fi 1 
Illinois has just spoken all agree that for at least half the time | without lockage at all, at the ¢ of 
‘gates stand wide open. oP gga Re ge nee mag nag 
Mr. HOPKINS. I beg the Senator’s pardon. I do not under- | canal 6 to 9 feet for its er t 
nd the evidence that way. | one lock for about a 7 to 10 foot A foot of 1 er fig 
Mr. PERKINS. Mr, President, here is the Coneresstonat. | 8 0" account of the tide at ¢ 
Itecorp giving an account of the Coast and Geodetic Survey’s | Mr. Hall says further: 
eport, which shows that the average mean tide at Panama is | _, The 6 to 9 feet of excavation ssarily | 
4022 e i ‘ . i sive 6 to 9 feet in depth of the er re cuttir 4 g 
feet. What I am giving is not what I say, but is a quota- | yy, deepest w water level. 1 pre , 
tion from what William Ham Hall says, a man of the highest | cubic yard, it, of course, would lower the y » cut 
standing in his profession as a civil engineer and a member of that m h, ae 3 tend on a art 
American Society of Technical Engineers. His testimony | {hot ‘ite cost would be materially more t caine aaa ‘ 
lias never been impeached; neither has he ever contradicted | with 10-foot lift. But aside from : wing on 
inself, as Mr. Engineer Hunter has done. oe pera pane: te wees at iy atel ; 
Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I want to call the Senator's | ¢yroueh a land summit to dept! hat veasela < i 
attention to the fact that Mr. Hunter has come into this matter, | have to be lowered into it from the s it was i 
in discussing what his testimony is, in a way that ought to pro- | Though a great nation foots vf vetttn ta be uhtatned. s 
tect him from any reflections upon him that are not really nec- | honorable province of the engineer not to lead his i 
essary. I find that the President of the United States requested | violation of broad economic laws by the indulging of m« 
the Government of Great Britain to nominate some engineer,| If the engineering absurdity of a mean-tide level 
and that the President, when the Government of Great Britain | adopted, there remains the full-tide level, and this level must 
liad nominated Mr. Hunter, appointed him and requested him | be that of full tide at Panama. This would es through to 
to come here and render this service. It does not seem to have | the Atlantic end of the canal a water surface 7 feet or more 
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the Atlantic. Another lock 
the Colon end, making a full 
But if we must have two locks 
great interference with com- 

were locks lifting vessels 40 

» would be obviously no ad- 
h-level canal, while the cost of 
level would double the cost of the 
n double the time within which 
I think, famili with the 
rederick P. Stearns, chief en- 
3; metropolitan water and sewage 
inal, completed in nine years, he 
sea-level canal, which will take 
0,000,000. The difference in the in- 
rrowed at 2 per cent for construc- 
the sa being £60,000,000 to 
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| is conducted on business principles 


the only | 


| results—not otherwise. 


to ruin the } 


ground against which the dam abuts. So, again, the concrete dan 
Crystal Spring, 115 feet in height, shows not the slightest crack 
though it was subjected to a series of thrusts and pulls in vert 
planes along its axis. 

It is impossible to resist the foree of the argument that 
earthen dams in California could pass uninjured through the 
shock and wrenching to which they were subjected, the much 
massive Gatun dam, built in a region where shocks are infrequent 
of comparatively moderate intensity, might be considered to be 
tically earthquake proof. So, again, it may fairly well be argued 
if a dam of simple concrete 115 feet in height, endured the ordeal oj 
earthquake without developing a single crack, the 75-foot walls of 
Gatun locks, built as they will be, not of simple concrete, but of 
crete stiffened, toughened, and thoroughly tied together with steel! 


if 


Ss 


| and with a special eye to resisting earthquake stresses, will present 
| element of danger to the permane 


e of the canal. 

There is no doubt whatever as to the feasibility of buildi: 
canal at Panama of either type proposed. The difference 
tween the two plans resolves itself into a simple question 
time and money. Have we so much of both to spare that 
need take no heed of the future? Have we forgotten thx 
perience of the French people, who sunk in the enterprise 
mobey than it would cost to build a lock canal and after y: 
of weary delay refused to contribute more? Are we to b 


| heirs to the scandals which surrounded the French underta 
| begun under as favorable auspices as has our own; and is | 
| ponement and delay again to disgust the world with the w! 


scheme, with an American reproduction of the French fiasco 


A canal with locks can be built in eight or nine years if w 
and removed from tl 
fluence of politics. Divide the canal route into sections and 
each secticn to the lowest responsible bidder, and you will h 
If the canal is to be built at all it : 
be built by business men and under business methods, 
methods as have built the great railroads of our country, s 
methods as have developed the mines of our country, 


; methods as have reclaimed the swamps and the valleys and } 


con- | 


them bloom like a green bay tree. We must bring to our 


| business principles and conduct this work on business lin 


uniniluenced by political or other considerations. If the ea 
is to be built at all it must be built on those lines. U: 
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| conducted this Panama Canal would be conducted. 
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of this kind a canal can be constructed that will be more effici 
in all respects than such a sea-level canal as is contemplat: 
It could be deepened to 50 feet and widened to 300 at a s: 
fraction of the cost of excavating 85 feet of earth along 


entire course and then obtaining not only a canal with locks, but 


a canal of insufficient width and a depth at the limit of saf 
which width and depth could not be increased without enorn 


expense and at the cost of suspension of traffic. To construct 


sea-level canal of the dimensions to safely provide for commer 


would require the expenditure of fully $600,000,000, for pr 
tically twice as much work would have to be performed, and 
should then have only a lock canal whose capaeity would 
limited by the work of the lock itself. This proposed narr 
canal of 150 feet in width at the bottom is wholly inadequ 
for the purposes of commerce. We should have only a lock ca 


| whose capacity would be limited by the work of the lock it 


shock. | 


I have been asked, in passing, what I know about lock cana 
Mr. President, in this country we have one of the greatest 
canals in the world, and the same principles upon which tha 
Last 
there passed through the Soo Canal, which connects, as 
know, Lake 
freight in vessels. 
vessels passed through that canal. So, if we 
lock canal, its facilities will be such that it will give tr: 
portation to all vessels that desire to pass through it, w 
a sea-level canal has many disadvantages for 
en route through the canal. 
in a Gay than the number that the lock could handle, and in « 
sequence a lock of similar capacity on the Atlantic end w 
not interfere in the least with the efficiency of the canal. Th 
fore should we expend even four times as much money 
time on a sea-level canal as we propose to spend on a | 


yessels w! 


{ canal, we should in the end have a waterway in no way m 


efficient than one constructed on a higher level. <A sea-le 


system of the dimensions proposed would not be so efficient 
the proposed lock canal on account of deficient width. It i 
narrow—150 feet bottom width—that large vessels would 

it extremely difficult of navigation unless all should move 
the same direction at the same time. All of this is avoided 
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its features, and navigation in both directions would never 
impeded. There can be not the slightest doubt that this | 
system would make a high-level canal more efficient than 


“little, narrow, tortuous strip, down at the bottom of eve) 


thing,” for navigation would be far less obstructed, and | 
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as compared with the Panama Canal. On each 
er, for one lock, either at sea level or high level, de- | the Suez Canal is sand, while the Panama Canal t 
es the efficiency of the canal as far as entrances and | the way is hard rock, besides bein rro’ 
re concerned. To make a sea-level canal as efficient as | Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. Presi ’ _ 
rh-level system it would be necessary to at least increase | cana tion, I have ) 
ith of the waterway, and this means not only scores of | the ginning. I regret to say that - to 5 
of dollars, but years on years of time, and in the end bring down my researches to : 
ld have simply a lock canal, whose capacity to handle | over of the present time: but ] 
» is governed by the capacity of the lock to handle ships. | far as I have gone. 
ins to me, therefore, Mr. Pr sident, that the question | rhe earliest ention TIT } 
itself simply to this: Are we willing to wait eighteen | mus is in a b e! 1 “4 
ty years for a canal which will be in no respect better | ny 1 by the nol Lor ( 
which we can have in eight or nine years? Are we] in which he speaks of 
pay $400,000,000 for something which is no better | Cortes,” in 1529. On re 17 
in get for about half that sum? Are we willing to | eries of the §; , e { 
all busi Ss principles in this connection, as did the Seay ‘ 
l sow the seed which will later ripen into a harvest of | better fo pur} 
s nanseous and as fatal to national reputation as wer the) citi I t 
ing out of the defunct Panama Canal companies’ work | aa L thet » a ' ae 
hmus and at home? Are we willing to bring into thi » the x f 
ject the element of delay, which will as surely kill out the N I i I 
the French scheme? If we wish to declare the doom some a ie a . . 
nama Canal, we can do so no better than by voting t the Cape of Bona § 
eanal shall be dug to sea level. If we so vote, we shall | ' é ) betweene 
inion, as 1 understand this question, be recreant to — ao oo \ 
if we do not refuse to appropriate a dollar for the |} 
The sea-level proposition means, in my opinion, th , - 
be no Panama Canal constructed by the United | P ns 
tainly not in this generation. If we are in earnest | or throug f 
, let us look at it in a business way and secure | !ake three 3 
The canal is proposed for the benefit of commerce. | rT © cian Sianeli. 4 —s 
be built which is most efficient and consumes of the Hondu whic 
e and money, fer commerce is waiting upon it. We were done then they might 
le a declaration to the world that we will build this ee ner the climate of 1 
Let us do it, and these of us who are participating here | si t of Mage! 
y see the realization of our hopes in the completion | found a streight 1 
eat work. An extra ten years would bring about | %¥U8S8t Ut would doe muca go 
nd complications that might change the entire com- In 1551, the year folloy ; 
irs. We can see ahead eight or nine years with | book, the Spanish historian 
t clearness to shape our course. We can hardly do so | vinced of the immediate in | 
years away. The only thing that we are certain of | special ple: naster Philip, urging h 
hould we wait twenty years and should we then by | work for 1 r gi S 
id that a canal had been built, we should find that it | to be fe 1 é 
< canal after all, which could not handle traffic any | Panama. 
in the lock canal that was killed and which, had it It is true 
t, would have been passing ships between the Atlanic He wrote— 
fie for twelve years, that 
, Mr. President, that the best interests of this country also arms—t: 
i the construction of the lock canal. I believe the rec- | lacking; the Ww 
tions of those who have given thought and considera- = < oe ee eet, te ‘ 
he construction of the canal should be considered, and | the barely possible becomes e: 
Senate should vote in favor of the construction of a Philip appoint d two Flemish engine 
l. routes; but partly because of 1 ry 
\ *"ROCTOR obtained the floor. partly because of reasons of state « 
KITTREDGE. Mr. President - monopoly, the King, by advice 
I ISIDENT. Does the Senator from Vermont LJ I ved the pl 1 and we t so far 
¢ from South Dakota? jects to propose it again 
IDGE. Upon the subject of currents, which the | pistor the Indies (see H 
n California mentioned, I venture to read just a Acosta. a Jesuit, left § 1 in 1 
from the report made by the Board of Consulting En- | ary y an , \ 
upon that subject. Isthmus of P: : FH 
HOPKINS. From what page? Thee env that hes that { 
KITTREDGE. Page 176. It is as follows: it was then called] was ca 
Suez section the y ity of the current very often excees did that pa vin 
(1.96 feet) per second (2,160 meters per hour, or 1.1 knots), | Tow, and the two 3 APP 
at times 1.35 meters (4.42 feet) per second (4,860 meters | is but seayen s OF ¢ 
2.6 ts els . 
latter cas ie ships do not steer very well with the current | seel 
However, the navi ion is never interrupted on account | shall not | A oe y 
rent. a a ao 
PERKINS. Mr. President—— cpauelinos and ( for t 
VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Vermont | Nombre de Dios : Pani f 
to the Senator from California? BUG DY, GOR, WoeteRpen: home. * ~~ = 


PROCTOR. Certainly. spake ve aggre Davie Tage mB : 
PERKINS. I want to say, in answer to my friend from | to w 1¢ Red Sea into Nile, in the time of ] 
1 Dakota [Mr. Kirrrepcre], that there is no comparison 
‘ver between the Panama Canal and the Suez Canal. A 
nutes ago I looked up the curvatures of the Suez Cana 
pared with those of the Panama Canal. The Suez Canal 
t miles long, and it has only fifteen curves, with a total! 
ture of 467 degrees. The Panama Canal is 49 miles long | et ; z 
. 8 : ree m sil . I beleevye there is no hu 
Ss nineteen curves, of 597 degrees. The total curvature | those strong and impenetrable m 
he Suez Canal is about 13 per cent of the route, while that | betwixt the two seas, and hath mad 
the Panama Canal is 39 per cent of the whole canal, and in | stand the furie of two seas. And 
f the narr ‘ee ae a Veil ig] aia {7 . ent They | yet, in my opinion, they should ] 
( 1@ Al ow cuts t iS as high as 47 per cent. ie, | ine to correct the workes which the Cr t Hy 
there are other differences in fay 





not happen, the which I will not hold 

I call this to the especial attention of the 
braska [Mr. Miiiarp] and the Senator from } 
[Mr. KITTREDGE] : 





or of navigating in the Suez | hath ordained and disposed in the framing of this universall y 1. 
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Although not the first to make mention of it, the fertile mind 
of the great explorer Champlain passed upon this suggestion of 
an interoceanie canal, and in the Narrative of his Voyage to the 
West Indies and Mexico in the years 1599-1602 (see Hakluyt, 

23, p. 41) I find the following remarkable passage: 
nay judge that if the 4 leagues of land which there are from 
this river were cut through one might pass from the south 
» ocean on the other side, and thus shorten the route by more 
1,500 leagues; and from Panama to the Straits of Magellan 
be an island, and from Panama to the New-found-lands would be 
other island, so that the whole of America would be in two islands. © 


I am glad to submit these quaint extracts to be printed, espe- | 


cially the one from Champlain, the first white man to visit the 


lake which bears his name and to set foot on Vermont soil, in | 
| to connect the waters of the Chesapeake and Delaware bays: 


1 


1609, eleven years before the landing of the Pilgrims. 

The shet from his arquebus at the war party of Iroquois was 
the firs 
and Green Mountains. 
plain, 
to be the see 

I will 
southwest corner of France, next to Spain. 
quite young to go as an assistant with an uncle who had con- 


ne of many conflicts by land and water. 


tracted to send supplies for the Spanish Government to their | 


this country. In his travels through the West 
Mexico he was intrusted with responsibility, and 


colonies in 


Indies and 


made such a reputation that he was sought for by the French | 


Government when he returned and was put in charge of the 
mission to Canada. 

Leaving Spain in 1598, Champlain spent three years in the 
West Indies and Mexico, crossing the Isthmus from Porto Bello 
to Panama and viewing the Pacific Ocean from Panama Harbor. 
lie kept records of all his travels, fully illustrated by his own 
hands, and these quaint and interesting narratives have been 
preserved through the publications of the Hakluyt:Society, of 
London. 

Among the 
perior nh ny 


ported by 


great pioneers on this continent he had no su- 
view no equal—in general ability. Poorly sup- 
his home government, burdened by tremendous re- 
sponsibilities, in the face of seemingly insurmountable obstacles, 
he was at constructive statesman of a high order, a 
sailor, explorer, author, diplomat, and executive, and 
a Christian gentleman. 
President, if there is nothing more to be said upon the 
tion, I think that ought to be a fitting close to it, and 


once a 

solaier, 

wit! al 
Mr. 


Call il qu 


s” Mr. President—— 
VI I Does the Senator 
to the Senator from South Dakota? 
CTOR. I do. 


T'TREDGE. I 


from Vermont 


unanimous consent that the 
siness be temporarily laid aside. 

‘E-PRESIDENT. The Senator from South Dakota 
that the unfinished business be tem- 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none, 


un- 


ask 


nous consent 
id aside. 


is so ordered. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


ge from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
» following bills and joint resolution: 
An act to confirm the right of way of railroads now 
ted and in operation in the Territories of Oklahoma and 


D4. An act authorizing Capt. Ejnar Mikkelsen to act 
‘of an American vessel; 
An act defining the qualifications of jurors for service 
‘nited States district court in Porto Rico; 
act authorizing the Secretary of War to acquire 
1 purposes certain tracts of land on Deer Island, 
VIassachusetts ; 


lands to the 


r State of Wisconsin 


ranting 
ses; and 
R. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of War 

mate to the board of of Vincennes University, 
incennes, Ind., such obsolete arms and other military equip- 
now in possession of said university, to be used in 


instruction. 


trustees 


ments 
militar 

The 
joint resolution (H. J. Res. 21) 
upon a route for the construction of a free and open waterway 
to connect the waters of the Chesapeake and Delaware bays; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House had passed 
a concurrent resolution authorizing the Secretary of War to 
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t sound of firearms to wake the echoes of the Adirondack | 
It was the opening gun on Lake Cham- | 
destined for the succeeding one hundred and fifty years | 
; S | concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives; w! 
say that Champlain was a Frenchman who lived in the | 
He engaged when | 


| guide us in matters of this kind. 


JUNE 2), 


cause an examination and survey to be made of the harbor at 
Duluth, Minn., etc.; in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the Hoyse 
had signed the enrolled bill (S. 1442) to increase the efficiency 
of the militia and promote rifle practice; and it was there ipon 
signed by the Vice-President. 


HOUSE JOINT RESOLUTION REFERRED. 


H. J. Res. 21. Joint resolution authorizing the President of the 
United States to appoint a commission to examine and report 
upon a route for the construction of a free and open waterway 


was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 
SURVEY OF HARBOR AT DULUTH, MINN. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the folloy 
on motion of Mr. NELSON, was considered by unanimous conse 
and agreed to: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurri 
That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized an 
rected to cause an examination and survey to be made of the har 
Duluth, Minn., including the entrance thereto, with a view to determi} 
ing what modifications of the present plan, if any, are desirable. 


AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. PROCTOR. I ask that the Senate resume considerati 
of the action of the House on the agricultural appropri 
bill. : 

There being no objection, the Senate resumed consideration of 
the action of the House of Representatives disagreeing to cer- 
tain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 18537) making 
appropriations for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal 
year ending June 80, 1907, agreeing to amendment No. 29 with 
an amendment, and requesting a conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Just before taking up the consideration of 
the canal bill, the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Warren] was 
addressing the Senate upon this subject, and I assume that he 
did not finish his address at that time. I do not wish to take 
his place, although I desire to make some remarks upon the 
matter. 

Mr. WARREN. I am willing that the Senator from North 
Dakota shall proceed. 
Mr. McCUMBER. 

few minutes. 

Mr. President, when this amendment came before the Senate 
and was adopted without any discussion, my belief is that very 
few of the Senators had taken the trouble even to read it over. 
They had not been apprised, at least, of the fact that it would 
become a part of this appropriation bill. While it was being 
read I simply listened, but there were features in it which at 
that time necessarily challenged one’s attention, and features 
of a legal nature. The amendment provided, as I understand, 
for the inspection of canned meat of all kinds, without refer- 
ence to where it was to be used. I know there is a prov 
whose intendment is that it shall apply only, of course, to i 
state commerce and those products which are to become arti 
of interstate commerce. But I am afraid that they are 
blended together that there is danger of a court holding 
the amendment may be unconstitutional as dealing with matters 
which are purely of State cognizance—that is, those over wiiich 
we have no control by reason of the provision in the Constitu- 
tion relating to interstate commerce. 

We can not exercise police power in the States. There is no 
question about that. Very well. If we limit the law absolutely 
to products which are to go into interstate commerce, then there 
can be no question in my mind of our authority to inspect for 
that very purpose—that is, the purpose of determining what 
shall enter into interstate commerce. There is but one rule to 

If it is a question simply of 
police control, then Congress has no power over it. If it is a 
question simply of commerce, then Congress has control over it 
so far as it is interstate commerce. 

Many of the beeves and calves and sheep and hogs which are 


‘ition 


I will be very brief, occupying only a very 


| to be inspected undoubtedly will be used in the State of Illinois 
also announced that the House had passed a | 
authorizing the President of | 
the United States to appoint a commission to examine and report | 


or in the city of Chicago alone. Over those we could not at- 
tempt to exercise any control, provided the question was brought 
up where that right was questioned by the packers. So I hope 
the conferees will carefully look into that provision of the bill. 
Mr. President, I received very shortly after this amendment 
passed the Senate telegrams from my State which indicated 
that they came, not as the first thought and first impulse of 
the shippers of my State, but came as the result of the ilt- 


» 








1906. 


tunities of the great packing houses in the city of Chicago | goes there to-day will find that if Armour makes 
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a bid the 
elsewhere. The very fact that they were stereotyped | Swift Company makes no bid, or at least will go no higher. 
form indicated that very clearly. All of the first ones In the selling now the same rule applies. First one great 
came were in the form of a request that we ask the | corporation and then another went out of existence or was 
etary of Agriculture to publish the fact that the inspection | combined with the greater one. until this great octopus controls 
for domestic and foreign purposes was complete and thor- | enough of the business so that it is necessary for the American 
. I eould not give an affirmative response to that re-! public to go to it for its meats. ; 
t. for the reason that I was not certain that it had been Now, what is the result? The result is simply this: There 
ough, and I simply submitted the question to the Secretary | is but one commercial principle that governs in the buying of 
\criculture to determine whether or not it had been thor- | cattle and the selling of the meat products. What it? Itis 
h If it had not been, I was certain that he would not, | this: If you place your purchasing price so low in the market 
e benefit of the packers or for the benefit of the raisers of | in the purchase of an article as to make it absolutely impossible 
e, certify to anything not absolutely true. for the producer to produce it profit. you destroy the 
President, I believe that the raisers of cattle in my | source of your supply. The other is, if you 1 e vour price of 
agree with me upon this one stand: They do not want | meats so high that the publi n not aft to buv them. but 
ckers, even for their benefit, to sell over the country meats | must take other things i: ie u destrov the 
» unfit. They do not wish to take advantage of any fraud | field of consumption. So the th Just give enough so 
nay be perpetrated by the packers throughout the coun- | that the farmer or stockman « live and s xlucts ; 
they wish honest inspection, and they wish honest meats | just hold your prices at such a figure that th pr ll be 
throughout the United States, and they want the same to | compelled to buy, without driving them into other lines of col 
foreign countries. Sumption. There is right where we are, and I s that is the 
second set of telegrams that have come here show also | condition which meets the stock raiser in our State. and the 
stamp of the great packing houses. The Senator from | only remedy on earth that will remove tl CO] nis to cde 
\ ont has read some of them. Here is one: stroy in some way the great combination. We are going to 
\We strongly urge your support for passage of meat bill requiring injure, we are going to cripple it to a great extent in the 
nspection at Government expense. enforcement of the new railway law orce! t of the 
far as the first part of the telegram is concerned, I believe it | old one, because the public now is ‘ of that. 
esents the deliberate judgment of the raisers of cattle in my Now, on what principle are we t this industry I 
So far as the other portion is concerned, I do not believe | it an infant industry which needs the protection of the Go 
resents their candid and deliberate judgment, but that it | ment of the United States? That infant industrv has ¢ n 
es, as I have stated, from the interests at Chicago. I believe in | so powerful that it holds the public by the th t to-day. il 
rst part of the telegram, because I think the cattle raisers. | we are helpless in its great grasp. So, Mr. President, there is 
mon with the public throughout, demand and insist | no occasion that I can see for our cattlems sk that the 
this disgraceful operation, if I can follow what has been | public, who are paying to-day 50 per cent than they ought 
in the reports, shall absolutely cease, and they do not | to for their meats, considering the ] ( hich cattle are 
to benefit by any fraudulent practices. The other portion, | being purchased, shall have this extra burd lu 1 them 
does not, in my mind, represent their deliberate judg- | I have had a little experience in dealing th these great cor 
and therefore I wish to go into that subject for a little | porations and trusts. 
e, The same thing is true in the great elevator trust 1 our 
hy should the raisers of cattle be so solicitous about saving | country. I remember possibly fifteen years ago wl ey 
kers the sum, we will say, of $3,000,060 a year, provided | dissatisfied in our section of the country with the grades we 
s the sum necessary for proper inspection? What interest were receiving at the terminals. The farmers g¢ i her 
on their part to make the public pay for advertising for They built a good elevator a i bu They 
ackers in Chicago or anywhere else? Is this not an ad-| gave better grades. They car on e¢ 
sement? What better advertisement can any corporation |} when the old-line elevators rai price 2 bove 
lucing any commodity have than the stamp of the United what the farmers’ elevator was paying on. 
States that it is pure and perfect? The moment we passed our The old-line elevators raised another 2 or 35 « ishel, and 
r law upon meat inspection our meats, which had been they held the prices there until the farm f ( r was 
nged in every market in Europe, found a demand in every | broken, because they could not do business at loss. How did 
of those markets, and the great wealth that has come to | the old-line elevators recoup? They immediately went to those 
packers of this country has come through the fact that they | places where there was no competition whatever, the othe 
had Government inspection on all the exports of meat. | elevators along their line, and by dropping the |] ( | 
Government stamp upon meat means the same as the Gov- | ducer a half or three-quarters or a cent a bushe ie trust n 
nt stamp upon the silver dollar. It counts for what it | $1 where they lost 1 cent in dealing with tl 
s it is in every market of the world. It means that the This is the condition of the public in reference to g 
is with that stamp upon them will go into any market meat trust of the country. The trust can make up t 3s 
ss the ocean and that they will be purchased upon what that | They have such complete control that they can go into the fields 
np signifies. where there is little competition and | ising t 
rhe assumption is that the producer of stock or else the con- | prices a little they are able to drive out any s! | . 
ry will have to pay the inspection fee, if it is paid in the unless it goes into the field with a capital ] great 
place by the packer. Why? Because if the packer is com- | as that of the Combination itself, 
ed to pay $3,000,000 a year for the purpose of inspection, it Mr. President, we can not meet these cond ns by simply 
| necessarily follow, according to their argument, that the | buying off the great packing establishments of ry. 
ker will make it up upon somebody, and he will probably | We can not bribe them with fee of O0O,0 Ly 
ce it up on the producer of the cattle or the consumer. He | better prices to the producers of cattle; and 1 for one am not 
| make it up whether we vote for this provision or not. It |) willing to go into the question of bribery, « to make our own 
kes no difference, because it is absolutely in the packer’s | people greater profits in the sale of their cattle. IL do not be 
wer to determine what he will pay for stock at the stock | lieve they would get one cent better price fo1 
ds. It is absolutely in his power to-day to determine what Now, Mr. President, about the dates upon the cans. The can 
es he will fix to the consumer for the meat consumed. ning industry is very ancient. I read a great number of years 
low has this become so? Thirty years ago I used to visit | ago that in the excavations in the old country they had found 


stock yards in the city of Chicago. I 
thod of bidding. A man might have his steck in the yard 
one or two or three days. The first bids might be light, 
there was absolutely competition, and before he left he got 
ctically what his property was worth. So, at that time, 
small packer, with competition, had to go into the market 

il sell his meats as low as anyone else would sell them. 

radually this great demand on the part of the American people 

' get things cheaper, to produce things more economically, led 

, first, two of these great concerns combining. That cut off 

ist so much competition; and we found, as the years went by, 

ery new combination cut off so much more of our competition, 
itil finaliy the result was that one great combination cut off 


used to observe the 


entirely all competition in the stock yards; and the man who | 


. 





in the ruins of Pompeii canned vegetables that were still in a 


state of preservation. I read only the other day in the press, 
and it was given out as authentic, that they had d red the 
heart of Rameses II, some 4,000 years old, which had been care 


fully canned and pickled all of these years. 


Yet, Mr. President, while it is possible to keep things in a 
certain condition for a number of years, we all know Chemical 
changes are gradually taking place. The Senator fr \ 
mont [| Mr. Proctor] would recognize immediately the difference 


between an hermetically sealed can of maple sirup of a 


ago and that of this spring. Although no 
chemical changes bring about results which a1 » the d 
ment of it. 

That is true of all canned goods. It is absolutely true of 
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any other character of goods. I have stood The next amendment was, on page 9, line 1, to increase 
year out in favor of compelling the dealer | appropriation for repairs and preservation of custom-h 
te deal honestly with the consumer and the | court-houses, and post-offices, marine hospitals and quara 
| upon that same proposition to-day—to compel | stations, buildings and wharf at Sitka, Alaska, etc. { 
r to be placed, and I think the month ought to | $420,000 to $440,000. 
hn every can of these products that go from the The amendment was agreed to. 
ve here but a short time ago the fact of thou- The next amendment was, on page 9, line 13, to increas 
housands of cans of veal that were sold and mar-| appropriation for heating, hoisting, plumbing, and venti! 
‘hicken. If the mark of 1890 had been placed | apparatus, and repairs to the same, for all public buildin 
it was canned, although it was veal, we never | cluding quarantine stations and marine hospitals, under th 
r spring chicken at least. trol of the Treasury Department, etc., from $365,000 to $39 
the packers to deceive the public with refer- The amendment was agreed to. 
of their meats? I do not know that they will| The next amendment was, on page 10, after line 13, to j 
he nrovisio . 7 thay rj “as %f ing se . 
y the pl an n, Ol that they will lose anythi 1S | Buildings for the Departments of State, Justice, and Comn 
1aturally they will ship out and sell the oldest | or: To enable the Secretary of the Treasury, in his discr 
ily, but we will know whether we are uire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, the whole of 
= . a » © , 8OF OOO HOKE on j > itw T « shi o y and + 
+ ta Papa nh : alia there has | 227, 228, 229, and 230, in the city of Washington, and 
at is 6 months « ld or 6 years old. If there has | ction ‘of one or two buildings thereon, $3,000,000. ‘That 
in five years, we can just as well say that there | eet, Ohio avenue, D street, and E street lying between the 
ro in fiftw vears. but no sensible man will sub- | named herein is hereby smade a part of the site authorized by 
_ 4 : .i¢| That should the Secretary of the Treasury decide to insti 
Ar the Meats are old and 8} rile l, - it | Gemnation proceedings in order to secure any or all of the land 
mical change, we who are using them | authorized to be acquired, such proceedings shall be in accordat 
the provisions of the act of Congress approved August 30, 18 
viding a_ site for the enlargement of the Government Printing 
(U. 8S. Stat. L., vol. 26, ch. 837). That a commission, to be 
posed of the Secretary of State, the Secretary of the Treasury 
Attorney-General, the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, and t 
a , ; ; perintendent of the Capitol Building and Grounds, which is 
o eall the attention of the Senator | createti, shall report to Congress preliminary plans and an « 
‘ lay. on motion | of cost for one or two buildings to be erected on said site, for 
F of the Departments of State, Justice, and Commerce and Lal 
: : 4 for other governmental purposes, said preliminary plans and es 
motion was that the Senate | of cost to be paid for out of the appropriation herein made. 
< 17 » 9a] VW wnti "elock rre 
han 6 o’clock until 8 o'clock. The amendment was agreed to. 
RAN. Se oS DOC S0) Rane oS. aug aern . The next amendment was, under the subhead of “ Rey: 
y I i RESIDENT. 4 treats motion 1S in oraer. Cutter Service,” on page 15, line 9, after the word “sur 
OM. If there will be no time to transact any | to insert “two civilian instructors, one at $1,800 and o 
* we get into executive session, I will not make the $1.500:” so as to read: 


continua 


the Senate proceed to the con- 


RECESS 


Vas ri’¢ 1 to-< 


a Tr s t 6 o'clock. 


o weatinraniatpiierein -° Load ‘ha 8 as For expenses of the Revenue-Cutter Service: For pay and al! 
PRESIDENT. The Chair will be obliged to de- | og captains, lieutenants, engineer in chief, chief iaeaien: 
> O'clock. engineers, and constructor, Revenue-Cutter Service, cadets, 

I desire to ask the Chair whether the | Sioned surgeon; two contract surgeons, two civilian instructors, 

$1,800, and one at $1,500, and pilots employed, and rations 


simply for the purpose of considering | game. ete. 


ippropriation bill’ 5 The amendment was agreed to. 
PRI SIDENT. It is simply to consider the sundry The next amendment was, on page 18, line 3, after thx 
tion bill + bill? “dollars,” to insert: “and the Secretary of the Trea 
eee eee : ivi . | hereby authorized to enter into a contract or contracts for such 
INT. Only that bill. The hour of 6 construction at a cost not to exceed $250,000, the limit fix: 
the Senate will take a recess until 8/ gaia act:” so as to make the clause read: 


Toward the construction of a steam vessel specially fitted f 
one adapted to service at sea in bad weather, for the purpose of 
I was cut off in up or otherwise destroying or towing into port wrecks, derelict 
‘ation of the morning hour other floating dangers to navigation, said vessel to be oper 
North Dakota r e¢ 4 maintained by the Revenue-Cutter Service under such regulati 
rth meee eee is the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe, as authorized by the 
swer to some opservatio Congress approved May 12, 1906, to be immediately available, $10 
was a very interestins and the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to enter i 
vlad that “he has u contract er contracts for such construction at a cost not to 
5 vill a 1 — se $250,000, the limit fixed by said act. 
Ww ask a littie ti my . . 
a a ASK a TUM The amendment was agreed to. 
stiONn comes tga r , 7 ‘ Te ) . . , y+ . 
oie a ' 4 a 3 Che next amendment was, under the subhead of “ Inters' 
ime, there shou : ‘ é ‘ a ” 92 13 oe oa 
ne, there should be | Commerce Commission,” on page 23, line 1, after the word 
n (at 6 0° m tool . to strike out “properly carry out the objects of” and ins 
m (a ) , -) TOOK A recess | « oi. oe a a ; ‘ , 
- art give effect to;” so as to read: 

For all other necessary expenditures, to enable the Commissi 
aia iaeads = cial niaiia give effect to the act to regulate commerce, and all acts and 
EVENING SESSION. | ments supplementary thereto, including the joint resolution “ i1 

] S o'clock p. m ing the Interstate Commerce Commission to make examinations 
» CLOCK P- sf the subject of railroad discriminations and monopolies in coal an 
-PROPRIATION BILL. and. report on the same from time to time,’’ approved March 7, 190 


lon the othe 


tii i 
king appropriations for sundry The next amendment was, under the subhead of * Miscell 
for the fiscal vear ending June | ous objects, Treasury Department,” on page 25, line 22, lx 
which had been reported from | the word “silver,” to strike out “ fractional;” so as to 


ions with amendments Transportation of silver coin: For transportation of silver c 


if the Whole, proceeded to con- The amendment was agreed to. 


temporary absence of the acting cluding fractional silver coin by registered mail or otherwise, et 


I ask that the formal reading of 
1 
i 


he amendment was agreed to. 

that the amendments of the com- ie next amendment was, on page 27, line 2, before the v 
reached in the reading. “counters,” to strike out “three” and insert “four;” an 

1e Senator from California asks | the same line, after the word “ watchmen,” to strike out 
bill be dispensed with, that the | laborer” and insert “two laborers;” so as to make the ¢ 
1d that the committee amend- | read: 

‘tion it is so ordered. Distinctive psper for United States securities: For distinctive 
for United States securities, including expenses of transportation, 
aries of register, assistant register, four counters, five watchme 

; ; laborers, and of officer detailed from the Treasury as superinten 
nmittee on Appropriations | $308,900. 

' asury Department,” on page| The amendment was agreed to. 
i> CO TERRES - “e | The next amendment was, on page 28, after line 19, t 
W yo., public milding: For com] leting approaches, sub- sert: 
fir I acti 7, and increasing the business facili- 


r 
‘I 


ut obje 


shir the 


lilding, $15,000 General inspector of supplies for public buildings: For one gen 
inspector, under the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury, to 


endment was agreed to. appointed by the President, by and with the advice and consent of | 
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wuieneane — 
e2 O00 and for actual necessary expenses, not exceeding | RB ¥ the entrar t a 
in all, $5,000 > miles north, 74° west, 1 Cape | \ 
eed to. S150. ). 
. * — \ 
on page 50, line 15, to increase the MALLORY I L | 
se of fuel, st light, and water | “ 3 d 
} S1 200.000 to S] 240 OOO by ( ( l } 
lL to eb Is. Se ; 1 
. Aly j ‘Tt ‘ 
1 page 32, line 23, to reduce the r. HALA ‘\ 
+ +7 . : “yt \] | | 
ices, and commutation of quarte LALLA I 
officers and pharmacists in the | ° ; 
lospital Service from $375.000 t I 
men In Tr ws ag ed T 
t ad t 3 ra y Clit Pi { » \ 
‘ al L A ’ 0) p« { . . hia 
; r ry Ss \ 
nd ; fy P50. ( ) { 
1) Ir. HAI } 
, on aa liz 6, ftar tha a » 
. \ 1 
t y of the r \ ) 
( 1 i} th fy priat f |} wiso I 
r ’p 5 of s l t, such } t t Tons 
} ] ‘ 1 a> nite) | ’ N 
Kal } ] Wa lu, Mok and | ; ( 
further authori 1 to « u a2 landing stage I - 
r site at Waikolu, inchiding the necessary appliances \ 
ling supplies; ” so to make the clause read : : 
; 
ital, Hawali Che < d balance of e $50,000 
. as ; z 
il f tl scal 1 hereby reap] i 
ind the Se tary e.1 rreasury he y authorized and ' 
id, i VICE-P I 
mendment was agreed to. l 
ext amendment was, under the subhead “ Light-houses, 
ind fog signals,” on page 37, after line 8, to insert 
Breakwater, Connecticut For ere » of S t 
the keeper of the lig station at Stonington Breakwat 
S6.000 i { 
ndiment was agreed to 
amendment was Ah page xT fie line 11, » insert ‘ 
llow 2. da iged or dest ed vy the « u » in ¢ i ) I i 
a o light ta n, ¢ I 1: Fo ling * 
, ‘ 
( 
Are ght station, Ca I I dix it > The 
p ria 1 i ‘ I 
ton Shoal light s bf ) I e } ‘ 0 
t ‘) 
: wit 1 
Point cht t ( tia: | l ding doub “a : 
sis t Set \ 
J » iit l, { i ir i - - I L ) ‘ 
i . 
it was agreed to T! t in 
ent \ 1 page oS, afte ime to sert ; 
wing, au Zod Hitic 0) 
} i es llouse | appli i J € 
‘ M el to be rced ‘ a 
+ @ 4 Masse } S1154K le \ t 
‘ j vew } k I be 1 ty 1 f e 1 ¢ ’ oO “ 
; . $115,000 
; - T 
a light-house on Staten Island, New York, and raising We . 
ght, S100.000, g ia | 
ens lanterns and ! res for Lg n bend, $12,000 
North Hool e r S6H.000 
t ] vessel, S15.000 
stone beacon with gas illuminant on Craven Shoa : 
te¢ as buovs m Ambrose chan nd ve zas l So ast ‘ 
and Main Ship channel, 343,200 
porary structure t n West Bank lich ght is |. I 
d and temporary ru : Nort lio eacon z saul 
‘ing moved, $10,004 out 
efu Dela Bay I additiona 1ount f s l ! 
ng y ig stant m n he ew re \ t ’ ‘ 
e | 0.0 ] 
( <, Virginia For st I "ur rcue Mir I 
j , ( e \T » . ] 
t ve I iswick. G I da il t ve ~ - 
? ff the « ter her of 4 a " ] ‘ 
ioht «ct on. | ina For a for { \ ‘i 
k ¢ t Southwest Pass lig st 1, | Le 
( é ae Ke Wis For a lig! and nal —_ 
lth end he ikwater, ! f , M i ‘ i I rit 
O00 hy, : it as p 
Rive New Yo » li 3, St I I : : 
; : : , ’ . 
n | ing 1 River, New Yor $1 0 LE ' 
Peches Michi range lights, Isle aux i nl sur 
~ Clair. Michigar Bb ‘ bs 
f Ag I s } nd fog-signal st ) d 
Aces, Lake S 1 ‘. 
nun Point Oahn, ht station t Makapuu 
the Island of Oal 


- | eo rie ant wae s ; 
of | wa S60.000 i : 


California: 





























Ly, a fk sicnal at the e Line ) ihe BeEXt a I { : 
at Humbeldt Bay, C rnia, $15,000 total am t r - 

th light-house district: For a steam tender for the ( t es - 
ouse engineer of the twelfth light-house district, $150,000. vey, ft 

I ia River. Oregon: For a light vessel for use off the n 1 The a ; 

—— River, Oregon, $130,000. : 1 h tl st The next amendment \ und 1 

Swiftsure Bank: For a steel ste: gi ressel, eqi > ith the li ne gn 99 we ; ‘ 

oa ae FS Se eae Rent Vee, cuEee wed iftsure | Fisheries,” on page 54, line 18, 
proved light and fog sis to be anchored upon Swi ire | ’ 2s 
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strike out “one thousand eight” and insert “two thousand 
one;” in line 20, after the word “ dollars,” to insert “ property 
clerk, $1,600;”’ on page 55, line 6, before the word “ hundred,” 
to strike out “ thirty-three thousand six” and insert “ thirty- 
five thousand five; ” so as to make the clause read: 

i of Commissioner: For Commissioner, $5,000; deputy com- 
5,000 ; chief clerk, $2,400; accountant, $2,100; stenographer 
$1,600; property clerk, $1,600; librarian, $1,200; 
two clerks of class 3. clerk to Commissioner, 
class 1; one clerk, $1,000; two clerks, at $900 
£1,080; three firemen, at $600 each; two watchmen, 
five janitors and messengers, at $600 each; janitress, 
* 2240: in all, 040, 
agreed to. 
amendment was, on page 55, line 8, after the word 
to insert “assistant architect, $1,600;” in line 10, 
word “dollars,” to insert “ draftsman, $900;” and in 
‘fore the word “ hundred,” to strike out “ four thou- 

and insert “six thousand six;” so as to make the 


nissioner, ¢ 


Commissioner, 
one clerk of ass 4, 
$1,600; one lerk of 

engineer, 
:720 each; 


mess 
i » £ OT ivy) t i 
i? amenament was 


next 


$2,200; 


$900; 


Architect and engineer, 
draftsman, $1,200; draftsman, 


and engineer: 
$1,600; 
$6,620. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next ame! 
housand,” to strike out “ fifty ’ 
the clause rei 


“+ ; 


1 
make 


and insert “sixty;” so 


i For maintenance, equipment, and 

of the fish-cultural stations of the Bureau, -the general 

ym of food-fishes and their distribution, 

and repairs of purchase of equipment 
ontingent expenses, and temporary labor, $260,000, 


opera- 


cars, and 


apparatus, 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The next 
‘thousand,” to strike out “ fifty-two ” 
so as to make the clause read: 


) 


and insert “ fifty-five; ” 


Maintenance of vessels: For maintenance of the vessels and launches, 


ding the purchase and repair of boats, apparatus, machinery, and | 
I hire of vessels, and all | 


ilities required for use with the same, 

ssary expenses in connection therewith, $55,000. 
aimendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under 

Department of the 


the head of “* Under the 


Senate post-office with steel counter, letter boxes, 


_ juippi ig the 
tal furniture, $3,000, 


cabinets, and for me 
» amendment was agreed to. 
amendment was, on page 70, after line 12, to insert: 


struction of the fireproof building for 
ind offices for the United States Senate provided for in the sun- 
‘ \ 28, 1904, including not exceeding 


civil act approved April 
ase of necessary technical and other books, $950,000. 


‘next 


ward the con 


endment was-agreed to. 
rhe next amendment was, under the subhead “ Surveying the 
lands,” on page 78, 
t “office examination of surveying returns ;” 
United States,” to insert: 


given for the survey of townships 28 
north, ranges 38, 39, and 40 east; 
fractional range 41 east: 26 north, ranges 38, 
1) east, and 30 north, range 40 east, and fractional range 41 east, 
ley County, Mont also for the suryey of the unsurveyed town- 

lying between the Big Muddy River in Valley County, Mont., 
the Dakota line; and the regulations governing public surveys re- 
applications and their examination in the field are 


The 


— 
Dubie 


and in line 6, 


er the words “ 


rity is hereby north, 
37 and 


40 east, and 


oS east; 21 


ng settlers 


vy waived. 


is to read: 


f the sum hereby appropriated there may be expended such an | 


missioner .of the General Land Office 
examination of public surveys in the several 
cl ympetent surveyors as the Secretary of the Interior 
competent surveyors as he may authorize the 


as the Con deem 


may 


Suc h 
select, 
district of Alaska, 


where a compensation 
y may be allowed 


one such surveyor and such 
1 of subsistence, not exceeding $3, while engaged 
may prescribe, said per diem allowance to 
ks who are competent surveyors who may be 
examinations, in order to test the accuracy of 
and to prevent payment for fraudulent and im 
ned by deputy surveyors, and for examinations of 
ade and reported te be defective or fraudulent, 
| deposits, coal fields, and timber districts, and for 
npetent surveyors fragmentary surveys, office ex- 
) irveying returns, and such other surveys or examinations 
required for identification of lands for purposes of evi- 
y suit or proceeding in behalf of the United States. Author- 
by given for the survey of townships 28 north, ranges 37 and 
-¢ north, ranges 58, 39, and 40 east; 29 north, range 40 east, 
range 41 east; 26 north, ranges 38, 39, and 40 east, 
ne range 40 east, and fractional range 41 east, Valley 
inty, Mont.; also for the survey of the unsurveyed townships 
ying between the Big Muddy River in Valley County, Mont. and 
Dakota line; and the regulations governing public surveys requir- 
settlers applications and their examination in the field are hereby 
aived, 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, under the subhead “ United States 


not 


as he 


etionail 
50 north, 
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| “investigation, 
idment was, on page 64, line 19, before the word | 
as to | 





including the move ‘it. ae ; Survey, to be immediately available, $100,000, 
4 ie moveme : ain- | 


Interior,” on page 70, after line 9, to insert: | 
| extensive deposits. 


committee | 


line 2, after the word “ surveys,” to | 


29 north, | 
39, | 


surveying | 


at such compensation, not exceeding $6 per | 
ex- | 
per 
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Geological Survey,” on page 82, line 1, after the word “ Uyj 
States,’ to insert “ gauging streams, and determining the wa; 
supply ;”’ so as to read: 

For general expenses of the Geological Survey: For the Geolog 
Survey and the classification of the public lands and examination of 
geological structure, mineral resources, and the products of the 
tionai domain, to continue the preparation of a geological map of 
United States, gauging streams, and determining the water supply 
for surveying forest reserves, including the pay of necessary cley; 
and scientific force and other employees in the field and in the offic 
Washington, D. C., ete. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 83, line 3, to increase {} 
appropriation for the preparation of the report of the minera] 
resources of the United States, etc., from $50,000 to $75,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 83, after line 17, to inse;t: 
_ For gauging the streams and determining the water supply of the 
United States, and for the investigation of underground currents i 


| artesian wells, and the preparation of reports upon the best methods 


of utilizing the water resources, $200,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 83, line 23, before the word 
” to strike out “continuation of the;” and in 
line 24, after the word “to,” to insert “and for the use of;” 
so as to make the clause read: , 

For the investigation of the structural materials belonging to and 


for the use of the United States such as stone, clays, cements, etc., 
under the supervision of the Director of the United States Geological 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 84, line 8, after the word 


o ; | “ dollars,” to insert the following provisos: 
amendment was, on page 64, line 25, before the word | 


Provided, That in examinations, hereby authorized, of fuel mat: 
for the use of the Government of the United States, or for the pu: 


| of increasing the general efficiency or available supply of the fuel 


sources in the United States, the Director of the Geological Survey 
have the necessary materials collected from any part of the U1 
States where they represent extensive deposits; and it shall be 
duty of the Director of the Geological Survey to have examined, wi 
out charge, the fuels required for use by the Government of the Un 
States, and to give these examinations preference over other w 
Provided further, That in publishing the results of these investi 

the materials examined shall not be credited to any private part) 
corporation, but shall be collected and described as representing suc! 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 85, line 1, to increase the 
appropriation for continuation of the survey of the public lands 
that have been or may hereafter be designated as forest re- 


un- | serves from $100,000 to $125,000. 
$500 | 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 85, line 14, to increase the 
total appropriation for the maintenance of the United States 
Geological Survey from $1,138,320 to $1,538,320. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 86, line 12, after the word 
“ while,” to insert “ he has been and shall be;” so as to make 
the clause read: 

The Secretary of the Interior may, in his discretion, authorize pay- 
ment to the chief disbursing clerk of the United States Geological 
vey from the reclamation fund, while he has been and shall be acting 


as disbursing officer of said fund, of a sum not exceeding $500 per an- 
num, in addition to the compensation now received by that officer, in 


| consideration of the additional duties devolving upon him in connection 
| with the Reclamation Service. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Miscellaneous 
objects, Department of the Interior,” on page 88, after line 5, 
to insert: 

Ruin of Casa Grande, Arizona: For protection of Casa Grande Ruin, in 
Pinal County, near Florence, Ariz., and for excavation on the reserya- 
tion, to be expended under the supervision of the Secretary of the !1 
terior, $3,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 88, line 21, after the word 
“ Eskimos,” to insert “Aleuts,” so as to read: 

Education in Alaska: To enable the Secretary of the Interior, in his 
discretion and under his direction, to provide for the education and 
support of the Eskimos, Aleuts, Indians, and other natives of Alaska, 
etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 89, after line 10, to insert: 

To enable the Secretary of the Interior to return twenty-two pupils 
heretofore in the United States Indian school, Carlisle, Pa., to their 
respective homes in Alaska, $3,705, or as much thereof as may be neces- 
sary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 89, after line 15, to insert: 

Removal of Lemhi Indians to Fort Hall Reservation, Idaho: The 


sum of $5,000 appropriated by the act of February 23, 1889, for the 
removal of the Lemhi Indians to the Fort Hall Reservation, wh ¢) 


) 


amount was carried to the surplus fund of the Treasury on June ~, 


hi 











y reappropriated and made available for said removal | 
« the fiscal year 1907. | 
ndment was agreed to. 


ct amendinent was, on page 90, line 4, before the word | 

d.” to strike out “nine” and insert “ fifteen; * and in 

e line, after the word “dollars,” to insert “of which 

or 28 much thereof as may be necessary, may be used by 

retary of the Interior at his discretion in placing a herd 

exceeding 300 reindeer on the island of Unalaska;” so as 
e the clause read: 





Alaska: For the support of reindeer stations in Alaska 
ruction of Alaskan natives in the care and mana 
indeer, $15,000, of which $5,000, or as much thereof as | 
essary, may be used by the Secretary of the Interior at his | 
placing a herd of not exceeding 300 reindeer on the island 
and all reindeer owned by the United States in Alaska | 
soon as practicable be turned over to the missions in Alaska, | 
d and used by them under such conditions as the Secretary of 
* shall prescribe. 

amendment was agreed to. 
he next amendment was, on page 93, line 2, to increase the 
nriation for repairs to buildings of the Columbia Institu- 
for the Deaf and Dumb from $4,000 to $5,000, 
» amendment was agreed to. 
next amendment was, under the head of “ Under the War 
rtment,” on page 102, after line 9, to insert: 








the traveling expenses of the President of the United States, his 
its and invited guests traveling with him, to be disbursed at 
retion of the President, $25,000, | 
McLAURIN. Mr. President, has this amendment been 


lered by any committee? Is not this new legislation? Is 
any law which authorizes the payment of the traveling 
nses of the President? 

HALE. The amendment was submitted to the Com 
tee on Appropriations, considered by that committee, and 
ted as a part of the bill. 

McLAURIN. I make the point of order that it is new 
ation upon an appropriation bill, and that it ought not to 
nserted here. There is no law authorizing the paying of 
traveling expenses of the President of the United States, 
I do not think that under the rules an appropriation of this 
can be made. It is an appropriation without being au- 

rized by any law. 
ir. HALE. The committee reported the amendment on the 
eround that it is not legislation, but simply conforming to the 
isions of the interstate-commerce rate bill and providing 
necessary traveling expenses of the President. It is 
incidental. So it is not subject to the point of order. 

Ir. McLAURIN. Mr. President, there is no law authorizing 
payment of the traveling expenses of the President of the 
di States, and this amendment is open to objection because 

s a new law upon an appropriation bill. 

VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that 
e which is now proceeding is out of order. The 

ared to rule on the point of order. 
Mr. HALE. Let us have the ruling of the Chair. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is of the opinion that 
he point of order is not well taken, and he overrules the point 
order, 


the 


ihe 
1 i) 


the de- 
Chair is 


Mr. McLAURIN. I appeal to the Senate from that decision, 
Mr. President, and I should like to have the yeas and nays 


the appeal. 

Mr. HALE. 

lr’se, 

Mr. CLAY. Of course, the consideration of the bill can not 
oceed any further if the Senator insists on calling the roll. 
Mr. McLAURIN. Mr. President, in my judgment, this is |! 
such an outrageous appropriation that I do not think, under 
ny circumstances, it ought to go into this bill. 

Mr. HALE. Let the item be passed for the present, 
President. 

Mr. McLAURIN. 

lo that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be passed 


el 


If the Senator does that, the bill goes over, of 


Mr. 


That is all very well, then. I am willing 


The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 102, line 20, 
to increase the appropriation for lighting the Executive Mansion 
nd public grounds from $18,800 to $20,000. 

The amendinent was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 102, line 22, before the 
rd “dollars,” to strike out “ fifteen” and insert “ : 


twenty ;’ 

» as to make the proviso read: 

Provided, That for each 5-foot burner not connected with a meter in 
lamps on the public grounds not more than $20 shall be paid per 

mp for gas, including lighting, cleaning, and keeping the lamps in 


ne 


epair, under any expenditure provided for in this act; and said lamps | 


| to forty-five 
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shall burn every night, on the 
minutes 
substitute other 


average from fift« 
and 


for 


before sunrise: 
illuminating material 


the sum hereby 


the 
to use so 
that purp 
The ; 
The 


much of 


mendment was agreed to. 












authori 


appropriated as mi 


hext amendment was, on page 103, line 
“hundred,” to strike out “ three thousand six’ 
thousand two;” in line 11, before the word “ 
out “ four thousand eight hundred” and rt 
and in line 15. before the word dollar 
» twenty ” and insert “ twenty-five ;” so as to 
read : 

Provided further, That » oO : 
from the ies of the t of ( i 
the Treasury of the Unit te in ! 
mo! than 36,000 of id pl iy 
extinguishin ( Li! I I 

er . ad 
wer, wl l l Ss } ce 
ind shall ] Wis e su l 
amendment was agreed to. 
next amendment was, on page 103, 
word “dollars,” to strike te 


out * eighty 
five;’’ and in line 238, be 
“ four hundred and eighty ” 


so as to make the clause read: 

For lighting six are electric lights in Exe 
within the iron fence, at not exceeding $85 
shall cover the entire cost to the United Sta 
taining in good order each electr ight in said 


The amendment was agreed 
The next amendment was, on 
word “dollars,” to strike 
five; and on page 104, line 3, before tl 


strike out “ four 


ov 


















and ten; so as to! e the clause read 

For lich xr six g | 
not exceed SS5 p I n vA 
tl cost lig I 1d ng in zg i 
electric lig . S 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 104 
word “dollars,” to strike out “ eighty’ 
five:”’ and in line 12, before the word 
“two hundred and forty and insert “ fir 

» as to make the clause read: 

For lighting are electric lights in pub 
grounds south of the Executiy M 
klin, Judiciary, and Lincoln par 
Executive M ion and i M 

SSO p light per a im, h m s 
lighting ar maintaining in good orde1 
in all, $4,505, one half of which sum s 
the District of Columbia and t I 
United States 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, on page 104, 
word “dollars,” to strike out “ eighty 
five; and in line 22, before the word “¢ 
‘one hundred and _ sixty nd inset 
ninety-five; ”’ so as to make the clause re 

For lighting twenty-seven arc lights in P 
not exceeding $85 per light per anni 
entire cost of installing, lighting, and ma 
electric light on si and aut 
conduits through and 1 
lights is hereby gt e half 
from the revenues ¢ i ict of ¢ I 
the Treasury of the United States 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next ame! was, on page 106, 

Grant memorial: For continuing work f 
rial to Gen. Ulysses 8. ¢ $40,000: Pre 
may b lo eda n ft ied rtion 
grounds between First and we nd s N 
the Grant Memorial Commissior Pi 
of the funds heretofore appro] 1 for said 1 
abk may be used in cons iz extra I 
if the character « r the soil on the site s¢ 





dation to be necessary. 
The amendment was { 
~The next amendment 


Statue 


greed to. 

on page 
George B. McClelland: } 
statue of Gen. Ge b. M 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amersiment was, 
objects, War Department,” on page 123, li 
appropriation for the construction and en! 
at military posts from $750,000 to $900,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


YY . 
Wilts, 


of 
unveiling of 


Gen. 
the 


rge 


106, aft 


} 


under the subh 


( 


and ins 
‘fore the word “ dollars,” t 


and insert “ five 


to st e 
11S 
} k if 
t] 
nae i 
I 
) 
r 
( 
{ 
) I it 
l bith 
i 
} 
& lof 
) 
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Iment was, on page 125, line 4, after the word The next amendment was, on page 155, line 10, after 
the following proviso: | word “ dollars,” to insert: 
iations heretofore ma by the act of April And the annual salaries of the United States district attorney 
ett Reservation, Galveston, Tex., for con- | the district of Idaho and the southern district of California are h 
ment and fill in front of said property, | fixed at $4,000, respectively. 
| shall th tent Ts ZOF oo | The amendment was agreed to. 
oth the bor rocke ire . - . 81) : : 
y-ninth and Forty-fifth streets, The reading of the bill was continued to the end of line | 
been conveyed to the United | page 156. 
Mr. HALE. On page 156, I move to strike out the pr 
R ; ; ; beginning in line 4 and extending to line 9, in order to put 
s, on page 130, after line 16, to insert: | conference. 
destitute patients: For the sup-| The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maine pro) 
of ni ae — S and yo Ee |} an amendment, which will be stated. 
ty f ashington, under ¢ ontract t } ole " o>. a - : 
nce Hos] by the Surgeon-General of the Army, fhe Secrerary. On page 156, in line 4, after the 
shall be paid from the revenues of the District | “ Revised Statutes,” it is proposed to strike out the provi 
other half from the Treasury of the United States, | foyjows: 


ind provided further, That section 2 of the act of June 30, 
being chapter 1355 as feund in Statutes at Large of the United §S 
volume 32, part 1, page 549, shall be, and the same is hereby, re; 
Ss ' ai , Mr. PENROSE. I sincerely hope the Senate confere 
oat ed aeeas ks wan came eee | support this amendment. The effect of the provision of 

of charities of , trict of | House would be to transfer the custody of the United st 
| be paid from the revenues of | records from Scranton to Harrisburg. Scranton is muc! 
half trom the Treasury of the | jarger place; it is the residence of the judge, and it is the | 
place to continue as the place of custody for those records. 
page 139, after line 18, to in- | Mr. HALE. — The Senate conferees always support the an 
ments of the Senate. 

os Mr. PENROSE. Yes. 

> $15,000. | The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to t! 

was agreed to. A ; | amendment submitted by the Senator from Maine [Mr. Ha) 
n unent was, on page 139, line iatay tO mcr ase the The amendment was agreed to. 

ion for current expenses of the Pacific Branch,| ‘phe reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the « 

for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, at Santa | of line 12, on page 156. 


was acre ed to. 


nt was, on page 130, after line 24, to in- 


charities of the 


M2 $303,500 tO HobS,20V. Mr. KEAN. May I ask a question with respect to th 
ndment was agreed to. a ; on page 156, line 10? 
amendment was, on page 144, line 6, to increase the : 
~ “ = : : : | Sor 2eg Jnite States istrict ¢ ay istrict 
priation for the maintenance of the National Homes | ,, ef, 8%, of United States Giatrict attorney for the District 
Volunteer Soldiers from $4,202,944 to $4,217,944. | : i at 
nt s acreed to, | Does that mean that the district attorney for the District o! 
it was, under the head of “ Under the Columbia gets $23,0002 a ; 
* on page 151, after line 24, to insert: | Mr. HALE. Oh, no. That matter was all thrashed ou 
To wiktbis the Adtersas tenes the House. It includes all the expenses of his office. 
"Mission Indians of southern California, The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendmen 
» Secretary of the Interior, $1,000. the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 157, afte 


; agreed to. | word “ dollars,” in line 1, to insert the following proviso: 


amendment wus, on page 152, line 9, after the word Provided, That the Attorney-General shall hereafter, under rules 
‘re,’ to insert “to be selected and their compensation | regulations prescribed by him, require the clerks of the United S 
the Attorney-General, to be expended under his direc- | circuit and district courts, clerks of the Territorial courts, clerks 
wie af tax eee : ae tiv ae i teen, O 4H | United States courts for the Indian Territory, and the clerks 
much of the pI VISIONS or the act of March 2, 1901, | United States courts in Alaska to report and account for all m: 
ig for the Spanish Treaty Claims Commission, as are in | received by them on account of or as security for fees and costs, 
herewith notwithstanding;” so as to make the clause | t9 report and account for all amounts collected or received by 
on behalf of the United States on account of judgments, fines 
feitures, penalties, and costs. The Attorney-General shall also herea 
e Spanish Treaty Claims Commission: For sal- | require such clerks to report and account for any other moneys r¢ 
in defense of claims before the Spanish Treaty | by them in their official capacity, whether on behalf of the !: 
neluding salaries of Assistant Attorney-Genera States or otherwise, and the Attorney-General shall hereafter pr: 
y law. and of assistant attorneys and necessary | Such docket or dockets or other books as he may deem proper t 
‘. or elsewhere, to be selected and their | kept and used by such clerks in recording, reporting, and acc 
ttorney-General, to be expended under his | for moneys mentioned above in this paragraph, and in recordin 
rovisions of the act of March 2, 1901, pro- fees and emoluments earned by them, which dockets or other 
Claims Commission, as are in conflict | Shall be kept and used by said clerks in accordance with rules and 1 
3 lations prescribed by the Attorney-General. 
d to. The amendment was agreed to. 
Ss, on page 153, after line 12, to strike | The next amendment was, on page 158, line 9, after the v 
“act,” to insert “of March 3, 1901, and of joint resolutio: 
the preparation of law indexes, ete., and to pro- | March 38, 1905;” so as to read: 
clerks sae a Pp Aino aaa a en a ‘ = | On and after December 15, 1906, no sums of money shall be p: 
scordance with @ filam previeusis eae aie | under and by virtue of the act of Congress of June 4, 1897, provi 
th houses of Congress, and to perpar such | 208, the revision and codification of the criminal and penal laws + 
npilations of law as may be renuived ? ot United States and the subsequent ects of Congress of March By 
e, $5,840 to pay for five additional as- and March 3, 1901, enlarging the duties of the commissioners appo 
at $1.800, one at $1,200. one at soo9 | Under said act, but the said commission so created shall, on or 
the Law Librarian $500, the said sum | srid December 15, 1906, complete the duties imposed upon them ft 
notwithstanding section 1765 of the and shall present their final report thereon to the Attorney-Gen 
, aecordance with the provisions of said act of March 3, 1901, 


joint resolution of March 3, 1905, before said date, etc. 


1 





t amendment be passe rer “ . : 4 
so $49 passed over. Mr. HALE. On page 158, line 8, I move to strike out 


words “Attorney-General” and insert “ Congress;” so as 
; read: 


on page 1538, beginning in | 
of law indexes, ete. 
amendment will be passed And shall present their final report thereon to the Congr 
accordance with the provisions, etc. 
uned. The next amendment The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
ions was, under the head of The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
fter the word “ otherwise,” to The reading of the bill was resumed, and continued to 
end of line 13, on page 160. 
al salaries of the United States marshals for the dis- Mr. HALE. I offer the amendment I send to the desk, w! 
d the southern district of California are hereby fixed | by inadvertence was not printed in the bill. 
espectivery The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maine prop 
mendment was agreed to. an amendment, which will be stated by the Secretary. 
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| 
SrcrEeTARY. On page 160, after line 13, it is proposed to | reference to its adaptability ] ‘ 
e bef Lt I > ite mi 5 il r hy 1? 
i s of a special master, to be appointed Mr. HALE. All of that has been « 1 
{ udge presiding in the United States | by the Committee on the Libra It is 
in the western district of Wa anes 1 1 7 ao - 
) se of United States against George | *°CORG edition. The Committ ' 
\ to the defendant or his counsel as | ered the question on the first « t ry} i 
nd therefrom the extent and amount | [ mav say properly, upo Ef ou ‘ 
t from the United States assay offi | iti : oe ee ere ae eee 
imes of depositors to whom said gold | ‘tee on Appropriations 
D amount and value of gold dust ) tended to j ert it t} 
L . l 
i depositor special master to kn edge tl com! } 
; ’ s a ms in chancery, and the/};. 6. .~, — : pas 
5393 of the Revised Statutes of the | 4% Put in for the second e ! t W rE J 
State apply to all proceedings had before him, the findings | work. There is » doubt 
ecial m r to be final and binding upon the depositors Mr. CULRBRERSO? 
t shall be found to have been embezzled, and upon the | , LBERSON ° 
States in so fat concet l 1atter of settlement with | ‘¥© + 
Ss, 2 mm et ext li $12,000: Provided, That nothing Mr. HALE. By t 
ntained shall be construed s; admitting or impl; \ Nhe Wie PEST 
the part of the United States for gold dust embezzled by ve E-PRESIDEN' 
r~Y mmc r : . ‘ . ; . ' ‘I In 
ULBERSON. I will ask the Senator in charge of the " sal 
: . . | 1 ig ] 
this amendment is the one reported favorably by the ns .™ 
t a 7 > or ft Col tt ‘ } } 
ittee on the Judiciary ? I } ”" J 
= = Sa hae . , ? | t Rind 
HALE. Yes; it is the same amendment. It was left ee . 
inadvertence. word ‘ 
0 yt trnet 
imendment was agreed to. eee psec ee 
. . ° oon SO aS to read: 
eading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment ike A 
Committee on Appropriations was, on page 164, line 15, | _ For the public printing, for the publ ne 
se the appropriation for subsistence, including supplies | ceca ¢ Consreas ‘ 
ners, warden, deputy warden, etc., at the United States | ing ipping, and engraving fi i 
iarv at Atlanta, Ga., from $30,000 to $33,500. Court of the United Stat 
es ; lt 1, the Court of Clair e | 
ndment was agreed to. of 1 the t 
t amendment was, on page 164, line 23, to increase | all ne ry clerks and 
‘opriation for elothing and transportation, including | Teé®t Sas and electric fixt 
ky : - \Itr qt VORP r _ 
ig as can be made at the penitentiary, etc., at the Mr. GALLINGER. I underst 
| States penitentiary at Atlanta, Ga., from $15,000 to from Ohio [Mr. Dick] wis! 


), this ii 

amendment was agreed to. Mr. DICK entered the Ch 
xt amendment was, on page 167, line 1, to increase Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from O 
ppropriation for the maintenance of the United States Mr. DICK. I desire 


at Atlanta, Ga., from $126,220 to $132,220. the reason, if any, whi 
mend it was agreed to. parts of lines 12 and 1 0} e 170 


+ r) 


next amendment was, on page 168, after line 6, to insert; | iMStallation of, and instructio 


systems? or 




















DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 
}* 4 | 9 rl 1 tha + . } +1 
purchase of land and the entire contribution of the United Mr. HALE. I am glad e. , ay ‘ i 
d the erection of a»building to be used as permanent quar a hew thing entirely; the <« ni ‘ 
city of Washington by the International Bureau of the | cerning it. and the language was 
Republies and the Columbus Memorial Library, $200,000, to be conference we n ids Cecilie 
i upon the order of the Secretary of State. M it r t 1K Inhay get = rma 
aia : tie : a ; ; . Mr. DICK. A very bri 
CLAY. I should like to have the attention of the Sen-| ..°', “ A _ 
Mai lo t from the Printing Office is the nfor 1 | 
m Maine to this item: : eo 
f 1 1 tl : . the Senate with reference to t l 
purchase of land and the entire contribution of the United a aye yt — 
_ 1 the erection of a building to be used as permanent quat it is the ] uryp SE of the | ri} 
he city of Washington by the International Bureau of the Amer- | the Printing Office for the ear Y 
cs erty and for fixing the « 
| ask the Senator whether the Government has been fur- | ness done in this great « ent 
iarters for the Bureau of American Republics. being to curtail what | 
HALE. Yes; the United States furnishes rented build- | in the management o 
t this is a proposition to have a larger building which ! :; 1 it was thougl 
‘commodate all the American Republics in the business | keeping this whole met ! 


hey have here, with an auditorium, and it was considered | in the end to the Gove 

State Department as being a very essential thing. The Mir. EK. 
considered it. This building, when completed, will | conference that the 

the place of the rented quarters that are now furnished. direction there will be » di 
CULLOM. Will the Senator from Maine allow me to | committee of conference ought to ve f 

a brief statement? Mr. DICK. Very good 

HALE. Certainly. The VICE-PRESIDENT 7 

CULLOM. I understand from the Secretary of State also | am lIment proposed by the ¢ 

ne of the South American Republics has already paid in a The amendment was ag! ‘ 





le sum of money for the purpose of the erection of | resumed and continued to 
lding. it has been in the Treasury now for some time Mr. HALE. In line i 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the | appropriation. Insert 
nent proposed by the Committee on Appropriations. “one hundred tl 
mendment to the amendment was agreed to. Che SECRETARY. On ze 171 e 4 


reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment | million,” insert ne hundred thot a; 
he Cemmittee on Appropriations was, under the head of And 


i i \ ‘ 
‘gislative,” on page 169, after line 5, to insert: work, $5,100,000 
rs and constitutions: For the purchase from Prof. Francis N The amendmen Was agreeu to. ” 
of the manuscript for a new. edition of charters, constiti ms, Mr. HALE. And in Ine VY strike ou 
inic laws of all the States, Territories, and colonies now ‘two million ninety-three thousand five hu 
forming the United States, and any acts of Congress relat itn Chained : ” eat . = 0 
‘io, prepared by him, $10,000: Provided, That he shall prepare Lhe SECRETARY. Strike Out, In ibe 
‘te index of the work and do all proof reading in connection | million nine hundred and ninety-th 


eparation, printing. and publication ther and the Publi 

hall print and bind 6,000 copies of the work, of which 2,000 oe 

ll be for the use of the Senate and 4,000 copies for the use lars. = . 

House of Representatives. Mr. HALE. That is all rig 

CULBERSON. Mr. President, this appears to be a legal The amendment was agreed 

I should like to ask the Senator from Maine, who is The reading of the bill was r 
charge of the bill, if the manuscript was examined by the | of the Committee on Appropi 

Judiciary Committee or any other committee of Congress with ' after the date “ 1895,” to. insert 





and insert “ two million ninety-thre 
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visions of public resolution No. 13 of the present session ;” 
$ to nike the clause read: 
the Department of Agriculture, including not to exceed $25,000 
the Weather Bureau, and including the Annual Report of the Sec- 
’ of Agriculture, as required by the act approved January 12, | 
1S95, and in pursuance of the provisions of public resolution No. 13 of 
‘ nt session, S500,000, 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 1738, line 18, after the 
vord “including,” to strike out “the Bureau of the Census 


1l;” and in line 19, after the word “ Survey,” to insert “ and 
£135,000 for the Census Office ;” so as to make the clause read: 
the } of and Labor, the Coast 


Department Commerce including 


reode Survey, and $135,000 for the Census Office, $500,000. 
unendinent was agreed to. 
rhe next amendment was, under the head of “ The isthmian 





1,’ on page 175, line 7, after the date’ “ 1902,” to strike out: 








i, That no part of the sums herein appropriated shall be used 
construction of a canal of the so-called sea-level type. 

Mr. HALE. Two or three matters have been passed over, | 

nd I ask that the amendment on page 175, beginning in line 
7 and including lines 8 and 9, be passed over for the action of 
the Senate to-morrow. 

fhe VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be passed over in the ab- 

we ¢ f ( bie ‘tior 7 

The 1 ling of the bill was resumed and continued to the end 
ot line 23, on page 179. 

Mr. HALE. In line 19, page 179, I move to strike out the 
words “ Secretary of the Treasury ” and insert “ Attorney-Gen- 
eral.” It is done at the request of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
m page 182, after line 3, to strike out section 7 in the following 
Wwol 

7. From and after July 1, 1906, all of the expenses of the su- 
| e court of the District of Columbia and of the court of appeals, 
Li t of Columbia, the office of the United States\marshal for said 
1) t, and the office of the district attorney for said District, 
including the salaries of the judges of the supreme court, the sal 

of the judges and clerk and assistant clerk of the court of ap- 

‘ the salaries of the district attorney and his assistants. all 

s of itness fees of jurors, pay of bailiffs and criers, and all 

miscellaneous expenses of said courts, and all other lawful ex 

nses said courts and their officers, shall be paid one half from 

venues of the District of Columbia and the other half from 

e revenues of the United States: Provided further, That one-half of 

es collected d deposited by the marshal after June 30, 1906, 

es rendered by him and his deputies shall be deposited to the 

t of the District of Columbia and the other half to the credit of 

United States, and the excess of the earnings of the clerk of the 

court of the District of Columbia, and the fees of the 

the id yuurt of appeals shall be deposited in like man 

P led further, That if a balance shall be found due the 

of the supreme court of the District of Columbia under section 

S2 of 1 Code of ie District of Columbia, such balance shall be 

one-half from the revenues of the District of Columbia and one- 

e revenues of the United States: Provided further, That 

* all expenditures hereunder shall, for the fiscal year 1908 

and illy thereafter, be submitted through the Commissioners of the 

T) at 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 183, line 9, to change the 
number of the section from “8S” to “* 7.” 

rhe amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 183, line 14, to change the 
number of the section from “9” to “8.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 183, after line 20, to insert 
sa new section the following: 

JAMESTOWN EXPOSITION. 
SI %. That there shall be exhibited at the Jamestown Exposition by 
nment of the United States from its Executive Departments, 

. in _ Institution, the National Museum, and the Library 

‘ g such articles and materials as illustrate the functions 

inistrative facilities of the Government and such articles and 

f an historical nature as will serve to impart a knowledge 

’ nd national history; and such Government exhibits 

de the Life-Saving Service, the Revenue-Cutter Service, the 

Nav) tl Light-House Service, the wireless telegraph 

Bu i of Fisheries, and an appropriate exhibit of the 

1 reso irces of the district of Alaska, the Territory of 

| Phi I Islands, and the island of Porto Rico. And the 
I the A ican Republics is hereby invited to make an exhibit 
of tl sources and international relations of the American 

j : nd space in tl United States Government building shall 
i for t 1 se And the Jamestown Tercentennial Com- 

1 created by an act of Congress of March 3, 1905, providing for 
nternational naval, marine, and military celebration on the waters 

of Hampton Roads, in the State of Virginia, composed of the Secretaries 
of the Treasury W: and Navy, shall, in addition to the authority 
and duties conferred and imposed by the said act, be authorized and 
emp ed, and it shall be their duty to provide for the selection, pur- 
hase, preparation, transportation, arrangement, safe-keeping, exhi- 
on, and return of the said Government exhibits; and to this end 


hall have power and authority to create and appoint such boards, 
ssions, agents, and employees as they may deem desirable, and | 


to yest in such boards, commissions, agents, and employees such power 


¢ 


| of the piers which 








and authority as they may deem necessary or expedient. In additi 
to the articles and materials which the said Jamestown Tercentennjs| 
Commission may select for exhibition as aforesaid, the President of t . 
United States may in his discretion designate other and additions) 
| articles and materials. Zz 
| ‘The officers and employees of the Government who may be appointed 
| as aforesaid by the said Jamestown Tercentennial Commission to ca 
| out the provisions of this section, and any officers and employees of { 
Government who may be detailed to assist them, including’ officers 
the Army and Navy, shall receive no compensation in addition to t} 


| regular salaries, but they shall be allowed their actual and necessary 
| traveling expenses, together with a per diem in lieu of subsistence. (5 
| be fixed by the Secretary of the Treasury, while necessarily absen; 
| from their homes engaged upon the said business. Officers of the A; 
|} and Navy shall receive said allowance in lieu of the subsistence ay) 
| mileage now allowed by law; and the Secretary of War and the Se . 
tary of the Navy may, in their discretion, detail retired Army or N 
| officers for such duty. Any provision of law_ which may prohibit @ 
| detail of persons in the employ of the United States to other seryjceo 
than that which they customarily perform shall not apply to persons 
detailed for duty in connection with the said Jamestown Tercentennja) 
Exposition. And to carry out the provisions of this section the sum of 
$200,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appro. 
priated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated 
the same to be expended in accordance with the general law and such 
rules and regulations as the said Jamestown Tercentennial Commission 


may prescribe. 

That the Secretary of the Treasury shall cause to be erected on . 
site of the said exposition the following buildings: A building for the 
United States Government exhibit provided for in section 1 of this 
act, with such annex as may be necessary for the Territorial and 


sular exhibit; a building for the exhibit of the United States Life- 
| Saving Service; a fisheries building, including an aquarium, and a 


building for the Geological Survey; all of which buildings shall not 
| exceed in the aggregate a cost of $250,000, which amount shall be ap- 
portioned among them by the said Jamestown Tercentennial Commis- 
sion; also a building for use as a place of rendezvous for the sai 
; and soldiers of the United States Navy and Army and of the foreig: 
navies and armies participating in the celebration, at a cost not exceed- 
ing $75,000; also a building for use as a place of rendezvous for the 
commissioned naval and Army officers participating in said celebration, 





at a cost not exceeding $50,000. Included in the said several sums 
representing the cost of the said several buildings shall be the prepar: 
tion of the grounds therefor and the lighting thereof. All of said 


buildings shall be erected, as far as practicable, on the colonial style 


| of architecture from plans prepared by the Supervising Architect of 


the Treasury, to be approved by the Secretary of the Treasury; and 
the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to contract for s 
buildings in the same manner and under the same regulations as for 
other public buildings of the United States. And to carry out the ot 
jects of this section, the several sums of money in this section above 
enumerated, aggregating $375,000, are hereby appropriated, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. At the close of 
the exposition the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized and directed 
to dispose of said buildings or the materials composing the same, and 
are provided for in this act, or the materials thereof, 
giving preference to the Jamestown Exposition Company to the extent 
that it shall have the option to purehase the same at an appraised 
value to be ascertained in such manner as the Secretary of the Tre 
ury may determine. 

That to the end that free and ready communication between the ships 
and the shore may be had, and in order to furnish ample and safe har 
bor for the small craft necessary to convey the soldiers and exposition 
visitors from the grounds to the fleet, there shall be constructed from 
plans to be furnished by the Jamestown Exposition Company and a) 
proved by the Secretary of War, two piers extending from the exposi- 
tion grounds into the waters of Hampton Roads, the ends of said piers 
to be surmounted with towers for the exhibit, if practicable, of ft! 
Light-House Service and wireless telegraph service. Said piers shall 
be connected by an arch sufliciently high to permit small craft to enter 
under it into a basin or harbor, which shall be dredged to a sufiicient 
depth to accommodate boats drawing not more than 10 feet of water 
at mean low tide. And the Secretary of War is directed to contract 
the construction of said piers and basin in the same manner and under 
the same regulations as for public structures of the United States, 
the contract price shall not exceed the sum of $400,000, or as much 
thereof as may be necessary, which sum is hereby appropriated, out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated : Provided, 
That before the appropriation made by this section shall become av: 
able, the Jamestown Exposition Company shall file with the Se: 
tary of the Treasury an agreement that it will, at its own expe 
operate and manage said piers and basin during the period of the expo- 
sition, and that it will, at its illumine the 





ise 


own expense, same So as 
to make it a feature of especial attractiveness when viewed from | 
harbor where the naval fleets will be assembled: Provided further, That 
all small craft attached to any naval vessel of this or any foregn 


country, whose fleet is in the waters of Hampton Roads to participate 
in the celebration, shall have access to and use of said basin and pi 
for the purpose of communication with the exposition grounds with 
any charge therefor and under such rules and regulations as the Se 
retary of the Navy shall prescribe: Provided further, That the 
right of access and use of said basin and piers during the exposition 
shall be, and is hereby, reserved to the United States, but not 
herein contained shall be construed to impose upon the United St: 
any obligation to maintain or keep in repair such piers or basin 
approaches thereto. 

That for the transportation of United States troops participating in 
the said Jamestown Tercentennial Exposition and the extraordin: 
expense incident to such participation, the sum of $100,000 is her 
appropriated, or as much thereof as may be necessary, out of 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be expended 
the discretion of the Secretary of War. 

That in aid of the said Jamestown Tercentennial Exposition t! 
sum of $250,000 is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Tre 
ury not otherwise appropriated, which sum shall be paid to the Jam: 
town Exposition Company upon satisfactory evidence being furnish 
the Secretary of the Treasury that the said company has expended 
sum of $500,000 on account of said exposition. Said $250,000 
be paid by the Secretary of the Treasury upon vouchers and sa‘ 
factory evidence that it has been expended for the purposes of the 
exposition other than salaries. 

That for the erection of a permanent landing pier at_ Jamestown 
Island on the frontage owned by the Association for the Preservation 


sal 


shall 
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of Virginia Antiquities, the precise location to be agreed upon by the 
ecretary of War and said association and to be donated by said asso- 
ition to the United States, the sum of $15,000, or so much thereof 
as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated, out of any sum of money 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. The Secretary of War is 
rected to contract for the construction of said pier in the same man- 
and under the same requirements as for public structures of the 


inited States: Provided, however, That if in the judgment of said 
etary of War any pier which is already constructed upon land 
ijacent to the land owned by said Association for the Preservation 


Virginia Antiquities is suitable for the purpose of landing to view 
s historic spot and to land material for the construction of the 
nument to be erected thereon, and the same can be purchased within 
appropriation here made, he is hereby authorized to expend the 
1 hereby appropriated for the purchase of said pier and of a suf- 
nt and proper amount of land adjacent thereto to give free access 
grounds owned by such Association for the Preservation of Vir- 
ia Antiquities and the monument to be erected thereon under the 
isions of an act approved March 3, 1905. For the policing during 
exposition period of the grounds owned by the Association for the 
ervation of Virginia Antiquities, upon Jamestown Island, and for 
thereon suitable retiring rooms and rest stations for the visit- 
wublic, and for providing drinking water at suitable places thereon, 


the 





{ for such benches and other accommodations as visitors to such 
d will need, the sum of $10,000, or so much thereof as may be 
sary, is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury 


otherwise appropriated. The moneys appropriated by this section 
| be expended by and under the direction of the Secretary of War, 
shall not be expended by him until such provisions are made with 
association as will insure the free access, not only to the landing 
but to every part of the grounds of said association, of all visitors 
may come during the period of the said exposition, and wili insure 
access always to that part of the grounds upon which said monu- 
is located. 
at all articles which shall be imported from foreign countries for 
e purpose of exhibition at said exposition upon which fhere shall 
. tariff or customs duty shall be admitted free of the payment of 
duty, customs, fees, or charges, under such regulations as the 
etary of the Treasury shall prescribe; but it shall be lawful at 
me during the exposition to sell, for delivery at the close thereof, 
oods or property imported for and actually on exhibition in the 
ion buildings or on the grounds, subject to such regulations for 
i of the revenue and for the collection of import duties 
y of the Treasury may prescribe: Provided, That all 
hen sold or withd I in the U 
. Shall be subject to the duty, if any, imposed upon such ai 
revenue laws in force at the date of withdrawal, and on articl 
1 shall have suffered diminution or deterioration from incid 














suca 








1 for consumption or use 
























nta 
1! and necessary exposure the duty, if paid, shail be assessed 
ding to the appraised value at the time of withdrawal for con 
s ition or use, and the penalties prescribed by law i be enforced 
t any person guilty of any illegal sale or withdrawal: Provided 
That nothing in this section contained shall be construed as 

ivitation, expre or implied, from the Government of the [ 
States to any foreign government, state, municipality, corporation, 
ship, or individual to import any such articles for the purpose of 

tion at the said exposition. 

t medals with appropriate devices, emblems, and inscriptions 


emorative of said Jamestown Tercentennial Exposition and of t 
be made to the exhibitors thereat and to successful cou 
ts in aquatic and other contests shall be prepared for the James 
Exposition Company by the Secretary of the Treasury at ne 
the United States, subject to the provisions of the fifty-second 
n of the coir act of 1893, upon the payment by the Jamestown 
sition Company of a sum equal to the cost there yf: and autl 
e given by the Secretary of 








re 












the Treasury to the holder of a nedal 

| rly awarded to him to have duplicates thereof made at any of 

{ ints of the United Sta from gold, silver, or bronze upon the 
nt by kim for the s e of a sum equal fo the cost thereof. 

j id of the Negro Development and Exposition Company of 





States of Ar 
the negro 1 


is 





ica to enable it to make an exhibit of the 
o race in this country at the said exposition, the 
hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treas 





4K { 
$100,000 











net otherwise appropriated. This sum shall be expended by the 
town Tercentennial Commission under rules and regulations 
ibed by it and for such objects as shall be approved by both the 
Negro Development and Exposition Company of the United States of 
ica and the said Commission: Provid&®!, however, That a rea 


e proportion of said appropriation shall be expended for a build- 
within which to make such exhibit. 


hat except to the extent and in the manner by this act provided 
i authorized the United States Government shall not be liable on 
count whatever in connection with the said exposition, and 


ing in this act shall be construed so as to create any liability upon 











part of the United States Government, direct or indirect, for any 
t or obligation incurred, or for any claim for aid or pecuniary as- 
tance from Congress or the Treasury of the United States in sup 
port of or in liquidation of any debts or obligations created by said 
United States Government Board, or any other board, commission, 
‘ any person or persons whomsoever, acting or claiming to act by 


) 
ity of this act in excess of the appropriations provided for | 
*t. 
the United States Government shall not in any manner or under 
be liable for any of the acts, doings, or 
of the Jamestown Exposition Company, its r 


Phat 


circumstances 





representa- 





om S, agents, serv 











ts, employees, or any of them, or service, sal: labor, or 
res of said officers, agents, servants, or employees, or any of them, 
or any subscription to the capital stock, or for any stock certit 
cates, bounds, mortgages, or obligations of any kind issued by said 
corporation, or for any debts, liabilities, or expenses of any kind or 


ture whatsoever incurred by the said Jamestown Exposition Com- 
ny in connection with the holding of the said exposition. 
‘hat all moneys appropriated by this act which the Jamestown 
Tercentennial Commission is authorized to expend shall be drawn out 
of the Treasury in such manner and under such regulations as such 
Commission may determine, subject to the approval of the Secretary 
of the Treasury; and at the close of the exposition period, and after 


the work of such Commission is completed, such Commission shall 
make a complete report of their actions hereunder and a complete 





statement of all expenditures for each of the purposes herein specified 
to the President of the United States for transmission to Congress. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. HALE. I offer the following committee amendment. 
The SeEcRETARY. On page 2, after line 21, insert: 


- 


Cedar Rapids, Iowa—Rent of buildings: For rent of temporary 
quarters for the accommodation of certain Government officials, and all 
expenses incident thereto, including necessary moving expenses, $10,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM. I offer the following amendment. 

The Secretary. On page 180, after line 9, insert: 

And the salary of the appraiser of merchandise for the port of Chi- 


cago is hereby fixed at $4,500. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. WARREN. I ask the Secretary to turn to page 72, line 7, 


“Salaries and commissions of registers and receivers.” With 
the permission of the Senator in charge of the bill, I offer an 
amendment at that point. 

The Secretary. On page 72, line 7, insert after the word 
“ hundred ” the words “ and seventy-three; so as to read “ five 


hundred and seventy-three thousand dollars.” 
Mr. HALE. That is right. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I offer an amendment to the bill. 
The Secretary. After line 14, page .69, insert the side he 
and the following: 
The Director of the Census is hereby authorized and direct 








d 





ed t 

lish, in a permanent form, by counties and minor civil divisior : 
names of the heads of families returned at the First Census of the 
United States in 1790; and the Director of the Census is authorized, in 
his discretion, to sell said publications, the proceeds thereof to 
ered into the Treasury of the United States, to > dep ted to t 
credit of miscellaneous receipts on account of “ Proceeds of s 
Government property.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. In connection with the amendment I 
should like to have inserted in the Recorp an extract from the 























report of the Director of the Census and a letter from tl Li- 
rector of the Census. 
There being no objection, the matter was ordered to be ] ited 
in the Recorp, as follows 
[From the report of the I f t ( for 1904.] 
PROPRIETY OF PUBI {ING TH ( 
In this connection I ask your attention to a ré st frequently made 
| i ions vy and nd t 
i} pile { 1 the 1 s of Is 
it t en St ‘ t i at t s 
iy I t Census sched r I ’ e. G ia 
t i \ ia e b ned t ¢ 
Wa the B ol \ e 
3 l r ill 1 € ne ¢ 
Massac ts, New | s ‘ New Y« 
al It) is i, SO ( , and \ 
! ( . 1 »¥ 1 
1 igin and distri yn v | 1 of the n ! 
I ition of the United Stat 1 1790 ing s ! i 
231,533 ! 1 nt 824,71 1 S nd 
t for \V it s¢ I » Q4) 
po iation €¢ a the ior 
Bureau I es t t this s 1 
families, and hat desired nie l i ” 7 
page it a < ind l é i f OM 
voh es. of S32. 4570 I t if the G t nil 
stantial } v e cor ition » j n ; . 
mon¢ I recommend m 4 g ) ) 
DI iation s p much « i i 
to the Treasury f 1 the of these es If thev ’ 
public at a price res ling ewha j S j 
their distribut those who wi ize da 
which so fret ‘ e dist of | a 
CENSI!I O OFI D> 
Wasi tor dD. ¢ I 
Hon. CHESTER I. LONG, United States & t 
DEAR SENATOR LON In 1 ? » ¥ ls n : 
I beg to y that the prop i f y ( t 
resolution “‘ to provide for the | ica 1 of f 3 
of families returned at the First Cer s of the 1 as 3 
: , CC nendah! r Y 1 
t exi lin 1790 i Y y Vv 
ge! . 
s tha ! \ I t wid l 1 
l to 1 \ s n 
- See : 3 1 ; 
! d and attr int d 
hown ] r g ‘ . 
riotic vn ef t 
of the e ) 
ishingt resoluti \ f 
losing c ‘ I is 
vi re l t 4 ] 
of the Director of the a f ex 
my views, I am inclosing f this t ' i 
the proposed publicatic 
This extract from tl t i eates t 
of the proposed publication, in two volur , will 
$32,000. ‘The printing will be the only cost nnected wit - 
cation, as the records can be copied at convenient intervals, y the 
regular clerical force of this office. 
I beg leave to call your attention to the fact that a resolution sim- 
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‘GER’s was introduced in the House of Representa- 

f New York, and that the Census Committee of 

ti on Friday last, authorized a favorable report 
nd struck out the last provision of the resolution 
1,000 copies should be printed for the use of the Sen- 
xv the use of the House of Representatives, and 
distribution by the Director of the Census. This 
le upon n suggestion, in view of the fact 

of the C us Office are included in the Con- 

or printing. In every case the size of the edition 

is left by tl law to the discretion of the 

iit of which has been a much greater 

Office than would have been possible 

an entire avoidance of wasteful distri- 

plaint has recently been made. In order 

nd the attitude of the Census Office upon 


y of a memorandum on the sub- | - . 
| amendment, I do not want to take any time on this matter. 


f clerk of this Office. 

301 n will be still further improved if, 
cen out by the House committee, the fol- 
“And the Director of the Census is 
said publication, the proceeds 
Treasury of the United States, to be 
us receipts on account of pro- 
The adoption of this amend- 
distribution of the publication, 
of the volumes will return to the 
of the cost of printing. - Under these 
to attaching Senator GALLINGER’S 

mendment, to the census bill now pen 


sell 


S. N. D. Nortu, Director. 
beg to offer another amendment. 
subject to a point of order, which I 

t it. It is a matier that is very 
feel that there is an urgent neces- 
» amendment in the bill in the hope 


fter line 18, on page 106, insert: 
Trac- 
gton, and 
y autl 
n pla 
‘ ) Commissioners 
ct with existing tracks at the 
ire avenue or North Capitol street, 
and to erate cars on such tem- 
V verhead trolley } the construction of 
ound electric system, * which, so far as Union 
ension ire concerned, 
mporary tracks, 
ation of the ove 
nediately 


Railway and Electric Company, the Capital 
the City and Subu vay of Washi: 

nd Potomac River ‘ompany are hereb; 
port ; the Union Stat 
ed by the 


poles, and other appur- 
rhead-trolley lines herein 
re efore referred to. 

suppose that is intended to 
has been under discussion in 
from New 


nt tra 


HANSBROUGH. J 


bill 


Senator 


which 


the 
Hampshire if that is 


if this should become a 
een under debate will be 
which has been under dis- 
be abandoned if this becomes a 
the only reason, that I feel it is 
the Senate should pass the bill 
within a day or two, that it could 

1 another body. 
GH. I think the Senator is right about that. 


se to de 


id J had 

amendment the 

I understand it, 

verhead trolley ] 
Yes. The 

yed since 


nent, 


myself prepared an an 
fc 
ines. 
bill which has 

last December, 


been under 
hence 


ae 
aeh 


I 
endl 


I think the Senator from New Hamp- | 


ing himself to do with the delay. 


. 7 
creed To. 


sion of the 


acting 
ill 
amendment. 
ee amendment. 
after line 13, insert: 
ral Land Office: To enable 


fice to reproduce by 


the office 
Cal., which 


records of 


of the 
were 


rancisco, 


ul ril is. 

1 l I may be 1 
Mr. HALE. I 
the defi 


a ] ?_ 


iency bills, but if not, it ought to be, and therefore I 
to the amendment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


biect 
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| condition 


| matter here. 


In | 


| old 
| amendment. 


after the operative comple- 


take | 


| after the word “ building, 


lay the bill which has been under | 
ndment | 
Senator has just offered. | 
x merely temporary tracks | international 
| necessary 


the | 


chairman in! 
behalf of the committee, I desire | 


1906, $14,565, or so much | 


JUNE 20, 


Mr. NELSON. I move to strike out the proviso on page 
commencing in line 7, in the following words: 
Provided, That this appropriation shall be available only under 


condition that no bar or canteen shall be maintained at said 
for the sale of beer, wine, or other intoxicating liquors. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the am: 
ment. 

The Secretary. On page 144, line 7, after the word “ 
lars,” strike out the following proviso: 

Provided, That this appropriation shall be available only under 


that no bar or canteen shall be maintained at said H:. 
for the sale of beer, wine, or other intoxicating liquors. 

Mr. NELSON. If the committee has no objection to 
Mr. HALE. I am very sorry the Senator has projected 
It will take a very long debate. The commi 
vas practically decisive, I will not say unanimous, that : 
House had taken this matter in hand and had passed 
provision the Senate should not antagonize it. The Senate 
been beset by Members from the House who were out) 
asking us to raise the issue. When it had been settled in 
House the committee decided not to raise that issue. | 
very sorry the Senator has done it. It will lead to a very 

debate. 

Mr. NELSON. I can not withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. HALE. Then it is utterly impossible to-night to tal 
vote upon it. I shall ask, when we get through with ihe 
that it be reported to the Senate and all the amendments wy! 
are not in question concurred in, and I shall ask that em 
amendments, including this one, shall be reserved. I hope 
Senator, before the debate is closed, will see how much he 
delaying the bill by this amendment. 

Mr. NELSON. I want the Senator from Maine to w 
stand that I am not doing it for the purpose of delay. | 
doing it in the interest of the old soldiers. I am, to a cer 
extent, an old soldier myself, and it is because I feel for 
men in our Soldiers’ Homes that I am in favor of 
I do not move the amendment for the purpose 
delaying the bill. If the Senator does not care to hear me o1 


1 as Union | jt to-night, I will let it go over until to-morrow morning. 
there is no authority in | 


Mr. HALE. It will have to go over, because there is not 
voting quorum here now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
will be passed over. 

Mr. NELSON. Without prejudice. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without prejudice. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. With the consent of the acti! 


Without objection, the amendment 


| chairman, I propose an amendment. 


The Secretary. On page 154, after line 3, insert: 

That the consolidated index to the United States Statutes at I 
from March 4, 1789, to March 3, 1903, prepared under authorit 
Senate resolution of June 19, 1902, be printed, bound, and distri 
in the manner now provided by law for the printing, binding, and d 
tribution of the United States Statutes at Large and the hi 
Statutes. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. I offer an amendment to go in on page 
” in line 15. 

The Secretary. On page 20, after line 15, 
paragraph, as follows: 

International catalogue of scientific literature: For the cooper 
of the United States in the work of the international catalog 
scientific literature, including the preparation of a classified | 
catalogue of American scientific publications, for incorporation i 
catalogue, the expense of clerk hire, the purcha 
books and periodicals, and other necessary incidental « 
penses, $5,000, the same to be expended under the direction of | 
Secretary of the Smithsonian Institution. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FULTON. I offer an amendment which I send to t! 
desk. 

The Secrerary. On page 157, line 22, strike out the word 
“ December ” and insert the word “ October;” so as to read 

On and after October 15, 1906, no sums of money shall be pa) 
under and by virtue of the act of Congress of June 4, 1897, prov 


insert a m 


| for the revision and codification of the criminal and penal laws o! 


United States, etc. 


Mr. HALE. That is only a matter of time. There is no < 


| jection to the amendment. 
the 


photo- | 
he official plats of the United | 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FULTON. On page 158, line 6, I move to strike out 
word “ December” and insert the word “ October;” so as 
read: 

And the subsequent acts of Congress of March 3, 1899, and Mar 


ssary. | 3, 1901, enlarging the duties of the commissioners appointed under s: 
think that is already provided for in one 

Fi that is already provided for in one of | 15, 1906, complete the duties imposed upon them thereby and shall | 
| sent their final report thereon to the Attorney-General in accordance 


act, but the said commission so created shall, on or before said Oct 


with the provisions of said act, ete. 
The amendment was agreed to, 








-ATTERSON. Mr. President, my colleague [Mr. TELLER], 
1e went home, introduced an amendment which was 
and I ask that it be inserted at the bottom of page S89. 

VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
crerARY. At the foot of page S9 insert: 











tion 4 of an act entitled “‘An act to provide for the final 
of the affairs of » Five Civilized Tribes in the Indian Ter 
for other purposes,’ approved April 26, 1906, be, and the 
‘by, amended by adding the following proviso at the end of 


\LE. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] pre- 
iat matter in the committee. I told him we were not | 
to go into that question, and that if the amendment 
iitted I must make a point of order against it. 


\TTERSON. I hope the Senator from Maine will not 
n a point of order. 
int of order, bu 
ige of t 


ment 
ment 


t it is to remedy what those who have 
he subject know a very grave 
the of the Five 





iS in- 


of affairs Civilized 


amendment 
of the Inte to examine the re 
and transfer to the rolis of citizens by 


3 shi 


do 


lis of th 


allow 
Five 
blood 
juld be there, as appears from the enroll- 
It is that and nothing more. It is a matter that 
of record, about which and to accomplish which no 
idence or evidence de hors the record may be in- 


proposes to is 





ior 


It is simply to give to a class of people who are en- 

ve it, under solemn act of Congress, the lands and 

efits the acts pertaining to the Five Civilized Tribes 
ed that they should have. 

the Senator from Maine, who is usually so 

vill not make the point of order. Certainly he must 


that the Senate has been kind in interposing no points 
yrovisions that are in this bill and that 
ect to points of order; and I think that he might omit 
the point when the only thing that is sought to be ac 
1 is that which, if justice is done to helpless people, 
lone in this way. 
| to the 
to the bill. 
[ALE. Mr. President, I not think the 
be embarrassed by introducing this subject and put- 


» any, many } 


Senator from Maine to allow this provision to 


? , P . 
ao conte eS 


iS an amendment. I think the Senator himself sees 
of the objection. I realize what he has said that the 
s been very indulgent about this bill. 
TERSON. Let me say to the Senator from Maine 
f understand it, the members of the Committee on 
irs of the Senate recognize the justice of this pro- 
wou have been in the bill in substanee had it not 
intense opposition of a member of the conference 


rt of the House. 


\LE. Now, I appeal to the Senator. Suppose he were 
Does he think that. this subject which has been 
ut in long debate and in conference upon another 


it to be presented and put into this bill, and thereby 
question with another set of conferees? 
\TTERSON. It has never been presented in this form. 
ever been presented in a manner in which everything 
objectionable has been eliminated. The objections that 
le when we had it up before, I will say to the Senator 
ine, were that it admitted testimony dehors the record 
urpose of establishing the citizenship. Now everything 
nd is eliminated, and it is simply a duty now that by 
is devolved upon the Secretary of the Interior 
transfers as they should be made under the 
‘h appears on the rolls themselves. 
the Secretary of the Interior. I hope he can. 
[ALE. I wish that Senators would take some responsi- 
selves. I have every day measures submitted to me 
»w to be subject to a point of order. Sometimes they 
my constituents. 
are subject to a point of order. I wish Senators, 
e€ a grave responsibility about these things, when they 
ieged to offer amendments to appropriation bills that 
v are subject to a point of order, would decline to pre- 
m. It ought not to be pushed in in this way and an 
be made to the Senator in charge of the bill to give 
rights of the Senate and the committee. Senators 
ves ought to exercise some judgment and ought to be 
) say no. 


het 


, T . 
These Lil W 


The Senator 


wy hi 
vy Abat 


Sone 
bY 


ne 1e 





} and I 
I realize, of course, that it is sub- | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 


I decline to present them | 


n not accept this amendment because it is subject to a | 


of order. If an appropriation bill is to be a matter of 


ation and every Senator is to offer every amendment he | 
ed to offer, although he knows it is subject to a point of 
cr, and then he is to make a personal appeal to the Senator 


ee 


SENATE. 





in charge of the bill, we 
lation. I am no 


are 


resp 


ho 





more 


rT 


me as he de es, 
Mr. PATTERSON. 
unduly iz 
th 


to 


Mr. President 
view of the very gentl iy yin 
Maine secks 


be sistent in 
Senator from 


to the Senator from 


eo 





SAY 


speak for one Senator who has time and 
motives that he suggested uld sen ed to 
move amendments to appropriation bill the ‘ 
he states. 
I want to ask the Senator 


use the term in the most in 

















comes with good grace, after a bill has be r » t 
and accepted, that if matters subj to 9 f 
eliminated from it it would be at ] i hird 
Surely the Senator from Maine has » to 
that Jacksonian firmness hich he s i ex] and 
which I am glad he is now exhibit 

other conference committ: n I 

great vessel. If he we i i it { 
of, and that would be so admirable if it could 
hibited not only by n. but by | the Senat 

of course, I would not have a word to say. 

But I say to the Senator this is a matter in wl 
taken a personal interest, and I have offered the 
because I am convinced that the plainest kind 
tice requires that some relief of this kind 
Were it not for that fact, if I had : 
considerable investigation, if I w 
tive justice of the proposition, and if it did 
devolve upon the Secretary of the Int 
this right from the records in his own office, I w l 
moment. 

Mr. HALE. Let me ask the §S * the ¢ 
Indian Affairs is in favor of this a1 t? 





Mr. PATTERSON. So I unde ind, Mr. Pr t I 


ta i with the chairman of that « mittee, me pon tl 
ticular amendment, but I have talk 

Mr. HALE. If the Committee on Indian Aft 
of this proposition, I will not make the point of o 

Mr. LONG. Mr. President 

Mr. PATTERSON. I do not want to be und 
that the Committee on Indian Affairs n fa a 
I have not talked with all the members. I tal W 
chairman, of the committee, and the chairman |] 
favor of it. I understcod from him that the 
were in favor of a proposition subs 
that this is less objectionable than the ( 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Will » Si I ) 


Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. 
information. 

The VICE 
ment. 


PRESIDENT. 


The Secretary wil 





The Secretary. At the foot of page 89 insert: 

That section 4 cf an act entitle An to 
disposition of the affairs of t } 
Territory, and for ot purty 
tha «a a ic } } lad 
Lilt ‘ Al i ‘ 4 
end of the secti ; 

ind provided further, That t! 
he is hereby, ithorized and di 
re ‘ds of the Five Civilized Tri i 
whether said et I 
their enro]lme 
either pat S 1 ab { 
sons from one roll to am t 
the facts appearing by su 

Mr. SPOONER. What is me | ll t 
records? ” 

Mr. PATTERSON. I suppose it means the « ree- 
ords associated with the applications. 

Mr. SPOONER. That they should be t 1 into 
tion in passing on the subject? 

Mr. PATTERSON. It means that the Sect t ! 
terior 

Mr. SPOONER. Is this the same 


discussed the other day in the Senate on the <« 
Mr. PATTERSON. Yes. 
Mr. SPOONER. I do not knoy 
guarded a little more than that. 
Mr. PATTERSON. That might be done, 
committee of conference. 
Mr. HALE. The Committee on Indian 
against this matter. If the members of that committee 


vy but the language ought to 


Affairs are evidently 
106 


do 1 
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make any point of order, it having been in that committee, I 
certainly shall not make the point of order. Something ought 
to be done by other committees that deal with these subjects 
and consider and deliberate upon them. If no member of the 
committee makes the point of order on the amendment, I shall 
not make it. 

Mr. LONG. Mr. President- 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maine yield 
to the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. LONG. The chairman of the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, the junior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Crarr], is absent, 
and so I ask that this amendment may go over. 

Mr. HALE. I can not agree to that, Mr. President. I repeat, 
if no member of the Committee on Indian Affairs makes the 
point of order on the amendment I shall not make it, and the 
Senate may adopt it. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Let me say to the Senator from Kansas 
[Mr. Lona] that if the chairman of the Committee on Indian 











Affairs, when he appears here to-morrow, objects, and if the 
Senator from Kansas objects to-morrow, I will agree that the 
nendment may go out. 
Mr. IHALE. I shall not agree that the amendment go over. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. PaTrTerRson]. 
The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. MALLORY. I offer the amendment which I send to the | 
desk, to come in on page 92, at the end of line 14. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Florida will be stated. 
hie ‘Ry. On page 92, at the end of line 14, it is pro- | 
! l the following proviso: 
/ d, That ail of the appropriations herein made for the Govern- 
I ital for the Insane shall be disbursed under the direct super- 
) he Secretary of the Interior by the disbursing officer of the 
of the Interior on vouchers properly certified by the super- 
t of the hospital and approved by the Secretary of the Interior. 
Mr. IIALE. Let the Senator from Florida confine his amend- 


t to the 


» proposition that these appropriations shall be dis- 
suirsed under the control of the Secretary of the Interior. I do 
hot want to recognize any disbursing officer. 
Mr. MALLORY. I call the Senator’s attention to the fact 
in the Report of the Secretary of the Interior for the year 
1 es the direct recommendation, and the amendment, 
h is the language of the recommendation. 





WALI if the Senator will strike out the words I have | 
d, I shall not object; otherwise I shall have to make the 

‘ rd rainst the amendment. 
Mir. MALLORY. I have not before me the copy of the amend- 
ie@ VICE-PRESIDENT. The modification of the amend- 
ed by the Senator from Maine [Mr. Hate] will be 


SecreTarRY. It is proposed to strike out the words “ by | 


ng officer of the Department of 
ied the amendment will read: 
That 


the Interior; ” so 


s mod 
/ 
all of the appropriations herein made for the Govern- 
‘ the Insane shall be disbursed under the direct super- 
3% ft } 
- ary of the 


intendei 


‘ f 
t Ol 


‘Ir. HALE. I 


T +} 


have no objection to the amendment as modi- 


1 yroriyt 


. I think it is ght. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
diment as modified. 

the amendment as modified was agreed to. 


MALLORY. 


he VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
¢ itor from Florida will be stated. 
Srecrerary. On page 91, after the word “ patients,” at 
*jine 7, it is proposed to insert: 
t none of the moneys herein appropriated shall be used 
. or intain more than one horse and vehicle or one auto- 
1e use of the superintendent. 
that is right, Mr. President. 
was agreed to. 
1 offer the amendment which I send to the 


I think 
ainendment 
CARTER. 

des] 


The SECRETARY. 


On page 123, after the word “ dollars,” on 


line 10, it is proposed to insert: 

Of which sum $1,000 may be used under direction of the Secretary 
of War for examination, survey, and plans for adequate water supply 
for Fort William Henry Harrison, in the State of Montana. 


Mr. HALE. Only a thousand dollars? 
Mr. CARTER. Yes; for an examination. 


Interior on vouchers properly certified by | 
the hospital and approved by the Secretary of the | 


I have another amendment which I desire | 





— 


Mr. HALE. Well, I do not object to it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CARTER. On page 127, after line 24, I move to insert 
as a separate paragraph the amendment which I send to the 
desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be state. 

The Secretary. After line 24, on page 127, it is proposed to 
insert : 

For the survey and construction of a wagon road from the West 
Gallatin River, by the most direct and practicable route, to Mammoth 
Hot Springs, in the Yellowstone National Park, $15,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I offer the amendment which I senq 
to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. At what point does the Senator doe. 
sire to have the amendment inserted? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I think somewhere in the vicinity of 
the amendment in relation to the Jamestown Exposition. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to insert, on page &&, after 


| line 10, the following: 


For the management, improvement, and protection of Sullys Hil 
Park, in the State of North Dakota, to be expended under the super. 
vision of the Secretary of the Interior, $2,500. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Just a word, Mr. President. The 


| Secretary of the Interior has recommended this. 


Mr. HALE. That is a park I never heard of. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. That is one of the reasons why | 
offer the amendment. I want a great many people to hear of 


it. The Secretary of the Interior recommends the appropria- 
tion for the improvement of this park. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. Now, Mr. President, I am going to ask that the 
bill be reported to the Senate, and then I shall ask that cer- 
tain amendments be reserved. 

Mr. SPOONER. Before the bill is reported to the Senate, I 
want to ask attention to page 133. The Senator from Maine is 
a man of fine literary sense and taste, and I wish to read the 
language here, which seems to need a little improvement. 

Mr. HALE. On what page? 

Mr. SPOONER. On page 133, beginning with line 11: 
For hospital, namely: Pay of assistant surgeons, matrons, d 
hospital clerks and stewards, ward masters, nurses, cooks, waiters, 
readers, hospital carriage drivers, hearse drivers, gravediggers, funeral 
escort, and for such other services as may be necessary for the 

of the sick. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator might add “and the dead,” if he 
thinks that will cover it. 

Mr. SPOONER. I think that would answer, or “ the burial 
of the dead.” 

Mr. HALE. There is no objection to that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. What is the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. SPOONER. After the word “ sick,” in line 15, page 133, 
I move to insert the words “ and the burial of the dead.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SecreETARY. On page 1338, line 15, after the word “ sick,” 
it is proposed to insert the words “and the burial of the dead.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, before adjournment I 
wish to call the attention of the Senator from Maine to pages 
154 and 155, where amendments occur in italics on those pages. 
I ask the Senator if those amendments do not change exist! 
law? I recall that separate bills for this purpose were 
duced in the Senate; that they were referred to the Comuittee 
on the Judiciary, and were considered by that committee with- 
out final action, if I mistake not. 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator refer to the amendments fix- 
ing the salaries of district attorneys and marshals in the States 


iggists, 


eare 


’ 


ne 
is 


intro- 


| of Idaho and California? 


Mr. CULBERSON. Yes. I recall that, generally speaking, 
it was the opinion of the committee that these matters ough 
be taken up in some general way by a general bill readjusting 
the salaries wherever they should be readjusted, and not con- 
fining the action to Idaho and California. 

Mr. SPOONER. That suggestion was made; but I think 
afterwards it was agreed that in order to equalize these two 
cases pending the general adjustment, which the com» ittee 
was not prepared at that time to report upon, these two should 
be favorably reported, and I think they were. 

Mr. HALE. The Committee on Appropriations were told 


to 


that the Committee on the Judiciary had unanimously agreed, 
under the conditions suggested by the Senator from Wisconsin, 
upon these propositions, and therefore the Committee on Ap- 
propriations recommended their insertion in the bill. 








1996. 


Mr. CULBERSON. Without taking further time, I reserve 
noint of order on those amendments until I can examine the 


patter. 





the 


\ir. NELSON. I wish to say that the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary reported favorably on the subject. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, those amendments may be re- 
served. : 

\ir. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President, I want to reserve the 
rigut to move to reconsider the vote, or to again bring up the 


endment offered by the Senator from New Hampshire [ Mr. 


(ALLINGER] a while ago, in regard to permitting the street rail- 
wavs to lay their tracks to the Union Station. I have examined 
the amendment more carefully than I could by listening to it 


vhen it was read at the desk, and I am not at all pleased with 


\ 


its’ phraseology. That may be my fault. I simply want to 
reserve that amendment when the bill gets into the Senate. 


Meantime I will offer an amendment, which I shall propose to- 
morrow. 

Mr. HALE. 
night. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Then I will offer it as an amendment 
to the amendment offered by the Senator from New Hampshire. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Let it be read, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposed amendment will be 
stated. 

The SecreTary. In lieu of the amendment adopted on motion | 
of Mr. GALLINGER, it is proposed to insert 

fhe VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment in the present 
stage of the bill is not in order. 

\ir. GALLINGER. I should like to have it read for informa- 
tion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposed amendment will be 
read for the information of the Senate. 


The Secretary read as follows: 
That the existing street railway companies in the District of Colum- 
inder rules and regulations to be prescribed by the Commissioners 
e District of Columbia, be, and they are hereby, authorized to lay 
temporary tracks to and from the new Union Station, connecting with 
permanent tracks, and to operate their cars over such temporary 
s by overhead electrical trolley power until such time as the said 
t railway companies, or any of them, shall receive authority from 
to extend their existing lines to and in front of the said 
Union Station and put in permanent conduits for the purpose of operat- 
r their system or systems by the underground trolley. 


Mr. HALE. I shall ask that that amendment be réserved. 
Of course when that amendment comes up in the Senate, amend- 
its can be offered to it, and the Senator can offer his amend- 
at that time. 

HANSBROUGH. 
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That is satisfactory to me. 


rhe VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be in order to offer the 
mendment when the bill reaches the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. I ask that the bill be reported to the Senate. 

Mr. MALLORY. I have an amendment that I will ask to 
have read, and I will offer it when the bill gets into the Senate. 
It is to the amendment adopted at the instance of the Senator 
from New Hampshire | Mr. GALLINGER]. 


. HALE. Let it be printed, Mr. President. 
fr. GALLINGER. I should like to have it read. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. At the request of the Senator from 
New Hampshire, the proposed amendment will be read. 
fhe SecreTary. It is proposed to insert the following proviso: 
ided, That the existing transfer arrangements between said 
ugton Railway and Electric Company and other passenger trans 
tation corporations shall not be terminated except by authority of 





‘ 


Mr. HALE. I am satisfied, in view of all the controversies 
t have arisen, that I shall have to make the point of order 
inst the amendment when it reaches the Senate, but for the 
resent I reserve the right. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I rise to say that I will 
the Senator the trouble of doing that, if I can have the 
ege of withdrawing the amendment that I offered; and 
the traveling public can walk in Washington after the 
on Station is completed. 
Mr. HALE. I understand the Senator withdraws his amend- 


sive 
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Mr. GALLINGER. I do. I withdraw my amendment, and 
| shall make the point of order against all other amendments 

lating to that matter. 

Mr. HALE. Now, Mr. President, I am going to ask that the 
bill be reported to the Senate, and when the Chair asks the 
aquestion—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
which the 
shire was 


Without objection, the vote by 
amendment proposed by the Senator from New Hamp- 
adopted will be regarded as reconsidered. 


tor from New Hampshire withdraws his amendment. 
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I ask that all amendments may be offered to- | 
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Mr. HALE. 


That is right. Now, Mr. President, let the bill 
be reported to the Senate. Then I will reserve certain amend- 
ments. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is inclined to think 


that, as a number of amendments pending in Committee of the 
Whole have been passed over, the bill can not now be reported 
to the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. The same effect reached, Mr. President, if 
the bill be reported to the Senate with such amendments re 
served. When they are reserved in Committee of the Whole 
the right of every Senator is maintained when the bill gets into 
the Senate as to those amendments and t that 
he may make upon them. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments must be first 
agreed to in Committee of the Whole. After imend 
ments go into the Senate they are still open to amendment, but 
they can not be taken into the Senate at this stage, as it 
ous to the Chair that they must be first agreed to as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. HALF. 


is 


any proposition 


as oO the 


is oby 


I do not think it is very essential. It is evident, 


| though I am very sorry it is so, that we can not finish the bill 


T 


to-night. However, the Senate is as much interested I i. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. If the amendm« are “1 to 
as in Committee of the Whole, they can be reserved for separat 
consideration in the Senate. 

Mr. LODGE. 


is as 


nts Aer’ 


e 


Mr. President. of course. if the bill is ré ‘ted 
| to the Senate, it can only be reported with the amendments that 
| have been made as in Committee of the Whol Amendments 

that have been passed over have not been made or dealt with 


The Sena- | 


and fall when the bill is reported to the Senate. 
Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly. 


Mr. LODGE. But those amendments that have been passed 
over can all be offered as new amendments in the Senate 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Then, would not this be the parlia- 
Inentary status 

Mr. LODGE. The fact that an amendment has been passed 


over does not deprive us of the privilege of going into the Senate 
if they are to be offered there as new amendments. 
Mr. HANSI 


>” 


ROUGH. But, Mr. President, is not this the 

case: Would it not be necessary to withdraw the amendments 
Mr. LODGE. Yes; they ought to be withdrawn. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. They must be withdrawn; other 


wise a part of the bill would be in the Senate and 


a part of the 
amendments would be in Committee of the Whole. 


Mr. LODGE. That is what I meant to imply—that they 
must be disposed of in some manner. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. They can be withdrawn and offered 
in the Senate. 

Mr. LODGE. It is not necessary to vote them down or ve 
them in, but they must be in some way disposed « 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. They must either be voted down 
voted in, or withdrawn. 

Mr. HALE. The controversies which we do not settle to 
night—and the Lord only knows when we will settle then 
must be settled hereafter. I do not see any way, unless ‘ 
different amendments are acted upon, and then I \ "eS ‘ 
them after the bill is reported to the Senate; but I not am very 
urgent about that, because 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments that have | 
passed over could be agreed to in Committee of the W 
then reserved for separate votes when the bill come nto 
Senate. 

Mr. HALE. Yes: but perhaps some of the amend: s ar 
so important that the Senate would not be willing to agi o 
them even nominally: and, therefore, I shall as I have done 
all I could do to get the bill through to-day, but I can 
plainly that it will not get through perhaps this week. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, to report the bill to the 
Senate without acting on amendments would be equivalent to 
the Committee of the Whole reporting te the Senate that they 
had considered the bill and made some progress with it, but have 
not disposed of it. Therefore, the bill would not be out of 
the Committee of the Whole until we had disposed of those 
amendments. But. Mr. President, so far as I am concerned. 
while I am interested in one amendment, I am quite content. it 
that will solve the difficulty, to withdraw it for the time b 
with the understanding that I will offer it again when the | 
gets into the Senate. However, I understand there are re ed 
two other amendments—the one to which the Senator from 

| Mississippi [Mr. McLaurin] objects, and the canal end 
There may be some others, but I recall those two 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Minnesota with 


| draws the amendment. 
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Mr. NELSON. No; I will not withdraw it, unless it will help 
to solve the difficulty. 

ir. LODGE. The amendment, Mr. President, the Senator 
from Mississippi |Mr. McLaurin] objected to had been agreed 
t< It is the point of order on which the Senator from Missis- 

ppi took an appeal that goes over. 

Mr. McLAURIN. If the Senator from Massachusetts will 

e, 1 do not understand that that amendment has been 

agreed to. It was permitted to go over and not agreed to, be- 
cause | « specially objected to it. 


Mir. LODGE. Mr. President, what went over was this: The 





a of order was made; it was overruled by the Chair, and the 
Senator from Mississippi took an appeal. 
Mr. SPOONER. It was not agreed to. 


. LODGE. And the question before the Senate is on the 
“Al, 
ir. McLAURIN. The amendment was not agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment was not agreed to. 


The point of order was made against it. 

Mr. LODGE. That is unimportant. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. What is the further wish of the 
Senator from Maine? 


Mr. HALE. 
do, Mr. Pre 


I do not see that there is anything further I can 
I have done the best I could to get the bill 


ident. 





( 
nN? 


through to-night, and the Senate was very kind in having this 
« ening session. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. NELSON. Will the Senator from Mississippi allow me 


to make a suggestion? 


Mr. McLAURIN. Certainly. 

Mr. NELSON. I will withdraw my amendment for the time 
being and offer it in the Senate to-morrow. I understand the 
Senator who has the bill in charge does not intend to go any 
furiher than to have it reported to the Senate this evening. Am 


in that? 


1 correct 


M HALE. Vhat I hoped, Mr. President, was that every- 
thing would be disposed of except the amendment in relation to 
he Panama Canal, which, of course, could not be disposed of 
to-night, as the Senate has agreed to take that matter up and 
decide it to-morrow. But I can rot control the Senate; and if 
the Senator from Mississippi insists upon his amendment to 
trike out the provision in regard tosthe President’s traveling 
expenses or to oppose that provision which was put in by the 

mittee, of course I can not have a vote upon it to-night. 

Mr. McLAURIN. In answer to what was suggested by the 
Se or from Minnesota, I want to suggest, inasmuch as he pro- 
poses to withdraw his amendment, that the Senator who has 
charge of the bill withdraw the amendment on which I made 
the point of order and offer it to-morrow in the Senate. I do 
not know what disposition the Senate will make of the amend- 
ment. I have an idea what the disposition will be; but I have 
some observations that I desire to make before that amendment 
is to be acted upon, and I prefer for myself that that be done 
to-morrow. 

Mr. HALE. Then, Mr. President, I do not conceive that any- 
thing can be gained by spending any more time on the bill this 
yening; but I shall continue to ask the Senate at every possi- 
ble moment to take the bill up and consider and complete it, 
without repeating the reasons which I gave this morning, in 
order that it may go into conference. But if the Senate does 


the Committee on Appropriations is discharged 
ibility 
I should like to ask the Senator a question. 


respon 





i 
Mr. SPOONEI 
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to the suggestion that was made in reference to the appeal th.; 
I took to the Senate from the ruling of the Chair, that | | 
not insist upon the appeal to-morrow, not that I am convinced 
that I was incorrect, but for other reasons I will not in 
upon the appeal. I will, however, oppose the amendment ;{ 
has been reported, as I stated a while ago, and I propose 
submit some abservations on it when it comes to the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator suggests that he proposes to 
bate that amendment, and I do not see that anything is t 
gained by obliging him to commence the debate to-night. Gov, 
progress has been made with the bill, and I shall ask 
Senate at the first possible moment to continue the consideratioy 
of it. I can see plainly that nothing can be done to-morrow. 
because to-morrow is already confiscated by the rule of jhe 
Senate for the Panama Canal. If, however, we should cet 
through with that in time to-morrow afternoon, I shall ask the 
Senate to take this bill up and complete it; and, if necessary, | 
shall ask for a session to-morrow evening. Under those eo jj- 
tions, Mr. President, I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 10 o’clock and 30 minntes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, June 
21, 1906, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


LU 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, June 20, 1906. 


The House met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

The following prayer- was offered by the Chaplain, 
HENRY N. CoupEn, D. D.: 

We bless Thee, our Father in heaven, for every fraud un- 
earthed, for every injustice brought to light, for every act of 
dishonesty and perfidy uncovered throughout the world, and we 
most fervently pray that speedy retribution shall follow the 
wrongdoer, both for his sake and for the sake of humanity, and 
we rejoice with exceeding great joy that for every fraud there 
are a thousand genuine acts, for every injustice a thousand 
deeds of justice and kindness, for every deed of dishonesty a 
thousand acts of honesty; that there is more good than eyi! in 
the world; that the trend of civilization is upward, not down- 
ward—forward, not backward; that God reigns, and the star 
of love is in the ascendency; that the tides of brotherhood are 
strengthening and widening day by day; and with an optimism 
born of faith in Thee and in humanity we look forward to the 
coming of Thy kingdom in all its sweetness and fullness and 
the reign of Thy love in every heart; for Thine is the kingd 
and the power, and the glory for ever and ever. Amen. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and 
proved. 


Dp 
ast). 


iu, 
ap- 


LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATION BILL, 
Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference re- 


} port on the bill H. R. 16472—legislative, executive, and judi- 


cial appropriation bill—and I ask unanimous consent that the 
reading of the report be omitted. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent that 
the statement be read in lieu of the report. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the reading of the statement be omitted. It is a long tabula- 
tion of what has taken place on the many amendments. It 
printed in the Recorp to-day. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I shall have to object to that unless we 
have an explanation. 
Mr. LITTAUER. 
The SPEAKER. 


is 


It is printed in the ReEcorp. 
Is there unanimous consent that the state- 


| ment be rend in lieu of the report? 


fhe VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maine yield | 
to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr, HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator does not expect to adopt the 


bal a to-night? 
Mr. HALE. 


elt 


No: I do not. 
Mr. SPOONER. How could the bill go into the Senate with | 
the canal amendment unacted upon in Committee of the Whole? 
Mr. HALE. What I hoped was that it would go into the 
Senate, and when the Chair asked the usual question, “ whether 
iny amendments are reserved,” that that amendment would be | 


reserved. 


Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator mean that the Senate, in 
Committee of the Whole, shall adopt the amendment? 

Mr. HALE. Adopt the amendment or not—either way. But 
I can see that that is not a feasible thing, and there is nothing 
to be gained by spending any more time on the bill to-night. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maine vield 
to the Senator from Mississippi? ¢ 

Mr. HALE. Yes. 

Mr. McLAURIN. I wish to say, Mr. President, in response 








| June 30, 1907, and for other purposes, having met, after full : 
| free conference haye agreed to recommend and do recommend to 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the 
wishes that one or the other be read. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I merely ask that one or the other be 
read. 

Mr. LITTAUER. 
ment may be read. 

The SPEAKER. 
Chair hears none. 

The conference report and statement are as follows: 


gentleman 


stat 


I ask unanimous consent that the 


Is there objection? [After a pause.] TT! 


CONFERENCE REPORT. 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (1. Ll. 
16472) making appropriations for the legislative, executive, aud 
judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
id 
their respective Houses as follows: : 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 


oF AN 


al, 





1906. 





m0. 52, 58, 54, 60, 61, 65, 66, 67, 74, 76, 77, 78, 79, 83, 84, 85, 86, 
87, 96, 97, 120, 127, 128, 129, 130, 131, 132, 135, 138, 139, 141, 
14) 152, 154, 155, 179, 191, 192, 197, 200, 201, 202, 204, 205, 
one 209, 210, 211, 220, 221, 227, 228, 237, 247, and 250. 

“ mMhat the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
its of the Senate numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 12, 15, 


] 


16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 28, 24, 26, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 36, 
ox’ 39. 40, 41, 42, 43, 45, 47, 48, 51, 56, 57, 58, 59, 63, 64, 69, 73, 
<5. 81, 82, 88, 90, 92, 93, 94, 95, 98, 99, 100, 101, 102, 103, 104, 
‘os, 106, 111, 112, 113, 114, 115, 116, 117, 118, 119, 125, 133, 
19. 136, 187, 144, 145, 146, 147, 151, 153, 157, 158, 159, 161, 
162, 168, 164, 165, 166, 167, 169, 175, 176, 177, 178, 181, 182, 
183, 184, 185, 186, 187, 188, 189, 190, 193, 194, 195, 196, 199, 
os, 212, 213, 214, 215, 216, 217, 218, 219, 222, 223, 224, 226, 
599, 230, 231, 232, 288, 234, 235, 236, 238, 239, 240, 242, 243, 


O4 1 245, and 251; and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 11: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 11, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: On page 5 
of the bill, in lines 20 and 21, strike out the words “ Relations 
with Cuba” and insert in lieu thereof “ Cuban relations ;” and 
in lines 22 and 23 strike out the words “ improvement of the; ” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 13: That the House recede from its dis- 
acreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 13, and 


agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the number proposed insert “ twenty-one;” and the Senate 


agree to the same. 

mendment numbered 14: That the House recede from its dis- 
ement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 14, and 
to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert “ thirty-seven thousand eight hundred 

ll ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 25: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 25, and 
acree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the number proposed insert “twenty-five;” and the Senate 
agree to the same. : 

Amendment numbered That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 35, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
“sixty-nine privates, at one thousand and fifty dollars each; ” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 37: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement 
agree to the same with an amendment as foliows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert “ seventy-seven thousand six hundred 
and fifty dollars;” and the Senate agree to the same. 
\mendment numbered 44: That the House recede 








eree 
ret 


ds 
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from its 


disigrement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 44, and | 
Strike out | 


sree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
the matter inserted by said amendment and insert on page 32 
of the bill, after line 14, as a separate paragraph, the follow- 


ing: 


“For plans and estimates for a newspaper stack, to be pro- 
| by the Joint Committee on the Library if said committee 
shall decide such stack to be necessary, two thousand five hun- 

1 dollars.” 

i the Senate agree to the same. 

\mendment numbered 46: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 46, and 

ee to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 2 of 
amendment strike out the word “hereafter;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

\mendment numbered 55: That the House recede from 
( grecinent to the amendment of the Senate numbered 55, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert “ two hundred and eight thousand nine 
undred and seventy dollars;” and the Senate agree to the 
same 
\inendment numbered 62: That the House recede from its 
creement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 62, 
ee to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
sum proposed insert “ten thousand four hundred and 
twenty dollars;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

\mendment numbered 68: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 68, and 

‘ee to the same with an amendment as follows: On page 44 
of the bill, in lines 12, 13, and 14, strike out the words “ two 
superintendents of technical divisions, at two thousand seven 
lundred and fifty dollars each” and insert in lieu thereof the 
following: “superintendent of computing division, two thou- 


nd seven hundred and fifty dollars;” and the Senate agree 
to the same, 


cure 


S i 


to the amendment of the Senate numbered 37, and | 


its | 


and | 
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Amendment numbered 70: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 70. and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: On | e 44 
of the bill, in line 16, after the word “ dollars,” insert the words 
“chief of inspection division, two thousand five hundred dol 
lars;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 71: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 71. and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
sum proposed insert “ seventy-three thousand four hundred and 
sixty dollars;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 


7). 
tm. 


That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 72. and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: “ One 
stenographer and typewriter, one thousand four hundred dol 
lars; one typewriter copyist, one thousand dollars:” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 80: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered S80. and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 


sum proposed insert “one hundred and forty-two thousand five 


hundred and forty dollars;” and the Senate agree to the 
same. 
Amendment numbered 89: That the House recede from its 


disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 89, and 


agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of t! 


number proposed insert “ forty;” and the Senate agree to the 
same. 
Amendment numbered $1: That the House recede from it 


disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 91. and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 





In lieu of the 
sum proposed insert “four hundred and thirty-one thovsand 
three hundred and thirty dollars;” and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 107: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 107 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert “forty tbousand dollars;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 108: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 108, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert “one hundred and sixty-five thou- 
sand doliars:” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 109: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate ihered 169 
and agree to the same with an amendment as | gs: J eu 
of the sum proposed insert “ forty-five thousand dollars nd 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 110: That the House recede { 1 its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate nu 1 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows At 
end of the matter inserted by said amendment insert t 
office and quarters in Juneau;” and the Senate I to th 
same. 

Amendment numbered 121: That the House receds om its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 121, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follo In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert “one hundred and sixty iv thou 
sand three hundred and eighty-six dollars; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 122: That the House recede from its 


disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 122, 
and agree to the same with an amendment In lieu 
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following 


as follows 


“Two chiefs of division, at two thousand dollars each:” and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 123: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 123 
| and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the words inserted by said amendment insert the words 
“three clerks: and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 124: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 124, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In liet 


l 
of the sum proposed insert “ sixty-nine thousand three hundred 
and eighty dollars;” and the Senate agree to the same 


Amendment numbered 126: That the House recede from its 


disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 126, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows After 
the word “For” in said amendment insert the word “two;” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 140: That the House recede from its 


disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 140, 
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and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert “one bundred and one thousand 
hundred dollars; ”’ and the Senate agree to the same. 
Am numbered 142: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 142, 
{i ngree to the same with an amendment as follows: On page 
he bill, in line 25, strike out the word “ four” and insert 
thereof the word “six; ” 


thie 


Himent 


Iment numbered 143: That the House recede from its 
nent to the amendment of the Senate numbered 143, 
e to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
sum proposed insert “two thousand dollars;” and the 
sree to the same. 
ndiment numbered 148: That the House recede from its 
ment to amendment of the Senate numbered 148, 
In lieu 


the 


to the same with an amendment as follows: 
proposed insert 


ra 


i { 
e number “sixteen;” and the 

e to the same. 

mendment numbered 150: That the House recede from its 

greement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 150, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 
2 of said amendment strike out the word “eighteen” and in- 
lieu thereof the word “ sixteen;” and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 156: 
disagreement of the Senate numbered 156, and agree to the same 
with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed 
insert “three hundred and fifty-three thousand eight hundred 
and seventy dollars;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 160: That the House recede from its 
disngreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 160, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lines 
8S and 9 of said amendment strike out the words “sixty-one 
thousand five hundred dollars” and in 
following: “namely: twelve clerks, qualified 
at one thousand two hundred dollars per annum each; fifty 
copyists, at nine hundred dollars per annum each; and one 
messenger, at six hundred dollars per annum; in all, sixty 
thousand dollars; and the Senate agree to the same. 

\{mendment numbered 168: 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
of the number proposed insert “ thirty-five;” and the 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 170: That the House recede from its 

rreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 170, 
cree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
sum proposed insert “one million seven hundred and 
1ine thousand seven hundred and fifty dollars;” and the 
agree to the same. 


nendments numbered 171-174: That the House recede from 


sert in 


as draftsmen, 


In lieu 


disagreement to the amendments of the Senate numbered 171, | 


73, and 174, and agree to the same with an amendment as 
ws: Strike out all of the amended paragraph and insert in 
iereof the following: 
wr photolithographing or otherwise producing plates and 
rations for the Official Gazette, for work to be done at the 
ent Printing Office in producing the Official Gazette. 
ug the letterpress, the weekly, monthly, bimonthly, and 
dexes therefor, exclusive of expired patents, in all, one 
i thirty thousand dollars.” 
| the Senate agree to the same. 
endment numbered 180: That the House recede from its 
amendment of the Senate numbered 
to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
* inserted by said amendment insert the following: 


} 
¢ 
t ail 


ent to tne LSsv, 


r storage for Patent Office model exhibit, ten thou- | 
liars or so much thereof as may be necessary; and the | 


y of the Interior shall dispose of a part or all of the 
of said exhibit, either by sale, gift, or otherwise; ” and 
te agree to the same. 
numbered 

the amendment of the 
same with 
insert 


i ten 


Senate numbered 198, 


proposed “two hundred and twenty-six thousand 
dollars;” and the Senate agree to 


ndment 
nent to 
rree to 


numbered 203: That the House recede from its 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 203. 
the same with an amendment as follows: In 


and the Senate agree to the same. 
numbered 207: That the House recede from its 


and ninety dollars; ” 


\) 1iment 
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and the Senate agree to the | 


| agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Senate 


| this provision to be enforced; ” 





lieu thereof insert the | 


That the House recede from its | 
numbered 168, | 


Senate | 


198: That the House recede from its | 


JUNE 2), 


and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
the words inserted by said amendment insert the words “| 
more than; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 225: That the House recede from 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 225, 4)),) 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In liey of 
the sum proposed insert “seven hundred and seventeen +! 
sand and twenty dollars;” and the Senate agree to the san, 

Amendment numbered 241: That the House recede froy 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 241. 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 2 
said amendment, after the word “ expended,” insert the w: 
“during the fiscal year nineteen hundred and seven;” and ij), 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 246: That the House recede fron jis 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 246, and 
On page 161 
of the bill, after the word “service,” at the end of line 16. in 
sert the following: “, and the heads of Departments shall cause 
and the Senate agrée to ihe 


— 
Tore 


U 


l- 


same. 
Amendment numbered 248: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 248, and 


| agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out |] 
| of said amendment after the word “preceding,” in line 5: 
That the House recede from its 


and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 249: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 249, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: At the end 


| of said amendment, after the word “originate,” insert “. in 


which case such special or additional estimate shall be accom- 


| panied by a full statement of its imperative necessity and rea- 


sons for its omission in the annual estimates;” and the Senate 
agree to the same. 
Lucius N. Lirraver, 
L. F. Livingston, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
8S. M. CuLtom, 
F. E. WARREN, 
H. M. Teter, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The statement was read, as follows: 
STATEMENT. 


The managers on the part of the House at the conference on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. 
16472) making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and 
judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 1907, 
submit the following written statement in explanation of the 
effect of the action agreed upon on the amendments of the 
Senate and recommended in the accompanying conference re- 
port: 

On amendments Nos. 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 
15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 
and 34, all of which relate to the Senate: Provides for the offi- 
cials and employees of that body at the rates of compensation 
proposed in the amendments and also for the amounts stipu- 
lated in said amendments for contingent expenses, except that 
twenty-one clerks to committees at $1,800 each are provided for 
instead of twenty-two as originally proposed in the bill and 
twenty as proposed by an amendment of the Senate, and twenty- 
five clerks to Senators who are not chairmen of cemn=tiees at 
$1,800 each instead of twenty-four such clerks as proposed by 
the Senate. 

On amendments Nos. 35, 36, and 37: Provides for sixty-nine 
privates of the Capitol police force at $1,050 each instead of 
$1,020 each as proposed by the House. 

On ameudments Nos. 38, 39, and 40: Makes verbal corrections 
in the text of the bill relating to the House of Representatives. 

On amendments Nos. 41, 42, 48, 44, and 45, relating to the 
Library of Congress: Provides for a chief classifier at $2,000 
in lieu of an assistant at $1,800, as proposed by the Senate, |i 
the catalogue and shelf division; appropriates $20,000, as } 


| posed by the Senate, instead of $40,000, as proposed by tl 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of | 
' enable the Joint Committee on the Library to procure plane a. 
the | 


House, for furniture; and appropriates specifically $2,400 


estimates for a newspaper stack. — 
On amendment No. 46: Reenacts, as proposed by the Sen: te 
the provision authorizing details from the Executive Depar' 


| ments to the Office of the President. 
lieu | 
’ the sum proposed insert “ twenty-one thousand nine hundred | 


On amendments Nos. 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 53, 54, and 5°: 
Makes a verbal correction in the text of the bill, and M 
reference to the Department of State provides for an addition: 
assistant solicitor of the Department at $3,000, and for \ 


disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 207, | additional clerk at $1,600, as proposed by the Senate; strikes 





10! 


ait 
te 


0 


mh? 


on amendments Nos. 





16. 





the increase proposed by the Senate of $159 in the salaries 
eht chiefs of bureaus; the increase of force of one clerk 
eno, one clerk at $1,400, one clerk at $1,200; and provides 
ne telephone switch-board operator at $720, as proposed 
e House, instead of two telephone operators at $600 each, 
posed by the Senate. : 
amendments Nos. 56, and 
- at $2,000, as proposed by the 
ry of the Treasury 

of the bill. 
dments Nos. 59, 60, 61, 


58: Provides for an 
Senate, in the office of the 
and makes verbal corrections in the 


Di, 


and 62: Provides for an 

rk at $1,800, as propos d by the Senate, in the force 

sporarily employed in the miscellaneous division, and strikes 
the increase proposed by the Senate of $200 in the salary of 
lerk thi rein. 


ndments 


, amen ad- 


nal cle 


me Nos. 63 and 64: 

in the division of printing 
oy one foreman of bindery a 
- day each, and two sewers 


-rovides, as proposed by the 
and stationery of the Treas 
t $6 per day, four binders at 
and folders at $2.00 per day 
amendments Nos. 65, 6G. and 67: Strikes out the increase 

i by the Senate of $200 in the salary of one clerk in the 
of disbursing clerks of the Treasury 
amendments Nos. 68, 69, 70, and 71: 

it of division at $2,750 and for a chief of inspection 
m at $2,500 instead of two superintendents of technical 
ns at $2,750 each, and increases the salary of the chief of 

division from $2,000 to $2,500, as proposed by the 
e. in the Office of the Supervising Architect. 
72 and 73: Provides for 


ta 
$1,400 instead of a typewr 


Provides for a super- 


pewriter at iter copyist at 


$ ‘in the Office of the Comptroller of the Treasury. 

amendment No. 74: Strikes out the appropriation of 
& proposed by the Senate for restoring worn-out and de- 
rolis and vouchers in the Office of the Auditor for the 
\\ Department. 

on amendments Nos. 75. 76, 77, 78, 79, and 80: Provides for 
‘ ditional clerk at $1,600 in the Office of the Auditor for 
the Navy Department, and strikes out the increase in salaries 
0 clerks in said office proposed by the Senate. 

On amendments Nos. 81 and 82: Provides for one additional 
‘ at $1,800 in the Office of the Auditor for the Interior 
Ly tinent. 

On amendments Nos. 93. 84, and 85: Strikes out the increases 
ir ‘ries of twenty skilled laborers from $720 to $840 each in 
the Office of the Auditor for the Post-Office Departinent pro- 
posed by the Senate. 


~ 


mn amendments Nos. 86, 87, 88, 89, 90, and 91, relating to the 
e of the Treasurer : Provides for two additional pressmen 
100 each, three feeders at $660 each, as proposed by the 
te, for forty separators at $660 each instead of twenty- 
as proposed by the House, and forty-six, as proposed by 
Senate, and strikes out the change in title, proposed by the 
te. of twenty clerks to expert counters. 
, amendments Nos. 92, 93, 94, 95, 96, and 97, 
u of Engraving and Printing: Provides, as proposed by 
te. an increase of six watchmen at $720 each, five char 
n at $300 each, and eight laborers at $540 each, and strikes 
the provisions proposed by the Senate extending in any 
he authority for other employments in the Bureau of a 
1. executive, or administrative force additional to those 
ed for in this act. 
mendment No. 98: Appropriates $65,000, 
nate, instead of $40,000, as proposed by the House, for 
+ on bullion and coin between mints and assay offices. 
amendment No, 99: Appropriates $35,000, as proposed by 
Senate, instead of $50,000, as proposed by the House, for 
ery for the Treasury Department. 
amendment No, 100: Appropriates sG00, as proposed by 
senate, for material for binding records in the Treasury 
rtment, 
amendment No. 101: Appropriates $2,050,000, as proposed 
e Senate, instead of $2,200,000, as proposed by the House, 
llectors of internal revenue, 
lerks. 
amendment No. 102: Appropriates $2, 
e Senate, instead of $2, 
venue agents, gaugers, 
service. 
:mendment No. 1038: Appropriates 
Senate, 
r for checks and drafts. 
amendments Nos. 104, 105, and 106, relating to the mint 
enver, Colo.: Increases the salary of the cashier $250 and 
the bookkeeper $200, as proposed by the Senate. 


relating to the 


as proposed by 


950,000, as prop sed 
290.000, as prop 


and storekeepers in the internal 


ue 








$12,000, as proposed 


he 
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ee ee 


On amendments Nos. 107, 


108. and 109, relating to the int 
at San Francisco, Cal.: Appropriates $165,000 instead of 4 
000, as proposed by the House, and $175,000, as pro] osed 
Senate, for wages of workmen and adjusters, nd 
| amount thereof that may be used for clerks | 
| $40,000, and appropriates £45.000 instead of $40,000, ¢ iro 
posed by the House, and $50,000, as prop sed by the Sen 
for contingent expenses. 

On amendments Nos. 110 and 111: Appropriates $50 a 

| proposed by the Senate, instead of $2, OU, as | m li 
House, for contingent expenses of the district of Al i 
cluding $2,000 for clerk hire and necessary amount (or rent of 
offices and quarters in Juneau. 

On amendment No. 112: Appro rintes §$2.000, > pro “1 by 
the Senate, instead of $1,000, as sed by » Ho fol 
coutingent expenses of Ok: ; 

On amendment No. 115: inserts the provision proposed by 
the Senate requiring the Sergeant-at-Arms of he Ho of 
Representatives to disburse the salary and traveling expenses 
of the Commissioner from Porto Rico. 

On amendments Nos. 114 and 115: Appropriates $25 
proposed by the Senate, tor compensation of chief of division 
in the War Department for services as superintendent of 
building. 

On amendments Nos. 116, 117, and 118, ré lating to the Office 


a stenographer 


| and Navy building to act 


| by the Se 


instead of $9,000, as proposed by the House, for | 


deputy collectors, surveyors, | 


ysed by the House, | 


of Quartermaster-General : Appropriates, as proposed by th 
Senate, for an advisory architect at $4,000, and strikes out the 
position of electrical and me: hanical engineer at 

On amendments Nos. 119, 120, and 121, relating 
of the Surgeon-General of the Ariny - Provides for three clet 
at $900 each, as proposed by the Senate, and 
position of skilled laborer at $900. 

On amendments Nos. 122 and 125, rel 
Chief of Engineers: Provides for two chi 
¢2.000 each and for two clerks at 
expert clerks at ¢2 000 each and two clerks at 
proposed by the Senate. 

On amendment No. 125: 
by the House requiring 


etri 


» lating to the Office of 
es of < 


€1.800 each, 


Strikes out the pr 
the superintendent of the 

as superintendent of bui 
for the War and Navy Departments. 

yn amendment No. 126: Appropriates, as ] 
Senate, $3,000 for two new poilers for the 
Navy building. 

On amendments Nos. 127 and 1: 
telephone switchboard operator at $720, 
House, instead of two telephone operators at 
office of the Secretary of the Navy. 

On amendments Nos. 129, 130, and 131: Strikes out the pro 
sion of the Senate for one mistress of at 
stead of a charwoman at $240 in the pbuilding rented for the u 
of the Navy Department. 

On amendment No. 132: Strikes out the 
nate continuing available during 
the appropriation for publication of c 
of the Union and Confederate Navies. 

On amendments Nos. 133, 134, and 135: 
tional clerks at $1,800 
Navy Department 
of the bi.! 

On amendments N 
the compensation of 
as proposed by the Senate, 
out the provision proposed 
of one engraver therein fr 

On amendments Nos. 141! 
astronomer in the Naval 
the House, instex of 3%: 
increases the salary of one 
prop ced by the Senate. 

On iment 143: Approp 
as proposed by the House and $2,500 
for a new steam boiler 

On amendments Nos. 144, 145, 146, and relating to the 
snreau of Sul plies and Accounts : Provides, as pr yposed by the 
Senate, for at $1.800 and one clerk at $1 
of two sten¢ craphers at $1,400 each. 

On amendments Nos. 1 149, 15 151, 
156, relating to the office of the Secretary of the Int 
vides for sixteen additional members of the bo rd of 
appeals at $2,000 each instead of twelve 
House and eighteen as proposed by the i 

ion as proposed by the House requirins that said 


pill the provis 
all cease at the end of the 


employment sh 
serts the provision proposed by the Senate 


ywision propos l 
Stat 


Lt . ‘ 
tt S Terres 


by the 
War, and 


srroposed 
State, 
s: Appropriates for 
pre posed bv 
S600 each j 


as 


charwomen S70 in 


prov 
the 
pies of the Official 


ision propos 


Provides for tire 

each in the Bureau of Navigatior 

and makes a verbal correction 1n 

126, 137, 138, 159, and 140: 

one nautical expert from $1.2 
in the Hydrographic ¢ 

by the I 

ym S900 to 

and 142: 


Observatory 


os. 


Senate 
Si. 
Provides for one 
by the 


$1,200 to 


1M) Ss 


~ ‘ } 





roposed 


© IN 


Senate. and 


assista m 


amen No. wriates €2 O00, inste 
nos 


zZ is pro} ad by th 
for the Naval Observatory. 


tt, 


S 


one clerk €1.600 instead 


is 
EO. 


0, e> 152 154 


as yt 1) seq] 


Sena 


fiscal year 


that va ‘ur- 
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ring in said force shall not be filled; provides for a clerk in 
charge of documents at $2,100, as proposed by the Senate; strikes 
out proposed inerease in the salary of the custodian of $150; 
provides for two additional clerks at $1,600 each and strikes 
out the provision proposed by the Senate for one clerk at $1,400 
d of one clerk at $1,200. 

On amendments Nos. 157, 158, and 159: Increases the salary 
of two « hi efs of division in the General Land Office from $2,000 
2400 each, as proposed by the Senate. 

ndment No. 160: Provides for 12 clerks, qualified as 
draftsmen, at $1,200 each, and 50 copyists, at $900 each, and 1 
messenger, at $600, to be selected and employed by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior for reproducing the official records of the 
land offices in San Francisco. 

On amendments Nos. 161 and 162: Provides, as proposed by 
the S that 500 copies of the United States maps shall be 
delivered to the Commissioner of the General Land Office. 

On amendment No. 163: Appropriates $1,250, as proposed by 
the instead of $1,000, as proposed by the House, for 
separate State and Territorial maps. 
amendments Nos. 164, 166, and 167: 
clerks at $1,800 each and for two additional clerks 
each in the Indian Office, as proposed by the Senate. 
iendments Nos. 168, 169, and 170 rela 
Provides for thirty 
of thirty-two, as proposed by the House, 2 
as proposed by the Senate, and for eighteen assistant chiefs of 
division at $1,800 each instead of ten, 

On amendments 171, 172, 173, 174, and 175: Appropriaves 
$130,000, as preposed by the House, instead of $145,000, as pro- 
the Senate 
plates and illustrations for 
and requires all of 
Printing Office. 

On amendment No. 176: Appropriates $105,000, as proposed 
by the Senate, instead of $90,000, as proposed by the House, for 
contingent expenses for the Interior Department. 

On amendments Nos. 177 and 178: Appropriates $10,000, 
proposed by the Senate, 
Ifouse, for confidential agents to be appointed by the Secretary 
of the Interior to make investigations and 
special and strikes out the provision proposed by the 
House, limiting such service to cases of protecting public lands 
from illegal and fraudulent entry or appropriation. 

On amendment No. 179: Appropriates $60,000, as proposed by 
the instead of S68,000, as proposed by the Senate, for 
stationery for the Interior Department. 

amendment No. 180: Appropriates $10,000 instead of $19,- 
as proposed by the Senate, for rent for storage for Patent 
Office model exhibit, and directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to dispose of a part or all of the models of said exhibits either 
by sale, gift, or otherwise. 

On amendment No. 181: 

the Senate, for rent of 


insten 


each to 


nate, 


senate, 
On 165, 
additional 
31,200 
On atl 
Office : 


instead 


at 


‘ 
aU. 


pose ad by 


ducing the Patent Office Gazette, 


as 
cases, 


Liouse, 


On 


temporary 


of the surveyor-general of California at San Francisco. 

On amendments Nos. 182, 183, 184, 185, 186, 187, 188, 189, and 
190, relating to the offices of surveyors-general, compared with 
the bill as it passed the House, 
by the Senate are made: For contingent @xpenses, 

eral of California, from $1,500 to $4,000; 

surveyor-general of Colorado, from $16,500 to $17,225; for 
ks in office of surveyor-general of Idaho, from $9,000 to $10,- 
and reduces the amount for contingent expenses of his office 
n $1,500 to $1,000; increases amount for contingent expenses 

* the surveyor-general of Nevada from $500 to $1,000, and in- 
reases the amount for clerks in the office of the surveyor-gen- 
eral of Wyoming from $8,900 to $11,700. 

On amendments Nos. 191 and 192, relating to the office of 

master-General: Strike out the,provision proposed by 
two clerks at $1,800 each, instead of two stenog- 
at $1,600 each. 
No. 193: Insert the stipulation proposed by 
clerk at $840, proposed to be provided for in 
Third Assistant Postmaster-General, is now a 


ate for 


nendment 

rate that a 

lice of the 

fied laborer. 
On amendments 

in the text of the bill. 

On amendme! Nos. 196, 
of the Attorney-General: 


Nos. 194 and 195: Makes verbal corrections 


its 197, and 198, relating to the Office 
Increases the salary of the — 
tendent of building from $250 to $500, as proposed by the Sen- 
ate, and strikes out the increase of $100 proposed by the Senate 
in the salary of the attorney in charge of pardons. 
Amendments Nos. 199, 200, 201, 202, and 203, relating to 
the oflice of the solicitor of the Department of Commerce and 
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| from $: 


| of appointment division at $2,250 as proposed by the Hoy 


| quiring that not more than $20,000 thereof shall be used 
| investigation of markets for cotton products, 


Provides for two | 


ting to the Pension | 
five medical examiners at $1,800 each | 
nd thirty-eight, 


as proposed by the House. | 


for photo-lithographing or otherwise pro- | 
said work to be done at the Government |} and 
| the Senate for nine clerks at $1,400 each instead of two clerks 
| at $1,000 each and ten clerks at $900 each; 
laborers at $720 each instead of eleven unskilled laborers at 





| skilled laborer at 
examinations in | 
| the Senate, 


Appropriates $10,000, as proposed by | 
office for the General Land | 
Office and for other expenses in reproducing records of the office | 


the following changes proposed | 
surveyor- | 
for clerks in office | 
| posed by the § 
| for necessary expenditures in the clerk’s office of the court ef 





JUNE 20, 
Labor: Increases the salary of the chief clerk 


and law clerk 
2,000 to 


$2,250 as proposed by the Senate, and sirjos 
out the provisions proposed by the Senate increasing the . 
ries of two clerks at $1,200 each to $1,400 and $1,600, resy 
tively. 

On amendments Nos. 


aila- 


er. 


204 and 205: Appropriates for a chicr 


instead of $2,000 as proposed by the Senate in the office of the 
Secretary of Commerce and Labor. 

On amendments Nos. 206 and 207: Appropriates $50,000 as 
proposed by the Senate instead of $30,000 as proposed by the 
House for special agents for the office of the Secretary of Com. 
merce and Labor to investigate trade conditions abroad and re. 
in the 


On amendment No. 208: Strikes out the provision propose) 


by the Senate providing for payment of fees and mileage of wit. 


| nesses out of the appropriation for special attorneys, 


examiners, and special agents under the Bureau of Corpora 
tions. 

On amendments Nos. 209, 210, and 211: Strikes out the pro- 
vision proposed by the Senate increasing the salary of 

clerk in the Bureau of Manufactures from $1,200 to $1,400. 

On amendments Nos. 212, 213, 214, and 215, relating to the 
Bureau of Labor: Strikes out the provisions proposed by the 
Senate for a chief statistician at $3,000 instead of chief clerk 
at $2,500, and for two additional special agents at $1,800 each 
instead of two special agents at $1,400 each. 

On amendment No. 216: Appropriates $65,140 instead of 
$64,090 as proposed by the Senate for subsistence and traveling 
expenses of special agents in the Bureau of Labor. 

On amendments Nos. 217, 218, 219, 220, 221, 222, 223, 
225, relating to the Census Office: Provides 


one 


224, 
as proposed by 


for eleven skilled 


$720 each; for twenty-four instead of thirty-two charwomen at 


| $240 each; and strikes out the provision proposed by the Sen- 
instead of $20,000, as proposed by the | 


additional skilled laborer 
$900. 

On amendment No. 226: Appropriates $15,000, as proposed by 
instead of $12,000, as proposed by the House, for 
furniture and other articles for the Census Office. 

On amendments Nos. 227 and 228: Strikes out the provision 
of the Senate increasing the salary of the Supervising Inspector- 
General of the Steamboat-Inspection Service from $3,500 to 
$4,000. 

On amendments Nos. 229, 230, and 231, relating to the Bureau 
of Immigration: Provides for an additional clerk at $1,400, 
instead of a copyist at $900, as proposed by the Senate. 

On amendments Nos. 232, 233, 234, 235, 236, and 237, relating 
to the Bureau of Standards: Appropriates $15,000, as proposed 
by the § 12,500, as proposed by the House, for 


ate for an at $1,000 instead of a 


Senate, instead of $ 
miscellaneous expenses, and $3,000, as proposed by the Senate, 
instead of $4,000, as proposed by the House, for roads and walks 


| and eare of grounds, and strikes out the provision making the 


appropriation immediately available. 

On amendment No. 238: Appropriates $60,000, as propgsed by 
the Senate, instead of $50,000, as proposed by the House, for 
contingent expenses of the Department of Commerce and Labor. 

On amendments Nos. 239 and 240: Appropriates $8Q0, as pro- 
Senate, instead of $500, as proposed by the House. 


appeals, District of Columbia. 

On amendment No. 241: Appropriates $9,000, as proposed by 
the Senate, instead of $9,500, as proposed by the House, for 
books for libraries of circuit courts of appeals, and makes $2,500 
thereof available for the library of the eighth circuit. 

On amendments Nos. 242, 248, 244, and 245, relating to thie 
Court of Claims: Provides for an additional clerk at 41,400 
instead of a clerk at $1,200, and for a chief messenger at 51,000 
instead of a messenger at $840. 

On amendment No. 246: “Sc. 3. The appropriations herein 
made for the officers, clerks, and persons employed in the public 
service shall not be available for the compensation of any per- 
sons incapacitated, otherwise than temporarily, for performing 
such service, and the heads of Departments shall cause this 
provision to be enforeed.” 

On amendments Nos. 247 and 248: Strikes out of the bill the 
provision proposed by the Senate requiring estimates for the 
Indian Service and the Indian appropriation bill hereafter to 
conform to the Indian appropriation act for 1906 in order of 
arrangement. 

On amendment No. 249: Inserts the provision proposed by 
the Senate requiring that heads of Executive Departments 
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11 include in their annual estimates all estimates of appro- 
ations, required for the public service, and provides that 
ial or additional estimates shall be submitted only under 
iin conditions and with accompanying explanations. 
i) amendment No. 250: Leaves in the bill section 5, as pro- 
1 by the House, prohibiting transfers of employees from 
one Department to another unless such employee shall have 
ed for a term of three years in the Department from which 
desires to be transferred. 
On amendment No. 251: Excepts from the operation of sec- 
G6, as proposed by the Senate, officers and employees who 
. been detailed from outside of the District of Columbia to 
irtments in Washington by express provisions of law. 
ie bill as finally agreed upon carries $29,741,019.30, being 
{30.826 more than as it passed the House, $74,540 less than as 
passed the Senate, $604,267.24 more than the appropriations 
f he current year, and $143,451.75 less than was submitted 
e estimates for the fiscal year 1907. 
Lucius N. LITraveEr, 
L. F. LIVINGSTON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. LITTAUER. 
erence report. 
» motion was agreed to. 


in motion of Mr. LiIrTraAveErR, a motion to reconsider the vote | 


hich the conference report was agreed to was laid on the 


STATE HOOD. 


Mr. HAMILTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask wnanimous consent for 
rint of 3,000 copies of the statehood law. I am informed 
the supply is entirely exhausted. 

| SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan asks to have 

2000 copies of the statehood law printed in pamphlet form. 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 


[VISION OF LANDS ENTERED UNDER THE RECLAMATION ACT, 


r. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference re- 
on the bill (H. R. 18536) providing for the subdivision of 
lands entered under the reclamation act, and for other purposes. 
he SPEAKER. The gentleman calls up the conference re- 


\T 
\ 


VT 


ir. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the statement be read in lieu of the report. 

rhe SPEAKER. 
the statement be read in lieu of the report. Is there objection? 
| After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 


The following are the report and statement: 
CONFERENCE REPORT. 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
536) entitled “An act providing for the subdivision of lands 
entered under the reclamation act, and for other purposes,” 


Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of ey 


The gentleman asks unanimous consent that | 


nine hundred and two, and for other purposes,” shall not apply 
to the town sites named in this section; and whenever, in the 
opinion of the Secretary of the Interior, it shall be advisable 
for the public interest he may withdraw and dispose of town 
sites in excess of one hundred and sixty acres under the pro- 
visions of the aforesaid act approved April sixteenth, one thou- 
sand nine hundred and six, and reclamation funds shall be 
available for the payment of all expenses incurred in executing 
the provisions of this act and the aforesaid act of April sixteenth, 
one thousand nine hundred and six, and the proceeds of all sales 
of town sites shall be covered into the reclamation fund.” 
I’. W. MONDELL, 


W. A. REEDER, 

W. R. Sire, 
Managers on the part of ti House. 

LEVI ANKENY, 

THos. H. CAR! 

Frep T. Dvupots, 
Managers on the part of the Se 


The statement was read, as follows: 
STATEMENT. 


The House conferees on H. R. 18536 submit the following 
statement to accompany the conference report thereon: 

The amendment of the Senate on page 1, line 9, from which 
the Senate recedes, increased the minimum ‘area of enirie 
under the reclamation act from 10 to 20 acres. As agreed 1 


the minimum entry is 10 acres, as provided in the House bil 

The Senate amendment, to which the House conferees agree 
inserting in section 1 the words “ by reason of market condit 
| and special fitness of soil and climate for the growth of fr 
and garden produce” and the word “ sufficient ” instead of tl 
words “reasonably required” are in the nature of directio 
the Secretary of the Interior as to conditions which he should 
inquire into and take into consideration in determinng upon the 
establishment of a minimum area per entry under the reclama- 
tion act. 

The amendment in the form of a proviso to section 1, as fol- 
lows: “ That an entryman may elect to enter under said recla- 
mation act a lesser area than the minimum limit in 


any State 


or Territory,” authorizes the entryman to elect to enter a still 
smaller area than the limit fixed in the bill, and is intended to 
| make possible the entry of small lots which may be surveyed 
under the subdivision surveys provided for in the bill. 
| The amendment inserting in the second section, after the 


’ 


word “ acquires,” the words “ by relinquishment,” modifies the 
provision of the House bill which authorizes second entries 
where lands included in unperfected entries were acquired by 
the Government under the reclamation act by confining 
| second entries to cases where the lands were acquired by 
Government by relinquishment. 
The amendment numbered section 4 in the identical lan- 
guage of a bill which passed the House and in substance the 
same as a bill which passed the Senate, and provides 1 


} 
suco 


the 


is 


at f 
having met, after full and free conference have agreed to rec- | o¢cypants of certain lots in the town sites of Rupert and Ie, 
: nd and do recommend to their respective Houses as fol- | burn, in Idaho, who have p< rmanent buildings shall have the 
gafita . , u | first right to purchase, at a price fixed by the Secretary « he 

‘hat the Senate recede from its amendment on page 1, line 9, | Interior. It also provides that the present area of said town 
ing out “ten” and inserting “ twenty. | sites may be disposed of without regard to the limit of 160 acer 
hat the House recede from its disagreement to amendments | eontained in the act of April 16, 1906; and also that 
of the Senate as follows: ; a the opinion of the Secretary, it shall be advisable for vu 
endment on page 1, line 3, after the word “ Interior,” in- | interest, he may create town sites in excess of 160 acres undet 
ting “by reason of market conditions and the special fitness | tne provisions of the above-mentioned act 
the soil and climate for the growth of fruit and garden pro- The amendment, section 5. is intended to 1 tac 
‘ id | which exists within the boundaries of certain lands withd i 
\mendment on page 1, line 4, striking out “reasonably re-/| ynder the provisions of the reclamation act, and which 1 
‘ed and inserting “ sufficient.” | occur in the future elsewhere, whereby entrymen under t! 
? T € ra ; > € , 6 ” ; -e>y* ; sé ~ ey ‘ t . . 
iendment on page 2, line 6, after “fund,” inserting “Pro- | gesert-land laws are unable to comply with the provisions of the 
ed, That an entryman may elect to enter under said reclama- | jaw owing to conditions growing out of such withdrawals. and. 
act a lesser area than the minimum limit in any State or | while relieving such entrymen from the danger of losing their 
eyes way 90 a ‘ = . . 
ivory. ip te 3 ; 7 lands in case contemplated projects are not carried out, brings 
On page 2, line 9, after “ acquire,” inserting “by relinquish- | them under the provisions of the reclamation act if the project is 
? ’ | 
I . ‘ : : : : | constructed and developed. 
\mendment inserting a new section designated as section 5. F. W. MONDELL, 
\nd agree to the same. W. A. REEDER, 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- W. R. Smiru, 
ment of the Senate inserting a new section designated as sec- Managers on the part of the 
tion 4, with an amendment as follows: Strike out all after the | 
‘iod following the words “ Secretary of the Interior” in said The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the confer- 
endment and insert the following: “ Providing that the limi- | ence report. ; 
tion on the size of town sites contained in the act of April Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would like to ask the ge! er i 
xteenth, one thousand nine hundred and six, entitled “An act question or two about this report. I could not understand 
oviding for the withdrawal from public entry of lands needed entirely from the reading of the report what it was. Does this 
for town-site purposes in connection with irrigation projects | open up or yield any operation of the homestead | iS to 


under the reclamation act of June seventeenth, one thousand 


residence? 





SS8U8 


Mr. MONDELL. It does not. 
area under the reclamation law from 40 to 10 acres. 
opinion of the Secretary, 
entryman can take a minimum of 10 acres instead of 490. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Is that all that it is? 

Mr. MONDELL. No; it also contains a provision of the bill 
which the House that affects certain town sites in 
Idaho. It also has a provision with regard to relinquishments: 
That 


This bill reduces the minimum 
If, in the 


passe d 


tion act, the entryman 
entry. 
quishments and gives the entryman another right to entry. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
a homestead under the reclamation act, he can enter another. 
Mr. MONDELL. He ean; there or elsewhere. 
The SVEAKER. The question is on agreeing to 
ference report. 
The question 


agreed to. 


the con- 


was taken; and the conference 
PRESERVATION OF 

The SPEAKER. The Chair 
bill (HH. R. 18028) for the preservation of 
appointn 
tive Lester. 


NIAGARA FALLS. 


conferee on 


Falls the 


announees as 
Niagara 


CONNECTING CHESAPEAKE AND DELAWARE BAYS. 

Mr. BURTON of Delaware. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by 
the Railways and Canals to move to suspend 
the rules and pass as amended House joint resolution (I. J 
Res. 21) authorizing the President of the 


ive 


Committee on 


the construction of a free and open waterway to connect the 
witers of the Chesapeake and Delaware bays. 
The joint resolution was read, as follows: 
Resolved, ete., That the President of the United States is hereby 
thorized to appoint a commission, consisting of an officer or retired 
r of the Engineer Corps of the United States Army, an officer of 
i? 7 «& 
e the value of the works and franchises of the Chesapeake and 
» Canal, connecting the waters of the Chesapeake and Delaware 


ence to the desirability of purchasing said canal by the | 
the route of the said canal of } 
a depth and capacity sufficient to 


ind the construction 
open waterway having 
the largest vessel afloat at mean low water. Said 
the extent that the same can be done from the surveys 
nade under the direction of the War Department and within 
ropriation herein made, shall also examine and 
ility, for the purpose of such a waterway, of the 
‘Sassafras route.’”” The said commission shall make 
work, together with its conclusions upon the probable 
reial advantages and military and naval uses of each 
» the Secretary of War, who shall transmit the same to 
ext session. The sum of $10,000, or so much thereof 
‘ssary, is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the 
erwise appropriated, to pay the expenses of said com 
r such clerical assistance as may be deemed necessar 

h reasonable compensation for the servic 
President in his discretion 


over 


com- 


y 
and su Ss 


f mmission as the 


mbers of said 


t to allow. 


The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I demand a second. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to considering a second 
as ordered? 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Delaware is entitled 
ven minutes and the gentleman from Missouri is entitled 
vy minutes. 
*. CLARK of Missouri. I should like to have the gentleman 
what this bill is, and about how much this is to 


neny 


Delaware. Mr. Speaker, this is a joint 


RTON of 
‘eported by the Committee on Railways and Canals 


authorizing the President of the United 

a commission to make an examination and 

is of surveys that have already been made and 

ord in the War Department, and the sum of 

‘oO much thereof as may be necessary, is #ppropriated 

of that commission. 

ARK of Missouri. That is right. 

GARRETT. 

tion. Does 

this examin: 


BURTON of 


Mr. CI 
Mr. 
it provide what officers shall be appointed to make 
ition? 
Delaware. It provides for one officer from 
Corps of the Army, one from the Navy, and one 
neer. These three are to constitute the commission. 
Vir. GARRETT. Will the Army and Navy officers receive 
silary in addition to what they are receiving at present? 
Mr. BURTON of Delaware. I think not. 
Mr. GARRETT. And the appropriation is $10,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary ? 


anzineer 


flan engi 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


10 acres will support a family, the | 


where the Government acquires land needed for storage | 
reservoirs and such works by relinquishment, under the reclama- 
who relinquishes may take a second | 
It makes it easier for the Government to obtain the relin- | 





report was | 
| its beginning seen and from time to time talked of and sur- 
| veyed and examined into this matter, because whenever the 
the | , 
| nection became apparent. 
ent of Mr. BANKHEAD in place of the late Representa- | 


United States to | 
appoint a commission to examine and report upon a route for | 


; Navy, and one person from civil life, to examine and | 


JUNE 2 


5 

Mr. BURTON of Delaware. Yes. 

The first survey for a canal to connect the waters of the De‘, 
ware Bay with those of the Chesapeake was made by Augu; 
Herman in the year 1670 for Lord Baltimore, and another , 
made by Joshua Gilpin in the year 1804. 

This survey was probably made after the Sta® of Maryland 
granted a charter to the Chesapeake and Delaware Canal ()). 
pany in the year 1799. 

Whether the route of the present canal was the only one 
surveyed by the early work or not I am unable to say, but since 
that date a number of other routes have been surveyed by {he 
Government, looking to the construction of a waterway between 


| the two bays as a part of a system of coast defense. These 
If the man relinquishes the right to | 
| River, 
| struction by way of the waters of the Broadkiln, on the Dela- 
|; ware Bay near the new harbor of refuge, with those of the 


were known, respectively, as the “ Sassafras,” the “ Chaptunk 
” and the “Southeast” route, which contemplate a coy- 


Nanticoke River, on the Maryland or Chesapeake. 
It will be seen that the United States Government has from 


possibility of war occurred the urgent necessity for such a con- 
Speaking from memory, I think it 
was President Madison who recommended in one of his mes- 
sages to the Congress that such a waterway be constructed. 


| In all probability he was led to see the need of such a thing by 
| the war of 1812. 


The work of construction of the present Delaware and Chesa- 


| peake Canal was begun on the 15th day of April, 1824, under 


the direction of Silas E. Weir, whose ‘services terminated with 
his life on the 14th day of May, 1828. He was succeeded by 
Robert M. Lewis, under whose supervision the work was com- 
pleted. 

The water was turned into the canal on the 4th day of July, 
1829. The opening up of the national enterprise was the oc- 
casion of a grand celebration on the 17th of October in the 
same year. 

The length of the canal is 13§ miles, 

Width at water line, 66 feet. 

Depth of water, 10 feet. 

Width at bottom, 36 feet. 

Length of locks, 100 feet. 

Width of locks, 22 feet. 

The total cost of this work was $2,250,000, of which amount 
$450,000 was paid by the United States Government, $100,000 
by the State of Pennsylvania, $50,000 by the State of Maryland, 
and $25,000 by the State of Delaware. The remainder of the 
cost was contributed by the citizens of the three States above 
named. 

The total number of vessels passed through the canal since 
its opening is about 710,000. The total tonnage of merchandise 
about 46,000,000 tons. ’ 

The distance from Philadelphia to Baltimore by way of the 
Capes of Delaware and Virginia is about 425 miles. The dis- 
tance by way of the Delaware and Chesapeake Canal is but 
about 108 or 110 miles. 

By way of the canal a steamer can cover the distance in from 
twelve to fifteen hours, and is always sure of making about the 
time given. 

By way of the capes it would require from forty to forty- 
eight hours, and to make that time would have to have favorable 
weather. 

The one route is attended with little or no danger, while the 
other is subject to all the dangers and delays incident to navi- 
gating the Atlantic coast and the lower bays. 

To transfer a naval fleet from one bay to the other by way of 
the canal it would take less than a day, without any danger of 
exposure to a hostile navy. 

To transfer the same fleet by way of the capes it would take 
at best two whole days, with the probability of encountering the 
enemy, who would naturally be on the alert for such a moye- 


ment for coneentration. 


The cities of Philadelphia, Pa., Wilmington and Camden, N. J., 


at the one side to protect, and the cities of Baltimore and Wash- 
1 did not eatch the reading of the resolu- | 


ington, the capital of the nation, and the Naval Academy on the 
other, it certainly does look as if this great nation should pre- 
pare for an emergency which might arise at any time. 

The advantages of such a waterway to the commerce of the 


| country is beyond my ability to estimate, but that its commier- 


cial value would be enormous no one would dare deny. 

Its value as a part of our coast defense would be greater tln 
four additional battle ships, while its cost would be but lit le 
more than one. 

The SPEAKER. 
and passing the bill. 


The question is on suspending the rules 
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ATr 
a is 2 committee amendment. 

Phe SPEAKER. The Chair is informed by the Clerk that 
joint resolution has been reported as amended. 

The question was taken; and two-thirds voting in the affirma- 
the rules were suspended and the joint resolution passed. 


\ 


TRAVELING EXPENSES OF THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee 
dn Appropriations, I submit the following privileged report, and 

ve to suspend the rules.eand pass the bill. 

rhe SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota submits the 
following report by direction of the Committee on Appropria- 
and moves to suspend the rules and pass the bill. The 
Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


tious, 


(proposed in lieu of H. R. 20123) to provide for the traveling 


A bill | pre | g 
expenses of the President of the United States. 


it enacted, etc., That hereafter there may be expended for or on 

nt of the traveling expenses of the President of the United States 

n as Congress may from time to time appropriate, not exceeding 

‘ 000 per annum, such sum when appropriated to be expended in the 
discretion of the President and accounted for on his certificate solely. 
; » is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not 


‘ vise appropriated, for the purposes authorized by this act for 


t seal year 1907, the sum of $25,000. 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I ask unanimous consent that a second may 
considered as ordered. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota has twenty 
minutes, and the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNbDERwoop] 
has twenty minutes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, the subject-matter of this bill 
is the appropriation of $25,000 to defray the traveling expenses 
of the President. The matter was fully discussed a few days 
ago, when the sundry civil appropriation was under considera- 
tion in Committee of the Whole. It differs from the provision 
earried in that bill, which provision went out of that bill on a 
point of order made by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
WiutiAMs] in this: It does not provide specifically, as that 
provision did, for the payment of the traveling expenses of 


be 


those who may accompany the President as his guests. The 
appropriation is for defraying the traveling expenses of the 








nt, and the amount is to be expended in his discretion 
d upon his own certificate. 

L reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, before the gentleman from 
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Minnesota takes his seat, I should like to ask him a question. I | 


have only heard the bill read from the desk. It has just been 
ported to the House and I could not clearly understand it. I 
ul 
bil 
ir. TAWNEY. It applies to the traveling expenses of the 
President of the United States, rather than to the President—to 
‘ay his traveling expenses. 
ir. UNDERWOOD. The object of my question was to find 
( whether the bill applies to Presidents to be elected in the 
. or to the President now holding office. 
TAWNEY. It appropriates money to defray the travel- 
ng expenses of the President during the next fiscal year. 
Mr. WATSON. Is it to be permanent law? 
Mr. TAWNEY. I will say, Mr. Speaker, that the first part of 
the bill makes the authorization for the appropriation 
! ent law, that hereafter the traveling expenses of the Presi- 
shall be paid; and the last paragraph of the bill appro- 
tes $25,000 to defray the traveling expenses of the Presi- 
dent during the next fiscal year. 
WATSON. So that hereafter an appropriation for that 


a t 


Mr. W 
purpose on the sundry civil bill can not be ruled out on a point 
oO] order, 

. TAWNEY. Hereafter an appropriation for that purpose 
ried in any appropriation bill will be in order under the rules 
of the House. 

Mr. JAMES. I would like to ask the gentleman from Minne- 

Under the Constitution of the United States what official 


\r 
‘i? 


d has the President to perform which will require him to 
travel over the United States or leave the capital? 
Mr. TAWNEY. I do not know; he may have official duties. 


But whether he has or not, I think we should provide for the 
payment of the expense thus incurred. 

Mr. JAMES. Is it not true that there is no official duty re- 
quired of him under the Constitution of the country that would 
require him to leave the capital to perform that duty? 


| like to ask the gentleman from Minnesota as to whether | 
| is applicable to the present President of the United 


per- | 


Mr. HAMILTON. How does the gentleman define the word 
“ emoluments? ” 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If emolument is not an advantage that 
is given to a man who holds the office of the President of the 
United States, I know of no other way to define it. If it is an 

| advantage, antl that is a correct definition of the word “ emolu- 
ment,” then it seems to me clearly when we apprepriate $2 "0 
to allow the President of the United States to travel at ¢ 

| ernment expense when no other citizen in the United State 

| in the same way allowed to travel at Government expens« { 
seems to me it is clearly an emolument that is given to 

| President of the United States and directly in opposition to 

| provisions of the Constitution. 

Now, I do not see any good reason, I do not believe th 
| of the United States will find any good reason, for this app 
priation of $25,000, 
The only excuse that is given is that heretofore the railroads 
of the United States have given the President of the United 
| States free transportation, and we are about to pass a hill 
and about to conclude in terms a provision in that bill th 
President of the United States shall not ride on railroad p 3 
any longer; and because we are going to prohibit h 

riding on free passes, Congress must come along and 

an emolument in the shape of $25,000 to carry h free 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman permit me a < 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. In what respect does the ¢g 
tinguish the appropriation for traveling expenses f the P 
dent of the United States in and about the city of W 1 
and an appropriation for his traveling expenses outside 
city of Washington? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do not understand. 

Mr. TAWNEY. In what respect, in regard to the question of 
emolument, is there any distinction between an appropriat 
of $25,000 to defray his traveling eXpenses in the D 
Columbia and $25,000 to defray his traveling expenses ou 
the District of Columbia? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I did not know there was any a] ) 
priation for his traveling expenses in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. TAWNEY. We provide for horses and carriages for the 
President in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will state What I think is clearly the 
constitutional distinction. It is this: There is no doubt in my 
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MUDD. I eall the attention of the Chair to the fact that | Mr. TAWNEY. I do not know that the Constitution requires 


him to travel; the demands of the people may. 
Mr. JAMES. 


If the gentleman is unable to inform the Hoi 
of any official duty that it would require him to perform, h 
can you insist upon an appropriation of money to pay ‘ 
penses to do something -that you admit you can not assign a 1 


reason why he should perform? 
Mr. TAWNEY. If the gentleman from Kentucky will permit 
me, I will say that as Commander in C] 


} f hief of the Army and 
Navy I think he might have occasion to travel all over the 
United States. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. 
Mr. TAWNEY. 
Mr. 


gress 


Will the gentleman answer a qué 
If I can. 

CRUMPACKER. In view of the fact that a 
in a spasm of economy might possibly pare dé 
appropriation a little, does not the gentleman think it 
well to make it permanent? 

Mr. TAWNEY. No; I do not. 
appropriations for any purpose. 

Mr. MANN. Especially after yesterday. [Laughter.] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, the first objection that I 
see to the present proposition is one that was stated by the 
tleman from Mississippi [Mr. Witi1amMs] when he made his 
point of order against a similar proposition then carried by the 
sundry civil bill, and that was that the Constituti 
United States prohibits the Congress from increasing t) 
or increasing the emoluments of the President 


tion? 


future Con- 
this 
be 


might 


I am opposed to permanent 


i ys 


' 
l 







of the United 
States during his term of office, or decreasing it. It has been 
read in the House before, but in order that it may be again 
shown in the Recorp I read from the Constitution of the United 


States, Article XI, section 6, which provides: 

The President shall, at stated times, rex for his sery 
pensation which shall neither be increased nor diminished 
period for which he shall have been ted, and he receive 
within that period any other emolument from the United States or any 
of them. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I know that 
make a constitutional argument to our friends who sit on the 
other side of the middle aisle. But when the Constitution di- 
rectly and clearly prohibits the expenditure of money, I think 
it is time for the whole Congress, not merely the Democratic 
side of the Congress, to wake up to the constitutional provision. 


d ring 


elec shall not 


is 


it not of much avail to 


mind that when the Government of the United States provider{ 
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for the 

ntemplated in the Constitution of the United States. 

ropriates for the maintenance of that residence it pro- 
or an emolument just as much as for his traveling ex- 
But here is the distinction. The Constitution does 
that you shall not pass a bill to*provide for emoluments 

‘e President the United States. 
entleman before I took the floor as to whether this 

for the present President of the United States, or 

President. I do not think there is any question 
constitutionality of an act if it is applied to take 

President to be elected at a future time. 

» object of the Constitution was clearly to prevent the 
f the United States from using his high office to in- 
oluments or his salary, and at the same time, when 
that his salary or emoluments should not be de- 

it was intended to protect the President against that 

in the hands of the Congress of the United States. 

SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the 

an a question. If it was an emolument to furnish a 
home for President, was it not also an emolument to 

Lin ve it to the extent of S6S0.000? 

Mr UNDERWOOD. No; I do not think so. I think there is 

r distinction. I think it was an emolument to the Presi- 

dent when we furnished him a home originally, but when we 

f d him a home at Government expense, that contem- 

plated that the Government should maintain that home, and 

every reasonable man knows that to maintain it you have got 
to spend money to keep a roof on it and you have got to spend 
money to furnish it; and if it is right to spend a dollar, then 
we ha constitutional authority to spend $100,000. There 
is no distinction in that line whatever, but clearly that emolu- 
was given to the President of the United States in the be- 
ginning of the Government. It is not a constitutional question 
nor would this law be a constitutional question if it was 
passed to-day, but not to take effect until another President of 
the United States was elected. But, in my judgment, to-day to 
pass it is clearly in contravention of the Constitution of the 

United States, and every man who has any respect left in him 

whatever for the integrity of that document ought to vote 

against the passage of this bill. [Applause on the Democratic 


side 


a residence 


e 
Ol 


buture 


the 


» cle 


ve the 
ment 


} Ut 
siNN, 
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[In this connection I desire to place in the Recorp the defini- 
tion of the word “ emolument,”’ taken from the Standard Dic- 
‘tionary. It is as follows: 


rolument The remuneration 


vice, whether as 


connected with any office, 


salary, fee, or perquisite. 


occupa- 


io not 
United States 


His official 


see any reason why we should give the President of 
ransportation throughout the United 
duties do not require him to travel about. 
‘resident of the United States when I first came to Con- 
ind when many or most of the Members on the other side 
Chamber who sit on this floor to-day first came to this 

e, received $25,000 a year as a contingent expense for the 
ns st at the White House. And that was all. 
ient to maintain and run the White House for 

d. It was sufficient to maintain and run the 

se for William McKinley, but to-day I understand the 
appropriation for the maintenance and running of 
been increased to $70,000 a year. Nearly 


Py. 
iree 


+ 


the om 


» House has 


ent, until to-day practically every part of the expense 
» President of the United States is put to to maintain the 
it the White House is to buy the food and pro- 
n his table. That is all, and he has $50,000 
j he is just as competent and just as able 
United States as a number of Con- 
iker, the gentleman from Minnesota 
al duty, perhaps, the President might 
ld be in commanding the Army or the Navy. 
gentleman from Alabama this question: Has 
he United States, from Washington down to 
ive the capital of his country to com- 

her the Army or the Navy? 
NDERWOOD. No; I will state that he has not, and 
that, if the Presid had to leave the capital to com- 
» Ariny he would go as the head of the Army, and he 
ud maintained in the same way that the commanding 

ral of the Army is. 

JAMES. And J =e like to find out another thing from 
gentleman from Minflesota [Mr. TAwNey], and that is 
impending war he sees that would require the President 
» United States in the field to lead the Army that he now 


President that was an emolument as | 
When | 


That is why I | 








been the increase for Mr. Roosevelt’s running his 


thinks that possibly the President might have to use this $25,009 
for traveling expenses? 

Mr. COCKRAN. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the geni!o. 
man from Alabama [Mr. UNDERwoop] a question. Does the 
gentleman contend that when the President of the United Stajis 
moves from one part of the country to another discussing py})- 
lic questions before his fellow-citizens, he is engaged in his . 
amusement or in the public service? e 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, he may be engaged in both. Tia 


a 


| gentleman would have to consult the President on that proyo- 


sition. ® 

Mr. COCKRAN. No; but interpreting and judging his course 
by its public features and by its effect on the public mind is it 
not a fact that Mr. Roosevelt’s speeches within the last two or 
three years have been more fruitful in actual legislation, as jn 
the railway rate bill, than any other single force that can he 
mentioned? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. No; I do not think so. The gentk n 
and I differ on that. I think the first cause that brought about 
the agitation on the railway rate bill was the action of the 
Democratic party in the two conventions that called attention to 
the matter before the President had taken any position in ihe 
matter. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Mr. Speaker, I agree with the gentleman as 
to the source of the first suggestion, but the force that gave 
effective direction to that Democratic idea I think the gentleman 
and I will agree came from the President of the United States. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Oh, I think the President of the United 
States deserves a great deal of credit. 

Mr. COCKRAN. And I think the gentleman will agree that 
the constitutional evolution of this country for the last fifty 
years is the adoption of wholesome Democratic ideas by skillful 
Republican politicians. [Laughter.] The gentleman and I will 


| not differ either, I am sure, in the view that while it may be 


painful for Democratic leaders to find their thunder stolen by 
the greater skill of their adversary, they are nevertheless in- 
clined te rejoice in the result, since it has produced good levisla- 
tion for the people. e 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I agree with the gentleman. 

Mr. COCKRAN. I ask the gentleman, bearing all these facts 
in mind, whether Mr. Roosevelt’s recent activities throughout 
this country, outside his strictly official duties, as, for instance, 
his discussions of important questions from public platforms, 
were in the nature of laborious enterprises rather than schemes 
of amusement? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Oh, I think that sometimes the Presi- 
dent’s trips about the United States were of advantage to the 
country ; but sometimes the President takes a trip with hi 
family to his summer home—sometimes his trip is for a private 
purpose, sometimes for a public purpose—but the utterance of 
a President of the United States has a world’s audience no 
matter where he makes it, and it is just as effective made in 
the city of Washington as in San Francisco or Chicago. 

Mr. COCKRAN. I do not believe the gentleman and I will 
differ as to the fact that the President’s utterances are )pro- 
moted both in their frequency and efficiency by his circul 
among the people. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Oh, I think that is good, but I am not 
willing to violate the Constitution of the United States as 

Mr. COCKRAN. I submit to the gentleman that he can not 
violate the Constitution of the United States if he tries. There 
happens to be in the Constitution the means of asserting itself 
against even the gentleman or the House of Representativ: 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will call the attention of the gentle- 
man from New York that he and I, in taking the oath at tlie 
desk when sworn in as Members, swore we would protect the 
Constitution of the United States, and I propose to try to do it 
here. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. COCKRAN. I am quite sure nobody would suspect the 
gentleman of an attempt to violate it, nor would he suspect tat 
any of his neighbors is capable of such an attempt; but wher 
there is a division of opinion as to the constitutionality of a law, 
it is hardly a reason for objecting to its enactment, since tle 
Constitution can protect itself. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, the Constitution may take care 
itself, but I think it is the duty of a Member of Congress :! 
to take care of the Constitution and observe his oath of office. 

Mr. COCKRAN. The point I want to submit to the gentlen 
and our side here, and to the entire House of Representatiy: 
is this: In the operation of our constitutional system the Pr 
dent has become the chief leader of public thought and ex) 
nent of public opinion—quite as much a source of valuable sus- 
gestion for the enactment of laws as a mere executive chars 
with enforcing the laws, and since the circulation of the Pres 
dent throughout the country aids practically and decisively i2 
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promoting ig salutary legislation, by giving effective direction to 


sublie opinion, should not his expenses incurred in rendering 
ah important pubiie service be borne out of the public 


Treasury ¢ 
a UNDERWOOD. Well, I do not think so. 
with the gentleman about that. 

Mr. JAMES. The gentleman might suggest in addition that 
the next time the President speaks it might be on something 
that would not redound to the good of the people. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Let the people judge all his suggestions, but 
why tax him for making them? 


I do not agree 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. I think every public man in the United | 
States, Cabinet officers, Senators, and Members of the House, 
ceive their time liberally and freely to the people of the United 
<+ntes in great discussions, and there is no reason in the world | 
why this House should make an exception of the President. 
We are going to deny free passes to every man in this House. 
{ believe we are, and I know we will if the conferees on the 

te bill earry out what I believe to be the will and the senti- 


ma nt of this House. 
r, COCKRAN. 
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| the sense that he puts it, he goes on invitation, 





Would the gentleman deny mileage to Mem- | 


be 

Mr. a NDERWOt 1D. No; I do not. 

Mr. RUCKER. That is fixed by law. 

Mr. ¢ OG KRAN. Then, if the President travel for the public 
henefit. is it fair to tax him for the service he renders by com- 
} him to pay expenses that would be ruinous if paid out | 


of his own pocket? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. The distinction between the President 
a Member of Congress is the Member of Congress’s home is 
long distance away from the capital, and he is expected to go 

] e and return each year. 


The President of the United States 
is expected to reside in the capital of the United States during 
his term of office. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Where does the gentleman find in the Con- 
m authority for saying that the President must be con- 
fined to any particular spot in the territory of the United States? | 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. The Constitution of the United States 
cont ilates—— 
Mr. ( Ol ‘KRAN. Where? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. The very fact that Congress has provided 
a home, furnished and maintained for the President at the cap- 


ital of the United States, shows the law contemplates he shall 
side here. 

Mr. COCKRAN. I would like to ask the gentleman 
‘stands that the Constitution limits the usefulness of the 
President, so that even if it were clearly advantageous to the 
country that he should travel from one end of it to the other, 
there 


if he 


is a constitutional disability on his part to evacuate, so to 
speak, or to emerge from the city of Washington? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 


CocKRAN] did not understand me in that way. I have never 
contended that the President could not go where he wants to, 
but I say the duties of his office require him to be here, and if 


he desires to go somewhere else there is no reason why he should | 


not do it. 

JAMES. And his duty under the Constitution is to com- 
ite with both Houses of Congress, suggesting needed legis- 
lation and not by stump speeches throughout the country. 


muni 


Mr. COCKRAN. I will ask the gentleman if he does not 
ree with me that, if the expenses of the President of the 
nited States on such journeys are not paid by the United 


ites, one of two results must practically follow—either he 
ust abandon these progresses around the country or he must 


accept free transportation from the railroads? 


l 
Si 
m 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. No; I do not agree with the gentleman 
at all. 
Mr. COCKRAN. I say, practically. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Not practically. I say 
President of the United States has every dollar, 
food that goes on. his table, paid for the maintenance of the 
White House, and he gets $50,000 a year with which merely to 
clothe and feed his family, with no other expense, 
to travel about the United States and to see the people of the 
United States, he can better afford to do it on that salary than 
the Congressmen of the United States or the 
Cabinet officers can on their salary. 

Mr. COCKRAN. I will ask the gentleman this: Does he not 
make a distinction between the President of the United States 
traveling for his amusement—going shooting, for instance—and 
the President of the United States traveling through the 
for the purpose of meeting the people and giving an 


except for the 


country 
account of his stewardship? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say to the gentleman from New 
York that where the President goes out to meet the people, in 


if he wants | 


that when the | 


Senators or the | 








I ] \ 1O 
doubt in the world that, wherever those invitations are given 
and the President goes out to accept one, the people of that 
community who have invited him will be glad to furnish him 
with special trains and all other conveniences at their ex 
pense and not at his. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Then the Sentlem n’s pro 1 is, that 
instead of the President t aking an allowance from the Tr in'y 
of the United States for the purpose of paying these legitimate 

| expenses, they should be paid by a speci: ul Te ‘Vy made upon each 
| community that he may visit? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It is not a levy made. It is a sp | 
contribution. ; 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. UNpERwoop] has expired. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to my 
colleague on the committee [Mr. Smirn of Iowa] 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, some days ago I had oc 
sion in the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, considering the sundry civil bill, to in a m« e dis 
cuss the question now before the House. But I wish to eall 
attention to some matters I did not refer to at that ti 

The Constitution of the United States does provide, as stated 
by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Unperwoop] that t 
President shall at stated times receive for his services a com 
pensation, which shall neither be increased nor di minished dur 
ing the period for which he shall have been e “d, and he shall 
not receive within that period any other emolument from 
United States or any of them. The Constitution does not | 
vide, you will mark, that his emoluments shall not increase ¢ 
ing his term. It prohibits emoluments aside from his con 
tion whether fixed before or during his term. It says t 
compensation shall be fixed, and that he shall not receive within 


the period for which he shall have been elected any other emolu- 


ment from the United States or any of them. 
Let us bear in mind that the Constitution does not provide 
that his emoluments shall not de increased, but he shall not r 


ceive any emoluments during his term except his compe 


as fixed by law. Bearing this in mind, I wish to call the att 
tion of the House to a few authorities upon this subject. In 
the State of California it is provided by the constitution that 


the salary 


of county officers shall not be increased or diminished 
during their terms. In Kirkwood v. Soto (S87 Cal., 394) the 
supreme court of that State said that a statute providing for 
the payment of traveling expenses of the county superintend 


ent was not an increase of his salary within the meani 
constitution of that State. And in the 
declared that the constitutional provision that the compensation 


same ¢ 


of judges should not be increased or diminished during thei 
term was not violated by the enactment of a statute for paying 
the traveling expenses of the judges. 

This question was again considered in Agard v. Shaffer (141 
Cal.), when the court said the distinction is between i 

| dental expenses of the office ” and “ compensation for service to 
be rendered.” In Wheelock v. People (S4 IIL, 551) it was held 
that the constitutional provision prohibiting the increas rc 
Siminution of compensation does not mean that the com) 
tion shall in every instance include all expenses of ft! {tice 
The same was followed in Cullom v. Dolloff (94 Ill., 330 

In Wyoming, under the law, the county treasurer was also 
the county assessor ex officio and authorized to appoint deputy 
assessors, to be paid out of the county fund rhe constitu 
tion of Wyoming prohibited increasing or decreasing the emolu 
ment of a county officer during his term, and it was held tl 
taking away from this county officer the power to appoint de 
uty assessors, at compensation to be paid by the county, was 
not a decrease of his emoluments within the meaning of the 
constitution. In Town against Dickey (116 IIL, 527) it is 
said: “ The ‘emoluments’ is peculiarly appropriate to office, 
denoting in its most’ 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired 

Mr. TAWNEY. I yield one minute more. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa (continuing). “ Denoting in its most 
ordinary signification the profit which is annexed to th S- 
session of office, as onl iry, fees, and perquisite 

This bill does not appropriate money for th e President. It 
appropriates money for the traveling expenses of the Pr sident, 

| from which he can derive no possible profit. This pr sed bill 
recognizes the fact that while the President is not under a il 
obligation to travel, is yet under a duty to travel and the 
people of the country ; and the people want him to travel, want 
him to meet them and want to meet him, and tl ire pre- 
pared to pay his expenses for so doing Applause 

Mr. TAWNEY. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 


New York [Mr. CocKRAn]. 
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Mr. COCKRAN. Mr. Speaker, it affords me very great sat- 
isfaction to support this preposal from the Committee on Ap- 
And I hold it a very auspicious sign that this sug- 
from the majority of this House. For many years 
purty has advocated certain policies, but, for 
other, it has failed to get them incorporated 

uur political system. Within the last two or three years, 

, a force has developed inside the Republican organiza- 
i which bas made it a wonderfully efficient instrument for 

‘ing the enactment of Democratic ideas into law. By cir- 
ting throughout this country and plaeing before its people 

in views upon publie questions, the President has already 
ted a publie opinion through which an important feature of 

cratic platform has been practically embodied in our 
nd I think it is almost inevitable that the same force, 
the course of the next few years, will make many Demo- 
dens dominant features of our legislation. 


riatious, 
1 come 
Democratic 


reason or 


: 2 | 
Mr. Speaker, I would much prefer that this enactment | 


iocratie doctrine into law had been accomplished by 
‘its. They have always had the wholesome disposition, 
or other they lacked the effective force. But 
: President has seen fit to embrace publicly some 
cardinal principles of Democratic faith, and the result of his 
a railroad rate bill is already on its way to the 
it is fair to assume that through the same force 
stand-patter ” will find himself upset within the next few 
I do not think we on this side should do any- 
thing which is likely to arrest or delay the march of this ef- 
fective force to the accomplishment of these salutary purposes. 
‘Mir. Roosevelt’s speeches in different parts of this country, I 
don’t think anyone will deny, have been the strongest force in 
ping public opinion in favor of the railroad rate bill 
applause], and——— 

Mr. JAMES. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question ? 

Mr. COCKRAN. Yes. 

Mr. JAMES. Was the public sentiment wrought up through- 
out the country on the rate bill by the people who heard the 
speeches of the President or by the people who read the speeches 
of the President? 

Mr. COCKRAN. Both, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. JAMES. Could he not have made that just as effective 
by messages to Congress, the constitutional manner of advising 
the House and Senate upon needed legislation, or by having his 

rty in national convention declare for rate legislation, ad- 
“1 by the Democratic party for ten years before he became 
its champion, as to have gone over the country making speeches? 

Mr. COCKRAN, 
been as good or better than the thing which has actually hap- 
pened. I do know Mr. Roosevelt’s advocacy of 
mnensures has been during the last two or three years the most 
influence 


me way 


the 


adhesion is that 
stitute books, 
the “ 


vears, 


Now, 


devek 


yoourte 


salutary 
to imy 
mote its effi {Applause.] Doubtless the gentleman is cor- 
rect. Nothing has ever come to pass in this world so good that 
other thing might not have been better. Mr. Roosevelt 
might have persuaded his party in canvention to adopt resolu- 
tions in favor of the policies which he has supported so vigor- 
before the people, but I doubt if declarations by his party 
would have been half as effective as his leadership has proved 
itself here upon this floor. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD rose. 
Mr. COCKRAN. Now, I have not the time 

SPEAKER. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Ir. COCKRAN. If I had 
yield. I wish to add for the information of this side of 
use, that if this were a proposal to increase the emolu- 
f the President, I would agree entirely with the gentle- 

Alabama 
prohibition, and however valuable in 
mn this custom of Presidential 

ountry shown itself to be, I agree 

not ride even to reform or improvement in the 

vn vik 


iency. 


some 


nely 
Ous|Ly 


my 
f 


has 


ated oaths. 
emolument seems to 
emolument is 


tion of 
posterous. An 
nt himself must 


s appropriat 


ves anv anes 


me 
enjoy the benefit. If 
ion 
under any 


an emote 


into his 


agree that 


circumstances go 
t would be nt, and I 
nconstitutional. But here is a proposal to pay from the Pub- 
usury certain expenses of the President incurred by him 
ie performance of certain functions which are certainly 
ec in their cl Nobody will pretend those functions 


uaracter. 
onsistent or incompatible with the character of his 


wig 
couicd 
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I do not know what other thing might have | 


wholesome | 


more than five minutes I would | 
| speeches, 


It would clearly be a violation of a con- | 
promoting | 
progresses | 


. | 
with | 


But the suggestion that this | 
ex- | 
something of | 
any | 
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own | 
it would | 
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office, and no one denies that in themselves they have proved 
of decisive benefit to the legislation of the country, and there. 
fore to the welfare of the people. All that remains for this 
House to decide is whether it will provide the means by which 
this salutary influence can be continued, or whether it wil] 
refuse the necessary appropriation and thus destroy its effect. 
iveness. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I yielded to the gentleman. 

Mr. COCKRAN. I will yield to you if I have the time. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The Standard Dictionary gives this as 
a definition 

Mr. COCKRAN. Oh, I will answer a question, but I will not 
yield for a statement. The gentleman from Alabama can give 
this definition in his own time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. COCKRAN. I have but five minutes. I repeat here for 
the information of the House that in my judgment this pro. 
posal involves no question of emolument whatever. The gentlo- 
man from Alabama holds a different opinion and he is a very 
capable lawyer. But if I be wrong in my opinion, and the 
gentleman be right, the enactment of this law can do no harm. 
The Constitution of the United States, as I have said, will al- 
Ways assert itself. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I yielded to the gentleman—— 

Mr. COCKRAN. But the gentleman has abundant time, and 
I have but five minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. COCKRAN. I trust the gentleman from Alabama wil] 
allow me just to complete this statement. As no one questions 
the value of these Presidential journeys through the country— 
as all admit, especially upon this side, that they are salutary 
influences—upon the gentleman’s own statement, the only ques- 
tion for the House to decide is whether the expenses of them 
shall be paid out of the Treasury, whether they shall be ad. 
vanced by railroads, with the inevitable result of establishing 
a claim upon Presidential forbearance and thus becoming a po- 
tential source of corruption, or whether they shall be met by 
voluntary subscription—by eleemosynary enterprises for popu 
lar instruction—in different localities. Of these three proposals, 
I believe the one recommended by the committee is the only one 
consistent with the dignity and the interests of the country. 
Therefore I favor the passage of the appropriation. [Ap- 
plause. ] 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. SHErLey]. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire only to take the time 
of the House in order that it may be apparent that some of us 
on this side of the aisle do not agree with the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. Unpbrerwoop] in his position. Speaking for my- 
self, I have not the slightest doubt but what this bill is legal. 


| I have been somewhat of a stickler for the Constitution in the 
in our public life, and I will not cast a vote | 
wiir its efficiency or refuse a vote that will operate to pro- | 


House, but I have not the slightest doubt that this provision 
is in no sense an emolument and in no sense increases the com- 
pensation of the President. I believe that the law defining 
the duties of the President makes it proper that he should 
leave Washington and travel among the people. It calls upon 
him to give to the Congress of the United States his views on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. JAMES. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. SHERLEY. I will yield in a moment, if I have the 
time. I maintain that no President can as well be informed 
as to the conditions of the country and as to the views of the 
people by any other method as by traveling among them, 
meeting them, and learning directly from them their view 
point. I think the present President not only did good by his 
but I think his traveling did him a _ tremeidou 
amount of good. I believe that the trip of the President to the 
South gave him a better appreciation of the peopie of t 
South, made him understand the actual conditions that confro! 
us, and made him a better President for the whole people of the 
United States. [Applause.] , 

I knew that he can not travel as an individual, because th 
time of the President of the United States is too important. [le 
must have facilities to work as he travels. He must Dv 
special train. He must have special facilities, and that © 
pense ought not to be asked of the President of the Unit 
States out of his private purse, and it ought to be furnished 1: 
the nation at large. [Applause.] 

Mr. TAWNEY. I now yield three minutes to the gent!em.!! 
from Massachusetts [Mr. SULLIVAN]. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I am 
to join with my colleagues, the gentleman from New York [| \M°-. 
CockRAN] and the gentleman from Kentucky {[Mr. SHpnLey 
in support of this provision for $25,000 to pay the traveling 
penses of the President of the United States. I agree with the: 


orla 
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this can not be a party question in any sense of the word, 





NOT VOTING—12: 
he yote upen this question ought not to be cast upon party | Acheson Driscoll Le s V 
{ do not think this is an emolument for the President. | ell at Lilley, } Slemp 
ot an increase of his salary. It is an expense which at- | Bannon Kida ore 1 eo eg 
to the office of President, and unless gentlemen can upon | Bartlett Flack Loi h S Ix 
tutional grounds strike out the items for the maintenance | a ee Lorimer s Md 
. White House itself—the $4,000 for improvements, $35,000 | Rell. Ga. cae se _ stinnans a a. Ae 
epairs to the White House, $6,000 for fuel, $9,000 for con- Bennet, N. Y. Garber Lovering S: 
tory and greenhouses, $3,000 for repairs of greenhouses, | = Gilbert, Ind. McCall S ck 
e1..800 for lighting the Executive Mansion and grounds, $20,0€0 | Dela Sula oie eee = 5 7 
f he contingent fund, $11,000 for the protection of the Presi- | Bowers Greene M Kinley, Ill. Stey S 
nd $66,000 for his clerk hire—then they can not strike auenneak Griggs Mahon Steve 
{ tem out. Bradley a Minor Sulliv 
| do not think we ought to belittle the office of the President | Brantiey Hardwick Talbott 
1 fusing these appropriations and confining him to any log en. Tex. ee Taylor, Ala 
5 We propose to keep up the White House, we propose to | Burke. Pa. ang — ta th 
| ip the dignity of the office, and we propose, so far as we | Burke, S. Dak, Hill, Conn. ’arso Vreeland 
( complish that object, to allow the President of the United a a INI Patterson, Tenn, Wadsworth 
G to go out over the United States and discuss questions | Calderhead oa aot 


cet in touch with every section of the country. It is a 
\ movement, a patriotic movement, and it ought not to be 
1 unless the gentlemen who object are able to prove 
( isively, beyond the possibility of doubt, that there is no 
y 
T 


Clayton 

Dale 
Darragh 
Davidson 
Davis, W. Va. 
Deemer 
Dovener 
Dresser 


Kennedy, Ohio 
Ketcham 

Knopf 

Lamb 

Landis, Chas. B. 
Lawrence 

Le Fevre 
Legare 


Powers 
Randell, Tex. 
Reid 
Rhodes 
Robertson, La. 
Robinson, Ark. 
Shackleford 
Sherman 

So (two-thirds having voted in favor thereof) the rules were 
suspended and the bill was passed. 

The Clerk announced the following pairs: 

Until further notice: 





it in the Constitution for doing it. I respectfully submit 

hey have failed to make out a case, and that this House 
ought with unanimity to adopt this provision. [Applause.] 

juestion was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
T rwoop) there were—ayes 175, noes 66. 

UNDERWOOD. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

yeas and nays were ordered. Mr. MANN with Mr. 

question was taken; and there were—yeas 176, nays 66, 


nthe L 2 For the session : 
> 6 POS € , . ae ro | 2 e 
ed “ present ” 12, not voting 125, as follows: | Mr. SourHarp with Mr. Harpwicx. 


3ARTLETT. 











YEAS—176. | Mr. DALE with Mr. Bowrr. 
Ad Dawson Hunt Payne Mr. Morrecx with Mr. SuLitivan of New York. 
A ler Denby .- Jenkins Pollard Until further notice: 
A Me. Dickson, Tl. Jones, Wash. Prince » = at — 
A om Dixon, Mont. Kahn Pujo Mr. MAHON Ww ith Mr. WEISSE. 
A s Draper Keifer Ransdell, La. Mr. McKIntey of Illinois with Mr. Rem. 
B ld Dunwell Keliher Reede1 Mr. Powers with Mr. G 2 of Nonnecaao 
B it Ellis Kennedy, Nebr. Reynolds Mr oe eee _ Sa - : _o of Tennessee, 
B Esch Kinkaid Rives MY. SLASKINS With Mr. LEVER. 
Be Ky. Fassett Klepper Roberts Mr. WELBORN with Mr. GuDGER. 
in nom — ers Mr. WEEKs with Mr. STANLEY. 
| Tor » napp per . ‘ . 
: a osha aves ae Mr. Le Fevre with Mr. Craupr Kircuin. 
R Foster, Ind. Lacey Samuel Mr. Hitt with Mr. LEeGare. 
] Colo. French Lafean Schneebeli Mr. DoveNER with Mr. SPARKMAN 
( ‘ulker Landis, Frede Scot aio Ee ae 
- . ue — a Meeterick Sc a Mr. Foster of Vermont with Mr. Pov. 
! n Gaines, W. Va. Lilley, Conn. Shartel Mr. Davipson with Mr. Grices. 
] Del. Gardner, Mass. Lindsay Sherley Mr. BrsHop with Mr. CLAYTON 
R Ohio Gardner, Mich. Littauer Smith, I. a eo A AT Sg ee aa oe ili 
] 2. Gardner, N. Jj. McCarthy Smith. lowa Mr. GREENE with Mr. Pat TERSON Of Not th ( arolina. 
( Gillett, Mass. McGavin , Smith,Samuel W. | Mr. Littey of Pennsylvania with Mr. Giiperr of Kentucky. 
( |, Kans. Glass McKinlay, Cal. Smith, Pa. Mr. GrRaHam with Mr. Pace 
( I; Ohio Goebel MeKinney Sperry | ie VRE. pp gy ell 
( Goulden MeLachlan Stafford Mr. VREELAND Wit 1 Mr. REG te a 
( Graft McMorran Steenerson Mr. LonewortH with Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. 
( Granger McNary Sterling Mr. Lawrence*with Mr. Wess 
( n Grosvenor Madden Sullivan, Mass. fie ie ae ee si le de 
( Ila. Hale Marshall Sulloway Mr. EpWArps with Mr. Broocks of Texas. 
( Hamilton Martin Tawney For the day: 
( Hayes Meyer Taylor, Ohio Mr. Minor with Mr. Sutzer. 
( Hedge Michalek Thomas, Ohio — ~ ot = Mr Bowers 
( Henry, Conn. Miller Tirrell .. 2 Sa ee one 
( Pa. Hepburn Mondell Tyndall Mr. KENNEDY of Ohio with Mr. LAms. 
Vis. ae —— ae | Mr. McCreary of Minnesota with Mr. Branriey, 
( iggins Mouser achter ; cr -: iy ial ceased : saith cat 
( Hinshaw Muda Waldo Mr. McCacr with Mr. Rovt RTSON of Louisian 
‘ ker Hoar Murdock Wanger Mr. Otcorr with Mr. GARBER. 
Hoge. ey a Mr. AcuEson with Mr. BELL of Georgia. 
( olliday weecham ebdber 2 > : ite. — 
( in Howell, Utah Nevin Weems Mr. BINGHAM with Mr. Byrp. ’ ; 
Hubbard Norris Wiley, N. J. Mr. Burke of Pennsylvania with Mr. GoLpFroGLe, 
| La. Huff Olmsted Wood, N. J. Mr SROWN Wi ] Mr. FIELD. 
I Minn, Hull Otien Woodyard a om - wit a oe Eieaner 
Humphrey, Wash. Overstreet Young MY. IKETCHAM WItD Air, ‘ST. 
NAYS—66 Mr. BurLeicH with Mr. McDermott. 
: ca ! Mr. Howe tt of New Jersey with Mr. Patrerson of Tennessee, 
? Garren Sreppard Mr. Hueues with Mr. RANveEtL of Texas. 
id Lioyd. Slayden Mr. Cuartes B. LANprs with Mr. Taytor of Alabama. 
ex, Gillespie McLain Smith, Tex. Mr. LouDENSLAGER with Mr. Smrirn of Kentucky. 
5e Hay Macon Southall Mr. McCreary of Pennsylvania with Mr. SHACKLEFORD. 
Heflin Maynard Spight : acne Mr ’ y r 
n Henry, Tex. Moon, Tenn. Thomas, N. C. Mr. Witson with Mr. W oop of } lissouri. 
pont a ee a ; | Mr. Wm. ALDEN SmitrH with Mr. Rosrnson of Arkansas, 
nn, opkins *adge Townsené : —_ a Mr. S 
‘ Houston Patterson,S.C. Trimble | Mr. LOVERING with Mr. SMALL. 
( ‘io Howard Rainey Underwood For the vote: 
nd ae gas Miss. eae ss Wallace Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. TALsort. 
° James Richardson, Ala. atkins | é one A . ew 
Johnson Richardson, Ky. Williams Mr. DEEMER W ith Mr. LITTLE, 
Jones, Va. Rixey Zenor Mr. BRADLEY W ith Mr. LEW Is. 
l Kitchin, Wm. W. Rucker Mr. BANNoN with Mr. Wizey of Alabama. 
saree eet Mr. Ropes with Mr. Smirx of Maryland. 
ee “ PRESENT ”—12. - Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I desire to with 
tema, 1regs McCleary, Minn. Pou draw my vote in the affirmative and to be recorded 
Gilbert, Ky. Kitchin, Claude Mann Southard ae anh se > ee gellar ipa ei 
Graham Lever - Patterson, N.C. Weeks The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the gentlen 








SS14 


The 
he answered “ 
The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 
SILETZ INDIAN RESERVATION, 
H{ERMANN. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and the bill (H. R. 12080) granting to the Siletz Power 
unl Manufacturing Company a right of way for a water ditch or 
canal through the Siletz Indian Reservation, in Oregon, with 
amendments, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., 
after set forth, to the Siletz Power and Manufacturing 
corporation organized and existing under the laws of the State of Ore- 

1, and its and assigns, for the construction, operation, 
and maintenance of a water ditch or canal through the lands of the 
United States in the Siletz Indian Reservation, in Oregon, beginning 
at a point on the right bank of the Siletz River, in lot 13 of section 9, 

iip 10 range 10 west of Willamette meridian; r i 

in a northeasterly direction through said section and terminating 
a point on the right bank of the Siletz River, in lot 
township 10 south, range 10 west of Willamette meridian: 
rhat no rights hereunder shall attach until the Secretary of 
terior shall have determined to his satisfaction that 
Indians and the public will be promoted thereby. 

Sec. 2. That the 
width on each side of the central line of such water ditch or canal. 

Sec. 3. T before the grant of such right of way shall become 
tive, a map showing the definite location of such water ditch or 
canal must be filed with and approved by the Secretary of the Interior, 
and the company shall make payment to the Secretary of the Interior 


Present.” 


CANAL THROUGH OREG. 


pass 
I 


successors 


south, 


the In- 


= 
eire 


‘or the benetit of the allottees of full compensation for such right of | 


through their allotments, including all damage to their improve 

s and lands, and for damage to lands reserved for agency purposes, 

h compensation shall be determined and paid under the direction 

he Secretary of the Interior in such manner as he may prescribe: 

ided further, That the Siletz Power and Manufacturing Company, 
iccessors or assigns, where not otherwise provided, shall, at its 
expense, construct and maintain sufficient and suitable bridges 

) the water ditch or canal the right of way for which is hereby 
ited at the crossing of public roads, and be designated by the county 

t of the county in which they may be, failing in which the rights 
ein granted shall be forfeited. 

Sec. 4. That the rights herein granted shall be forfeited by said 
tion uniess the water ditch or canal shall be constructed through 
the said lands within three years from the passage of this act. 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? [After a pause.] 
second being demanded, the question is on suspending the 
es and passing the bill. 

The question was taken; and two-thirds having voted in favor 
hereof, the rules were suspended and the bill was passed. 


Ni 


) 
rul 
rui 


DAM ACROSS MISSISSIPPI RIVER, MINNESOTA, 


Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 

mass the bill (HI. R. 19431) permitting the building of a 

the Mississippi River een the counties of 

rns and Sherburne, in the State of Minnesota, with amend- 
to, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 


read as follows: 


betw 


“across 


That the consent of Congress is hereby granted 

tric Power Company, a Minnesota corpor m, its 

, to construct and maintain across the Mississippi 
and necessarily incident thereto for water 
purposes, and a lock for navigation purposes, which 
rated and kept in repair, as may be required by the 
*, by the said company at its own expense, at any point 
township 123, range 27, in the county of Stearns 
and section , township 35, range 31, and 
nship 35, range 30 west, in Sherburne County, 
» plans for the construction of such dam and 
lock, shall be submitted to and approved 

and the Secretary of War before the com- 
onstruction of the same: And provided further, That 
loud Electric Power Company, its and 

iate from plans after such approval, either 

1 of said structure, unless the modification 

iously been submitted to and received the 

ineers and the Secretary of War: And pro- 

and maintained in connection 

a sluiceway, so arranged as to permit logs, timber, and 
1, through, and over said dam without unreason- 
hindrance and without toll or charges: And provided 
be so constructed that the Government of 
may at any time construct in connection therewith 
» lock for navigation purposes and may at any time, 
n, control the said dam so far as shall be necessary 
ration, but 
and structures to any greater extent than may be 
proper facilities for navigation, and that the Sec- 
at any time require and enforce at the expense of 
and changes in the construction of said 


Works 


gineers 


successors 


such 


shall 


xdifications 


‘em advisable in the interest of navigation: And pro- | 


ther, in consideration of the the United 
of America 1 said corporation, or its successors or assigns, of 
tract or tracts of land as may be approved or selected by 
he Chief of Engineers and the Secretary of War for lock or other pur- 
for such ation as aforesaid, the right shall 
hereby ¥ “i in the said The St. Cloud Electric 
and assigns, to flow and inundate 
Mississippi River situate above said 


conveyance to 
ch suitable 


me is Power Com- 
with water any 
proposed site 


its successors 


ands in the 


inn., which may belong to the United States of America 
‘not been subjected to any entry under the homestead laws or other 
disposition at the time of the passage of this act, such right of flowage 
to be enjoyed without any compensation to be paid to the United States 
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Clerk called the name of Mr. Gatnes of Tennessee, and | 





That the right of way is hereby granted, as herein- 
Company, a | 


running | 


30 of section 4, | 
Provided, | 


the interests of the | 


right of way hereby granted shall be 50 feet in | 


| be selected by and within said State for forestry purposes. 
| hereby granted, except 


shall not destroy the water power de- | 


become and the | 


and | 
ituated southerly of the municipal limits of St. Cloud, Stearns County, | 
and which | 


JUNE 20, 


of America save and except the value of said lands so to be econy 
for lock or other purposes. 

Sec. 2. That suitable fishways, to be approved by the United s} 
Fish Commissioner, shall be constructed and maintained at said ¢ 
by said corporation, its successors or assigns. 

Sec. 3. That in case any litigation arises from the building of ¢4;, 
dam or locks or from the obstruction of said river by said dam or ; 
purtenant works, cases may be tried in the proper courts as now i 
vided for that purpose in the State of Minnesota or in the courts 
the United States. 

Sec. 4. That the right to amend, alter, or repeal this act is herehy 
expressly reserved, and the same shall become null and void unless {i}. 
construction of the dam hereby authorized is commenced within one 
year after the passage of this act and completed within three yours 
thereafter. 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? [After a pause.] 
No second being demanded, the question is on suspending the 
rules and passing the bill. 

The question was taken; and two-thirds having -voted jn 
favor thereof, the rules were suspended and the bill was passed, 


L 


GRANTING LANDS TO WISCONSIN 


Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the Committee 
on Public Lands be discharged from the further consideration 
of the bill (S. 6462) granting lands to the State of Wisconsin 
for forestry purposes, and that the rules be suspended and 
the bill be passed. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and lx 
hereby, directed to cause patents to issue to the State of Wis 
for not more than 20,000 acres of such unappropriated, unoccupied, 
nonmineral public lands of the United States north of the township line 
between townships 33 and 34 north, fourth principal meridian, as 1 
The | 
as herein provided, shall be used as a for: 
reserve only, and should the State of Wisconsin abandon the u 
said lands for such purpose, alienate or attempt to alienate or 
the same or any part thereof for purposes other than that for 
granted, except upon consent of the Secretary of the Interior, as herein- 
after provided, the same shall revert to the United States. If it 
be made to appear to the satisfaction of the Secretary that any 
or tracts of the land hereby granted are better suited for agricult 
than for forestry purposes, or by reason of their isolation are 
available for forest reserve purposes, he may by order consent to 


FOR FORESTRY PURPOSES. 


| sale of such tract or tracts by the State of Wisconsin upon condition 


that the proceeds of such sale shall be used by the said State in the 
reforestation of the permanent forest reserves established by said Sixte, 
and that in event the lands hereby granted shall revert to the United 
States the said State wili account for all such moneys and will 
over to the United States all sums derived from the sales of these 


lands 


| and not actually used in reforestation. 


The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
a second may be considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
Chair hears none, and the gentleman from Nebraska is enti 
to twenty minutes and the gentleman from Wyoming to tw: 
minutes. 

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. Speaker, a bill precisely like this «: 
before the Committee on Public Lands and was consicde 
The object of the bill is to grant 20,000 acres of land to 
State of Wisconsin for forestry purposes. The State has 
into the proposition on a large and scientific scale on its oyn 
behalf and has a forest reserve of its own of about 300,000 acres, 
in which is included this 20,000 acres of Government land. I 
reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask 
the gentleman a question or two. How much land is given 
Wisconsin? 

Mr. McCARTHY. Not to exceed 20,000 acres. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Well, is this a unanimous report 
from the committee? 

Mr. McCARTHY. I think the report is unanimous; I would 
not say the members of the committee are all in favor of it. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The Department recommends it’? 

Mr. McCARTHY. The Department recommends it, and no 
member of the committee has filed a minority report. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. What is the land good for? 

Mr. McCARTHY. It is not good for anything at present. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. What does Wisconsin want with 
it, then? 

Mr. McCARTHY. Wisconsin proposes to put it within her 
forest reserves. It is only partly covered with forests, but it 
will grow trees if it is properly cared for. Wisconsin has had. 


a forest reserve of its own of 300,000 acres, and this 20,000 
| acres is scattered about in isolated tracts 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Does this in any way prevent Wis- 
consin hereafter alienating and selling it? 

Mr. McCARTHY. Yes, sir; this bill provides that in the 
event the State of Wisconsin fails to use it for forestry purposes 
only, that it shall revert to the United States. 

Mr. JENKINS. 
passed the Senate. 


] 


I might say to the gentleman the bill las 
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McCARTHY. 

< e bill. 
MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to the passage 
s pill, or at least I think the matter should be pretty care- 
onsidered before it is passed, owing to the fact that it 
es to give public lands belonging to the United States to 
te of Wisconsin for a specific purpose, a good purpose, no 


The bill has passed the Senate; this is a 


( 


4 _ put if I understand the attitude of the Committee on 
I - Lands of this House correctly, the attitude of that com- 
mittee for some years past has been against any grants of land 


of the States for any purposes save for the support of 

i schools. I do not recall a bill baving been reported 

» committee for the last three Congresses, that proposed 

t of land to any State for any other purpose. Now, there 
umber of bills before the committee and have been for 

st proposing grants of land for various purposes, bills 

erants of land for the support of Soldiers’ Homes, a 
posing a grant of twenty or thirty thousand acres of land | 

{ State of North Dakota for the same purpose for which 
the erant is made in this bill, and yet I have understood that 
n the policy of that committee—I think I am correct in 
tement—that no grant should be favorably reported ex- | 

( r common school purposes, and then only where some 

r condition existed that warranted such grant. 

Sneaker, this is a grant of 20,000 acres of land to the 

S f Wisconsin not for a forest reserve, but for forestry 
These lands are not in large compact areas, other- 

forest reserve would be created under the Forestry Serv- 

the United States, but the grant is of isolated scattered 

of land which may be sold by the State, and the proceeds 

used for forestry purposes or such other purposes as the 

! ure of the State of Wisconsin might deem it wise to use 


nd thus obtained. Now, I think that we should thor- | 
y understand what the bill does, and if it is to be the policy | 
of ¢ ress to make grants to the States for forestry purposes, | 
f support of Soldiers’ Homes, and I know of no purpose | 
that uld appeal to patriotic Americans more than that, then | 
hills providing for such grants now before the committee should 
be 1 rted favorably. 
‘| last meeting of the committee was held at a time when the | 
H was in session—the first meeting it ever held under those | 
( nstances since I have been a member of it—and favorably | 
} ‘ted this bill and others, including a bill taking a million 
d from the reclamation fund, of which the State of my | 
f from Nebraska is a beneficiary, for the drainage of the | 
D | Swamp. If this bill should be passed, if it is the opinion | 
of « rress that we should entef upon the policy of making 


to the States for various purposes, let us understand it, 
us enter upon this legislation understandingly and fully 
ating the fact that if it be wise and proper to grant to 
e of Wisconsin eertain tracts of land, which she may dis- 
and use for forestry or other purposes, then it is equally 
rig nd preper that we should make similar grants to other 
Ss for the same or other equally or more meritorious pur- | 





IANN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield for a 


MONDELL. I will. 
MANN. Is this land to be used with other lands for a | 
reserve ? 
MONDELL. Well, I do not understand that there is any 
able compact area of public lands in the State of Wis- 
that could be used for forest reserve. If there were, 
fit for forest-reserve purposes, a forest reserve 
undoubtedly be created by the present forestry adminis- 
which is enthusiastically in favor of all the reserves 
MANN, 


( t? 


were 


Of what benefit is this land to the General Goy- 
Was it originally pine land? 

MONDELL. The gentleman might ask that same ques- | 
1 regard to the remaining lands in Missouri or Minnesota 


' Dakotas or elsewhere. These lands are now subject to 
( under the land laws. They can be sold, they can be 


‘steaded, or they can be disposed of one way or another. 
MANN. Does not the gentleman believe that there is a 
umount of land in forest States, owned by the General | 

rnment, of no value as it stands, which might possibly 

‘ned over to the States if the States would make forest re- | 
a the land and have forests or trees grown upon the | 
a? 


‘ir. MONDELL. I have tried to make it clear that I am in | 


v of an enlightened forestry poliey, State and national, but | 
vant to call the gentleman’s attention to the fact that this 


‘| does not propose that the State of Wisconsin shall estab- 
i a forest reserve on every 40 and 80 acre tract of Govern- | 


ment land here and there over this territory 


covers 


It would be impracticable to do that, and the State will not do 
it. It is practically a grant of 20,000 acres of lated tracts, 
none of them large. The report does not indicate tl ze of 
the largest area of unoccupied public land in the State of Wi 
consin, but I assume there is no area of any considerable size. 

Mr. MANN. There must be certainly an area of a ry large 
size in Wisconsin which might possibly be turned b state 
into a forest reserve. 

Mr. MONDELL. Well, I am speaking of public lands. There 
are no large compact areas of public land in Wisconsin, and the 
| bill recognizes that condition and provides t these areas 
| may be sold. It simply provides that the pro is may be used 
for this purpose. Now, I do not insist that it may not | 
proper to give the State of Missouri all of her rema ig pu 

land for some purpose, the State of Arkansas all of he 


lands, the State of Minnesota ail of her public lands; 
are going to inaugurate that policy, a policy we follow: 
considerable extent for a long time until the Committee on the 





Public Lands of this House several years ago declared a dif- 
ferent one, which it has followed consistently, and so far as 
I know this is the first case in which the committee has de- 


parted from this established policy of not granting land to the 
States for any purpose except for the support of common schools 
There have been several bills reported at one 





time or anoth 
from the committee granting lands to the South Stat fol 
school purposes. No other bills proposing land g »S 
have been reported by the committee for years, if I recollect 
rightly. I think the House should at least understand that this 
is the inauguration of a new policy, and that we are n pi 
viding for the transfer of public lands from the United States 
to the States to be used by the States practically as they see fit. 
Mr. MANN. Does not the gentleman think that i ight be 
well to inaugurate the policy of trying to grow trees instead 
| of trying to demolish all the trees in the country? 


Mr. MONDELL. Well, if the House wants to grant the State 
of North Dakota 50,000 acres on which to grow trees, where they 
really need tree very badly, and the State of Wisconsin 
20,000, where trees grow naturally, but w they do not 
need the care and attention that they need in North Dakota, 
well and geod. 


i] 
nere 


Mr. MANN. Well, if North Dakota will agree to do it, I 
will agree to vote for it. 

Mr. MONDELL. That is the only question. I reserve the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the 


gentleman from Wisconsin |Mr. ApAMs]}. 
Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, I think the point made by the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] is a 


good ol , and th 


even if this bill does provide for a departure and a new policy 
if it is a good thing in itself, the objection that it is new 
hardly valid. 

Now, what are the facts? In the State of Wisconsin tl . 
are 50,000 or 60,000 acres of land belonging to the Federal 
Government. These lands are open to entry. They are n 
valuable. If they had been, somebody would ! boug! 
them. The State of Wisconsin took up the same ] cy with 


reference to forestry which has been so intelligently taken up 





by the Federal Government. It has embarked in this bu 3 
of forestry in a scientific way, and we have placed in our res 
reserves in the State of Wisconsin 300,000 acres of land already 
and we have appointed a forestry commission, and the secretary 
of that commission is a gentleman who is r ymended by the 
head of the forestry work of the United States; a gentleman of 
exact knowledge, of great accomplishment, and fitted for his 
work. 

Now, all that we do in this ll is to come to Cong ad 
present to the Senate a bill transferring ft Federal Gov- 
ernment to the State of Wisconsin these sen orthless lands 
which are capable of producing trees, conserving the moistm 
along the lines of the Chippewa and St. Croix rivers, which 
flow down to the Mississippi. 

Now, then, the Senate has considered that bill. It has the 
backing of both Senators from the State of Wisconsin. Mor 
than that, it tt 


has the backing of the Public Lands Commit 
of the Senate, and has come over here backed by a un 


vote from the Senate. Now, what do we have embodied 
this measure as it comes to us? It is this: To take the s 
worthless lands of the Federal Government, which it : n- 


| tains at its own cost, and turn them over to the State of W 


consin, where they will be held for forestry purposes o 
the strict limitation of this bill, and let the State : 
bear all the expense that is needed to make them a part of the 
great forest reserves of that State. 

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman does not 


of Wiseonsil 


contend that all 
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of this 20,000 acres of land will be used, actually used, for for- 
estry purposes? 

Mr. ADAMS. That just precisely what the gentleman 
dees contend, and no other disposition can be made except 
with the consent of the Federal Government. It is a con- 
tract entered into by the United States Government and the 
State of Wisconsin, that the State of Wisconsin shall take the 
semiworthless land and use it for forestry purposes, and if for 
any reason it desires to use it for any other purpose, it must get 
the consent of the Federal Government to make such other dis- 
position. 

Mr. MONDELL. 
of this land. 

Mr. MeCARTHY. Mr. Speaker, I would suggest that the 
gentleman from Wyoming is somewhat careless if he desires 
the Members of this body to believe that this is absolutely new 
legislation. I do not know, and I do not care, why he did not 
happen to be at the last meeting of the Public Lands Committee. 
It is a little too bad that he was not there so as to run the thing; 
but I remember, and he remembers, if he will search the cells 
of his recollection, that during the Fifty-eighth Congress we 
established an exact precedent for this business when we do- 
nated to the State of Minnesota 20,000 acres of public land for 
forestry purposes. Do you deny that? Then this is not new 
legislation. You have established a precedent heretofore, and, 
as stated by the gentleman from Wisconsin, I do not know of 
any better use that can be made of this worthless land than to 
give ft to the State of Wisconsin. 

[am reliably informed by gentlemen from the State of Wis- 
consin that if we want to take the 300,000 acres that she has 
already thrown into forest reserves, that we can take it with 
the greatest of pleasure, and she will take this 20,000 acres. 
This is an isolated tract, but it is surrounded by land owned by 
the State of Wisconsin, lands that have been given to the State 
of Wisconsin by gentlemen not moved by patriotic purposes 
entirely, but who desired to escape the payment of taxes on 
those lands, because they were not worth paying the tax on. 
But they will grow trees. The soil and the climate are right. It 
is not an experiment, as you would have to try in Wyoming and 
North Dakota or the arid regions. It is possible to make a 
reasonable in Wisconsin; and I submit that inasmuch 
ws we have already established a precedent for this I know cf 
no reason why there should be occasion to suggest that we are 
irting upon a new policy. 

This mensure has been recommended by the Secretary of the 


is 


success 


de 
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Mr. McCARTHY. Thank you. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Nebrasica 
who takes much interest in this question, very properly soe. 
gests that I am not altogether correct in my statement (jt 
this is somewhat of a new departure. 

Mr. Speaker, it is true that—in the last Congress, I think jt 
was—the Committee on the Public Lands did provide for ji 
setting aside of a certain tract of land in a compact body jy 
the State of Minnesota for a forest reserve, a very different 
thing from what is proposed to be done in this bill, and that was 
the only time in years that the committee has reported a }jl] 
granting any lands to any State for any purpose except for 


| public school purposes. 


Iniericr; and it is nothing new for the Committee on the Public 
Lands to lap up suggestions from that Department, the same as 
a « laps milk. We have been doing everything that they 
sucvested for us to do, and it is a bad time just now, in my 
opinion, to depart from our usual course of procedure. [Ap- 
plause. | 

Mir. GAINES of ‘Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I should like to ask | 
the centiemen a question before he sits down, please. 

Mr. McCARTHY. Yes. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Why do you want this forest 
reserve? Ifow does it better your people? I really would like 
to inmow soinething about it. 

Mr. McCARTHY. Northern Wisconsin is a natural timber 
ecuntry. It has been denuded of its timber. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I wondered why it was that you 
wanted a reserve there when you have so much timbered 
country. 


Mr. McCARTHY. It has been denuded of its timber. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Who has taken it off? 


Mr. JIENKINS. The settlers. 

Mr. McCARTHY. I suppose the settlers. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. And immense lumber concerns 
have taken it off. 

Mr. McCARTHY. Yes. 

(;:AINES of Tennessee. And you want to keep the re- 

mainder of the timber there? 

Mr. McCARTILY. Yes. The State has 300,000 acres now, | 


and is asking for these 20,000 acres, consisting of isolated tracts 
seattered all over the 360,000 acres. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Don’t you think the Government 
iuld reserve all the timbered lands possible? 

Mr. McCARTHY. Yes. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. They are being cut into lumber 
and the lumber sent to foreign countries. 

Mr. McCARTHY. Yes. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I am told that it is a fact that 
our timber is being cut, sawed up, and the lumber sent to for- 
eign lands; and I suppose after a while we will be sending 
there for lumber if this is not stopped in some way or other. I 
am going to vote for your bill. 


sl 


Mr. McCARTHY. In view of the fact that the Stute of 
Wisconsin owns land adjacent to these isolated tracts, and whey 
it is all thrown in it will make one compact body, I desi 


e TO 


ask what difference there is between this and the Minnessta 
case? 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, there is nothing of record— 
and I have investigated this matter somewhat—to indicate 


that the State of Wisconsin has any lands adjacent to the lang 


is 


which she wishes to select under this; and, as a matter of 
fact, I understand that in the entire State of Wisconsin ihe 


largest amount of public land in any one county is 8,000 acres, 
undoubtedly scattered in a great many tracts. With ther ex- 
ception, there is not in the entire State more than 2,000 acres of 
public land in a single county, and probably nowhere more thay 
a few acres in a compact body. 

Now, I do not insist that it may not be wise to grant to the 
States tracts of lands for specific purposes, but I deubt yery 
much whether this grant to the State of Wisconsin will, as a 
matter of fact, help very much in the conservation of the forest 
growth of that State. It is a grant to the State which wil! je 
used, let us hope, to good advantage. While the gentienan 
from Nebraska is so insistent that this is good legislation, he 
must recollect that the committee has refused to report f.vor- 
ably legislation of a similar character applying to other Sictos 
of the country, legislation in which I have no interest excopt 
as a member of the committee and a Member of the House. 
I think I am correct in saying that this is a departure from 
the usual rule which has prevailed in the Public Lands Com- 
mittee, and I simply desire to have the House understard that 
it ix. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, does not the gen- 
tleman believe that we should encourage what is known as 
“forestry reserve?” 

Mr. MONDELL. Oh, the gentleman, does believe in forest 
reserves and in forest reservations and in the Federal actiy- 
ities along that line, and I am glad to know that the State 
of Wisconsin is doing something in that line after all these 
years, after having for so long tolerated a reckless waste of 
her forest resources; but this bill can not establish a forest 
reserve by any possibility. It is land granted to the Si 
for forestry purposes, it is true, but can not result in a compact 
forest reserve, and all I have to say is, that if we propose to 
grant to the States public land for forestry and other purposes, 
we should understand exactly what it is we are doing. 

Mr. McCARTHY. I now yield two minutes to the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. MANN]. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, if it be true that this is a new 
departure, it is a wise departure. We have been cutting off tlic 
timber of the couatry for years without reflecting whiat tliose 
will do who come after us a hundred years or more. It is it 


ie 


| possible for private property owners, under our methods of lJaud 





taxation, to retain land idle to raise pine trees on. It is per- 
fectly feasible and proper for the State of Wisconsin, a great 
white pine country, to raise up a new generation of white pin 
trees. We are out of white pine in the country now practically, 
and if the Government, by giving this land to the State of \\ 
consin, can obtain this growth of new timber, which, when it 
comes to maturity, will be of great value to the world witlioul 
expense, I suggest to my friend from Wyoming that it is a het 
ter bargain to do that than it is to irrigate arid lands of Wyom- 
ing and the West at the expense of the Government, and if 
Wyoming were willing to take the arid lands and irrigate them 
at her expense, I should say give them to her. Now, we propose 
to give to the State of Wisconsin a few acres of land of no value 
to anyone on earth in order that the State may make, not 
merely two blades of grass grow where only one grows now, 
but millions of trees where none grow to-day. [Applause. | 

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. Speaker, how does the time standi 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has four minutes remaining 
and the gentleman from Wyoming six minutes. 

Mr. McCARTHY. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. GAINES]. 





is 








1906. 


‘tr, GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. 
‘uate what I have already said. 


Speaker, I desire to ac- 
I think it is a wise policy, 


a if we have never done so before, we are not too late now, to 
sont this forestry system, not only to be ruled by the Federal 
G ‘opnment, but we should encourage State forest reserves 
when we cede lands to the States. Why? Because the States 
reserve the magnificent timber that are on these lands, _As it is 
now the timber is being taken off by the great combinations and 
manufacturers for the purpose of making it into lumber, and 
then to a great extent shipping it out of the United States. 
If I had time I would draw a bill compelling every man who 
eits down a tree on publie lands to set out two young ones of | 
the same kind instead. The time will come when we will not 
only want the timber we now have, when the people of this | 
country, upon their farms, North and South, will have to grow | 


timber to fence their lands and make their fires and make the 
lumber to build their houses, 
I am for Federal forestry reserve, and I heartily indorse this 
pill. [Applause. ] 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I do not understand that for- 
will grow any more rapidly in Wisconsin after the title 
passed to the State of Wisconsin than forests will grow 


ests 
has 
on the < a 
Government. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] seems to 


ink that forests will grow much more rapidly after the land has 


th ® : . 

neen transferred to the State. ‘This is not a matter of forestry 

at all. I leave it to the House on the statement I have made. 
Mr. STAFFORD. I want to ask the gentleman if the State 


is not better able to determine what should be its policy toward 
internal development than the National Government? It has 
determined that certain land in the State is more suitable for 
forestry purposes than for agricultural. Why should we not ac- 
cept the opinion of the State and donate these 20,000 acres for 
the purpose of making one united tract? 

Mr. MONDELL. The land can not be united in one tract. 


I am for State forestry reserve, | 


same land while the title remains in the United States | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 








Mr. STAFFORD. The State has donated thousands of acres 
for the purpose, and it wants these small tracts scattered 


through the reserve to make one uniform whole. 

Mr. MONDELL. This is not a matter of forest preservation. 
It is a proposition to donate lands to the State for forestry pur- 

If the plan is adopted, if it is a good one, it certainly is 

as wise to donate lands in North Dakota for that purpose as 
to Wisconsin. 

Mr. STAFFORD. But you can’t grow trees in North Daketa? 

Mr. MONDELL. These lands can not be a forest reserve. 
This is a proposition to grant the State of Wisconsin 20,000 
acres of publie lands for its own uses and purposes. 

rhe question was taken; and two-thirds having voted in fa- 
vor thereof, the rules were suspended and the bill was passed. 

A similar House bill (H. R. 2209) was laid on the table. 


noses. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had agreed to the amendments 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 3044) to promote 
the efficiency of the Revenue-Cutter Service. 

\lso to Senate bill (S. 2948) to amend section 
approved March 
justice of the supreme court of Arizona, and for other purposes. 

\lso to Senate bill (S. 4190) to amend an act entitled “An 
act to amend section 2455 of the Revised Statutes 
United States,” approved February 26, 1895. 

so to Senate bill (S. 1540) to increase the efficiency of the 


» 
»,. 


Ordnance Department of the United States. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed 
Without amendment bill of the following title: 

HI. R.5221. An act for the relief of Edward King, of Niagara | 
Falls, in the State of New York. 


my 


then 


il 


essage also announced that the Senate had disagreed to 
the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill 
(S. 5769) to declare the true intent and meaning of parts of 
the act entitled “An act in relation to testimony before the In- 
terstate Commerce Commission,” and so forth, approved Febru- 
ary 11, 1893, and an act entitled “An act to establish the De- 
partment of Commerce and Labor,’ approved February 14, 

3, and an act entitled “An act to further regulate commerce 


With foreign nations and among the States,” approved Febru- 
ary 19, 1903, and an act entitled “An act making appropriations 
{ 


‘ the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Govy- 
criment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, and for other 
urposes,” approved February 25, 1903, had asked a conference 


J 
V 
t} 
i 


a), 
ith the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
ereon, and had appointed Mr. CLark of Wyoming, Mr. NELSON, 
il Mr. Cutserson as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 
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The message also announced that the Senate had passed joint 
resolution and bill of the following titles: in which the 
currence of the House of Representatives was requested: 

S. 6488. An act authorizing the 
medals to commemorate the two hu 
birth of Benjamin Franklin; and 

S. R. 67. Joint resolution to protect the copyrighted matter 
appearing in the “ Rules and specifications for 
adopted by the various lumber 
of the United States. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bill of the following title: 

IT. R. 9345. An act providing for the resurvey of certain town- 
ships of land in the county of Baca, Colo. 


con- 


striking of 200 additional 


idredth anniversary of the 


re 


Wing lumber 


manufacturing tions 


associa 


RELIEF OF 


Mr. VOLSTEAD. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill (H. R. 11044) authorizing and directing the 
Secretary of the Treasury, in certain conting to refund 
to receivers of public disbursing 


RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


HNcieSs, 


moneys acting as special 


agents amounts paid by them out of their private funds, with 
amendments thereto, being in the nature of typographical er- 
rors, the letters “t” and “b” having been omitted in the 


words “ hereafter be,’ which bill as amended I send to the desk 


| and ask to have read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 














Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any unexpended balances 
of appropriations for contingent expenses of land offices, for the ex 
penses of hearings in land entries and the expenses of depositing public 
moneys, such sums as may have been or may hereafter be disbursed 
by receivers of public moneys, acting as special d ursing agents at 
United States land offices, before t! receipt of Government funds: 
Provided, That no payment shall be made under this act in excess of 
the amount appropriated by the Congress for the particular purpose 
in each instance and for the fiscal year in which such disbursements 
were made: Provided, That all such disbursements all have been or 
shall hereafter be made in pursuance of law in earrying out depart 
mental regulations or to meet authorizations by the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office: Provided further, That the accounts contait 
ing suc tems shall have been duly approved by the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office. 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 

Mr. VOLSTEAD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that a second may be considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none, and the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 


VOLSTEAD] is entitled to twenty minutes and the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. PERKINS] to twenty minutes. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have an ex- 
planation of this bill. 

Mr. VOLSTEAD. Mr. Speaker, the object of this bill is to 
allow the Treasury to refund to certain receivers of public funds 
money paid by such receivers out of their own money. The 
law provides for an appropriation for the expenses of contests 


and other hearings in the local land offices, and also for the 
payment of the expense of transmitting certain moneys fr the 
| receivers of such local land offices to the public depositories. 
For the purpose of making these payments the General Land 


1 of the act | 
1905, providing for an additional associate 


of the | 





Office apportions to each local land office a certain 
When that is exhausted in the local land office tl 
of making these payments except from the priva 


receivers. 


amount, 
‘re is no way 
te means of the 
They have, in many instances, made small payments; 
for instance, for the registration of mail in transmitting the 
ernment’s money and for the fees of witnesses who are attend 
ing contests and other hearings. The Comptroller holds that 
money thus paid by the receivers can not be audited and repaid 
to them and the receivers actually lose all money that they pay 
out of their own pockets for the benefit of Government, 
though the payment at the direction of General Land 
Office. This bill is to remedy that difliculty. 

Mr. PERKINS. Is this a bill recommended by the Gene 
Land Office? 

Mr. VOLSTEAD. This is a bill drawn by the Departime 
for this relief. It does not make any appropriation. 

Mr. PERKINS. It is drawn by the Department itself? 

Mr. VOLSTEAD. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules and 
passing the bill. 

The question was taken; and two-thirds having voted in favor 
thereof, the rules were suspended and the bill was passed. 


(;OV- 


the 
is the 


ral 


nt 


SPANISH TREATY CLAIMS COMMISSION. 
Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the bill (H. R. 15912) to amend the act creating the Spanish 
Treaty Claims Commission, approved March 2, 1901, be recom- 


mitted to the Committee on the Judiciary. 





S818 


The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani- 


The SPEAKER. n 
t the bill indicated be recommitted to the Com- 


mous consent th 


mittee on the Judiciary. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 
SURVEY OF HARBOR AT DULUTH, MINN. 
Mr. BEDE. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and 


pass the House concurrent resolution No. 34, which I send to the 
and to have read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


qLesk ask 


House concurrent resolution No. 84. 
l by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), 
Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
Luse ‘ ation and survey to be made of the harbor at 


nn., x the entrance thereto, with a view to determin- 
i us of the present plan, if any, are desirable. 
SPEAKER. 







































ihe Is a second demanded? [After a pause.] 
No second being demanded, the question is on suspending the 
rules and passing the concurrent resolution. 

! iestion was taken; and two-thirds having voted in favor 
the f, the rules were suspended and the concurrent resolution 
Wil “ed 
Dt IN OF ORS TE ARMS, ETC., TO VINCENNES UNIVERSITY, 

VINCENNES, IND. 

Mr. CHANEY. Mr. Speaker, I move to take from the Speak- 
er’s table Senate joint resolution 52, authorizing the Necre- 
tary ¢ War to donate to the oard if trustees if Vincennes 
{ ‘ ies, Ind., such obsolete arms and other mili- 
tary equipments now in possession of said university, to be used 
in litary instruction, that the rules be suspended and that the 
I De Passe d. 

ihe erik d the resolution, as follows: 

Senate int resolution No. 52. 
i, etc., That tl x etary of Wai and he is hereby, au- 
o don: i of trustees of the Vincennes 1 
I irl and ther 1 i 
! ‘ ity, to be used in military ins L. 
PAK] Is a second demanded? [After a panse.] 
! f ided, the question is on ta ig t j 
] Speake table, suspending the rules, and 
J ! S ‘ 
ion y taken; and two-thirds having voted faye 
3 e suspended and the joint resolution S 
SALE OF CERTAIN LANDS TO CITY OF MENA, g 
A TACON Mr. § ker, 1 move to sus} i the s and 
| HM. R. 18529) to authorize the sale of 3 
0 in the county of Polk, in the St ‘ Ll 
] 1 I 1 to the desk and ask to h > read 
( aa follows: 
Se y e 4 | rior > a e is 
} J { ( yO n 
S i f re W- 
! t I etional t the 
( wl p No. t ar \ t of 
nd i the payme ot ne 
’ ed to nt for said lands to said city. 
i Er -- Is a second demanded? [After a pause.] 
} | d nded, the question is on suspending the 
I } ill. 
auest ; take and two-thirds voting in favor 
the rules were suspended and the bill was passed. 
CREATI + THE MESA VERDE NATIONAL PARK. 

\ OGG. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and 
] » bill (A. R. 5998) creating the Mesa Verde National 
P with endments thereto, which I send to the desk and 

1 I< follows 
, That there is eby reserved from settlement, 
’ nd set art as a public reservation, all 
i nd parcels of land lyin ind being sit 
and within the bound Ss particularly 
ing at the northwest corner of section 27, 
west, New Mexico principal meridian; 
in to the southwest corner of the 
wnship 35 north, range 15 west; 
t rner of the southe quarter of 
f 1east corner of the southeast 
aq r 1 I i f vy to the northwest corner of 
§ ! to the northeast corner of 
t l ortherly to the north- 
: { i rter « ion 16, said township; 
‘ easterly to rt st « r 1¢ southeast quarter of 
15, 1 towns! . / e southerly to the southeast corner of 
£ ion: th e easterly to the southwest corner of ction 13, 
anata wnship nee northerly to the northwest corner of the south- 
west i ‘ said section; thence easterly to the northeast corner 
of the southwest quarter of said section; thence northerly to the north- 
\ ‘ner of the northeast quarter of said section; thence easterly 
te rtheast corner of said section; thence northerly to the north- 
\ er of the southwest quarter of section 7, township 35 north, 
range 14 west; nee easterly to the northeast corner of the south- 
west quarter of said section; thence northerly to the northwest cor- 
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ner of the southeast quarter of section 6, said township: { 
easterly to the northeast corner of the southwest quarter of 
4, said township; thence southerly to the northwest corner ; 
southeast quarter of section 9, said township; thence easterly 1 
northeast corner of the southeast quarter of said section: | 
southerly to the northwest corner of section 22, said township; 
easterly to the northeast corner of the northwest quarter of sx 
tion; thence southerly to the northwest corner of the southeast 
ter of said section; thence easterly to the northeast corner 
southeast quarter of said section; thence southerly to the nort 
quarter of section 26, said township; thence easterly to the no 
corner of the northwest quarter of said section; thence sout 
the southeast corner of the southwest quarter of section 35, said 
ship; thence easterly to the northeast corner of section 2, t in 
34 north, range 14 west; thence southerly along the section . 
tween sections 1 and 2 and between sections 11 and 12 to the n 
boundary of the southern Ute Indian Reservation; thence yw 
along the northern boundary of said reservation to the center 
tion 9, township 34 north, range 16 west; thence northerly al 
quarter-seetion lines to the northwest corner of the southeast 
of section 28, township 35 north, range 16 west; thence east 
the northeast corner of the southeast quarter of said section; 
northerly to the northwest corner of section 27, said township, 
place of bezinning. 

Sec. 2. That said public park shall be known as the Mesa Verda 


e 


National Park, and shall be under the exclusive control of the s 
retary of the Interior, whose duty it shall be to prescribe such 


und regniations and establish such service as be may deem ne 
for the care and management of the same. Such regulation 
























provide specifically for the preservation from injury or spoliat rf 
the ruins and other works and relics of prehistoric or primitiy: n 
within said park: Provided, That all prehistoric ruins that are gj 
|; uated within 5 miles of the boundaries of said park, as her . 
} scribed, on Indian lands and net on lands alienated by patent from 
the ownership of the United States, are hereby placed under t 
todianship of the Seeretary of the Interior, and shall be admi ed 
by the same service that is established for the custodianship 

DurK, 

Sec. 3. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is he au- 
thorized to permit examinations, excavations, and other f 
objects of interest within id park by any person or person 
he may deem properly qualified to conduct such examinations, « 

t 3, or th subject to such rules and regulations as | 
prescribe : Provide al ys, That the examinations, excavatio and 
erings . dert n only for the benefit of some r 

seum, wun l college, or other recognized scientific or 
tic ! imstit with a view to increasing the knowledge « i 
ybjects and a the general advancement of archeological sci 

5 { t person or persons who may otherwise in a 
ner ! ly remove, disturb, destroy, or molest any of the 

ildi graves, relies, or other evidences of an ; 
tion or other property from said park shall be deemed g 
eo nor upon conviction before any court having 
i of s offenses sh: be fined not more than $1,000 or im | 
n than twelve menths, or such person or persons may l 





med, at the discretion of the judge, and shall be 
‘store the property disturbed, if possible. 


The SPEAKER 
demanded? 





Is a 
No seeond being demanded, the 


pro tempore (Mr. Watson). 
[After a pause. ]} 


question is on suspending the rules and passing the bill. 
The question was taken; and two-thirds voting in fayor 


thereof, the rules were suspended and the bill was passed. 


DEEDS, ETC., IN GUAM, SAMOA, AND THE CANAL ZONE. 

Mr. BIRDSALL. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the following bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
Lhe Clerk read as follows: 


The Cierk will report the Dill. 





A bill (H. R. 19607) for the acknowledgment of deeds and other \- 
ments in Guam, Samoa, and the Canal Zone to affect lands in the 
District of Columbia and other Territories. 

Be it enacted, etc., That deeds and other instruments affectin; ] 
situate in the District of Columbia or any Territory of t! 1 
St: nay be acknowledged in the islands of Guam and Samoa 1 
the Canal Zone before any notary public or judge, appointed t 
by proper authority, or by any officer therein who has ex ofl : 


powers of a notary public: Provided, That the certificate by suc 

in Guam, Samoa, or the Canal Zone, as the case may be, s e 
accompanied by the certificate of the governor or acting govei 
such place to the effect that the notary taking said acknowl! 
was in fact the officer he purported to be; and any deeds or 
struments affecting lands so situate, so acknowledged 
day of January, 1905, and accompanied by such certificate sh: 
the same effect as such deeds or other instruments hereafter so : 
edged and certified. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is a second demanded? 

A second not being demanded, the question was taken; an 
two-thirds having voted in favor thereof, the rules were sts- 
pended and the bill was passed. 








a 


since 


CONEY ISLAND CHANNEL, 


Mr. LAW. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and 
the bill (H. R. 19680) directing the Secretary of War to ciust 
an examination and survey to be made of Coney Island chan- 
nel. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the Dill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of War be, and he is ! by, 
authorized and directed to cause an examination and survéy to be mace 
of Coney Island channel, New York, with a view to estimating t st 
ot securing a channel 20 feet deep and 600 feet wide at low tive, eX 
tending from deep water southwest of Nortons Point eastwardly to ‘ecp 


water off Rockaway Inlet and across the bar lying west of Rockaway 


Inlet to deep water in Jamaica Bay. 








1906. 


I 


he SPEAKER pro tempore. Is a second demanded? 

, second not being demanded, the question was taken; and 
two-thirds having voted in favor thereof, the rules were sus- 
nded and the bill was passed. 

Mr. LAW. Mr. Speaker, I wish to take this occasion to call 
to the attention of the House a project now under serious cou- 
cijeration for the extension and improvement of the commercial 
fi -ilities of the port of New York, of which the measure now 


pefore the House is a most important part. The plan which is 
now in the course of development contemplates joint action or. 
the part of the Federal Government and the great metropolis 


which will be most directly affected. Early in the session, with | 

view to securing cooperation on the part of the Federal Gov- | 
nt, I introduced several joint resolutions and bills pro- 
viding for surveys and preliminary examinations by the War 


eT! it 


Department of that portion of the waters surrounding the city | 
of New York known as “ Jamaica Bay.” 


A sudden and absolute need of increased water front and 
iockage facilities in and about the port of New York kas arisen, | 
cqused by the marvelous growth of that city during the past | 
few years and the tremendous increase in the commerce of its | 
port According to the official reports of the census taken in | 
the year 1890, the present city of New York then had a popu- 
iation of 2,507,414. The census taken in the year 1900 shows | 
q net increase of population during the ten years from 1890 to | 
1900 of 929,788. In ten years time this city added to its popula- 
tion more residents than were in 1900 to be found in any otker 
city of the United States save Chicago and Philadeiphia. The 
of the New York State census taken in 1905 show a 
tetal population for the city of New York in that year of 4,013.- 
721, or a net increase of 576,579 over the population of 1900. 
Again in five years this city has added to its population more 
residents than in the year 1900 were to be found in any other 
city of the United States save Chicago and Philadelphia. 

Mr. Speaker, the increase in the commerce of the port of New 
York has kept pace with its tremendous strides in population. 
The reports of the Bureau of Statistics of the Department of 
Commerce and Labor show the value of the exports and im- | 
ports at the port of New York in the year 1890 to have been | 
£865,478,484. The same reports show the value of the port’s | 
commerce in the year 1900 to have been $1,056,071,753. We 
have here an increase in the year 1900 over the year 1890 of 
190,598,269. The same reports show an increase in the year 
1905 over the year 1900 of $148,283,508. While I do not regard 
the percentage of increase of commerce at the port of New | 
York, as compared with the percentage of increase at the other | 
principal ports of the United States, as of great significance in 
considering the need of greater available water front, I may | 
say that the greatest increase, as compared with other ports, | 
has been during the five years from 1900 to 1905. The com- | 
merce at the port of New York shows an increase in the year | 
1905 over the year 1900 of 14 per cent, as against an increase | 
of 2 per cent at Boston, a loss of 5 per cent at Philadelphia, a | 
loss of 16 per cent at Baltimore, an increase of 38 per cent at | 
New Orleans, and an increase of 9 per cent at San Francisco. 

Mr. Speaker, the section of the city of New York that has | 
experienced the greatest rate of increase in population during | 
the years I have mentioned is the Borough of Brooklyn. The 
Federal census reports record an increase of 40 per cent in the | 
population of Brooklyn during the ten years from 1890 to 1900, 
and an increase of only 29 per cent in the Borough of Manhattan. 
‘The increase in population in Brooklyn during the five years | 





reports 


from 1900 to 1905 was 17 per cent, as against 15 per cent in | 
Manhattan. 

This borough, Mr. Speaker, with a present population of 
nearly one and a half millions, larger than any city of the 


United States of which it is not a part, save Chicago and pos- 
SibDly 
growing by such leaps and bounds as surpasses the experience 
of any town in the Western Hemisphere, with the possible ex- 
ption of Chicago. During the ten years from 1890 to 1900 
the increase in the population of the Borough of Brooklyn was 
860,259, In the year 1900 there were only six cities in the 
United States, not including the city of New York, that had as 
liiny residents as were added to the population of Brooklyn 
during these years. 


luring the five years from 1900 to 1905 the increase in the 


| 
| 
| 
i 
Philadelphia, has, during the past several years, = 
ce 
| 


population of Brooklyn was 192,104. Again in the year 1900 
there were only eighteen cities in the United States, not includ- 
ins the city of New York, that had as many residents as were 


d led to the population of Brooklyn during these five years. 
_ Sections that were farm lands five years ago are now laid out 
~ Streets, and solid blocks of houses line these streets. The 


‘test quarterly statement of the bureau of buildings of this 


rr 
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Borough of Brooklyn shows that during the three months end- 
ing March 31 of the present year plans for 1,655 buildings were 
filed, at an estimated cost of $11,426,642. 

Mr. Speaker, this enormous increase in the population of the 


city of New York, particularly in the Borough of Brooklyn, and 


the tremendous increase in the commerce of the port has 
created a pressing demand for increased available water-front 
and dockage facilities. The nece sity for imnx ite steps in this 
direction was first brought forcibly to the attention of the 
city authorities in December last, by Hon. Edward M. Grout, 


the then comptroller of the city of New York. who, in a con 


| munication addressed to the commissioners of the sinking fund 
of the city, urged the imperative need of more water front 
available for dockage facilities, and called attention to the po 
sibilities in this direction of that great arm of the sea indenting 


the southern shores of the boroughs of Brooklyn and Qu 


known as “Jamaica Bay.” He pointed out the astonishing 
growth of those wards of Brooklyn and Queens bordering on 
this bay, and invited attention to the fact that these wards em 
brace those portions of the city most remote from the East 
River, where Brooklyn’s commerce is now generally distributed, 


and that if Jamaica Bay could be opened and made safe for 
general commerce, it would constitute the commercial back door 


of that great borough. Mr. Grout recommended that the city 
of New York should at once take up, formulate, and execute 


a comprehensive scheme for the full development of the unim- 
proved lands surrounding a large portion of the bay by acquir 
ing or perfecting title to the unimproved shore ] 
reclaiming and filling in the salt 


ands and by 


marshes, shallow parts and 


hummock of the bay, and bulkheading the islands and shores 
throughout their entire extent. 

Mr. Speaker, if this plan is followed out, and the channels 
opened in such a way as to best develop the locality for its 


future needs and opportunities, at least 120,000 feet of bu 
around the mainland will be preduced. 

Acting upon the recommendation of Mr. Grout and the board 
of estimate and apportionment, the board of aldermen of the city 
of New York, on April 10 last, passed an ordinance providing for 
an issue of corporate stock in the sum of $25,000 to provide means 
for the necessary expenses of a commission of engineers to be 
appointed by the mayor, to prepare and submit to the board of 
aldermen a report upon the general improvement and develop- 
ment of Jamaica Bay, together with plans and estimates in 
connection therewith. Such « of engineers has since 
been appointed by the mayor, and they have actively entered 
upon the discharge of their important duties. 

But, Mr. Speaker, the efforts of the city of New York can 
avail little without cooperation on the part of the Federal Govy- 
ernment. The city will, without doubt, be prepared to expend 
large sums of money in the work of improving and bulkheading 
the shore lines in accordance with such plans as may be recom- 
mended by its commission of engineers, but it is essential that 


lkhead 





mission 


the Federal Government shall do its part in extending and 
improving the natural channels of Jamaica Bay. 

Extensive surveys and preliminary examinations by the War 
Department should be authorized by Congress at once, so that 
the commission of engineers representing the city may have fl 


benefit in their work of a contemporaneous and 
investigation of the subject on the part of the Federal Govern- 


cooperative 


ment. It was with this purpose in view that I introduced in 
the House the several joint resolutions and bills, the most im 
portant of which is now before you for consideration, providing 


for such surveys and preliminary examinations. 

able consideration by the Committee on Rivers and 
been strongly recommended and urged by the most representa- 
tive citizens of the city of New York, including its mayor and 
the president of the Borough of Brooklyn. The have been the 
subject of urgent indorsement on the part of all the influential 


Their favor- 
Harbors has 


civic organizations of Brooklyn. The intelligent popular de- 
mand for the cooperation of the Federal Government in the 


enterprise I have outlined has been strongly and ably 
in the editorial pages of the press. 


reflected 


Mr. Speaker, at this point in 1 remarks I wish to submit an 
editorial on the subject of the improvement of Jamaica Bay, 
appearing in the columns of the Brooklyn Eagle in its issue of 
April 9, 1906: 

THE IMPROVEMENT OF JAMAICA BAY 

On Friday last the Rivers and Harbors Committee of t] Ho of 
Representatives gave a hearing to the six Brooklyn Congres to 
Congressman Cocks, of Long Island, and to a delegation m t 
Brooklyn League, all of whom appeared before the committ 
appropriations for the improvement of Jamaica Bay rhe 
directly in the interests of three bills introduced by Ke 
Law, of the Fourth district. The object of those bills 
money for the.surveying of certain channels in Jamaica B 
to their deepening, charting, buoying, and lighting ; 

Mr. Burton, chairman of the Rivers and Harbors Committee, was evi 








S820 


rguments submitted, but stated that he did not 
of the session to put the Jamaica Bay 
In other words, he did not 


tt o¢ 
this stage 
s of emergency work. 

1 y his committee submitting a favor- 
he bills introduced by Mr. Law. In that conclusion 
iN errs, and we hope that by a closer study of the 
Pall personal examination, he and his asso- 

1e improvement of the bay is really an 

htfully be rated as such by the com 


impressed 


ch to justify 


s which this community presents and 


t 
ttention the Government 


subject. The 
of Jamaica Bay is not less than $25,000,000 a year 
what has been achieved under the most discourag 
conditions entailing delays and disasters 
imposing a demeralizing tax on beth 
are solidly behind the bills introduced 
Freight and lighterage corporations are behind 
are behind them. All the various interests con 
» waters of the y an absolutely safe highway for 
excursi fishing, yacht and all other forms of 
and pro! are united it yport of them. The advantage 
1 accrue to commerce in general by the improvement of Ja 
<1 by the record of what has been accomplished 
» circumstances prevailing now. 
lation of Jamaica Bay to the 
apparent from even a casual study of 
» west by 4 miles north 
yy Rockaway Inlet. It affords a 
should be so intersected with deep 
nt point in the great territory sur- 
y large freight i 
ai Government 
j rgent, and 


subsec 


that has not 


essinan 
shipown 


making 


development of 
the map. 
and south. 


to provide such 
the concession of 
uent Congress yield 


I believe there is no point in navigable waters 

a more meritorious demand for improvement by 

‘al Government than does this bay. It possesses all 
essential geographical features of a perfect harbor. It has 
line of more than 20 miles in length, and is connected 
h the Atlantic 
of the Narrows at the entrance to New York Harbor. 
collection district of the port of New York. It is inter- 
cted with an abundance of natural channels, extending from 
inlet toward the shores across the bay. A considerable 


_ 
snore 


ortion 
the commerce that will be there attracted. Let 
hese channels be straightened and extended ; let the narrow bar 
at the inlet be removed, and this entire bay will be opened to 
general commerce. 
Mr. Speaker, the city of New York is net asking the Federal 
to embark in a speculative enterprise. In its pres- 
us and unimproved condition the value of the com- 
Jamaica Bay is not less than $25,000,000 a year. Over 
‘ing four months of the year 100,000 passengers 

i to and from the great summer resort known as 

” Through its channels are shipped annually 


] 
accommodate 
1 


Govern! 


road and house building material, coal, gen- 


supplies, oysters and clams, and large quantities of ferti- 
hides, iron, and tin. On its shores and 
are several large shipbuilding plants, with marine rail- 
| machine 

I submit the following statement of the commer- 
Jamaica Bay, gathered from answers in re- 
‘s sent to manufacturers, shippers, dealers, and 
1g business in the bay: 


oils, boneblack, 


shons. 
ics of 


to in 
nts doi 


ouirie 


Ss JAMAICA Bay. 


rATISTICS OF 


rated in Jamaica Bay, some as passen- 

are largely patronized by persons 

s outing at the seashore at small ex- 

tly curtailed when the steamboats run 

hours at a time, as is the case every summer. 

charged by the steamboats are generally less than 
! ed by the railroad company : 


ats 


Capacity. 
2,150 

~ 650 

, 800 


, 800 | 
~ 800 | 
, SOO 


, 800 
3, 700 
, B00 


, 800 | 


\ 
1. 000 
1, 000 
1, 000 
steamers carry almost their full 

May to October 1. 
The following te and 
pare S. E. Bouker, Robert 
Golden Rule, Golden Ray, 
& Ray, Stanwood, A 
Carew, 


capacity every 


day, from the 
whoats steam lighters work on the bay: Non- 
Palmer, ( Runyon, H. B. Rawson, 
Frank Coe, lander, Fanny MeKane, Mabel 

ood, T. A. ‘iggs, Thomas A. Johnson, Dandy, Edna V. 
Atlantic, Guiding Star, 8. L’Hommedieu, Golden Age, Golden 


‘les 


value of the commerce concerned | 


marine | 





and passenger carr g | 


Ocean by Rockaway Inlet, which is 11 miles | 
It is 
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Rod, McKeever Bros., Rover, Two Brothers, Rhoda Green, Mutu 
fred J. Murray, Charles Kuper, Columbia, M. Holland. 


The oyster and clam industry of Jamaica Bay amounts to_ $10, 00 


000 
BELLE HARBOR. 


Suilding stone. 1,000 tons, amounting to 
Broken stone, 5,000 tons, amounting to 
tuilding sand, 1,000 tons, amounting to 
Coal, 500 tons, amounting to 

Ice, 200 tons, amounting to 

Brick, 250 tons, amounting to 

Lime, 200 tons, amounting to 

Cement, 150 tons, amounting to___ 
Lumber, 1,000 tons, amounting to 


ROCKAWAY PARK. 


Broken stone, 3,000 tons, amounting 
Building stone, 2,000 tons, amounting 


| Coal, 3,800 tons, amounting to____ 


Ice, 300 tons, amounting to 
Brick, 750 tons, amounting 
Lime, 300 tons, amounting to 
Cement, 100 tons, amounting to 
Lumber, 250 tons, amounting to 


ROCKAWAY BEACH, 


20.600 tons, amounting to 
roken stone, 6.000 tons, amounting to 
uilding sand, 1,500 tors, amounting to 
i 2,000 tons, amounting to 


| Lime, 1,500 tons, amounting to 
| Cement, 


500 tons, amounting to 
Lumber, 5,000 tons, amounting 
Ice, 5,000 tons, amounting to 


ARVERNE, EDGEMERE, AND FAR 


Broken stone, 5,000 tons, amounting to 
3uilding sand, 500 tons, amounting to 
srick, 2,000 tons, amounting to 


| Lime, 100 tons, amounting to 


Cement, 100 tons, amounting to 


. P : n | Lumber, 2,000 tons, amounting to 
of these channels are wide enough and deep enough to | 


Ice, 1,000 tons, amounting to 


INWOOD AND HOOK CREEK. 


Building stone, 1,000 tons, amounting to 
Broken stone, 5,000 tons, amounting to 


| Building sand, 100 tons, amounting to 


Coal, 500 tons, amounting to 
Ice, 200 tons, amounting to 

Brick, 250 tons, amounting to 
Lime, 200 tons, amounting to 


| Cement, 150 tons, amounting to 
| Lumber, 1,000 tons, amounting to 


BARREN ISLAND. 


There is shipped from Barren Island per year: 


Fertilizer, 1,000,000 tons, amounting to 
Grease, 25,000 tons, amounting to 

Oils, 50,000 tons, amounting to 

Bone black, 5,000 tous, amounting to _ 
Hides, 500 tons, amounting 

Iron, 1,500 tons, amounting to 


| Tin, 500 tons, amounting to 


In addition there is received at 

lowing: 

Ice, 1,000 tons, amounting to 
Timber, 1.500 tons, amounting to 
trick, 1,000 tons, amounting to 
Lime, 500 tons, amounting to 
Cement, 500 tons, amounting to 
Coal, 1,500 tons, amounting to 


MILL CREEK. 


There is received on Mill Creek 4,000 tons of ore, amount- 
ing to - ae 

There is shipped from Mill Creek 3, 
and lead, amounting to 


CANARSIE, 


{Quotation from the Annual Report of the Chief of Engi- 
neers for 1904, Appendix E, p. 1027.] 


Oysters and clams, 450,000 tons, amounting to 


Lumber, coal, ice, and brick also make up a large part 
of the commerce, The amount was not reported. 
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SHEEPSHEAD BAY. Mr. MANN. In fact, they did not 























letter rom, _ a cesery . p+ Sar before. : . 
| aaaeae ie. 427, on ‘page 7, shows the Sellewing 2 Mr. W ATKINS. Perhaps not; but they have ve 
bl. mmcmaiena Maa ee $250,000 | Air, JONES of Washington. Mr * I ould ( ) 
BC ee ere 300, 000 | State that the engineer in charge also recomme i at 
Ty: cate Reco usees BED) emer meet ap ne amneramedecenglieterdag ble, a 
’ 3 000 tons, amounting to__.._._____.___________ a 120, 000 | largely upon the recommendation of the War Department that 
. acces the Committee on Rivers and Hrbors took the stens d 
790, 000 | Mr. WATKINS. I will state in that « ection, h er, 
Tetthl -cedeattAbe bait ec at abs Glia Sing ee it. ~~ 93 216, 999 | that since that time he has stated, on personal it n i 
speaker, I have tried in my remarks here to-day to convey | after examination, that he finds he made an error his first 
lequate idea of the impor tanc e and urgency of this plan ” Cane ee er ’ ' a 
‘<mprovement of Jamaica Bay, in which the great city of | . M ar. MANN. Is not the purpose of this now, after hay ‘ this 
. York is so deeply and vitally interested and is taking so river declared nonnavigable, to have it declared navigable in 
part. I am aware that there will be no general river | ° — get an appropriation for its improvement? i 
hor bill passed by Congress at the present Session. I am Mr. WATKINS. It is not; and the Committee on Rivers , 
that Congress is averse to taking up new projec ts at the | have ascertained upon examin: tion anne on | account of the ' ith 
session. I nevertheless hope that the importance and and depth ol the channel it will be in pra able to have ppre 
of the bill now before you for consideration, which | PM!@tions made for the purpose of in pre ving the 1 ae 
3 for a preliminary survey by the War Department with | 2Ut If it Is allowed to remain in the condition in which it is 
} to ope sane Coney Is ind channel and Jamaica Bay to that it is, in fact, a navigable stream. s ; 
commerce, may result in its passage here to-day. | Mr. MANN. Is this declaration that it was nonnavigable 
J | put in the general act? 
CANE RIVER, LOUISIANA, | Mr. WATKINS. Yes, sir; in section known as section 5 of 
WATKINS. Mr. Speaker, in the absence of Mr. Rans- | that act. It was put among other smaller streams declared to 
‘ Louisiana, who asked me to take charge of this bill, I | be navigable, and for which appropriations were made; ar 
suspend the rules and pass the bill H. R. 7083. | this was the only instance I have ever known in which a strea 
SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the bill, | W2S declared nonnavigable on which steamboats haye been 
Clerk read as follows | running during every season for the last fifty years 
R. 70838) to repeal section 5, chapter 1482, act of March 3, | Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I do not intend to opj > the bill, 
1905. | but I wish to say in this connection that the | tee on 
cnacted, cte., That section 5 of chapter 1482, act of March 3, | Interstate and Foreign Commerce is the commi l | 
4 ig “An act making appropriations for the construction, repair, | the rules of the House, heretofore, at least, has h furisd n 
ee said uoctiou © Rate = Src. 5. ‘That Cane i. over these streams. We passed recently a general dam 1 in 
N itoches Parish, La., is hereby declared to be not a navigable the House, which passed the Senate a few day z0, Was ned 
the a ee oe seooies ef te ae apeeeee. by by the Speaker of the House yesterday, and I suppose it is nov 
pe nereiay, repealed : Provided. That this repeal malt ol ae on its way to the President. That bill was agreed upon both 
furnish any ground for any claim against the United States by | by the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and by the Commitiece 
of Toss sald stre * OF arisit preparation for the construction | on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, the latter committee | 
cross said stream, or arising from any action taken In rell- | senting it to the House with the idea that hereatter the Co 
| mittaa o sretate any _—— ‘omme » won! ‘alinanish its 
SPE Al KE R pro tempore. Is a second demanded? Sa cette Se eee { a a 1 als ) pl b- 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a second simply to have ably oa to the navi rability of peer aa . “ : sa ; re at 
vnlanati n ie j gel ; 2 a . 4 i auiy § ‘ AVISADIIITY ! re BS n 
| | aa a bah tng aaa oe. sag age ge to ae Committee = Riv a and ms iy ; . 
‘he SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? [After a = acaaetans yee tg Will the. gentleman yieki to mer 
l , The Chair hears none. | Mr. MANN. a tte sihehe ies or " 
Mr. WATKINS. I will state to the gentleman that at the | Mr. TONES of Saiiliietene . I simoniy want to 1 er 
] sion of Congress there was a clause put in the river | 4 the suezestion, that possibly aaa dkaeaetihhiin aon” Wide nd 
harbor bill condemning the Cane River, Natchitoches Par- | prornors han neem “1 little derelict in “ dutic - ‘+ a 
being nonnavigable. Since that time the engineer in | ;, inis matter: that I hare ily thir sei tn os t | 
Captain Hoffman, has made a report to the River and | .ommittee took every step row panei ccmeel de Gute aint ties 
- Committee that it was a navigable stream, and not being | methods usually taken by committees. to + ; test? witl 
d with his report, the River and Harbor Committee veierdume i as rae or a this eae m sl 1d ie aaa’ 1 
| the services of three United States engineers and under | ,onnavicable. The Member of Congress from that 4 
‘tion and direction of General Mackenzie they were | game hefore our committee and anal i abel oi 
yn and made a unanimous report that it was a navigable — ioe pon "t 7 ans eee ee ee ot See 
i. The committee is unanimous in declaring now it is REET, = ares aa eee foe be ae : _ s : “ 
ble. No appropriation is asked for it. Ap ee haa a “ee Seer na oa . _ a a ae ae aT 1 s bes = 
MANN. What led the Committee on Rivers and Harbors Ghisemienilt Gah seine 1 ‘2 ' War ee nt f a 
te i of Congress to declare this was not a navi- It sent in a report based upon the report ¢ he local engineer 
ili: s , ys 1a etrean rag nnavi hla low +] 
YATEING. ‘Seep etated tn their reset the Manner of | *tte thst the stream was nonnavigable. Under the cl 
ss at that time, Mr. Brazeale, had made a statement ST aainaie eee ~ aig te oa a - sie sits ae = " 
which they supposed was correct, and no doubt Mr. pone ge ain 1 oo ae : a Pee aan ahaa ae 
thought, on account of very strong recommendations ae ol ee — 2 - oo re 3 re ee oe 
had from planters on that river to have it closed, os ” cd ee ’ nosed cages A re cee ee Tad 
they wanted permanent bridges built, that ft was a cain Gin” ateindier ‘ “es ‘sian: te” entaae Seteaiion “atth 
te and it was on that recommendation they reference to A matter of this kit L nd the « haned 
A ran the mislendinge ranort oOo thy | r eT *t} / mel 7 ; 
MANN. Have there been any permanent bridges built ate eekinne-eaeeh aoe inde: aed al Be Ot aetie yee 
WATKINS. There have not; but there is an ordinance eee ae — ie ee : ee ee — 
ling that if at this session of Congress the stream is not e “ort eee r oo cen ce Caer 7 na ae : 
d navigable there will be bridges built across it, and on | 2'9?*” Ce eamad oni ies aeatin deh ctuliniede tie 
int of that the committee have taken the precaution to add i> aid ‘4 thay Fusthy be hela Seen anaiiad ma ; sriaaian ‘ 
f any expense has been incurred or will be incurred on | »..., am Cited tan sale oT ; _— , 
oA oe Government this act does not become operative The SPEAKER. The question is on sus] ling rules 
IANN. It seems to me very great negligence on the part | ..4 passing the bill as amended 
‘body. One year we declare a river is not navigable, ae cael ae ade cae a a : 1 
the next year we declare it is navigable. Now, the com-| , Sony ——— ph — +e me aa sed te 
that has jurisdiction of the subject did not have its at- Sate es ee ee one Meme’ os ; _ 


n called to the question at all— RAILROAD RIGHTS OF WAY THROUGH ; 
lr. WATKINS. They have deliberated for six months, and on Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and 
unt of their investigation they—— pass the following Senate bill. 
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right 
the 


of way of railroads now 
Territories of Oklahoma 


con- 
and 


te., That where, under the act of Congress approved 
in act granting to railroads the right of way 

> United § i under special acts of 

the Territcries of Oklahoma and Ari- 
constructed and are now in operation in 
1 may pass through any of the lands hereto- 
Ss, Such lands shall be disposed of sub- 
asement, but only to the extent of the 
said act of March 3, 1875, for such rail- 


ates, or 


: d right or e 
‘onferred by the 


The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 
No second being demanded, in the opinion of the Chair two- 


having voted in favor thereof, the rules were suspended | 


the bill 
\ MNED 
Mr. CU 


vas passed. 

CANNON FOR HENRY 
RTIS. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the 
the folowing House joint resolution. 


read as follows: 


} 


STATUE OF GEN. 


rules 


ition (H. J. Res. 
1 condemned canr 
at Leavenworth, 

That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, au 

leliver to the Gen. Henry Leavenworth Monument Com- 

ttee, of Leave , if the same can be done without detri- 
‘nt to the public condemned bronze cannon as he may 
deem to exceed 
erection of a life-size sta » to 


I Leavenwort 


Leavenwo 1, at 
The SPEAKER. Is 


3) authorizing the Secretary of 
yn for a life-size statue of Gen. Henry 
Kans. 


yvorth Kans. 
service, such 
proper, not 
E late Gen. 


the the 


Kans. 


memory of 


a second demanded? 


No second being demanded, in the opinion of the Chair two- | 
i favor thereof, the rules were suspended, | 


voted ir 
and the joint resolution was passed. 
BRIDGE ACROSS YAZOO RIVER, 
HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. 
1l the rules and pass the bill which I send to the desk. 
» Clerk read as follows: 
11050) to authorize the counties of Yazoo and Holmes to 
tru a bridge across Yazoo River, Mississippi. 
., That the counties of Yazoo and Holmes, two of 
» State of Mississ i, duly created and organized un- 
> laws of said State, are hereby authorized 
construct, ard maintain a bridge, by 
i the Yazoo River, in section 34, t 1- 
in said counties, State of Mississippi: Providcd, 
ition of the said bridge are approved by the Sec- 
1e construction of the bridge is 
ed to provide for the passage of wagons 
* the transit of animals, and for foot pas 
regulations as may be laid down by the 
inder the laws of the said State of 


thirds h 


MISSISSIPPI. 


ers, over wt 


a lawful structure, 
, and shall enjoy the rights and 
‘onds of the United States, and no charge shall 
ission over the same of the mails, troops, and 
United States. Equal privileges in the use of 

1 to all telegraph and telephone companies 

have the right of way across said 

al, teleg and telephone purposes; 
ige whi Secretary of War may require 
made by the person or corpora- 
at their own expense. 

and void if actual construction of 


a post rout 


bridge 


ou tne 
hall ha 
SNaii De 

e same 


ill be 


1 shall not be commenced in two years and | 


from the date of ay 
» alter, amend, or 1 


yroval hereof. 
peal this act is hereby 
SPRAKER. Is 


ul being de 


a second demanded? 
inded, in the opinion of the Chair two- 
favor thereof, the rules were suspended 


a 
’” yoted in 


was passed. 


REAU OF INSULAR AFFAIRS. 


Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and 
ient recommended by the committee, the 
| 


} 


4's desk. 
s follow Re 


the efficiency of the 

{ the War Department. 
» Chief of the Bureau of Insular Affairs 
‘after be appointed by the President 
sooner relieved, with the advice and 

hile holding that office he shall have 
a brigadier-general. 


3ureau 


k, pay, and allowances of 
e SPEAKER. I 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. 

> ‘ 4 4h fe il] 


a second demanded? 


I demand a second, in order to know 
} 


t tl Did. 
HULL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that a | 


< 
be considered as ordered. 


SPHAKER. Is there objection? 
ir hears none. 

HULL. This is a very simple bill, which passed the 

in the earlier days of the session. The Committee on 


[After a pause.] The 





5,000 pounds in weight, to be used in the | 
Henry | 


| brigadier-general? 


Mr. Speaker, I move to | 


and 


commenced. | 


and shall be 


of Insular 


the | , : 
| ger in the Army? 


Military Affairs unanimously recommend its passage, with {he 
amendment providing for four years of detail instead of a jer. 
manent office. All the other bureaus of the War Department 
are presided over by brigadier-generals, or those higher in offi; 
The Bureau of Insular Affairs was small when it commen ed. 
The law provided that the officer presiding over that Bureay 
should be a colonel—that is, while so serving he should haye 
the rank, pay, and allowances of a colonel. This Bureau lis 
grown largely. The gentleman who started in at the head of 


|} the Bureau, under the direction of the two Secretaries of Way 


Ay 


Root and Taft, has so discharged his duties that they are anx. 
ious that this increase of rank, pay, and allowance should he 
given him. As the bill passed the Senate, it made the officer jp 
charge a_ brigadier-general. As recommended by the Honse 
committee, it simply gives him the rank, pay, and allowance of 


| a brigadier-general while so serving, and only provides for de- 
LEAVENWORTH. | 
| 


tail for four years at a time. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Is that the bill that is before the House 
for consideration now? 

Mr. HULL. Yes. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Not that he is given the rank of 9 
brigadier-general, but simply the pay and allowances? 

Mr. HULL. No; he is given the rank, pay, and allowance 
while so serving; just the same, let me say to the gentleman. 
as with the officer in charge of public buildings and grounds, 
He may be a first lieutenant, but when the President designates 
him to serve as Superintendent of Buildings and Grounds, he 
has the rank, pay, and allowances of a colonel while he seryes, 


|} and to give an Army officer the pay and allowances without 


the rank would not be in accordance with the absolute uni- 
versal custom in these matters. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. What is the.pay and allowance of a 
How much will the Chief of the Bureau of 
Insular Affairs receive under the operations of this bill? 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, he now receives $4,500 a year gal- 
ary as colonel, because he has had twenty years’ service. If 


| this is passed, he will receive $5,500 a year. 


Mr. 
mean? 

Mr. HULL. I 
present law. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. But suppose a lieutenant is detailed 
as Chief of the Bureau of Insular Affairs; he would not get 
the longevity pay. 

Mr. HULL. Oh, no; but he would get $4,500 a year under 


CRUMPACKER. That is, the present incumbent, you 


mean any man who is detailed under the 


| the present law, or $5,500 if this bill shall pass. 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. Perhaps I do not understand the im- 
portance or the necessity of putting in the hands of regular 
Army officers a service that is purely and entirely adminis- 
trative. I do not understand why a clerk in the War Depart- 
ment should be called a “ lieutenant” or a chief clerk should be 
ealled a “ first lieutenant,” because he does not perfori any 
military duty. The Chief of the Bureau of Insular Affairs dees 
not perform military duty in any sense. His duties are : 
gether civil, ministerial, administrative, and I do not i 
understand why it should be necessary to designate the 
of that Bureau as a brigadier-general. Now, I understand Unit 
che may be appointed from civil life into that service. 

Mr. HULL. If so, his salary would not be affected by 
law now on the statute books. A civilian could not be 
pointed unless there is a change of law. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. But if one from, civil life shou 
appointed Chief of the Bureau of Insular Affairs, he 
would receive the pay, rank, and allowances of a brig: 


general. 


Mr. HULL. The bill now provides for a detail of an Ariny 
officer. You would have to change the whole law. 

Now, I want to say to my friend that if he would take | 
position that this ought not to be a bureau in the War 1 
men, but that it should be put under some civil branch of tie 
Government, I might not controvert his position. But he does 
not propose that. The law now provides for the detail of 
Army officer, and that while so serving he shall have the rau 
pay, and allowances of a colonel. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. What rank has a janitor or a nressel- 


Mr. HULL. None at all. Neither has any civilian clerk. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Is he not a private or a corporal? 

Mr. HULL. No, sir; neither is the chief clerk nor any other 
member of the clerical force in the Army. They belong to tle 


| civil service. 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. What I am objecting to is to putting a 
service that is altogether civil under the control of officers of Ue 
Regular Army. ee 

Mr. HULL. Let me suggest to the gentleman that the Chiel 
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of the Record and Pension Division originally had no military | Department when it puts it on an equality with all the oth: 


t r 
ice to perform. He is a man who dealt entirely with clerical | bureaus? 
es, and continued to do so until we changed the law and Mr. CRUMPACKER. They may be all too high. Are tl I 
» him the position practically of adjutant-general. Yet that | brigadier-generals? 
has so simplified the business in his department of the War | Mr. HULL. All brigadier-generals and all the chiefs of the 


artment and has so commended himself to Congress by his | bureaus of the Navy Departinent are rear-adm 
iency and the large saving he has made that he has been| Mr. CRUMPACKER. I think there ought to be a reor 
ee times promoted by act of Congress, each time by an almost | tion of the civil administration of the W partn 
nimous vote. Mr. HULL. But first let us make them all equal. 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. I understand that. Mr. CRUMPACKER. I think the Department had b 
Mr. HULL. When we acquired these foreign possessions, they | be reorganized and put on a civil ba 
‘e by law put under the War Department. An accomplished 


rals. 


Mr. LACEY. I would like to ask the gentleman from Iné@ian 















' 
| il l 
er of the Department, Capt. Clarence Edwards, was detailed a question. Is it not true that Colonel Edwards has to deal 
charge of the bureau. He has devoted his time to the work. | with Spaniards, and is it not true than anything lower than 1 
1as by law been made a colonel while so acting, and now it brigadier-general does not go with the Spaniard at all; he looks 
rroposed by the Department simply to give him the same upon rank as being absolutely essential? 
that every other bureau of the War Department has, ex- Mr. CRUMPACKER. Well, that is the only good argument 
the one that Congress has made of a higher rank than | I have heard in favor of the bill, and I make no further op- 
radier-general. | position to it. [Laughter.] 
Ou the suggestion of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. | Mr. HULL. I yield the remainder of my time to the gentk 
s] I will just add to that statement that the minute any | man from Ohio [Mr. Grosvenor]. 
is detailed to have charge of a bureau in the Navy Depart- Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, if there is no opposition I 
he becomes a rear-admiral by the detail, as chief of the | do not want to say a word, but the bill ought to pass. I wish 
UW to say that our party of American tourists which went to t 
ir. GAINES of West Virginia. I was about to ask the gen- | Philippine Islands to study the conditions there came in co1 
{ n from Iowa who holds this position and who would at | tact with Colonel Edwards, and we learned all about that which 
time be the beneficiary, as it were, of this increase? he had gone through in the organization and perfection of 
- HULL Col. Clarence Edwards. bureau of the War Department relating to these isl: 
GAINES of West Virginia. The gentleman had already | want to testify, and in that I would be supported by « 
i that it was Col. Clarence Edwards. I only asked the | tleman who was with us were he present, that on every | I 
ion in order that I might say that, in my opinion, knowing | was evidence of the high qualifications and fitness of Colonel 
| well, and knowing something of the service that he has | Edwards for the place. 
red, no recognition could be too high for Col. Clarence | Now, there is .nothing involved in this question ex 
rds. whether we will take the important bureau of the War De 
CRUMPACKER. Then why not make him a major- | ment and put it on an equality with the other bureaus of t 
al? same Department of similar importance, and in doing ) 
HULL. Because this bill is putting him on an equality | fortunately we confer this slight advance on a worthy and nm 
the rest. To do as suggested is not fair to others. Mr. | capable officer. | Applause.] 
s cer, I reserve the balance of my time. The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Watson). The question 
Ir. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, I simply desire to say | is on the motion of the gentleman from Iowa to suspend the 
that I have no disposition to disparage the ability of Col. Clar- | rules and pass the bill. 
( Edwards or to depreciate the character of his services. The question was taken; and the Speaker pro temp 
\ re not legislating for Colonel Edwards or any other indi- | nounced that two-thirds had voted in favor thereof. 
1; we are making a law that is to stand for all time, and| Mr. RUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I demand a divisio 
ver in the future may be detailed and designated or ap- The House proceeded to divide; when Mr. Rucker withdrew 
d Chief of the Byreau of Insular Affairs will go there | his demand for a division. 
the rank and pay and allowance of a brigadier-general. So (two-thirds having voted in favor thereof) the rules we 
ay be a lieutenant in the Regular Army. I supposed that | suspended and the bill was passed. 
service was purely and entirely ministerial, and that the sa 
being al civil control it should properly carry with CHECKING OF BAGGAGE BY COMMON CARRIERS. 
ivil rather than a military designation. We have, I under- Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend t!] 
d, a shortage, we have an insufficient number of officers in | and pass the bill (H. R. 20017) to regulate t 
Regular Army. I understand that we have fewer officers | baggage by common carriers, with an amendment th: 
n our organization requires, and yet we are detailing Regular | I send to the desk and ask to have read 
officers to perform ministerial duties, and by act of Con- The Clerk read as follows: 
promoting them out of the order that the promotion would Be it enacted, etc.. That any common carrier « 
irally and logically come. I have no doubt there are young | commerce shall hereafter check baggag resented 
commissioned officers in the Army, that would be glad to | [0m wuere the pre en en eee ta ne a OS 
letailed as Chief of the Bureau of Insular Affairs even with | gage: that said common carrier s! a” 
rank and pay they receive in the line. transportation, check said baggage to its d ‘ 
| know that several years ago the Committee on Insular - ting commen ¢ rriers Ot y ether « 7 
rs reported a bill giving the Chief of the Bureau of In- | route of one common carrier termi and : 
Affairs the rank and pay of a colonel. Col. Clarence | gins, provided the cost of s 
irds, it is said, is an efficient man, and I am sure he is. : es ae 
‘e are hundreds and hundreds of efficient men in the Regular | ¢ion. by a tanat not mor 0 
They are all cultured, skilled gentlemen in the line of The SPRAKER. d ‘ 
profession. There is no better class of men on the face | No second being demanded. the a 1 is on su 
» earth, but occasionally one may be fortunate enough to | pyjes and passing the bill 
letailed to a position of this kind, and he is promoted way The auestion was taken: and two-thirds 
nd what his deserts may be, not individually, but in relation | tnoereof, the rules were suspended and the bill w ?' 
his fellow-oflicers. 
hat I am objecting to is giving to this office the position and QUALIFICATIONS OF JURORS IN PORTO ] 
and pay of brigadier-general. If the bill were confined to Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. § ker, I 
esent incumbent and limited to him, I would not say a | the rules and pass the bill (S. 5512) « 
because I know he is an efficient man and a capable officer. | of jurors for service in the United States di 
Che administration of that bureau is not peculiarly difficult. | Rico, which I send to the Clerk’s desk and ask 
( do not believe it requires any greater ability than the adminis- The Clerk read as follows: 
tion of many other bureaus. I do not believe it is good | Be it enacted, etc., That the qualif 
: policy now to exalt that particular bureau so much as this | jocal laws of Porto Rico shall not : 
‘lution proposes to do. It will only be two or three years | the district court of the United Stat 
robably until the incumbent is given the rank and pay of a | ee 
jor-general, and probably he will be put on the retired list | Rico for not less than one year, at 
as a lieutenant-general if he is especially accommodating and | ag a or ig nm My 
a ffs 2 . = é xe oO ry auty ¢ wea v 
a Mr HULL. How doce’ thie exalt that bureau of the War respected ~ the court when insisted upon by veniremen: And 
wee . . « € further, That the juries for said court shall always i and 





» 
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with the laws of Congress regulating the same in 


tat courts. 
IAKER. Is a 
Ne id we ‘ing demanded, 
rules and passing the bill. 
The question was taken; and, two-thirds voting in favor 
thereof, the rules were suspended and the bill was passed. 


yrrdance 


second demanded? [After a pause.] 
the question is on suspending the 


CAPT. 


GROSVENOR. 
the bill (S. 


EJNAR MIKKELSEN. 


Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
4954) authorizing Capt. Ejnar Mikkelsen 
master an American vessel, which I send to the 
sk to have read. 
‘lerk read as follows: 
cted, etc., That Capt. Ejnar Mikkelsen is hereby authorized 
; master of any vessel of the United States purchased by him 
yn an expedition in her to the Beaufort Sea, any act of Con- 
to the contrary notwithstanding 
SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? [After a pause.] 
ing demanded, the question is on suspending the 
sing the bill. 
n was ta 


rules we 


of 


as 


two-thirds voting in favor 


and the bill was passed. 


and, 
suspended 


: ker 
the re 
FORTIFICATIONS 


SULLIVAN of Massachusettts. Speaker, I move to 
the rules and pass the bill authorizing the 
‘retary of War to acquire for fortification purposes certain 
land on Deer Island, in Boston Harbor, Massachusetts, 
end to the desk and ask to have read. 
k read as follows: 
FartiGg 


ISLAND, IN BOSTON HARBOR. 


Mr. 


(S. 


ON DEER 


Mr. 
spend 


6333 ) 


of 


the Secret 
purposes 

ser Island, 

100 acres 


ary of War is hereby authorized 
from the city of Boston, two 
in Boston Harbor, Massachusetts, 
above mean low-water mark, the 
on the ground by certain monuments, and 
to exceed the sum of $250,000 from funds 
purchase of sites for fortifications and 
That the city of Boston shall build a 
approved by the Secretary of War, 
above the ground level, extending across 
ite the portion of said island hereby author 
the remaining portion of said island; 

y from the portion of the island hereby author- 
discontinue interments in the cemetery 
ermit the United States Government to c 
the city’s water supply mains on said 
e Government at current rates: Pro 
king payment for the said land the Secretary 
ity of Boston to such valid a 
ider neces full 

the foreg 


onn 


ct 
witl 


execute 
sary to insure 
oing proviso. 
all be liab Te for any 
to the works of the North Me 
iid island that may be cau 
from batteries er “d itl 
said; and the Secretary 
suc h damag e occurs, 
e and proper 
rtify the 


gree- 
nay cons 
ments of 
‘tates sb 
on or 


d on si 


od 


within 


to ascer- 


same to Congress 
cond demanded? 

. ir. Speaker, I demand a second. 

N of Massachusett Mr. Speaker, 
t md be idered as ordered. 

there objection. [After a pause.] The 

ie gentleman from Massachusetts 

and the gentleman from Ohio 


con 


is 
to 
this is an 
acquire certain 

of Boston for 

pp opriation, but 

tani is heretofore ap- 
the nastiatiien of this 
land upon which the United 
a barracks. It propo- 
ived the attention the 
absolutely essential for 
that harbor. The only 
lire the land. They could 
the V chose rather to nego- 
‘ of the city of Boston 
iating with the Secretary 
hey have arrived at an 
this bill to consummate. 
‘ity of Boston is to 
1ove a piggery, 
that it will receive net | 
Secretary of War, the land, | 
cost the United | 


In Tr of 
wry 
from 


PPS OOD 


is a 


of 


of 
“) 
for 
of 
agree- 
The 


The ( 


‘ity | 
In the opinion of 
ri eminent 


the 


by rht of domain, would 


fates Government a half million of dollars, and it is regarded 
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|} are paid for partly by 


and | 
within | 


island, | 
vided | 





com- | 


damage to the 


of War | 


compensa- | 


I ask unani- 


build | 
and these | 


JUNE 


by the Secretary 
purchase, 

The only provision in the bill to which anyone can possi! 
object is that in section 2, which provides damages for the ci;y 
of Boston caused by the firing of heavy guns in times of pe 
The Secretary and the city authorities in Boston have arrived 
at an agreement upon that proposition, and it is this: That if 
damages do result they are to be ascertained and determined 
by the Secretary of War and certified to Congress for its eo) 
sideration. The city of Boston will have no representatio 
upon that board which will fix those damages. The adjudicy. 
tion will be solely in the hands of the War Department, anq 
that adjudication will be certified to Congress, and Congress 
then may or may not appropriate the money. So it would see: 
that the interests of the United States Government are pyro. 
tected to the fullest extent. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The bill fixes a liability on the part of 
the Government for damages, does it not? 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Yes. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. And whatever method may be now 
provided for their ascertainment might later on be changed. 
The gentleman of course would expect the War Department 
to ascertain the damages according to established methods, and 
the Government would pay whatever damages may be inflicted 
upon private property in the use of this ground? 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. No. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Why not? 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. The Government will not 
pay any damages to private property under the terms of the 
bill. The only ones entitled to collect damages are the mu- 
nicipality of Boston and the North Metropolitan Sewerage Sys- 
tem, which, I may explain, is a system the expenses of which 
the State of Massachusetts and parily 


as a great saving of money to acquire it hy 


by the city of Boston. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Now, what property, aside from the 
sewerage system, does the municipality own in that vicinity 
that might possibly be damaged? 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. There is a penal institu- 
tion for men and one for women, and there is a pumping sta- 
tion for the sewerage system, and there is a large sewage pipe 
which runs under the bay and on the grounds on Deer Island, 
which is discharged ultimately into the sea at some distance. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. There are a hundred acres of land it is 
proposed to acquire, are there? 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Yes. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. And the pricais $2,500 an acre? 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Yes. 

Mr. KEIFER. I would like to ask the gentleman whether 
any committee of either House of Congress has ever made any 
formal report on that; and if so, where it can be found? 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Yes; the Committee on 
Appropriations, of which the gentleman is a member, consid- 


| ered the matter for the last two days, and made a report whicl 
|; would have been unanimous except for the gentleman from 
Ohio, 


who was the only 

Mr. KEIFER. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. 
my time, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. KEIFER. Now, Mr. Speaker, I think the question I put 
to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. SULLIVAN] and which 
the House ought now to understand as his answer thereto, 
that without this measure ever haying been before a subco 
mittee of either House of Congress, without any subcommit 
or committee of either House of Congress ever taking any testi- 
mony or making any formal investigation, this matter is brought 
here. It is true that on statements somewhat like those we h 
heard here this afternoon a majority, at least, of the Committee 
on Appropriations authorized the gentleman to do what he b:s 
just do wit, to move to suspend the rules and pass tis 
bill. And it comes here in that way. Now, let us see what it i 
It an extraordinary measure in the fact that there 
evidence anywhere going to show the absolute necessity for this 
grant for the purposes of fortification at this time. 

Mr. MADDEN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KEIFER. Wait until I get through with my statement 
and then you can ask all the questions you please. The (is- 
tinguished gentleman from Massachusetts says in advocacy 0! 
the passage of this measure that it makes no appropriation at 
all. This statement is misleading. The bill undertakes to 
provide for the application of $250,000 of a former appropri:- 
tion to buy about 100 acres of land somewhere on Deer Island, 
in the harbor of Boston. That $250,000 is required immediately. 
| That sum might be better used, according to the statement mace 
this morning by the Secretary of War, to buy and improve 4 
fortification site at Cape Henry, at the mouth of the Chesapeaxe 


opponent. 
That is all. 


of 


I reserve the balance 


shows 


he, 


4 
LO 


is is no 








tich he told us, what all agree is true, was the key to all | 


our 


1 case we should have a war. 
to buy a site and place modern guns 

would close the Chesapeake Bay and the Potomac, 
Norfolk, Boston, Annapolis, and the city of Washington 
war fleet without expending a single other dollar at 


gion of country it 


I had this $250,000 





: (he places on that bay or river. So that argument does | 
| 
| 

“the gentleman says that the Government has retained 

.easure the right to determine the amount of damage 

’ city of Boston and the North Metropolitan Sewerage 

S First, Mr. Speaker, that is clearly not true, as shown 

reading of the bill. Clearly the gentleman heard the 

ey of War say this morning, in effect, in answer to my | 
saying that that was not the bill at ail. That was 
1 we might try, of course, but we bind ourselves by the 
ol paragraph of section 2 of this bill to pay all damages 


city of Boston and the North Metropolitan Sewer System 
i r accrue at any time. We pledge ourselves to pay all 
d ; for the occupation of the land we propose to buy; we 
the Secretary of War may make a report to Congress 





damages, but, as the Secretary of War said this morn- 
g t was not an exclusive method by which damages might 
he ascertained, and hence that part of the gentleman’s state- 
i absolutely without foundation. Now, we have a law, 
M er, a long time on the statute books, which requires 
t Secretary of War and other public officers, in the acqui- 
publie lands for public purposes, to acquire a perfect 
from conditions, so that the Government may use it 
ses. I will cite it later. Here, all through, we are 
n imperfect title. We get, according to section 1 of the 
| rt of title or right of occupancy for fortification only, 
there are a number of reservations, especially as to 
; of the sewerage system on the same land. We have 
g rery there; what that means I do not know. 
SOUTHARD. Will the gentleman yield for a ques- 
t 
KEIFER. We have got also there, so far as I know, 
y, which we may have to maintain 
| PEAKER. Does the gentleman yield to his colleague? 
} .EIFER. Yes, sir. 
M SOUTHARD. Is there any estimate as to the amount 
3 that will likely accrue? 
Mr. KEIFER. There is no estimate, and we are to determine 


iatever may happen from now to doomsday. are 
pl ourselyes to an eternal payment of damages the 
cit soston and to the North Metropolitan Sewerage System 


( ty, or the State, for I understand the State of Massa- 


We 


TO 


c has some indirect interest in that system. 
lge and probably take care of the harbor of Boston 
I L suppose. Boston has land there that it could give 


tifications, but it wants us to buy it at an enormous 
h a piggery and a cemetery on it—and with rights 
in it, and then we are required as a condition to pay 
-os for evermore in case we use it for the special and only 
I for which we acquire it. Gentlemen act though 
not here in the bill, but it is here. Such legislation 
rthrow a policy as to acquiring land for Government 
well settled long and a wise one. Let read 

t part of section 2 of the bill: 


as 


le 


ago 


me 


United States shall be liable for any damage to the prop- 
city of Bosten or to the rks of the North Metropolitan 
yst located on said island. 


l understand 
ended in 


a 
nd outside of 


ti 


me 


ig over a million dollars ha 
improvement or another 
valuable 


‘rage system. 


iat somethi: 
pul 


sort of 


pant 


this great sev 


iwould turn out that when we commence firing guns 

t ind these buildings were found unsafe, were injured 
ed unfit for the use for which the city now uses them 
<ewerage system was destroyed, or something of that 
ight have to pay over million of dollars damage, 

, we would have to repudiate if we did not do that. 
that if we acquired this land by condemnatien, we 


e to pay twice as much as $250,000. We have 
lat that is true. But that might be a very cheap way 
s matter if we must acquire this land now at all. We 
ow the first place w we want the particular 

about 100 aeres in that 

is no emerge 

wint 


said 


would 


ho 


as 


in ther 
ality. 
wey requiring that, and we do not want it 
other things in other pla Now, Mr. 
that in the acquisition by condemnation 
still be liable for damages. That was 


j 
LO¢ 


we 
( n, it 


. 0 vy 
> A 


Ys 





ces, 
is 
we 


S 


ry that the gentleman advanced this morning, but the 
etary of War, after being examined—and he is a good 


wyer, and was a 


JONGRESSIONATL RECORD—HOUSE. 


now state to you, to wit, that 


when we condemn property for 








a particular use of one individual, we, in the condemnation pro 
ceedings, acquire a title that is good t ‘ m of 
damages to the adjacent property of 1 ne f 1 wi f 
condemn it. That is good law in every part of ‘ 

as far as I know, and the Secretary of War is with n s to 


that. 
Mr. 


SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. May I inquire, in order 
to complete the Secretary’s statement, in justice you ought to 
say that he said in his opinion that the jury in « 1 tion 


proceedings in fixing the amount of damages woul 


right to take into consideration the damages likely to by 
reason of the acquirement. 

Mr. KEIFER. That would be the result everywher 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. So that the damages 
would be paid for in any event. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, I have some 


desire to look I 


have 


if 


at, and 















, any time left want to re 
serve it. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I y 1 five 
minutes to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mappen 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, lest the impressio1 
vail that no testimony was taken in connection with 
gation, | wish to say that the Secretary of War \ 
committee and was questioned as to the advisability 
this pu*y:ase and paying the price which is provided in t 
He said that undoubtedly the price proposed to be paid 3 
reasonable one, and that the conditions under w! 
chase proposed to be made were reasonablk that if | 
took under the authority which be now has to secure 1 
by condemnation a jury which might be pan i to ! t 
case would have the right to determine what the | 
ages might be for all time to come, and that it would in 
likelihood capitalize that supposed damage and fix the pri 
accordingly, and that he believed further t there ho | 
sibility, to say nothing of the probability, of any d ( 
consequence occurring for which the United Sta L hye 
liable if the land was purchased under the terms of the bill 1 
under consideration. 

The only thing that is owned by the city of Boston on 
land is the prison, and this prison is located some ¢« 
the proposed fortification. We have the word of t s 
War to the effect that if the guns w . l 
case if the fortification was constructed, it w | 
likely that no damage would occur exct ; 
ing of glass in some of the windows of the | 
that damage would be inconsequential 

Mr. KEIFER. There are other bu cs there | 

Mr. MADDEN. There are no buildings, as I u 
except the prison. Is that true? 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. The prison buil s; and 
the pumping station controlling the sey 

Mr. MADDEN. Now, as to the question of d 
sewer. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. R t th 
terject. ‘The Secretary of War stated that the g 
be subealiber guns, and that in no likelihood th l 
any damage, and if there were any dan t wou 
quential. 

Mr. MADDEN. As to the question of t ‘ 
no possible damage inflicted upon 
chance some of the glass ld en 
ihe pumping station which contr t n 
and this would amount to nothing of 
priv: pr ‘rty anywhere w 
fication. I think lam. 

fr. CRUMVPACKER. W 2 

ggery ? 

Mr. MADDEN. The city of B 
mulated on a unt of the pt 
Dl o clean th » as lu 
moved to if ( rt 
of any di g I le to th i 

Nii Mir. ‘ ‘ I sub t + 
m . 1 Apr l S pr 
lieved 1 | 10 
bill called up by 1 me MI 

Mr. HAMILTON. I de 
hogs slaughtered for human « 

Mr. MADDEN. We did t <o 
they were slaughtered or |} 
is any damage at 1 there ‘ 
the United Stat I do not | 
assuming any responsibility for tl 


. i 


good judge—reached the conclusion that I | nobody believes. 
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Mr. SOUTHARD. 
land, or does the community want to sell it? 
Mr. MADDEN. 
as I understand it, and they have been in negotiation with the 
the city of Boston, and have reached an agree- 
which is embodied in the bill now under consideration ; 
» only tion upon which this bill proposes that the 


rities of 


1 


coha 


timated 


3 for 


by the Secretary of 
l its consideration. There is no liability assumed 
ch is obligatory upon the Government, but the matter is left 
entirely to Congress to adjudicate. [Cries of “ Vote! ’’] 
Mr. KEIFER. 
Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. I reserve the balance of 
ny tiie. 
Mr. KEIFER. I do not care to take any further time than 
; necessary to have the House fairly understand this question. 
we are to enter upon a policy, for the first time in the history 
i try, of acquiring property with defective title, hav- 
neteries and piggeries and prisons and other 
pected to occupy it and control it thus en- 


coul 
pon it 


vs, and we 


cel 
are @x 
n y re) 

tleman from Illinois [Mr. MADDEN] says that 
» committee was in favor of this peculiar thing 
but myse He pays me a rather high compliment; but I un- 
derstand tl there were others who had the same ideas as 
of War and I had as to the character of the bill. I 
expressed mv objection to the bill 
in the mitter 
of the city of 


from the 


oxy} 
#’Verybp 


f 
Secretary 


con 


Boston was offering this land, as I 


foyr 
AL 


attached by the 


before 


present bill. If we desire to 


pre Pp Tty 
a ought to consider first whether we do not need other fortifi- 
eati ‘e than we do this one. 
‘ir. HAMILTON. What new necessity has arisen for fur- 
r fortifications at Boston? 

r, KEIFER 


» of the cit 


tion sites mo 


y of Boston to get rid of the piggery at $250,000. 
iter. I think that is the size of it, all around. 

been going on for a good long time, and it has 
and yet we have not had full time 
bill. No report has been made 
‘or the about 100 acres on this island 


ice asked for it—$2.500 an acre—with limitations 


presse ad, 


this 


he title and conditions as to its use as expressed in the bill. | 
Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman kindly state | 
sition was first made by the city of } 


. KELIHER. 
her or not the prop 
War Department, or was the initiative in the mat- 

r taken by the War Department? 
Mr. KEIFER. I am 


, 
on to the 


red from the talk that we have had that 
en here several times negotiating 


ime he was willing to take $75,000 


» Secretary of War a little later | 
» city of Boston would not agree | 


Con, 


250,000, with these restrictions | 


ions for paying damages in case 

they think there would be 
so anxious to put re- 
Lif none were likely 
My belief, 
is that the damages 


i 


the 


rovernment? 
g would be 
han any jury would award for the value of this 
I ro eeding 

se system could not operate there 

iat it was so nearly adjacent to the 


» buildings might be shattered and | 


and that therefore they must be 


Government would be called on |} 


to other property on the 

the piggery, and then having 

ELIE ita ct that 
partment have carefully ¢ 


and declared that it is abso] 


KI 
R. Is it t a fa the engineers of the 
this scheme for 
necessary to obtain this 
to make the fortifications in Boston Harbor what they 

uld be, and is it net a further fact that the National Govern- 
ment has sought this location from the city government of Bos- 


I] 
iT 


nsidered 


wtely 
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| 
Does the War Department ask for this? ton and that the city has displayed no particular desire {, 


The War Department is asking for the land, | 


Is the gentleman from Massachusetts through? | 





| perfect title to lands that are acquired, and that is the ; 
he | 


when it was being considered | 
Only a few weeks or months ago the mayor | 
understand | 
gentleman from Massachusetts, to the United States | 
$75,000 with certain strings to it not half as bad as those | 
acquire this | 
it becomes necessary for fortification purposes, | 


I think the present necessity grows out of the | 


This | 


not able to say from whom the initiative | 


| question is exactly the truth. 
inimize the clause here that | 


to result | 
from | 


It might turn out that they | 





| of Boston and War Department. 


JUNE 2°), 


a 
GIS 


pose of it to the National Government? 
Mr. KEIFER. I am not able to answer that question, except 
that there has been no evidence brought before the coniyj++; 


so far as I know that anything of the kind has happened. | qo 


tee 


| understand from the Secretary of War that it is a place w} 
| they can put guns, and they might want to fire them, bui 
Government assume responsibility for damages is that | 
ige as may oecur because of the firing of cannon shall | 
War and submitted to the | 


tlemen from Massachusetts have just said they think they | 
will have occasion to fire them, and hence there will |, 
damage. If that is so, we do not want the land. 

Mr. KELIHER. If the gentleman from Ohio wants 
fair and wants to discuss this proposition upon its meri 
must admit 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman can not 
question that will indicate that he wants to be fair, I d 
yield to him. 

Mr. KELIHER. All right. 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. May I ask the gentle: 


ita 
hot 


| question? 


Mr. KEIFER. Certainly. 


Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. I want to know whether the 


| y . * 
| Secretary of War approves of the bill and the manner in which 
are in a situation to do it at the present | 


this proposition is presented. 

Mr. KEIFER. I do not so understand him. He e¢alled at. 
tention to section 355 of the Revised Statutes, which requires q 
ion 
to which I desire to call special attention. With all the tall 
we have had, I think we have had no testimony that would 
enable us to determine the several important questions. One 
is the present necessity of this site for the fortification, over 
other places, and the other is whether this is a proper wa 
acquire a site on the island, if we want to acquire one now, in 
Boston Harbor. I need not say that Boston ought to be grate! 
for the protection of her harbor. We are keeping it in order 
so that vessels can sail in and out of there, and I have no objec- 


| tion to that; but she ought not to strike a hard bargai: 
| us for a piece of land, and then ask the Government to be 


ever bound to pay damages if it is used for the purposes ij 
acquired for. 

I wish to read from section 355 of the Revised Statutes, edi 
tion of 1878, as I now have it before me: 


No public money shall be expended upon any site or land p 
by the United States for the purposes of erecting thereon any 


| arsenal, fort, fortification, navy-yard, custom-house, light-house, « 


public building, of any kind whatever, until the written opini 
Attorney-General shail be had in favor of the validity of the 


| until the consent of the legislature of the State in which tl 


site may be, to such purchase, has been given. 

All these wise provisions of our law are to be overrid 
the passage of this bill. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I should like to ask t! 


| tleman a question. 


Mr. KEIFER. Yes. 
Mr. HEPBURN. Have you not ignored entirely t! 


| that this is classic ground—Boston classic ground—that 
| us control of Pull-and-be-damned Point, and of She: 


channel, together with the Piggery and the mouths « 
sewers? [Laughter.] 

Mr. KEIFER. I am very much obliged to the gen 
from Iowa, and I have no doubt that what he suggest: 

{| Laughter. ] 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I wi 
two minutes to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
HER]. 

Mr. KELIHER. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from 0 
sists that he is in doubt as to what the attitude of the Se 
of War is on this proposition. I desire to say for his in: 
tion that the two Senators from my State, Senator Lop 
Senator CraANE, with my colleague Mr. Weeks and m\ 
league Mr. SuLLIvAN, and the mayor of the city of Bosto 
cussed this matter with the Secretary of War. Its terms 
gone over very carefully and the Secretary left us with t! 
derstanding that he was to submit this proposition, whi 
has, and it comes before the House as agreed upon by t! 
If the gentleman from 
wants to be fair, and if he is doubtful as to the attitu 
Secretary of War, let me tell him that these facts which | 
are absolutely correct. 

Mr. KEIFER. I had an interview with the Secretary of \' 
this morning, and so I am a little later in obtaining infoi 
than the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I cou! 
interrupt the gentleman from Ohio each time he made : 
statement, because that would destroy the continuity 
remarks, and as he would not then be able to proceed for 








1906. 


—_—_—_——_$$ 


thirty seconds at one time I could not be cruel enough to | 


| l 

pe _ |Laughter.] Therefore I waited until he concluded his 

cppech. It is very evident to me, and it must be to the House, 
the cemetery and the piggery and the sewer have weighed | 

«y Reavily on the gentleman’s mind that his imagination has | 

Ihe ne superheated and he is not capable of seeing clearly the 

merits of this pill. I would not say that the gentleman has 


deliberately misstated the facts, nor would I criticise him per- 
but only in his official capacity as a member of the 
committee. 


The committee met yesterday, and there was some doubt in 





me minds of the committee on the proposition. At their request 
it was postponed until to-day, and I called up the Secretary a 
wa r on the telephone and asked him if he would not send <¢ A | 
letter to the committee stating his views. He replied that he 
would prefer to come here. He came on his own suggestion | 
and not mine, to advocate this bill before the committee. There | 
is no man who heard his statement this morning, unless he is | 
obli ruc . in his mental processes, who could be capable of stating 
that the Secretary of War does not advocate this bill and has | 
n lvocated it from the beginning. It is not a proposition of | 
the city of Boston, it is a proposition which proceeded from the 
S ary of War in the beginning. He has fathered it, he 
sponsor for it.. Boston is not making a good bargain 


with the United States; it is giving the land for half its value. 


So far as I am concerned, I do not think it is a good bargain 
for the city of Boston. Boston will be obliged in the near | 
fl to seek other land for her penal institutions, which will | 
Ct much more than she will get from the United States on | 
this proposition. 

rhe Secretary of War called a meeting and the Massachusetts 
delegation was there, the mayor of Boston and a representative 

f Merchants Association of Boston were also there; the 

je matter was discussed, and as a result Senator LopGe 
ti the bill in charge in the other branch of Congress. 

[ wish to say here that the Secretary of War drew this bill 
himself nd gave it to Senator Loner, and that bill has passed 
the Senate 

Mr. KE IF ER. Let me ask the gentleman, did not the 
Secretary of War this morning say to the committee that the 
bill was not drawn in the language that he supposed it was? 


SULLIVAN of 


[r. Massachusetts. He did not. 
Mr. KEIFER. 


He said the language relating to the damages 





\ entirely different from what he supposed, and that he 
thought that the Government had a right to determine the 
d ves. 

‘ir. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. I will say, so that there 
may be no misunderstanding, that I made a suggestion to the 
Secretary of War on the question of damages for the purpose 
of elevating the claims from the status of claims which would 


the Committee on Claims, so as to empower the 
tions Committee to pass upon them, 
tion and put it in the bill, but 
he drew the bill 
re th > A 


Appro- 
and he accepted that 
that does not change the 
at 


ppropriations Committee this morning, 





LILLEY of Connecticut. Do I understand the city of 
B m owns this land? 
Mr * SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Yes. 
. LILLEY of Connecticut. And they are asking the Govern- 
to pay $25,000 an acre for it? 
Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Two thousand five hun- 
d oljars an acre. 
LILLEY of Connecticut. There are 100 acres of it? 
ae. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Yes. 
Ir. LILLEY of Connecticut. Making $250,000. 
Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Two hundred and fifty 


thousand dollars; $2,500 an acre, and 160 acres. That may be 
rh — for land in the district of the gentleman from Ohio, 
but it is not in Boston. 
Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut. 
is a fair price? 
Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. The Secretary of War ad- 
1 to the committee this morning that if it went to a jury 
ler condemnation proceedings the Government would pay 


What evidence have we that it 


and is sponsor for it and fathered it ; 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


900,000 instead of $250,000. 

Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut. But the Government does not 
I the land; it simply gets the privilege of fortifying it. 

Mr. Palen cem o of Massachusetts. That is not so; the Gov- 
ernment gets absolutely a clear title to the land and erects forti- 
fications upon it. 
Mr, LILLEY of Connecticut. And can do with it what it 
chooses to? 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Absolutely, in the way of 
fortification or anything else. 


Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut. 


But does it have a warranty 


deed free of all incumbrances, 


‘ Ves 
anc Car 


n it do anything wi it it 
chooses? 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. I have not seen the deed 
which will be drawn, but I assume that the Gove ent will 
get a fee simple absoluiely. I have not heard it stated other 
wise. This bill of course had to be drawn so as to state the 
purpose for which the land is required, but I have not any doubt 
that the Government could use it for any purpose. 

Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker, it seems to 1 a 


high price for land on Deer Island. 
Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. That is only 
gentleman is not familiar with Deer Island. 
Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut. I am familiar wi 


; 
because the 


th it. 


Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Then I trust the gentle- 
man will never become more familiar with it than he is now, 
because there are only penal institutions there; but it is valu- 


able land and it is worth half a million dollars, 
tary of War has admitted that. 
Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut. 
fact? 
Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. 


and the S¢ 


cre- 


Have we any evide that 


nce of 


Does the gentleman doubt 


| the statement of the Secretary of War? 


Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut. 


I doubt whether he knows any- 

thing about the value of land on Deer Island. 
Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. The Secretary of War 

has had it under consideration for six months. 
Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut. That would not make him a 

| competent judge of the value of land on Deer Island. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Does the gentleman sup 
| pose for a moment that the Secretary of War bas not sent men to 
inquire the value of this land? If he does suppose that, he im 
peaches the good judgment of the Secretary, which I am not 


willing to do. 


Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut. Is there any evidence to show 
that he has done that? Does he say that he has done it? 
Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. I am not willing to 
| sume that the Secretary of War was foolish enough to act 
out receiving evidence on that proposition, and it would 
tainly have been an unwise thing for him to do if he did 


without information on the subject. 


Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut. If any Member of this Hous¢ 
ever saw Deer Island I am sure he would think that it Ss an 
expensive piece of land’ at $250 an acre. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Mr. Sp er, I yield one 
minute to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Werks 

Mr. WEEKS. Mr. Speaker, I submit that the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Kerrer] has done neither himself nor this ques- 
tion justice in the discussion which he has given it 1d inci- 
dentally I want to state that the geography of tl rentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. Hrepsurn] is faulty in that Pull-and-be-Damned 
Creek is in New Hampshire and not in Massachusetts. I 3 
present during the negotiations for the purchase this ] 
erty. The Secretary of War has been negotiating with the « 
of Boston for nearly a year for its purchase. There were two 
real estate experts present who informed me and informed 





Secretary of War and the mayor of the city of Boston that this 
property was easily worth $500,000. Negotiations were « 
pleted on the basis of $250,000, the only additional cor leration 
being that if any damages are done to city propert n t of 
peace, which means the penal institution buildings which are 
located there, those damages shall be adjudicated and paid f 
the Secretary of War having the controll \ in that 
judieation. There is not any question about the necessity 
this purchase. It is carrying out the great scheme for the d 
fense of the port of Boston, and the purchase of this particular 
piece of land is necessary to complete the line of defenses. A 
clear title will be given to the Government when the purchase is 
completed. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules and 
passing the bill. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by M1 
KEIFER) there were—ayes 180, noes 31. 

So (two-thirds having voted in favor thereof) the rules y 
suspended and the bill was passed. 

ELECTION AND TERM OF OFFICE OF MEMBERS OF CONGRESS. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules dl 
pass House joint resolution (H. J. Res. 120) 
amendment to the Constitution of the U d § 


r the election and term of office of Members of Congress, \ i 
I send to the desk and ask to have re: 
The Clerk read as follows: 
House joint resoluti 
Senate and Hou 
in Conoress as ble 
That the following 


d. 


Resolved by the 
States of America 
concurring therein), 
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» proposed to the several States, the same to} by me before that committee, but it is the judgment of ihe 
rt of said Constitution when ratified by the | committee, after full consideration, that it should be put in 
On adeices “ane: : oo ame and = cones before us in this form. Now I yield to 

ei atin alias sitet te ; 1e gentleman from Missouri. 
ee ene oe crected slty of Ehe'sotes | Mr. RUCKER. I want to ask the gentleman from Nebrasia 
yr Senators shall el et, and, the qualifications - if he would yield for me to ask unanimous consent for a separate 

Win Vactineios hatpen by Keskenation ‘or otherwise | Yote on the second proposition? 
tion of any State in the Senate, the same shall be Mr. NORRIS. Well, if we can have an agreement for a fy|) 
cpired term thereof, im the same manner as is herein | discussion on both of these propositions, I would be very ¢| 1d 
ction of Senators: Provided, That the executive | to do that; but it must follow that we can not have the cama 
temporary appointment until the next general or : oa cas 7 . : att 
ion held in accordance with the statutes or constitution of | discussion here that we had in the committee, where we haya 
ind 7 ided further, That this amendment shall not be | had it up for consideration a great many times. I want to 
‘cating the office of any Senator who has been elected | discuss the merits of the proposition if the gentleman will lot 
eee of the House of Represcntatives.—The term of | Me alone, and get to this proposition of the election of the Mem. 
mbers of the House of Representatives shall be four years.” | bers of Congress for four years. 

BEAKER. Is a second demanded? Inasmuch as the proposition to elect Senators by direct yote 
ry Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. has so often received favorable consideration in the House anq 
Mr. Speaker. I ask unanimous consent that | has been so fully discussed both on the floor of the House ang 
| 


é 


‘a 
e CO vitamin as ordered. | throughout the country, and the sentiment of the House as we] 
<ER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The | 88 of the people in general having become crystalized on {| 
ne, and the gentleman from Nebraska is entitled | Subject and almost unanimous in favor of its adoption, I do not 
| deem it necessary to go into a lengthy discussion of this l: 
| of the subject or to recapitulate the reasons which moved 
. Mr. Speaker, this joint resolution provides | committee to recommend its adoption. > 
To begin with, I might say that it is a provision The second proposition contained in the proposed amendment 
an ¢ ndment to the Constitution of the United States. | to the Constitution, extending the term of office of Members of 
first section provides for an amendment providing for the | the House of Representatives from two years to four years, is 
election of Senators by direct vote of the people. The second | practically a new question, although the injustice both to the 
section provides that the term of office of Members of the House | Member and to the country in general on account of this short 
of Representatives shall be four years. In the limited time at term has long been recognized. 
my disposal, I do not eare to go into a full discussion of those T nder the existing provision Members of the House of Repre- 
iwo propositions. The first one has been discussed upon many | Se2tatives are elected in November, but do not actually begin 
occasions throughout the country and upon the floor of this | their official duties until a year from the following December, 
louse. No less than four or five times an amendment providing | Their term of office has practically half expired before they 
for the election of Senators by a direct vote of the peopie has take the oath. Before they are fairly started in the work for 
passed here by a practically unanimous vote. which they were elected they are plunged into a campaign fo 
r. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentleman | Te?emination. Their attention and energy are diverted from 
question. What demand has there been of the committee or | their official duties in the capital city to the local political con- 
he House or anywhere for an increase in the length of sery- | tests in their respective districts. This is an injustice to the 
e of the term of a Member of Congress from two to four | Member and is likewise unfair to the people he represents. 
ars? Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield 
Mr. NORRIS. ypose to devote most of my time to that. | for a question? 


\ 


Mr. LACEY. Ve have voted on the other proposition, but Mr. NORRIS. I will, if the gentleman will make it short. 


+} 


iis is a new matter. I have voted several times for the first Mr. FITZGERALD. Could not Congress obviate all these in- 
nosition. This is a new matter that I understand no one has | justices by passing a law changing the time of the meeting of 
d for. Congress rather than fritter its time away trying to amend the 
Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Speaker, I believe the suggestion made by | Constitution? 
gentleman from Iowa is perhaps a good one. I presume Mr. NORRIS. No reason in the world, except, I will say 
ion that first proposition we have all discussed, and heard it | do not believe they could. ‘They could pass a law making : 
sed to our hearts content. I was about to say, when the | ferent time for the convening of Congress. That they could 
man from Iowa interrupted me, that the first time that under the present Constitution, but they have never be: 
ion passed the House was on January 16, 1893; the | to agree upon a time to do that on account of the term of « 
me May 11, 1898; the third time April 13, 1900, and , expiring, as it does, on the 4th of March. No one has ever | 
irth time February 13, 1902. able to name a different date for the convening of Cong 
about to remark, inasmuch as it has been passed so | which sufficient valid objection can not be offered to pr 
and discussed so fully and so fully understood, I would | its adoption. 
yn to the other proposition. | <A longer service than two years is required in the House 
MURDOCK. Just a minute before you go into that. Do | before a Member can expect to have any voice in the actual 
‘ealize it is not possible under the suspension of the rules | solving of national legislative problems or in the shaping of the 
ouse to vote for one of those propositions and against | Government’s policies. It is a recognized and well-known fact 
that the Congressional district which changes its Represecnta- 
I do. I think we all realize that. tive every two years has practically no voice in national legis- 
I want to ask the gentleman in that connec- | lation. 
ield to me to offer an amendment to strike out | In a country like ours, controlled by political parties, each 
standing for different and sometimes antagonistic policies of 
Mr. Speaker, on the question of amendment | government, it is but just and fair that sufficient time be given 
would be very glad indeed if this could come | for the party successful before the people to properly inaugurate 
se, so that there might be a full and complete | and fairly test the policies and principles for which that purty 
th the power to amend in any way that might be | stcod in the election. Two years is not sufficient time for any 
| judicious by the House, but you will all realize | party to inaugurate the policies so approved by the people 
circumstances it is impossible on account of | give them sufficient trial to fairly and justly test their effect 
» House has been considering and will con- | ness and wisdom. Under our present system a party placed i! 
his the full discussion that I believe | power as a result of a campaign and election on some ))! 
Now, it comes to us from the commit- | issue will often find itself dethroned and cast out before ii 
and of which the gentleman who | had time to enact into law, much less given a fair trial, 
1 member—— principles and policies approved by the people at the electi 
It is a recognized truth that the necessary expense conne 
within my power, as I under- | with a membership in the House of Representatives is freque 
e to an amendment to be offered here, | prohibitive to many able Members whose wise counsel « 
glad to do so. There are some amend- | country can not well afford to lose. Many of the most 
and efficient Members are continually withdrawing froin 
work, for the sole reason that they can not afford, for pecun 
I will yield to the gentleman in a minute. | reasons, to remain. It has become quite generally unders 
1 some amendments I would like to favor myself. | that a poor man can not afford to retain a seat in the Ilou 
s bill as it comes now is not as it was originally introduced | Representatives. The greatest item of expense connected w'' 


+ 


: . 
Mr. Speaker—— 








1906. 





OO een 


' with the nominating primaries and conventions, the cam- 
and the elections. The extension of the term of office 
- years would materially lessen such expenses, and would 
y enable men in moderate circumstances to live within the 
‘of the salary. 
national election at which Members of the House of 
| entatives are chosen always has a depressing and un- 
' effect upon all branches of business, and there is always 


throughout the country and a hesitancy on the part of 


s men in the extension and enlargement of their invest- | 


This condition can but result in detriment and injury 
‘ prosperity of the entire country. 
, YOUNG. Is not the logie of that whole thing we should 
monarchy and not have any election? 
NORRIS. No; I think if the gentieman wants to be rea- 
nd wants to be just, and I think he wants to be, he 
ot make any such assertion or intimate that any such 
llows. An uncertainty in the future policy of our Goy- 
to be determined at an election, always retards our 
in] advancement and affects the prosperity of our entire 
The possibility also that a policy once adopted may be 
two years is likewise detrimental to our ad- 
The proposed change would tend to give stability 
the uncertainty now existing. 
a sentiment throughout the entire country that we 
» many elections. The people are not free from the un- 
ess of one political controversy before they are thrust 
ther. They have tired of and disgusted with 
nual political quarrel and strife. 
ople are tired of this continuous drama, and as a result 


ide within 


away 


become 


-such campaigns and elections an uncertainty in business | 
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retention of a membership in the House is the cost con- serving a four-year term are more efficient than of! 


ed to give no attention to the primaries and the con- | 


very foundation of our political —the 
vherein the country’s interests can best be guarded and 


System 


77 . ° . . 
an election every two years the political grafter who 
on partisan strife and on the nervous uncertainty con- 


candidates for office is able to live from one election to | 


by the boodle secured at his unholy business. The 
‘ nn of the preposed amendment would render it less possi- 
| r this creature to ply his trade. 
JONES of Washington. Are there any of those fellows 
Nebraska? 


‘ORRIS. There are a good many of that quality out 


( ' Pacific coast, I will say to the gentleman from Wash- } 


t 


I have heard of some of them even living in his State, 
ich things might be found to exist. Now, 
is said that this is a matter that is a new proposition, 

say I do not believe it has been brought before us in an 

1 way, but it something that has come face to face 

ery Member of this House. It is apparent to all of us 
can not perform our duty in justice to ourselves or to 

le and have an election every two years as well as we 

f the term was four years. It is perfectly proper, as 
know, that men who come here should be able to give 
entire attention to public affairs, but as a practical truth, 


is 


Mr. Speaker, | 


stay here, it is necessary for them to pay more or less | 


i—- generally more 


n which they have a personal interest, while their at- 


{ on ought to be attracted and given to public questions in 
the entire people have an interest. Now, I know, Mr. 
ker, it was said the framers of the Constitution in- 


| that this House should be close to the people. I 
with that sentiment and the adoption of this amendment 
take away that idea from the Constitution. 
f great ability and honor often refuse to become candi- 
for the House of Representatives because they 
fore they become familiar with the duties of their oflice 
will be compelled to again enter the arena of political con- 
sy to retain it. 
ir Constitution that Members of the House of Representa- 


should be close to the people and be required to fre- | 


tly give an account of their stewardship. A change in 
n of office from two to four years would be no violation 
principle, but would better enable Members to devote 
energies and abilities to the actual service of the country 


their constituents. Four years is not so long that there 
| he any valid objection from that source. The history of 


of our States where the terms of office have been length- 
‘1 from two years to four years gives ample proof for this 
tion. It is likewise true that the experience of States 
‘re some of the officials are elected for a term of four years 
| some for a term of but two years shows that the officials 





to political matters that go on at | 


know | 


It was no doubt the idea of the framers | 








sSery 
ing a two-year term. 
There is nothing sacred, that I know of, in the two-yv t 
If a short term makes Congr bett hen oug 
the tenure to one year. Then we would enj i 
of going out of otlice before we got in, or at least ha 
month or two of it. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my tim How 
much time have I remaining? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman has s mn minu 
| ing. 
Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. Will tl 
| question? You seem to assume in y , t that 
are a multitude of good reasons why a United States Sen 
should be elected by a popular vote. I ve been 
good many things in my life, but I have een an 
| sible, tangible reason why that fundamental inciple of 1 
Government should be departed from NO i n 
state to the Hou me good re n wl that indamental 
doctrine should be abandoned? , 
Mr. NORRIS. I would say to the gentle i 
ginning I was diverted from the course of git 
by the gentleman from Iowa, who suggested th 
the question relating to Representati vas I 
went on to that argument. There are a gt 
and if I had the time I could give them to g 
now until to-morrow morning, and the gentl 
them and he has read them. But he has made Ss 
fully, I presume, against my theory of 1 election of § 
by the people that he would vote a 
what I might say, and I desire to resei s f 
answer what may be offered on the other 
Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky Could l ree 
amendment to the Federal Constit Pa d 
disrupt the Government in as many dit that 


amendment would? 
Mr. NORRIS. I thir 
not do it now, because 
Mr. ADAMSON rose. 





Mr. NORRIS. I will yield to the gentleman Geol 
[Mr. ADAMSON]. 

Mr. ADAMSON. I wish to call to your attention and ask you 
if States that desired popular expression as to the cho 
Senators can not arrange to do so at the primary elections in 
the parties in the State? 

Mr. NORRIS. I think so, and a 
and that is another great argument why the people want this 
changed. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Do not the people of Nebraska 1 d 
not the legislature, elect the Senators? 

Mr. NORRIS. Practically; and if it be t \ 
make it true in reality instead of just a fiction? 

Mr. HINSHAW. The people of Nebraska come as 1 ‘el 
ing their Senators by direct vote as it is p { 
existing system, perhaps, but the people of Neb cl 
their Senators in a State convention made up of dels ‘ ! 
counties, elected in conventions usually and pn 
and it is to get nearer to the sentiment of the } em 
so that they can express themselves in primaries and d 
the polls that this idea ought to prevail, as far t] mn of 
Senators is concerned. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the bal . of my t 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman f Mis I 
is recognized. 

Mr. RUCKER. Mr. Spesker, the firs » n of the pe a4 
resolution has been freque l before tl llou le 
A similar resolution has passed the H e at twice n 
the last four terms, by a very large yote each time I, like th 
gentleman from Nebraska, shall waste no dis 
the proposition of electing Senators pop ’y se I 
take it this House is substantially unanimously in vor « 
This resolution is almost identical with thx ( t passed 
year or two ago, introduced by my coil 1 Mi ul 
{[Mr. Lioyp]. Indeed this resolution, excepting the second s 
tion, is a substantial copy of the Lloyd res I 
resolution, Mr. Speaker, involves and injects » t 
versy a new issue, one that has never before be pre 
Congress, so far as I am advised; one, too, I w t 
has back of it no public sentiment or demand \ N 
person, no legislature, no pul opin no 
asking us to prolong our term of office. On t 
constituents are sometimes glad of the opp nity afforded 
them by the Constitution, as it now stands, t ort our po 


litical and official careers. 


Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I ask unan 


S830 


mous consent that the House be permitted to vote on the two 
propositions separately. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
consent for a division of the question. Is there objection? 
CAPRON and Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. I object. 
SPEAKER. The gentleman from Rhode Island and the 

leman from Kentucky object. 

Mr. RUCKER. I am very sorry gentlemen do object, be- 

ise it embarrasses gentlemen who heartily favor one propo- 

not favor the other. It seems to me there 


Missouri asks unani- 


but who do 
be no good reason why gentlemen would not willingly de- 
hemseives and express their judgment upon these ques- 
separately. 
Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. The objection, so far as I am 
erned, is based upon the fact that I am opposed to both 
endments. 


CLARK of 


1 


Missouri. Why not let them be voted upon 


arate f 
i 


Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. By putting them together in- 
reases the chance of defeating them. 

Mr. RUCKER. 
senators by px 


Kentucky w 


pular 


wuld withdraw his objection; and I 


I regret very much that my good friend from | 
consent; 


request for unanimous 


withdraw the objection. 
like to do any possible thing that 


( jer ts to this 
and I hope that he will yet 
Mr. CAPRON. I would 
would alc 
of constitutional and I 
think they ought to go together. 
Mr. RUCKER. 
ment upon these important measures, 
Mr. CAPRON. I believe there are other things that we ought 
to be doing that are of more importance than to consider these 
positions. 
RUCKER. 


be ol 


on 


objections, ean not yield, 


Mr. 


liged to vote on he 


Speaker, if the gentleman insists, we 


ion contained in section 1. 


Mr. Speaker, I now yield five minutes to my colleague from | 


xas | Mr. GILlLespie]. 
Mr. GILLESPIE. 
the House 
position this 
that is, to elect 


the people. 


for five minutes. I merely want to state 
bill. I favor the first proposition of this 
United States Senators by a direct vote 
There is a all 


e 
e ot 


on 


‘ountry. 
amendment to the 
true many of these States, 
ivy primaries, are accomplishing this result in that 
but I would put it beyond the power of any political 
anipulators to deprive the people of any State of the right 
for their United States 
there is no demand whatever 
bill—that 
‘ongress should be increased to four years. 
if I thought there wa 
mle of the United States, 
of Congress. If he indicates by his 
a worthy 1 you can keep him there; but if 
icion crops out that you are deceived in your Mem 
| i power to make a change at the 
e.” That is all I care to say, Mr. 
[Loud applause. | 
aker, I yield five minutes to my 
Dr ARMOND]. 


Speaker, 


calling for this 
nited States. It is 


olutions 


directly Senators. 


for the 


negker 
r, 


SEY 
ition in this 


I would say 


an, 


in your 


col- 
on numerous occasions 
of this House, and every time I 
ve voted for an gmendment to 
the election of United 
ciadl 
| 

| 


1, 


y vote for 
wever, to vyote for that 
alone, but coupled with 
tion, to amend the Constitution 
e term of Members of the Hous« 
ed to that, and when it is neces- 
| I sitions in order to vote 
sitions in order to vote for 

ld in saving that I shall cast 


* not hee: use 


le, but, al- | 


. 1% ae 
inst this pend 


‘aye” is to vote for a propo- 
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No one desires to defeat the proposition to | 
vote, and therefore I wish the gen- | 
| tion is new, and I should like to have the judgment of the. 
nan from Rhode Island would withdraw his ob- | 


odate my friend personally ; but here is a matter | 
because I | 


Give the House a chance to vote its judg- | 


two questions together, and this | 
ll] imperil, if not defeat, the will of the House in the propo- | 


Mr. Speaker, I do not care to occupy the 


over this | 
The legislatures of most of the States have adopted | 
Constitution of | 


through | 


‘ond | 
is, that the terms of office of Mem- 
I am opposed | 


“Wold the whip hand over | 
service in j 


States | 


such an amend- } 


2 


JUNE 2 


’ 


sition to amend the Constitution so as to double the lengt) of 
the term of Representatives in Congress. How anyone who jg 
a student of current events, still less how anyone who has ex. 
perience or observation in this House, can be of the opinion 
that it is advantageous to the country, that it is for the welfayea 
of the people, to elect Representatives for four years instead of 
two years is beyond my comprehension. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Yes; for a question. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I have so high a regard for ¢| 
gentleman from Missouri 

Mr. DE ARMOND. That is all right. Just put the questioy 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. That I want to ask him for jig 
opinion on this proposition: The President is elected for 
years 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Oh, I do not care anything about tha; 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. And I want to ask the genijlo- 
man 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I will have to go on 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Why he should not support the 
policy of the Administration by electing Members of the House 
for the same period as the term of the President? The ques 


His 


four 


gen- 
tleman from Missouri upon it. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. It is very evident that the gentleman 
from Kansas has not thought of it before, even to the extent of 
being able to ask his question in an ordinarily intelligent way, 
The fact that the President is elected for four years would 
afford just as good an argument, or a better argument, for e 
ing Senators for four years only. What argument it affords 
for electing Members of the House of Representatives for four 
years is beyond my comprehension, and I have thought about it, 
Therefore I conclude that it is not yet within the grasp of the 
gentleman from Kansas, who confesses he has not thought about 
it. Now, the object of representative government is to keep the 
government, as nearly as pessible, as long as possible. and as 
effectually as possible, within the control of the people. Can 
that better be done by electing the House of Representatives for 
four years than by electing it for two years? Of course, every 
individual Member, viewing the matter simply from his own indi- 
vidual standpoint, would prefer an election for four years to an 
election for two, or an election for ten years rather than an elec- 
tion for four years; but the real question that we ought to 
consider here, the one that I am trying to consider, and the one 
upon which I propose to vote, is not what may be best or most 
agreeable to us individually or collectively, but what is best and 
safest and soundest and most American for our fellow-citizens, 
the people. 

I think it is in the nature of a shame to couple these two 
propositions. The one proposition has received, time and time 
again, the approval of the House of Representatives, but it gets 
no consideration from the Senate, and now it is to be weighted 
down by the other proposition. It can not be done in good judg- 
ment if it is done in good faith. The great Nebraskan, once 
upon a time, when he was a Member of this House, broug!:t this 
proposition before it, not hampered and curbed and loaded wit! 
an odious proposition, but single and alone, so that the man \ 
was in favor of bringing the Government closer to the people 
by permitting them directly to elect their own members of th 
United States Senate, might express himself in that way ! 
voting “aye” upon the proposition. But now we have 
through the wisdom of the committee, through the perverse: 
of the committee, through the honesty but bad judgment of th 
committee, or through deceptive purposes and hypocris 
know not how or why—we have the propositions so coupled th 
the one is to be weighted and loaded down by the other. I re- 
gret that the condition is what it is, but such being the conii- 
tion, I have no trouble at all for myself in voting “no.” Give 
us the one proposition, plain and distinct, and it will go through 
this House by an overwhelming majority, practically wil 
opposition. Give us the other single and distinct, and I believe it 
will be voted down overwhelmingly. Coupled together, I for 
one ain against the hybrid. [Applause on the Democratic side. | 
RUCKER. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I remai 


} + 
mc 


Mr. 
ing? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. CAMPBELL of Ohio). 
gentleman has six minutes. 

Mr. RUCKER. 
TYNDALL]. 

Mr. TYNDALL. Mr. Speaker, since the American ship 0! 
state landed at Plymouth Rock conditions have changed so: 
what, but we have been getting along nicely under the pre 
system of representation in this country. I admit, Mr. Speak 
as we all know and admit, that as conditions change in this 
country it is necessary for us to change our tactics and our 


I yield to my colleague from Missouri [Mr 
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I have been petitioned, as doubtless other Members 


Hlouse have been petitioned, by the people of this country 
to the first section of this resolution, and that is to elect 
by direct vote of the people. And, Mr. Speaker, I am 
vy of that. E believe that the American Congress should 
is close to the American people as possible. 
Mr. Speaker, we have been petitioned to vote for and 
ite the first section of this resolution. I for one have 
n petitioned. 
to the second section of the resolution. My 
ot petitioned me to inaugurate myself into another term 
presentative, and I do not know as other gentlemen have 
juested to do so by their constituents. I believe, Mr. 
r, that the people ought to have a lick at us every two 
I do not itate to say that it might be best to have a 
is a little oftener than that. [Laughter and applause.] 
y that it might not be a bad thing if this Congress were 
out oftener than it really is. [Laughter and applause. ] 
it to stand as near the people as possible. 
it that want? Do they desire to be 
removed from the people? Are Congressmen afraid to 
reach of the people? I say turn the voters let 
us as offen as possible. 


hes 


is 


1 
ioose, 


hy of our hire, if we can not give an account of our 
hip, then let us disembark from the ship of state and 
our little red boat and float off up that river whose 


‘e at all tir 
a good ing 
t of that I 


the people say 


es said to be savory. 
for Congress 


Now, Mr. Speaker, 
men to 


have serious doubts, 


it 
be elected for four 
and we should at least 
about it and demand a 


1 a constitutional amendment to that effect. One thing 


something chance 


w, and th is, the people would like to get in a little 
ich with the Senate of the United States Che Senate 
away. It is out of striking distance of the people. 
w and here let the people at the Senate. Turn 
loose. The common people are at this day demand 
ch petitions and memorials to let them get nea 
rther from the American Cong and I say 0] 
ind let them in. Mr. Speaker, this is a Gove , 
e, by the people, and for the people This House ! 
resolution to submit to the people a right to v : 
stitutional amendment by which Senators could 
the direct vote of the people, and as 1 y times tl 
3; turned down. ou s Senate is now too f 
’ people. It sta off 1 e at a safe dis ‘e 
ay eit ‘1 stance na } oat V% " y S 
“petit nd me » te We m1 ot 
ours democrat rovern! and tha 
ants of the people people our seryants. 
ne danger in our in a little too much on 





tiv people and eent oo much 1 ver in the 


at branches of our Government and the different De- 
hereot. Sir, I don’t thi the tmmortal Lineoln 


ruer or more important expressi 
afraid to trust the American people.” That expression 
aven in our hands. Mr. §] I will therefore 
iny Steps to increase the term of a Congressman to four 
| I hear from home. 
UCKER. Mr. Speaker, I now yield two minutes to the 
1 from Ohio. 
GROSVENOR. 
for I have 


We 


than that “ he 





weaker, 


Mr. § 
no time 


is almost 
the real 


peaker, it an idle waste 


to diseuss questions in- 


have lived one hundred and three years under 
titution since there was any amendment to it, except 
that were made in the storm and stress of war; two 


e amendments are practically ignored in the cor 
other partially so, showing that these heated cl 


Constitution make no impression on the people of 





ntry, 





5 


Stl the 
y is asking for this extension of the election of 
No St: or very few States, will consent to 
of the Constitution in regard to the election of Senators. 
believes that during the lifetime of any man now living 


Con 


en. the 


te, 


te of the United States will ever be brought to the 
n of agreeing to that constitutional amendment, and 


e necessary number of States, through the instrumental- 
ir machinery, which is provided, will not vote for such 
‘in the Constitution. That is not all « This matter 
ion of United States Senators one of the compro 
f the Constitution. There would not likely have been 
onstitution; there would not have probably been any 
ent such as this without it, and for over one hundred 
have stood by it. Now, the proposition is to get the House 
esentatives, under a debate of twenty minutes on a side, 


gs 
yt it. 


Vals 


: . . e4e : | . 1 ‘ ? ron 
» undo that fundamental proposition in our governmental | ceivable folly in the method of organi 
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SJ tse 


struch and 


ire go off into an experiment of ter I 
| do not believe, Mr. Speaker, that it a f 
effort. [Applause. } 
Mr. RUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I now yield | 


I have heard nothing from my constituents | 
people | 


If we are no good, if we are | 


half to the gentleman from North Ca M Lf 
KITCHEN }. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. 
to state that the overwhelming n oO f 1 
House would be very glad-to favor the first 1 of t 
resolution, the election of Se 
regretted very much that the lem 
motion in such a manner that v ld 1 
have voted for it repeatedly in 
whelmingly. It i 


M f I 


ators Dy the pe 


IS Ih accordanct 


declaration. It is unfortu 1 
proposition to extend the terms 


which it seems will defeat the S« 

















I favor the first because it i x to 
control over a branch of the Goy a 
proposition because it is taking from e p 
control they now have over their R ativ [ 
ency of all governments in developing is to 
of power. We ought to take advantage of « 
we who serve the people, to ve b | ti 
direct control over their Governm« rhe ¢g 
his report that this is pract ly a 0} 
the length of term of the Members of H ‘ 
him that it is practically a new p1 
the people have not asked us to | ay 
would be and should be 
one serves tien properly 
him. Let the people in the §S ggest t 
they desire ou s to ! ‘ 
Mi RI Cin \i _ i 
to the 2x ' I M 
ir. LAM - i 
é L ¢ ~ ‘ 
V lel ) 
t! Un 
vo e fo = l 3 i a 
’ ‘ yo 
a I n ( 
NI Okt IS ~ } T 
pé leman f > } . | ( 
r. COCKRAN Si} 
that I find my ] elled 
view placed bef House t 
tl M l Se j 7 ] 
tl y ti the ! 3 i 
Lt) l ese TD! ~ 
‘ he linking « ) 
| s fa ed s ‘ ‘ y 
‘ o who is 0] ‘ Ol 
| opular Pon ise 1 
ardent desire f 3 passage 
du vithout t ne si ‘ g 
nis tituen I ) : 
here, though it n 
pli 
I believe Senato 3] 1 be 
such a 1 d of sé g i 
pol tl il Ss em i [ t } 
tile oO er ge 
i nent both s | 
L P 3 
ul i, Ale l S S 
t t pro » ext i ft f Rep 
Cong S 5 esire te j [ 
Svmpath e t ily \ ill @€Y ‘ Vi ) . 
vigorous the contr of t pe er 1 re ] es 
and over every branch of the Goy nent. 
that re m that I believe in extending this 
popular branch of our political system. Po} 
Government ean be made effective only by 
ettic This House is the one br of our 
iccording to all testimony is ste y d . 
its decline is obviously a decrease in the direct 


eople over legislation. To what must this de e H 8 
i attributed? To two causes 


structure as established by the Cons 


] 
I a defe 


zation establi l by its 
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aggeration to say that the House is organized 
incapacity. Look at it. This vast 

is enough to make impracticable anything like 

t The distances between Members in different 

fall ave such that conversation is seldom re- 
interruption. In the resulting din and confusion 

sible to 

a part of the 
ates I might as well be out‘of the Chamber. 


follow, 


the . To participate in the proceedings of the 
t therefore violate its rules. 
by becoming disorderly in my behavior. 


udible in 


a large part of the Hall. 


is not extravagant to say that the House seems | 


diligently every opportunity of reducing 
by keeping itself in disorder. Against the 
own organization a complete remedy, of course, 
But the 


capacity 


in its own hands. 
and this can be remedied 


in the term of its Members, 


a constitutional amendment. 


t convene till the month of 


choice of its successor. 


c loes n 

r the 

th of office be 

into es of a stru 


‘cle for reelection. 


form his duties impartially 
of his atte 
that the honest and efficient Member 
personal interests and devote himself exclusively 
tive duties. Well, Mr. Speaker, what duty can 


that his district is well represented? 


position? You may say 
will neglect his 
sent: 
than 


seeing 


And he must think himself the very best Repre- | 
» his district could find or else he could not justify him- | 


ing he 


re. 
is reduced to this position: In the first 
import ery 


ant session ey 


} 
he sec 


‘nment, and in t 


lca 
e€ise 


not 
in which case his sense 


wholly extinguished, or he has been 
of security is apt to be too 
t for efficiency. [Applause and laughter. | 
exceptional conditions, is confined to two ses- 
first everything tends to make him incapable, and 
nd to make him indifferent. [Laughter.] We declare 

age that the House is declining in influence. Yet we 

‘hance to push it farther along the downward slope. 

the that the House has declined in con- 
uence, but that any of its consequence survives. 
i ourselves with rules which are 
ntly in distrust of our own honesty. Every experi- 
of this House proves that when it is left to 
ntrol of its own majority it evolves legislation of the 
yet we surrender ourselves to three 

ntlemen (wiser perhaps than any other three, but not so wise 
hole 400 who compose our membership), and to this 
intrust the entire control and direction 
holding to ourselves at most merely a right 
» their proposals. And this upon the ground 
if left to ourselves we would perpetrate 
All this would be impossible in a House 
such a term of office that they could be- 
th each other and by knowledge of their 
and qualities learn to cooperate effectively 
Why has the Senate grown at the 
Hfouse, although the framers of the Constitution 

» should be the dominant feature of our political 

ause nate is a continuous body! Every 

r holds for They find themselves bound to- 
er by indred influences growing out of extended associa- 
and however 


tly for 


under very 


To 4} 
In the 


wonder is not 


We organize 


conceived ap- 


highest excellence; 


we 


rislatiol 


the S« 


six years. 


they may 
Ws unite the dignity 
ber . Any! | 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
expired. 

Mr. RUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I now renew the request I 
few and ask unanimous consent that the 
louse may vote on these two propositions separately. 

Mr. CAPRON. 
I made to that request. 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, I have had the honor to intro- 
duce in several Congresses a joint resolution providing for the 
submission of a Constitutional amendment for the election of 


nade a moments ago, 


1 
i 
T 
i 


barnlike | 


or even understand the proceedings. } 
House now where for all that I can hear | 
To learn | 
fouse is doing I must leave my seat, and this is for- | 
| organization, so far as I know, that has made any declara{ 
I can be attentive to | 
Under | 
am cut of order now, for I am speaking from an- | 

i If I attempted to speak from my own, | 


gravest cause of its inea- | 


| legislation. 
December | 
From the very moment he | 
fore this desk each Member is plunged | 
How can he per- | 
and fearlessly while three-fourths | 
ntion must be distracted by the exigencies of his own | 


the longer | 
Member is striving for re- | 
and reelection from the very hour he is sworn in | 
i md session he has either | 
in which case his interest in legislation is sensibly | 
re- | 


is whole service, | . P r4190 
His whol “> | AMENDING SECTION 5136, REVISED STATUTES OF THE UNITED STATES. 


the | 


differ on other matters they stand | 
and the power of their Cham- | 


The time of the gentleman has | 


And, Mr. Speaker, I renew the objection that | 


Senators by direct vote of the people. On the first day of ¢: 
session of Congress I introduced such a resolution. It wa 
exact copy of the resolution adopted by this House in the IF 
seventh Congress, and similar to resolutions passed in sey, 
other Congresses. The people of Missouri, from which I 
have through the Stgte legislature repeatedly memora| 
Congress to pass such a resolution. This demand comes f 
all our people without regard to party, and the memoria! 
Congress has been passed, both when the legislature has | 
Democratic and when it has been Republican. Every politi 


at all on the subject, has announced itself in favor of the e! 
tion of Senators by direct vote of the people. 

The representatives of all parties have voted for such k 
lation in this body, and I have no doubt that a vote on 


| proposition would now hardly receive a dissenting vote. | 


unfortunate that a measure so universally indorsed should 
coupled with an entirely new proposition which the ). 
have not considered nor decided upon. I very much don) 
whether the people would change the length of term of a ¥ 
ber of this House. It appears to me that if the term was not 
satisfactory there would somewhere have been a demand fo; 
Certainly, whether the people favor the loner 
term or are opposed to it, this House—and the people, when the 
matter is submitted to the States—should have the right ts 
vote separately on these propositions. 

I greatly regret that no opportunity is given to give expres- 
sion on each proposition, and that a just and meritorious 
measure, indorsed by nearly everyone, both in and out of Con- 
gress, should be so greatly handicapped or destined to defeat 
at the inception as this seems to be. 

I believe in bringing government as near to the people as pos- 
sible, and the election of Senators by direct vote would be a 
long step in that direction. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on suspending 
the rules and passing the joint resolution. 

Mr. JAMES. Mr. Speaker, is a motion in order to divide this 
question? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
Norris) there were—ayes 89, noes 86. 

So (two-thirds not voting in favor thereof) the motion to 
suspend the rules and pass the joint resolution was reiecied. 


Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Comm 
on Banking and Currency, I move to suspend the rules and | 
the bill H. R. 8124 as amended. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 8124) to amend section 5126 of the Revised Statut: 

the United States, permitting national banking associations to 1 

loans on farm lands as security, and limiting the amount of 

loans. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the seventh subdivision of section 51 
the Revised Statutes of the United States be, and the same is 
amended to read as follows: 

‘Seventh. To exercise by its board of directors or duly authorized of 

agents, subject to law, all such incidental powers as shall be 

to carry on the business of banking; by discounting and neg: 
promissory notes, drafts, bills of exchange, and other evidences of « 
by receiving deposits; by buying and selling exchange, coin, and | 
by loaning money on personal security; by loaning money upon 
bonds, or other evidences of debt, secured by mortgages or other i: 
ments of security on unencumbered farm lands situated in the St: 

y, or District where such association is located, wort! 
of buildings, on a conservative market va ion, doub! 

t of the loan thereon: Provided, That any ch loan or 
ands security shall not be for a longer term than twelve ni 
Provided, however, That not more than 25 per cent of the total « 
and surplus of such association shall at any time be invested ir 
farm-lands securities: Provided further, That applications for 
upon notes, bonds, or other evidences of debt secured by mortgac: 
other instruments of security on unencumbered farm lands sh 
made in wrting and approved in writing by a majority of the 
of directors; and by obtaining, issuing, and circulating notes accor 
to the provisions of this title. But no association shall transact 
business except such as is incidental and necessarily preliminary to 
organization until it has been authorized by the Comptroller of t 
Currency to commence the business of banking.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. GILLESPIE. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that ‘ 
second may be considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? [After ‘ 
pause.] The Chair hears none. The gentleman from Illinois 
is entitled to twenty minutes and the gentleman from Texas is 
entitled to twenty minutes. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, this 
is a bill introduced by Mr. Lewis, one of the Members from tle 
State of Georgia. The purpose of it is to amend the national 
banking act of 1864, so as to allow the loan of money on 


The Clerk will report the bill. 











ul umbered farm lands situated in the State, Territory, or 
D + where such association is located, worth, exclusive of 
hy is. on a conservative market valuation, double the 
; it of the loan thereon: Provided, That any such loan on 
fi jands security shall not be for a longer term than twelve 
months: Provided, however, That not more than 25 per cent 
of the total eapital and surplus of such association shall at any 
time be invested in such farm lands securities: Provided 
’ - That applications for loans upon notes, bonds, or other 
ey ces of debt secured by mortgages or other instruments 
of irity on unencumbered farm land shall be made in writing 
al pproved in writing by a majority of the board of directors. 

ire the amendments suggested in this bill to the present 


al banking law. ‘The purpose of it is to loan money on 
fa lands under the provisions as suggested in the bill. The 
itee that had this matter in charge gave it careful con- 


co 
i tion and practically unanimously favored the measure. 
Th is one minority view on the question. The House should 
kn fully how the committee stood upon that question, so that 


they can intelligently vote for or against the measure. This 
measure has been carefully considered and recommended by 
the National Bankers’ Association that met here recently in 
of Washington. There seems to be a demand for this 
class of legislation, both on the part of the country banks and 
he part of the farmers who deal with the country banks 


on 

n different parts of the country. I have heard, as a Member, 
7 jiection coming to the Committee on Banking and Currency | 
at st this proposed measure. I reserve the balance of my 
tin 

Mr. YOUNG. Will the gentleman permit a question? There 
W so much confusion on the floor we could not hear the bill 


read or the first part of the gentleman’s speech. Do I under- 
| that this bill permits national banks to loan 25 per cent 
‘ir capital on real-estate security? 

PRINCE. No, sir. I would say this, that not more than 





ill at any time be invested in such farm-land securities in the 
Territory, or District where such association is located, 


worth. exelusive of buildings, on a conservative market valua- 
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guarded as best they could, as shown by the committe 
amended bill. 

Mr. MADDEN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PRINCE. I will yield to my colleague. 

Mr. MADDEN. Does the gentleman believe that, if a strin 
gency in the money market should arise, demanding the banks 
to make available all of the assets of the ban to meet emer 
gencies, mortgages on farm lands or other lands could be imn 
diately turned into cash? 

Mr. PRINCE. In answer to my colleague from Illinois. I 
would say we considered that, and it is my opinion, speaking 
from what I heard in the committee, that there is no better ¢ 
curity, no security that could be more promptly liquidated, than 
good farm land, payable within twelve months. 

Mr. HINSHAW. Will the gentleman permit me a question? 

Mr. PRINCE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HINSHAW. There is no provision in this bill, is there, 
for the restriction of the amount of the loan, as compared with 
the value of the real estate? 

Mr. PRINCE. Yes. I reserve the balance of my time, Mr. 
Speaker, if there are no further questions. 

Mr. GILLESPIE. Mr. Speaker, I yield ten minutes to the 
gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Hit]. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker, I would be very 


am far 
This coun- 


sorry indeed to see this bill come in here at any time. I 
more sorry to esee it come in at the present time. 


try has just suffered a loss of $300,000,000 at San Fran oO 
which must be met by the abstraction of commercial funds 
| from its resources within the next year or two. This bill means 
now making it possible to withdraw from commercial use about 
$350,000,000 more in the next twelve months. Not that I sav 


95 per cent of the total capital and surplus of such association | 


tion. double the amount of the loan thereon. Does that answer | 
the gentleman? 

Mr. YOUNG. Then it does permit 25 per cent of the capital 
nd surplus to be loaned within the State by a national bank? 

Mr. PRINCE. Yes. 

Mr. YOUNG. Does the gentleman think that is a good asset | 


io pay depositors in case of a run when it is as large an amount 
Mr. PRINCE. I do. Speaking from Illinois, I know of no 
~urity under the sun that is bett¥r than a loan on Illinois 


d and I think that can be safely said in all parts of our 
e ry to-day where, especially before the loan can be made, 
a] tion must be made in writing and approved in writing 
by a majority of the board of directors. 

“Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
yields 
' The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman yield? 


Mr. PRINCE. I do. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Did the gentleman from Illinois 
. committee take into account the effect that this measure 
would have upon commercial paper—that is, upon the business 


or ti 


I r of the community where there is no real-estate security 
to place back of it? 


ir. PRINCE. Yes, sir; in answer to that I will say——— 
Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Would not the effect be that 
the money of the banks would seek investment in real estate 


ty and be withdrawn from the use of the commercial 
interests of the community? 

PRINCE. In answer to that, Mr. Speaker, the bill, as 
originally drawn, had the words “real estate” in it. Gentle- 


all parts of our country, the commercial interests as well 
the agricultural interests of the country, struck out the 


upon the Committee of Banking and Currency, represent- | 


ds “real estate” and limited it to farm lands, meaning | 


1 eby that the real estate in the cities could not be used as 


ity for obtaining money from the national banks. They 
her made the provision that such loan on farm lands se- 


ty should not be for a longer time that twelve months. 
So that the opportunity of the money becoming liquid and flow- 
and getting into circulation would be carried by that pro- 
Vision, Going even further, they made a provision that this ap- 


plication should be made in writing, and the approval of it should 

nh writing by a majority of the board of directors. It was 

over carefully and thoroughly, and all of the provisions 

ut they thought might in anywise affect the interests were 
XL 553 





that it will be done, but the law authorizes such a withdrawal 
from funds which now, by law, are absolutely devoted to eom 
mercial uses, the transaction of business, and manufacturing 
enterprises. 

Mr. PRINCE. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Certainly. 

Mr. PRINCE. I would like to ask my former colleague on 
the committee, if, as matter of fact, they are not now doi 
by indirection in violation of the law? 

Mr. HELL of Connecticut. I do not think it 
any great extent. 


+} 
ui 


ng it 


is being done to 


I think it may be done to some extent. but 





I do not know of any reason why this Congress should validate 
a wrong act, for it is wrong in principle, essentially. 

But there is no question about this fact, gentleme: We are 
rapidly approaching the season of the crop requirements of this 
country, and if we judge by last year’s experience, when inter 
est rates went to 25 per cent and higher, we shall need all of 
the commercial funds there now are in the transaction of the 
regular commercial business of the country, without with 
drawals of any for real estate speculation, f whether we 
tend it or not that would be the ultimate result of this legis- 
lation. 

In addition to last year’s experience, San Francisco will re- 

| quire a very large sum of money to make good the losses there. 

Now, we have national bank capitalization, surplus, and undi- 
vided profits which amount to fourteen hundred millions of dol- 
lars, devoted exclusively to business transactions in this coun- 
try. This bill steps in and authorizes 25 per cent of that to be 
eliminated from that use and locked up in real estate security. 
Whether it will be done or not, io not knoyv It authorizes 
it to be done, and it is a dangero ling to do : : me, and 
far more dangerous to-day than it has been in the experiences 
of any man now sitting on this floor. If tl bill were to pass 
at all, it should be amended in several very important partie 
| lars. What is the value of farm lands? Who m 3 the value 
under the terms of this bill? Does it mean raw prairie or in 
| proved farms? It ought to have specified, not that it is a farm, 
but it should be land under cultivation and improved. Who is 
going to determine the value—the man who owns it or the man 
who makes the loan? Perhaps it may be the same 1 n both 
eases. Should not the assessed valuation for purposes of tax 
| tion or some other fixed basis of valuation be prescribed if « 
posits payable on demand in national banks are to be loaned 


out in this way? 
Now, then, another proposition. 
eapital and surplus. 


Twenty-five nt of the 


per ce 
I 
: 


Why, you gentleman have just passed a 
bill within forty-eight hours limiting loans on Govern 
bonds and other negotiable securities to 30 per cent of the e 
tal, and yet you turn around and now propose to authorize the 
lending of 25 per cent of the capital and surplu ind that 


might mean all the capital, and more too—on unimproved farm 
lands, 
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JO. 


Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
LIOn ¢ 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. PUJO. Is it not the understanding of the gentleman that 
this authorization to loan 30 per cent of the capital and sur- 
plus was not as a whole, but that it is as to one individual? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I understand. But the gentle- 
man knows just well as I do that this bill is infinitely 
broader than the bill which you have just passed, in that you 

ithorize as a foundation for loans, to the extent of one quarter 

the whole capital and surplus, unimproved farm lands, 
whereas you have just made a limit on negotiable securities to 
a firm or corporation of 30 per cent of the capital. If I had 
heen here I would have offered an amendment limiting it to 20 
per cent. I believe in conservatism in banking; and, gentle- 
men, this proposition which is submitted here is in violation of 
the experience of all ages, from the beginning of banking in the 
world down to now, and certainly from the time of John Law, 
in France, down to this minute. 

Now, I do not question the statements made here as to the 
value of farms all over this country. Why limit it to farms? 
is not property on Pennsylvania avenue here in Washington, on 
Lake street in Chicago, on Wall street in New York, just as 
security as any farming lands of the South or West? 

Mr. KATIN. And does not fluctuate as much. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. And does not fluctuate as much. 
Why limit it to farm lands, when San Francisco, in ashes to- 


as 


Market street? 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. Just as property 
Virginia coal mines is negotiable anywhere. 

Mr. MARSHALL. 
should become law that the total amount of real estate loans 


in West 


tioned? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I will make this reply 
The bill is very specious. 

for not to exceed one year. The gentleman, 
is a banker. He knows that that does 
newals. He knows that a national bank can hold real estate 
f five years before seiling it. 
specified in this bill differs absolutely 
4 


to the 
gentleman: 
shall be 


myself, 


like 


it had to 
and limited 


itle which the bank would have in case 
its mortgage; and while I was cautious, 


into real estate loans in this country, or $1,750,000,000. It is 
a dangerous proposition any way you can fix it. 

ir. MARSHALL. Is it not a fact that the real estate loans 
are supplied from some source? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Oh, yes. 

Mr. MARSHALL. And is it not a fact that the part of them 
that 
increase the total, and because of that 
amount of money taken away from commercial use? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I feel an embarrassment in 
speaking on this proposition. It is a question that does not 
particularly affect us in New England. In New 
have four time 
companies that we have in national banks, and you could not make 
a law of this kind that would materially affect us in New Eng- 
land. I am speaking to you, gentlemen, on the general good of 
the country. From time immemorial the commercial money of 

country has been segregated and kept apart from the real 
tate funds of the country. It is dangerous to mix them up. 
It is dangerous to the country banks. 
Mr. PRINCE. Is not the gentleman fully familiar with the 
t that in the first national-bank act they had power to loan 
n real estate? 
Mr. HILL of ¢ 
T 


It was rep 


‘onnecticut. How long did that last? One 
aled at the end of twelve months. 

Without the slightest argument in Congress. 
Connecticut. No argument was necessary, be- 
| it was dangerous. 

There not the slightest evidence in the 


» reason why. 


. PRINCE. 
*. HILL of 
PRIN 
debates showing tl 
Mr. HILL of Connecticut. The gentleman is taking my time. 
I am willing to rest absolutely on the fact that it was in the 
law when it was ed, and that the Congress was compelled 
to repeal it when it revised the law one year later. It is not 
there now, and no national bank to-day can hold real estate ex- 
cept for a banking house for a longer period than five years, and 
it can acquire none except in the collection of a debt previously 
incurred. Now, I say, it is dangerous to the country banks. 
I want to say one word to the Members here from the larger 


1S 


enact 
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cities. You gentlemen representing banks in the larger cit; 
must remember that to a great extent the reserve city ban! 
responsible for the carrying of the country banks through 
mercial crises. It may not be a pleasant thing to say, | 
is true; and I want to say to you, gentlemen in the co 1 
with the 1,755 small banks of under $50,000 each, look out 
for your reserves if any proposition of this kind goes thr 
The reserve city banks will not accept real estate security in 

faction of depleted reserves, so that it is dangerous not on 

the cities, but dangerous for the country as well. [App! 

Mr. GRAHAM. It is too slow an asset. 

Mr. GILLESPIE. I yield five minutes to the gentleman 
New York [Mr. Perkins]. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I wish to give a little inf, 
tion to the House in answer to a remark made by the geni 
from Illinois in presenting this bill, as to the possibi! of 
turning into money real estate assets with sufficient rapidity 
to be consistent with the safety of a national bank, and | shajj 
not advance any views of my own, but shall give to the [louse 
the actual experience of the State which I represent. 

This bill provides that loans may be made up to 50 per cent 
of the valuation of farms. Anybody would have said, and eyery. 
body did say, that farms in western New York, an old portion 
of the country thoroughly settled, free from speculation, were 
worth $100 an acre, and in 1890 you could have sold them by 
hundreds for $100 an acre. Loans were made upon those farms 


es 
re 
m- 


it 


igh, 
f¢ r 


se. 
rom 


na- 
wn 


, \ | to the ansount of millions by the great savings banks of western 
day, wants to borrow on unquestionable value of real estate on | 


New York, to the amount of $20,000,000 in the city of Rochester, 
Fortunately the national banks, the banks 
of discount, were not allowed to make real estate loans, but they 





Does the gentleman think that if this bill | 





It provides that all loans | 


not cover re- | 





| millions of dollars. 
He knows that the loan as 


from the fee simple | 
foreclose | 
it to | 
$350,000,000, I say to you, gentlemen, as a banker, that under | 
the terms of this bill it is possible to put five times that amount | 


will be supplied by the national banks will not materially | 


there will be no material | 


England we | 
3 the loanable capital in savings banks and trust | 





were taken by the savings banks, and every director of a say- 
ings bank said, “Our best assets are loans at $50 an acre on 


é | farm lands in western New York.” 
would be increased yearly or by the amount which he has men- | 


Well, Mr. Speaker, what happened? The long depression 
came, The price of wheat went down to the lowest figure eyer 
known. The agitation about the currency came, political 
troubles came, and the savings banks of the city of Rochester 
alone were obliged to take farm lands right in western New 
York, right in the valley of the Genesee, to the amount of 
If they had been banks of discount, obliged 
to furnish their customers the money to meet the needs of a 
commercial community, they would have gone into liquidation, 
but there is no such demand made upon a savings bank. The 
funds left with it are left for permanent deposit. Their solvency 
was recognized, but it took those banks over ten long yeurs be- 
fore they could sell, at prices that would make them whole, the 
lands foreclosed on farm loans in western New York. They 
held them, prices finally rose, the price of land that would not 


| have sold in 1895 for $50 rose to $60, $75, and $80, and now, 


ultimately, our savings banks have been enabled to liquidate 


| their losses, to turn that real estate into money, and have prac- 


tically cleared up their real estate accounts. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I would like to ask the gentleman 
if it isn’t true in some States of the Union after court d 
have been made on mortgage losses the period of red 
runs from six months to three years? 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes; especially in the Western States. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. That could hardly be called an 
available asset? 

Mr. PERKINS. It could not, and I want to say that tlie ac- 
tual experience of banks in the best part of the United States, 
in parts free from real estate speculation, shows that if national 
banks had been allowed to invest in these securities and had 
done so, one-half of the national banks in western New York 
would have been closed. [Applause.] 

Mr. GILLESPIE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that I am 
opposed to this bill, and was opposed to it from the beginning. 
Now, it is argued here that because the National Bankers’ As- 
sociation indorsed this proposition that this House ouglit to 
pass it. Our national bankers, a great many of them, are get- 
ting off on wild-cat schemes. The National Bankers’ Associa- 
tion also indorsed the proposed ship subsidy. That associ:tion 
is getting to be a regular political machine. 

Mr. Speaker, this proposition, to my mind, is in opposition to 
the purposes of the national bank, which is a commercial it- 
stitution for the temporary resting place of the funds of the 
community, to be used to meet emergencies as they arise and 
not for investing funds on long-time loans such as real estate 
securities must necessarily be. 

A twelve months’ mortgage to a farmer is of no advanias 
His loan must be from one to five years to be of much |cvetlt 
to him as a farmer. His land is his capital, and if it is tied 
up by a mortgage he needs plenty of time to pay it off. He 
does not want a short three, four, six, or twelve months’ loan, 


rees 


ption 


ize, 
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1 use it is of no advantage to him, especially where he has | injury to the farming classes. Mr. Speaker, th reu i 
cure it by mortgaging his land. | throughout the United States to-day exceeds $500,000,000 nds 
majority say in their report that this is for the benefit to an equal amount are deposited to secure that cir I. 
the farmer. I submit to this House that no farmers’ or- | Those bonds bear, at the lowest rate of interest. 2 cent 
nivation has ever demanded this legislation; no farmer, so | The agricultural lands of the United States, and the 1 e own- 
I know, has ever demanded this legislation. It is only | ing these agricultural lands, help to pay the int t « t] : 
( anded or recommended by our National Bankers’ Associa- | bonds, and yet they are precluded and prohibited 1 1 going 
tion, and it is for the purpose of getting the little banks in the | to a national bank and borrowing money from it by giving a 
ultural section to aid the great city banks of this country mortgage upon their property. Why is this discrimination? 
their scheme of getting every financial institution in this| In 1863 the Congress of the United States authorized national 
country within control of the national banking system of the | banks to lend money upon real estate. It is true that that act 
Iinited States. You see they have cut out the loans on city was subsequently repealed in 1864, no doubt owing to the fluctua- 
estate. It is just a little inducement thrown out to the | tions in the value of real estate because of the war. Since 1864 
; iitry bankers over the country, and the scheme is to destroy | up to the present time, while there may have been no petitions 
eyery State financial institution. That is a part of their pro- | presented to Congress, yet there is hardly a Member of this 
me; they want the trust and savings bank feature en- | House who does not know and who has not heard of complaint 
ted upon the national banking system. This is an induce- | that have been made by farmers of his section b they 
t to the small banks all over the country to get them in | could not go to national banks and borrow monev by giving a 
with their main programme, which is finally to drive out | mortgage on their farms. The capital stock of the national 
of business all State or local financial institutions and force | banks exceeds $800,000,000. If this bill is passed, it will bring 
them all to come under the national system. | in, you might say, an available asset for the purpose of lending 
ir. Speaker, I believe this bill is vicious and not in the in- | money exceeding $200,000,000. 
ter of the farmer, who is only used as a buffer. The reason| The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 


in the beginning of our national banking system for not 
ng banks to loan upon 
‘ rpose of those favoring this system that the banks should 
» large landholders. This danger, Mr. Speaker, is greater 
to-dav than it was then, for national banks are more numerous 
than then. This bill ought to be defeated. [Applause.] 
PRINCE. I now yield two minutes to the gentleman 
fr Pennsylvania [Mr. Srpiey]. 
SIBLEY. Mr. Speaker, all through the country, owing 
to the restrictions placed on national banks, the people are 
ig trust companies, because there is denied to the bank 
right to loan upon what ought to be considered the best 
ty in the world—real estate. The gentleman from Con- 
ut said it would ruin the country banks. I do not helieve 
one element of danger in it. The national bank in rural 
districts would loan upon its local real estate, upon the farm, 
we will say, at 5 or 6 per cent, and would hypothecate these 


real estate was that it was not | 
| league on the « 


ortgages with a trust company or a great life insurance com- | 


pany, negotiating them at the rate of 4 or 443 per cent, guar- 
teeing payment of these loans or mortgages at maturity. 


| bank holding real estate for more than five years. N , wh 


expired. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to my co!- 
‘committee, the gentleman from Kansas [| Mr. Cal 
DERHEAD ]. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD. 





Mr. Speaker, I have agreed with 

friend, the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Hr], so 1 
about the theories of banking and currency that it a littl 
of a surprise to myself to differ with him now He ) 
anxious to make the currency of the country ent ly available 
for commercial paper that he overlooks the practical uses of it 
in the widely distributed interior of the country I think it is 
true that the original act authorizing national banks permitted 
them to loan upon real estate, and that that clause was repealed 
within two years. I think he ought to remember that in th 
whole of that two years there were only 316 national ban 
established. The country had so little confidence in the 
ing system at the time that it became necessary to res 
powers and operations of the national banks as much as p 
sible to induce the country to begin the establishment of | s 
for the-purpose of providing currency. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. The ntleman will also 1 
ber that when that change was made they forbid a n l 


| did they do that? 


When you deny the right to loan upon country real estate you | 
re diserediting the value of the property in that local com- | 
munity. I have heard no argument against this that, in my 
judgment, should appeal to this House to vote against the bill. 
I am aware that I do not know as much about banking as my 
friend from Connecticut, but I have had a little bit of ex- | 
perience in that direction. 

‘ir. HILL of Connecticut. The gentleman has not been 


troubled so much as I have to keep his bank account straight. 
ughter. ] 

Mr. SIBLEY. Oh, I have been on both sides of the bank 

counter in my day. But I can not understand why a stock 

certificate, which may be a watered stock, which may have a fic- 

titious value, should be considered a better security than the 

absolute real estate at a fair valuation. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentle- 
question. The gentleman says the banks would turn 

mortgages over to the trust companies. Will he tell the 

that the national banks are organizing the trust com- 

ies and owning them and when they turn the mortgages over 

) the trust companies they are simply operating a subterfuge 
on the public? 

Mr. SIBLEY. Absolutely, Mr. Speaker, they are doing it, be- 
cause under the present banking law they can not loan on real 
estate, and therefore trust companies are springing up in every 
wn of five or ten or fifteen thousand people throughout the 
ngth and breadth of our Federal domain, and except there be 
ie revision of our national-banking laws as affecting country 
inks they will be driven out of existence by the trust com- 
Lnles, 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Louisiana [Mr. Pugo]. 

Mr. PUJO. Mr. Speaker, I consider this one of the fairest 
bills that has ever been brought before this House for considera- 
tion and favorable disposition. The complaint now is that the 
farming classes of this country are driven to the Shylocks, to 
the men that make loans at 25 and 30 and 50 per cent, who take 
trust deeds and cut-throat mortgages; and now when a commit- 
tee of this House gives the membership of the House an oppor- 
tunity to allow the farming interests of the United States to 
borrow money to an extent not exceeding 50 per cent of the 
value of their real property, there is a cry that it will be an 


a] 
L al 


TO\ 


le 
b 
py 


Mr. CALDERHEAD. I think it was for the purpose of pre- 
venting the banks from speculating in real estate, for one thing 
Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Why, certainly. 
Mr. CALDERHEAD. I think that is probably 
There were a good many other reasons that influenced the ¢ 


gress to limit the power at the time they wi gz to 
induce the country to accept the national banking 
Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker, I would e 


the gentleman another question. I have just as 


dence in the judgment of the gentleman from Kk : Ni 


CALDERHEAD], after several years’ experience \ 

| committee, as I have in the judgment of ‘ 

the House. Does he not admit that this is a pro 1 t 
radically change in twenty minutes, to an extent of 2 


of the capital stock and the surplus, 
the present national banking system? 
Mr. CALDERHEAD. No; I do not admit t 
Mr. GROSVENOR. And will not the gentleman also ad 


| that this bill has been introduced in three different Cong 


previously and reported favorably three tim 


Mr. CALDERHEAD. Oh, this bill has been reported three 
times to the House and once passed the House. The thing th 
I desire to reply to particularly to the gentleman from Conn 
| ticut [Mr. Hix] is this, that it does not withdraw from tl 
currency of the country the amount of money that 


and that banks that are engaged in the business th his | 
is engaged in will not invest money upon on r | 31 
|farms. It is true, as he says, that in New England they d 
ito confine the banks strictly to commercial banking. Bu 


| overlooks the 


fact that the business of the interior of! 
country is producing the raw material upon which h 
uses its capital in manufacturing. 

There are nearly 1,800 small banks of $25,000 capital in ag 


cultural districts competing for business with State banks, who 
can make the loans we authorize. And, notwithstanding what 


gentlemen may say, these small land loans for one year are a 
quick assets. The value of the security is determined by the 


directors of the local bank, and they must sign their approval 
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writing. The large banks find it to their ad- 
their business to commercial banking. 
‘ at their mercy unless they can make the loans 
ural business of their patrons demand, or they must 
competition with their neighbor State banks, who 
privilege. No small bank will become a mortgage 
land bank for the The money loaned in 
this way wil tied up, but will immediately enter the 
channels of business. Remember that the reserves of banks 
re always tied up and do not enter commercial business, but 
re a constant limitation on the loans proposed in this bill as 
as on commercial business. 
he CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 
he SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
xpired. [Applause.] 
PRINCE. Mr. Speaker, I now yield the balance of my 
o the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. McCreary]. 
SALDERHEAD. 
‘ew remarks in the Recorp on this subject. 
EAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 
use The Chair hears none. 
Mr. PRINCE. 
I may be mistaken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
utes remaining. 
Mr. McCLEA 
years ago, 
PRINCE 
rency, this question of allowing the smaller national banks to 
make loans on real estate under proper safeguards came up. 


he loan in 


» to confine 


ot 
ve this 


\y 1} 
Well 


1 
mm 


RY 


when 


of Minnesota. 
my friends Hi~t and CALDERHEAD and 


seven 


or 
United §S 
> 


ian 2.5 


tates whose name I could get hold of. 


+) 
ul 


of questions on the matters involved. 


replies, 
main proposition. 
had been in the banking business for fifty years and had passed 
through all sorts of crises. 
stal lf 
trouble was that based upon well-selected real estate. 
T 
A 
| against the proposition. I had thought of a national bank 
; essentially a commercial bank. A commercial bank receives 
sits subject to check. 
Tr 
lis loans should all be on commercial paper redeemable at short 
intervals, that it will always have maturing assets with 
which to pay current demands upon it. Such was and is my 
view of the purely commercial bank. 
Sut as the answers to my inquiry came piling in, my views 
small banks in the country towns began to change. 
that perhaps the judgment of men who had 


Is, so 


as to the 


It oc 


urred to me 
successfully 
of my 


m 
perhaps their 


ex 


careful consideration. It occurred to 


rthv 
fully through sunshine and through storm for many years was 
worth as much as my theory on the subject. 
These level-headed men put it to me in this way: In 
es, with their multitudinous demands, each kind of bank 
nd its field of service, the commercial banks furnishing 
neans for 
‘nish the 
n and exch: 


the 
ean 
the 
production and exchange, while the savings banks 


nge. 

must serve the purposes of both commercial bank and 
bank 

» small r 
rmer and the workingman, who desire to make time 

ing interest. 


t side they all act as savings banks as well as | 


inks, They desire now to have the privilege of 
ings bank .service, to a limited degree, in the 
also. That is the purpose of the pending bill. 
ind the exceedingly valuable body of expert 
in the letters to which I have referred, I 
pury of this bill. Had I not been 
Comm on Banking and Currency to the Com- 
Appropriations shortly after I had made the in- 
vestigation referred to, I would probably have pushed some 
such bill as this at that time. In my judgment, the kind of 
amendment to the national-bank act proposed in the pending 
bill would render these banks more useful to the farming com- 
munities in which they are located and whose interests they 
are intended to serve. . 


AT 


Mr. HILL of Connecticut. 


And 
Tes 
f ir the 
from the 


mittee on 


having in 


timonyv Col 


7 
ttee 


May I ask the gentleman a ques- 


The. | 


sefore that time is taken I desire to | 
{After a | 
As I figure, there are four minutes left me; | 
The gentleman has three min- | 
Mr. Speaker, some six or | 
and I were all on the Committee on Banking and Cur- | 
‘casion at that time to write to every small bank in the | 
I sent out more | 
2,500 letters, not only to small national banks, but also to | 
small State banks in the country, submitting to them a series | 
I got back over 2.000 | 
Nine-tenths of all those replies were favorable to the | 


Some of these replies came from men who | 


Their judgment was that the most | 
» and most easily convertible security they had in time of | 


confess that I approached the inquiry with my prejudices | 


fSeing in no sense a savings bank, | 
e purely commercial bank should not pay interest on deposits. 


managed banks more years than I had lived was | 
me that | 
experience in piloting their institutions success- | 


It must receive the deposits of the merchant | 
anufacturer subject to check, and the depostis | 


transferred | 


| Whole 





tion? As a conservative man, do you not think if your pjj| 
should pass it should include not only loans, but renew 
thereof? Do you not think it should prescribe how the ya! 
tion should be fixed on the property on which the loan is 
be made? Do you not think it should have some limitat 
upon the 10 per cent capital and the whole surplus when yo, 
have within a day or two fixed a much smaller limit on lo 
made on other securities? Is there any special charm abo) 
the improved farm land that does not obtain in regard to 
proved city property or Government bonds or other securi| 
where title passes by delivery of the property? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. My friend’s catechism 
rather long. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. My friend 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentle: 
from Minnesota has expired. The gentleman from Texas 
one minute. 

Mr. GILLESPIE. I do not care to use it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on suspendi 
the rules and passing the bill. 

The question was taken. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the opinion of the Chair, 
two-thirds have not voted in favor of the bill 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Speaker, let us have a division and find 
out. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
asks for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 91, noes 66. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas and nays 
[Cries of ““ No!”’] 
Mr. PRINCE. 
not insist on that. 
Mr. MACON. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the request for the 
yeas and nays. If the gentleman who represents the bill does 
not want to vote for it, of course I do not. As a Representative 

here, I have the right to ask. 
SENATE BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTION REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bill and joint resolution 
of the following titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and 
referred to their appropriate committees as indicated below : 

S. 6488. An act authorizing the striking of 200 additional 
medals to commemorate the two-hundredth anniversary of the 
birth of Benjamin Franklin—to the Committee on the Library. 

S. R. 67. Joint resolution to protect the copyrighted matter 
appearing in the “ Rules and Specifications for Grading Lumber 
Adopted by the Various Lumber Manufacturing Associations of 
the United States ”—to the Committee on Patents. 

*S. 5136. An act to amend the act creating the Spanish Treaty 
Claims Commission, approved March 2, 1901—to the Committee 
ou the Judiciary. 


is 


The bill needs amending 


The gentleman from Illinois 


No, Mr. Speaker; I hope the gentleman will 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 
The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bill of 
the following title: 
S. 1442. An act to increase the efficiency of the militia and 
promote rifle practice. 
PURE-FOOD BILL. 
Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I submit the following 


leged report from the Committee on Rules. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 


pri ; 


\fr 
[ MP. 


| DALZELL] submits a privileged report, which the Clerk will 
means for providing the instruments of produc- | 
sut in the smaller towns and villages “ the | 


report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That immediately upon the adoption of this order, a: 
daily thereafter after the disposal of business on the Speaker's ta 
if there be any, and consideration of such conference reports as | 
be called up, the House shall resolve itself into Committee of 
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of 
bill S. 88, “An act for preventing the manufacture, sale, or tr 
portation of adulterated or misbranded or poisonous or deleter 
foods, drugs, medicines, and liquors, and for regulating traffic the 
and for other purposes,” and after general debate, which shall « 
tinue not over six hours and which shall be confined to a discuss 
of the bill, the amendment in the nature of a substitute, reported 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, shali be 
sidered under the five-minute rule; and after the consideration of 
said amendment in the nature of a substitute, both in general de 
and for amendment, shall have continued not more than twelve ho 
the committee shall rise and report the bill to the House with 
substitute amendment and with such amendments to the said s' 
tute as may have been agreed to; and thereupon the vote sha 


| taken on the substitute, the amendments thereto, and on the bi! 


the final passage without intervening motion or appeal: Provi 
That at any time the committee may rise informally to enable 
ference reports, Senate amendments to general appropriation | 
or business on the Speaker's table to be considered in the House. 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, the rule just reported has re! 
tion to the pure-food bill, and it provides for its considers‘ 
immediately after the adoption of the resolution, and for twe'\ 
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’ .« thereafter, subject, of course, in the meantime, to the NOT VOTID 1 

leration of conference reports, House bills with Senate r pe 

idments on the Speaker’s table, and privileged matters in sare ' h Ohio 

ral. Six hours are to be devoted to general debate, which | Season , 

. be confined to the subject-matter of the bill. The remain- | er Davis, M = 
j x hours, if the committee desires that length of time, are | ey = V W. Va I I 

consumed in the discussion of the bill under the five- | An: Di ' I B. 
rm . . AS Ail. = 
ite rule. The bill is open to amendment, and at the end < I yn, Mont. l | ‘ 
elve hours is to be reported to the House without inier- | oy oe I 
: . o- aie | yraper ‘ 

» motion. As I have already intimated, an arrangement Pres = ; : 

ie for the consideration from time to time, as the neces- | Dunwell * 

may arise, of conference reports and other privileged | = cht I i 

re Z AW as J a 

la fi ‘ . ea . iield I Alde 

eld five minutes to the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. | » Ky. Flack I a 
\ LIAMS]. a wh Y T - n 

: . —" pa a : P | loe ] 
W ILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, it goes without saying that | urn Foster, Vt. M Pa 5 

inority members of the Committee on Rules opposed calling | F M , S 
{ ‘evyious question upon this resolution in this manner, and | ck an. Met s N. ¥. 

* : . ¥ f iAS \ ’ , 
j iall protest against it by casting our votes against it. ( t. K — Fs os = i 

wv, Mr. Speaker, in order that there may be more time for y Gillett, Mass. MclI in Tow e 

a ssion of the merits of this very important bill, the gentle- | ‘ — Grice McLain i ’ 
} rom Missouri [Mr. De ArMoNpD] and myself, constituting | Gronaa — ra at " 
b 2 : : g ronns \ nar< Yan lL) r 
{ nority members of the Committee on Rules—the tolerated | ‘ Gudger Michalek \ Vv ) 
i rs of the Committee on Rules, if the Speaker will permit | p,-; P: Haskins ; N _— w 
ression—have agreed not to consume any of the time in surke, S. Dak. Hearst Olcott Wad th 
ing the rule itself or the demand for the previous ques- | Burleigh Hermann rstreet Watkins — 
it to let that time go to the discussion of the merits of | —~ , — ao Conn. : Webb 
oe itier, ‘Lenn, it "% W 
t roposition. rd o me 
win ' | Hogg Ps wi n 
DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the previous question. | Clayton _ Holliday P anc. ' 1, Mo. 
SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. | 5,92°" ne ees Wast Pat 1, Tenn 
] tL] demands the previous question. | ; —— 
WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, in order to save the time of | So the previous question was ordered. 
House, I call for the yeas and nays upon the adoption of the | The following additional pairs were announced: 
previous question. | Until further notice: 
yeas and nays were ordered. | Mr. Stemp with Mr. Grass. 
ie question was taken; and there were—yeas 143, nays 72,| Mr. Deemer with Mr. KLIne. 
vered “ present ” 14, not voting 165, as follows: | For the balance of the day: 
YEAS—143. Mr. Berpter with Mr. Brovussarp, 
N. J. Fordney Knowland Rodenberg |} Mr. Bowrrsock with Mr. Puzo. 
] f ld vous bia poems s muel " Mr. ANprRvUs with Mr. WATKINS. 
dt roster, Ind. szafean Schneebel » Ppa > wit . re 
j fs ee French Landis, Frederick Scott | Mr. BRADLEY w ith Mr. Lewis. 
Fulkerson Law Sherman Mr. LoRIMER with Mr. Rogerrson of Louisiana. 
I Fuller Lilley, Conn. Smith, Cal. Mr. ALEXANDER with Mr. AIKEN 
| Gaines, W. Va. Littauer Smitl ] » r a aaa “yg anos : 
} Gardner, Mich, McCall : Smith, or Mr. “ ACHTER with Mr. UNDERWOop. 
J n, Del. Gardner, N. J. McCarthy Smith, Samuel W. Mr. Nevin with Mr. SourHatt. 
r, Pa. Gilbert, Ind. McC Smith, Pa. | Mr. PALMER with Mr. Maynarp. 
( Gillett, Cal. McKinney Smyser | Mr. Moon of Per slvani 7 
ead Goebel MeMo1 Snapp Mr. Moon of Pennsylvania with Mr. McLatn. 
, Kans. Graff Madde Southwick Mr. FLETCHER with Mr. FLoop. 
( rere — — - ares Mr. Dickson of Illinois with Mr. Davis of West Virginia 

I Aare Martin stafior ‘% PR fe rev lw ; +4 ; T : 
Hamilton Miller Saesenmeeet Mr. Coors of Pennsylvania with Mr. Davey of Louisiana. 
( Haugen Minor Stevens, Minn. Mr. Bennett of Kentucky with Mr. Butter of Tenness 
( man Bayes Mondell Sulloway Mr. Bepe with Mr. Rurnock. 

( dre oY > Ts Vy > : > 
ee iam a eT a | Mr. Bates with Mr. BANKHEAD 
enry, ° Morrei ayior, Oni s , : : nape oad 
r Hepburn Mouser Thomas, Ohio | Mr. Apams with Mr. TRIMBLe. 
Wis. Higgins Mudd Townsend Mr. DUNWELL with Mr. Towne. 

« i aw * > Thy ‘ ir , : 

- a oe seean The result of the vote was then announced as above 1 led 

I of Needhal steat rn ‘ : a poe ; rasp , , 
icker Howell, N. J. Norris Waldo The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to tl 

Howell, Utah Olmsted Wanger | tion. 
Hubbard Otjen Watson The question was taken; and the resolution was is 
n Huff Parsons Webber ; Aree : ms 
Hull Payne Weems Mr. ] AY NE. I move that the He » do now 
eens me Perkins Wharton The SPEAKER. One moment. Pending that, the Chair will 
n a Vash. Somart wa™- J. lay before the House the following personal requests : 
1 Keifer Reeder Wood. N. J. Mr. STEENERSON asks for a reprint of the bill H. R. 10502 and 
aay Nebr. Reynolds Woodyard the report thereon. 
epper Rives Young , Wernece acke nnanimnons my ; 
tt Knapp cherts é Mr. I RENCH asks unanimous consent to on 
NAYS—72 the bill (S. 3687) relating to use of reel drain- 
son Gill Kitchin, Wm. W. Russell | 080 of land in Nore Dakota. 

Tex. Gillespie Lamar Ryan Without objection, the requests | be g 

lidge Goldfogle Lee Sheppar There was no objection. 

ess Goulden Lindsay Sherley The ‘tion to adiourn was then ] 

on Granger Livingston Sims rm a : = a ore a hn een 

tt Hay Lioyd Slayden Accordingly (at 5 ociock and oz 1 utes ] 1.) the Hor 

r Heflin McNary Small adjourned. 

( Mla. Henry, Tex. Macon Smith, Md. 
Mo. Hill, Miss. Meyer Smith, Tex. st ae 
n . Hopkins Moore Spight 
yn¢ Houston Padgett Sullivan, Mass, werenirrrtreertran. fer en es —_ 

ind, Howard Patterson, 8.C. Talbott EXECUTIVE COMMUNI rire 

e eae Miss. Rainey Taylor, Ala. 

y . unt Ransdell, La. Thomas, N. C, | Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV. the follow re 

erald James Richardson, Ala. Wallace | oe Dyan ~ = ba. Rule XXIV, t : es S <a 

Johnson Richardson, Ky. Wiley, Ala. | munication was taken from the Speaker's table and 

er Jones, Va. Rucker Williams | follows: 

ut Keliher Ruppert Zenor A letter from the assistant clerk of the Cou 3 

. ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—14. transmitting a copy of the finding filed by the cour ( se 
sare Gregg Mann Southard arri roun imini ? ' 

+ < Mi , ii of Harriet L. Young, administrator of « t f } ' 
Gaines, Tenn, Kitchin, Claude Murph jeeks (ehiaicd tiated te the C aa aa 
Glass Kline Puje y Weeks against The United States—to the Con on \ Claims, 
Graham Lever Robertson, La. and ordered to be printed. 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, de- 
livered to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars 
therein named, as follows: 

Mr. LACEY, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 

lich was ‘red the bill of the Senate (S. 2732) for the pro- 
m of wild animals in the Grand Canyon Forest Reserve, re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 

No. 4973); which said bill and report were referred to the 

use Calendar. 

Mr. HINSHAW, from the Committee on Patents, to which 

referred the House joint resolution (H. J. Res. 174) limit- 
ing the gratuitous distribution of the “ Rules and Specifications 
for Grading Lumber Adopted by the Various Lumber Manufac- 
turing Associations of the United States” to the Senate, the 
House of Representatives, and the Department of Agriculture, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 4978); which said bill and report were referred to the 
HI Calendar. 
MONDELL, from the Committee on the Public Lands, 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19575) 
inting 10 ] centum of the gross receipts from forest re- 
for Grading Lumber Adopted by the Various Lumber Manufac- 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
1979), which said bill and report were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


refe 
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Mr. 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were severally reported from committees, 
delivered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House, as follows: 

Mr. FLETCHER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5028) to remove 

ie charge of desertion from the military record of Thomas F. 

alias Thomas Cowan, reported the same witkout amend- 
accompanied by a report (No. 4972); which said bill and 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 
SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
‘h was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6268) granting a 
ion to Helen G. Hibbard, reported the same without amend- 
3 panied by a report (No. 4975); which said bill and 
rt were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6301) 
rranting an of pension to William C. Long, reported 
aime without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
976): which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
lendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, te 
whi rred the bill of the Senate (S. 6365) granting a 
pension to Edward S. Bragg, reported the same without amend- 
ment, mpanied by a report (No. 4977) ; which said bili and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

llowing titles were introduced and severally referred as 


nt ‘Om 


increase 


‘h was refe 


acc 


2a 


* CALDERHEAD: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 177) 
ing the Secretary of War to furnish a bronze cannon, 
ts carriage, limber, and all accessories, to Junction City 
0. 132, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Kan- 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 
r. GARDNER of Michigan: A resolution (H. Res. 599) 
M. Wakefield for services as assistant to the 
to the Committee on Accounts. 


lie 
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


XXIT, private bills and resolutions of 
introduced and severally referred as 


PRIVATE 


1 of 


Rule 
f S were 
Vi 


By 399 


y Mr. BENNETT of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 20322) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Jackson Poily—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUCKMAN: A Dill (H. R. 
crease of pension to Michael Weber— 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: A bill (H. R. 20324) granting an 
increase of pension to Nehemiah Brooks—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 


20323) granting an in- 
to the Committee on In- 
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By Mr. CHAPMAN: A bill (H. R. 20325) granting an in- 
crease of pension to George Brown—to the Committee en [p- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 20326) granting 
an increase of pension to Jacob Snyder—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 20327) granting a pension to 
Blizabeth A. Downie—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEDGE: A bill (H. R. 20328) to correct the military 
record of Walter Perrine—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 20329) to reimburse §. p. 
Green, late postmaster at Oregon City, Oreg., for moneys lost 
by burglary—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20330) for the relief of S. R. Green 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KINKAID: A bill (H. R. 20831) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Richard H. Shapland—to the Commitice 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KNAPP: A bill (H. R. 20332) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles N. Phelps—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 20333) for the 
relief of William G. Blackwell—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET ::A bill (H. R. 20334) for the relief 
of John R. Heaston—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 20335) granting q 
pension to W. W. Hopper—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
SiOnS, 


to 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of bills of the following titles; which 
were thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 20296) for the relief of A. L. Robb—Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 20301) for the relief of Howard F. Esterli 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on War Claims. 


ne— 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARCHFELD: Petition of Mid-Continent Oil Pro- 
ducers’ Association, against the pipe-line amendment to rate 
bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BENNETT of Kentucky: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of Jackson Polly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of James E. Hurst et al., for law granting sol- 
diers a service pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensi 

Also, paper to accompany Dill for relief of Mary T. Scctt— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania: Petition of Dr. J. T. Little, 
for the original-package bill (H. R. 13655)—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of C. C. Miller, for bill H. R. 15655 (Littletield 
original-package bill)—to the Committee on Interstate and lor- 
eign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Louis Freedman, against the Dillingham- 
Gardner bill, relative to tax on immigrants—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Mid-Continent Oil Producers’ Association, 
against the pipe-line amendment to rate bill—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CROMER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of John 
R. Heaston—to the Committee on Claims. 

sy Mr. FULLER: Petition of Mid-Continent Oil Producers’ 
Association, against the pipe-line clause in rate bill—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of J. D. Fraser, for bill H. R. 
12655 (Littlefield original-package bill)—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Mid-Continent Oil Producers’ Association, 
against pipe-line clause of the rate bill—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Petition, by letters, protesting against 
the passage of the eight-hour bill, from the following cities: 
Tacoma, Wash., and Lancaster, Ohio—to the Committee on 
Rules. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Mary Shearer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUFF: Petition of Mr. Ritts, of Butler, Pa., against 


Is. 











e-line amendment to rate bill—to the Committee on Inter- | « 


1 Foreign Commerce. 


ir. LINDSAY: Petition of Mid-Continent Oil 
n Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
netition of American citizens of German birth in mass 
- at Cooper Union Hall, New York City, for furtherance 
n treaties—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
netition of New York sion to 


i 


Co « 


state commis 


-Centennial Exposition, for liberal appropriation for | 


lustrial Arts | 


town Exposition—to the Committee 


on In 
iti ms. 
NORRIS: Petition of Nebraska, 
legislation in the District of Columbia 
District of Columbia. 
REYNOLDS: Paper to accompany bill for ré 
to the Comn Invalid Pensions. 
‘ company bill for relief of Joss 
( ymittee on Invalid Pensions. 
ir. RUPPERT: Petition of National German-American 
e and representatives from many German organizations, 
Union, New York City, for arbitration treaties, 
» the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
ition of New York State commission, for national aid 
Inmestown Expositiov>—to the Committee on Industrial 
1 Expositions, 
petition of Central Federated Union, of New York, 
the Littlefield pilotage bill—to the on the 
int Marine and Fisheries. 
etition of 3,000 citizens assembled at Cooper Union 
York City, for appointment of an immigration com- 
o the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 
ir. STERLING: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
reau—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
SULLIVAN of New York: Petition of German socie- 
York City, for furtherance of arbitration treaties— 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
ir. VAN WINKLE: Petition of Union 8 of Cigar Makers’ 
nal Union, Hoboken, N. J., bill H. R. 18752 
nmittee on the Judiciary. 


citizens of Against 


to the Commit 


lief of 


Leonard iittee on 


Qty * Toy 
r to ac ph Snowden— 





Co yper 


Committee 


yew 


+ . 
10! 


—to 


SEN ATE, 
Tuurspay, June 21, 1906. 


rt by Rev. Joun VAN Scwatck, Jr., of the city of Wash- 


Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s 
ings, when, on request of Mr. Hopkins, and by unani- 
nsent, the further reading was dispensed with. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal stands approved. 
PANAMA CANAL. 
HOPKINS. I submit an amendment intended to be pro- 
to the bill (S. 6191) to provide for the construction of a 
1 canal connecting the waters of the Atlantic and Pacific 
, and the method of construction. I ask that the amend- 
be printed, so that it will be back by 3 o’clock. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be printed. 
APPROPRIATION FOR POSTAL SERVICE. 
VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
1. from the Postmaster-General, recommending that the 
‘e of the appropriation made under the act of May 3, 
to meet emergencies in the postal service in the State of 
rnia occasioned by earthquake and fire, available until 
50, 1906, be made available for the next fiscal year, as it 
believed that this special service can be discontinued at 


e of the present fiscal year; which was referred to the | 


iittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
INTRODUCTION OF REINDEER IN ALASKA. 
VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in re- 
nse to a resolution of the 14th instant, the report of Dr. 
n Jackson upon “The Introduction of Domestic Rein- 
lr. NELSON, was, with the accompanying maps and illustra- 
referred to the Committee on Territories, and ordered to 
‘inted. 


NEW GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE. 


he VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- | 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter 


m the Public Printer submitting an estimate of appropria- 
for erecting iron shutters on the Jackson alley side of the 
Government Printing Office, $12,000; which, with the ac 


4a 


Producers’ | 
tion, against the pipe-line clause of the rate bill—to the | 
i 
| 


the James- | 


into the District of Alaska” for 1905; which, on motion 


| Guthrie, Okla., expressing to the Senate of t 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-—SEN ATE. S839 


mMpanying paper, vw 





ns, and orde: { DI 
M ] 
A message from the House of RB 
Brownine, its Chief ¢ , 
passed the bill (S. 6146) to 
Company to constru a brid 
sion of the Ohio R r from Whee! 3] ; 
the Ohio shore. 
rhe mes LIsO } “ll tl | 1 : 
} the Senate to tl g 
1 act toamend sex (13 1714 of “An ) 
die of Law for the 1) ] rf ¢ mn! : ! | 
as amended by aets a ro 1 7 ' 1 
and for othe 
An r the | d 
heries of ask 
H. R. 15513. An to de ire and « ? the fe 
vided by s« ‘tion t of the ; f ¢ ne sap 1 uN - 
entitled “An act granting to railroads the ri of hrow 


the public lands of the United States;” and 
H. R. 16290. An act to ] 


postpone until 


$250,000 of 4 per cent United States bonds held in 1 

benefit of the American Printing House for the B 
The message further announced that the } 

its amendments to the bill (S.. 5769) defi 


immunity of witnesses under the act entitled “Ai 
to testimony before the Interstate C 
forth, approved February 11, 1893, and an 





I l 
act to establish the Department of Commerce 1] 

proved February 14, 1903, and.an act led 

regulate commerce with foreign 1 ns and ne the St 
approved February 19, 1903, and an t entitled “An ac cing 
appropriations for the legislative xecutive | jud l ex 
penses of the Government for the fiscal vear « eo Te 30, 
1904, and for other purposes,” appr ved February ‘ 5, 1908: 
disagreed to by the Senate. agre to t] cont rhe 1 for } 
the Senate on the disagre e vO of the two H es thereon, 
and had appointed Mr. Jenkins, Mr. Lirrierrecp, and Mr. D 
ARMOND managers at the conferé > on the part of the ‘ 

The message also announced that the House had p i 
following bills and joint resolution; in which it re ested the 
concurrence of the Senate: 

H. R. 5998. An act creating the Mesa Verde N ‘ il J k 

H.R. 7083. An act to repeal section 5, chapter 1482, act of 
March 3, 1905: ; 

H. R. 11030. An act to authorize the counties « \ y and 
Holmes to construct a bridge across \ 0 Rive Mi 

H. R. 11044. An act authorizing and directing the S tary 
of the Treasury, in certain contingencies, to refu to 1 ers 
of public moneys acting as special disbursing 5 
paid by them out of their private funds; 

H. R. 12086. An act ‘anting to the Siletz Power and Mar 
facturing Company a Z of way for a water ditch or can 
through the Siletz Indian Reservation, in Or : 

H. R. 18529. An act to autho » the sale of cer 1 lands to 
the city of Mena, in the county of Polk, in the State of At - 
SAS 5 

H. R. 19431. An act permitting the building of a dam a 
the Mississippi River between the counties of § I ind SI 
burne, in the State of Minnesot: 

H. R. 19607. An act for the acknowledgm«: f deeds and 
other instruments in Guam, Samoa, 1 the 7 to af 
lands in the District of Columbia and other Ts 

H. R. 19680. An act directing the Secret 
an examination and survey to be made of ¢ l n 
nel ; 

H. R. 20017. An act to regulate the check 
common carriers ; 

H. R. 2032 An act to provide fer the trave ¢ namete. of 
the President of the United States: and 

H. J. Res. 48. Joint resolution authorizing the S« 

War to furnish condemned cannon for a life-size statue of | 
Henry Leavenworth, at Leavenworth, Kans 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a memorial 

tional German-American Alliance of Philad | 

| strating against the adoption of a certain : nd 

sundry civil appropriation bill excluding ; lie beverages 
from Soldiers’ Homes; which was ordered to é 


He also presented a resolution adopted by Hartranft Post, No. 
3, Department of Oklahoma, Grand Army of the Republic, of 


their deep sense of gratitude for the privilege of stal 








SS40 


conferred upon that Territory ; which was referred to the Com- | 
mittee on Territories. 

Mr. DICK presented petitions of sundry citizens of Tiffin and 
Burton, in the State of Ohio, praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to prevent the impending destruction of Niagara Falls on 
{ American side by the diversion of the waters for manufac- 
turing purposes ; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

lie also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Northfield, 
Wooster, New London, Delaware, Norwood, Alliance, Washing- 
ton, and Bellefontaine, all in the State of Ohio, praying for the 
m of an amendment to the Constitution to prohibit polyg- 
amy; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Massillon, 
West Alexandria, Cleveland, and Cincinnati, all in the State of 
Ohio, 
cels-post bill; ” 


; 


} 
Lif 


adopt 
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remoustrating against the passage of the so-called “ par- | 
which were referred to the Committee on Post- | 





Offices and Post-Roads. 


lie also presented a memorial of Safety Lodge, Brotherhood | 
of Locomotive Firemen, of Toledo, Ohio, remonstrating against | 


the adoption of a certain amendment to the so-called “ railroad 
rate 
ployees and their families; 
ence committee on the railroad rate bill. 

Ife also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Wapa- 


keneta, Marietta, Lima, and St. Marys, all in the State of Ohio, | 


remonstrating against the adoption of a | Butler; and 


and of Gulfport, Miss., 
certain amendment to the so-called “ railroad rate bill” relative 
to pipe lines; 
on the railroad rate bill. 

Ile also presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Unions of Cleveland, Marietta, Lowellville, and Mount 


Vernon, all in the State of Ohio, praying for the enactment of | 


legislation providing for the closing on Sunday of the James- 
town Exposition; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

lie also presented 
ville, Harrisville, Washington, Alliance, Orrville, 
New Washington, Chardon, Warren, Norwalk, Caldwell, Ada, 
Zanesville, Uhrichsville, Cleveland, Warsaw, Wellington, Cam- 
bridge, Shelby, Columbus, Sherwood, 
Centerburg, Ohio City, Toronto, Chillicothe, Gallipolis, Crooks- 
ville, West Liberty, Dayton, Huntsville, New Carlisle, all in the 
State of Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation to amend 
the postal laws relative to newspaper subscriptions; which were 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Springfield, 
Fruitdale, Cleveland, Strasburg, Cincinnati, Good Hope, New 
Straitville, Palestine, Bushs Mill, Miamisburg, and Canton; of 
State Council, of Canton; Magnetic Council, No. 231, 
brook ; Coshocton Council, No. 65, of Coshoction; St. Paris Coun- 
cil, No. 224, of St. Paris; Price Hill Council, No. 210, of Cincin- 
nati; Continental Council, No. of Port William; O. 
Holmes Council, No. 41, of Canton; Washington Council, No. 
iz, 
Our Union Council, No. 
Council, No. 107, of New Moorefield, all of the Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, and of the State Council of Ohio, 
Daughters of America, of Cincinnati, all in the State of Ohio, 
and of Robert P. McRae, of St. Albans, W. Va., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to restrict immigration; which were 
referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. BURNHAM presented the memorial of J. H. Robbins, of 
Dover, N. H1., and the memorial of Edwin G. Eastman, of Con- 
cord, N. H., remonstrating against the repeal of the present anti- 
canteen law; which were ordered to lie on the table. 


yee 
awe, 


REPORTS OF 


Mr. BLACKBURN. By direction of the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, I report back the bill (S. 3602) to prohibit 
the killing of wild birds and wild animals in the District of 
Columbia. I report it back adversely, with a written report, 
and ask its indefinite postponement, an identical bill, or sub- 
stantially the same bill, having been reported favorably and 
to the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
nitely. 

Mr. FOSTER, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 17600) to grant authority to change 
the names of certain sailing vessels, resorted it without amend- 
ment, 

Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment: 

A bill (H. R. 13106) granting to the Batesville Power Com- 
pany right to erect and construct canal and power stations at 
lock and dam No. 1, upper White River, Arkansas ; 


COMMITTEES. 


sent 


The bill will be postponed indefi- 


bill” to prohibit the issuance of passes to railroad em- | 
which was referred to the confer- | 


which were referred to the conference committee | 


Amanda, Milford Center, | 


of Bell- | 


4 
| subport of Superior, Wis., reported it without amendment. 
of Canton; Butler Council, No. 93, of Hamilton; Flag of | t : 
160, of Ravenna, and New Moorefield | to whom was referred the bill (S. 265) to correct the record of 
discharge of Amos Dahuff, reported it with amendments, and 


JUNE 21. 


A bill (H. R. 18596) to enable the Secretary of War to per. 
mit the erection of a lock and dam in aid of navigation in {).e 
White River, Arkansas, and for other purposes; : 

A bill (H. R. 19566) to authorize the Coraopolis and Osborne 
Bridge Company to construct a bridge over the Ohio River: 

A bill (H. R. 19850) to authorize the Monongahela Connectine 
Railroad Company to construct a bridge across the Monona. 
hela River in the State of Pennsylvania; and 

A bill (H. R. 20097) to authorize the board of supervisors of 
Coahoma County, Miss., to construct a bridge across Coldwater 
River. 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 6492) to correct the military 
record of James Devlin, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 


| were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 


out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 1217) granting an increase of pension to Spil- 
lard F. Horrall; 

A bill (H. R. 
Gwin; 

A bill (H. R. 190383) 


7254) granting an increase of pension to Isum 


granting an increase of pension to Moses 


| S. Rockwood; 


A bill (H. R. 18818) granting an increase of pension-to Odom 

A bill (H. R. 17015) 
D. Dickey. 

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 6082) for the relief of Stephen A, 
West, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. MILLARD, from the Committee on Intereceanic (¢ to 
whom was referred the amendment submitted by himself on the 


15th instant, proposing to pay George R. Butlin, J. B. Haynes, and 


granting an increase of pension to Oshert 


6 ale 
anas, 


petitions of sundry citizens of Wester- | Ernst H. Djureen $500 each for services in the preparation of 


Cincinnati, | 


an analytical index to testimony taken before the Senate Com- 
mittee on Interoceanic Canals, intended to be proposed to the 
general deficiency appropriation bill, reported favorably thereon, 
and moved that it be referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and printed: which was agreed to. 

Mr. BULKELEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom were referred the following bills, submitted adverse re- 
ports thereon; which were agreed to, and the bills were post- 
poned indefinitely : 

A bill (S. 2295) to grant an honorable discharge to Nathan P. 
Randall; and 

A bill (S. 1204) to award a medal of honor to Maj. John 0. 
Skinner, surgeon, United States Army, retired. 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 


| was referred the bill (H. R. 19519) to extend the privileges of 


the seventh section of the act approved June 10, 1880, to the 


Mr. HEMENWAY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 


submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 544) to provide for 
the erection of a public building in the city of Great Falls, 
Mont., reported it with amendments. 

MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGE AT ST. LOUIS. 

Mr. STONE. I am directed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 20210) to authorize tlie 
city of St. Louis, a corporation organized under the laws of the 
State of Missouri, to construct a bridge across the Mississi}))i 
River, to report it with an amendment, and I ask unanimous 
consent for its present consideration. 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, tlie 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its con- 
sideration. 

The amendment of the Committee on Commerce was to insert 
a new section, as follows: 


Sec. 2. That for the purpose of carrying into effect the objects of 
this act the city of St. Louis may receive, purchase, and also acquire 
by lawful appropriation and condemnation in the States of Illinois and 
Missourj, upon making proper compensation, to be ascertained accord 
ing to the laws of the State within which the same is located, real and 
personal property aud rights of property, and may make any and every 
use of the same necessary and proper for the construction, maintena! 
and operation of said bridge and approaches consistent with the laws 
of the United States and of said States, respectively. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bil! to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
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RED RIVER BRIDGE AT OSLO, MINN. 

Mr. BERRY. I am directed by the Committee on Commerce, 
+, whom was referred the bill (H. R. 20119) to authorize the 
village of Oslo, Marshall County, Minn., to construct a bridge 
pass the Red River of the North, to report it favorably with- 
it nmendment. 


r. NELSON. I ask fer the present consideration of the bill 
‘ust reported by the Senator from Arkansas. 


The Secretary 
. as in ¢ 


read the bill; and there being no objection, the 


‘ommittee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 


S ( 
eration. | 
Phe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- | 
deved to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
CHESAPEAKE AND DELAWARE BAYS. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I am directed by the Committee on Com- 
: e. to whom was referred the joint resolution (U1. J. Res. 21) 
authorizing the President cf the United States to appoint a coim- 
n ion to examine and report upon a route for the construction 
a frea and open waterway to connect the waters of the 
Chesapeake and Delaware bays, to report it favorably without 


endment, and I ask for its present consideration. 
the Secretary pro weeded to read the joint resolution. 
Vir. HALE. Was the joint resolution just reported? 


the VICE-PREI ISIDENT. It has just been reported by 


AS 


the 


S tor from New Hampshire [Mr. GaLuincer], who requested 
unanimous consent for its present consideration. It is being 
read for the information of the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. It is a very grave genie whether the Gov- 
ernment ought to commit itself to any more of these schemes. 
I shall ask that it go over until I can examine it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will go to the 
Calendar. 

\iy, GALLINGER. It has been partly read. I suggest that 
it be read through 

rhe VICE-P RESIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary 
will complete the reading. 

rhe Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the joint | 
resolution. 

Mr. HALE. Let it go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will go to the Calendar. 

PARK AT CRAWFORD, NEBR. 
WARREN. I am directed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 19181) to grant 
ertain parcel of land, part of the Fort Robinson Military 
Reservation, Nebr., to the village of Crawford, Nebr., for park 
purposes, to report it favorably without amendment. The bili 


is a very short one, is of an important local nature, and I ask 
that it may have immediate consideration. 
The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, the 


Se ite 
erstion. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WORKS OF RIVER AND HARBOR IMPROVEMENT. 

Mr. MALLORY. Iam directed by the Committee on Commerce, 

whom was referred the bill (H. R. 20266) to amend an act 
entitled “An act authorizing the condemnation of lands or ense- 

ts needed in connection with works of river and harbor 

provement at the expense of persons, companies, or corpo- 
approved May 16, 1906, to report it favorably with an 

endment. I call the attention of the Senator from Iowa 
| Mr. DoLtiver] to the bill. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I ask unanimous consent for the present 


l ons, 


consideration of the bill just reported by the Senator from 
Florida. 
rhe Secretary read the bill, and there being no objection, the 


te, 
( tion, 
rhe amendment of the Committee on Commerce was 
line 2, after the word “ operating,” the first word in the line, 
insert “locks, dry docks, or other works, to be conveyed to 
» United States free of cost, and of constructing, maintuining, 
nd operating ;” so as to make the bill read: 


as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 


, on page 


Be it enacted, etc., That an act entitled “An act authorizing the 
‘mnation of lands or easements needed in connection with works 


of river and harbor 
rporations,” 

I ows: 
‘That whenever any person, company, or corporation, 
private, shall undertake to secure any land or easement therein, needed 
copnection with a work of river and harbor improvement duly 
iuthorized by Congress, for the purpose of conveying the same to the 
{ ited States free of cost, or for the purpose of constructing, main- 
taining, and operating locks, dry docks, or other works to be conveyed 
to the United States free of cost, and of constructing, maintaining, 
and operating dams for use in connection therewith, and shall be unable 


improvement at the expense of persons, 


companies, 
approved May 16, 1906, be 


amended so as to read as 


municipal or 


, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- | 











; tle 
there tO, the Secretary as war may, in his disc retic yn, cause pre lings 
to be instituted in the name of the United States for the a: juir 
by condemnaticn of said land or easement, and it shall be the duty of 
the Attorney-General of the United States to institute and co: et 
such proceedings upon the request of the Secretary of War: P) 

That all expenses of said proceedings and any award that may | l 
thereunder shall be paid by the said person, company, or corporation, to 
secure which payment the Secretary of War may require the said per 
son, company, or corporation to execute a proper bond in such a nt 
as he may deem necessary before said proceedings are commenced 
Sec. 2. That the said act of May 16, 1906, be, and the same ig hereby 


repealed. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
amendment was concurred in. 
The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, 
read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time 
LAKE E 


and the 


and the bill to 


be 
and passed. 
RIE AND NIAGARA RIVER TUNNEL. 


Mr. NELSON. I am directed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 6493) to authorize the city 
of Buffalo, N. Y., to construct a turnel under Lake Eri I 
Niagara River, to erect and maintain an inlet pier therefrom 
and to construct and maintain filter beds for the purpose of 
supplying the city of Buffalo with pure water, to report it 
favorably with an amendment, and I submit a report thercon. 
i eall the attention of the Senator from New York [Mr. PLarr] 
to the bill. 

Mr. PLATT. I ask unanimous consent for the present sid 


eration of the bill just reported by the Senat 
The Secretary read the bill, and there bei: 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 


a . Ss ww 
ii Oil Minn 


I 
iz no objectiun, t 








proceeded to its « { 
eration. 

The amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, on page 
1, line 12, after the word “light,” to strike cut the peried and 
insert a colon, and then strike out “ also to construct and main 
tain filter beds between the new channel in Black Rock Ilarber 
and Bird Island pier, and extending from the northerly li of 
Hudson street produced, along the line of the new channel 

| not more than 3,500 feet;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That it shall be lawful for the city Buf n 
the State of New York, to construct and maintain a tunne I ] f 
Erie, Niagara River, Black Rock Harbor, and the United §$ l 
known as Fort Porter, extending from a point 1.000 more « 
southeasterly of the Horseshoe Reef light 11,000 feet to the present 
pumping station of the city of Buffalo, and to erect and mainta an 
inlet pier therefrom, said inlet pier to be located not more than 1.100 
feet southeasterly of the present Horseshoe Reef light: Provided, That 
the top of the said tunnel shall be located at least 40 be i 
lake level, and that the city of Buffalo shall maintain a light is 
set to sunrise on the inlet pier at its own expense. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 

| the third time, and passed. 
RAILROAD SIDINGS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

Mr. ALLEE. I am directed by the Committee on the D 
of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 19682) l 
thorizing the Commissioners of the District of Columbia to per 
mit the extension and construction of railroad sidings im the Dis 
trict of Columbia, and for other purposes, to report it favorably 
with amendments, and I ask unanimous consent for the pres 
ent consideration of the bill. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. HALE rose. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I hope the Senator from Maine will not 
object. 

Mr. HALE. After this I shall feel constrained to call for the 
regular order. To-day has been devoted by the ord r of the 
Senate to the consideration of the canal bill, which is to come up 
as soon as the routine morning business is concluded, and a vote 


is to be taken at 3 o'clock. 
want to speak, 
bills. 

After this, 
anything, 


There are half a dozen Senators who 
and their time is now being taken up by these 
Mr. President, I shall object to the consideration of 
and call for the regular order. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the consider- 
ation of the bill just read? 
There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Co 


mittee of the Whole. 





The first amendment of the Committee on the District of C¢ 
lumbia was, on page 1, line 7, after the word “ property,” to 
insert “ owners on the west side of Sixth street;” so as to read: 

That from and after the passage of this act so much of § Sixth street 
in Center Eckington, excepting that part lying hetwe t! nd 
south building lines of V street, shall be cor Vv va d and aban 
doned for public use and shall revert to the tting property owners 
on the west side of Sixth street, and the Commissioners of the District 
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authorized to permit the extension con- 
sidings across V street, between Fifth street 
iilroad right of way. 
agreed to. 

yas to add a new section at the end of 


hereby 
» railroad 


d Ohio R 


time be amended or repealed, and no 


compensation of any 


to dam: zes or to 
structures authorized by 
* removed. 
was agreed to. 
3 reported to the 
were concurred in. 
iments were ordered to be engrossed, 
third time. 
ad the third time, and passed. 
, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
as referred the bill (S. 6391) authorizing the Com- 
1e District of Columbia to permit the extension 
sidings in the District of Columbia, 
submitted an adverse report thereon ; 
“1 to, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 
IN CHOUTEAU COUNTY, MONT. 


Senate as amended, and the 


ll was re 


Twn 
f railroad 


LANDS 
CARTER. 
favorably 
‘awin 

nt., and | 


College of 


without amendment the bill (H. R. 19916) 
-from entry eertain public lands in Chouteau County, 
¢ the same to the board of trustees of the Mon- 
Agriculture and Mechanic and I ask 
inimous consent for the present consideration of the bill. 
HALE. I have just announced that, in the interest of 
Senators who desire to speak on the canal bill, I shall ob- 
( consideration of any further bills. I had already 
announcement. 
‘'E Very well. 
1-PRESIDENT. 


ria 
itd, 


The bill will be placed on the Cal- 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 
BULKELEY introduced a bill (S. 6505) granting an in- 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

ir. BENSON introduced a bill (S. 6506) granting an in- 

‘ease of pension to Henry Z. Bowman; which was read twice 

, ; title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
‘committee on Pensions. 

CARTER introduced a bill (S. 

sal of certa 

n of St. Michael to persons claiming the same and having 

improvements thereon for the purposes of trade; which was 

d twice by its 

ands. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pension 

A bill 6508) 
Johnson; and 

\ bill (S. 


: 
nrdsor 
nrdson. 


(S. 


6509) granting a pension to Sarah Virginia Rich- 
BURROWS (for Mr. Atcer) introduced the following 
which were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
to the Committee on Pensions: 
vill (S. 
ms; and 
bill (S. 6511) granting an increase of pension to Rudolph 
AWAL OF PAPERS—APPALACHIAN 
SIMMONS, it was 


VITHDR FOREST RESERVE. 

in motion of Mr. 

1, That the originals of the illustrations accompanying Senate 

t I S4. Fifty-s¢ 

\lachian Forest Reserve. be taken from the files 
ered to the Department of Agriculture. 

FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 

-ERKINS submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
14171) making appropriations for fortifications and other works 
of defense, for the armament thereof, for the procurement of 
heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other purposes, 
having met, after full and free conference have agreed to reec- 
ommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 
follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 4. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ments of the Senate numbered 2 and 5, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 


kind | 
this act are required 


| ment of the Senate numbered 6, and 


and the bill | 


From the Committee on Public Lands I report | 


6507) to provide for the | 
in lands within the abandoned military reser- | 


title and referred to the Committee on Public | 


6510) granting an increase of pension to Sarah R. | 


inent of the Senate numbered 1, and agree to the same with ap 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ {jy 
hundred thousand dollars;” and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amoena. 
ment of the Senate numbered 38, and agree to the same wit an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum named in the lag 
line of said amendment insert “one hundred and sixty 
thousand dollars; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the an 
agree to the same wi 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ 
hundred thousand dollars;” and the Senate agree to the s 

Geo. C. PERKINS, 

F. BE. WARREN, 

JNO. W. DANIEL, 
Managers on the part of the Se) 

WALTER I. Smirn, 

J. WARREN KEIFER, 

JOHN J. FITZGERALD, 
Managers on the part of the Ho 


The report was agreed to. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce: 

H. R. T0838. An act to repeal section 5, chapter 1482, 
March 3, 1905; 

H.R. 11030. An act to authorize the counties of Yazoo a 
Holmes to construct a bridge across Yazoo River, Mississippi: 

H. R. 12080. An act granting to the Siletz Power and Manut 
turing’ Company a right of way for a water ditch or 
through the Siletz Indian Reservation, in Oregon; 

1. R. 19481. An act permitting the building of a dam : 
the Mississippi River between the counties of Stearns and Sher 
burne, in the State of Minnesota; and 

H. R. 19680. An act directing the Secretary of War to caus 


t i 1 | examination and survey to be made of Coney Island channel. 
of pension to Theodore Morgan Benton; which was read 


H. R. 11044. An act authorizing and directing the Secretar 
the Treasury, in certain contingencies, to refund to recei\ 
public moneys acting as special disbursing agents amounts 


| by them out of their private funds; was read twice by its i 


and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

H. R. 19607. An act for the acknowledgment of deeds and 
other instruments in Guam, Samoa, and the Canal Zone to affect 
jands in the District of Columbia and other Territories; was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

H. R. 20017. An act to regulate the checking of baggage by 
common carriers ; was read twice by its title, and referred to the 


| Committee on Interstate Commerce. 


H. J. Res. 43. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of 


: | war to furnish condemned cannon for a life-size statue of Gen. 
granting an increase of pension to John M. | 


Henry Leavenworth, at Leavenworth, Kans.; was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
BYRON K. MAY. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was 
read: 


To the Senate: 


In compliance with the resolution of the Senate (the House of Rep- 
resentatives concurring) of June 14, I return herewith Senate bill No. 
1510, entitled “An act granting an increase of pension to Byron K. 


| May.” 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
THE Wuitn House, June 18, 1906. 


Mr. McCUMBER. The President having returned, pursuant 


| to the concurrent resolution of the Senate, the bill (8S. 1510) 


venth Congress, first session, relating to the | 
of the | 


granting an increase of pension to Byron K. May, I move that 
the bill be laid upon the table. The claimant under the Dill 
died after it reached the hands of the President. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
If there be no further concurrent or other resolutions, the 
morning business is closed. 


PANAMA CANAL, 


Mr. HALE. I call for the regular order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business is closed, and 
the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business u 
the unanimous-consent agreement. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 6191) to provide for the construction 
of a sea-level canal connecting the waters of the Atlantic and 
Pacific oceans, and the method of construction. 

Mr. KITTREDGE. If it is agreeable to the Senate, I wish 
to submit some remarks at a quarter past 2, closing the debate. 


ler 








1906. 
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VICE-PRESIDENT. 

ears none. 

\1r. CULLOM. Mr. President, I desire to address the Senate 
briefly on the pending bill to determine the type of the 

Panama Canal. 


The Is there objection? The Chair 


rhe eountry is to be congratulated on the fact that, after a | 


wv of waiting, Congress has determined that a canal shall 


ce . 

be constructed under American control across the Isthmus, and 
we are now considering the last general legislation that will be 
necessary to insure the completion of the canal. 


The people of the country are not so much concerned over the 
type of the canal as they are over the fact that they want an 
American canal constructed across the Isthmus in the shortest 
pi ble time. 

EFFORTS TO SECURE A CANAL, 
There has never been, Mr. President, within my knowledge, a 
on which was discussed so long in Congress without defi- 
nite result as the question of an isthmian canal. 

It was a live question when I entered the House in 1865, and 
all during my term of service there has scarcely been a session 


when there has not been more or less discussion over an isth- | 
oe | be wasted. 


an eanal. 

7 We have spent millions in investigating routes and years of 
time in the removal of treaty obligations which stood for half 
a century as an effectual barrier against the construction of any 
eanal across the Isthmus. It has only been within the past five 
years that any real progress toward securing a canal has been 
a eC 

Senators remember very well the long discussion which we 
had over the abrogation of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, and the 
ation of the first and second Hay-Pauncefote treaties, pro- 
viding for a neutral canal, to be constructed at the expense of 
the United States and to be under our management and 


ratii 


sole 





| recommendation of the Commission, on 


( ol. We were all in favor of the Nicaraguan route at one 
tine, but, fortunately or unfortunately, as the future will de- | 
termine, we secured an option on the Panama route, and then 
the cussion was reopened and long continued as to which 
route should be selected. 

| desire to say that I had the honor of making a brief speech 
in 1 r of the Nicaragua route before it was known that we 
could possibly secure the other, and since that time I have been | 
in favor of the Panama route. 

THE SPOONER ACT. 

The Spooner Act was passed, the route was determined, we 
determined that we would have a canal, work was actually 
commenced on the Isthmus, and I assumed, of course, that the 
Spooner Act settled it that we were to have a lock canal. 


But 
it question was agitated; it was submitted to a board of 
ulting engineers, who, unfortunately, could not 

there was criticism, and the President preferred that Congress 





should have an opportunity to express itself on the question 
hether the canal should be a lock or a sea-level canal, and if 
Co ss prefers to remain silent he has determined to con- 
ct a lock canal, as he has a right to do under the Spooner 
Act 


THE SPOONER ACT CONTEMPLATED A LOCK CANAL, 


When the Spooner Act was passed I think it was almost the 


ructed. 
lock canal and gradually converting it into one at sea level, 


14 


a sea-level canal in the first instance. From the report 


of the Board of Engineers we know now that it would cost 
than $200,000,000 to convert a lock canal into one at sea 
level, and if we are to construct a sea-level canal at all, we 
should do it now. But it is also plain to me, from the reports 
of the Board of Consulting Engineers, that a lock canal is prac 
ticable; that it will meet every requirement of commerce; that 
It equal in every respect, and in many respects superior, to 
the so-called “ sea-level canal,” and there seems to me no reason 


Why we should go to the enormous expense of constructing the 


level canal recommended. 
THE LOCK CANAL. 
[am in favor of the so-called “ lock canal.” I have studied 
carefully the majority and minority reports of the Board of 
Consulting Engineers, and also the report of the Commission, 
aud I do not think there is any question but that the lock canal, 
With a summit level at elevation of 85 feet, is preferable to the 
sea level canal recommended by the majority of the Board. 
rhe truth is, both canals are lock canals, and it is impossible 
to have a canal at sea level across the Isthmus without one or 


more locks. This is true, as is well known, on account of the 
<0-foot tide. 


agree ; | 


mous opinion in Congress that a lock canal was to be con- | 
It is true that there was some talk of building first | 


so far as I now remember, it was not suggested that we | 


THE IDEAL SEA-LI L CANAI 

At first I was much impressed, as I suppose other Senators 
have been, with the idea of a sea-level canal. My idea of a 
sea-level canal was a broad, straight waterway conne r the 
Atlantie and the Pacific at sea level throughout, through which 
the commerce of the world could pass without interruption, 
costing practically nothing for mere operation. If such a 
canal could be constructed, it would be, as h been stated, the 
ideal canal; but such a canal is impossible, not only on unt 
| of the tide, but on account of the enormous cost, too great for 
even this Government, with its unlimited resources, to under 
take. The sea-level canal recommended is far different, hay 


ing one great lock a thousand feet long, narrow, 


eurved, costing 


more to maintain, when interest charges are taken -into con- 
sideration, than the lock canal. 
BOTH CANALS ARE PRACTI( ABLE, 
I was much pleased in reading the reports of the Board of 


Consulting Engineers and of the Commission to find that they 


all substantially conceded that either type of a canal can be 
constructed, so whichever type Congress may select, we are 
sure to have a canal, and money spent on either type will not 


REASONS FOR PREFERRING THE LOCK CANAT 

Mr. President, I base my preference for the lock canal, with 
an 85-foot summit level, on the reasons set forth in the minority 
report of the Board of Consulting Engineers, on the report and 
the recommendation of 
the chief engineer, Mr. Stevens, on the recommendation of the 
Secretary of War, and finally on the recommendation of the 
President, under whose Administration this great work | 
commenced, and who has done more than 
sors to bring 


5s & 


has be 


any of his 
bout the construction of an isthmian canal. 


pre ‘ ¢s- 


WEIGHT OF EVIDENCE IN FAVOR OF 


KR CA a 


I think the weight of evidence before the Senate is in favor 
of the lock canal. 
Mr. Noble, Mr. Abbott, Mr. Stearns, Mr. Ripley, Mr. Ran- 


dolph, of the Board of Consulting Engineers, than whom there 


are no abler engineers in this or any other country, join in an 
admirable report recommending the lock canal. The Isthmian 
Canal Commission, consisting of Messrs. Shonts, Magoon, 
Hains, Ernst, and Harrodd, recommend the lock canal. Mr. 
Stevens, who has proved himself to be entitled to the first rank 
among practical engineers, and who is more familiar with the 
work and with conditions on the Isthmus connected with the 


work than any other engineer, approved the adoption of the lock 
canal and strongly recommended to the Commission that it 
give its official voice in favor of such a type. 

On the other hand, we have the recommendation of the ma- 


. % 


jority of the Board of Consulting Engineers, consisting of 
Messrs. Davis, Parsons, Burr, Hunter, Guerard, Tinchuzer 
Welcker, and Quellennec, and Mr. Endicott, of the Commiss 
recommending the sea-level type. 

The engineers of this country who are familiar with the 
practical working of lock canals are in favor of the lock can 
the foreign engineers are in favor of the sea-level type 
President says that the foreign engineers are more f 
with the Suez Canal, a sea-level canal, which expl s this 
preference. 

I would place great faith in the mere recommendation of our 
own great engineers, and whten their r¢ iendation is Dp 
ported by the able minority report before the Senate, it is 
sufficient to convince me that we should adopt the lock canal. 

rIME AND COST. 

It being admitted that both canals can be constru lL and 
that both are practicable, I attach more importance to the 
question of time and expense than to any other consideration 

TIME 

First, as to the question of time. It is admitted, I believe, 
that the lock canal can be constructed in eight and one half o 
nine years. The majority of the Board claim that the sea- 
level canal can be constructed in from twelve to thirteen years. 
Mr. Stevens thinks it will take eighteen or twenty years, and 


the President says that it will take twice as long to construct 
a sea-level as a lock canal. 


Others claim it will take twenty- 
five years or more. There is much difference of opinion as to 
the time, but certain it is that it will take years longer—an 


indefinite length of time longer—to make the enormous ex: 
vation at the Culebra cut, where at one point 





an excavat l 

must be made so that the sea-level canal when constru l 

would have an embankment on each side of nearly 600 fe¢ ) 
construct the sea-level canal. 

We have waited for a canal for more than fifty years—at 


least since we entered into the Clayton-Bulwer treaty in 1850 


and I want a canal constructed, so that the present generation, 
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who will bear st some 


| 


the cost of it, will enjoy of its benefits. 
time to me is a very serious consideration. 
long it will take to construct a lock canal. 
ith degree of definiteness how long it will 
mstruct a sea-level canal, except that it will take years 
element alone is of sufficient importance to induce 
r the lock type. 


mn of 
lk ‘ 


W 


1 questir 
We | 


rot 
oO hot 


‘I 
now 
know any 


to ce 


COST. 
question of cost. The lock canal will cost 
1,000,000. It is admitted by all that the sea-level 
to exceed a hundred million dollars more, and 
‘anal Commission and Mr. Stevens claim that it 
$132.000,000 more to construct the sea-level than the 
k canal. It admitted by everyone that it will cost vastly 
re to build a sea-level canal of sufficient width in order that 
the largest size may pass each other at all points with 


there is the 
less than $14 
canal will cost 

Isthmian ¢ 
ill cost 
is 
vessels of st 

A hundred ana thirty-two million dollars is an enormous dif- 
ference. It is an enormous amount of money; 
country 
our own that would hesitate one minute in selecting the type of 


there is a 


inal, it being admitted that both types are practicable, by | 
which thi rmous amount of money can be saved. 
I CANAL WILL BE A PAYING ENTERPRISE. 
No one can tell now whether the canal when constructed will 
become a paying enterprise from a commercial standpoint. It | 


is to our credit that the question of profit has not entered into 


the construction of this great waterway. We want the canal, 
and the people want it, even if it will not pay annually for its 
own maintenance. But, in my judgment, the canal will pay. 


We can not probably expect, at least for years to come, that it 


will be patronized by the world to the extent that the Suez 
Canal has been patronized. De Lesseps, than whom there wes 
no better judge, was willing to spend millions for the construc- 
tion of the Panama Canal, feeling sure that it would be a 
great paying investment. The Suez Canal, I am informed, 
has paid to its stockholders in one year, over and above all 
the expenses of operation, many millions of dollars. The lock 


canal can accommodate about as much commerce as can the 
a-level canal, and whichever type is selected, I am sure, wiil 
not prove a failure from a financial standpoint. 

At the same time, if we can save over a hundred million dol- 
lars on the initial cost, we should do so. 


OF 


S¢ 


me 


COsT 


MAINTENANCE. 


We | 








The cost of maintaining the sea-level canal will be less than 
the cost of maintaining the lock canal, owing, of course, to the 
ased number of locks; but when we take into considera- 

m the interest charge on the increased cost of the sea-level 
canal, we are informed by the Commission that the cost of oper- 
ation and maintenance, including fixed charges, will be less by 

me $2,000,000 per annum for the lock than for the sea-level 
canal 

COMPARISON OF TWO TYPES. 

Now, as to the description of the two types of canal, in my 
judgment, there is no question but that the lock canal recom- 
mended by the minority of the Board is superior to that type 
of sea-level canal recommended by the majority. It is not the 

1 sea-level canal. Such a canal, of course, would be supe- | 

‘to any canal that could be devised. 

\s to width and depth, the lock canal proposed is much supe- 

r to the sea-level canal. 

WIDTH AND DEPTH. 
y judgment, the width proposed in the sea-level canal is 
] mute 
lock canal will be 1,000 feet wide for 19 miles of its 
or over 38 per cent. It will be over 500 feet wide for 
) miles of its length. It will be less than 300 feet wide 
ly one-eighth of its length, and for more than two-thirds 
lk th | will be 500 feet wide or more, and it will be neo- 
ss than 200 feet wide. There will be one or two lakes 
I dd e vessels can turn and retrace their course, if 

Ni re this with the sea-level canal. The sea-level 
( rly « half length will be only 150 feet wide 
and for nearly five-sixths of its length it will not exceed 200 
feet. It will be necessary to ve regular stopping places where 
\ s of large dimensions can pass each other, as for a ma- 
j of the distance the canal will not be of sufficient width 
for large vessels to pass even at reduced rates of speed. 


in port: } 


most 


speedier 


int 


vessels, 


feature. The tendency 
and the comparatively 


is toward 
at width 


gre 


of the lock canal will prove of the greatest advantage. 
The report of the Commission sets forth very clearly the 
advantage of this increased width in the lock canal. 


The following appears, in substance, from the report (p. 83) : 


| siderable, 


| utmost satisfaction, and few, if any, 





PASSING OF VESSELS. 
In the sea-level canal it will be necessary for one of +, 
ships of medium or large size about to meet to make f { 
mooring piles while the other passes at reduced speed, ')) 
broad channels afforded by the lock canal with summit le 
elevation of 85 feet will enable ships to pass through tly 
much greater speed and with much greater safety than j 
narrow channels of the sea-level canal, and as there will }, 
a small proportion of channel less than 300 feet wide 
lock canal very little loss of time will occur at meeting ) 
but in the sea-level canal,.with its narrow channel all th. 
across the Isthmus, the time lost at meeting points will } 
even with moderate traffic. and will increase wit) 
great rapidity as traffic increases. With ships approaching jy 
dimensions those contemplated by the act of Congre the 
Spooner Act—the transit across the Isthmus even with a 
traffic would require more time in the proposed sea-leve] , 


it 
. 


th 
only 
the 


nts: 


hal 


| than in the lock canal. 
and I do not | 
or government in the world excepting | 


There is another great objection to the sea-level can 
recommended by the Board. Their plan contemplates 
with numerous curves. 

The Commission has stated that in the narrow chan f 
the sea-level canal night navigation will be more hazardoy: 
than day, and ships will probably move at lower speed thay 
assumed for the calculation of time of transit. Unless ships 
arrive very early in the day they will not be able to pass throug) 
the canal by daylight on the day of arrival, but will have to 
submit to the delays of night navigation or tie up until next 
day. Taking, for example, a tonnage of 20,000,000, the annua! 
loss on the basis of earnings of one-half mill per ton mile would 
not be less than $1,500,000, which, capitalized at 3 per cent. 
shows that an expenditure of $50,000,000 would be justified to 
avoid such a delay. The Commission concludes by stating 
(p. 84): 

By the adoption of the summit-level canal instead of a sea-leye 
canal, the time of transit is shortened, not only without additi nal 
cost, but with a large saving. 

The lock canal is also superior in the matter of depil 
important feature for larger vessels. 

So in the general description of the canal—in curvature, in 
width, and in depth—the lock canal has very much the ad- 
vantage of the sea-level type. 

SAFETY. 

There has been considerable discussion of the relative safety 
of the two types of canal. It is self-evident that the more gates 
and locks there are the more danger there is for accidents. 
The sea-level canal has one lock, the lock canal has several, and 
of course there is a possibility of accident every time the vessel 
enters the lock, but the possibility is a very small one. We 
have had more experience with locks than any other country. 
Our canal at Sault Ste. Marie has three times the traffic of the 
great Suez Canal. The latter is a sea-level canal and the 
former a lock canal. The lock canal at the Soo has given the 
accidents have occurred. 

Then, again, the plans proposed for the lock canal provides 
for duplicate locks, reducing the probability of delay of 
by reason of accident to the lock, to the very minimum. 

The result of an accident by which a vessel should be sun! 


a Canal 





1, an 


| in the sea-level canal is much greater than in the lock cans! 


here proposed. Owing to the narrow channel of the sea-level 
eanal, if a great vessel should sink, it would entirely obstruct 
the passage. At but a very few points on the lock canal would 
this result occur. Such an accident is not improbable. At 
one time a vessel sunk in the Suez Canal, which delayed trail 
for nine days, causing a loss of hundreds of thousands of ¢o! 
lars not only to the canal itself, but to the commerce passiug 
through it. 

In either type of the canal a vessel might be sunk, but there 
is much less probs ibility of its delaying traffic in the loc! nal 
than there is in the sea-level canal. 


DESTRUCTION DURING WAR. 

I think it is probably conceded that during war tle 
canal could be more easily destroyed by an enemy. I do | 
place much stress on this objection. Either type of canal 
is susceptible of destruction by a hostile fleet, but, in my 
ment, neither would ever be destroyed in time of war 
Hay-Pauncefote treaty contemplated that this shall be a neu- 
tral canal, open alike in time of peace as in time of war to 


the commerce of the world. Elaborate rules of neutrality 
are laid down; and I do not think there is any nation that would 
destroy the canal dedicated by us, as it has been, to the 
free commerce of the world. But if the United States should 
be at war, we would take as much care to protect the canal 
as we would our own coast. If thought to be in danger, we 


would protect its approaches as well as throughout its eulre 
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If an enemy should overcome us, and desired to do | me that ample provision is made for such work 1 tl 
‘ could as easily destroy the sea-level as the lock canal. | channel at Gatun will be a thousand feet wid 
RESUME OF REASON IN FAVOR OF LOCK CANAL. Mr. FORAKER. Will the Senator state again from wl i 
reasons I have given, Mr. President, I am strongly he got the information he just gave? 
pinion that Congress should either pass a law select ‘ir. MILLARD. A portion of it I t k ft } rt f the 
e lock canal, or should leave it in the hands of the Presi Board of Consulting Engineers. What I st d last om 
yho has advised us that if we do not express to the the chief engineer, who stated it to me t 4 
he will proceed, under the Spooner Act, to construct Mr. FORAKER. And his statement is t] e is a prope 
‘canal. To sum up the reasons in favor of the lock | Provision made in the estimates for cle ff of hannel 
We know how long it will take to construct it. We | @ thousand feet wide for a certain dis e 1 ¢ ere 
will not exceed nine years. With the sea-level canal, it | Width for another distance through this | 
‘ite. It may take eighteen, it may take twenty-five Mr, MILLARD. Yes, sir; p ion le j est te 
‘ if we select the lock canal, the present generation will for clearing a channel a thous: feet 1 
penefits. The canal is to be for all time, but if we Mr. FORAKER. What is the unt 1 cost‘ 
: he sea-level type, only future generations will enjoy its Ir. MILLARD. The entire appro] on over 
; The lock canal will cost from one hundred to one hun- | $5,000,000, but the appropriation for the par ilar x of 
d nd thirty-two million dollars less than the sea-level canal, | ¢! aring away the roadway is $100,000. That wi rund j 
: nous amount for even this nation. Both canals are thor- the printed testimony. 
( practicable, and one will accommodate as much of the | Mr. FORAKER. Did the engineer in that conversation give 
a ce of the world as the other. The lock canal is wider | You any idea of the character of the growth that covers this 
ener and has less curvature than the sea-level canal— | land that is to be submerged? 
nt considerations, as I have attempted to show. It| Mr. MILLARD. It is a growth that is natural to that 
\ vide a quicker passage for large vessels; and taking | country. There are only a few trees scattered over the coun 
sideration its cost, it will cost far less to operate and | try; Sut there is a growth that is natural to that region, which 
mi | it; and in time of war it can be as easily defended | iS probably from 10 to 40 feet high. You might call it a 
“ the sea-level canal. | jungle, except where the river is. 
mi n it; and in time of war it can be as easily defended BUREAU OF INSULAR AFFAIRS. 
as the sea-level canal. ; | The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the : 1- 

Mr. KITTREDGE. _Mr. President, I understand that the ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S ’ 

g from Wisconsin [Mr. SpooNER] desires to address the | increase the efficiency of the Bureau of Insular Affairs of th 
s mn the unfinished business. ; | War Department, which was, in line 4, after the word “ Pres 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, if no Senator is ready to go on | dent,” to insert “for the period of four years, unless sooner 
with the debate on the canal bill, I should like, by unanimous | relieved.” 

( t, to run the sundry civil appropriation bill until the de-| Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate concur in the nd 
resumed on the canal bill. Of course I do not want to | ment made by the House of Representatives. 

i! ‘e, but I can use up the time very profitaby to the Sen- The motion was agreed to. 

ate if no Senator is ready to speak on the canal bill. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I will say to the Senator from Maine that COMMITTEE SERVICE. 
an angement was made that the Senator from Wisconsin| Mr. CLAY. I desire to tender my resignation as a member 
[Mr. Spooner] should address the Senate on the canal bill this | of the Committee on merce, 
nx ¢, I do not see him in the Senate at the present time, The VICE-PRESIDENT. The junior Senator from G ria 
course, I do not want any arrangement made that will | asks to be excused from further service on the Committ on 
yrevent his having an opportunity to speak. | Commerce. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. HALE. If I get the appropriation bill up by unanimous | Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I desire to tender my resig- 
C t, I shall withdraw it, of course, if any Senator is ready | nation as a member of the Committee on Public Buildings and 
to speak on the canal bill. Grounds. 

Mr. MILLARD. Mr. President, will the Senator from Maine| The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from North ¢ lina 
allow me a moment? asks to be excused from further service on the Committee on 


VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maine yield 
Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 
MILLARD. 


I merely want, Mr. President, to make a | 


correction, which I think should be made, of a statement ap- | 
pearing in the Recorp of yesterday, on page 9106, in the portion | 
of the letter of Mr. Hunter which was read by the Senator from | 
S Dakota [Mr. KirtrepGe]. I should like to have the Sec- 
r read the paper which I send to the desk. 

VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, the | 
Si iry will read as requested. = 


» Secretary read as follows: 


» item of $5,005,000 of cost of the lock canal, found upon page 
e report of the Board of Consulting Engineers, is included an 


ai or clearing the wide channel of trees, brush, etc. 
head of that statement is found a reference to a detailed 
of the estimated cost of building a lock canal at 85 feet 


ed as Appendix T, which is to be found upon page 425 of t 
ioned report, and from which the following extract is made: 
i t from Gatun locks (mile 7.74) to Obispo (mile $1.25), making 
. 


0 
0 





»» feet deep and not less than 500 fect wide for 23.51 miles, 
hich 15.92 miles is not less than 1,000 feet wide. 
I excavation in the dry, 600,000 cubic yards, at 40 
D  <scscesssisipiasininaiiecdlaelRiaeianea a ca ee $240, 000 
I ted clay excavation at Gatun, 130,000 cubic yards, at 
cents 91, 000 | 
I excavation (dredging), 12,960,000 cubic at 
: CEE mets ce i See eee eS . 8, 240, 000 | 
; excavation in the dry, 1,160,000 cubic yards, at $1.15. 1, 334, 000 
4 905, 000 
Comes a Ga i eden 100, 000 
A he 5, 005, 000 


r. MILLARD. That statement is verified by the testimony 
he chief engineer on page 255, volume 1, of the pri:ted 


i 


is | 


ony. I simply eall the attention of Senators to the ‘act 
i Mr. Hunter is mistaken in the statement that there 

vision made for clearing out the trees, the brush, and the | 

e there is in the Gatun Lake. I also wish to say that this 
i ung I had an interview with the chief engineer, who tells 


Public Buildings and Grounds. 
cused. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. 
authorize the 
which I send to the desk 
mittees there indicated. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
mits a resolution, which will | 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That the following appointments be mad 
in the committees of the Senate: Mr. CLAY on Aj 
TALIAFFPRRO on Finance, Mr. SIMMONS on Commerce, i Mr. O 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 
The resolution was considered 
agreed to. 


Without objection, he is ex- 
Mr. President, I 
of the 
to the 


that 


ed in the list 


ask 


gnn senators na 


various vacancies on com- 


The Sen: from Kentu 


tor 


} 


by unar ons < 


PRESIDENTIAL 
message from the I nt of the 


BARNES, one of his secretaries, announced that the P 


APPROVALS. 
A 
B. F. 
dent had approved and signed the following acts 

On June 19: 

S. 280. An act to provide a 
Greenhill, on the coast of South Kingston 
Island: 

S. 2270. 
of C 

Q 


7 


resid 


life-saving station 


in the 


An act for the relief of Nicola Masino, « 
lumbia : 
$250. An act to further protect the public 
more effective the national quarantine ; 

S$. 4576. An act to relinquish the 
Stat America in and to a certain lot of land 
District of Columbia and State of Maryland, f 
to Jolin C. Rives, deceased; and 

S. 5811. An act to amend section 3646 of the Revised § 
of the United States, as amended by act of Iebru 
amended by act of March 23, 1906. 

On June 20: 

S. 2624. An act granting an 


he 
all interest 
: of 


1 ry 1G ~ 


» discharge to I 


honorablk 


T 
Thomas, deceased, Company C, Second Kentucky Cavalry 
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S. 
of sponges; 
S. 1976. An act 
S. 2294. An act 
S. 373: An act 
S. 6264 Am act 
S. 257. An act 
Bow 
Ss m4. An act 
Lar 
; 22. AN act 
W: ld; 
S 6 An act 
Sm 
Ss 1. An act 
Fo 
S 6 An act 
R ver ; 
S. 2853. An act 
Qui i 
" $. 3122. An act 
Clat 
$. 5168. An act 
Deri 
S 47. An act 
Mo . 
: 8. An act 
B : 
Ss io. An act 
Credi 
S$. 4590. An act 
Alexander ; 
§.4391. An act 
Ba : 
S. 4459. An act 
L 
§S. 4550. An act 
Mi ; 
S. 4651. An act 
A l “y 
S. 4741. An act 
VV Ian > 
s 441. An act 
] ° 
s 8. An act 
R iS; 
$.5148. An act 
Mec le; 
8.5155. An act 
Van Dusen; 
s 95. An act 
( 
0262. An act 
N 
S D>. AN act 
Cart 
Ss 147. An act 
Hibben; 
S. 5548. An act 
Ii ich 
S. 5598. An act 
«,i’ ey 
ss SOO. An act 
Dar . 
8.5810. An act 
MeGowan: 
S. 5S7 An act 
H. Morrison: 
S77. An act 
O'R Wn 
S 98. An act 
Cl] 
S$. 5952. An act 
Di . , 
GO06. An act 
Cc) ns 
s. 6041. An act 
Br . ° 
6065. An act 
I) 
138. An act 
N . 
Ss. 6141. An act 
fussell ; 
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180G. An act to regulate the landing, delivery, cure, and sale 


granting a pension to William N. Dickey ; 
granting a pension to Michael Reynolds; 
granting a pension to Phebe W. Drake; 
ran a pension to Cornelius Sullivan ; 
ranting an increase of pension to Caleb 


tine 
ting 





m 
o 


an 


granting an increase of pension to Orlando H. 


o 


ranting an increase of pension to George L. 
granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo W. 


oT 
st 


anting an increase of pension to Jessie E. 


granting an increas 


e of pension to George H. 


granting an increase of pension to Bridget 


granting an increase of pension to Erastus C. 
granting an increase of pension to Obadiah 


granting an increase of pension to William 


g an increase of pension to Henry 8. 


granting an increase of pension to David Mc- 


-antin« 
Zranting ¢ 


im ¢ 


in increase of pension to Rebecca A. 


granting 


an increase of pension to Abner R. 
granting an increase of pension to Edwin K. 


granting an increase of pension to Henry 


granting an increase of pension to Rufus M. 
granting an increase of pension to Andrew J: 


granting ar 


1 increase of pension to William 


granting an increase of pension to James 


granting an increase of pension to Mildred 


granting an increase of pension to Charles H. 
granting an increase of pension to Sidney H. 


granting 


= 


an increase of pension to Frank N. 
granting an increase of pension to Thomas W. 


granting 


an increase of pension to Oliver H. 
granting an increase of pension to William A. 
granting an increase of pension to Almond 
granting an increase of pension to James N. 


granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


granting 


an increase of pension to Samuel 
granting 


an increase of pension to Charles 


granting an increase of pension to Louisa A. 


granting an increase of pension to Hyacinth 
g ing an increase of pension to William H. 
granting an increase of pension to James N. 
gr , an increase of pension to Ellen M. 
granting an increase of pension to Eliza P. 


granting an increase of pension to Ransom C. 








TAYE &) 

JUNE 21, 

8.6154. An act granting an increase of pension to Exvwyip 
Freeman ; 

S. 6155. An act granting an increase of pension to Samue! 1 
Davis; ; 

S. 6164. An act granting an increase of pension to Julius g 
Cuendet ; ; 

8. 6168. An act granting an increase of pension to Calvin Lam. 
bert; 

S. 6187. An act granting an increase of pension to M rtha 
Jane Bolt; 

8.6188. An act granting an increase of pension to Sara) 
Young; 

S. 6192. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Coker ; 

S. 6222. An act granting an increase of pension to Jo] A 
Alden ; ; 

$. 6272. An act granting an increase of pension to Haryey 
Gamble; and ; 

S. 4184. An act to ratify, approve, and confirm an act duly 
enacted by the legislature of the Territory of Hawaii to anthor-. 
ize and provide for the construction, maintenance, and q- 
tion of a telephone system on the island of Oahu, Territory of 
| Hawaii. 

On June 21: 

S$.59. An act providing for the establishment of a uniform 
| building line on streets in the District of Columbia less thay 
90 feet in width; 

S. 4170. An act to amend an act approved March 3, 1891, ep. 
titled “An act making appropriations to supply deficiencies jp 


the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, and 
for prior years, and for other purposes;” and 

S. 4268. An act changing the name of Douglas street to (i;- 
ton street. 
SUNDRY 
Mr. President, 


CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HALE. I ask unanimous consent that 


'the regular order of business be temporarily laid aside, and 


that the sundry civil appropriation bill be laid before the 
Senate. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maine asks 


unanimous consent that the unfinished business be temporarily 
luid aside and that the sundry civil appropriation bill be laid 
before the Senate. Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 1) 
making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Goy- 
ernment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1907, and for other 
purposes. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, when any Senator desires to go 
on with the unfinished business, I shall, of course, withdraw 
the appropriation bill. 

The reading of the bill had been completed and cert: 
amendments had been passed over. I wish to call up the 
amendments on pages 154 and 155, and I ask that the com- 
mittee amendments be agreed to, if there be no further obj 
tion to them. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to 
the amendments? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. MALLORY. What are the amendments? 

air. HALE. I can state them. The first is the amendment 
on page 154, beginning in line 21, and the second is on page 
155, beginning in line 10, both in relation to the marshals and 
district attorneys in southern California and Idaho. he 
amendments were reported by the Committee on the Judic 
They went over last night. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
amendments. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. Now, Mr. President, I wish to call up the amend- 
ment on pages 153 and 154, to which I ask the attention of the 
Senator from Wisconsin. It was at his request that this amend- 
ment was passed over. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is that the amendment in regard to the 
preparation of law indexes? 

Mr. HALE. Yes. 

Mr. SPOONER. I hope the Senate will not agree to the 
amendment of the committee. The preparation of the indexes 
which are provided for by that clause of the bill involves a very 
small expenditure of money. I have looked into the matter 
with a good deal of care, and I think it very important that the 
work should be done, and done under the auspices under which 
I am sure it will be done if the provision is left in the bill; that 
is, under the auspices of men in the Library who are lawyers 
and well educated. It is a matter which will make it of very 
great value. It is not a code. As I understand, it is prop sed 
to have it in the Library, so that if a Senator wants to know 


1984 


iin 


agreeing to 


T 
iary. 


The question is on agreeing to the 
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{ statute law upon a particular subject he can obtain the 
rmation, and obtain it accurately in a very few moments. 
re is nothing of a job in it. The Senator will understand 
+ the well-educated lawyer is a man admirably adapted for 
sort of work, and that work ought not to be done by lay- 
There are different methods of indexing statutes. 
r. HALE. If the Senator will allow me, I will say that the 
‘ittee had very little information in regard to the matter, 
struck it out on the suggestion that the House itself had 
: completed its consideration. I am not sure but what the 
i e has since then, under a suspension of the rules, voted for 
nosition that covers the matter. The main object of the 
te amendment was that information might be gotten in 
( erence or by action on the part of the House. That is why 
t unpmittee struck out the provision. 
(r. SPOONER. The matter was very carefully examined by 
LITTLEFIELD, Who went into it, I am informed, very thor- 
( ly. I myself have felt very greatly, and I suppose other 
Si tors have also, the need of an accurate and thoroughly well- 
I ired index of the statutes. The amendment involves a 
S | sum. There is no committal by Congress to any publica- 
t of it hereafter. It will be made in the Library; it will be 
ke there: it will cover all phases of every class of subjects 
di with by our statutes, and it will be of very great value to 
rs and Members of the other House. 
ere are other provisions in the bill, one of which, I notice, 
es an appropriation of $10,000 for a work which does not 
ximate in importance, no matter how welt it may be done, 
matter. I refer to the republication of the organic acts, 
( There has already been one edition. It will only be neces- 
to add to it, perhaps, the organic act for Oklahoma, and I 
hone not soon, although it is possible it may turn out otherwise, 
of Arizona, embracing New Mexico. It is provided in this 
t $10,000 shall be paid for a republication of that work, 
\ h is historical only— 
Mr. HALE. If the Senator from Wisconsin, who is a mem- 
of the Judiciary Committee, having this more in charge than 
Committee on Apprepriations, is entirely certain in his own 
ind that the amendment is right, and that it is according to 
action of the House, and that nothing since has been done, 
am willing that the amendment shall be disagreed to. I think 
erhaps it would be safer to agree to it, and then in conference 
will say to the Senator, unless more izformation comes, I 
ifa be in favor of the Senate receding. I leave that to the 
tor himself. 
) SPOONER. If I were not thoroughly impressed with 
the idea that it was an important work which ought to be done, 
and that it will be well done, I would not support it. The only 
evidence I have is that the House agreed to it, which I find in 
this bill. 
H 
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I know it was looked into by Mr. LitrLerreLtp, who is 
careful man. I know the House embodied it in this bill, 


I know nothing about any subsequent action of the | 
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which represents the judgment of the House upon it; and I} 


think it is wise legislation. 
Mr. HALE. It is a question, not of the work being well done, 


but whether this provision does cover what the Senator wants 
what the House wants and what Mr. LITTLEFIELD wants. 
O urse, if the Senator is confident of that, and the amend- 
t is disagreed to, then it will not be open at all in confer- 
t . 

Mr. SPOONER. Let the House provision be agreed to with 

mendment, so as to have it open in conference. 

Mr. HALE. That is a good suggestion. 

\Ir. SPOONER. I move to amend, then, in line 24, page 153, 
by striking out the words “seven hundred and twenty dollars” 

| inserting “ six hundred dollars.” 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wisconsin pro- 
poses an amendment to the amendment, which will be stated 
I he Secretary. 

Che Secrerary. It is proposed to strike out in line 24, on 
page 153, “seven hundred and twenty” and insert “six bun- 
dred,” so as to read “ six hundred dollars.” 

Mr. SPOONER. That will leave it open in conference? 

Mr. HALE. Yes; that leaves it open. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment to the amendment. 

Che amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

‘he VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 

ndment to strike out the clause as amended. 

‘he amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HALE. The next amendment is on page 102. I have 


n waiting for the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. McLaurin]. 


‘see he is in his seat, and I call up the amendment. Let the 
Secretary state it, 


SESE TEIN 


} 


Se 
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The 


SECRETARY. On page 102, after line 9, the committee 
propose to insert the following: 

For the traveling expenses of the President of the United States, his 
attendants and invited guests traveling with him, to be disbursed at the 
discretion of the President, $25,000. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Mr. President, to keep the record straight, 
I withdraw the appeal I took from the decision of the Chair 
yesterday evening. I wish to thank the Senator from Maine for 
waiting until my return to the Chamber. I had been out to 
make a call upon a sick Senator, and I did not expect this bill 
to be taken up to-day, because I believed from the reading of the 
unanimous-consent agreement for taking a vote on the canal 


bill that that bill was to be considered immediately after the 
routine morning business. 


Mr. President, this amount is a small sum for the United 
States Government, so far as th is concerned. It would 
hardly be felt by the Gevernment. It is not on that aecount 


that I object to the amendment. 


_ Ob, But I object to it because of 
the principle contained in it. 


the I do not believe that in principle 
it is right. I do not believe it is in conformity with our idea of 
government; at least the idea of government which was enter- 
tained by the founders of the Government. 

That feature which more attracts me to the country than 
anything else is the form of government which recognizes the 
equality of all the people of the country before the law. When 
the President of the United’ States is elected he is elected to 
perform the functions of an office created under the Constitut 
I do not believe he is a different man from what he was 
It does not make a man a better man because 
to be President of the United States. True it is, 
has the elements of manhood in him is elevated to a r 


ion. 
before 
he is selected 
if a man 
sibk 


respon 
rT) the se 


position, the very responsibility is calculated to devel 
} ; 2 
Lter 





elements of manhood in him. But it does not make hima bi 
man than he was before, and he is not selected for the purpose 
of giving him a dignified position or for the purpose of making 
him better than the remainder of the people of the country, or 
for the purpose of giving him any distinction or any title. But 
he is elected because according to the form of our Government 
it is necessary that some man shall be selected out of all the 
voters of the country to discharge the functions of this impor- 
tant office. 

The same thing may be said with reference to the Senators 
and Representatives and the judicial officers of the United 
States. I have no patience with the idea of paying men for 
dignity and speaking about the dignity of the position. The 
dignity of a man is in the man himself, and the position of the 


man who labors either with his brain or with his hands, who 
either does mental or manual labor, is as dignified as that of 


a man in any other position. The man who delves in the mine 
to bring up the ore that is used, the man who follows the plow to 
make the eorn and the wheat and the other produce which go 
to support the life of the people of the country are in as dign 

fied a position as anybody else. That is what our Government 
recognizes; that is what our form of government 
the simplicity of the form of government attracts n 
anything else about the Government, 


means; and 
» more thai 
th that | 


together w rt ot 





the system of government which recognizes the equality of every 
man before the law. 

I have no objection to a man using his wealth in any way he 
pleases, if he has acquired it honestly. If a man upon an equal 
footing with everybody else goes out and by mental effort or 
manual effort or in any other way acquires th, I have no 
objection to his utilizing it in any way he sees proper. But I 
do object to taxing the people of the country, even the most 


ig distinetion. 


infinitesimal tax, for the purpose of making a class 





Dignity is innate. I like that dignity which is innate; that 
which is developed by energy, exercse, exertion; that which 
eomes from within, and that which does not come from without. 
All the powers of office that you can bestow upon a man, all the 


influence of wealth that he car 

if he has no innate dignity. 
Now, what is the preposition here? 

shall be given $25,000 for his traveling 


iin, 


acquire, can not give him dignity 


It is that the President 
expenses. Is there any- 
thing in the Constitution that ever contemplated anything of the 
kind? Why should he be given any amount of money for hi 
traveling expenses? I am willing—not only am I willing, but I 
am desirous—that the President shall be paid a salary commensu 
rate with the responsibilities and the duties that devyol 








ive U 
him as an officer and in the position to which he has |} b ¢ 
vated, but I am not willing that the United States shall estal 
a principle that because a man is in high po 1 he is better 
than the man in low position. Where will ng end? |] 
the President, because he is in the highest pos n this 


country, must have this distinction, and this discrimination 
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must be made in his favor, then the man who is next highest to 
him ought to have the next discrimination, and the man who is 
next highest to that man ought to have the next discrimination 
in his favor. And so by this kind of legislation you commence | 
at the bottom and you take the man who says “gee” and | 
‘haw,’ the man who delves in the mines, the man who works 
for his living with his mind and muscle, and you go one step | 
above, on, on, on, until you get the whole load upon him. 

Honor and shame from no condition rise; 

Act well your part, there all the honor lies. 

It is said that the President must have $25,000 to pay the 

traveling expenses of whom? Of himself? No, no; not that 


but the traveling expenses of the President and his at- 
and invited guests. Who are to be his attendants? 
I suppose, I do not know, but I just take it upon construction, 
that it is intended to mean those of the Secret Service who go 


aione 5 


tendants 


| dent of the United States, 


along with the President for the purpose of protecting him | 


against 


of 


real or imaginary harm. I do not believe the Presi- 
the United States is in any danger of harm from any- 
True it is that three Presidents have been assassinated, 


dent 
body. 
but 
not Presidents. 

But if it be necessary to take along the 
to be the invited guests? Is this to be 
that the President is to take over the country, and to take along 
the newspaper men who will give out to the press that which the 
President desires shall be given out and who will conceal that 
which he desires shall be concealed? 

I wish to say here, lest it slip my memory at some other time, 
that I have no reference to the present incumbent of the White 
House. I would haye these remarks apply to every President 
alike, of whatever party, of whatever political conviction, and 
whatever views he may have which, as has been said, it is in- 
tended by this kind of gallivanting over the country to dissem- 
inate and impress upon the people of the country. I would 
just as soon that the $25,000 should go to the present incumbent 
of the White House as to any other man who may. occupy it. 


attendants, 


may occupy the Presidential chair. There ought to be no such 


discrimination in faver of any man as to permit him to take | 


newspaper correspondents such as he desires to take along 
with him and to exclude such as would not give out such in- 
formation as he desired to be given out. 

Is this intended to permit him to carry along newspaper cor- 
respondents? I haye seen it advocated, upon the principle that 
the President is expected to disseminate certain views; that he 
is a leader of opinion and of thought in the country, and that his 
thought, whatever it may be, must be, by the country paying 
expenses, impressed upon the body politic of the country 
going out among the people and discussing with them and 
y upon them his peculiar views and tenets upon any 


his 
by his 
imp re ssing 
question. 

One man has gone so far as to say that the President never 


who are | 
an electioneering tour | 


would have been able to have raised the public mind to that | ¢ 
tension which would have enabled the passage of the rate bill | 


had it not been for the fact that ‘he g 


yallivanted about over the | 


country and impressed his views upon the people of the country. | 


Mr. 


the 


President, a long time ago, when the present occupant of 
White House was in full accord with the party that was 
legislation, there was all over this country 
led by William J. Bryan, one of the great- 


fielhti 


f ing that sort of 
Democratic speakers, 


est men ever produced in this country, advocating the doctrine 
of railroad rate regulation—advyocating legislation which would 
prevent discriminations and differentials in rates; and the 
President finding the country ripe for that, recommended it to 
Congress, and then the people had some hopes of it being enacted 
into law, because the President, being at the head of his party 
nd he calling upon his party to en: ict legislation, the country 
expected it to be done. It was not because it was necessary 
f him to go over the country to impress his views upon the | 
people of the country, but the people of the country were be- 
hind this sentiment, this principle, and this doctrine before it 
ever occurred to the President to send his famous message to 
Congress in 1904, 

As I was as a while ago, if newspaper correspondents 
are to be permitted to go with the President on these junketing 
trips, I want it to be by an amendment to this amendment, 
which will permit every correspondent of every newspaper in 
all this country, without distinction of party politics, to go 


along in that crowd and see what the President is doing, 
port it impartially to the people, 
reported. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator will permit me, he could 
eliminate the objection to which he is now speaking by offering 


and re- 
and let both sides of it be 





| over this country and let his views be known to the people, | 
a great many other men have been assassinated who were | 
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an amendment prohibiting any newspaper correspondent fy 
traveling with the President. 

Mr. McLAURIN. No, sir; I think the whole amendment 
ought to be eliminated. But if any newspaper man is to Zo, i 
am in favor of all of them going, if they desire to go. I shoy ld 
like to have the whole new spaper profession go on one of th, lege 
trips and let them see what is going on and let them have some 
veice in the education of the people as to the opinions the 
President is intending to disseminate. 

I have here a newspaper article which I wish to read. I do 
not know whether this is exactly the place in what I have to 
say where I want to read it, but I wish to put it in the Recogp, 
It is upon this idea of the President being not only the pr 
the Executive officer, but the | legis- 
lative officer and the judicial officer of the country. ere ; 
get away from what I was saying just now—the Senator fy 
Wisconsin spoke about eliminating the objection by not allow- 
ing newspaper men to accompany the President. If this amenq- 
ment is to go through, I want some other people to be put in 
there. I think the Vice-President ought to be permitted to go 


Si- 


1 

cause there might come another calamity of assassination of the 
President, and the Vice-President would become President, ang 
his views likewise should be before the people of the country, 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Mississip pi 
yield to the Senator from North Dakota? 

Mr. McLAURIN. With pleasure. 

Mr. McCUMBER. The Senator from Mississippi being an 
excellent lawyer, I want, while he is on his feet, to call his at- 
tention to a provision in the Constitution, and ask him as a 
lawyer whether or not the amendment is not absolutely against 
the constitutional prohibition. I call his attention to section 1 
of Aricle II of the Constitution, which provides: 


The President shall, 
pensation— 


Not salary, but compensation— 





at stated times, receive for his services a com- 


He would be just as much entitled to it as any other man who | Which shall neither be increased nor diminished during the period for 


which he shall have been elected, and he shall not receive within that 
period any other emolument from the United States, or any of them. 

And then I desire to call the Senator’s attention to the read- 
ing of this amendment: 

For the traveling expenses of the President of the United States, his 
attendants and invited guests traveling with him, to be disbursed at the 
discretion of the President, $25,000. 

Is not this $25,000 to be paid to the President? Is it not in 
effect additional compensation, and even if it be not considered 
as compensation, does it not come clearly under the definition of 
emoluments of office? And are we not going straight up against 
the prohibition of the Constitution, which was inserted for the 
very purpose of preventing Congress from taking away from the 
President during his incumbency in office any of his emolu- 
ments or any of his compensation because of disfavor, and also 
to prevent our adding to it during his period of incumbency be- 
cause of any favor? I ask that as a legal proposition. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator from Mississippi let me say a 
word? 

Mr. McLAURIN. With pleasure. 

Mr. HALE. The committee which put this provision onto 
the bill as an amendment took consideration of the question 
presented by the Senator from North Dakota. Undoubtedly, 
if the amendment is adopted, it will have to take its chance first 
with the Comptroller. Whether the Comptroller of the Treas- 
ury will pass these payments, which he must if they are to meet 
the approval of the Department, or will arrest them upon the 
ground that this sum is an emolument and is forbidden by the 


Constitution, I can not say, and no other Senator can say. It 
is like other things which, in the discretion of Congress, are 


done, but finally, when it comes to the crucible of the law olficers 
or of the courts or of the Comptroller, the provision has to take 
its chance. Notwithstanding that, the committee, in its discre- 
tion, reported this amendment, which must take its chance. 

Of course any Senator who thinks it is an emolument can not 
conscientiously vote for it, but will vote against it. But it is 
not a point to be raised to throw the amendment out, that in 
the end it may be determined to be unconstitutional. It is for 
Senators in their own minds to decide whether they will vote 
for it. 

Mr. McCUMBER. 
me one word further? 

Mr. McLAURIN. With pleasure. 

Mr. McCUMBER. The Senator from Maine, I think, meets 
the whole question upon that point when he says that no Sena- 
ator can conscientiously vote for this amendment unless he be- 
lieves that itis not anemolument. I believe no Senator who takes 


- 


Will the Senator from Mississippi permit 


1906. 
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th to support the Constitution of the United States will 
for a proposition which he believes to be unconstitutional. 
eye, further, that we can practically satisfy any Senator 
t that this isan gmolument. It has been decided over and 
again in like cases that everything of that character is an 
yment of office and that it is an increase of the salary or 
sonsation. If that be true, then certainly we have no right 
yt this amendment. 


"| here is another proposition, of course, which is whether or 


t a point of order will lie against the amendment. I expect 
se a point of order when I get the floor at some future 


and upon a different proposition, as I understand, than | 


which formed the basis of the point of order which was 
| by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. McLaurin]. 


tional question in it, to satisfy himself whether that is a 
| objection, whether the provision proposed to be adopted 
es the Constitution or not. 

Now, that responsibility can not be shifted to the Comptroller 
ybody else. It must be decided by the legislative body. 
of the principles of construction, when judicial tri- 
is are called upon to construe a statute and when its con- 

nality is questioned, that the Congress is presumed to 
arefully considered the question and to have decided that 
nstitutional; and that has great weight with the court. 

| did not raise the constitutional question on this matter. 

nstitution seems not to be considered when legislation is 
onable, and when legislation is desired those who de- 

generally treat the Constitution as an antiquated docu- 

I remember discussing some years ago a constitutional 
n and some Senators treating the Constitution with de- 

s if the Constitution had anything to do with any legis- 
1 of Congress. 3 

I therefore did not raise the constitutional question; but I 
that whatever it is, the simplicity of our form of Govern- 


is one 


is being invaded whenever we undertake to make any | 
jistinction in favor of any class or any man, it does not make 


lifference how high his position. I do not believe, as I 
said before in this desultory talk that I am making, that 
e ought to be any discrimination before the law between the 
st official in the land and the humblest private citizen. It 





\Mr. McLAURIN. Mr. President, the constitutionality of every 
tion when it is raised must first be passed upon by every | 

ator for himself. He owes it to the country as well as to | 
vec constituents, and he owes it to himself, if there is any con- 















tity—at least that is what the Constitution says about it—and |! in 
only advise or partially veto. That is all he has got to do with 
legislation. 

We hold to the paradox it is better to do the wi thing the right 
way than to do the right thing the wrong way—tl is to y, it is 
better that Congress pass a bad law as the result of its own free and 
independent deliberation than to enact a good law at the dictation of 
the Executive. A vicious law can be repealed; a wound of the inde 
pendence of Congress makes an ulcer, and it might easily grow to be a 
cancer. 

To speak the plain truth, Congress is flat on its back right now with 
more ulcers than Lazarus had sores. It has done things it did 1 wan 
to do, and s left undone things it wanted to do. It has been com- 
pletely overshadowed in the Government And was it for this that the 
Long Parliament fought a king for seven years in the old country ? 

It would do Congress a power of good to study the history of the 
proposed legislation of the British Parliament, known as “ Mr. Fox's 
India bill,” which was defeated by the “ King’s friends.” Over here 
we call them “ cuckoos.” 

This paper is the friend of the President and it is the friend of Con 
gress; it is also and likewise the friend of its country. 

I am the friend of the President. I am the friend also of 
this Government. I am the friend of this country. It is my 


country, and I love the country as a patriot ought to love his 
country. It is for that reason I do not desire any en- 


croachment made upon our form of government, which has for 


wo see 


its basic principle the equality of every man before the la 

and also the proposition that there shall be no class diserimina- 
tion in legislation in this country—that the humblest man in 
the country, as he walks the street, is the equal before the 
| laws of his country of any other man how high soever his | - 


not make any difference who he is, the law is made for | 


the law is executed for him. Those who have the dis- 
mn of being called out from the great mass of the American 
le to execute the laws ought not to have any discrimination 
in their favor, but they ought to be called upon to obey 
just as the humblest citizen in the country is called 
) obey it. 

» has been too much disposition here to allow the will 
President to override the will of Congress and to allow 
‘esident to think for Congress. Here Senators when they 
to discuss questions say the President will be satisfied 
this or the President will not be satisfied with it; that 
endment meets the opinion or the approval of the Presi- 
and therefore he asks that the Senate adopt it, or that it 
ipproved by the President and therefore he asks that the 

do not adopt it. 


re better for each department of the Government to 


its attention to its own business, the executive to that | 


h is executive and administrative, the legislative to 
is legislative, and the judicial to that which is judicial. 
‘re better, if the President desires to make any communi- 
to Congress or to give his views on any question pending 
Congress, on any question which he thinks ought to be 
ted about, that he should do so by message, as was con- 
ted by the Constitution when it was framed by the 
of the Constitution. 
‘is a little article that strikes me as being very sensible 
ery forcible. 
rhing, June 20: 


that 


Ww 
VY 


CONGRESSIONAL INDEPENDENCE. 

y intelligent reader of this paper will bear us out in the declara- 

it is not a partisan, but an onlooker in Vienna and an 

mmentator on current events, political and general; and yet 

ve opinions, and they are as dear to us as are those of the stal- 

Republican or the Bourbonest Democrat to him. 

r our system the only lawgiver in this nation is the Congress, 

re is one thing that ought to preserve its political chastity 


ide- 
t 
ri 


I find it in the Washington Post of yester- | 


islative integrity, though the heavens fall, it is the Congress. | 


t in the Constitution ; 


rs it was the firstborn 
‘aft of the fathers; 


to it was given the purse. 


of the 


matchless 


a lawgiver the President’s position is that of a negative quan- 
d04 
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i 


tion may be. 
The ofiice of President of the United States is a great 





I agree. But however great it is, it is made for the purpose 
of executing the laws in obedience to the Constitution and s 
utes of the United States and not for the purpose of dignifying 
any man or exalting any particular n When a man ocei 
pies that position, he ought to occupy it as the servant of tl 
people, put there to execute the laws of the people. It is 
enough distinction coming to a man that he is selected | ull 
of the American people to occupy that position. 

Mr. President, there are some fifteen or sixteen million v s 
in the electorate of this country. Out of that number I suppos« 
there might be found ten or twelve million, many of whom 
would be equal to the position, who would be glad to occupy 
the position and pay their own traveling expenses, w : 
they desired to go over the country. He would not desire to 
go with a retinue following him. He would not desire to go 
with his invited guests, whether they be a few selected out of 


the many newspaper correspondents of the country to publish 
only what he desires to publish and to conceal that 











1e 
desires to be censored: but he would be willing to nd 

his own expenses, without any retinue of that | l g 
him. 

The present Executive, whom I like very 1 1d ¥ 
is a genial man, has been a rather expensive luxury to t 
country, in addition to the salary he has received. I b 
there has been put upon the Mansion since he has o« 
something like $400,000. He has a yacht ] l 
has carriages and horses, and they key » by 
ment. He has coachmen also. It seems to me that this 
ination in his favor ought to be suflicier 

Mr. HALE. What does the Senator s: 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the &« or f 1 M 
yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. McLAURIN. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator from Mi 
Government furnishes the P i 

Mr. McLAURIN. I did not « 

sa ileal { 
| 
(2.0 
} } 
- 
¥ { i 
y rv 1 
.1 
le “ purel 
driving of horses and vehicles for official pury 

Mr. HALE. Yes; that Executive Off 
departmental office. No Secretary of iy De ‘ 
sistant Secretary, and no bureau officer has 
for his family and his private purposes any 

Mr. McLAURIN. Will the Senator allow to } if 


they do not do it? 
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Mr. DALE. I do not snow of anybody who does. 
know, I certainly would help te make a fuss about it. 
no right 
Mr. McL 


is | 


If I did 
They have 
to do it. 

{URIN. Does not the President use a carriage 
by the Government and horses for himself? 
Not for his private use any more than the Sec- 


roviced 


HALE. 


t] 

Mr. 
r \ - 
Mir. McLAURIN. But what does the Senator call “ private 


M HALE. Anything that is outside of official business. 
It is the same with the President as it is with the Secretary. 
Every Department has a carriage and a horse, and the Secre- 
t uses it for official purposes if he visits another Depart- 
ment or if he comes to Congress. Congress allows him that 
i appropriates for it. But when it comes to the family 
use and for social purposes, for visiting or for anything that 
is not official, any official—I do not care who he is—who 


transcends the principle that is involved in all these appropria- 
t s is wholly and entirely wrong. I do not think that a 
( net minister in Washington ever uses or pretends to use 
for visiting or for any social function the official carriage or 
wagon that is used for official purposes. 

Mr. McLAURIN. What about the President? 

Mr. HALE, And TI have no doubt the President does not. 
am very sure he does not. 


Mr. McLAURIN. 


I 


having any carriage hor 
pu chased by the Gover 


. HALE. I have 


nment? 


looked into that; but I have no doubt 


t 
itOt 


Does the Senator know of the President’s | 
ses or carriage in this city that is not | 
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whatever that the President’s horses that draw his carriages 
that take his family and his visitors about Washington, into 
{ country or anywhere, are purchased by him, kept by hin, | 
| the coachman employed, hired, and paid for by him. I 
ild be very much surprised if I found that anything else | 
the fact. 
McLAURIN. ‘Will the Senator allow me to ask him if 


ot a fact that there is kept what is known as the “ Presi- 
”’ The Sylph, and that the President uses that for 


Syipn 


b i private purposes? 
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outing, goes down to the sea and goes along the coast, or ents 
on board the Dolphin and does that, I have no doubt. In jyy 
day every President that I have known has done that, and 
body objects. It does not add . 

Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator from Mississippi will allow 
me, I should like to ask whether anybody objects to that. 





Is 

not the President the chief of the Army and the Navy? , 
Mr. McLAURIN. I will yield to the Senator from Souyth 
Carolina, and then I will yield to the Senator from Ohio. Wo, 


il 


the Senator from Maine is through I agreed to yield to the 
Senator from South Carolina. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Missis 


yield to the Senator from South Carolina? - 
Mr. McLAURIN. When the Senator from Maine shall have 
concluded, I will. 
Mr. TILLMAN. I wish to ask the Senator from Maine q 


question, with the permission of the Senator from Missi 

Mr. McLAURIN. I have no objection if the Senator 
Maine has none, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Mississippi yicjqs, 

Mr. TILLMAN. Are not the President’s official duties « 
tinuous, in a manner, are not his mind and his time so fylly 
occupied with his official work or with work which he . 
siders it necessary to perform, that he never has a moment of 
his own except for the recreation or the exercise neces 
health? Practically, I mean, of course. 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Then if he uses the stables and the 


irom 


provided by the Government is it a proper and legitimat: o 
for himtodo? Andif it is necessary for us to consider tix We 
tion as to whether he pays for those horses or not, I think the 
Senator from Maine, after having disputed the proposition aq- 
vanced by the Senator from Mississippi, owes it to himee!’ ang 
to the Senate to make the inquiry. He can send a telegram 
or he can get a message to the White House and ascertai ist 


what is the fact in the matter of the use of the horses, stables, 
and coachman, etc., provided for at the bottom of page 101: 


Executive Mansion: For-ordinary care, repair, and refurnis 


Executive Mansion, and for purchase, maintenance, and dri, e 
horses and vehicles for oflicial purposes, te be expended by con t or 
otherwise, as the President may determine, $35,000. 

I think the Senator from Maine could very easily discover 
whether or not there are other horses, whether there 
other stable, whether there is a private coachman or not. I 
do not think it makes much difference whether there is or 
whether there is not; but having disputed the proposition of 

| the Senator from Mississippi, I think he owes it to us t d 


out. 
Mr. HALE. I do not care about getting any information. I 
have no doubt about it myself. If the Senator has any doubt, 


he can do that. I have no doubt that the President's | te 
| horses and carriages, equipage, and everything that is connected 
with his family visitors and his friends and social dut are 


bought and paid for and maintained by the President | 
I have no doubt whatever about that. 

Now, when you come to the matter of going on bord a 
yacht—the Mayflower or the Dolphin—the President is : 


| man, and he is the better competent to do his whole duty, to 


perform his engrossing duties, because once in a while he ‘kes 
an outing. I do not know of anybody who is inclined | 

plain because the President does that. So I am not at al! trou- 
bled about anything of this kind. I do not think the President 
is exceeding in these things the law or the natural pri\ 

of the place. 


Mr. McLAURIN. I now yield to the Senator from Ohio 


Mr. FORAKER. I should not have interrupted as I did. I 
beg the Senator’s pardon. I was not aware that other 
tors had asked the privilege of interrupting. I only wante! to 


ask a question, and I did ask it, out of order, probably ; I 


have no doubt it is in the Recorp. However, I can repeat to 
the Senator. 
The question I asked was simply whether or not Se rs 


| were remembering that the President is Commander in ' 


| r : 
I[ALE. ‘That is another question, Mr. President. 
LAURIN. It is on the same principle. 
[ALE. No; it is not on the same principle. 
fr. McLAURIN. It is the same principle. 
r. ITALE. It is not the same principle. Congress legis- 
s and in terms takes into hand the question of carriages | 
ve 1 the appropriation bills. 
‘vow, the q on whether the President takes a Govern- 
vessel and goes on a cruise in a ship owned by the Gov- 
t, run by the Government, crews paid for by the Gov- | 
it, hether the President gets on board, goes down the 
r goes alot coast, is another question. Congress 
J ever take that uy 
McLAURIN. Will the Senator answer-me the question 
r is a fact that he does thi I am not objecting to | 
is yun n about that. I am objecting to this 
[ asked the Senator whether the carriage 
th are kept by the President are pur- 
‘ by the President with his private funds, and the Sen- 
seem to know whether the President uses the 
( { ‘ carriage horses or not. I want to 
the § tor knows whether the President uses the 
is spoken of as the President’s yacht for his private 
HALE. No; I do not know 
M URIN. The Senator the chairman of the com- 
a trol of naval affairs. 
\ I know at least that it is not the President’s 
IN. I under nd that. 
I not way the President’s yacht. It 
i 1 lent’s purposes alone. 
LAURIN But is it not lied the President’s yacht? | 
I RIN. Is t called so in public? I have not 
( bu that what it is called in the 
HALE. That may be. A great many things are called 
t 
Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator allow me? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Mississippi 
vield to the Senator from South Carolina? 
Mr. McLAURIN. When the Senator from Maine gets through 


I will yield to the Senator from South Carolina. 
Mr. HALE. That the President sometimes gets on board of— 
I think it is the Mayflower—a Government vessel, takes an 


of both the Army and the Navy. I suppose if, in his judgn 
is necessary to go aboard a ship and sail about some 


there is nobody to question his right to do it, unless it be , 
gross abuse of it, which I do not understand anybody ch S. 
Certainly there has been no ground for it under the present 


Administration. 

I will say to the Senator I do not feel called upon to 
answer to what he has been talking about; but, as I wnic™ 
stand it, charges similar to those ly has been calling atten"! 
to might have been made against any President we have 
They are all provided for by Congress—that is to say, we ™ 
appropriations for all the different purposes that are named. 


tw 
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ey may be a little bit larger, but I imagine not very much 
inpeer than they have been heretofore. They are certainly ne 
inrger than the natural growth of the necessities would seem to 

Mr. McLAURIN. I suggest that—— 

\ir. SCOTT. Mr. President, I rise for a question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from West Virginia 
will state his question. 

Mr. SCOTT. I understand the Senator from South Dakota 

[Mr. KITTREDGE] has given notice that at fifteen ‘minutes after 
®» he will proceed to close the debate on the canal bill. There 
are several of us who would like to say just a few words on 
that subject before the Senator from South Dakota makes his 
final speech, and if the debate on this bill runs a little longer I 
would suggest that we would all be cut out. 
Mr. McLAURIN. I want, before that is done, if the Senator 
from West Virginia will not raise any objection to it, to put 
the record straight. The Senator from Ohio has his predicate 
wrong. I never made any charge against the President. He 
speaks about the charges I have made or charges similar to these 
being made. I made no charge against the President. I merely 
stated that when Congress provided carriages and vehicles and 
corchmen and yachts for the President, I made no objection to 
it. but I thought that was sufficient, and it ought not to go to 
» extent of making an appropriation to pay the traveling ex- 
ses of the President and his guests. That was all I said. 
Then the Senator from Maine interrupted to ask me a question, 
if there was any coachman provided by the Government for the 
President. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. McLAURIN. If I am mistaken about that, I want to 
be corrected. I would not make a misstatement in reference to 
the facts. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does 
yield to the Senator from Maine? 
Mr. McLAURIN. Certainly. 
Mr. HALE. Let ine appeal to the Senator. We are taking 

(his time by the grace of Senators in charge of the Panama 
Canal bill, and several Senators wish to have the opportunity 
two or three minutes’ talk on that bill. I ask that the 
te resume the consideration of the unfinished business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. McLAURIN, Mr. President, I just want to put myself 
right in the Recorp, and to say that I was not making any 
charge against the President. 

HALE. ‘This will come up as soon as the canal bill is 
sed of. I shall then the Senate to resume the con- 
sideration of the appropriation bill. 


the Senator from Mississippi 


OL a 


disy ask 


PANAMA CANAL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 6191) to provide for the construction 


of a sea-level canal connecting the waters of the Atlantic and 
Pacifie oceans, and the method of construction. 


Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, for a great many years I have 
been thoroughly of the opinion that the building of a canal 
the Isthmus should be a sea-level canal. I have given 
the subject eareful consideration. From information I have 
been able to obtain from those better posted, and the fact that 
are compelled to vote upon the type of canal hastily and 
ithout giving some of us an opportunity to examine the hear- 
taken before the committee, and desiring above all things 
that we may have a canal and that, should I live out my al- 
loited time, I may be permitted to see it in operation across 
the Isthmus of Panama, I am inclined to favor the proposjtion 
of a lock eanal. I feel this way because it can be built so much 
cker and so much cheaper; and we are told by so eminent 
engineer as Mr. Stevens, a gentleman in whose ability and 
mesty of purpose I have every confidence, that this canal can 
later be made into a sea-level canal of the kind I have always 
t we should have—of 400 or 500 feet in width. Therefore, 
President, when I vote this afternoon on the canal ques- 
n I shall register my vote for a lock canal. But at the same 
e, if a sea-level canal could be built in a reasonable length 
of time of the proper width and dimensions, I should certainly 
here to the conviction I have held for years—in favor of that 
pe of canal. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I do not care to discuss this 
question beyond saying something similar to that which has 
just been said by the Senator from West Virginia. 

{ remember, when the proposition was before the Senate 

ne time ago as to whether we should adopt the Panama or 
the Nicaragua route, I was greatly influenced in favor of the 
Panama route, as no doubt many other Senators were by the 


Saks cal 


} 
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fact stated at page 11, according to the print I have befor 
of Report 783, part 2, Fifty-seventh Congress, first session, \ 
the Interoceaniec Canal Committee, or a majority at least 3 


members——— 
Mr. KITTREDGE. 
Mr. FORAKER. Yes; it was a minority 
ing to see. A minority of the memb« that committee set 
forth the advantages of the Panama route as contra 1 with 
the Nicaragua route, and then, after they had enumerated nine 
specific advantages, they added the following: 
In addition to thes 


A minority. 
report. I was | 


rs of 


» facts state 


1 by the Commission are the 
lowing, not referred to by them, but which have become of « 
importance, viz: 
10. It is recognized that a sea-level canal 1 rhe P 1 


Canal may be either constructed as a sea-level canal 
quently converted into one. On the other hand, no sea-l canal 
ever be possible on the Nicaragua route 


The proposition thus stated by the minority members of the 
committee at that time was discussed very elaborately in the 
Senate, and I remember that it had a controlling influence with 
other Senators than myself in voting to adopt the Panama 


instead of the Nicaragua route. 

That report was signed by Senators Hanna, Pritchard, Mir- 
LARD, and KITTREDGE. From that time I supposed it was in 
everybody’s mind that a sea-level canal was the ideal canal, 
and that at the proper time, if not at the beginning, we would 
construct a sea-level canal. 

It was never determined, I believe, that we should construct 
a sea-level canal at the beginning or that we should construct 
one at all, but that we should construct a canal on the Panama 
route, and we would locate it there in preference to 
route, because we might, if we saw fit to do so, 
sea-level or, in other words, an ideal canal. 

Now, like the from West Virginia, I had remained 
of the idea ever since until withi two or three month 


any ol her 


make OL it a 


wa nea Yr 
penator 


n the last 





when this discusison was commenced, that it was the part of 
wisdom to build a sea-level canal, and I supposed that would 
be the result of the investigations that were being made by the 
committee. I did not have time, because occupied with other 
work, to follow the hearings before that committee and read 
the testimony as it was taken and printed from day to day 
for the benefit of the committee and for the benefit of Senator 

I was therefore somewhat unprepared when, a few days ago, 
it was insisted that we should settle this matter at this time by 
voting upon it. I then made a request that there might be 
further time than was proposed to be given us in order that 
we might investigate this subject and read the testimony to 
obtain further information. With quite a number of other 
duties pressing upon me, I have not yet been able to read all 
of that testimony, but I have read enough of it to find that 
there is a positive difference of opinion among the ablest 
engineers of the country, not only as to whether we should 


prefer and build at this time a sea-level canal or a lock canal, 


but a wide difference of opinion among those engineers as to 
what kind of a lock canal we should build if we determine to 
build a lock canal. 

The minority of the Committee on Interoceanic Canals h 


reported in favor of a lock canal at an 85-foot level. There y 


testimony before that committee—and it semeed to me to be 
in many respects very persuasive testimony 1 favor of the 
proposition that if we build a lock canal it should be at a 60 
foot level. A great many things were said in favor of the 60- 
foot-level lock canal that seemed to me to give it an ivantage 
over the 85-foot lock canal. So it is, as a result of reading after 
those learned engineers who have been on the ground and who 
have made investigations, and who have given u he benefit 
of what they learned by means of these investig nms—as a 
result of reading that there is still to my mind a good deal 
of doubt as to what is the wisest and best thing to do. 

But we are to vote, and every Senator must speak for him- 
self in a few minutes. There is no time to investigate further 


and I 


propose, although with some misgiving as to whether 
that is the wisest thing to do, to follow what has been indi- 
cated as the preference of those who have the greatest responsi- 
bility with respect to this canal. The President, the Secretary 
of War, the House of Representatives, the engineer in charge, 
Mr. Stevens, who, so far as I can judge, reading after him 
is a very able engineer and a very fair-minded man, all « 
cur that they want a lock canal, and are so insistent u 1 t 
as the result of their investigations thet, in vie t! 


responsibility, I do not feel, under the circumstanc lik 

ing for a different kind of canal as to which, if they were to 
go on with the construction of it, would be proceeded with on 
their part with a great deal of misgivir 


| P4 , 5 yy i 
Now, it is not necessary for me to stop and point out what the 
troubles are. I am satisfied, however, that the dam Gatuu 














nw 
Se , 
will be a safe dam, but I am not satisfied as to the safety of | 
the locks, or that the ground under the dam will be safe as | 
t per tions or erosions, or whatever it is proper to call | 
of the r that will be brought to bear upon it; in| 
‘ rds, t gulches in the indurated clay, as pointed out 
ou these maps which hang on the walls, are shown by the testi- 
ny to be filled with a different kind of material from that 
hich is found ewhere where the dam will be situated, and 
e already s! n to haye water in them. What the result of 
t i be I< %t know, but as the men who have the respon- 
y and who have investigated the subject prefer to take 
t] responsibility rather than any other, I am compelled, aside 
all question of relative cost, to leave it to them to deter- 
I might point out a number of difficulties, but I want to say 
fi r only that I have reached this conclusion not because I | 
the sea-level canal would be a failure if it were con- | 
in accordance with the report of the majority. As I 





i stand, it sed to be 150 feet in width at the bottom 
e it pass ugh the dirt, and where it passes through 

t is to be 200 feet wide at the bottom, so that its narrow- 

‘ part is not where the rock is, as has been all the while re- 


peated here, but where it 


would not do so much harm if a ship | 


irying to pass another should meet with the accident of running 
against the side of the canal. We have been told how a ship | 
would be crushed by going against the rocks, 


I do not know of anything else that it is necessary to com- 
I have no fear, so far as I am concerned, as to the 


ment upon 


of a That 


eces sea-level canal on account of the tidal lock. 








does not present any such difficulty as was suggested here yes- ; 
terday; at least it does not convey any such difficulty to my 
mind. The tidal lock weuld be situated differently from the 
l s at the Gatun dam. If there should be any accident in | 
( rection with those locks, there would certainly be a very 
( trous result, but not necessarily any disaster whatever if | 
t » should be an accident of an ordinary kind in connection | 
with the tidal lock. 
it, as I have intimated before in reference to this matter, I | 
did not take the floor for the purpose of discussing it. I only | 
ook the floor to express the doubt I have and the regret I have | 
that I can not vote as I propose to vote with greater satisfac- | 
ion to myself. 
Mr. KITTREDGE. Mr, President, the advecates of the lock 
! express the opinion that the period of nine years to 
struct the ] canal is too great and that eighteen to twenty 
venty-five years will be required to build the one at sea 
1 The minority of the Board of Consulting Engineers 
( nate the time s hine years and fifteen years, respectively. | 
,, his t ny before the committee, stated that by | 
we » shifts of men, instead of one, the time of con- 
ruction for the sea-level canal would be reduced to less than 
ten years. Jk Parsons, who was the engineer for the New | 
York subway, a work which cost thirty-five millions, and was | 
finished in less til than he had estimated as necessary, stated | 
the committee that in his opinion the sea-level canal would | 
finished in eleven years. Mr. Hunter, a member of the 
I 1 chief engineer of the Manchester Ship Canal, in a 
“ itly prese | to the Senate, states that after a care- 
msideration of all the facts and conditions and the argu- | 
{ minority of the Board, that he is confident that the | 
I excavation, the work that measures the time for com- | 
the whole undertaking, can be finished in ten years, 
int the time estimated by the minority of the Board for 
! jletion of this plan is far too short. 
Tie s out that the Gatun and other dams can never be | 
( s safe and secure unless cut-offs of some kind are | 
lown through the silt and alluvium, upon which it is | 
{ to base them, so as to absolutely stop the subsurface | 
HOPKINS. Before the Senator gets to the Gatun dam | 
uest of the length of time—he has quoted the evi- | 
Prof r Burr and othe -I wish to ask if in their 
y they make any statement as to the number of cubic | 
¢ i j * shovel? | 
Mr. KITTREDGE. Mr. President, they do; and I will cover 
that point little later 
Mr. HOPKINS Very 
Mr. KITTREDG! I will take your own engineers. 
Mr. HOPKINS. I want to1 e a suggestion when the Sena- | 
tor reaches that point. 





Mr. KITTREDGE. Mr. Hunter also expresses the belief that 


th ignitude as to quantity of masonry in the proposed six 
] it three sites and as to the time of completing them has 
been 1 ‘restimated; that with a proper allowance of time for | 


. these defects and to complete the lock canal, construction | 
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must be extended for several years. This is the opinion of 4) 
greatest canal engineer in England, thoroughly practica] 
every sense, and whose achievements stand as monuments of his 
ability and genius. 

Mr. John IF. Wallace is another whose opinions concern), 
these questions are important. He was the.chief engineo; 
the Panama Canal for thirteen months, having left the posit; 
of chief engineer of one of the great railroad systems of { 
United States, and has held many responsible engineering pos; 
tions with several great systems, in the discharge of which 
duties he had the direction of expenditures of from $10,000,009 
to $30,000,000 annually. He is also a past president of 
American Society of Civil Eugineers. 

As above stated, having been the chief engineer of the cana] 
when a reorganization of the Commission for the consirwucti 
of the canal was effected, he was retained in the position 
had then held for nearly a year and was also made a mem! 
of the Commission itself. His duties were thus much extended 
and enlarged by order of the President. Mr. Wallace has haq 
larger experience in the work of steam-shovel railway excay: 
tion and transportation than any engineer in the world, and is 
an authority on the kind of consiruction operations that wil] 
very largely predominate at Panama. On page 569 of the « 
neers’ testimony he says, in effect, that he can not find 
basis for the opinion that the difference in time required 
constructing the two types of canal could possibly exceed three 
years, qualifying this statement in this way: 

But, considering that the work on the sea-level canal is plain, 
nary, everyday work of digging and hauling away what is dug, I do not 
believe that very much additional time would be required for the 
level canal. 

He also calls attention to the fact that the time may ver; 
well be much shortened by working at night as well as by day, 
the latter having been the basis of his original figures. Again, 
on page GOS, he says: 

I doubt very much whether six large locks, with an immense an it 
of concrete and structure that has got to be put in by labor more cr 
less skilled and put in in forms, and depending upon material coming 
there just in right quantities and at the right time—I doubt very 
whether the central excavation could not be taken out at Cule 
a sea-level canal as soon as the six immense locks could be constructed, 


It is am open question in my mind. I think the minority have unde: 
estimated the time it will take to construct these locks. 


And further on Mr. Wallace repeats and reiterates his opin- 
ions as above given. 

To summarize, it comes to about this: That eight of the 
engineers of the Consulting Board and the former chief engi- 
neer express the opinion that the maximum time for construct 
ing the sea-level canal will be from twelve to thirteen 
allowing for the 20 per cent additional time, as I explain: 
my former remarks in the Senate. Several of them, inclu 
those who have had most experience in construction work of 
the kind presented, place the time at eleven, ten, and even nin 
years. If there are any men in the world better qualified 
make estimates of time to build the canal, I do not know wh 
to find them. 

The minority of the Board expresses the belief that it 
take at least six years longer to excavate the sea-level ¢: 
than the lock plan they recommend. 

in the hearing before the committee Mr. Noble repeats 
opinion, but Mr. Stearns does not appear to have touched upon 
this subject in his testimony. General Abbott addressed a 
ter to the committee on the general question, but does not 1 
to the time of construction. Mr. Stevens, the present « 
engineer, in the hearings before the committee makes no « 
ment upon the estimate of time required to accomplish the w: 
on either plan; but in his letter to the Commission, date 
January 26, 1906, and which is printed in connection with 
two reports, he says: 

I also believe that the difference in time required for construction 
as between the two types will be very much greater than repo l, 
and I would not care to set a less time than eighteen or twenty 3 


Lic 


iis 


| for the building of the sea-level canal, while I am firmly of the belief 


that the time as shown in the minority report for the construction of 
the high or 85-foot summit level is ample. 

In this connection it is interesting to note the testimony 
which Mr. Shonts and Mr. Stevens recently gave before the co! 
mittee of the Heuse upon this question. On the 23d day « 
April Mr. Shonts addressed a letter to the Secretary of War, in 
which, among other things, he says: 


Chief Engineer Stevens during the month of March, without mal 


| any special effort, but following the general policy of work herei 


removed 240,000 cubic yards of material, with an average 0! 
10.7 steam shovels working. The reports up to the 15th of this month 
indicate a still greater degree of efficiency in excavation. He believ: 
that by July or August he will have forty shovels installed, and wil! 


| in a position to remove approximately 1,000,000 cubic yards per mon 


The actual cost for’ material handied outing March, figuring in con- 
tractor’s expenses, was 534 cents a cubic yard. 


It is not a difficult mathematical proposition to figure out the 
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loneth of time, according to this statement, that would be re- 
: ed to construct the sea-level canal. He states that with 
shovels operating in July or August he can remove 1,000,- 
( ~ibie yards per month. In a year, therefore, he will exca- 
\ 12,000,000 cubic yards. There are to be excavated in the 

Culebra cut only 110,000,000 cubic yards, requiring, there- 
according to his statement, not eighteen, twenty, or twenty- 
? ears, but a little more than nine years to make that exca- 
. 1: and all concede that the time to construct the sea-level 


is measured by the excavation of this cut. 
1d that his estimate is based upon the use 


It is to be 
of only forty 
be 


and it is conceded that at least eighty shovels may 
bly employed in this cut. If the latter figures were 
; ed, it requires no argument to demonstrate that the work 


completed in a still shorter peri 


( ul 


Shonts i 


d. 
Ss supported in this statement. On page 113 of 
stimony given by Mr. Stevens before the House committee, 
rch we got rid of 250,000 yards of stuff. * * * 
ce 96 he says: 


the 














ebra cut work we have been doing, under Mr. Wallace 
r myself, has been done with the old equipment, which is 
ite, which is too small, which is not economical to use: and it 
been poor business judgment to go ahead and make yard- 
take out that cut with that equipment. In that sense of the 
I has been no great loss of time, and the onl use I have 
that equipment, both engines and cars, has been simply in 
for the new equipment, getting in new tracks and new 
; d things of that kind. In other words, the only modern 
we have had since | have been there has been the shovels. 
no engines; nothing of the sort, all of which are now 
hen, it appears that, nothwithstanding all these handi- 


ir. Stevens dug out and carried away from Culebra cut 
yards of earth and rock, according to his 
it, drilling and blasting ahead for 361,000 cubic yards of 
ial rock work. 


cubic besides, 


tatements of Mr. Randolph, of the minority of the 
J of Consulting Engineers, whom the Senator from Illinois 
[oPKINS], no doubt, well knows, as he was the chief engi- 
the Chicago Drainage Canal, upon this subject are in- 


¢ Mr. Randolph has had an extensive and valuable 


‘e in conducting large engineering works where num- 
| steam shovels have been used, notably in the Chicago 
D ge Canal tespecting the sea-level canal as planned by 


jority, he said: 


d the plan as entirely feasible 
l out within the « 


and practicable, 
n be carried in : 
this is the prac 


timate ot cost. 
ticable route. 





+ 


to be built, 


I d from page 137 of the report of the Board of Consult- 
rineers. 

ige 405 of the report of the Board, Mr. Randolph sub- 

estimate of the plan required to make the Culebra 

n, stated at 106,000,000 yards. He assumes that each 

will work only nineteen day of ten hours each, and re 

nly 500 cubic yards per day, whereas the maximum 


of these shovels is 3,000 cubic yards per day when 
] “l to work without interruption. But with these fig 
sa basis, he declares that 93 steam shovels would do the 
n ten years, and 117 in eight years. These, be it reme 
are figures of one of the minority engineers. 
is connection, I repeat the statement made by me in the 
s I submitted to this body some time ago. Every struc- 
nd every feature connected with the sea-level canal has 
he approval of all the engineers of the Consulting Board, 
! ty as well as majority. There are no doubts respecting 
pe of canal. The doubt begins when it is proposed to 
‘uct a lock canal. 
his connection it may be interesting to read just a word 
he testimony of General Hains, of the Isthmian Canal 
( ission, so highly praised by some of the Senators speaking 
lock canal. I read from page 727 of the testimony of 
rs before the Committee on Interoceanic Canals: 

r MorGcan. General, if the country between Gamboa and 
Miguel was as open and as easy of being cut through by dicging 
dredging as the country between Bohio and Gamboa, would you 
’ a lock canal acress between Gamboa and Pedro Miguel to a sea- 
inal through that same area? 
ral HAINS (after a pause). I do not know that I could answer 
uestion offhand; but I am rather inclined to think, Senator, 
| would prefer a sea-level canal under those circumstances. 

hen his objection to a sea-level canal, Mr. President, is not 
{| on any feature except the excavation of 57,000,000 cubic 
from the Culebra eut—for that is the exact figure agreed 
by all the members of the engineering board—and because 
t excavation he asks and the minority of the Committee 
Interoceaniec Canals asks, this body to recommend and ad- 
‘ the construction of a lock canal. He would have this Goy- 


a 
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crnment balk at the job of excavating 57,000,000 yards of ma- | ceed 2.64 miles an hour, and as no flood has been k 




















terial, covering a distance of only $8 mil a fi nm, and 
SS feet lower than the lock cana! 

Mr. Hunter estimates that each i { VS 
in a month, and gives an average daily out of S800 yards 
while Mr. Wallace estimates that the daily outpu dl 1.000 
yards per day and twenty days per mont! In this ’ 
it should not be forgotten that the si sh i 
in favorable material of 3,000 cubic y Is } | 
Stevens confirms. 

I contend that the data at hand : the most ‘ ‘ 
neers in the world, men of the most extensive | ( i 
ence, fully warrant the opinion expres l by the 1 . that 
the time required for the completion of the sea-level but 
slightly, if any, longer than would | 
the lock canal with its six enorm f a 
of dams. 

It has been stated here, M P1 l that ¢ } 
vessels are unable to efter | the wit 1 ck 
are not sufficiently great.” 

Let us see about this. The bat hip Mikara, » 7 
beam, and the cruiser Good Hop f TS feet beam, h ! l 
through that canal—and I refer to the re rt of e Board 
page 177, and the engineering test ny, page S824 I oO 
be remembered, Mr. President, that in the Suez C: 1 t 
mum depth is 31 feet and the bottom width is « t 
against 150 feet bottom width in the proposed sea-l 
Panama, and 40 feet draft of water 

Lioyd’s Register of Shipping gives the be of all r 
vessels by name. There are but four vessels c 
a beam greater than 78 feet, wl is » | ‘ G 
Hope, and they are the h | 3] 

Lord Nelson, and the Ru batth 3 / 
There is not a commer ’ r 77.7 
feet, and only two are building t \ 

Attention is here called to tl I r f ey "4 of 
a huge craft through the §& ( l es t ck 
Dewey, 500 feet long, and 150 ft | a hug ‘ 

a ship, but a monste wit ) 0 
through the Suez Canal without lent or 

interrupting traffic an hour. That s ent is upon 
report of the Navy Department. 

‘he minority say that the Suez Canal has 13 le l ves 
and the Panama sea level would have 19, er 6 ore t] 
the other. Also, that the Suez Canal has at times a « 

24 miles an hour, in which “large vessels do not steer e] 
and they ask “ How would such vessels get 
cumstances in 2 curvature fou id one-half t 
Suez?” If the Senators who had used t ed 
their authority a little further they 1 | ( 

The testimony and the report read “ However, » na ition 
never interrupted on account of the current.” ee 176 
Report of the Board of Consulting En eers.) | Ls 

the minority supposes that if a canal 50 miles ! Ov 
miles in curvature, the navigation of it by larg : | 
be attended with insuperable or very great d y ind 
every vessel of the tens of thousands that ha pa 

Suc including hundreds of our 10,04 ! $ 

turn several curves of shorter radius by 1,000 
any proposed in Panama. One of » | l \ pe 
sharper—ihat is, a ra only half as long 

The Kiel Canal has 23% miles in curva e of ind yet 
the great battle ships of Germany ar s 

At Manchester there is on \ f - h 
bottom in the curve of 155 feet Q j 200 t 
radius and 200 feet bottom lat lL y ; 470 feet 
long and 25 feet draft are daily passing thes irves with the 
greatest ease. 

Great stress is laid by the minority upon iwful t 3 
that would happen to ssels navigating the Pa i Canal in 
the portion where tributary streams bring quota 
water and create currents varying from 1 milk » 2 3 
per hour; and in another place the mil 
says “the Consulting Board concede th ‘ f 
to be led into the canal during the we 
rent between Obispo and the shores of | m | V yf 
a mile an hour to 2.64 miles, according to e 1 
flood.” 

The Board of Engineers has made no suc! l : 
cession. They have said that sluices e prov l 
Gamboa dam capable of discharging 15.000 second f 
the average annual flow of which will n 
feet. The Board also says that if 15,000 f e ( 


charged, and the tributary streams below were all at um 
flood at the same time, the current develop 


<i il ‘ ‘ 








more than about sixty hours, the time during which such a maxi- 
nium current could exist would not exceed a half dozen days in 

vear, for there has never been a year since observations 
I 1 in 1882 when the rivers were in flood more than twice, 


nd then for but two or three days at a time. 
The majority demonstrates that never for more than a week 
or so each year will the current exceed 1 mile an hour, and this 








is all predicated on the assumption that all the flow from the 
Chagres at Gamboa will seek exit to the Atlantic, whereas, in 
fact, a very considerable part, estimated at one-third, will flow 
ioward the Pacific. It is extremely doubtful if it will ever 
I 1 14 miles an hour. 

Now, to what purpose is all of this?, To discredit the sea- 
level plan. But the minority have apparently forgotten that 
Mr. Noble, who is twice referred to by the minority of the 
committee as the “dean of American engineers,” told the com- 
mittee that, in his belief, the plan ofgfhe majority for control- 
ling the Chagres floods and the flow Of the tributary streams 
was adequate and satisfactory. 

A comparison with Suez is altogether favorable to Panama. 
It is not half as long. It will be about one-third deeper. It 
will be nearly 40 per cent wider in its narrowest part. It will 
have nearly one-third greater area in cross section. It will 


have much less abrupt curvature. It will be much 
navigate by large vessels. It will have currents of no greater 
velocity than exists in Suez and which does not retard naviga- 
tion. It will require no more, if as much, dredging to main- 
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nounced that this programme could and would be carried to 
completion, and that the canal in five years from 1887 would he 
passing vessels and earning a revenue out, of the surplus with 
which he would finish the sea-level canal a few years later. 
Apparently De Lesseps believed this, and work was immedj- 
ately begun in excavating the lock pits. 

But the French investors had lost all faith in the enterprise, 
The last efforts to raise money, by the issue of lottery bon Is, 
failed, and in 1889 the bankruptcy of the French company 
announced. ’ 


as 


committee that this collapse was due to the fact that an at- 
tempt had been made to achieve the impossible—a sea-leye] 
eanal. This is a wholly unjustified opinion for which no proof 
can be cited. The result would have been exactly the same 
had the lock plan been adopted originally instead of later. 

The two and only causes of failure were, first, the beginning 
of construction work without any adequate studies or prepara- 





tions, and, second, because approximately four-fifths of the 
eapital raised was dissipated, squandered, and lost, principally 
in France. The type of canal attempted to be made had noth- 
ing to dp with the collapse. The outcome beggared and 
| ruined a great many of the French people and resulted in the 
criminal conviction and incarceration of many of the leading 
spirits in the swindle. De Lesseps himself died a few years 
later, a convicted criminal. I make no hazard in repeating 
| that had proper measures been taken in advance, and honesty 


tain: and, finally, it will be a better canal in every way; but | 


if a canal of the small dimensions of Suez as it is now existed 
at Panama, it would be a much better canal than the 
desired by the minority—a high-level multilock one. 

It would accommodate 99 per cent of all the vessels that now 
are afloat, and far meet the requirements of the United 
States that the canal problem would be deemed to be solved, if 
a transit like Suez now existed at the Isthmus of Panama. 

But it does not exist at Panama, and this nation has under- 
taken to construct one of capacity adequate to accommodate not 
90, but 100 per cent of all vessels in existence and in expec- 
tation. 

The sea-level canal proposed by the Board of Consulting En- 
gineers will do this, and no plan yet proposed providing high 
lift locks will do it. 

It was claimed during this digcussion that De Lesseps began 
the construction of the canal at Panama on the sea-level plan 
and failed because a sea level was not the better canal at that 
place, 


sO 


one | 


and intelligence characterized the effort, both on the Isthmus 
and in France, a sea-level canal 26 feet deep and 75 feet bottom 
width would have been open to the shipping of the world and 
in general use by the year 1895. 

From 1889 to 1894 no work was done at Panama save to care 
for property. In 1889 a commission to study the situation was 
convened by the receiver of the old company, and it reported 
in 1890, a date when the criminal prosecution of the promoters, 


directors, and contractors of the defunct company was being 
earried on in the French courts for frauds and embezzlements of 


all kinds and bribing the national legislature. It was seen to 
be useless to attempt to complete the canal on any plan that 
would involve the expenditure of a large sum, for the public 
disgusted with the very name “Panama.” It was, however, 
hoped that in time this feeling would pass away and the stench 
of the past be forgotten. A scheme involving the minimum of 


as 


| expenditure in time and money was proposed as an alterna- 


The first effort to raise funds failed, and then De Lesseps | 


had an examination made by certain engineers of his own 
lection, and they reported that a sea-level canal could be con- 
structed at a cost of $166,800,000. It should be borne in mind, 
however, that the canal then proposed was practically of the 
dimensions of the Suez Canal, which had been then recently 


se- 


tive—a lock canal—but the French public and the world’s in- 
vestors would have nothing to do with it, and so the work lan- 
guished until 1894, when a feeble reorganization was effected, 


| composed largely of the old promoters and contractors, some of 


whom, to escape conviction for fraud and embezzlement, sub- 
scribed to the capital stock of the new company, which resumed 
work feebly in the year stated with a capital of some $11,000, 
The policy was to continue work in a small way, with the 
hope that the past would be forgotten by degrees and that later 
funds could be raised to complete a canal of small dimensi: 
but this hope proved elusive. There was a little 


VOrK a 


| on the Culebra and Empire summits, but the limited capital 


constructed—26 feet draft and 72 feet bottom width. 

The next attempt to raise money for the project was suc- | 
cessful. Monsieur De Lesseps at once commenced work, and the 
Isthmus was soon teeming with life and activity, but no sur- 
vé had been made or matured plans proposed, and no data 
existed to show what would be the magnitude of the under- 


Lcliv tile. 
[lad De Lesseps spent two years’ time and two or three mil- 
lion dollars in studies, and preparation, a vast sum 
ould have been saved and the work really and substantially 
ed. Meanwhile the press, especially that of France, was 
idized to aid the financial schemes of the promoters, and 
sums were spent in the propaganda in bribing and corrupt- 


surveys, 


Viillé 


ng those who had the power to retard the work or to levy 
blackmail. 

Yet the work went on:and the laboring force and equipment 
were rapidly expanded, so that in 1887 some 17,000 men were 


e total 


amount of money raised—$246,000,000—was quite 


suflictent had it been properly expended to have completed a 
{ canal of dimensions equal in respect to width and 
dl 1 of channel to those of Suez; but it has been estimated 
tl ! | expenditures on the Isthmus, outside of useless 
! 1er'y ! ind shipped to Panama from France, did not 
exceed at the time of the collapse $50,000,000 or $60,000,000, al- 
though, when attempting to sell the enterprise to the United 
Stutes, it was claimed that over $100,000,000 had been spent on 
t Isthmus. 
By 18sS7 it became evident even to sanguine De Lesseps that 
his ability to raise money was fast disappearing. Grasping at 
straws, he reluctantly accepted an alternative of introducing 


temporary locks of small size, to be made wholly of metal. these 
later removed and a sea-level canal to result. He an- 


was rapidly vanishing. It was evident that another col e 
was impending. L. N. B. Wyse again appeared on the scene 
with a scheme for a lock canal and M. P. Bunau-Varilla, who 
claims to have been the author of the provisional lock plan 
proposed to De Lesseps, wrote a book—indeed, two books 
show how easy it would be to make a provisional lock canal 
and later to transform it to one at sea level. 

The company next resorted to a commission or committee of 
scientists to galvanize the enterprise into life and to convince 
the public that the scheme was realizable on a commercial basis 
and that profits to investors were in sight. 

This committee consisted of six Frenchmen, two Germans, 
two Americans, one Belgian, one Englishman, one Russian, and 
one Colombian. ‘They were in session over two years and re- 
ported in 1898, but result was nil so far as concerned resus- 
citation of the scheme. Another body of engineers appointed 
by the French company, four Frenchmen and one Americn, 
indorsed the report of the earlier committee for a small, in- 
adequate, and entirely unsatisfactory lock canal. That these 
three commissions did not know very well that their project 
was but a makeshift it is impossible to believe; at all events 
the French and Huropean public knew it and would have notl- 
ing to do with a plan that proposed to hoist the world’s com 
merce and navies over a hill 100 feet high when they also knew 
that the Suez shares were selling at four or five times their 
face value, and that the profits of this sea-level route were i}- 
creasing year by year. 

The French company, which had set two or three thous: 
men at work in 1894, reduced this force steadily, so that 


LO 


nd 
by 
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er all three reports of the commissions and committees | of uries—a ship « ul ! | 
ved’ ineffective, they had reduced the number of men to | Should we construct the best 
thousand be adequate to met ll pro oO 
this time an effort was made to rieanize the! tent with the cl t canal i ’ 
rise,” as they called it, to recharter the company under | briefest time? 
s of New Jersey, the > French company to transfer to the | It is difficult for me to bring m 
ll property, rights, and interests; for it was painfully the way in which it is considered by t 1 ( 
to the French eamadenn of the nama Canal that} mittee on Interoeeanie Canals. 1] “ 
the world could a dollar be raised for a private com- | livered in this Chamber, he said (p. 87 ; 
the United States should take up Nicaragua, which then ai iad ith ad i 
probable. 'The old Panama bonds were then selling for | for a practical. l at 
| or three dollars per share, as reported on the Bo urse. | in the test | 
t spasm also ad flat, for the capitalists of the United We can not ree t] be 7 
ould not subseribe for a dollar of ‘the new stock, and the | gate in this matte : What thev wv 
is abortive for the needs of to-day or to-m ) It a ) 
this time the Walker Commission reported that the | meet all future de ls which 
1 work at Panama and Panama Railroad stock was worth We are building this canal. ‘ ~ 
000. H e was a ray ot hope, and it was seized On | ries. and the it of 1 vs 
‘nl . ihe hinai resuit is W i KhHOWwn. wh matters to “ay © ed. it 2 ‘ : 
1 this dees not signify that the route is an impracti- | ];¢¢1, mpared 1 the S the | 
( 7 that the property is not worth what we paid for it— | getermined by 1 haracter or type of nal 
ry is the case. Perhaps a few years we The sta e under which th the <« l 5 uired 
ive had the unfinished work g, for the com- ind th rk has so f been p . ' t} 
; on the verge of collapse. But the course pursued by | eanal “ shall be of Hiecient <« & dent el] 
rnment was a wise one, for it removed many trouble- | ep, ient passage i sels of t | l 
tions and enabled us to secure at Panama the ideal t draft now in use and such a2 be rea 
e at sea level—and which would have been opened ten | Thore has been n mation, so f as | 
had the French people go ut it in the right way | jg qemandinge am s to-ds in : 
led frand, bribing. and graft. eanal than it de l ] 
pts to patch up a previsional makeshift failed, aS | go we reneat. the peo : 
ible > Panama is no place to build a leck canal. er 1] { 
nd there only, in America ean the ideal canal be ' lj 
one at i level—dividing the continents and joining nect the Atlantic and 
iside tne : < 
aus ve} a \ t 
tl 1eces st] . ] 
ite \ hin the m ] } } 
he l inter- v 3 ] ‘ 
eanal of type t] t e of 
y I the e 
‘ I i ( 
; na | a ind if » | I 
nh en per- | , id e 
] in ed i 
sid . I yield the ficoor, so that the Wi : Sen- | at] i tl | ‘ 
Ohio [Mr. Dick] may occupy the remaining five 1 f the 11 
t] the thi ‘ 
[CK. Mr. President, Senators will remember t ti ] eanal. . 
if Congress \ har 1 from the I 1 to ‘ he q if 
one of the det ining facto 1 the con re] 
S that t Pana we do vy it S linp : » J ‘ l 
li I stTru ea-level canal Li juts 1 7 I 
n that determination was made the action was bot 1 o s 
yrtant than what we shall determine now L vote | , : } 
the ty] f canal we shall build We « i nd | , ho 
great diversity of testimony, expert and othery how i » J 
n may honestly differ as to which is the bett But | , E ‘ 
hanged my vote from support of the Nicaraguan route | September 11 
of the Panama route, I have failed thus far to find | easion he said 
which compel me to recede from my position in favor Age - 
i-level canal across the Isthmus of Panama, or to} } e 
y judgment and convictions. I. I hop t 
» called upon to determine on short notice and after | * 7°" )°) ell  t 
ited debate the type of canal which the United States | the’ Panama 
ruct. This enterprise is undoubtedly the greatest | sibility. : 
ever undertaken by any government, involving as it wil en tok | gtr aa 
expenditure of hundreds of illions of dollars. course it is | ‘ . t 
generally admitted that we must spend at least two | means to r gre 
million dollars and years of time in the construction | DOr Pree ty ' 
canal, whether it be a lock or a sea-level canal, and in | recom! 
ment the people of the United States care less whether ! to turn il ) 
cost a few millions more or take a few more years of | ' , —_ 
in that when oe it shall be an entire success. This Board of Consul ] I 
tremendous undertaking, and while it may prove as | called to his assistance, consisted of nine « 
le an investment as the Suez Canal, yet, on the other | States and one engineer nominated, resp 
the traffic which passes through it may prove disap- | Gel , and French Govern the ¢ 
and the enterprise may never return interest on the | erlands, and the < uting eng f 
ent. We bave, however, engaged in the task, and can | these gentlemen were men of high st 
back. The cost is so stupendous that no aggregation | To them was given the task of 
‘ate capital would undertake the work. We can not} proposed for the construction of tl 
any foreign government to engage in the project, and | conclusions after having considered d 3 
nited States can not now retrace its steps, but must} presented to them. After making 
i ute the work to a successful end. | problems involved in the undertaking, this Board p I two 
iat object should be kept in view in realizing this dream | reports, a majority report sigued by eight m ers Ol ul 3 
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commerce convinced the Board of Consulting Engineers ¢) 
sea-level canal was imperative. Accidents which have oc 

in the past few years in the lock of the Soo Canal and in iyo 
Manchester Ship Canal, and which escaped very serious r 
only by the narrowest of margins, give warning that a 


canal at Panama might by some such accident be destroyed 
yond possibility of repair within several years. In view of tho 
conflict of expert opinion on the possibility of danger a; » 
from this source, the only prudent plan to follow is to ad . 
canal type which obviates that danger entirely. : 
We are told that the channel of a lock canal will be , . 
than the channel of a sea-level canal, and therefore boa{ 


make better time through the former. In the many mi!os 
lake navigation which the lock-canal advocates hold up 4, 
as proving beyond question the superiority of that type of e:3)4) 
a channel must be excavated, and it will have the disadvantecc 
of being a submerged channel, such as exists in Lake St. « 


znd the Detroit River, in the Great Lakes. 
Such channels must be marked by lines of buoys or otherwis, 
and will retard the speed of vessels as much as will the chann i 

| of the sea-level canal. The Board gives the assurance thai i 
sels can make the passage through a sea-level canal in sever) 
hours better time than through a lock canal. It is even wore 


LB 1, recommending that the sea-level type be adopted for 
the Panama Canal, and a minority report signed by five mem- 
recommending a lock canal at an elevation of 85 feet 

! seu level. The Board found that at Panama alone is a 
‘ el ¢ il in open cutting feasible, and expressed no doubt 
( i ability of such a eanal, 

cn recommended by the Board has a depth of 40 feet, | 
hottem width of 150 feet in earth, with side slopes ad- | 
to ft nature of the ground, so as to give a surface width 
mn 302 feet to 457 feet. In rock the section is to be altered 
to have a bottom width of 200 feet and a surface width of 
t. At the Pacific end the canal is to be protected by 
il lock located between Ancon and Sosa hills. It is also 
| that this width will be sufficient to permit steamers to 
n a speed of 6 to 8 knots per hour, and to allow two 
, merchant steamers to pass each other on the line of 
hi al without stopping. 

Outside of the considerations of time and cost, two important 
( nts must be kept constantly in mind in determining the 

f this canal. It is not only to be a commercial highway, | 

iing the two oceans, over which it is hoped will pass a never- | 
( g 1 of merchant ships, but, what is of greater im- | 
| nee, the canal is to be part of the military and naval de- 
fense of the United States. It will double the efficiency of our 
Navy by permitting our battle ships and cruisers to move 
guickly from our Atlantie coast line to our Pacific coast line, 
and vice versa, without rounding Cape Horn. 

These two considerations make it absolutely imperative that | 
that type of canal be adopted, other things being equal, which | 
will be the safest and the least liable to accident and interrup- 
tion of traffic. 

Year after year we are constructing larger ships both for 
( "ce 1 for war purposes, and the canal should be large 
‘ 1 and adequate enough and practical enough to admit of 

transportation of all these ships without hindrance and 
d er. The size of battle ships has been constantly 
‘easing, until they have reached the dimensions of the 
J ght class, a@ marine monster which Germany, Japan, 
the United States, and possibly other nations may equal. The 
‘ ers t it would be almost impracticable to lock a 
f this class up and down in the proposed lock canal. Of 
ue would the canal be to this country if in time of great 
I | peril it would be impracticable to send our largest bat- 
ips through it? The Atlantic liners are steadily increasing 
nd there is promise that before many years we shall | 
n $00 feet long and 90 feet in beam. It would be 
impracticable to send such vessels through a lock canal. | 
rhe Am« an people will not be satisfied with that type of 
| What they demand is the very best canal which ney 
! ln can produce, and they will not be satis- 

fied with any temporary expedient. 

i nl f ither, Mr. President, that in most of these 

rly all of the testimony, it is generally 
“d level canal is the ideal canal, and nearly | 
‘ yh ussed the matter has admitted that the 
l ; but an intermediate construction, which, at some 
be developed into a sea-level canal. We had 
ir. ] lent, take the time now and pay the expense 
te that which shall be durable and perma- 
which shall answer the necessities and requirements 

! { : = il ile 
vel canal possesses the incomparable advantage of 
1 and completed enterprise. Nearly every supporter 
| canal regards such construction as a half-way meas- 
merely the beginning of what is in time to be changed 

a s evel canal. The President frankly avowed that posi- 

t emarks quoted aboy The Board reported that it 
} from an engineering standpoint to change any 
ea-level canal, but that it would be impractica- 


ial standpoint until the capacity of the canal 


the increase of trafi vhich would be remote, and 

t el canal is to be constructed in the near 

uld be built at once. 

{ in considerations to be kept in mind is the abso- 
hi f uring safe and uninterrupted navigation 
‘ the | is when the canal shall be ready for traffic. 
No will deny that a sea-level canal is superior to a lock 
canal in this respect. The sea-level canal will require only one 
lock, Which will be needed at the Pacific end because the tide 
there rises as high as 20 feet as against an ebb and flow at 


Colon of only 24 feet. The engineers tell us, however, that this 
lock will only be required one-half of the time, so that the de- 
struction of that lock at most would disable the canal only one- 
half the time. The absolute necessity of guaranteeing safe 
and uninterrupted passage through the canal when opened to 





apparent that more vessels can pass through a sea-level ennaj 
within a given time than can pass through an 85-foot level caja] 
with three locks, or lifts, at both ends. 

The cost of maintenance is admittedly much less in the 
of a sea-level canal, and the possibility of disabling it in time of 
war or of an interruption to traffic at any time is so i: \- 
parably less that these considerations alone should decide tlhe 
issue for that type of a canal unless the elements of time and 
cost preponderate strongly in favor of a lock canal. 

We have neither the time nor inclination to enter upon a ¢! 
cussion of the complicated engineering problems involved. ‘J 
have been presented ably and exhaustively in this Chaml: 
is a case where experts differ, but there are a few points which 
are clear even to a lay mind. The type of canal which pre: 
the fewest engineering problems, which will be the simp in 
construction and at the same time will be the cheapest to 
tain, the easiest to defend, and the most invulnerable to 
dent, the type which can handle the greatest traflic, will be | 
manent and lasting, is the sea-level canal. It will ¢ 
and require a ionger time to construct it, it is said. W 
this greater cost and longer time be counterbalanced | 
superior qualities of a sea-level canal? Of course there 
patience to see the canal completed as soon as possible. {| « 
understand that the men connected with the construction 
the executive officers in control, and even the legislative « 
ment charged with the duty of providing means to bui 
canal are anxious to see the work completed within th 
cial life; but that is a minor consideration and of no « 
quence compared to the responsibility and duty of Co 
to legislate for the best canal possible. I am satisfied th 
difference in time and cost of construction explains the 


ost 


| sentiment in favor of a lock canal. It is equally apparent that 
this difference has been greatly overestimated. As the Pour! 
well says: 

The time required for the construction of a ship canal aci 
Isthmus is one of the main elements of the whole subject. If t! 
cution of the work in accordance with any one plan could he 
pleted within a reasonable time while the execution of the wor} 





nerit less tin 





another plan of equal could be realized within a 

clear that the latter plan should be adopted. If, however, there 

two plans, both feasible and each involving an amount of work which 
1 





can be accomplished within a reasonable period, it is clear tnat the 
execution of that plan requiring the longer period may be justi! » if 
the advantages thereby gained are sufficient or more than suffi t to 
compensate for the delay. If the work required under the le ir 
able plan can be finished within ten or eleven years, while that under 
the more desirable plan would require but two years longer, the 
delay in the passage of the first vessel through the waterway 
easily be neglected in comparison with the advantages secured 
the better plan. 

The time of construction and the cost under any plan |s 
largely conjectural. The report of the Board gives strong ‘> 
ance to the faith that a sea-level canal will not require e 


than two or three years longer time than the lock canal, aud 
that the actual difference in cost will not exceed fifty to sey 

five million dollars. It is even possible, in view of the delays 
which may arise in constructing the locks called for by 
type of canal, that a sea-level canal can be finished sooner than 
the other type. 

In the opinion of many competent witnesses, the quickest 
way to construct a canal is to let it out to private contr: 
It is notorious that Government work is much more ex}'c 
than private work, even when the two are identical in character. 
There is plenty of evidence from the Isthmus that laborers and 
foremen and engineers engaged on the canal work are not, °s 4 
rule, ‘working as hard as they would be if working for private 


ye 
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employers. There is little question that American contractors 
eo build a sea-level canal in less time and for less cost than 
{ Government can construct a leck canal. 
Vhy not construct a canal which, when completed, will 
( nate all possible competition in transportation of freight 
ss the Isthmus? ‘The Mexican Government is spending 
850,000,000 in terminal facilities for its short transcon- 
ntal railroad across the Isthmus of Tehauntepec. If we 


build a sea-level canal at Panama, a Mexican canal at this point 
will never materialize. If we construct a lock canal, and it 


ves remunerative, we need not be at all surprised to see a 
ting canal constructed at Tehauntepec. 
We have not dwelt on the liability of Panama to be disturbed 





hy earthquake shocks. There is a record of many earthquakes, | 
| some very destructive ones, occurring on the Isthmus. 


may occur again. It does not require any argument to 
that a sea-level canal is less liable to damage from such | 
eruptions than would be a lock canal. This consideration is } 
without weight. | 

» majority of the experts favor a sea-level canal, and the 
nts they present in support of their position have not | 


Ther 


| atisfactorily answered. 1 favor the type of canal which | 
nts the fewest doubts and will be the most durable, be- | 
the American people will indorse that decision when | 


they finally understand the case. We can even afford to wait 
w years and to spend a few more millions to secure the best 


The hour ef 3 o’clock has arrived. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
Mr I ask unanimous consent to extend my remarks 


DICK. 
n the RECORD. 
Mr. HALE. I dislike to interfere with the Senator from Ohio, 
because he is always so reasonable, but the Senate has never | 
the practice of extending remarks in the REcorp. 
Mr. DICK. Then I withdraw my request. 
the VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the bill. 
he Secretary read as follows: 


it enacted, etc., 





That a sea-level canal, connecting the waters of | 


Atlantic and Pacific oceans, be constructed in accordance with the 

t and plans of the Board of Consulting Engineers for the Panama 

{ | created by the order of the President, dated June 24, 1905, in | 

| rance of an act entitled “An act to provide for the construction of | 

il connecting the waters of the Atlantic and Pacific oceans,” ap- 

June 28, 1902. } 

Mr. HOPKINS. I offer an amendment in the nature of a | 
substitute. 


fhe VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Lilinois proposes 
imendment, which will be stated by the Secretary. 
he SecRETARY. It is proposed to strike out all after the en- 
ting clause and insert: 


That a lock canal be constructed across the Isthmus of Panama 
necting the waters of the Atlantic and Pacific oceans, of the gen- 
VI proposed by the minority of the Board of Consulting En- 

. created by order of the President dated January 24, 1905, in 
iance of an act entitled “An act to provide for the construction of 


inal connecting the waters of the Atlantic and Pacific oceans,” 
ed June 28, 1902. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
endment just read. 
Mr. KITTREDGE. 


ap- 


The question is on agreeing to the 


I move that the amendment be laid on | 
table, and on that question I call for the yeas and nays. 
Mr. HOPKINS. ask for the yeas and nays. 
(he yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 
Mr. CLAY (when Mr. Bacon’s name was 
cue is necessarily absent from the Senate. He is paired with 
junior Senator from Missouri [Mr. WARNER]. If my col- 
gue were present he would vote “ yea.” 
Mr. BAILEY (when his name was called). I have a general | 
pair with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELKINS]. He | 


palled). My col- 


absent, and I therefore withhold my vote. 
Mr. NELSON (when Mr. CLapp’s name was called). My col- 


gue is unavoidably absent, attending the funeral of the late 
Congressman Lester. If he were present he would vote “nay.” 


Mr. PROCTOR (when Mr. DILLINGHAM’S name was ¢alled). 
My colleague is necessarily absent. He is paired with the | 
nior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN]. 
Mr. SCOTT (when the name of Mr. ELKINS was called). | 
My colleague is absent from the city, but he is paired with the | 
Senator from Texas [Mr. BaiLey], as announced by that Sen- 
tor. | 
Mr. HALE (when Mr. Frye’s name was called). My col- 


league is absent, but he is paired with the Senator from Oregon 
|Mr. GeartIn]. Otherwise my colleague would vote “nay” and 
the Senator from Oregon would vote “ yea.” 
Mr. FULTON (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with my colleague [Mr. Geartn], who is not present. It 
has been arranged to transfer that pair to the absent Senator 
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FRYE], 


t 


from Maine [Mr. 


* nay.” 


and I ther 





Mr. GAMBLE (when his name [ have a eral 
pair with the senior Senator [Mr. NEWLANDS]. 
It has been arranged whereby ir ll be transferred to 
the junior Senator from Nevada |Mr. Nrxon]. and I will vote. 
I vote “ nay.” : 

Mr. PENROSE (when Mr. K» name ealled) My 
colleague is absent, and will be al for the r of the 
session. He has a pair upon this bill and any qu sing 
in connection with it with the junior Senator 1 Ke icky 
[Mr. McCreary]. I make this announcement no ) ud fou 
all other votes arising on the bill. 

Mr. LONG (when his name was called) I } neral 
pair with the senior Senator from Idaho [Mr. D By 
arrangement that pair is transferred, so that the S from 
Idaho [Mr. Dusots! is paired with the junior Sen r from 
Michigan [Mr. ALcer], and I will vote. I vo I 

Mr. McCREARY (when his name was called). I am paired 
on this bill with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. KNox] 
If he were present I uld vote “ yea.” 

Mr. McENERY (when his name y called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from New York [Mr. Depew], who is 


absent. I therefore withhold my vote. If he were present I 
should vote “ nay.” 

Mr. MORGAN (when the name of Mr. Perrus was ¢alled). 
My colleague is detained from the Senate to-day. He is paired, 
however, with the junior Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
CRANE]. If my colleague were present he would vote “ 

Mr. PILES (when his name was called). I was paired vy 
the junior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. CLarRKeE]. I understand 
that he subsequently paired with the junior Senator f M 


nesota [Mr. CLapp]. If that be correct, I desire to vote. I vote 
“nay.” 
Mr. TILLMAN (when his name wa 


eral pair with the Senator from Ve 


s called). I have a ger 
{[Mr. DILLINGHAM] 


‘rmont 


He is absent. A pair has been arranged between the Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. Money], who is absent, and the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. DILLIngcHam], and that allows the Senator 


from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN] and me to vote. I vote “ yea. 
Mr. WARREN (when his name was ¢alled). I have a general 


|} pair with the senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Me: 

By the arrangement just mentioned by the Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. Tir~tmMan], the Senator from Mississippi will 
stand paired with the Senator from Vermont [ Mr. DILLINGHAM | 


for the day, and the Senator from South Carolina [ Mr. 1 AN 


LILLMAN | 








and I are at liberty to vete. I vote “ nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. STONE. I wish to announce that my « ru Mr 
WARNER] is absent, attending, on the order of the h 
funeral of the late Representative Lester. He is paired l 
the senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon]. I do not 
how he would vote. 

Mr. WETMORE. I desire to announce that my coll 
[Mr. AtpricH] is paired with the Senator from Col » TN 
TELLER]. If present, my colleague would vote “ nay. 

The result was announced—yeas 351, nays 36, as follows: 

YEAS 1. 
Ankeny Culberson Lat Pla 
Berry Daniel Mi r Rayner 
Blackburn Dick M in 3 
Burnham Foster M 
Burrows Ir ier M n I Oo 
Carmack Gallinger M 1 ! l 
Cl Mont. Hal N \ 
Clay Kit ge Ove 

NAYS { 
Allee Cullom He n I 
Allison Dolliver Hopkins 
Benson Dryden Ke 
Beveridge Flint La |} tte 
Bra ee Foraker I 
Bull \ Fulton Long 
Burkett Gamble Millard ; erland 
Cal Hansbrough Patterson W en 
Cla! Wyo He menway Peni 3 Wet 3 

NOT VOTING—22, 

Aldrich Crane Gearin Nix 
Alger Depew Knox Pet 3 
Bacon Dillingham McCreary rel 
Bailey Dubois McEnery Wa 
Clapp Elkins Money 
Clarke, Ark. Frye Newlands 

So the Senate refused to lay on the table Mr. Hopkins’s 
amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. 


HopKINs]. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
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ed to the Senate as amended, and the 
S d in. 
W ( ed to be engrossed for a third reading, rea: 
pas 
( \I Hopkins, the title was amended so as to 
1 t rovide for the co tuction of a lock eanal 
ters of e Atlantic and Pacific oceans, and 
( uc ! 
l ( APPROPRIATION BILL 
I I move that the Senate pri “1 to the considera 
s iry ¢ 1 appropriation bill. 
! ) rye the Senate, as in Committee of the 
the « sideration of the bill (H. R. 19844) 
priations for sur iry civil expenses of the Gover: 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1907, and for other 
UMBER. I wish to ask the Senator from Maine if 


the bill this afternoon? 
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ng unusual or unreasonable in Senate 
he bill until it is passed. 

The Senator from ria has no more local 
pending amendment than any other Senator. 
his State alone. It is a general subje: 
interest. As I have said, 1 am willing to take the ¢ha 
if being censured or found fault with by that Senator , 
he returns. No man apprectates the condition of the busi) 

nator from Georgia. 


asking the to stick 
interest 
It does not 
‘t in which he has gener} 


Geors in 1 


»f the Senate better than the absent S« 


Mr. McCUMBER. Yet, notwithstanding the fact thai 
Senator is willing to take any chance of censure, it does 
un to me that that is the basis on which we should 


- r whether or not we should drive this bill through wit] 
‘eference to Senators being absent. That is not the only m 
tion involved in the bill. Undoubtedly the Senator from Ge 
veing necessarily absent, would not censure anyone, but, ; ’ 
matter of courtesy, from the fact that I know he would 
to be heard upon it, and from the fact that I know he inte: 
to be heard upon it, it seems to me there is nothing steer 
that demands this wonderful rush upon this particular bil] 
Mr. HALE. Let the question before the Senate = s 
by the Chair. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
stated by the Secretary. 
The Secretary. On page 102, after line 9 
Ap propriations reports to insert: 


The pending amendment will 


, the Commit 


For the traveling expenses of the President of the U: 
attendants and invited guests traveling with him, 
the discretion of the President, $25,000. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North 
kota yield to the Senator from Mont: ina? 

Mr. =e UMBER. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. CART ER. It will be recalled by Senators that the 
nouncement was made by me that immediately after the \ 

anal bill I uld move that the Senate proceed to tlie 
sideration of executive business. The desire of the Se: 
attempt the conclusion of the pending bill 3 


ited Stat 
to be disbu: 





1 ¢ 


from Maine to 






evening constrains me to withhold that motion for the 
| being. 
I will say to the Senator and to the Senate that the m , 
| of the motion seems to be in conformity with an underst 
| whieh will be quite disconcerted unless the executive sessi 
| held this evening; and in order that we may not pass the 
ing without the executive session, I desire to say now th 
t] hour of 5 o’clock, unless this bill shall sooner be 
posed of, which I hope may be the case, I shall move an « 





EH. I ean only say that I cert \inly hoy 1d believe 
1 of. One of the sul jects of contr versy 
ili ha been eliminated by the action oe the Senate 
al i Canal bill, which has just “i from the 
m of the Senate. That in effect aiees ses upon the 
fthat on. 
g now ept the amendment relating to the 
ses ( the Preside and possibly one other 
t. I should hoy l may easily this afternoon, 
it little after 3 o’clock, dispose of these dis 
so that Hie ill x LV » to the H ise of Renre 
nd we may get » conference upon it. 
of course, limit debate or will any appeal of mine, 
( but I should hope that Senators will appre- 
ess of weather that we are under and the 
tl bill to the House of Representatives | 
e an early conference upon it, in order that 
1 Thursday or Friday or Saturday of next 
Mr. I that I can say in reply to the Sen 
N Eee sident, I will state my reas for 
\ ; li yr k lows th » Sena irom 
I 3 mecessal t It woul r 
hat f th itors from 
1 t il ¢ tne ] > 4 ( l 
I m Geor h: i nded that 
turned. Ina k which I had with 
ssed h f very stron; u 1 tl 
fied his i nt f opp S 
, y 20 am tj 1 th } 
Id e up d l 
i ls to me that if : 1ator 
‘ t t t to press this I lr it to a 
t bse f the Senator from Ge res I 
I iat I d ot wish to delay this m . but I 
| t Senator from G¢ eetn ton 8 : deaire 
t! nt. 
I I I am equally certain from -my 
( f n Georgia “that he would t ex- 
{ t em¢ ney tl the pending bill should 
( ie is absent. I should be the last man who 
} Li urtesy. I know that generally he was 
f the bill would be brought up and would 
I can not consent, simply | 
1 in which everybody is interé 
’ chances of being sul 
f t} asonable Senator from 
I will very willingly take that resp 
. i ssible the Senator from Maine can 
matter of this bill, and the sav- 
time it shall pass the Senate, than 
S For part I do not see why 
» I ediately gotten out of the 
t l All appropriation bills 
ress is, and why this bill 
t to | regarded as a case of wonderful 
hing else, and not even for a 
! a 1 who is four hours absent now 
Si to me to be rather strange. 
I Pr t iis bill has not been singled out. 
( r cour We are within a week of the 
every S or hopes to adjourn. I am doing noth- 


tive se sion, 1 I 


that motion. 


anc ype the Senator from Maine will concur with 


Mr. HALE. That seems to me entirely reasonab! 
President. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from North D 


will proceed. 


Mr. McCUMBER. The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
LAURIN] had the floor, and I presume is still entitled to 
floor upon the discussion of the pending amendment. I 


be very glad to yield to him. I know he has not finis! 
remarks. 

Mr. McLAURIN. I will say to the Senator from North ] 
kota, if he Gattres to proceed now and will do so, it will be v« 
satisfa r to me © go on after he shall have concluded. 

Mr. MoO IMBE Mr. President, I am opposed to tf! 
oianhiant | on two grounds. The first ground is a con 
tional one. The second is upon principle. Lest I may 
understood, I wish to say now that in exact harmony with 
I believe, every Se nator on this floor, I am in favor of gi g 
the President a salary that will be commensurate with his high 
official position. 

If that salary is $75,000 or $100,000 per year, I am in f 
of voting such salary, to commence at such time as the | 
stitution provides, for the benefit of this great office. Bi 
am not in favor of this method of increasing his salary. 

It may be that there are Senators here who care 
whether they go over the Constitution or whether they c 
under it, so that they reach the particular point they hav 
mind, but I hope that for the sake of our own reputation we 


be mis 


give proper and honest consideration to every constituti 
question that is properly raised in a great matter of this ! 
This provision is worded not to be an appropriation for 


benefit of the Executive office for the payment of expe 

in caring for the Executive Mansion or other proper appro] 
tion, but is worded, and undoubtedly worded, with the int 
that the salary of the President shall be increased this ye! 
$25,000. 





1906. 


1 wish to call attention, Mr. President, to the peculiar lan- 
ve that is used in this amendment. It reads: 
the traveling expenses of the President of the United States, 
| ttendants and invited guests traveling with him, to be disbursed 
, e discretion of the President, $25,000. 
Ilow is the President, who disburses this money at his discre- 
tion, to disburse it unless the money is in his hands for the pur- 


pose of disbursement? There is no provision that this money 
S be disbursed by the Comptroller of the Treasury upon 
vouchers by the President or anyone else, but the one who is 
to use his diseretion in the matter of the disbursement is the 
president of the United States himself. Therefore the money | 


necessarily come into the hands of the President and be 
| im disbursed. 
am fortified in this position by the absence of all provisions 


like those contained in other like laws providing for expenses 
of the executive or judicial departments, requiring a voucher 
for any expenses before such expenses are paid. 


rhen the result of this is what? 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 





S859 


Now, what is the meaning of the word “ emolument?” Sena- 
tors will agree with me that, while “ compensation” is much 
broader than the word “salary,” so, too, “ emolument ” may be 
broader than either the word “compensation” or the word 
“salary.” Webster defines the word “emolument” as follows: 

The remuneration connected with any office, occupation, or , 
whether as salary, fee, or perquisite; compensation. | 

Let me ask the Senator from Maine if this is not a perquisite 
in addition to the salary? Is not the effect of it to give a bene- 
fit in addition to what the Executive is receiving now under the 
provisions of law? The American and English Eneyclonedia, 
which every Senator understands, bases its definitions upon the 

| weight of an authority, and after collecting a list of | s, 
| gives this as the general definition of the word “ emo ent,” 


Simply an additional pay- | 


ment of $25,000 per year compensation for the President of | 


th United States. 
Mir. President, the salary of the President of the United 


St under the Constitution and under which we are pre- 
sumed to be acting, is limited to the amount that has been fixed 
prior to his incumbency in that office, and it is limited both | 
as to compensation and also as to any other emolument inci- 


lent to this great official position. 
ction 1 of Article II of the Constitution provides that— 

President shall, at stated times, receive for his services a com- 
| ion. which shall neither be increased nor diminshed during 
| { for which he shall have been elected, and he shall not receive 
i that period any other emolument from the United States, or 

f them. 

I first call attention to the fact that ordinarily our laws fixing 
compensation for Federal officers, executive or otherwise, and 

so in the States generally, adopts the word “salary ” instead 
f the word “ compensation.” The word “salary” has a much 
more limited definition. It is understood to be a fixed sum to 
be paid to a person for a fixed service, generally paid weekly, 
monthly, or yearly. The word “compensation” will include, 
of course, in all cases salaries, but it will go beyond what is 
generally understood by-the term “ salary,” and will cover any 
other thing that is of benefit, that compensates, that offsets for 


the | 


a service, a certain sum of money or any other thing of value. | 


So the word “ compensation ” as used in this provision of itself 
road enough to cover any character of emolument that 
amounts to a benefit to the President of the United States. 
It is evident that the word “ compensation,” as I stated, has 
ich broader meaning. Webster definites “ compensate” as 


follows 


is 


lo make suitable return to or for, as for services, loss, etc.; give | 


\ivalent or recompense to or for; requite; remunerate. 
It is even broader than that in its general acceptation. In 
ral understanding it means any benefits that are received 
to counterbalance any services rendered. 
he same author defines “ salary ” as follows: 

A periodical allowance made as compensation to a person for his offi- 

nd professional service or for his regular work. 

Mr. President, the Constitution wisely provided that the com- 
pensation of the Executive shall neither be increased nor dimin- 
shed during the term for which he has been elected. 


The purpose of that constitutional provision was to prevent 
Co 


ne 


igress from increasing the compensation of the Executive for 
favor that Congress might receive from the Executive, and, 
ther, to prevent any punishment of the Executive because he 
y have come, during his incumbency, into disfavor with the 
Congress of the United States. 

p this $25,000 for traveling expenses is unqualifiedly an 


OW, 


tional compensation. It does not make any difference 
ether it is given by a direct appropriation for salary or 
ther it is given under the guise of compensation for some 


e which he may use or he may not use, and which may 

' that service ten times over or may not cover it, it is a 
fit. 
m to that 
acted. 
\Cr. P 


Dicer 


which he would receive had not this law been 


‘sident, this being a new favor, a benefit, it is clearly 
in my opinion, under the Constitution of the United 
But under the terms of this same constitutional pro- 


rr 
1 
l, 


teas 


as construed by the courts of the United State 
I especially invite the attention of Senators to this definition. 


On page 1204 of the American and English Encyclopedia we 
have the word “ emolument ” defined as follows: 

A profit arising from office or employment; that which is r ed as 
a compensation for services, or which is annexed to the p n of 
office, as salary, fees, and perquisites; advantage; gain, public or 


private. 


Mr. President, that is a pretty broad definition, but an exam- 
ination of the authorities will sh that it has as its foundat 
the great weight of judicial decision in the United 
Compare that with the pending amendment, which reads: 


Ww 


m 


States. 


For the traveling expenses of the President of the United States, hi 


attendants and invited guests traveling with him, to be disbursed at 
the descretion of the President, $25,000. 
You will understand, Mr. President, that this goes further 


than the mere question of the traveling expenses of the Presi- 
dent of the United States. It gives a perquisite, a gain to the 
office, in that by reason of it the power of the President is su 
preme to say whether or not the law, which will be enacted at 


this session of Congress against any Member of Congress or 
anyone else riding upon a free pass, may be abrogated or set 
aside at a moment’s notice by the Executive of the United 


States. If the Senator from Indiana [Mr. HeMENway] desires 


to ride from Maine to California and the railway company 
should grant him transportation and he should accept that 
transportation, the prison doors are open for him; but if the 


President says to the Senator from 
friend of mine I should like to have 


Indiana, 
you 


“As a personal 
me upon a 


accompany 


trip without the cost of one cent for transportation,” then the 
Senator from Indiana need not look to prison bars or fines or 
have any fear. In other words, the power is placed imme- 
diately in the hands of the President to say when the law shall 
be effective and when the law shail not be effective to any par 
ticular person. 

Mr. President, I have always believed that there has been 
one principle in the Constitution of the United States which 
stands out grandly above all other principles, and there i 
embodied in the Declaration of Independence language which 
is immortal to every American citizen, that “all men are ¢ 


ated equal ”’—not equal, Mr. President, in the sense of intell 


tuality or honesty or anything of that character, but equal ut 
der the laws of the United States; equal to nd for sl! 
|} ment for disobedience by any law that shall be enacted: equal 
to be guarded by every law that should receive the sa n of 
the Congress of the United States or that should re he 


It is something received by him as a gratuity in addi- | 


hn, and for the very purpose of making it impossible by | 


n of 


ne 


ce the Executive one way or the other, the fathers who 
led this Constitution went further than the mere matter of 
‘usation, and declared that no emolument of any character 
should be added to the compensation or emolument 
lready provided for the Executive. 


‘ 


ever 


that was a 


the granting or withholding of a favor for Congress to | 


sanction of any State legislature in the 1 
We for the first time in the history 


of the United Stat 


Ss] ) 
pose to say that we will abandon this old landmar! I de} 
cate that in these later days we are gradually losing sight 
of some of the grandest principles, not only of our Co tu 
| tion, but of the Declaration of Independence. This grind old 
standard of American citizenship has done more than other 
declaration since the world began to uplift humanity, to say 
to the child, “ You are as important under the lay id under 
the same flag as any American citizen from the most ] ip 
to the Chief Executive of this great country.” It its 
in the heart of every child the conviction, the feeling t he 
is equal to any other man in the country; that the |! 
which governs him governs every other man, from the Pi 
dent down. That principle, Mr. President, has made for 

merican people the grandest manhood and the noblest 

hood that the world has ever seen. I for one insist t! 
moment you take away from the American peopl 

in the sublimity of that declaration, the moment y: 

of them, “ You are to be governed by a certain | 

a private citizen; you are to be governed by anotl l 
hold an official position, and you are superior to some if 
you hold the highest official position, or the law may | )- 
gated at any time or under any circumstances or cond lg 
you violate that principle, create a disrespect for all | nd 








SS6U 








weaken your foundation of stable self-government. For that 
reason, Mr. President, I am opposed to this amendment. 

If we want to grant an additional compensation to the Presi- 
dent of the United States, why are we not brave enough to stand 
up here and grant it? admit the Constitution will not allow 
us to grant it, unless we give it in futurity, but having that 
right, believing that with the great official position he holds it 
is necessary for him to entertain in a manner that very few 
pris citize could entertain and that it is necessary for him 
to travel, then we should give him a compensation that will be 
§ ient for that purpose. The old American principle has 

s been that the laborer is worthy of his hire. And I want 
ti maintained the proposition that we will pay men for their 
‘ ces; that we will pay our officials what those services are 
we that im a great office like that of the President of the 
United States we will pay a sum that will be commensurate 

ith the dignity of that office. When we step beyond that we 


vy, a European policy, and that policy is not to 
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ropriate a certain definite salary to cover all duties expected 

or imposed, but is a policy to appropriate for a great army of 
ttendants. We may have in the future our Knight of the Bath, 

( y | tl Knight of the Garter, we may have the 
Chamberlain, we may have the Keeper of the Keys of the | 
Executive M n. all of them to be specifically appropriated 
for vd we continue ad infinitum. 

lt ems t better policy, a more American policy, to 
&: that the Presi it shall have a given compensation, a given 
salar 1d then let him employ his own attendants, let him 
bave his own earri 3; give him such a salary so that he can 
keep his own carriages; give him such a salary that he can 
pay his expenses in traveling, the same as any American citizen. | 

But, Mr. President, that is not the purpose of this amendment 

s I read it. The only purpose of it is to create an additional 
e ‘ tion, because the President is to receive this sum, 
whether he spends one dollar of it or not. As I read this pro- 
posed law, I do not understand that he is to give any vouchers. 
Lie has simply to ask for $25,000, or one-fourth of that each | 
quarter, and then he will receive the full amount upon his re- 
quest. There is no provision whatever for any vouchers. If it 
were intended, Mr. President, to be merely for the traveling 
expenses of the President, why should it not read “ for his trav- 
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termine who shall be his guests. That is all right. But it 
further provides that he can take any number and he ean pay 
their expenses in traveling from one place to another—not ne 
sarily the members of his family, not the members of his Ca 

but any person that he sees fit—and the expense is paid a the 
Government, where in the case of anyone else it would be con- 


et 


sidered criminal if he accepted any like service. In other 
words, I can travel from Maine to California with the Pr 
dent and the Government will pay for it, but if I travel in any 


other manner half way across the State of Maine into anotiyor 
State, I am guilty of a heinous offense if I do not pay for 
transportation. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Da. 
kota yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Certainly; I yield. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I wish to state that the Senator m 
a mistake. This provision is for paying the traveling exy, 
of the President of the United States when he goes off 0; 
trips to the different States. He does not go, I suppose, bhecay 
he is anxious to make such trips, but committees come fron) 9) 
the States of the Union and invite him to visit their s 
Necessarily the newspaper men desire to be on the same trai; 
on which the President travels, and it is right and proper ¢! 
they should go on the train with the President. The people of 
the United States want to know something about the trip 
they get the information from the newspaper men who accom. 
pany the President. When he gets to the border of the Stato 
which my distinguished friend represents, no doubt he and | 
colleague, the governor of the State, and other prominent ; 
of the State meet the President at the border line; and { 
are then taken on his train. It is to cover the expenses of 
carrying such guests that we propose to give to the Presid 


this $25,000 for traveling expenses. It is no discriminat 


my 





eS 


Ss 





hn in 


favor of the President as against you and me. We are not in 
such demand as is the President. We are not met by delega- 


tions and committees from the different States of the Unio; 


n 

to invite us, as they do the President, to undertake such trips, 
Mr. McCUMBER. I want the Senator to bear in mind thai 
while he may not be in the same demand as is the President 
of the United States, he is in demand as a public official: he 


| is in demand in the State of Indiana, which he so ably repre- 


eling expenses, not to exceed the sum of $25,000?” 
Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. President, I call the attention of the 
Senator to the language of the provision: 

t tr ling expenses of the Pr sident of the United States, 
his endant ind invited guests traveling with him, to be disbursed 
t iscretion of the President, $2: 5,000. 

Unde hat language the President could not use a dollar of 
that money for y other purpose than for traveling expenses. 

Mr. McCUMBER. What does the Senator understand by 
this portion of the provision—*“ to be disbursed at the discre- 
tion the i°re dent 

\ MENWAY. be disbursed at the discretion of the 
] t for traveling expenses, and for no other purposes. 
iH ; no right to disburse at his discretion a single dollar 

for traveling expenses, and he can not expend a dollar 

oi money for any other purpose. 

McCUMBER. On the contrary, he is not compelled to | 
dollar for that purpose; but this $25,000 is given him. 
\ then, is there not a provision that it shall not exceed 

\ HEMENWAY. There is a provision in the general law 
» deficiency shall be created, and the President of the 
I S would hardly violate the law by exceeding the 
i 1 in this item. 
Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I do not give the language 
» construction which the Senator gives it, but that is 
erial upon my proposition. The principle of the thing is 
it is making one law to govern one man and another law 
1 Th an ther man. 
ME: VAY, Ir. President 
CUMBER. I will yield in a moment. 
years ago we had practically this same question 
he ougress in another form, and that was to protect the 
] i¢ of the | ted States, making it an offense to commit 
an ; ut upon the President of a certain character, which 
assnult upon another person might be punished only by a fine 
of five or ten dollars; making it a death penalty to point a gun 
at the Secretary of Stat and making it not even a misde- 
meanor to point a gun at the Attorney-General of the United 
States, thereby making a clear distinction between individuals— 
making the body uf one more sacred than that of the other. 


Lf 


‘ir. President, that 


It simply says that the President of the United States may de- 


is the proposition I oppose in this bill, | 


| 





sents upon this floor. The same reason would justify tal 
the Senator and making him an exception to the general! lay 
although it might be on a smaller scale, because the dei an 
might not be so great as would justify taking the Pre 
and making him an exception to the general law. Therefore 
we might say that the Senator from Indiana, to meet the re 
quirements or the demands of the people to see him an 

his opinion, should have his salary raised 50 per cent, « 
$2,500 should be given him to pay his traveling expenses. 
reason will apply in the one case just as much as in the ot 

It would be excepting him from the provisions of a general 
law. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. There is where the Senator makes 
mistake. There is no increased salary proposed here; tly 
is no gain to the President. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I am not basing the objection on an in- 
erease of salary, but on the simple proposition that the 
tor is basing it upon, that the President should have his ex- 
penses paid. I believe in fixing a salary that will be suflicient 
to defray such expenses, but I do not believe in appropri 
a sum of money that makes a distinction between the Execu' 
and any other citizen of the United States. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, will the Senator 
interrupt him? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Da- 
kota yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 


allow me to 


Mr. McCUMBER. Certainly. 
Mr. TILLMAN. I should like to ask the Senator from Indi- 
ana {[Mr. Hemenway] whether, in his judgment, it would be 


permissible, in the event Congress should grant this $25,000 for 
traveling expenses, for the President to use the money in gving 
into States for campaign purposes? For instance, if ther 
a doubtful Republican State—we will say North Dakota l 
our friend the Senator from North Dakota over there shoul! 
feel that he needed some little help and that a “ swing around 
the circle by the Executive might benefit Republican po! 
out that way, would it be permissible for the President to ul) 
this money, granted in this way, for such a purpose, or would ! 
be intended merely as a donation by Congress to let the 
dent travel in any part of the country as a great statesman 
enlighten all the people in a nonpartisan way? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. ‘There is no trouble about this prov 
The traveling expenses of the President of the United States 41 
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; disbursed at the discretion of the President. The Presi- 
( ild use the fund te go anywhere in the United States he 
7 to and upon any mission he wanted to go, because the 


‘ r is left wholly within his discretion; and we would have 
upon the discretion of the President of the United States | 


. , whether or not he would use this money for political pur- 
: I think it safe to say that the present Executive of the 
| i States would not use it for political purposes. 
TILLMAN. Of course the limitations upon the appro- 
n, if it is made, would leave it to the discretion of the 
ent to expend it according to his own judgment. 
HEMENWAY. That is it. 
riLLMAN. And the Senator thinks it would be impossi- | 
bh] r the present Executive or any one of his successors—for if 
we rt this it will go on indefinitely—to use this money for 
' | traveling and going around to help out “the lame 


who want to get back to the Senate or to the House of 
ntatives, for instance. 

HEMENWAY. I will say to the Senator from South 
( lina that I do not believe the people of the United States 


LR ri 


lent who would use this fund for political purposes or 
purposes of making a political campaign. I have too 
faith in the judgment of the Democratic party and of 
wuublican party and of all other parties to believe that 


they will ever nominate and elect a man who would take a fund 

pl ied by Congress and use it for the purpose of making a 
1 campaign. 

McCUMBER. Mr. President, we get somewhat away 

principle at the base of all this discussion; and that 

merican principle of nondistinction between any officials 

ol een American citizenship. The Senator can not possibly 

conclusion that this appropriation does make a dis- 

Once more I want to asssert that I believe the President 

s] i receive a salary sufficient so that he can travel over the 

United States, if he so desires, and, in addition to that, it should 


sufficient, so that he may take a friend with him if he de- 
es; but I do not believe that it is the American policy that 
we should single out one of the great number of Federal oflicials 
» United States and say to that one: “ The Government, in 
to your salary, will not only take you around the 
vy, but any one you may designate.” .-The President may 

h his friends go with him. 
for a moment suppose that this power would be un- 
used. That is not the question. The question is whether 
unjust power—this creating a distinction in citizen- 


hot 


§ Mr. President, every American breathes exactly the 
‘ree air in this country, and whenever yeu pass a law 
\ y you give certain rights to certain officials that are not 


to every American citizen you write on our national 
‘ wherever it may float over our broad domain the word 
00d.” That banner does not stand for any such dis- 
n, 
HEMENWAY. Mr. President 
VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
ield to the Senator from Indiana? 
McCUMBER. Certainly. 
HEMENWAY. I ask the 


North Da- 


Senator, when you elect a 
l t of the United States, do you not grant him powers 

not have? When you are elected Senator from your 
S , do you not have powers that your constituents do not 
When you elect a Member of the House of Representa- 
he not have power that his constituents do not 
When you 


7 . 
adoes 


elect your members of the legislature, do 


s a 


not give them powers that some one else does not have? 
is nothing in the proposition of all being absolutely equal 


er. Every time you. elect 
n a power that 
\icCUMBRER. 
‘uction. 


L mi 


1 


a man to an office you confer 
other people do not have. 
The Senator bound to take his 
I did not use the word “ power” in that 
ster in a township has a power that the average 
not have, and every supervisor above him has still 
powers. with every official in every State and in 
ermnent of the United States; each has powers that are 
| to his office, but he has not got the right—that is the 
he has not got a right or privilege under the law that is 
it from the right of any other American citizen. That 
only matter in dispute here. The Senator can not 
possible theory or any charaeter of argument assume that 
ficial power should give certain rights to some that are 
“ranted to every citizen. For instance, the right, for the 
fit of one citizen, to disobey a particular law the applica- 
£ which is common to every citizen. That is the objec- 
tion that I have to the provision, Mr. President, upon principle. 


is e own 


sense, 


mm 


So 


j vy 











- elect from either party—Democratic or Republican— | 


| Now, let us see if there are any further obje iS Uy con- 
| Stitutional questions 
Mr. CARMACK. Will the Senator permit me to 

him? 

| The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the & from N h Da- 

| kota yield to the Senator from Ten eX 

| Mr. McCUMBER. Certainly. 

Mr. CARMACK. I merely want to suggest to the Si I 

that this appropriation is not at all n iry for the ym 

| of any power conferred upon the i by t ( i 

|} and laws of the United Stat 

| Mr. McCUMBER. I think every Senator underst: { 
The appropriation is not necessary to carry out ( 

| cial functions whatever. It is for the convei 

dent, and that convenience may benefit the public, but that 
don’t make it an official function. 

} The Senator from Montana [Mr. Carrer] the other ide 

| @ Suggestion that the Postmaster-General should g every 
Senator free transportation over all the postal routes of the 
United States. That privilege would be considered as connected 
with the office of Senator. I do not think that proposition 
would receive a great deal of support by the people of the United 
States; yet the ground, the position, the reason for it was 


exactiy the same as the Senator urges in this matter, namely, 
that the lresident may become acquainted with the people and 
the peopie may become acquainted with the President. 

But outside of that there 


is this policy of building up a great 
army of underlings—instead of by paying a direct salary, of p: 
ing for and appropriating for certain purpos as is done in 
the monarchies of the world, and is done in France to-day. It 
is this, Mr. President, that I hope to avoid as much as possible. 
|The moment we treat these individuals be ropriated for 





| in a manner different from that in which we at others, the 
moment that we step cu old Ame! nj ciple of 
paying a salary, and ( ] 


sa _ + 
side of the 


then letting the recipient of th salar 
do what he sees fit with it, that 1 ent we are adopting a 
course that has been adopted for hundreds of y in the old 
countries. 
I deprecate the gradual tendency of the American people, p: 
tially by education, to ape the manners, the custol and so 
forth, of the monarchies of the old worl od . Pres 


dent, but a few years ago under the 
a very solemn n. There w: 
President McKinley. Surrounding t! 
sentatives of foreign governments 
the trappings of royalty. I couk 
without the least purpose of cri 
could not but feel as I compared 
tives of the great nations, with all their bangles, with all their 
spangles, with all their ribbons, with the 
can citizen, Theodore R« 
great martyred Presiden 
| Grover Cleveland—lI 
could not but 
|} of the Americar 
) ship, and my 
with patriotic 
1of n I saw the at day. { 
conditions in e Old World, and we insist ) n « 
our foreign represent: l 
the gaudiness, the sty 
official, and that the 
Ah, my friends, let us travel in the old countries ‘ 
see the distinction between the classes. Tle loo n the 
one hand, into the 
observe creat wealth, 
conditions that ] 
of distinction that y 
one class of citizenship ve another cl 
has been to lift one up higher by greater and gre: 
tions to care for the royal families 
lown deeper and deeper into the dregs 
We in this grand old country 
| We Am 1 from tl 
of the United States. I for 
I want American 
] man 


made any 


oceasi 








wosevelt, as he st i i the Die ol 


La = Past 
Say i could not but feel 


heart « 


Zen) 


ol 


for a coun 


Le! 
ld 
} 
ianhoeod as here 
th 

tives sl 


ie, Ary 


lowest degree of pover! Tar 1) e tl 
each vividly contrasting with 
lave been brought about | just 1 cl 


are beginning to make lay in h 


at 
see 


see rican manvood 





every 
| whose ri 
his own. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from N: Da 
kota yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Certainly. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. In view of 
| from North Dakota, one would 
| President of the United States 
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the 
think ther 


rem 


S 


purcaasil 
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rounding himself with royal attendants, and all that kind of 


business if this appropriation be granted. Now, is it not just 
the reverse? The Czar does not go out among his people. 
{hese royal personages of whom the Senator talks do not go 
out among their people. 

We are trying to provide an appropriation for traveling ex- 
penses for Theodore Roosevelt, the President, whom the Senator 


ilogized, in order that he may get out and see the people 
shake hands with them and mix with them. There is noth- 
‘re that tends to royalty or the breaking down of the good, 
1 American way of shaking hands and getting to 


} 
i 


S I 


i nioned 
er. The amendment merely tends to bring the people and 
the President together by giving the President a proper allow- 
» for traveling expenses, so that he may get out and see peo- 
ple who might never have the pleasure of seeing the President 
United States unless he visited their State. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Oh, Mr. President, the Senator begs the 
question again. That is not the question at all. It is a ques- 
tion of principle, I say, and the principle which I have enun- 
ciated before is as respects making a distinction between citi- 
zeus. Onee acknowledge that distinction, and it will gradually 
grow and produce one of two things, either the condition of the 
Old World, which I have pointed out, or that which is a thou- 

andfold more liable to occur—to drive us into socialism or 
rnalism. Paternalism I acknowledge to be the inevitable 
result of all social evolution. It is that thing which is sure to 


of the 





come. It is that thing which ought to be as slow as possible 
in coming, because the moment that you destroy individuality, 
that moment you destroy those functions which make for the 
grandest manhood and womanhood, and we want the field of 
»pportunity always open for individual effort. But at the same 
i we do not want to create even in the President of the 


{ 
tiie 
United States an individuality—not official position, but an in- 
dividuality—distinect from that of the average American citizen ; 
and that is all I claim in this case. 

It not the meager $25,000. Give the President a salary 
of $500,000, if it is necessary, but we should not legislate a dis- 
{ tion in citizenship based upon official position under the 
guise of enabling the President to mingle with the people. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Da- 


is 


iha 


kota yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. McCUMBER. With pleasure. 

Mr. HALE. Why does the Senator keep harping, I will say, 
upon the proposition that he is willing to increase the salary 


the President? He knows we can not do that. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I know we can do it at the proper time. 
HALE. We ean not do it so as to apply to the present 
nt of the office of the Presidency. That is a thing with 


Oo! 


occupa 


which we have nothing whatever to do. The Senator, I think, 
appreciates that as much as I do. We can not raise the salary 
of the present President. 

Mr. McCUMBER. We are living under a Constitution. 


Neither the Senator from Maine nor I made that Constitution, 
and not to try to avoid it. Because we can not jump 
we ought not to attempt to crawl under it. 

r. BAILEY. Mr. President—— 

McCUMBER. I yield to the Senator from Texas. 
BAILEY. I simply wish to ask the Senator from Maine, 
is anxious to increase the salary of the President of the 


an we ougnt 
over 1f, 
‘ 


Uy 1 States, why not increase it now for the next Admin- 
tion? As far as I am concerned, 1 think the honor of the 
( , together with the salary, is quite enough as it now stands. 
I did not know that it is absolutely necessary that the present 
incumbent of that office should have additional compensation, 

that is what it is. But if it is necessary that anybody 


I under- 
increased 
Of course, 


ild have it, probably he is the one who needs it. 
nd the expenses at the White House have been 
thing like $100,000 under this Administration. 


know that that is true. If it is true, all I have to say 
s that the present President has cost more and been worth less 
to ihe country than anyone we have ever had. 


»>INT 


McLAURIN. Mr. President 
VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Da- 
kota yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. McCUMBER. I yield. 

Mr. McLAURIN. I wish to make a suggestion in response 
to what was said by the Senator from Maine, that the Senator 
from North Dakota knows we can not increase the salary of 
present President of the United States. I should like to 
know of the Senator from Maine whether he means that we 
not do that directly, because this seems to be an effort 
to do that indirectly which it must be admitted we can not do 
directly 





the 


can 


Mr. McQUMBER. That we may have no misunderstanding 
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as to what we must mean by the word “emolument,” | will 


concede that we may furnish the President, as we have in 
times, the Executive Mansion. That is Government prop. 
It does not belong to the President. We may make it larger 6; 
may make it smaller. We may have one attendant to care fo> 
it or we may have a hundred to care for it. We may iner, aie 
the expense from $60,000, as it was a year ago, to $113,001 , the 
amount which I understand is recommended for this year. \yoe 
can do that without any question. That is not personal to tha 
President. We may furnish all the help that is necessary 
That is not a perquisite of the office itself. But when we ap. 
propriate a sum of money for the Executive, which sum o? 
money is to be used at his discretion to defray his traveling ex. 
penses as Executive or to defray the expenses of any friends 
whom he wishes to have travel with him, that is a perquisite 
or an emolument which goes with the office; and that is pro- 
hibited by the Constitution of the United States. 

Let me call the Senator’s attention to another case. I haye 
not had time to go very far into this question or to look up 
authorities particularly since the matter was brought up for 
consideration last evening. But I give you again the definition 
that is given by the encyclopedia. That is: 

Emolument is a profit arising from office or employment; that which 
is received as a_compensation for services, or which is annexed to the 
possession of office, as salary, fees, and perquisites; advantage, gain. 
public or private. 7 

Now, will anyone say that this is not an advantage; that 
the sum of $25,000 to pay expenses is not a gain; that this sum 
is not a public or a private advantage for the incumbent of the 
office; and if it is such, it is certainly an emolument. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
Dakota yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McLAURIN. On that point I wish to call the attention 
of the Senator to the case of Reg. v. Postmaster-General (3 
Queen’s Bench Division, 428), where the Queen’s Bench Divi- 
sion and the court of appeals of England held that traveling 
expenses are emoluments. This you will find in the tenth 
volume of the American and English Encylcopedia of Law, 
second edition, page 1205. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I read the case just a few moments ago, 
before I commenced to speak on the subject. But I think I can 
give you one that comes nearer home and will better apply to 
our conditions. 

Article 3, section 13, of the constitution of Pennsylvania pro- 
vides that no law shall increase or diminish any public officer's 
salary or emolument after his election or appointment. The 
word “emolument,” used in connection with the salary in the 
constitution of Pennsylvania, must necessarily mean exactly 
the same as the word “emolument” used in connection with 
the word “compensation” in the Constitution of the United 
States. In the case of Apple v. Crawford County (105 Pa. 
State, 300), in construing this constitutional provision, the court 
were construing the word “ emolument,” and they say: 

We think the word imports more than the word “salary” or “ fees,” 
and because it is contained in the Constitution in addition to the word 
“salary’’ we ought to give it the meaning which it bears in ordinary 
acceptation. By the definition above given it imports any perquisite, 
advantage, profit, or gain arising from the possession of an office. 

It was held in a similar case that this came within the deti- 
nition of the word “ emolument,” and it was held that the addi- 
tional fee could not be given. Peeley v. York County (115 Pa. 
State Reports, 18) follows the same line. It is also followed 
in Fox v. Lavanna (4 Pa. County Court Reports). 

In the case of McLain v. The People (9 Colo., 193), the court 
says: 

To hold that “emolument” as used in the connection in which it 
appears in this statute— 

A similar statute— 
means any accretion, increment, gain, or profit to the office is, we tl 
manifestly in accord with common sense and common usage, as Wel! 
as with the established rules for the interpretation of the English 
language and for the construction of statutes. 

Again, the American and English Encyclopedia of Law, page 
385, defines the word “ compensation; ” and you will see that it 
is broad enough, even without the other, to cover what I con- 
sider the objectionable point. It says: 

The term “compensation,” as ordinarily used, includes all forms 
which the remuneration of public officers may take, whether salary, oF 
fees, or percentage, or commission, or mileage— 

Is not this equivalent to mileage, because all payments are 
made upon the mileage basis practically ?— 
or special appropriation or allowances for necessary expenses. 


It seems to me that this comes clearly within the inhibiton 
of the Constitution. 


past 


ty, 


North 


tne 
x 











if i. 


eall attention now to the Illinois statute. 
le 10 of the constitution of Illinois provides: 
board shall 
clerk 


“AM nNenent 
com] i 


Section 10 


e county fix the compensation of all county officers 
eir necessary stationery, fuel, and ot expenses : 
That the ion of no officer shall be increased or 
ished during his term of office. 


2 : 
hire, el 


this case the county board fixed the compensation of the 
ty treasurer to include fuel, stationery, and clerk hire. It 
held in the case of Kilgore v. The People (76 IL, 548) that 
compensation, by extra fees for clerk hire or otherwise, 
| not be increased. 
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elieve that, taking the general acceptation of the word | 


lument ”’ and taking the judicial decisions, brief though 

may be, which I have given to the Senate, we may justly 

our position upon the proposition that these emoluments 
1t be increased during the present incumbency. 
1 amendment had become a law four years ago providing 
ie Chief Executive, in addition to his salary, should h 
n of $25,000 a year for other purposes, or that $25,000 a 
ould be expended yearly for the use of the | 

United to pay his traveling expenses, 
or claim that we could legally and properly cut that off at 
ime after having fi it at the be of a 

to the office after that d And ‘an not 
neither can we add it. 

SPOONER. Mr. 

I 


Suppose 
ve 
resident of 
States Does aA lV 
ed rinning 


x term 
if 


take 


ate ‘ we ¢ 


President 





VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the ator from North Da- 
vield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

McCUMBER. With pleasure. 

SPOONER. Would not the answer to the Senator's 


entirely upon a further question, whether « 
is compensation within tl 


e meaning of the word as used 


y 


McCUMBER. } 
SPOONER. 
fcCUMBER. 
ised so as to apnly 
Very 


No; 


’ 


Whether it 
N ,* 


is an emolur ent. 


whether a compensation. 
Compensation or emolument. 
to the present 


r 


well. The Senat 


Neither can 
incumbent. 


ory 


OONER. 
McCUMBER. 


r says it is salary. 


I say it is emolument. An emolu- 






s something that is received as a gain, and if a grant is 
connection with the President’s office of an emolument, 
not take it away so as to affect the present incumbent. 
HEMENWAY. Suppose the President did not travel at 
Would he get a cent of this money? 
McCUMBER. ‘That is not the question at all. 


> 

, 
| 
i 


ion. 
he w mld be en- 


SPOONER. I want to put an ther quk 
McCUMBER. Wh he accepted it, 


her 








That ‘is the ] rovision, and the question is whether 
take away that to which he is entitled. That is the 
S \ONER. Does not the Senator think that the word 
it” as used in the Constitution was intended to be 
tl e of compensation? 
McCUMBER., It broader, I think. 
al ra 


POONE! 
McCUMB 


Let 
» | 


R me ren 
OR think ympensation, 








on, means a certain thing which all und 
t that time. It is to be assumed that tl 
1 the Constitution would not have used ar 
it was understood at the time that the words vy : 
MOONER. Tet me call the attention of the S« or to 
ge of the constitutional provision 
McCUMBER. I have it here 
ct foR, I kn t! Senato h 
shall, at stated time eive for bis se1 sa 
whicl i nei e increased nor diminished during 
r which he hall hav een elected, and he shall not receiv 
t ‘riod any other emolument from the United States, or 
rd “other,” it seems to me, throws a ; it light on the 
nolument” as there used. Is it not tended to pre 
under any device, a real increase of compensation? Ot 
he j ing which the word shall have must be deter- 
by reference to the context, the language in con tion 
nich it Is empioy a. 
McCUMBER. In construing any section of a statute 


ust adopt a 
for its adoption. 


construction th: 
The 


the 
itu- 


effect 
uld ni 


into 


w 


it 


first 


will carry 
question that 


be asked is why that provision in the Constitution was | 


ied? What is it to prevent? What wrong is it to cur 
considering what it is intended to prevent will assist us 
rmining what construction should be given to it. 
SPOONER. What is it intended to prevent? 
McCUMBER. It intended to prevent Congress 
mpting to coerce the Executive by taking away any of his 





it. at 


is 





salary, his compensation cr emoluments 1 it is l also 
lo prevent Congress, by reason of any favor that it 1 ve 
or any number of favors, from adding to the comp I 
emoluments of the President Both e prohl ted, 

Mr. SPQONER. Does not the word “ emolument,” as 1 
in the Consiitution, evidently mean somet ¢ which the 1 l- 
cent is entirely at liberty to put in his pock« 

Mr. McCUMBER. No, indeed. The defi nm that en 
to the word “emolument,” as used ir is ms, is ¢ 
the same as defined by the courts in decisions whi Lh 
“Emolument” does not necessarily mean yr 
put in your pocket. It means am g that ¢ a lt \ 
privilege, an advantage that would n 
of the law which granted it. The right ride fre 
railways of the United States, under a lay » the 
utive of the United States, would be an e! il l . lt Vol 
not be something he could put in his cet 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator | pern me, : 

Court of the United States had ion once to place 
struction upon the word “ emolumen This was a co ( 
between the collector in New Yor 1 the United § 
accounting. Under “the act of 1802, the comp 
collector was derived from three sources: First, fees a 

the services already referred to; second, commissions 
duties received, and, third, a shat of the fi | i 
forfeitures.” 

Congress passed an act by which it was pr ed 

That whenever the an | em ents of a ‘ 
ducting the e nses inci é & 
£5,000, the ex Ss shai te i 
The act was not to extend t f 1 
of which the collector ‘ i 
the act of 2d Mar 1799 (1 8 I 

It was over these emolum l 
to account to the United Si ( hat 
the question arose ihe co ts 

I ’ » 7 +} . t +} 
me ‘ ied t ) 
t « ss she j ri 

n { “ @ < @ s gy t 

ave ni d also Ss nd I 
pre oO to tne act t e t 

i rg t we i quite S 
t nit ad be ‘ 

erformed by the of ae 

I acts they 8 ais uis 4 
that being more ‘ ‘ 
pensation or pecuni pt t der d 
of the office: and such s ! rh mus i 

Now, will the Ser T ‘ ( 
back to the language of the ¢ l 
get at the meaning of the I 
determine the intention of the 
its use. Jf the Senator will per 
will rend it 

c n sl t 
Ww 
i WV i 

ix » I VW l ( 

Ly ' , 

Now, is it i ele 
pre ‘ me ir 
dey » y 

lary « ! y 

Mr. NELSO> h I 
YG 

» VICE-PI SI ’ 1) : i 
kota ld = i 

Mr. McCUMBER. 

M N] rs N f ; 

oO « au f i 

| ‘e s 
Ui ‘ i 

Mr. SI NER. ° ) 

Mr. NELSON. If 1 give x 
official du , is it not one form of e 

Mr. SPOONER. That has occurred 
ing this: The Preside of the I { . 
oath. He is sworn to execute the 
as they relate to others and as th 
no right under the Constitution, 
except for traveling expenses w eng 
When is the President not engaged 

Mr. HEYBURN. I should like to ask the Senator a iestion 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Da- 
kota yield to the Senator from Idaho? 
Mr. McCUMBER. I yield. 


Mr. HEYBURN. Is not the objection, if there is an objec- 
tion to this amendment, that it authorizes the President to dis- 
bt the bounty of the Government to his invited guests? Is 


that the strongest objection to it, if there is one? 
Mr. SPOONER. That is open to debate. 

Mr. HEYBURN. It would be competent for us to provide for 
the expenses of an officer of the Government, but can we pro- 
that that officer of the Government may in turn extend 





the bounty of the Government to a private citizen? 

\ir. SPOONER. It is not a matter of bounty. The theory 
s not that it is a bounty. If in any sense whatever—— 

Mr. HEYBURN. It is a courtesy, then. 

Mr. SPOONER. It is not a courtesy. If in any sense what- 


could be construed to be a bounty, it would seem to be 
violation of the constitutional provision. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Then it is a privilege which violates the 
! law. 

In what respect? 

In that it authorizes the President to per- 


ever i 


‘rstate-commerce 
Mr. SPOONER. 
Mr. HEYBURN. 


mit private citizen to do something—that is, to ride free on 
a railroad—which he could not do otherwise than by the 
bounty of the Government. 

Mr. SPOONER. It might be very important, in the discharge 
of oflicial duty, that the President should invite some one to 


accompany him as his guest. 

Mr. HEYBURN. How could an invitation to a private citi- 
zen to be entertained by the President when he travels be a 
part of the I 


( I am in favor of making provision for the traveling ex- 
pel of the President. But I want to see it done in such a 
way as not to be in violation of the Constitution. 

Mir. SPOONER. I am not speaking of the details of this | 


. I am only calling the attention of the Senator from 
North Dakota to the question whether, under the decisions to 
which I have directed attention and under the language of the 
nal provision, he does not give too broad a construc- 
word “emolument,” as used in that instrument? 
MALLORY. Will the Senator from North Dakota yield 
to me for moment? 


a 
'E-PRESIDENT. 


tiitic 
( tu 


t Lue 


The VI Does the Senator from North Da- 
k yield to the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. McCUMBER. I yield. 

Mr. MALLORY. I should like to ask the Senator from 
\\ nsin if I understand him aright. Do I understand him to | 
( id that the word “emolument” is synonymous with the |} 
word “compensation” as used in that clause of the Constitu- 
lion? 

\ir. SPOONER. I do not see how the framers of the Con- 
stitution, who knew how to use words and who used per- 
hay well, if not better, than any other body of men ever 


assembled the words which expressed aptly their purpose and 
{ intention, could have used the word “ other,” qualifying 
{ rd ‘“‘emolument,” unless they intended by the word 
*“emolument” to refer to such an appropriation by the Congress 

iid constitute an increase in the compensation of the 


MALLORY. As I understand the Senator's interpreta- 





his language, it is that the word “ compensation” has 
the President’s salary, and the word “ emolument,” 
use “any other emolument,” is properly placed in the 
cory ‘compensation ” and is equivalent to the word 
POONER. Yes; gain or profit under some guise, which 
take to hi iself. 
TALLOR\ If that is so - 
I IcCUMBER. I eall the attention of the Senator to the 
vord “salary” is not used. It is “ compensation.” 
p LLORY If the retation of the Senator from 
I call his attention to the last three words 
1 that period any other emolument from 
‘ ( ition 1 not contemplate that any of 
t S 1] aying t President a salary or any com- 
possibly have contemplated that they 
\ pay | hing, but not of the character of salary 
or mpensation for hi es to United States. 
Mr. SPOONER. But it contemplated they might give him 


ething that would be his after they paid it. 

. MALLORY. Und ily; but not as compensation. 
Mr. SPOONER. It would be emolument in the nature of 
ation, for it would practically increase the annual sum 


mihtn 
ubvteE 


* . a . "I | 
’resident’s official duty or help in the performance | 
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which he received as President of the United States. Of coyyco 
it was not intended that any State should be making pres, ity 
of money to the President of the United States. 

Mr. MALLORY. Undoubtedly; or presents of any kind 


money or anything else. If it prohibited the States from qoj; 
it in the same clause and in the same language as it is pr 
hibited to the United States, why should a distinction jy 
drawn? Why should you not hold that the word “ emolumen; ” 
there refers to any gift or consideration that may be given to 
the President? 

Mr. SPOONER. What does the Senator make of the worg 
“compensation?” There is only one word in this clause to 
which the word “emolument” must refer. 


The President shall, at stated times, receive for his services 9 com. 
pensation. io 

Mr. MALLORY. That undoubtedly means salary. 

Mr. SPOONER (reading): 

Which shall neither be increased nor diminished during the per 


for which he shall have been elected, and he shall not receive 
that period any other emolument. 


What does the word “ other ” 


o 
*S 
0- 


iod 


within 


refer to? It must refer to some 


thing, to some word which precedes it. 
Mr. MALLORY. Does the Senator wish an answer? 
Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 
Mr. MALLORY. It undoubtedly refers to compensation, | 


do not question it; but then it gees on further and prohibits 
the States from giving the President this same emolument: and 
it is not reasonable to suppose that the framers of the Consti- 
tution contemplated that the States should be paying the Presi- 
dent a salary. The conclusion would be that it prohibits State: 
from giving the President a gratuity or making a present or 
doing anything to influence his action.. Now, if it is prohib- 
ited to the States, the same language prohibits it to the United 
States. That is my conclusion. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin seems to attempt to make this amendment read with an en- 
tirely different intendment from that which was adopted by 
the committee which reported it. Let me ask the Senator from 
Wisconsin right here what official function is there on the part 
of the Executive of the United States which requires him to 
travel for the purpose of performing his official duties? 

Mr. SPOONER. Suppose the question was one of building 
fortifications in some particular place, or acquiring a site fora 
fort, or to determine where a part of the Army should be lo- 
cated permanently, has the Commander in Chief of the Army, 


| if he thinks it to be his duty, no right to decide the location 


and judge for himself as to the action for which he will be 
responsible? 


Mr. McCUMBER. Oh, Mr. President, he has a right, but 
there is no law compelling him to do that. 

Mr. SPOONER. May it not be his official duty? 

Mr. McCUMBER. I think not. 

Mr. SPOONER. Suppose the President of the United States, 


Congress not being in session, conceived it to be his duty to 
verify for himself conditions which have recently become quite 
notorious in Chicago, in order that he might know, as he has a 
right to know, not at second hand, but at first hand, would 
it not be in the discharge of an official duty? 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President 

Mr. McCUMBER. Oh, Mr. President, you could carry that to 
any extent. You can say that with reference to his appoint- 
ments. If there is a person living in California who is recom- 
mended for an official position, you can say that it is the func- 
tion of the President of the United States to go to the State 
California to see him personally, because he would know more 
about him, and he could, by an examination of the man per- 
sonally, tell by talking with him better than by correspondence 
whether he would be fitted for any position. But those are not 
understood to be the particular functions of the President of the 
United States. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Da- 
kota yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. McCUMBER. I yield to the Senator from Tennessee first, 
as he addressed the Chair first. 

Mr. CARMACK. I wish to suggest to the Senator that none 
of the traveling expenses of the President, so far as I have « 
heard, have been for any such purposes as that suggested 
the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. SPOONER. I was endeavoring to answer the question 
put to me by the Senator from North Dakota as to what con- 
ceivable circumstances might give rise to the official duty of the 
President to travel. 

Mr. CARMACK. The point is, further, what is the necessity 
for any such appropriation as this. As a matter of fact, we 








1906. 
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know that the President has never done any traveling for any 
nypose of performing his ofacial duties—at least I have never 
hh 1 of his having done so. While one may imagine cases in 
which he might do it, he has never done so as far as I know, 

therefore there does not appear to be any necessity for this 
sropriation. 
\ir. HEMENWAY. Mr. President 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Da- 
kota yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

\r. McCUMBER. I yield to the Senator from Indiana. 

\ir. HEMENWAY. Mr. President, in order that there may be 





no misunderstanding as to the object of this amendment, I will 
ctate that I prepared the amendment and had it referred to the 


Committee on Appropriations, and there was no disposition or 
gesire on my part, when I drew the amendment, to limit the 
traveling expenses to official trips. The idea of the amend- 
1 is that when a delegation from one of the States of the 
Union comes and asks the President to visit their State that 
ay go, that he may take on his train a sufficient number of 
newspaper men, as is customary, that he may take on his train, 
it enters the border of the State, the governor and the 
reception committee and the gentlemen who necessarily and 
naturally go to meet him. 

Now, then, just one minute more, if the Senator will permit 
me: 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate will receive a message 
fiom the House of Representatives. 


when 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Raow NING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had dis- 
| to the report of the committee of conference on the dis- 
creeing yotes of the two Houses on the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (CH. R. 18750) making appropriations for the 
val service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1907, and for 
other purposes, recedes from its disagreement to the amend- 
ments of the Senate numbered 6, 7, and 10, and agrees to the 
» with amendments in which it requests the concurrence of 
the Senate; recedes from its disagreement to the amendment of 
the Senate numbered 56, and agrees to the same; further in- 
sists upon its disagreement to the residue of the amendments to 
the bill, asks a further conference with the Senate on the dis- 
‘ing yotes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
loss, Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, and Mr. MEYER managers at the 
conference on the part of the House. 


acret 
Mr. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 

had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolutions ; 
and they were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 
8.1031. An act granting to the State of California 5 per cent 
of the net proceeds of the cash sales of public lands in said 
S. 1649. An act providing for the retirement of petty officers 
and enlisted men of the Navy; 

8.3268. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to establish 

rt of delivery at Salt Lake City, Utah;” 

S. 3414. An act providing for a public highway on the east 
side of Fort Sherman abandoned military reservation, Idaho; 

8.5512. An act defining the qualifications of jurors for service 
in the United States district court in Porto Rico; 

Ss. 5989. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge 


ss the Missouri River in Broadwater and Gallatin counties, 
Mont. ; 


» 


6234. An aet to authorize the Chicago, Milwaukee and St. 
Paul Railway Company, of Montana, to construct a bridge 
oss the Missouri River in Lewis and Clarke County, Mont. ; 

S. 0451. An act to provide for a commission to examine and 
ort concerning the use of the United States of the waters of 
Mississippi River flowing over the dams between St. Paul 

| Minneapolis, Minn. ; 
i. R. 3459. An act for the relief of John W. Williams; 
Il. R. 4580. An-act for the relief of Blank & Parks, of Waxa- 
e, Ta: 
li. R. 5221. An act for the relief of Edward King, of Niagara 
Pails, in the State of New York; 
1. R. 9343. An act providing for the resurvey of certain town- 
ships of land in the county of Baca, Colo. ; 
li. R. 16472. An act making appropriations for the legislative, 


\ 


executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1907, and for other purposes ; 

Il. R. 18536. An act providing for the subdivision of lands 
ent 


itered under the reclamation act, and for other purposes; 
i. R. 18600. An act to amend section 10 of an act of Congress 
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approved June 21, 1898, to make certain grants of land to the 
Territory of New Mexico, and for other purposes ; 

S. R. 47. Joint resolution granting condemned cannon 
statue to Governor Stevens T. Mason, of Michigan: and 

S. R. 66. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of War 
to receive, for instruction at the Military Academy at West 
Point, Mr. Jose Martin Calvo, of Costa Rica. . 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Da- 
kota yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. McCUMBER. I yield. 

Mr. HALE. I ask that the action of the House of Representa- 
tives on the naval appropriation bill be laid before the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of 
the House of Representatives disagreeing to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on tlie amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
18750) making appropriations for the naval service for the fis- 
cal year ending June 30, 1907, and for other purposes, receding 
from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate Nos. 
6, 7, and 10, and agrees to the same with amendments in which 
it requests the concurrence of the Senate; receding from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate No. 56, and fur 
ther insisting upon its disagreement to the residue of the amend 
ments to the bill, and requesting a further conference with the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate further insist upon its 
amendments still in disagreement, that it disagree to the amend 
ments of the House of Representatives to the amendments of the 
Senate and agree to the further conference, and that the Chair 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Vice-President appointed 
Mr. Hae, Mr. PERKINS, and Mr. TILLMAN, as the conferees on 
the part of the Senate. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 19844) making appropriations for 
sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1907, and for other purposes. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. McCUMBER. I yield to the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I make this statement so that there ean 
be no misunderstanding on the part of the Senate as to what I 
believe the pending amendment provides for. 

As far as the traveling expenses of the President himself are 
concerned, they would not amount to a thousand dollars a year. 
It is a very small item that goes to paying the expenses of 


for a 


BILL. 


the President himself. It is for the accommodation of the 
people. Already from various places over the United States 
the richer States and richer colleges invite the President to 


come, and they propose to pay his expenses while the States 
far distant and the States that do not care to pay the ex] 
out of their treasuries of course can not make these offers. 
This constitutional argument seems to me to be splitting 
hairs. Here is the proposition: Does the President ¢g 
bit by this provision being passed? Can it ny 
add 5 cents to his salary? I say “ No.” Then there 
pensation, there is no gain, there is no emolument. 
The President does not travel as a matter of 
travels because of the desire of the people of 
They want to see him. 
their States. 


ense 


in one 


in any possible way 


is no com 


pleasure. He 
the United States. 
They are anxious for him to 
The people are anxious to see him, and he goes, 


come to 


following the custom that has grown up now, with his train 
prepared, with a certain number of newspaper people, with 
provision for receiving the guests, the committees, the govern 
ors, the Senators or Members of Congress, the prominent citi- 
zens who go to meet the Presidential train. Now, that is all 


there is of it. 

Then what is the use to stand here for hours and talk about 
the Constitution? We have got into such a habit of discussing 
the Constitution here in the Senate that no single questi 
come up but what we have hours of constitutional argument. 
When you go to the meat of this proposition, what is it? You 
do not add one single red cent to the salary of the President 
You do not add in the way of emolument or gain or profit one 
single red cent. You simply say, “ Here, the people of the coun 
try want the President to come and see them. We h 
to prepare for him;” and we put in a for 


m can 


ve got 


provision traveling 


expenses. If he does not travel et all, he does not get any 
thing—not one red cent—but if he does travel, we pay the ex 
penses of the trip. Why? Wecause the people of the United 
States want him to travel. It is the people who want to see 








866 





him and the people of the United States are willing to pay his 
X] a do not want him te accept courtesies from rail- 
roa ul and they do not want the railroad companies 
to free. They want to pay for it, and they are 
ab y 
R’ Mr. President—— 
‘ 


‘E-PR 
to the Senator 
UMBER 


‘TER. 


ESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Da- 


from Montana? 
I yield. 

I suggest to the Senator from Indiana that in 
the great constitutional objection a provision 
might be added to the effect that the President should pay for 

eals to the Secretary of the Treasury, 
n coud possibly come to him. 
HEMENWAY. If that amendment would satisfy the 
tlemen who are opposing the amendment, I think we could 
money enough in the Senate in a few minutes to provide 
for the President's meals, if they are afraid that is a perqui- 
site. Furnishing the White House, under the argument of the 
Senator from North Dakota, is a perquisite. Putting a guard 


Vr. 


r “ne 


there at his door to guide our people through and show them 
the White House is a perquisite. 
Mr. McCUMBER. I yielded to the Senator for him to ex- 


plain what had been intended by the amendment. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. If the Senator thinks I 
too much of his time, I beg his pardon 

Mr. McCUMBER. I do not object, except that I am about 
occupying t time the Senator from Montana [Mr. Carter] 
proposed to take on another matter. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I will take the floor in my own right 
when I have the opportunity to do so, and will conclude what I 
have to say in about two and a half minutes. 

Mr. McCUMBER. 
Again the Senate 


am occupying 


he 


ir from Wisconsin makes the proposition that 


to the end that | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





| Senate, 
Mr. President, you see the difficulty here. 


the President would not take advantage of this provision, ex- 
cept for the purpose of performing the functions of government. 
The Senator who drafted the amendment now explains it ex- 
actly as I understood to be its real intendment, that the Presi- 
dent could travel and the Government could pay his expenses, | 


and pay the expenses of any invited guests he might ask to | 
ravel with him, so that the people would not have to pay it if 
they were called upon, and so the President would be free from | 
accepting it. 

Now, the Senator says this does not add one nickel’s benefit 


He says he does not gain a single nickel. If 
vels and « xpe nds in traveling the whole $25,000, he gains 
500,000 nickels, and that which is saved and that which 
is gained is, under the law, an emolument, and the C 


to the President. 
he tra 


or saves 





says that the emoluments of the President shall not be increased 
during his incumbency in office. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. M>». President—— 

Mr. McCUMBER. I have only a minute’s time, and we will 
take 1 this question again to-morrow. 

Now, Mr. President, we get back here again to the spirit 
of the provision in the Constitution, the very spirit that the 
Senator from Indiana has forgotten. It was to prevent just 
exactly such things as this that that provision was placed in 
the Constitution of the United States. 

I know that there are a great many here who think that we 
deal tco much with the Constitution; but, Mr. President, it is 

ty good instrument to follow. It has a great many pro- 
; that were sound then and are sound to-day and will be 
so long as the Republic exists. It will be well for the 
S r fr ym Indiana as weil as the rest of us to give it a little 
‘ ration before passing any law that is liable to be in con- 
th it. 
[t is $25,000 this year. What is it to be next year? Fifty 
1 dollars If I do not vote for $50,000 next year I in- 
cur or may incur the hostility of the Executive. The Con- 
titution intended to protect me against any hostility on the 
part of the Executive by reason of recording my vote in a man- 
ner that will be for or against his personal interests; and 
therefore provided that Congress should not have the power 
eith to f away from the President’s compensation or 
to add to his salary as compensation any emolument which 
would be beneficial to him during his incumbency in office. It 
was to continue the good relations and prevent any strained 
relations between the Executive and Congress that this pro- 
vision was placed in the Constitution. That Constitution has 
served us up until to-da No ere complaint has ever been 
m It will serve us for two ye “se more. We ean 
th the lary of the President of the Wnit« ad States to 
such an extent that he ean possibly afford to a for some of 
| friends and not have the Government of the United States 
pay for thei 


onstitution 





| 
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Mr. President, I agreed to close at 5 o’ecleck, 
now. I will probably continue this discussion te-merrow. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Mont 
yield to the Senator from Maine? 


and will 4d 





Mr. CARTER. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. HALE. It is very evident that the appropriation »j1 
can not be passed to-night. I regret this very much, but i} 
Senate desires an executive session. I will simply say ¢| I 


shall ask the Senate in the morning after the routine bu 
to take up the bill and end it. There are only two a: 
ments, this and one other, to be disposed of, and, althoug! 
Senator has intimated that, resting over to-night, he will « 
a good part of to-morrow, I trust he will help us in gettin: 
bill through to-morrow. 

Mr. CARTER. I move that the Senate proceed to tly 
sideration of executive business. 

Mr. CLARK of Montana. Will the Senator yield to ; 
few moments? I am obliged to leave the city this evening 
I desire to call up a bill which will give rise to no debate. 

Mr. CARTER. I will withdraw the motion for that purpose 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT GREAT FALLS, MONT. 


Mr. CLARK of Montana. I ask for the consideration of 
the bill (S. 544) to provide for the erection of a public builg 
ing in the city of Great Falls, Mont., which was reported to-day. 
It was read and passed by the Senate a week ago to-day, but 
was recommitted to make certain amendments, which hp» 
been agreed upon, and they were reported by the com: 
to-day. I ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, the 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its con- 
sideration. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Build 
and Grounds with amendments. 

The first amendment was, on page 1, line 12, before the word 
“hundred,” to strike out “three” and insert “two;” and in 
the same line, after the word “ hundred,” to insert “ and twenty- 
five; ” so as to make the clause read: : 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to acquire, at a cost not exceeding $20,000, by purchase, 
condemnation, or otherwise, a site and cause to be erected thereon a 
suitable building, including fireproof vaults, heating and ventilating 
apparatus, for the use and accommodation of the United Stat: 3 
office and other Government offices in the city of Great Falls and Sto 
of Montana, the cost of said site and building, including said vaults 
heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approac hes, 
not to exceed the sum of $225,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, to strike out, on page 2, from line 
14 to line 11 on page 3, in the following words: 


If, upon consideration of said report and accompanying papers, the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall deem further investigation necessary. 
he may appoint a commission of not more than three persons, one of 
whom shall be an officer of the Treasury Department, which commission 
shall also examine the said proposed sites, and such others as the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury may designate, and grant such hearings in rela- 
tion thereto as they shall deem necessary; and said commi 
within thirty days after said examination, make to the Secret 
the Treasury written report of their conclusion in the premises, a \- 
panied by all maps, statements, plats, or documents taken by or su! 
mitted to them in like manner as hereinbefore provided in regard to ' 
proceedings of said agent of the Treasury Department; and the Sec 
tary of the Treasury shall thereupon finally determine the location of 
the building to be erected. 

The compensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by the 
tary of the Treasury, but the same shall not exceed $6 per a 
actual traveling expenses: Provided, however, That the member of 
comniission appointed from the Treasury Department shall be paid only 
his actual traveling expenses. 


The amedment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


S | 


complete 











and the 


OBA P. HOWLAND. 


Mr. CARTER. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will ask the Senator if he will yield to 
me that I may ask unanimous consent for the consideration of 
an urgent pension bill. It will take but a moment. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Montana 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 
Mr. CARTER. I will yield to the Senator; but I will state 


that after the bill to which he has referred has been dispose! of 
I ean not yield further. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I thank the Senator. I ask unaninots 
consent for the present consideration of the bill (TH. R. 1.-) 
granting an increase of pension to Ora P. Howland. 


1906. 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 


Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Ora P. Howland, late of Company 
Hi, Second Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Heavy Artillery, 


and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LANDS OF MENOMINEE INDIANS, WISCONSIN. 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I ask that the Senator from Idaho 
[Mr. DuBois] and the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. CLapp] be 
excused from further service on the conference committee on 
the bill CH. R. 13372) to authorize the sale of timber on certain 
of the lands reserved for the use of the Menominee tribe of 


Indians, in the State of Wisconsin, and that the vacancies be | 


filled by the Chair. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered, 
and the Chair appoints the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
GAMBLE] and the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Srone] to fill the 
vacancies. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
Mr. CARTER. I renew my motion that the Senate proceed 
the consideration of executive business. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
ynsideration of executive business. After forty minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock 


to 


and 45 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, | 


99 


Friday, June 22, 1906, at 12 o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Exccutive nominations received by the Senate June 21, 1906. 
NAVAL OFFICER OF CUSTOMS. 


J. Stuart MacDonald, of Maryland, to be naval officer of cus- 
toms in the district of Baltimore, in the State of Maryland, to 
succeed William T. Malster, whose term of office will expire by 
limitation June 22, 1906. 


UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 


John C. Rose, of Maryland, to be United States attorney for 
the district of Maryland. A reappointment, his term having 
expired on June 10, 1906. 

UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 

John F, Langhammer, of Maryland, to be United States mar- 
shal for the district of Maryland. A reappointment, his term 
expiring July 16, 1906. 

UNITED 


STATES DISTRICT JUDGE. 


Charles M. Hough, of New York, to be United States district 
judge for the southern district of New York. An original ap- 
pointment under the provisions of the act approved May 26, 
1906, entitled “An act to appoint an additional judge for the 
southern district of New York.” 


COMMISSIONER OF EDUCATION. 

Elmer E. Brown, of California, to be Commissioner of Educa- 

tion, vice William T. Harris, resigned. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

Ensign John C.*Fremont, jr., to be a lieutenant (junior grade) 
in the Navy from the 7th day of June, 1906, having completed 
three years’ service in his present grade. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) John C. Fremont, jr., to be a lieuten- 


ant in the Navy from the 7th day of June, 1906, to fill a 
vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 
P. A. Paymaster David C. Crowell to be a passed assistant 


ymaster in the Navy, with the rank of lieutenant, 
15th day of April, 1906. 

The following-named passed assistant paymasters to be passed 
assistant paymasters in the Navy, with the rank of lieutenant, 
from the 7th day of June, 1906; 

James A. Bull, 

Frank T. Watrous, 

Arthur S. Peters, 

Edwards §. Stalnaker, 

Chester G. Mayo, 

Jere Maupin, 

James F. Kutz, and 

Arthur S. Brown. 

Asst. Naval Constructors Julius A. Furer and William B. 
logarty to be assistant naval constructors in the Navy, with the 
rank of lieutenant, from the 15th day of April, 1906. 


from the 
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| Asst. Naval Constructors Sidney Henry Lewis B. 
McBride to be assstant naval constructors in the Navy, with 
the rank of lieutenant, from the 7th day of June, 1906. 

Civil Engineers De Witt C. Webb, Walter H. Allen, and James 

V. Rockwell to be civil engineers in the Navy, with the rank of 

lieutenant, from the 7th day of June, 1906. 


M. and 


APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE, 


J. Carlyle Wilmer, of Maryland, to be appraiser of merchan- 
dise in the district of Baltimore, in the State of Maryland, to 
succeed C. Ross Mace, resigned. 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY MEDICAL DEPARTMENT. 


| To be assistant surgeons, with the rank of first lieutenant, 
from June 20, 1906. 
Albert Gallatin Love, of Tennessee. 
Harold Wellington Jones, of Missouri, 
Omar Walker Pinkston, of Missouri. 
Mathew Aaron Reasoner, of Illinois. 
Henry James Nichols, of New York. 
Louis Hedven Hanson, of Wisconsin. 
Lucius Locke Hopwood, of Iowa. 
| Charles Ernest Freeman, of Missouri. 
Ferdinand Schmitter, of New York. 
Howard Alden Reed, of Pennsylvania. 
Henry Blodgett McIntyre, of Vermont. 


COMMANDERS IN THE NAVY. 

| 

| The following-named commanders, who have already been 
confirmed, to take rank from dates set opposite their names, to 
correct the dates of their promotions caused by the retirement 
of Lieut. Commander Franklin J. Schell, who was due for pro- 
| motion and retired before qualifying therefor: 

John G. Quinby, to take rank from July 1, 1905; 

James H. Glennon, to take rank from July 8, 1905: 

Percival J. Werlich, to take rank from September 8, 1905; 
William R. Rush, to take rank from September 9, 1905; 
Harry S. Knapp, to take rank from September 30, 1905: 
William L. Rodgers, to take rank from December 27, 


1905: 


Roy C. Smith, to take rank from January 7, 1906: 
Robert 8S. Griffin, to take rank from January 22, 1906: 
Albert N. Wood, to take rank from February 10, 1906 
Edward Lloyd, jr., to take rank from February 12, 1906: 


Richard M. Hughes, to take rank from February 
Frank W. Bartlett, to take rank from February 
Frederick C. 


19, 1906; 


,, 
28, 1906; and 


sieg, to take rank from April 13, 1906. 

Midshipman Charles A. Harrington to be an eusign in the 
Navy from the 2d day of February, 1906, to fill a vacancy ex- 
isting in that grade on that date. 

CONSUL-GENERAL, 

Edward L. Adams, of New York, now secretary of the legation 
and consul-general at that place, for promotion to be « 1] 
general of the United States of class 6 at Stockholm, Sv ‘ 
to fill an original vacancy. 

CONSULS 

José de Olivares, of Missouri, to be consul of tl U l 
States of class 7 at Managua, Nicaragua, vice Chester Do 
son, appointed consul at Port Limo! 

Lester Maynard, of California, to be consul of tl I ed 
States of class 7 at Sandakan, British North 1] to fill an 
original vacancy. 

COLLECTOR OF ¢ STOMS 

George E. Cousens, of Maine, to be collector of cus 3 for 
the district of Kennebunk, in the State of M ‘ (Rear nt- 
ment. ) 

POSTMASTERS. 
CALIFORNIA, 

John N. Newkirk to be postmaster at San Diego, in the 
county of San Diego and State of California, in place of John 
N. Newkirk. Incumbent’s commission expired February 28, 

+ 1906, 

Alfred A. True to be postmaster at Highland, in the county of 

San Bernardino and State of California, in place of Alfred A, 


True. Incumbent’s commission expires June 30, 1906. 


CONNECTICUT. 


Henry Dryhurst to be postmaster at Meriden, in the 


New Haven and State of Connecticut, in pl 
| hurst. Incumbent’s commission « 


ceoun;ry 


of 
Dry- 


Hlenry 


LOU6. 


xpires Ju 3u, 








SSO8 
GEORGTA, 
Parnes to be pestinaster at Thomson, in the county of 
in place of Lulu M. Farmer. In- 
commission expired March 14, 1906, 
ILLINOIS. 


John M. 
MeDuflie and State of Georgia, 


culvents 


Frank E. Eckard to be postmaster at Vandalia, in the county 
of Fayette and State of Illinois, in place of John A. Bingham. | 
lncumbent’s commission expired June 10, 1906. 

Joel S. Ray to be postmaster at Arcola, in the county of 


Douglas and State of Lilinois, in place of Joel S. Ray. Incum- | 
bent’s commission expires June 27, 1906. 
IOWA, 

Lew I. Sturgis to be postmaster at Oelwein, in the county of 
Fayette and State of Lowa, in place of Lew I. Sturgis. Incum- | 
bent’s commission expires June 27, 1906. 

KANSAS, 

L. ©. MceMurray to be postmaster at McPherson, in the county 

of McPherson 1 State of Kansas, in place of Benjamin A. 


Allison. Jncumbent’s commission expires June 28, 1906. 
KENTUCKY. 

Thomas F. Beadles to be postmaster at Fulton, in the county 
of Fulton and State of Kentucky, in place of Thomas F. Beadles. 
Incumil sion expired January 13, 1906. 

George W. Bury to be postmaster at Clinton, in the county of 
an and State of Kentucky, in place of Joel P. Deboe. 
bent’s commission expired June 12, 1906. 

Edna J. Kirk te be postmaster at Paintsville, in the county of 


nt’s commis 


heul 


Johnson and State of Kentucky. Office became Presidential 
April 1, 1906. 
Ludlow F. Petty to be postmaster at Shelbyville, in the 


county of Shelby and State of Kentucky, in place of Ludlow F. 


Petty. Incumbent’s commission expired March 1, 1906. 

Orrin A. Reynolds to be postmaster at Covington, in the 
county of Kenton and State of Kentucky, in place of Orrin A. | 
Reynolds. Incumbent’s commission expired January 13, 1906. 

Perry Westerfield to be postmaster at Sebree, in the county 


of Webster Office became Presidential 


January b 


ana 


LOO6, 


State of Kentucky. 


MICHIGAN, 


Miles S. Curtis to be postmaster at Battle Creek, in the county 
of Calhoun and State of Michigan, in place of Frank H. Latta. 
Incumbent’s commission expires June 25, 1906. 

Krank L. Irwin to be postmaster at Albion, in the county of 
Calhoun and State of Michigan, in place of Frank L. Irwin. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 21, 1906. 

Scott Swarthout to be postmaster at Lakeview, in the county 
of Montcalm and State of Michigan, in place of Cary W. Vining. 
Incumbent’s commission expired February 7, 1906. 

MISSOURI. 

Alexander F. Karbe to be postmaster at Neosho, in the county 
of Newton and State of Missouri, in place of Frank E. Miller, 
resigned. 


NEW JERSEY. 


L. W. Cramer to be postmaster at Mays Landing, in the county 
of Atlantic and State of New Jersey, in place of Shepherd S. 
iu n, deceased. 

NEW YORK. 

George B. Harwood to be postmaster at Skaneateles, in the 
county of Onondaga and State of New York, in place of George 
LB. Harwood. Incumbent’s commission expired April 22, 1906. | 

OHIO. 

john B. Elliott to be postmaster at Greenfield, in the county 
of Highland and State of Ohio, in place of John B. Elliott. In- 
‘ t's commission expired June 19, 1906. 

SOUTH CAROLINA, 

Janes O. Ladd to be postmaster at Summerville. in the county 
of Dorchester and State of South Carolina, in place of James 
©. Ladd. Incumbent’s commission expired April 30, 1906 

WITHDRAWAL. 
E tive nomination withdrawn from the Senate June 21, 
1906. 
Emma Metzger to be postmaster at Oakharbor, in the State 


WATERS OF THE RIO GRANDE. 


The 


injunction of secrecy was removed June 21, 1906, from a 
conve ion between the United States and Mexico, signed at | 
Washington on May 21, 1906, providing for the equitabie dis- 
tribution of the waters of the Rio Grande for irrigation pur- 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, June 21, 1906. 

The House met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Coupren, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

BANKING INSTITUTIONS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 1:8 

to amend sections 713 and 714 of “An act to establish a Cojo 


| of Law for the District of Columbia,” approved March 3, 190), 
| as amended by the acts approved January 31 and June 30, 190. 


and for other purposes, with a Senate amendment. 

The Senate amendment was read. 

Mr. KLINE. Mr. Speaker, I-move that the House concyy 
in the Senate amendment. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 5769) to 
declare the true intent and meaning of parts of the act entitled 

l 


| “An act in relation to testimony before the Interstate Commer 
| Commission,” and so forth, approved February 11, 1893, 


an act entitled “An act to establish the Department of Co- 
merce and Labor,” approved February 14, 1903, and an act e- 
titled “An act to further regulate commerce with foreign p.»- 
tions and among the States,” approved February 19, 1903, ang 
an act entitled “An act making appropriations for the legis|,- 
tive, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, and for other purposes,” 
approved February 25, 1903, with House amendments disagreed 
to by the Senate. 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House insist 
on its amendments and agree to the conference asked for. 

The motion was agreed to. The Chair appointed as conferees 
on the part of the House Mr. JENKINS, Mr. LITTLEFIELD, and Mr. 


20, 


| De ARMOND. 


FISHERIES OF ALASKA, ° 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 13543) 
for the protection and regulation of the fisheries of Alaska, with 
Senate amendments. 

The Senate amendments were read. 

Mr. CAPRON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House concur 
in the Senate amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

BONDS FOR AMERICAN PRINTING HOUSE FOR THE BLIND. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 
16290) to postpone until 1907 the maturity of $250,000 of 
4 per cent United States bonds held in trust for the benefit of 
the American Printing House for the Blind, with Senate amend- 
ments. 


The Senate amendments were read. 
Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House concur 
in the Senate amendments. 
The motion was agreed to- 
RRIDGE ACROSS THE OHIO RIVER, WEST VIRGINIA. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 6146) to 


authorize the Back River Bridge Company to construct a bride 
across the west or smaller division of the Ohio River from 
Wheeling Island, West Virginia, to the Ohio shore, a similar 
bill being on the House Calendar. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Back River Bridges Company, a corpo- 
ration organized under the laws of the State of West Virginia, its 
successors and assigns, be, and they are hereby, authorized to I 

maintain, and operate a bridge and approaches thereto, for 
street railway and wagon traffic and other appropriate public 
across the west or smaller channel of the Ohio River, known as the Back 
River, from a point near the southerly end of Wheeling Island, w! 
is a part of the city of Wheeling, in the State of West Virginia, to the 
Ohio shore, in accordance with the provisions of the act entitled ‘.\n 
act to reguiate the construction of bridges over navigable waters, 
approved March 23, 1906. ; 

Sec. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I move tlie 
passage of the Senate bill, a similar House bill being on the 
Calendar. ; 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

A similar bill (H. R. 19856) was laid on the table. 


RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH PUBLIC LANDS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. f. 
15513) to declare and enforce the forfeiture provided 
section 4 of the act of Congress approved March 3, 1875, ¢! 
tled “An act granting to railroads the right of way through tlie 
public lands of the United States,’ with Senate amendments. 

‘The Senate amendments were read. 





19! 6. 


_ 


Mr. LACEY. 
Senate amendments. 


Mr. Speaker, I move that the House concur in 


th 

rhe motion was agreed to. ; , 

On motion of Mr. Lacey, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


, message from the Senate, by Mr. ParKktnson, its reading 
ad nnounced that the Senate had agreed to the amendments 


a sho House of Representatives to bills and joint resolution of 
{ lowing titles: . 

~¢ 1997, An act confirming to certain claimants thereto por- 
tions of lands known as Fort Clinch Reservation, in the State 
of | rida 3 


« 4109. An act to increase the efficiency of the Bureau of 
Insular Affairs of the War Department ; and 

“¢ R47. Joint resolution granting condemned cannon for a 
‘ine to Governor Stevens T. Mason, of Michigan. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
ote of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to 
hill (H. R. 14171) making appropriations for fortifications 
: her works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the 
pr -ement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for 


statl 


jther purposes. 
; rhe message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out namendment bills of the following titles : 

i. R. 20119. An act to authorize the village of Oslo, Marshall 
County, Minn., to construct a bridge across the Red River of the 
North: and 
~ HER. 19181. An act to grant a certain parcel of land, part of 
the Fort Robinson Military Reservation, Nebr., to the village of 


Crawford, Nebr., for park purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
endment the following resolution : 

ed by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), 
That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 
to cause an examination and survey to be made of the harbor at Du- 
luth, Minn., 
what modifications 0: 


out an 


the present plan, if any, are desirable. 
NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference report on 
the naval appropriation bill, and ask unanimous consent that 
the reading of the report be dispensed with, and that the state- 
ment on the part of the managers of the House be read in lieu 
thereof. 

The 


ttle 
The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (A. R. 18750) making appropriations for the naval service for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1907, and for other purposes. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent that 
e statement be read in lieu of the report. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The following is the report and statement: 


T 


CONFERENCE REPORT. 


The 
two 
(H. 


committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
Houses on certain amendments of the Senate to the bill 
Rk. 18750) making appropriations for the naval service for 


the fiscal year ending June 30, 1907, and for other purposes, 
having met, after full and free conference have agreed to rec- 
ommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as fol- 
lo s° 

it the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 9, 34, 
35, 38, and 47. 

the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 

me 


s of the Senate numbered 1, 3, 5, 11, 12, 14, 16, 17, 19, 20, 21, 

22, 25, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 48, 49, 
55, 54, 57, 58, 59, and 63, and agree to the same. 

mendment numbered 8: That the House recede from its dis- 


agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 8, and | 


to the same with amendments as follows: 

; line 10 of said amendment strike out the colon and insert 
in lieu thereof a period. 
lines 10, 11, 12, 18, 14, 15, 16, and 17 of said amendment 
out the following: “ Provided, That hereafter the pay 
lowances of chaplains shall be the same, rank for rank, 
or nay be provided by law for officers of the line and of 
the Medical and Pay Corps, all of whom shall hereafter receive 


st e 


the Same pay on shore duty as is now provided for sea duty: 
Aud provided further, That the present pay and allowances of 
‘ily officer now in the Navy shall not be reduced: Provided fur- 
bite . 


and insert in lieu thereof as a new paragraph: 


including the entrance thereto, with a view to determining | 


SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois calls up the | 
‘onference report upon the bill of which the Clerk will read the | 
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“That all chaplains now in the Navy above the grade of lieu- 
tenant shall receive the pay and allowances of lieutenant-com- 
mander in the Navy according to length of service under the 
provisions of law for that rank, and all chaplains now in the 
Navy in the grade of lieutenant shall receive their present sea 
pay when on shore duty: Provided, That naval chaplains here- 
after appointed shall have the rank, pay, and allowances of 
lieutenant (junior grade) in the Navy until they shall have 
completed seven years of service, when they shall have the rank, 
pay, and allowances of lieutenant in the Navy; 1 


= mM 
Ps » alia 


lieutenants 
shall be promoted, whenever vacancies occur, to the grade of 
lieutenant-commander, which shall consist of five members, and 
when so promoted shall receive the rank, pay, and allowances 
of. lieutenant-commander in the Navy: Provided ther, That 
nothing herein contained shall be held or construed to iner 
the number of chaplains as now authorized by law or to reduce 
the rank or pay of any now serving.” 

In line 17 of said amendment, commencing with the word 
“That,” have a new paragraph; and in lines 17 and 18 of said 


“YT 


ise 


amendment strike out the words “ pay and;” and in line 21 of 
said amendment strike out the words “ pay and.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 10: That the House recede from its 


disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 16, 


and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 

4 of said amendment strike out the words “ rank, highest; and 
| in lines 4 and 5 of said amendment strike out the comina after 

the word “commander” and the words “and of no high 


rank ;” and in lines 6 and 7 strike out the words “ be appointel 
from civil life in the manner and at” and insert in lieu ther 


| the word “ receive ;” and at the end of said amendment insert ihe 


following: “Provided further, That such officer shal! 


not have 

the benefit of retirement ;” and the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 15: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered , 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In said 
amendment, after the word “million,” strike out the words 

“three hundred thousand ;” and the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 18: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 18, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 5 


of said amendment strike out the words “ immediately available 
and to be;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 36: That the House recede from 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In the 
last line of said amendment strike out the comma and the 
words “to be immediately available ;”’ and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

Amendment numbered 51: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 51, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 6 
of said amendment, after the word “ graduation,” insert the 
following “or that may occur for other reasons ;” and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 60: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 60, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In said 
amendment strike out the words “one million” and insert in 
lieu thereof the words “ five hundred thousand;” and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 61: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 61, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: On page 76 
of the bill, at the end of line 5, insert the following: “ But this 


its 


|e 
oD, 


| provision shall not apply to or interfere with contracts for such 


armor already entered into, 
tary of the Navy;” and the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 62: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 62, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
sum proposed insert “thirty-three million four hundred and 
seventy-five thousand eight hundred and twenty-nine dollars;” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 
On amendments numbered 2, 6, 7, 13, 32, 33, 37, 55, and 56 
the committee of conference have been unable to agree. 
GEORGE EpMUND Foss, 
H. C. LouDENSLAGER, 
ADOLPH MEYER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
EvGENE HAte, 
Gro. C. PERKINS, 
B. R. TILLMAN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


signed, and executed by the Secre- 











SS70 


The statement was read, as follows: 





STATEMENT, 


The managers on the part of the House at the conference on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 18750) making appropriations for 
the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1907, and 
for other purposes, submit the following written statement in 
explanation of the effect of the action agreed upon and recom- 
mended in the accompanying conference report on each of the 
amendments of the Senate, viz: 

On amendment No. 1: Provides for hire of quarters for offi- 
cers serving with troops where there are no public quarters be- 
longing to the Government, and where there are not sufficient 
quarters possessed by the United States to accommodate them, 
as proposed by the Senate. 

On amendment No. 3: Provides that the Secretary of the 
Navy may, in his discretion, require the whole or a part of the 
bounty allowed upon enlistment to be refunded in cases where 
men are discharged during the first year of enlistment, by re- 
quest, for inaptitude, as undesirable, or for disability not in- 
curred in line of duty, as proposed by the Senate. . 

On amendment No. 5: Reimburses officers and enlisted men of 
the Navy and Marine Corps who were on duty under orders in 
San Francisco during the recent fire in that city for losses of 
clothing and other personal effects sustained by them through 
said fire, $7,000,-or so much thereof as may be necessary: Pro- 
vided, That such reimbursement shall be made under regulations 
to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Navy and upon vouchers 
to be approved by him in each ease, as proposed by the Senate. 

On amendment No. 8: Provides that the provision contained 
in section 13 of an act approved March 3, 1899, entitled “An act 


to reorganize and increase the efficiency of the personnel of the 
Navy and Marine Corps of the United States,” reading as fol- 
lows: “Provided, That such officers when on shore shall receive 


the allowances, but 15 per cent less pay than when on sea duty; 
but this provision shall not apply to warrant officers commis- 
sioned under section 12 of this act,” be, and the same is hereby, 
repealed. 

And further provides that all chaplains now in the Navy 
above the grade of lieutenant shall receive the pay and allow- 
ances of lieutenant-commander in the Navy according to length 


of service under the provisions of law for that rank, and all 
chaplains now in the Navy in the grade of lieutenant shall re- 
ceive their present sea pay when on shore duty: Provided, 
Phat naval chaplains hereafter appointed shall have the rank, 
pay. and allowances of lieutenant (junior grade) in the Navy 


until they shall have completed seven years of service, when 
they shall have the rank, pay, and allowances of lieutenant in 
the Navy; and lieutenants shall be promoted, whenever vacan- 
occur, to the grade of lieutenant-commander, which shall 
consist of five numbers, and when so promoted shall receive the 
rank, pay, and allowances of lieutenant-commander in the Navy: 
Provided further, That nothing herein contained shall be held 
or construed to increase the number of chaplains as now au- 
thorized by law or toe reduce the rank or pay of any now serving. 

And further provides that the civil engineers and professors 
of mathematics shall receive the same allowances as are or may 
be provided by or in pursuance of law for naval constructors 
and the assistant civil engineers the same allowances as pro- 
vided for assistant naval constructors. 

On amendment No. 9: Strikes out the provision that a sum 
not to exceed $5,000 may be expended by the Secretary of the 
Navy for legal advice out of this appropriation, as proposed by 
the Senate. 

On amendment No. 10: Provides that the solicitor in the office 
of the Judge-Advocate-General of the Navy shall hereafter 
be appointed by the President, by and with the advice and con- 
sent of the Senate, and shall have the pay and allowances of a 
commander: Provided, That when such office becomes vacant 
the solicitor shall thereafter receive the compensation now pro- 
vided by law: Provided further, That such officer shall not 
have the benefit of retirement. 

On amendment No. 11: Strikes out the provision for trans- 
portation to the places of enlistment, or to their homes if resi- 
dents of the United States, of enlisted men and apprentice sea- 
men discharged on aceount of expiration of enlistment, with 
subsistence and transfers en route, or cash in lieu thereof, as 
proposed by the Senate. 

On amendment No. 12: Provides that hereafter enlisted men 
discharged on account of expiration of enlistment shall receive, 
in lieu of transportation and subsistence, travel allowance of 
4 cents per mile from the place of discharge to the place of en- 
listment, for travel in the United States, as proposed by the 
Senate. 
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On amendment No. 14: Provides that for the performa) 


hee of 
such additional services in and about the Naval Home 4s 


be necessary the Secretary of the Navy is authorized jo en. 
ploy, on the recommendation of the governor, beneficiaries jy 


Inay 


said home, whose compensation shall be fixed by the Secrets). 
and paid from the appropriation for the support of the hy, aos 
proposed by the Senate. ; 
On amendment No. 15: Appropriates $2,000,000 for serve 
supply of powder and shell instead of $2,300,000, as pro) osed 


by the Senate. 


On amendment No. 16: Appropriates $750,000 for resepye 
guns, as proposed by the Senate. 
On amendment No. 17: Inserts the word “ torpedo” 


“naval,” so as to read “ naval torpedo station,” as prop auree 
the Senate. - 

On amendment No. 18: Provides for the preparation of sites 
furnishing and erecting masts, buildings, and machinery foyy 1, 
tions for United States naval wireless telegraph stations oy {). 
Pacific coast in the States of Washington, Oregon, ang ¢»: 
fornia, to be limited to the purposes above named, $65,009. 

On amendment No. 19: Provides that $1,500 may be expe aoy 
by the Secretary of the Navy in procuring a survey and ex). 
mate of cost for a channel into Welles Harbor, Midway Islaj.js 
as proposed by the Senate. : were 

On amendment No. 20: Provides that the Chief of the Bureay 
of Yards and Docks shall be selected from the members of jh 
Corps of Civil Engineers of the Navy having not less than 
seven years’ active service, as proposed by the Senate. 

On amendments Nos. 21 and 22: Appropriates $75,000 for 
boiler shops and changes totals accordingly, as proposed by the 
Senate. 

On amendments Nos. 23, 24, and 26: Reduces appropriation 
toward the dry dock $50,000 and appropriates $40,000 for quay 
wall at dry-dock entrance; dry-dock latrines, $3,000; one of- 
cers’ quarters, $7,000; dispensary building, $12,000, and changes 
totals accordingly, as proposed by the Senate. 

On amendments Nos. 27, 28, and 29: Appropriates $30,000 
for dredging and filling in at naval station at Key West, Fla.: 
also $3,000 for sewer system, and changes totals accordingly, 
as proposed by the Senate. E 

On amendments Nos. 30 and 31: Increases appropriations for 
navy-yard, Puget Sound, Wash., as follows: Telephone system, 
extensions, $1,500; central power plant, $60,000; water-closets 
for ships in dock, $2,500, and changes totals accordingly, as pro- 
posed by the Senate. 

On amendments Nos. 34 and 35: Strikes out language “and 
power plant,” as proposed by the Senate. 

On amendment No. 36: Appropriates $35,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary, for the reclamation of that por- 
tion of the naval station at Honolulu, Hawaii, known as the 
“ Reef.” 

On amendment No. 38: Applies the word “all” to officers 
outside of the naval hospital, Newpert, R. I., so that it will 
read “ building quarters for all officers,” ete. 

On amendments Nos. 39 aned 40: Provides for a _ heading, 
“ Public works, Marine Corps,” and the erection of barracks 
and quarters, Marine Corps: Erection and equipment of two 
laundries for enlisted men, marine barracks, $12,000, as pro- 
posed by the Senate. 

On amendments Nos. 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, and 46: Provides for 
the completion of marine barracks on the Schmoele tract of land 
at the Norfolk Navy-Yard, in the State of Virginia, including 
plumbing, interior woodwork, painting, grading, and proper con- 
nections with the local waterworks, $15,000; for the construc- 
tion of two additional sets of officers’ quarters, Norfolk Navy- 
Yard, $24,000; in all, Norfolk Navy-Yard, $39,000. 

For the erection of marine barracks and officers’ quarters, 
naval station, New Orleans, La., $15,000, which sum siiall be 
in addition to $15,000 appropriated for this object in the naval 
appropriation act approved March 3, 1901, and $6,500 provided 
in the nayal appropriation act approved April 27, 1904. 

For the erection of marine barracks and completion of officers’ 
quarters, marine barracks, naval training station, San Fran- 
cisco, Cal., $15,000. 

For the necessary repairs and improvements to such buildings 
at the naval station, New London, Conn., as have been assigned 
to the Marine Corps by the Navy Department, $25,000. 

For the purchase of land adjoining marine reservation, naval 
station, Sitka, Alaska, $400. 

In all, public works, Marine Corps, $106,400, as proposed by 
the Senate. 

On amendment No. 47: Strikes out provision that the Secretary 
of the Nevy be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed t 
eause to be constructed a fully completed model of each vessel 
of war of the Navy of the United States which now has or may 


1906. 





hereafter be given the name borne by any State of the United 
states, said model to be deposited in the capitol building of 
said State, and in every case said model shall be placed in a 
prominent position, convenient to public view: Provided, That 
such model shall not cease to be, when so deposited, the prop- 
erty of the Government of the United States, but shall be at all 
times subject to the authority and direction of the Secretary of 
the Navy, no model to cost in excess of $3,500, and the sum of 
g50,000 is hereby appropriated, as proposed by the Senate. 

amendment No. 48: Appropriates $60,000 to outfit boiler 
sl and changes totals accordingly, as proposed by the Senate. 

On amendment No. 49: Changes totals as proposed by the 
NK, te. 
amendment No..50: Changes totals as proposed by the 
Sy te. 

On amendment No. 51: Provides hereafter the Secretary of 
the Navy shall, as soon as possible after the 1st day of June of 
each year preceding the graduation of midshipmen in the suc- 
ceeding year, notify in writing each Senator, Representative, 
and Delegate in Congress of any vacancy that will exist at the 
Nayal Academy because of such graduation, or that may occur 
for other reasons, and which he shall be entitled to fill by nom- 
n of a candidate and one or more alternates therefor. The 

nation of a candidate and alternate or alternates to fill 


() 


On 


- l yeaney shall be made upon the recommendation of the 
Senator, Representative, or Delegate, if such recommendation is 
made by the 4th day of March of the year following that in 


which said notice in writing is given, but if it is not made by 
t time the Secretary of the Navy shall fill the vacancy by 
intment of an actual resident of the State, Congressional 
listrict, or Territory, as the case may be, in which the vacancy 
will exist, who shall have been for at least two years imme- 
liately preceding the date of his appointment an actual and 
a fide resident of the State, Congressional district, or Terri- 
tory in which the vacancy will exist and of the legal qualifica- 
tion under the law as now provided. In cases where by reason 
of a vacancy in the membership of the Senate or House of Rep- 
resentatives, or by the death or declination of a candidate for 
admission to the academy there occurs or is about to occur 
at the academy a vacancy from any State, district, or Ter- 
ritory that can not be filled by nomination as herein pro- 
vided, the same may be filled as soon thereafter and before the 
final entrance examination for the year, as the Secretary of the 
Navy may determine. The candidates allowed for the District 
of Columbia and all the candidates appointed at large, together 
with alternates therefor, shall be selected by the President 
within the period herein prescribed for nomination of other 
candidates: Provided, That the President may select a candi- 
late for the District of Columbia for the year 1908, as proposed 
yy the Senate. 

On amendment No. 52: Provides that the President be au- 
thorized to appoint, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, two additional professors of mathematics in the Navy, 


( 
{ 
I 


who shall be extra numbers in said list and who shall take | 


rank as now held by them. 

On amendment No. 53: Provides that all records (such as 
muster and pay rolls and reports) relating to the personnel and 
operations of public and private armed vessels of the North 
American colonies in the war of the Revolution now in any 
of the Executive Departments shall be transferred to the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, to be preserved, indexed, and prepared for 
publication, as proposed by the Senate. 

On amendment No. 54: Provides for prizes for excellence in 
gunnery exercise and target practice, both afloat and ashore. 

On amendments Nos. 57, 58, 59, and 60: Provides for tests of 
subsurface and submarine torpedo boats to take place within 
nine months instead of twelve from the date of the passage of 
this act, and appropriates $500,000. 

On amendment No. 61: Provides that the following clause, 
“That no part of this appropriation shall be expended for 

rmor for vessels herein authorized except upon contracts for 

h armor when awarded by the Secretary of the Navy, to the 
responsible bidder, having in view the best results and 

st expeditious delivery,” shall not apply to or interfere with 

tracts for such armor already entered imto, signed, and 
ecuted by the Secretary of the Navy. 

On amendment No. 62: Changes totals from $32,975,829 for 

1 increase of the Navy to $33,475,829. 

On amendment No. 63: Provides that no part of any sum 

ropriated by this act shall be used for any expense of the 
‘ivy Department at Washington unless specific authority be 
given for such expenditure. 
‘The committee of conference have been unable to agree on the 
llowing amendments: 
On amendment No. 2: Which increases the appropriation for 
pay of the Navy from $20,000,000 to $20,269,637. 


at 
‘ L 
e 
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On amendment No. 6: Which provides that all officers of the 
Navy below the grade of rear-admiral, with creditable records, 
including those retired with the relative rank of commedore, 
who served during the civil war, and who were honorably re- 
tired prior to the passage of an act entitled “An act to reorgan- 
ize and increase the efficiency of the personnel of the Navy and 
Marine Corps of the United States,” approved March 3, 1899, 
shall be advanced on the retired list one grade above the grade 
or rank now held by them, to take effect from the date of the 
approval of said act; and that rear-admirals retired prior to the 
passage of said act shall receive the same pay as officers of the 
Navy of corresponding grade who have been retired under said 
act: Provided, That this act shall not apply to any officer who 
has received an advance of grade since his retirement or has 
been restored to the Navy and placed on the retired list with pro- 
motion thereon by virtue of the provisions of a special act of 
Congress. This provision shall in no case authorize any claim 
for back pay and shall have effect only for the future, and shall 
also apply in like manner to officers of the Marine Corps. 

On amendment No. 7: Which provides that officers of the 
Marine Corps with creditable records who served during the 
civil war and were retired prior to 1904 shall receive the full 
benefit of the act approved April 23, 1904, in so far as the same 
provides for the promotion of civil war veterans to the next 
higher grade above that at which they were retired. 

On amendment No. 18: Which provides that the naval station 
at Port Royal, 8S. C., including all buildings and other property 
thereon and the employees attached thereto, be hereby trans- 
ferred to and placed under the control of the Bureau of Navi- 
gation, Navy Department, as an adjunct to the naval training 
station, Rhode Island, to be used for the instruction of recruits 
during the winter months and at such other times as may be 
deemed advisable, and for that purpose the following sums are 
appropriated: Necessary repairs to the buildings to fit them 
for berthing, messing, and drilling purposes, and for galleys, 
latrines, and washhouses for apprentice seamen, and for pur- 
poses of administration in connection with the training of the 
same, $51,000; installing necessary distilling plant or fresh- 
water supply, $20,000; maintenance of the station as a training 
station, $25,000; in all, $96,000. 

On amendments Nos. 32 and 33: Which provide for the con- 
struction of a graving dock of concrete and granite, to cost in 
all $1,400,000, $100,000; in all, navy-yard, Pensacola, $140,000. 

On amendment No. 37: Which provides for changes in the 
totals, public works, navy-yards and stations, from $2,848,450 
to $3,052,450. 

On amendment No. 55: Which provides that from and after 
the date of the approval of this act the Commandant of the 
Marine Corps shall have the rank, pay, and allowances of a 
major-general in the Army, and when a vacancy shall oecur in 
the office of Commandant of Corps, on the expiration of the 
service of the present incumbent, by retirement or otherwise, 
the Commandant of the Marine Corps shall thereafter 
the rank, pay, and allowances of a brigadier-general. 

On amendment No. 56: Which provides that before any pro- 
posals for said battle ship shall be issued or any bids received 
and accepted the Secretary of the Navy shall report to Cong 
at its next session full details covering the type of such | 
ship and the specifications for the same, including 


have 


ress 
its dis] 


and armament therefor. 


GeEorRGE EpMUND [Foss 
H. C. LoUDENSLAGER, 
ADOLPH ME) 


Managers on the part of the House. 
Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I would state that this report is a 
partial report and covers all matters in disagreement between 
the House and the Senate except practically five or six subjects, 
the first relating to the civil-war veterans, which is covered by 
amendments 2, 6, and 7; the thirteenth Senate amendment, ap- 
propriating less than $100,000 for Fort Royal; Senate amend- 
ments Nos. 32, 33, and 37, providing for an additional dock at 
Pensacola Navy-Yard, and amendment giving the Comman- 
dant of the Marine Corps the rank and pay of a major-general 


we, 


together with 56, relating to the battle ship. These are the 
only matters in disagreement between the two Houses, or will 
be after the adoption of this report. Mr. Speaker, I now mov 
the previous question on the adoption of the report. 

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, Mr. Speaker, does not the gentleman pro- 
pose to have some debate on this? 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, this report is too important to be 


put over under the previous question. 
upon that motion, I sincerely hope tl 
There are some things here that the 
before it adopts this report. 


2 41 : 
If the gentleman 
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Mr. FOSS. Very well, Mr. Speaker, I will withdraw that 
motion. Does the gentleman desire to ask some questions? 

Mr. HULL. I desire to discuss this report and incidentally 
to ask some questions. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman from IIlli- 
neis [Mr. Foss] will give time enough to discuss this report. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, this relates simply to the adoption 
of a partial report. 

Mr. PAYNE. It involves a great many important matters 
that the House should be in possession of before it votes on it. 

Mr. FOSS. How much time does the gentleman from Iowa 
desire? 

Mr. HULL. I do not want to use any unusual time. It is 
impossible to say how long. 

Mr. FOSS. I yield five minutes to the gentleman. 

Mr. TIULL. Five minutes would not be enough. I would 
want at least ten or fifteen minutes. 

Mr. FUSS. Well, I will yield ten minutes to the gentleman 
from Iowa. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary in- 
quiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to move that the House 
recede from its disagreement on amendment No. 6 and concur 
in the Senate amendment. Is it proper for me to make that 
motion at this time? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that there is a con- 
ference report that brings the two bodies together upon certain 
matters of disagreement, and that there are certain other mat- 
ters that have not been agreed to. The first question that 
would present itself is as to whether the House will agree to 
the conference report. After that any matters that have not 
been settled in the conference report, in the event the conference 
report should be adopted, would be subject to disposition by 
the House. If the conference report is defeated, then all mat- 
ters, if the House should further insist upon its disagreement 
to the Senate amendments, would go back to conference. 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes; but I suppose it would be proper for 
the House to vote to instruct the committee to recede and concur 
on amendment No. 6. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, that would be in order. 

Mr. PERKINS. Then the report thus amended could pe 
adopted. 


only question before the House at this time is as to whether 
the House will agree to the conference report. If they agree, 


1 i alreas § ose € rs ¢ ai » j f "o ~ fF } e e 
then it takes all those matters contained in that report out of | ment only provides for those who may come after him. 


disagreement with the Senate. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I yield ten minutes to the gentleman 
from lowa. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I understand that the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Burton] has a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. No; I think that has been answered 
by what the Speaker said. As I understand, the motion now 
before the House is to adopt that part of the conference report 
upon which the conferees agree. I do not understand that any 
former motion was made to that effect. 

The SPEAKER. That is all there is to the conference report. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I do not like to antagonize the re- 
port of the conferees—— 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Speaker, I call for order. This report 
affects not only the Committee on Naval Affairs, but the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and the Army is affected by it as 
well. 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, there is a constant strife between 
the two arms of the service, as they say, to be put upon an 
equality; but each time that one is put upon an equality it is 
found out afterwards that he goes a little beyond equality, and 
then the other arm begins to press up—never presses down. I 
have never found either of them to come and solicit Congress 
to equalize rank and pay downward. It is always to equalize 
up. This report, in my judgment, in some respects is equaliz- 





ing up, and I desire to call the attention of the gentleman from 
Illinois |Mr. Foss], the chairman of the committee, to amend- 
ment No. 1, which provides as follows: 

For hire of quarters for officers serving with troops where there are 
no public quarters belonging to the Government, and where there are 
not sufficient quarters possessed by the United States to accommodate 
them 


That is to say, the naval officers shall have quarters. Now, 
the Army has that in a limited degree. In other words, where 
an oflicer of the Army is serving with or without troops and 
the Government can not furnish quarters, he gets, according to 
his rank, so many rooms. In other words, if he is a lieutenant, 
he gets two rooms; if he is a captain, he gets three rooms, and 
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the price of the room is fixed at $12 a room. There is no 
limitation in this, and a man serving in any city of the Unite 
States could receive out of this appropriation rent for a hose 
that would cost $5,000 a year and be within the law. Now 
what I want is for the conferees, when they take this yp 
again—and I hope they will—to limit the price of the room to 
$12, and give to each naval officer rooms according to his rank 
as is done in the Army. If you will do this, we will have no 
further trouble about this room matter. If you do not do it, 
we will be bothered here every Congress for as liberal a pro. 
vision as is given here 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. HULL. Certainly. x 

Mr. TAWNEY. Is this amendment included in the agreement 
of the conferees? 

Mr. HULL. It is included in the agreement. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Then there is only one way to reach it, ang 
that would be to vote down the conferees’ report. That is the 
parliamentary situation? 

Mr. HULL. That is correct. I have a serious objection, Mr. 
Speaker, to amendment No. 10, which has been agreed to by 
the conferees. 

Mr. WATSON. What is amendment No. 10? 

Mr. HULL. It is a Senate amendment. 

The solicitor in the office of the Judge-Advocate-General of the Nayy 
shall hereafter be appointed by the President, by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate, and shall have the rank, highest pay, and 
allowances of a commander, and no higher rank: Provided, That when 
such office becomes vacant the solicitor shall thereafter be appointed 
from civil life in the manner and at the compensation now provided 
by law. 

The conferees changed that, and, I think, intended to cover 
my objection. 'They struck out the words “rank, highest” and 
the words “no higher rank,” so it will read “ shall have the pay 
and allowance of a commander,” and then they made the pro- 
viso read: “ When such office becomes vacant the solicitor shall 
receiye the compensation now provided by law,” and they add 
another proviso: “Provided further, That such officer shall not 
have the benefit of retirement.” But my point, Mr. Speaker, is 
that that proviso in regard to retirement should have come in 
immediately after giving the rank to the officer. He is a ciyil- 
ian employee of the Navy Department. He is getting pay now 





| fixed by law. ‘This makes him virtually a commander in thie 





i coum a irae a : : : : | Navy, and by putting in the proviso where it is it does not keep 
The SPEAKER. That is not in order at this time. The | “ee vi I as 


him off the retired list 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HULL. In other words, the proviso fixing the retire- 





Mr. FITZGERALD. Does this amendment in effect take a 
civilian into the Navy at the rank of commander? 

Mr. HULL. Yes. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. That is the purpose? 

Mr. HULL. That is the purpose of the Senate amendment. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Why should some civilian who has been 
working in the Navy Department at this time be given rank in 
the Navy as commander with the pay and allowances of one? 

Mr. HULL. And he has also the retired pay. 

Mr. PAYNE. Is not the object of this amendment to increase 
the pay of the present incumbent while he is in office? 

Mr. HULL. I will say the object of the amendment was to 
increase the pay of the present incumbent, but the intent of the 
House conferees unquestionably was to limit it to him while on 
the active list, and if they had put their proviso immediately 
following the word “commander” in line 18 of the Dill, I 
should not have had a word to say, but putting the proviso at 
the close of the whole legislation, after they had provided what 
the succeeding officer should have, simply provides that the 
succeeding officer shall not be put upon the retired list. I do 
not believe there is any question as to the construction that will 
be placed upon it. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, it was quite impossible for us 
over here on this side of the House to hear the gentleman's 
explanation of the item about quarters provided for in this bill— 
quarters for officers on shore duty, I suppose. 

Mr. HULL. Serving where there are no publie quarters. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. In what respect does that differ from the 
legislation for the Army? 

Mr. HULL. . It makes no limitation whatever on what shall 
be expended for quarters by any oflicer. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Do you mean to say not so much for a room 
and not so many rooms for rank? 

Mr. HULL. No, sir; nothing of the kind. It simply pro- 
vides they shall have quarters, and as I said before, while I 
think it is extreme, and it would be doubtful if any such thing 
would ever happen, yet they would have the power under this 
law to furnish a house in Washington, or in any other city 
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«bere they are serving with the troops, no matter what the cost 
should be. 

\ir. SLAYDEN. Does not the gentleman think that it would 
only be fair to the public and doing exact justice as between the 
two branches of the service, if they were limited to the same 


emolument in that direction? 


\ir. HULL. It is my suggestion, if this goes back to the 
conference, that they provide that they shall have so many 
rooms for each rank, and that they shall not pay over $12 a 


month for each room, as it is for the Army. 
Mr. SLAYDEN. What about the compensation for the chap- 


“\r. HULL. I want to compliment the committee on this, 
iat they have adjusted the chaplains on the same line as is 
now provided for the Army. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. That is wise legislation. 

Mr. HULL. They have fixed it so that they go in at lower 
grades, and are gradually promoted in line until they reach the 
grade of lieutenant-commander of the Navy—equal to the grade of 
major in the Army; and I want to congratulate the committee 
that in this respect they have compelled the Senate to recognize 
the justice of the pay and emoluments between the two branches 
of the service. 

Mr. RIXEY. As I understood the gentleman a moment ago, 
he was referring to amendment No. 10. 

Mr. HULL. I was. 

Mr. RIXEY. Which provides for the increase in the compen- 

tion of the solicitor in the office of the Judge-Advocate-Gen- 


eral. 

Mr. HULL. Yes. 

Mr. RIXEY. And provides that at. the expiration of his term 
the compensation shall then go back to what it is now. 

Mr. HULL. Y¥es. 

Mr. RIXEY. Well, so far as I know, I never heard of any | 
reason for this. But the Secretary of the Navy appeared before | 
the House committee, and also before the Senate committee, | 





urging that he might be allowed $5,000 extra with which to 
legal counsel. It seems to me that this amendment 
No. 10 is very inappropriate at this time. 

fir. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I am not arguing that feature of it. 

Ilouse has as much judgment as myself as to whether it 
is an overpayment or not. The proper way to have met that 
question, if this amendment is fixed as it should be, would be 
to provide simply for an increase of pay for this officer. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I ask for ten minutes more. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I yield ten minutes more to the | 
gentleman from Iowa. 

‘Miv. HULL. Mr. Speaker, in my judgment, whenever you do 
give an increase of pay to the solicitor of the Navy, you have got 
vive increased pay to the solicitor of every other Department | 
of the Government. But that question is for the House to de- 


employ 


mi 


ine. But what I am protesting against is this: The in- | 
jecting into the appropriation bill of a civilian and giving him 
rank and giving him retired pay, who has only a few years 
more to serve until he reaches retirement. If this officer should 
b regular nayal officer, why not bring in a bill here providing 
t; ) 


detail of a naval officer and giving him rank and pay | 
while he is holding that position—as the Army has done and as 
the Navy has done in so many cases? 
Mir. PAYNE. Was this amendment in the bill when it passed | 
» House? 


ir. HULL. 





No, sir. 
Mr. PAYNE. No attempt to increase the pay? 
i'r. HULL. No attempt to do it. There is another feature 
I desire to eall attention to that is not in the conference report. 
\ir. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Before the gentleman leaves 





t! 

rhe SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HULL. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Does the gentleman construe | 
that amendment—I could not hear him very distinctly—to put 
this civilian on the retired list? 

Mr. HULL. I have no question of it. I call the attention of 
the gentleman to it as it will read: 


_ The solicitor in the office of the Judge-Advocate-General of the Navy 
all hereafter be appointed by the President, by and with the advice 
of th e Senate, and shall have the pay and allowances of a commander. 


Now, that stops there. Then follows the proviso: 


Provided, That when such office becomes vacant the solicitor shall 
thereafter receive the compensation now provided by law. 


br the committee on conference follow that with another 
proviso: 


enpmouides further, That such officer shall not have the benefit of re- 
ent, 


| Comptroller’s decision upon the question of 


guage, 


| fix that in the law? 


What officer does that mean? The last proviso does not 
mean the present incumbent, because you give him the rank of 


commander and then provide that his successor shall not be 
retired. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. HULL. Why, certainly. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Does the gentleman acquiesce in the 


construction of the words “to be appointed from civil life?” 

Mr. HULL. Why, Mr. Speaker, they are already appointed 
from civil life. This man that it is proposed to benefit is ap- 
pointed from civil life. He is only the Solicitor of the Navy 
Department. There is a man occupying the same position as 
Solicitor of the Treasury Department as this man is in the Navy 
Department. He is only a civil-life man. The beneficiary of 
this amendment is a civil law officer of the Navy, and always 
has been since he was promoted from a clerkship. While I say 
I would have preferred to see him given simply an increase of 
his pay, I do not object to giving hint the pay of a commander, 
but I do object to giving him the benefit of the retired list after 
six years’ service after this day, where he will receive three- 
fourths of that pay as long as he lives, without performing any 
service whatever. 

There is another proposition that is not in the conference re- 
port I wanted to call the attention of the House to, but I will 
wait until later. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to detain the House longer 
I wanted to call especial attention to these two features of the 
bill, not because I have not confidence in the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, and not because I desire to interfere in their 
business; but these two matters are so closely and intimately 
related to each branch of the service that it seems to me that 
the House will make a mistake if it should level them up. Let 
us put the two branches on an equality and stop there. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Iowa is more 
apprehensive than right in his criticism of this report. He has 
made two objections to it—one upon the ground that we have 
provided in here for the hire of quarters, and we propose to 
hire quarters in the Navy that will cost more than the commuta- 
tion for quarters. This provision was put in by the Senate upon 
the recommendation of the Secretary of the Navy, to meet a 
whether or not 
they had the right to quarters. This does not seek in any way 
to make a new distinction between the Army and the Navy; 
and I will read here the last clause of the letter from the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, in which he brings that out clear. He says: 

No increase in the appropriation will result from the additional lan 
as its only result will be to restore conditions existing before 





the decision of the Comptroller and permit the allotment to an oflicer 

| serving on shore duty with troops the quarters to which his rank and 
| duty entitle him. 

Mr. HULL. Let me ask the gentleman a question. Why not 


Mr. FOSS. 
Mr. PAYNE. 


Mr. Speaker, that settles the whole controvers) 


Has the gentleman any objection to reading to 


the House the exact provision put in the bill? That would give 
more information than the statement of the Secretary. 

Mr. FOSS (reading) : 

For hire of quarters for officers serving with troops where tl ar 
no public quarters belonging to the Government nd where there ar 
not sufficient quarters possessed by the United States to accommodat 
them. 

Mr. PAYNE. Where is the limitation in that language? 


Mr. FOSS. The limitation is in the general law providing 
| commutation for quarters. 

Mr. HULL. What is the general law fixing commutation of 
| quarters for the Navy? We have it for the Army, but what is 
| it for the Navy? 

Mr. FOSS. The Navy are given the allowances of Army offi- 

cers of corresponding rank. 

Mr. HULL. Then why not put it that way, if that is true? 

Mr. FOSS. That is the general law, and the gentleman from 

Iowa knows it. 
Mr. HULL. I do not; and if so, why this provision? 
Mr. FOSS. And where they put in there “hire of quarters 


for officers,” they will not be able to get any better quarters 
than they are entitled to under the general law, and the gentle- 
man from Iowa knows that. [Applause.] 

Mr. HULL. Well, I do not know that. 

Mr. FOSS. Now, upon the second proposition 
tleman from Iowa has raised here to-day 

Mr. HULL. I hope the gentleman will read the law. 
fair to the House that we should have the law. 

Mr. FOSS. On the second provision, Senate 
our provision reads as follows: 

The solicitor in the office of the Judge-Advoc ate General of the Navy 
shall hereafter be appointed by the President, by and with the advice 
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and consent of the Senate, and shall have the pay and allowances of a 
commander. 

The Senate added other language. Now, that refers to Mr. 
Hanna, who has been a solicitor in the office of the Judge-Ad- 
vocate-General for a great many years. He came in as a clerk 
at $1,800 a year. He is a man now 50 years of age, the only 
civil lawyer in the Department. He receives a compensation of 
$2,500 a year. If this passes, he will get $3,500 a year, an 
increase of a thousand dollars, so I am told by Mr. Hanna him- 
self this morning. 

Mr. HULL. Does the Navy get “fogy” or longevity pay? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes; but this cuts out the longevity pay, because 
it does not pay “the highest pay;” it will only be $3,500. We 
thought it would give him $4,000, but he says not. Now, the 
gentleman from Iowa says that this provision puts Mr. Hanna 
on the retired list. I stand here and say that the language of 
that provision, giving the solicitor simply the pay and allow- 
ances of a commander, does not put him on the retired list. 


Mr. HULL. Why not say that he shall not be eligible to re- 
tirement? 
Mr. FOSS. We have stricken out the word “rank,” which 


would have put him on the retired list, and that is all that pro- 
vision means. Then, in addition to that, in the conference we 
put in another proviso, settling it forever as against any doubt 
or question. What is that proviso? It is: 

And such officer shall not have the benefit of retirement. 


Making it doubly sure. Mind you, if the proviso had not been 
there, it would not have given him the privilege of retirement, 
and I have consulted our own Judge-Advocate-General’s corps 
upon that question. But in addition to that we put this proviso 
upon it. 

Mr. HULL. The gentleman ought to read that in connection 
with the whole language. 

Mr. FOSS. It relates to the present solicitor and to his suc- 
cessor. It relates to the office. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, it seems to me there can be no objection to | 


this conference report. 

Mr. RIXEY. I should like to ask the gentleman a question 
in regard to another amendment. It will shorten the discus- 
sion if he will answer it. 

Mr. FOSS. Is it covered by the report, or is it an amendment 
that is in disagreement? 

Mr. RIXEY. It is an amendment concerning which the con- 
ferees have agreed. 

Mr. FOSS. All right. 

Mr. RIXEY. 
51, which gives to the District of Columbia an additional mid- 
shipman for 1907. I want to ask why that was? 
of Columbia now has two midshipmen at Annapolis. 
should it have an extra midshipman for 1907? 


is on page 73. 
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And that is the latter part of amendment No. | 


The District | 
Why | 
That provision | 





JUNE 21, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Undoubtedly; but the House had pro- 
vided for their building. 

Mr. FOSS. All that the House had done was simply ig 
authorize the Secretary of the Navy to enter into contr: ets 
to the extent of a million dollars, but the House had not ayro. 
priated a single dollar. Now, the Senate appropriated a miliion 
dollars, but, in view of the fact that these tests would «. ver 
a period of nine months, the House conferees thought that}, \¢ 
of that appropriation would be sufficient for this year, anu | 
think it is. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. As far as that is concerned, we 
not need the appropriation this year 

Mr. FOSS. We may not need it at all. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Before next year; but the House haq 
expressed its desire to expend a million dollars for these sy). 
marine boats. It is true the House provision was inartifici,|jy 
drawn, and no appropriation was made, but the will of the 
House was expressed in that provision authorizing the building 
of a million dollars’ worth of submarine boats. There was 
practically no opposition to it, and I do not see wherein lay the 
power of the conferees to cut down the will of the House 
expressed in that way. 

Mr. FOSS. We did not cut down the will of the House. [¢ 
we had cut down the right of the Secretary to enter into eon- 
tracts to the extent of a million dollars, then we would, ) 
haps, have been moving against the will of the House; but to 
the House provision we added an appropriation of $500,000, 
because the House did not appropriate one single dollar, but 
only allowed the Secretary of the Navy to enter into contracts, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. As I understand the provision as jt 
gtands to-day, the Secretary of the Navy can enter into con- 
tracts. : 

Mr. FOSS. Can enter into contracts to the extent of a mil- 
lion dollars, but we only appropriate this year $500,000. 

Mr. PAYNE. Will the gentleman give me about four min- 
utes? 

Mr. FOSS. 
minutes. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, this bill will have to go back to 
conference anyway. ‘There are a number of items here that 
have not been agreed upon. The conferees will have to ineet 





may 





as 


ye 
r- 


I yield to the gentleman from New York four 


again. It seems to me the whole matter ought to go back to 
| conference. Now, as the simple object of this amendment is to 


increase the pay of the present incumbent of the office of 


| solicitor, why not put it in a few words and say that during 


the lifetime of the present incumbent he shall have a salary of 
so much per year, as has been done time and again in appro- 
priation bills? If that is the simple object, why is it necessary 
to say that he shall have the pay of a commander, and leaye 
it in this hazy way? The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Foss] 
says that will not give him longevity pay. It is a grave ques- 


| tion whether it will or not, because it gives him the pay of a 


Mr. FOSS. This is an amendment placed in the bill by the | 
Senate. The President desired to appoint an individual of 
special qualifications. 

Mr. RIXEY. That was placed there at the special request 
of the President? 

Mr. FOSS. Not directly, but, I am informed, it came directly 
from him. 

Mr. RIXEY. I have no disposition not to gratify him in re- 
gard to a special request, but I think it is rather bad legislation. 


Mr. UNDEI 


Mr. FOSS. 


tWOOD and Mr. PRINCE rose. 
I yield first to the gentleman from Alabama, and 


then I will yield to my colleague from Illinois. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I notice that the bill as 
it went from the House to the Senate carried an authorization 


of 2 million dollars to provide for the building of submarine 
boats, 
Mr. FOSS. Yes. 


Ir. UNDERWOOD. The Senate made an appropriation of a 


million dollars to carry that provision into effect. 
Mr. FOSS. Yes. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. In other words, carrying out the provi- 


sion of a House bill as agreed to by the House—really appro- 
priating sufficient money to carry out that provision. Now, I 
notice that the conferees have cut down that appropriation to 
half a million dollars. Although the House had. expressed 


its view in favor of the million dollars, the committee of the 


Tiouse—for it must have been a disagreement on the part of 
the House conferees—cut down the amount of the appropria- 
tion to half a million dollars. I desire to ask the gentleman 


the reason for cutting down the appropriation which the House 
had practically authorized? 

Mr. FOSS. This was a Senate amendment. 
not appropriated a single dollar for these boats, 


The House had 


commander. It is not necessary that it should say the highest 
pay of a commander. Of course every man who gets the pay 
of a commander gets the highest pay. He always manages to 
get that. Now, why not put it in a few simple words? It isa 
Senate amendment. It is new legislation. We can have our 
own way about it, if we stick to it. 

Mr. FOSS. I know that, but this custom has obtained in the 
Navy, and it obtains in the Army always, in describing the pay, 
to say that a man in a certain position shall have the pay and 
allowances of an officer in a certain grade in the Navy or in the 
Army. 

Mr. PAYNE. It is not the Army or the Navy that makes this 
bill. The House of Representatives makes it. 

Mr. FOSS. Men from civil life have gone into the Arny, 
and this language is simply descriptive. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that it is so easy 
to put this thing into language that can be understood that it 
ought to be done. 

Mr. FOSS. It is a matter so small that it makes no differ- 
ence whatever. 

Mr. PAYNE. It is not a matter so small; we are constantly 
increasing the pay of some officer, and when we increase tlic 
pay of one individual, it reaches a class, and then we have to 
increase the whole of them. Then we are out of joint with 
another class just above or just below. If you want tliese 
people or this individual to have an increase of salary, say 5° 
and put in the salary whether a commander or a comimancer 
with longevity pay. 

Now, as to the quarters, the gentleman has not satisfied me 
that there is any general law to regulate this and bring it on 4 
par with the Army. He does not cite any general law. This 
is an independent statute by itself, and it gives them the right 
to quarters, without any limitation, in any city where they 
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will be; and, of course, they will overstep the limits, and the 
quarters will be more expensive. Then the Army comes in 
and they want to be leveled up. 

I notice another thing in this bill, and while I haven’t any 
objection to the item, I want it understood that it is an emer- 
gency item. They appropriate $7,000 for the Army and Marine 
Corps in the late San Francisco disaster. That makes the 
Government of the United States an insurer of property against 
earthquakes. In view of the appalling disaster, I am not rais- 
ing any objection to the item, but I want it understood that 
it is on account of that and it is not a precedent whereby we 
shall be insurers of the goods of officers who lose property 
through fire. I had a telephone a short time ago from an 
officer who desired the same thing done for the Army, and I 
think likely it ought to be done; but whenever we have done 
it in Congress, it has been on the ground that the officer was 
engaged in saving the property of the Government, and while 
so engaged paid no attention to his own personal property, and 
for that reason we paid for the personal property. The House 
passed such a bill only two sessions ago, but we have not gone 
hevond that. We have not gone into the insurance business; 
and yet, if we adopt it, I think we ought to adopt it on the 
ground of the great calamity which happened there and not 
adopt it as a matter of insurance for these officers. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I want to say to the gentleman from 
New York that here is a law which gives the naval officer an 
allowanee of the Army officers of corresponding rank. It pro- 


r June 13, 1899, commissioned officers of the line of the Navy 
iical and Pay Corps shall receive the same pay and allowance ex- 
( for forage as may be provided by or in pursuance of the law for 
officers of corresponding rank in the Navy. 

That gives them commutation for quarters when quarters are 
not provided. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Does not that enable officers of the Army, if 
you change the quarters for the Navy, to claim the same 
quarters that are given to the Navy? 

Mr. FOSS. No; there is always a difference of quarters. 
When the Government provides quarters, some houses are better 
than other houses. Where officers’ quarters are established at 
West Point or at some barracks, they draw their quarters ac- 
cording to their rank, and some officers get better quarters than 
others. I say to you that they could not provide any differ- 
ently than they have provided for the Army, and these ob- 
jections, every one of them, are captious here to-day. No con- 
ference committee has ever worked with greater zeal in this 
maiter than the conferees on the part of the House. It was 
only the other day when, after thinking the matter over for 
twenty-four hours, in my own mind I felt that I had done two 
men an injustice, and I came back upon this floor and did what 
I never did before in the twelve years of my service—I asked the 
House to vote down my conference report and go back to con- 
ference in order to rectify an injustice I believed I had done to 
individuals. I say to you gentlemen here to-day that every ob- 
jection that has been raised to this report on the floor here is 
absolutely captious and trivial. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman permit a question and see 
whether it is captious or not? Amendment No. 10 reads as 


follows: 





The solicitor in the office of the Judge-Advocate-General of the 
Navy shall hereafter be appointed by the President, by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate, and shall have the rank, highest pay, 
and allowances of a commander, and of no higher rank: Provided, 
That when such office becomes vacant the solicitor shall thereafter be 
appointed from civil life in the manner and at the compensation now 
provided by law. 


Then that is followed up with this further proviso: 


is BA ip further, That such officers shall not have the benefit of re- 
irement, 

What officer? The officer mentioned in the last proviso? 
Not the officer that you are now providing for; that is the solic- 
itor in the office at present, but the officer mentioned in tbe first 
proviso is the man who will not be entitled to retirement. 

Mr. FOSS. Oh, no; the gentleman is entirely wrong. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Well, that is the language. 

Mr. FOSS. That proviso applies to the solicitor. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Then the gentleman should so state. 

Mr. HULL. Why not put it in, then? 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I trust that the House will adopt 
this report. All of these criticisms and objections which were 
made here to-day, I again repeat, are only captious and trivial, 
in ny judgment. I move the previous question upon the adop- 
ion of the report. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Speaker, 


; I will ask the gentleman to 
yield to me for a minute or two. 
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Mr. FOSS. I withdraw that motion for a moment, 
yield two minutes to the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Speaker, this amendment No. 10 originally 
gave him a rank, a civilian. That was stricken out. 
viso says that when such office becomes vacant the solicitor 
shall thereafter be appointed from civil life. The office of 
solicitor never becomes vacant. It is the officer you are seek 
ing and not the office. What does it all mean? It means 
simply this, that you take a civilian and give him the pay and 
allowance of a commander. What is a part of his pay and 
what is a part of his allowance? Quarters, longevity pay, long 
service pay. There is no possible way of escaping it. I am 
in full accord with the chairman of the committee. I think 
he wants to pay additional compensation to a capable and effi 
cient solicitor. I say, to put it in plain English, that you want 
to pay this solicitor while he holds that office a certain amount 
of compensation, as the gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] 
has clearly stated to this House; and it seems to me that this 
conference report ought to go back and be carefully looked oy 
and brought into this House. I want to be heard on amendment 
No. 6, which I think the House ought to know something about 
more than it does now in this turmoil. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, so far as the term of office is co 
cerned with reference to the solicitor, the President can appoint 


and I 


rhe pro- 


i 


him if he sees fit or not. It is left with the President just th 
same, for instance, as the office of the Assistant Secretary oft 
the Navy. It dees not make him a permanent officer. It 
not make him a permanent officer. It is in the will of the Presi- 


dent of the United States. 

Mr. HULL. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes. 

Mr. HULL. I know the gentleman wants to be fair in th 
statement. He has referred to the Army. We have one e¢! 
of officers in the Army with this kind of language, and that i 
the veterinary surgeons. They wanted the full rank and pay 
and the committee reported it, giving them the pay and al 
ance, just as this does, and every one of them, when they reach 
the age of 64, goes on the retired list with the pay and allow 
ance of a first lieutenant, and with the same rule, the Comp 
troller holding always that that was the meaning of that law 
Now, why wouldn’t he hold that this is the meaning of this 
law? 

Mr. FOSS. I would state that I got the decision from the 
Judge-Advocate’s Department this morning that under this law, 
under the language of it, the solicitor would not be entitled to 
retirement, and he would not for a moment think he had that 
right or claim it. He has told and not only that, but 
in addition to that we put in this further clause, which the gen- 
tleman says doés not apply to the first, but, in my judgment, it 
does apply to the first, “ provided there shall be 
retirement by reason of this section.” 

Mr. Speaker, I now move the previous 
adoption of the report. 

The question was taken, and the previous question was or- 
dered. 

The SPEAKER. 
ence report. 


me so; 


no benefit o° 


question upon 


The question is on agreeing to the confer 


The question was taken; and on a divisien (demanded by Mr 
Foss) there were—ayes 84, noes 90. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I call fa" tciiers. 

Tellers were ordered; and the Speaker appointed the g e 


the gentleman 


man from Illinois [| Mr. 
[Mr. Hutt] tellers. 


Foss] and 


The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes $5 
noes 96. 

So the conference report was rejected. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, there are certain amendments here 
in disagreement that I would like very much to have the House 
pass upon, as the managers on the part of the House did not 
feel like assuming the responsibility of passing upon them. 

And so, Mr. Speaker, I move that the House further insist 
upon its disagreement to all the Senate amendments except 
those amendments which were in disagreement in the last con- 


ference report—not included in the last conference report. 
The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded upon any o1 

of these amendments? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. 


Mr. Speaker, I demand a separate vote 
upon the battle ship amendment. 
Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Amendment No. 56 - 
Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I demand a separate vote 
upon amendment No. 6. 
Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I should like a separate vote on 


No. 1 and on No. 6 and also on No. 10. 
Mr. LAMAR. I would like to have a separate 
ment No. 32. 


vote on amend- 
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Mr. 


And I would like a separate vote on No. 52. 
Mr. Speaker, I demand 


HAUGEN. 
Mr. PATTERSON of South Carolina. 
a separate vote on amendment No. 15. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, the question will be put 
upon further insisting upon the disagreement to all the Senate 
amendments except the ones intimated—56, 6, 1, 10, 52, 13, 


¢ 
hi 





and 382. 
Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I want to say the gentleman who 
is in fayor of what is known as the “ civil war amendment ”— 


No. 6—ought to include No. 7 also, and also No. 2, because they 
ure all related and the same action should apply to all. 
Mr. HULL. Do I understand a separate vote is called for 


on amendment No. 10? 
Mr. FOSS. Yes. 
Mr. PERKINS. 


» 


I ask the vote be taken jointly on Nos. 6, 7, 
The SPEAKER. That matter can be adjusted when it is 
reached. The question is upon further insisting on the dis- 
greement by the House upon all Senate amendments except 
those indicated. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. When we come to vote upon these amend- 
ments for which a separate vote is demanded, will there be 
any brief statement indicating the nature of those amend- 
meits ¢ 

The SPEAKER. Oh, it will be read, and the consideration 
of each one is in the discretion of the House. The question is 
on further disagreeing to all the Senate amendments except 
those indicated. 

ihe question was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The House votes to further insist upon its 
disagreement. The Clerk will report amendment No. 1. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 2, lines 4 and 5, after “ constructors,” insert: 

‘For hire of quarters for officers serving with troops where there 
are no public quarters belonging to the Government, and where there 
ire not sufficient quarters possessed by the United States to accom- 


them 


modate 


Mr. MURPHY. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question 
op that. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I believe I have the floor, as I 
called for a vote. 

The SPEAKER. It seems to the Chair the gentleman from 
Iowa is recognized. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to move to strike out—I 


have not the full list of rooms before me—but I move to in- 
struct the House conferees to amend amendment No. 1 by 
placing in that language the Army provision as to rooms for 
officers where the Government does not furnish quarters. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Iowa that instructions, if instructions be given, under the prac- 


tice come after the conference is asked and before the con- 
ferees are appointed. 

Mr. HULL. I would move to recede with an amendment, but 
I can not 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman can move to recede and con- 
with an amendment at this stage. 

HULL. I would state to the House I would not want to 
re that amendment here, because I might do another injus- 
in some line—— 

‘ir. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman will amend 

‘ovision that he says needs amendment, and I think he 
it here on the floor. If he thinks it needs 
amendment, he can do it by very simple language if he wishes 
to do so. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has not the amendment pre- 
pared at this time, and if such is the pleasure of the House it 
can be passed by unanimous consent and returned to later. 

Mr. HULL. I ask unanimous consent that it be passed at 
this tir 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the second amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 2, line 19, after “‘ million,” insert “ two hundred and sixty-nine 
thousand six hundred and thirty-seven dollars.” 

Mr. FOSS. 
amendment be passed, inasmuch as our action upon that amend- 
ment will be duplicated by our action upon amendments 6 and 7. 

The SPEAKER. Then why not ask unanimous consent. if 
such is the pleasure of the House, that amendments 2, 6, and 7 
be considered together? 

Mr. PERKINS. That would meet the question. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 


eur 
Mr. 
prep 


«ee 


ought to amend 
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There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read amendments 6 and 7, 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 3, after line 25, insert: 

“That all officers of the Navy below the grade of rear-admiral, with 
creditable records, including those retired with the relative rank of 
commodore, who served during the civil war, and who were honorably 
retired prior to the passage of an act entitled ‘An act to reorganize 
and increase the efficiency of the personnel of the Navy and Marine 
Corps of the United States,’ approved March 3, 1899, shall be advanced 
on the retired list one grade above the grade or rank now held by 
them, to take effect from the date of the approval of said act; and 
that rear-admirals retired prior to the passage of said act shall re- 
ceive the same pay aé officers of the Navy of corresponding grade 
who have been retired under said act: Provided, That this act sha}! 
not apply to any officer who has received an advance of grade since 
his retirement or has been restored to the Navy and placed on the 
retired list with promotion thereon by virtue of the provisions of a 
special act of Congress. ‘This —- shall in no case authorize 
any claim for back pay, and shall have effect only for the future, and 
shall also apply in like manner to officers of the Marine Corps.” 

Page 3, after line 25, insert: 

“That officers of the Marine Corps with creditable records who 
served during the civil war and were retired prior to 1904 shall re- 
ceive the full benefit of the act approved April 23, 1904, im so far as 
the same provides for the promotion of civil war veterans to the next 
higher grade above that at which they were retired.” 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I insist that a separate vote must 
be had on this, because No. 7 is entirely different from No. 6. 

Mr. PERKINS. I have no objection, Mr. Speaker. I move 
that the House recede on amendment No. 6 and concur in the 
Senate ameudment. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
motion subject to amendment? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Prr- 
KINS] moves that the House do recede and concur in the Senate 
amendment. 

Mr. PERKINS. 
afterwards. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Perr. 
KINS] moves that the House recede and concur in Senate 
amendment No. 6. That is open to amendment. 

Mr. HULL. Then, Mr. Speaker, I move to recede and con- 
eur with the following amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa offers the fol- 
lowing amendment to the motion of the gentleman from New 
York. The Clerk will read. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out all of section 
6 and insert what I have sent to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That any officer of the Navy not above the grade of captain who 
served with credit as an officer or as an enlist man in the regular 
or volunteer forces during the civil war prior to April 9, 1865, other- 
wise than as a cadet, and whose name is borne on the official 
register of the Navy, and who has heretofore been, or may hereafter 
be, retired on account of wounds or disability incident to the service 
or on account of age or after forty years’ service, may, in the discretion 
of the President, by and with the advice and consent of the Sen:te, be 
placed on the retired list of the Navy with the rank and retired pay 
of one grade above that actually held by him at the time of retirement: 
Provided, That this act shail not apply to any officer who received an 
advance of grade at or since the date of his retirement or who has 
been restored to the Navy and placed on the retired list by viriue of 
the provisions of a special act of Congress. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I want to call the attention of the 
House to the effect of the language that is reported in the bill 
as an amendment of the Senate. It takes a man who is retired 
with the grade of commodore, which is equivalent to that of 
brigadier-general in the Army, and makes him a rear-adimiral, 
with the grade of a major-general. It takes a rear-admira! of 
the junior grade, equal to a brigadier-general, and gives ijiin 
the senior grade, equal to a major-general. Now, I am willing 
for the Army and Navy to be together, and this amendment [ 
submit is an exact copy of the Army law, except making it 
apply to the Navy. The Navy retirement law now provides 
that every officer in the Navy of a corresponding rank of briga- 
dier-general in the Army shall receive a major-generalship wh: 
they retire, if he had civil-war service. I have not toucl 
that. This deals with the retired list. I do not believe it 
fair to adopt the Senate provision. The House only this mont 
refused to give to nine officers of the Army, three of them medal- 
of-honor men, the additional grade above that of brigadier-ge 
eral. We want to stop this constant pushing up if we can. And 
it ought to be stopped. If this amendment passes, it gives to 


Is that 


The others, Mr. Speaker, can be disposed of 


\ 
l 
ig 
\ 


' | every man on the retired list in the Navy exactiv the provisions 
Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that that | 


that the Army has. 
Navy. 


It is a copy of the Army law applied to tlie 
It touches no other feature, and it does seem to me 


| that this House ought to be unanimous in coming to some agree- 
|; ment by which these two branches of the service will have 


equality before the law. 

Mr. PRINCE. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman yield to 
me for a question? 





1906. 


Mr. PRINCE. Will the gentleman yield to me? 
first usked his permission to interrupt. 
HULL. Very well, then, I will yield to the gentleman | 


I think I 





fro [linois, my colleague. 
\ PRINCE. Is this the provision that exists—a colonel in 
thi my is equal to a captain in the Navy? 


Mr. HULL. Exactly the same rank. 
Mr. PRINCE. And the same law which you provide is that 


a colonel can be advanced one grade in the Army you wish to 
make applicable to a captain in the Navy? 
Mr. HULL. Certainly. 


Mr. PRINCE. 
1 list? 
Ni HULL. 


And put both on an equality as officers on the 
Tet 
My colleague is right; but the question hardly 





prings it all out. Our law gives to the colonel and all below 
him in rank who served in the civil war an additional grade. 
This gives to the captains of the Navy and all below in rank 
the sume promotion how given the Army. 

Mr. PRINCE. It gives the same in the Navy. 

Mr. HULL. Now I yield to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 


yania 
Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. So that I may understand 


just what the gentleman’s amendment proposes, I would like to 
ask him a question. If a civil-war sailor is on the retired list | 
as eusign, he will be promoted, provided this amendment should 
become law, one grade? 

Mr. HULL. Yes. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. If he should be retired at a 


grade above ensign, which is lieutenant of the junior grade, he 
would be promoted on the retired list to lieutenant? 

Mr. HULL. It will give him one grade. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Up to the rank of a captain 





of the Navy? 

Mr. HULL. Yes; and a captain of the Navy will also get one 
a M - BUTLER of Pennsylvania. A captain of the Navy will 
get one grade. 

Mr. HULL. He will become a rear-admiral of the junior 


rank, just as an officer of the Army, if he had civil-war service 
and gets to be colonel, gets to be a brigadier-general on the re- 
> 


See 
tired list. | 
: * : | 

Ni I want to call attention to what will happen if the | 

geutleman’s motion should prevail. I believe we have only | 
three commodores on the retired list. That rank has been 


abolished, I believe; but we have a good many rear-admirals | 
of the junior grade on the retired list. 

Mr. MAHON. One hundred and nine. 
HULL. The gentleman from Pennsylvania says 109; 
and every one of these of the junior grade will be made a rear- 
adn 


would 


Mr. 


il of the senior grade, and every one of these commodores | 
become rear-admirals of the senior grade; all of them 
who had eivil-war service made equal to major-generals in 
rank and pay. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. 


Are they not all civil-war | 
veterans? 


Mr. HULL. Only those who were civil-war veterans were 
commodores; but there are a great many—I do not know how | 
many—rear-admirals who may or may not have been civil-war 
veterans, | 

Now, I want to call the attention of the House to this fact: | 
That we have on the retired list a large number of men who 


served before the civil war in the Regular Army, who served all 


through the civil war, and some of them were major-generals of 
volunteers, that have been placed on the retired list as briga- | 
diers, and remained there as brigadiers. I have one illustra- | 
tion in my mind, because the man was my own immediate di- | 

S commander—Major-General Carr—and he served over | 
forty years in the Army with most distinguished service. He | 
was retired as a brigadier, and is still a brigadier under the law. 

GROSVENOR. And Thomas Anderson is another. 

Mr. HULL. Thomas Anderson is another; and I could name | 
a d many others, if I had the time. 

‘ow, I want to ask if this House will take a man, simply be- 
ciuse he is in the Navy, now on the retired list with the grade | 
of sadier-gene ral and say as a matter of grace we will exalt 
him above his brother of the Army, and make him a major- 
general; yet, if the gentleman’s motion prevails, that will be 
ie. Now I want to congratulate the chairman of the Commit- 


n Naval Affairs that he would not agree to it in conference. 
ir, FOSS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 


t. HULL. Certainly. 
‘lr. FOSS. Is it not a fact that officers of the civil war went 


ue grade on the active list for a day and then were retired? 
lr. HULL. Never by law. 


‘ 
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Mr. FOSS. Then I want to call the gentleman’s attention to 
a speech made by my colleague [Mr. Prince] in which he stated 
this : 

One day’s service— 

Speaking of those on the retired list from the active list of 
the Army, he said: 


One day’s service for four major-generals 


; one day’s service for sixty- 
two brigadier-generals. 


| Can we justify ourselves in this House when 
the facts are before us? Can we justify ourselves before the country 
that we are in favor of it? 

Now, what did he refer to? 

Mr. HULL. The gentleman certainly knows what he re- 


ferred to, because he is an able gentleman, has served for a 
very large number of years ably in this House. He referred to 
the President nominating officers to the Senate for promotion 
and the Senate confirming. When this is done promotion is 
given. The President has exactly the same power with an 
officer of the Navy of nominating him to the Senate at a higher 
grade, and he is retired, and then send in another man’s name 
to the Senate for confirmation, and he is retired. The Presi- 
dent can do this with either the Army or Navy. 

If the gentleman will look up the record, I have no doubt he 
will find many that have been promoted to brigadier-general and 
retired. That has not been necessary in the Navy, for the 
reason that in making the personnel bill provision was put there 
that a man who had civil-war service should have an additional 
grade regardless of law and regardless of the action of the 
President. That provision of law extended its benefits to all! 
officers of the Navy regardless of the rank held by them. It 
made it the law that a rear-admiral of the junior grade who 
was to be retired, who had had civil-war service, should be 
retired as a rear-admiral of the senior grade. That never ap- 
plied to the Army. The President has in many cases tried to 
equalize these two things by this action, but there is nothing to 
prevent the President from taking a rear-admiral of the junior 
grade and promoting him to be a rear-admiral of the senior 


| grade, even if he never had civil-war service, and retiring him, 
| if he served the length of time the law provides 


he should 
have served before being retired. But in the Army we never 
gave that additional grade to an officer above the grade of 
eolonel. In the Navy they gave it to all officers up to the high- 
est grade in the Navy. The President has tried to equalize this, 
and it has brought forth the condition that my friend from 
do not be- 
lieve in that either. I believe that a man who is a brigadier- 
general of the Army, or a rear-admiral of the junior grade of 
the Navy, with his three-quarters of his full pay of $5,500 a 


year and other privileges, gets as much as he ought to have for 


the rest of his life without rendering any service to the Govern- 


ment. 
is true. 
Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. 


[Applause.] Whether he is in the Army or Navy, that 


Will the gentleman allow a 


| question? 
Mr. HULL. Yes. 
Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. If this Senate amendment 


should become a law, is it not probable that there would at once 
be a movement as to all the brigadier-generals and major- 
generals retired from the Army to advance them another grade, 
in harmony with the action in regard to the Navy? 

Mr. HULL. Without any doubt as to brigadier-generals. The 
Committee on Military Affairs has been met at every session of 
Congress since the personnel bill passed to make our law liberal 


| enough to take in the brigadier-generals and make them major- 


generals. If Congress deliberately passes this provision now, 
Congress ought to pass a law putting the Army on an equality 
with the Navy. I am opposed to raising the Army up, and I am 


opposed to raising the Navy up any further than the law now 
provides for the Army. [Applause.] 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, will the gentle- 
man allow me one minute? 

Mr. HULL. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. I am a member of the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, but I am not a member of the con- 


ference committee. I do not know whether it will do any of 
the gentlemen any good, but I propose to vote for the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Iowa, which I think is en- 
tirely fair and which I think we should accept. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state very briefly 
to the House the object of this amendment. I ask the attention 
of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hutt] to my statement. If 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from Iowa fully covers 
the manifest injustice that has occurred in reference to one 
branch of the service, then, of course, I am willing to accept it. 
The facts can be stated in very few words. In 1is House 


TQOK +} 
Leu Li 


passed what was called the “ personnel bill,” by which it was 
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provided that all officers of the Navy who had served honorably 
in the civil war and who should be retired subsequent to that 
time, should be retired at one grade higher. That was a proper 
oguition of services rendered, and no one objects to it. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, prior to 1899 a certain number of officers 
who had served in the Navy in the civil war had already re- 
tired, because before that time they had reached the age of 62. 
Every officer who served in the Navy during the war and who 
wus 28 years old at the time the war ended had necessarily been 
retired before 1899. The result was (a result that I presume 
was not anticipated) the older officers who held the more im- 
portant commands during the civil war, all who were over 28 
years old when the civil war ended, failed to receive the benefit 
of the increase of one grade in rank, but stood and still stand 
in the grade, receiving the pay and allowances of the rank they 
held when retired. Now, I am sure the House will see the 
inanifest injustice of this. Suppose we should pass a pension 
law providing that all soldiers who served in the Army after 
1863 should receive pensions, but that those who served prior 
to 1863 should receive no pensions. What a manifest injustice 
that would be. As a result of the provision of which I have 
been speaking, the junior officers under 28 when the war ended, 
having honorable service in the civil war, have been retired, one 
by one, as they reached the age of 62, at one grade above that 
which they held; but there are now between 100 and 200 men 
having honorable service in the civil war, the youngest of them 
now 70 years old, who stand in a position of inferiority with 


t 
re 
re 


reference to all the younger officers of the Navy who served in | 


the civil war. 


It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that the mere statement to the | 


tlouse must carry conviction, for we intend to be, we should be, 
will be fair to every officer of the Navy who in the civil war 
served with an honorable record. This amendment, in whatever 
shape it may be agreed upon in order to accomplish that pur- 
pose, does that, and that only. It takes this class of men, who 
have been reduced from about 300 in 1899 by death to less than 
200 in 1906, after seven years’ delay, and gives them the same 
promotion that has been given to their juniors in the service. 

There are naval officers who served with a higher rank in the 
civil war who now stand lower than those who served under 
them in the war, and who are receiving a smaller compensation. 
Men who were captains in the civil war are receiving smaller 
retired pay than those who served as lieutenants under them. 
It 
understood by the House, that it merely takes a small body of 
old men who served honorably during the civil war, who have 
by the of 
given to their juniors, and gives them precisely the same meas- 
ure, there is not a man in this House who, understanding the 
proposition, will not see its justice and support it. Now, if I 
have any control over the time, I desire to yield to the gentleman 
from Ohio, General GROSVENOR. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I will take time in my own 
right: I do not want over ten minutes. I want to first ask the 
geitleman from Iowa what the difference is between his propo- 
sition and the proposition of the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. HULL. The proposition of the gentleman from New 
York is to take the commodores on the retired list who have the 
grade corresponding to brigadier and make them rear-admirals, 
grade higher, or which is equal to a major-general. The 
gentleman from New York gives the same promotion to rear- 
admirals of the junior grade. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. How many are there of them? 

Mr. HULL. Three commodores, I understand; and then it 
takes the rear-admirals—the gentleman understands that the 


Wwe 


accident 


Ole 


grade 
rank corresponding to major-general of the Army. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes. 

Mr. FOSS. May I interrupt the gentleman to furnish some 
information to the gentleman from Ohio? With regard to the 
rear-admirals, this will be the effect: The rear-admirals who 
will be affected will receive $5,625, which is three-quarters of 
$7,500, instead of $4,500, which is three-quarters of $6,000, their 
present pay—that is to say, it will raise the pay of these rear- 
admirals about $1,100 each. 

Mr. HULL. It gives them the corresponding rank of major- 
general instead of the corresponding rank of brigadier. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, what is the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Iowa? 

Mr. HULL. It gives no man above the grade of captain of 
the Navy an increased rank by law, and that is exactly what the 
Army bill does. We took the ground that a man who was briga- 
dier-general was comfortably provided for by law and for life; 
but many men who are lieutenants, captains, and majors who 
have been retired ought to have an increased rate. The ques- 
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seems to me, Mr. Speaker, if the object of this motion is | 


legislation been omitted from the rewards | 


of commodore has been abolished—and gives them the | 





JUNE 21, 





tion was where to draw the line. The Navy had given all ), 
on the active list who served in the war an increased rate and 
made what we call a “ major-general” the head of the tix; 
We drew the line at the colonels, and said that a man ¢ tut 
stayed in the Army until he was a colonel ought to have tie 
grade of brigadier as a reward. Now, this amendment of mire 
limits the Navy to precisely the same favor that was given to 
the Army, and does not give those on the retired list as eq», 
modores and rear-admirals any increased grade at all, but gives 
the captains a higher grade, and from the captain down to ensign 
an increased grade and rate of pay, just as they refused tho 
general officers increased rank from colonel down. The House 
must bear in mind that a captain in the Navy has the saina 
rank and pay as a colonel of the Army. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, as I understand, the result 
of the amendment of the gentleman from Iowa will be that 
every Navy officer who served in the civil war and who has 
been retired at the grade of captain or lower will receive fro 
this time one additional grade, and his pay will be correspond. 
ingly increased from this time. 

Mr. HULL. That is correct. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I feel very strongly that 
injustice has been done by manipulation of the statutes, }yt 
I am very considerably impressed by the argument of the 
gentleman from Iowa, and if the gentleman from New York wil! 
join me I will consent to that amendment, and I believe it would 
be perhaps the best settlement of the matter that could be had. 

Mr. PERKINS. Before I consent to that I would like, if | 
have any time, to yield to the gentleman from Alabama | Mr, 
TayLor], who said that he wished to be heard on this question, 
I would be glad if the gentleman would consent to yield to him. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I would be very glad to yield to him. 

Mr. PERKINS. I am not particular as to these commodores 
and rear-admirals. If the gentleman from Ohio thinks that this 
amendment of the gentleman from Iowa covers the case 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I understand that it does, and I think 
the gentleman from New York will be justified in withdrawing 
his amendment and adopting the amendment of the gentleman 
from Iowa. 

Mr. PERKINS. 
recede— 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, if the amendment is adopted, it is 
taken out of the hands of the conference committee practically, 
except the amended form. The amended form only is with 
them. 

Mr. PERKINS. Then, of course, that still leaves it neces- 
sary for the Senate to agree. 

Mr. HULL. Certainly. 

Mr. PERKINS. In the amendment in the form in which we 
present it. 

Mr. HULL. Certainly. 

Mr. PERKINS. What is the opinion of the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Foss] as to the probability of the Senate conferees 
agreeing to this amendment? 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I could not state that. ‘This matter 
was not discussed in the conference committee, because | 
House conferees felt it was a matter they should report back 
to the House and take the judgment of the House on it in the 
first place. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. 
agree to it. 

Mr. PERKINS. Very well, then. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that this line of 
argument on an amendment before the House is lowering tlie 
dignity of the House. Why should we sit here and haggle 
whether the Senate will agree with us or not? We are a Co- 
ordinate branch of Congress and have the right to our own 
views. If they will not agree to it, let it come back to us 
and let us determine whether we will agree with them, and 
not stand here and haggle about the question of whether they 
will agree to a proposition that we make. That is worse than I 
have ever heard before. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I hope the gentleman does not address 
those remarks to me. 

Mr. HULL. Not a bit of it. 

Mr. PERKINS. I hope he is not addressing them to me. 
[Laughter.] ‘There is no one who feels more keenly the rights 
of the House, and no one who believes more in not yielding to 
the Senate than I do. I do not yield one particle to my friend 
from Iowa in that respect, and, as a proof of that, I will accept 
his amendment. > 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say one word upon this 
amendment, and that is this: The personnel act referred to 10 
this amendment was the personnel act which was adopted by 
Congress March 4, 1899, and which I had the honor to report 0 


en 


If the amendment is adopted, the House will 


I think the Senate will undoubtedly 
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this House. That personnel act provided for a flow of ital The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
1 mi through the active list of the Navy. The upper grades | Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 
of the Navy were filled by men who were in the civil war, and| Amendment No. 10 is the next. The Clerk will report the 
{ younger men in the Navy were kept down in the lower | amendment. 
grades & great many years and did not move up to the higher The Clerk read as follows: 

ss until they were really too old to command ships, and, Page 4, after line 14, insert: 

efore, in order to make a flow of promotion by which the ‘ The solicitor in the office of the Judge-Advocate-General of the Navy 
younger officers in the younger grades could reach command | ee, ee oe eee, beam wee the advice 
rank at what might be called a command age, when they had | atiowances of a commander, and of no hisher rank: Provided. That 
not lost their nerve or initiative, that act was passed. Of-:| when such office 


=e 
Cou 


most of those in the upper grades were men who had 
| in the civil war. That was one purpose of the personnel 


ther purpose was to amalgamate the Engineer Corps and 
t] ie, and it was found that when the Engineer Corps and the 
line were amalgamated officers who had served in the civil 
\ me into the amalgamated line and received lower num- 
] in they would if the two corps had remained separate. 
C juently, to remedy that injustice it was provided in the 
} uel bill that officers who should go out on voluntary re- 


{ it or under the section which provided for compulsory | 


mt should have the rank and pay of the next highest 

‘ and that included for the most part the officers that 
had served in the civil war. 

t want the attention of the House for a moment. 

the situation up to April 23, 1904. 

' 


That 


| 


} tion in the committee, but in 1904 the Army went a 
tter. We provided for the retirement from the active 
it the Army put in this provision for retired officers, pro- 
| on the retired list as well as the active list who served 
civil war should have the rank and pay of the next 
grade. The Army to-day is trying to level the Navy 
down, as they say, but they went a long ways ahead of the 
Navy in 1904, because under the personnel act of 1899 we did 
] uch the retired list of the Navy, and the retired list of 
i ‘avy ‘has been the same, but when the Army in 1904 put 
i rovision on, then I may say that my judgment changed, 
l se I felt that if the retired list of the Army had been 
I | up a grade, it was no more than right that the retired 

list of the Navy should also be treated in the same way. 
\lr. GROSVENOR. Is the gentleman willing to have this 
ment offered by the gentleman from Iowa go into this 

b this time? 
. FOSS. Oh, yes. 

. GROSVENOR. Then let us put it in and go ahead. 

Mr. FOSS. Yes. I am not opposing the amendment of the 
¢ ‘man from Iowa.. As I understand the amendment of the 
leman, it puts it on the same basis as the Army retirement 


SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa moves that the 
H e do recede and concur with an amendment in the nature 


I have always been | 
to this provision when brought up~as an independent | 





that all officers of the Army below the grade of brigadier- | 


0 substitute. 
PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I accept the amendment of the | 
g man from Iowa. [Applause.] 


‘ SPEAKER. 
from Iowa to recede and goncur with an amendment in the 
‘°c of a substitute which has been reported. 
he question was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 
. HULL. Mr. Speaker, the next is amendment No. 7. 
rhe SPEAKER. What is the nature of the motion? 
Mr. HULL. I move to recede and concur with an amend- 
D which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
ie Clerk read as follows: 


that any officer of the Marine Corps below the grade of brigadier- | 


|! who served with credit as an officer or as an enlisted man in 
ular or volunteer forces during the civil war prior to April 
», otherwise than as a cadet, and whose name is borne on the 
| register of the Marine Corps, and who has heretofore been, or 
hereafter be, retired on account of wounds or disability incident 
‘ Service, or on account of age or after forty years’ service, may, 
discretion of the President, by and with the advice and consent 
Senate, be placed on the retired list of the Marine Corps with 
ink and retired pay of one grade above that actually held by him 
time of retirement: Provided, That this act shall not apply to 
icer who received an advance of grade since the date of his re- 
nt or who has been restored to the Marine Corps and placed on 
tired list by virtue of provisions of a special act of Congress. 
Che SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
hn from Iowa. 
‘he question was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 
rhe SPEAKER. No. 2 is not disposed of. What is the mo- 


— 
? 


6 


om 


Ir. FOSS. I would ask the House to further insist upon its 
ereement to the Senate amendment. 


The question is on the motion of the gentle- | 





* The SPEAKER. 


becomes vacant the s 
pointed from civil life in the manner and at the compe! ion now pr 
vided by law.” 


Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following as a substi- 


licitor shall t fter be ap- 


tute for No. 10. I do this at the request of the genth from 
New York, who is obliged to be absent. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Ohio move to 
recede and concur with an amendment? 

Mr. KEIFER. I would ask that the Clerk read the amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Recede from the disagreement to Senate amendment No. 10, and 







concur in the same with 





1 amendment striking out the whole 





amendment and substituting therefor the following: 
“The Solicitor in the office of the Judge-Advocate-General of th 
Navy shall hereafter receive an annual salary of $3,500 during the 


services of the present incumbent.” 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman will m: 

that $4,000. The conferees were of the opinion that the pr 

vision which they agreed upon would mean $4,000 to the Solic- 
nh 


itor, but the Solicitor told me this morning over the phone that 
the striking out the words “highest pay” made it $3,500, be- 
cause that would cut out longevity pay. Now, if the gentleman 
from Ohio desires to fix it in this way, then I think it should 
be made $4,000. He is a man 50 years of age, who has been in 


the Navy Department for a good many years, and is 
of it. 

Mr. KEIFER. I ask unanimous con 
$4,000 instead of $3,500. I will 
gentleman. 

The SPEAKER. 
in place of $3,500? 

Mr. KEIFER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HULL. I would like to ask if this amendment fixes the 
salary permanently at that figure? 

Mr. KEIFER. It expressly provides it shall terminate with 
the present incumbent. 

The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to 
The Clerk will report the next amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment No. 13: Page 8, line 8, after “ 
“Provided, That the naval station at Port 


well worthy 


ent to change and insert 


accept the suggestion of the 


Does the gentleman move to insert $4,000 


dollars,” 


Royal, S. C., 


— a oe 
imsere - 


including all 








buildings and other property thereon and the employees a hed 
thereto, be hereby transferred to and placed under the control of the 
Bureau of Navigation, Navy Department, as an adjun to the Naval 
Training Station, Rhode Island, to be used for the instruction of 
recruits during the winter months and at such other times as may 
deemed advisable; and for that purpose the followir 1m ul ’ 
propriated: Necessary repairs to the buildings to fit them for bert 
messing, and drilling purposes, and for galleys, latrines, and was) 
houses for apprentice seamen, and for purposes of ad istrati 


connection with the training of the same, $51,000; i illing 
sary distilling plant or fresh water supply, $=<0,000; 


the station as a training station, $25,000; in all, $96,000 


Mr. PATTERSON of South Carolina. I desire hdrav 
mv motion and ask that it be sent back to conference. 

‘Mr. FOSS.’ I move that the House further insist on its disa- 
greement to Senate amendment No. 15. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, would it be in 


order to move to instruct the conferees 
to concur in that amendment? 

The SPEAKER. It would be in order to make that motion 
efter a conference is asked and before it is appointed, and net 
at this stage. . 

The Clerk will report amendment No. 32. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 32, line 21, after “dollars,” insert “ toward construction of a 
graving dock of concrete and granite, to cost, in all, $1,400,000, $100,- 


000.” 

Mr. LAMAR. Mr. Speaker, the Senate amend 
opinion, cures an unintentional injustice done the 
sacola by the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. What is the gentleman’s motion? 

Mr. LAMAR. My motion is to recede from the disagr« 
and concur in Senate amendment No. 32. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 


under no circumstances 


nent 


in my 
port of Pe 


Florida moves to 
No. 


re- 
o2 and to 


cede from the disagreement to Senate amendment 
concur therein. 
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LAMAR. Mr. Speaker, I am well aware that when a 
» report comes into this House it comes with the almost 
prima facie presumption that.it is correct. But.the committee 


Mr. 


colimilcte 


Inay err, and, in my opinion, it has erred in this case, more 
especially if it insists upon leaving the Pensacola dry dock out, 
now that the floating dock has been stricken out that was pro- 


posed originally in the bill for Solomons Island, Chesapeake 


Bay. The bill as reported to the House made an appropriation 
for the construction of a dry dock at Puget Sound and ¢ 
floating dock at Solomons Island. These two appropriations 


were probably based upon the recommendation of the Secretary 
the But before the committee the Secretary of the 
Navy highly recommended that they also retain the dry dock at 
Admiral Endicott, the Chief of the Bureau of Yards 
gives the stone graving dock at Pensacola first 


t ‘ urtr 
ol NAVY. 


Pensacola. 


and Docks, 
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place in importance above all others, and Admiral Capps, the | 


Chief of the Bureau of Construction, highly recommends a dry 
at Pensacola, because of the deep water there and its 
strategic iniportance in case of war. 

I would not like to urge upon the House the construction of 
a dry dock at a place where it was not needed. I would not like 
to occupy that position. But with this floating dock left out of 


dock 


the bill for Solomons Island, then I ask the House to place in | 


the bill this initial appropriation of $100,000 to construct a dry 
dock at Pensacola. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Which will mean $1,400,000. 

Mr. LAMAR. It means. the usual appropriation to construct 
a dry deck at any given port in the United States. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, in the interest of Pensacola, more particu- 
larly in the interest of the Gulf coast, and more particularly 
still in the interest of 
Gulf coasts, I urge this matter. 
Island, Norfolk, Newport News, Charleston, Puget Sound, 
and Mare Island are all provided for, and but for the fact 
that the floating dock at Solomons Island, in the Chesapeake 
Bay, went cut of the bill on a point of erder in this House pro- 
vision would have been made in this bill for this floating dock, 
to cost a great sum of money. 

I submit to this House that the proposition as it came from 
the Navy Department before the committee was that there 
should be three docks. The Secretary of the Navy recommended 
this. But the committee determined on two docks—one, the 


New York, Boston, League 


a dry dock for the South Atlantic and | 


nting dock at Solomons Isiand, and one at Puget Sound—and | 


the one proposed for Pensacola went out of the bill. Now, why 
not place this dry dock at Pensacola in the bill at this time, 
especially when the highest naval authorities recommend it. 
! have the Secretary of the Navy’s testimony, in which he 
urgently suggested to the committee that they retain the 
three—the one at Puget Sound, one at Solomons Island, and 
one at Pensacola. Admiral Endicott places the one at Pensacola 
first 
highly recommended it not only because of the deep water, but 
because of the peculiar strategic importance of Pensacola in 
time of war. 
Mr. MUDD. 


suggest 


Do I understand the gentleman from Florida 
to that the stone graving dock at Pensacola take the 
place of the floating steel dock on the Chesapeake? 

Mr. LAMAR. Not at all. 

Mr. MUDD. I want the gentleman to understand that cer- 
tainly I have not abandoned hope of that yet. 

Mr. LAMAR. Not at all. I believe firmly that if the pro- 
posed floating dock in the Chesapeake Bay were in this bill 


that I could not urge this amendment with any degree of suc- 
ss, because I believe your committee were determined that 
only two docks should figure in this bill. 
Now, there are 32 feet depth of water in the channel en- 


trance at Pensacola, and there are more than 30 feet depth of 
ter in the harbor, in what is called the anchcvage ground. 
That anchorage ground is 1 mile in one direction and about 24 
niles in another, and could ride the navies of the world in it 
with safety. The entrance of Pensacola Harbor is defended 
by two forts equipped with an armament of the highest modern 
type 

What objection can there be to retaining in this bill this 
Senate amendment, which practically takes the place of the 
floating-dock proposition at Solomons Island, which has been 
eliminated from this bill by a point of order in this House? 

Mr. MUDD. If the gentleman will permit me, I realize 
it is not altogether hopeful that I shall get it at this session; 
but I do not wish the gentleman from Florida, nor do I wish 
the House, td get the impression that the construction of this 
dock at Pensacola will take the place of the dry dock that we 


wn 


ought to have at Solomons Island or at such other point as it 
should be deemed best to send it. 
Mr. LAMAR. I am not making any antagonistic remarks 
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against the floating dock that my friend urges, because the 
Secretary of the Navy really placed it first in importance, | 
am not against it, and I say frankly to him that if it were jp 
this bill I do not believe I could urge the retention of 
Senate amendment with any degree of success or hope for jts 
success. I am not arguing against the floating dock that the 
gentleman favors, but what I state to this House is this: That 
the committee were willing to have two docks constructed, snd 
the deep water at Pensacola, the peculiar strategic importance 
of its position in time of war, its nearness to the isthmian ¢anal, 
with 32 feet depth in the channel entrance and the great de;th 
of water inside of the harbor, and its great capacity for doe. 
fense in time of war, all combined, should be sufficient to impel 
the House to concur in the proposition to put in this })jI| 
$100,000 toward the construction of a dry dock at Pensacol,. 

In his statement before the Naval Committee, speaking of 
the proposed docks, viz, ene a floating dry dock for Chesapeake 
Bay, the dry dock at Puget Sound, and the dry dock at Pensa- 
cola, Secretary of the Navy Bonaparte uses this language: 

I strongly advise the committee to retain all three if they can. 

And again, speaking of these three proposed docks, although 
he placed the floating dock first and the Puget Sound dry dock 
second, the Secretary says: 

But still I would like to.see the Pensacola dock also. 

Admiral Endicott pla@es the dry dock at Pensacola first 
importance above all others. 
committee : 

Mr. LILLEY. How many dry docks are you estimating for this year? 

Admiral Enpicorr. Four. 

Mr. LILLEey. Suppose you get only one or two; where would you 
prefer to have them? 

Admiral Enpricorr. First, Pensacola; then Puget Sound; then Solo- 
mans Island, Chesapeake Bay. 

And on another occasion before the committee the further 
statement was made by Admiral Endicott: 

Mr. Loup. There are four new docks asked for; which, 
opinion, is the most necessary ? 

Admiral Enpicorr. I should say that the Pensacola dock is the 
most necessary, and the Puget Sound dock a very close second. | 
think the Gulf coast ought to be better provided with decks. 

Mr. Loup. For this year which one is the most necessary? 

Adiniral Enpicotr. I should say the one at Pensacola. - 

And again before the committee this further statement 
made by the same authority: 

Mr. RoOgertTs. Isn't it in the contemplation of the Navy Depar t 
from now on indefinitely to keep a pretty good fleet in the Caribbean 





in 
I quote his statement before the 


in your 


1s 


|} waters? 


in importance above all the others, and Admiral Capps | 


Admiral Enpicotr. Yes, sir; they are there every winter. 

Mr. Roperts. There ought to be a good fleet down there as long as 
the canal is being worked on. ~ 

Admiral Enpicotr. A fleet goes to Pensacola nearly every wi 
The records show that a great many vessels were docked there 
year. 

Mr. Linitey. There is plenty of water there? 

Admiral Enpicorr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LItiey. Is it the best point on the Gulf? 

Admiral Enpicort. Yes, sir. i 

Admiral Capps, in his report dated November 10, 1905, uses 
this language: 

In view of the strategic importance of Pensacola and the necessity 
for having in that vicinity a dock which will accommodate the la 
battle ships and cruisers, it is recommended that provision be 
for a dock of the largest size at that navy-yard. An additional dry 
dock is also recommended for the naval station, Puget Sound. 

The greatest ships of the Navy enter Pensacola Harbor, if 
they so desire, without the aid of a pilot. It is evident that a 
dry dock should at once be provided for at Pensacola, by an 
initial appropriation of $100,000 in the present naval bill for 
the following reasons: 

(1) The strategic importance of Pensacola in time of war. 

(2) The proximity of Pensacola to the isthmian canal at 
-anama. 

(3) The great depth of water in the channel and in the 
harbor at Pensacola. 

(4) The present want of dry-dock facilities on the South At 
lantic coast and on the Gulf coast. 

(5) The recognition of the importance and the value of T’en- 
sacola for a dry dock by the Secretary of the Navy, the Chiet 
of the Bureau of Yards and Docks, and the Chief Constructor o! 
the Navy. 

(6) The efficient protection of the Pensacola navy-yard and 
its property against attack in time of war. ; 

(7) The value of the nayy-yard at Pensacola and its. build- 
ings, and all property connected with it, is about $2,000,000. - 

I hope the motion to concur in the Senate amendment wil! 
prevail. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I would say in regard to this Se!- 
ate amendment, that the House committee carefully. considered 

. : . . a hic 
this, and after having hearings upon the subject of docks thls 
year they recommended but two docks, one at Puget Sound and 


last 
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a floating dry dock. The dock at Pensacola was stricken out 
f the bill as it came into the House. It is not simply a ques- 
1 of providing a dock at Pensacola. We have a floating 
« there to-day, but the moment you provide another dock, it 
ns an enlargement of the yard, it means a building of new 
shops and one thing and another necessary for the repair of 
ch I think our equipment for the repair of ships as our 
Navy is at present constituted is perfectly able to take care of 
all ordinary work, and consequently I hope that this motion will 
be voted down. 
I desire, however, to say to the gentleman from Florida [ Mr. 


{ 
Tl 
d 
ni 


S, 


LAMAR] that no man could have been more zealous than he in 
trying to secure this for his constituents. He has not only ad- 
vocated it on the floor of the House, but he has appeared before 
our committee, and while I trust this motion will be voted down, 


vet I know that the gentleman can go back to his constituents 
with the assurance that he has done everything he could do to 
secure the enactment of this provision for the benefit of his dis- 
trict. [Applause.] 

Mr. Speaker, I call for a vote. 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Foss] 
has charge of this bill. While this motion is a preferential one, 
the gentleman does not lose control primarily as the Member in 
charge of the bill; and in this instance, the gentleman having 
rge can reserve his time or he can yield to his colleague, and 
he can test the sense of the House at any time by moving the 
ious question. In other words, the gentleman has not lost 

ntrol of the bill at this stage. 

Mr. FOSS. I understand, Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to 
the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Rrxey]. 

Mr. FOSS. Yes; but am I right, Mr. Speaker, in this parlia- 
mentary inquiry, that when the gentleman makes a motion to 
concur he has control of the time on that motion? 

rhe SPEAKER. No; that depends. The fact that a Mem- 
ber makes a motion to concur in an amendment, which a 
preferential motion, and would have preference over the motion 
to disagree, does not entitle him to the floor to debate in the 
first instance, and does not deprive the gentleman from Illinois 
of the floor, if he asserts his right, and at this point, the gen- 
tlenan from Florida having yielded the floor, the gentleman 
from Illinois is remitted to the position that he might have heid 
in the event that he had asserted it. 

All of this is equivalent to saying that the charge of the bill 
is in control of the gentleman from Illinois, to move the previous 
question at any time that he sees proper to move it, and the 
gentleman, if he desires the floor, will get it from stage to stage, 


W 


Cll 


nre 
pu 


is 


. 


when a motion is made on this or other amendments. Now, 
does the gentleman from Illinois yield to his colleague from 
Virginia? 

Mr. FOSS. I have already yielded to the gentleman from 
Virginia. 


Mr. RIXEY. I want to make a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 


Mr. RIXEY. The gentleman from Illinois had yielded the 
floor and taken his seat. I took the floor and addressed the 


Speaker. Have I not the right to be recognized? 

The SPEAKER. Ah, but it takes something more than 
dressing the Speaker to gain recognition. 

Mr. RIXEY. No previous question had been ordered. 

The SPEAKER. And the Chair is constrained to recognize 
the gentleman from Illinois. If the gentleman from Illinois de- 
sires to yield the floor 

Mr. RIXEY. He had yielded the floor. 

Mr. FOSS. I should like to ask the gentleman from Virginia 
how much time he desires? 

Mr. RIXEY. I want ten minutes, not all of it for myself. 

Mr. FOSS. I yield ten minutes to my colleague on the com- 
mittee, the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Rixey]. 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Speaker, I favor the motion of the gentle- 
man from Florida [Mr. Lamar], and for this reason: The Navy 
Department recommended to the Naval Committee that it 
should provide in the present appropriation bill for the building 
of three dry docks. The House committee dissented from this 
recommendation and decided to build only two dry docks. The 
three docks recommended by the Department were at Puget 
Sound, at Pensacola, and the floating steel dock. There never 
Was & question in the committee but that two out of these 
three should be provided for in the present appropriation bill. 
When the question came up as to the order of the importance 
of these dry docks, I hazard nothing in stating that the weight 
of evidence before the committee was that the dry dock 


ad- 





of first importance was the one at Pensacola; that the one of 
XL——556 
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second importance was the one at Puget Sound, and the one of 
third importance was the floating dock. The « 
ever decided to give preference, first, to Puget Sound. and then 
to the floating dry dock. Eminent authority in the Navy De- 
partment doubts the wisdom of a floating dry dock in Chesa- 
peake Bay. ; 

Mr. MUDD. 

Mr. RIXEY. 


ymmittee, how- 


Mr. Speaker, may I interrupt 
You may. 


the 


gentleman? 


Mr. MUDD. I understand there is no floating dry dock in 
this bill at this time. 

Mr. RIXEY. I know that. 

Mr. MUDD. secause if the gentleman wants to argue the 
merits of a floating dry dock, I shall want some time. Other- 
wise, I do not want to take the time of the House. 

Mr. RIXEY. I have no objection to the gentleman having 


all the time he wants. I 


am not opposed to his floating dry 
dock when it gets before the House, but I have a right to ex- 
press my opinion here. 
Mr. MUDD. I realize that. 
Mr. RIXEY. The floating dry dock has never been as use- 
ful as the graving dock. 
Mr. MUDD. I do not understand that the gentleman feels 
called upon to argue now as to the merits of the two docks. 


If so, I would respectfully dissent from his view, and think I 
could fairly well sustain my own contention as to the general 
superiority of the floating dock. 


Mr. RIXEY. I am arguing that it was the opinion of the 
expert before the Naval Committee that the Pensacola dry 
dock ought to be built. 

Mr. MUDD. Who was the expert? 

Mr. RIXEY. Admiral Endicott. He was asked by the gen- 
tleman from Connecticut [Mr. Lititey]: “ Suppose you get one 
or two, where would you prefer to have them?” Admiral En- 
dicott said: “ Pensacola first, Puget Sound second, and Soe! 


omons Island, in Chesapeake Bay, third.” He then went on to 
state that he did not attach as much importance to a 
dry dock as he did to a graving dry dock. 

The floating dry dock is out of the bill. The bill as it left tl 
House only provided for one, and that was at Puget Sound. It 
seems to me that the interest of the Navy requires the building 
of a dry dock at Pensacola. The winter maneuvers of the Navy 
are held there, and they have adequate facilities. We have no 
large docks south of Charleston except the floating dry dock at 
New Orleans and a small one at Pensacola, but neither of them 
are generally used. 

Mr. MUDD. How much water is there at Pensacola? 

Mr. RIXEY. I understand that there are 30 feet there. 

Mr. MUDD. That is not in accordance with the 
the experts of the Navy Department. 

Mr. LAMAR. The figures submitted by the 
committee some weeks ago were 30 feet. 
board of trade was 32 feet. 

Mr. MUDD. My recollection is that Admiral Endicott himself 


float 


1p 


testimony of 


chairman of the 
The report of the 


stated that there was not enough water for a first-class battle 
ship to enter. If I am wrong I am willing to be corrected. I 
think that the hearings before the committee will show that I 
am right. 

Mr. LAMAR. You are very much mistaken. 

Mr. RIXEY. Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to say a word and 
then I want to reserve the balance of my time. Under the testi- 
mony given by the Navy Department the dock most important to 
be built was the one at Pensacola. I have no interest in the 
matter. I simply want the interest of the Navy subserved. 


It has no large graving dock south of 
to have one on the Gulf coast, where the winter maneuvers are 
held. Now, Mr. Speaker, I yield the balance of my time to the 
gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Wint1am W. KircHin]. 


Charleston, and it ought 


Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker, in reference to 
the statement of the gentleman from Illinois in charge of this 
bill, that this dock is hardly needed because we are now suffi- 
ciently prepared with docks to make necessary repairs to our 
Navy, I want to state that my recollection is that all the testi- 
mony before the Naval Committee is to the contrary ofthat. My 


recollection is that we had several witnesses who complained 
of the scarcity of dry docks in this country. We were 1 
minded of the great number of dry docks in other countri 
especially in England, and officials insisted on the advisabilit; 
of our having more dry docks for the necessary repairs of 
Navy. 

I can add nothing to what has been said on this matter by 


Admiral Endicott as to the necessity for this graving dock at 
Pensacola. Why should gentlement object to the building up 
of the Pensacola Navy-Yard? In the opinion of every naval 
expert that has considered it, this yard is important and neces- 
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sary 





. If we could have a proper navy-yard at Key West, I 
would prefer to abandon some other yard and build it at Key 
West; but I am informed that natural conditions will not per- 
If we could get a good one at Tampa and conditions 
would justify it, I would prefer to build it at Tampa rather 
in at Pensacola; but my information is, taking all things into 
consideration, Pensacola is by far the best point on the entire 
Gulf coast for a navy-yard. Does anyone doubt that we ought 
to have one great navy-yard on the Gulf, with the immense 
of our coast exceeding 1,000 miles, with only one yard 
of comparatively small consequence up the river at New Or- 


mit it 
nl . 


Scope 
pt 


leans, with no other yard on that coast of any importance ex- 
cept Pensacola, which is highly recommended by every naval 
officer who knows anything about it? Why should the chair- 


man of the committee object to building up the yard at Pensa- 
We have 
yards at the North, some within 100 miles of each other, all 
of them comparatively close together. When you pass beyond 
Norfolk and go into that scope of country around to the Mexi- 
ean border, we have no great navy-yard. You may reply that we 
are building one at Charleston, but think of the great distance 
from Charleston around to Pensacola. I submit that it is wis- 
dom, that it is business sense to build up the navy-yard at 
Pe 


a 
cola f 


nsacoia, 
‘ence has already been made to the statement of Admiral 
itt, that if this Congress should give during this year only 
dock, that it should be at Pensacola. Notwithstanding that, 
the Naval Committee put in Puget Sound first. Then the com- 
mittee put in the floating dock, which is out and which need not 
be discussed Even with these two docks in, one the float- 
g dock and the other the Puget Sound dock, the Naval Com- 
» was almost as evenly divided on this question as could 


iL}, 
it 
i 
UN 


one 


how. 


be—it was defeated by a majority of only one yote. Now. when 
t nd dock is out, why should we hesitate to give the Navy 
De rtment the two docks and why should we hesitate to 
concur in this Senate amendment, when all the expert tes- 
ti of the Navy Department favors it? Why should we 
he » when we know that with the opening of the Panama 
C | the great center of trade, and of Navy maneuvers prob- 
ably, will be down in the Caribbean waters and in the Gulf of 
Me Under these conditions, Congress ought not to hesi- 


tate to concur 


Daca 
ut 


in this Senate amendment and give Pensacola 


invested many millions of dollars in navy- | 
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The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the next amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 64, after line 4, insert: 

“That the President be authorized to appoint, by and with the aq. 
vice and consent of the Senate, two additional professors of mathe. 
maties in the Navy, who shall be extra numbers in said list, and wih» 
shall take rank therein according to that held by them respectiye\y 
when so appointed, if such appointees are officers of the Navy, othe:- 
wise at the foot of said list.’ 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I understand that the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. Haucen] withdraws his request to concur jn 
this amendment, and I will therefore move to further insist 
upon the disagreement. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the 
gentleman what effect this has on these two professors. 

Mr. FOSS. I would say that the gentleman from Iowa [\r. 
HAuGEN] gave notice that he wanted a separate vote upon the 
provision, inasmuch, I take it, as these two line officers who 
will go into the corps of professors will go in above a pro- 
fessor who came from the State of Iowa and, I presume, from 
the gentleman’s district. I understand the gentleman with- 
draws that request. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say that it is now 
so late in the afternoon that I shall not insist upon a separate 
vote. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle. 
man from Illinois that the House do further insist upon its dis- 
ugreement to the Senate amendment. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 73, line 10, after “‘ Navy,” insert “ : Provided, That before any 
proposals for said battle ship shall be issued or any bids received and 
accepted the Secretary of the Navy shall report to Congress at its 
next session full details covering the type of such battle ship and the 
specifications for the same, including its displacement, draft, and di- 
mensions, and the kind and extent of armor and armament therefor.” 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I understand that some gentleman 
desires to move that the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment and concur in the amendment. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. That is the fact. 

Mr. FOSS, Then I will yield to the gentleman from Ohio 
for the purpose of making that motion. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 


| recede from its disagreement and concur in Senate amendment 


fr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, just a word upon this question. 
So far as docking facilities are concerned on the Gulf, we have | 
splendid ck at Algiers, near New Orleans, and we 


floating dk 
have a smailer f 


) a i ating dock at Pensacola. 
Mr. LAMAR. Mr. 


Speaker, will the gentleman yield for 





numbered 56. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio moves that the 
House recede from its disagreement to amendment numbered 
56 and coneur in the same. 

Mr. FOSS. Now, Mr. Speaker, I would ask the gentleman 


| from Ohio how much time he desires for the discussion of this 
| matter? 


a 
OSS. Yes. 

h LAMAR. As the gentleman well knows, the floating 
( t Pensacola is a dock of less than probably 10,000 tons, 
and will not even take the smallest battle ship of the Navy. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, there is a naval station at Key 
West, besides that at Pensacola and at Algiers; and so far as the | 
Panama Canal is concerned, we expect to have a naval station 

t Guantanamo, in Cuba. It has been difficult in times past 
for the Naval Committee, which has charge of appropriations 


for the different yards and stations throughout the country, to 
down appropriations or keep down building up yards 
which it does not believe necessary. The moment a community 
or a State or a Congressional district has in it a navy-yard or a 
little naval station, immediately pressure comes to make it a 


first-class naval station, a first-class navy-yard. We have got | 
l first-class yards and then second-class yards and third- 


yards and fourth-class yards. There must be some classi- 
ll «! 


long the line; otherwise every naval station and 


vy-yard will be a great, large industrial establish- 

‘than is necessary to do the repair work of the Navy. 
Col for this reason, the committee, in its wisdom, 
did 1 hink it was wise to build up Pensacola, and therefore it 
did not auth » this dock, because the moment you authorize 
the dock, along come the machine shops for the Bureau of Con- 
struction and Repair, for Equipment and for Engineering, and 
for all the different bureaus of the Navy, and it means the build- 
ing up of a great first-class yard. I trust that the motion 
offered by my distinguished friend from Florida will be voted 


wn. 
rhe SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gen- 


tleman from Florida that the House recede and concur in the 
Senate amendment. 

So the motion to recede and concur was rejected. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do further 


insist upon its disagreement to the Senate amendment. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
There was no objection. 


ee 


Mr. BURTON of Ohio. 
ten minutes would be sufficient. 
five minutes—that would make fifteen minutes; 
tleman from Virginia another five minutes 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. And I would like to have two or three 
minutes. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. I would say twenty-five minutes. 

Mr. FOSS. I will yield to the gentleman from Ohio twenty- 
five minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio is recognized for 
twenty-five minutes. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, this battle ship if con- 
structed would be larger and more expensive than any ship 
ever built for the United States Navy. The provision of the 
House bill relating to it reads as follows: 


One first-class battle ship, carrying as heavy armor and as powerful 
armament as any known vessel of its class, to have the highest p 
ticable speed and greatest practicable radius of action, and to © 
exclusive of armament and armor, not exceeding $6,000,000. 

Then follows the proviso which shows that this battle ship 
is regarded as, in a measure, experimental. Opportunity is 
afforded to any competent constructor to submit plans and speci- 
fications. There has been a wide difference of opinion in regard 
to its efficiency. Many naval officials and others expert in 
naval construction contend that it would not have better fighting 
power than boats very much smaller and less expensive. ‘Tlie 
Senate amendment provides— 

That before any proposals for said battle ship shall be issued or 2ny 
bids received and accepted the Secretary of the Navy shali report to 
Congress at its next session full details tye | the type of such /at- 
tle ship and the specifications for the same, including its displacement, 
draft, and dimensions, and the kind and extent of armor and armament 
therefor. 

An ftmportant question is involved here relating to the bound- 
ary line between the authority of the executive department and 
that of the legislative department. I think it may be safe'y 
said there has been no instance in time of peace when so large 


As far as I am personally concerned, 
One gentleman has asked for 
and the gen- 





st, 





1906. 





, authority in naval construction has been given to the execu- 
tive department as is proposed by this House provision. If 
there is any one prerogative this House ought not to abdicate, it 
is the control of appropriations for the Army and Navy, for that 
is of the very essence of representative government and of free 
covernment as well. The proposition contained in the Senate 
amendment is a very mild one. It is merely to the effect that 
proposals shall not be asked until the plans are presented here, 
so that Congress may know what kind of a battle ship is in- 
nded. It is a conceded fact that $6,000,000 will not cover the 
ital cost. Probably it will be twice that, or $12,000,000. Now, 
he contention was made here that we should not build a battle 
ship at all. This Senate amendment does not go so far as that. 
It recognizes, at least as far as present legislation is concerned, 
that there is to be another battle ship, but it does insist that 
Congress shall know what type of ship is to be built, and the 
details and specifications, as well, and I insist that this House 
should concur. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time 
and yield five minutes to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
UNDERWOOD]. ; 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I was opposed when the 
bill was before the House to including in the terms of the bill 
any provision for building the battle ship at this time. It went 
into the House bill, and the next best proposition we can vote 


i 
ti 
1 


on is to limit the building of that battle ship until we can 
investigate whether it is wise to build a ship of this type. Now, 


since I have been a Member of this House I have not been 
opposed to building a good navy. As a matter of fact, until last 
year I think I voted for every naval programme that the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs presented to this House, but when I 
started in to vote along that line we had a comparatively small 
navy. To-day we have a naval force that is at least the third 
among the naval powers of the world, if not the second. But 
there is another good reason why we should not continue the 
programme that we have had in the past of building these great 
battle ships without careful consideration. We do not need 
them to protect our commerce; we do not need them now to 
maintain our standing in civilized nations. We merely should 
build sufficient ships to maintain our present status as a world 
power. But the inventions of to-day are growing so rapidly 
that I believe within a few years from now it will possibly be 
demonstrated that the present form of battle ship is not needed; 
that it is not efficient; that it will be put out of commission, and 
we will go to the development and building of a different type 
of naval vessel. 

1 am informed by gentlemen who know—experts on the ques- 


tion—that the development of the submarine torpedo boat is | 


rapidly reaching a point where battle ships can not live in the 
same waters with them. I have been told that at the tank 


down here, where they test the models of the different ships | 


that the navy is going to build, they have tested a new type 
of submarine torpedo boat that shows a speed of 22 knots per 
hour. 

This bill carries an appropriation of a million dollars to 
build those boats and to test them. Now, if we succeed, as I 
believe we will and hope we will, in building a submarine 
torpedo boat that, submerged, will show the speed of a battle 
ship of to-day, that battle ship will have to go out of commis- 
sion; and we are wasting our money by putting it into armor 
pl 
1X 
not approach our shores. 
a war in foreign waters, the type of the ship that would take 
the place of the battle ship, in my opinion, in case of the devel- 
opment of these submarine torpedo boats, would be fast cruisers 
that were so arranged that they could take these small torpedo 
hoats on beard, and if they were attacked by battle ships, they 
would drop them in the water and run away and leave the sub- 
inarine torpedo boat to fight it out with the battle ship. We 
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ite, because it goes without saying that if the submarine tor- | 
“io boat can run as fast as a battle ship, the battle ship can | 
More than that, if we are engaged in | 


know now that the submarine boat can go from 10 to 18 feet | 


below the surface, and has got a better protection because 
thereof from shot and shell than all the armor you can put 
on a battle ship. And yet if it can reach the battle ship, as it 
will if the submarine’s speed is increased to 20 knots an hour, 

battle ship ean not live in those waters. Therefore, I think 
it is unwise to make this full appropriation at this time. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask if 
the chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs desires to be 
heard at this time? 

Mr. FOSS. I would state that I do not care to debate the 
question at this time. Mr, Speaker, how much time has the 
gentleman consumed? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
man still has fifteen minutes. 

Mr. FOSS. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Mary- 
land [Mr. Mupp]. 


{ROSVENOR). The gentle- 


ue 


SJQoeZ 


Mr. MUDD. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me this is not the time 
to discuss the comparative merits of battle ships and some other 
type of naval vessels. This House has declared by a very de 
cisive majority when this bill was pending before it that we 
should have this battle ship. Any attempt now to undo that 
action, as I consider this practically to be, is simply trying to 
do by indirection that which we can not do directly. The chief 
effect of the language of this amendment is to provide for delay. 
It can not undo the work of this House. It say that 
the Secretary shall not contract. It does not repeal the author- 


does not 


ization for him to contract, but simply requires, referring to the 
language of the amendment— 

That before any proposals for said battle ship shall be issued or any 
bids received and accepted the Secretary of the Navy shall report to 


Congress at its next session full details covering the type of such bat 


tle ship and specifications for the same 

And so forth. 

Now, I repeat, Mr. Speaker, that it does not recall or under- 
take in any way to repeal the unquestioned and complete au- 
thority we gave to the Secretary of the Navy to go ahead and 
centract for the construction of this ship after he shall have 
reported to Congress. But the time of that report is held back 
until next December. Now, if we want to go ahead with this 
ship, so far as I am concerned—and I believe that to be the 
view now held by the Navy Department, though I am not au- 
thorized, of course, to speak for the Department—there no 
objection to requiring a report of these plans to the extent of a 
general description of the ship. I infer from an informal talk 
with the Secretary of the Navy, which I do not think I violate 
any confidence in stating, that there will be no objection to re- 
porting to Congress, provided that the work of contracting and 
construction be not delayed, leaving out the words “ at its next 
session,” but reporting to Congress at such time as the De- 
partment may be ready to do it, “ full details covering the type 
of such battle ship, including its displacement, draft, and dimen- 


is 


| sions, and the kind and extent or armor and armament there- 


for.” 

I do not believe, however, Mr. Speaker, it is wise to require the 
Department to report all of the “specifications” to Congress. 
I do not believe anyone will contend that it ought to be the 
policy of this Government, or any other government, to report 
to the governments of the world every minute detail, every sin- 
gle specification involving all the advancements in the consiruc- 
tion of its greatest fighting naval machine. 

Under this provision as it now stands the Secretary is re- 
quired to make a detailed report, with all the complicated 
minutie and all the specific and manifold details, to the next 
session of this Congress, which is tantamount to reporting to all 
the governments of the world. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. MUDD. Yes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Is it not a fact that there is to-day in the 
Naval Acadamy at Annapolis a citizen of a foreign country, 
from a country, too, that has a first-class naval academy, who is 
being educated in the American Navy; and does not that man 
have an opportunity at all times to gain all the information, 
detailed or otherwise, about this very battle ship and 
struction? 

Mr. MUDD. I think not. Mr. Speaker, I do not think that 
a midshipman in the Naval Academy has opportunities to look 
into every detail of construction of our battle ships. 

Mr. TAWNEY. We are educating them, are we not? 

Mr. MUDD. But assuming that to be true, if we 
the work in this country of allowing citizens of foreign coun- 
tries to be educated here at our Naval School and to have 
opportunity for such inspection, that evil ought to be corrected. 
It has been stated that Japanese sailors or other Japanese 


its con- 


are adoing 
the 


en- 


| ployees on our ships are making reports to their Government. 


If we have spies on our battle ships or in the Naval Academy, 
that is an evil, I say, that ought to be corrected, and we ought 
not to enlarge these opportunities by requiring that this report 
shall be made in the shape of a public document to Cong! 
next December, which is tantamount to giving every detail of 
construction of the most advanced type of battle ship that the 
world, perhaps, has ever provided for the construction of. 

Mr. RIXEY. I would like to ask the gentleman a questio! 

Mr. MUDD. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. RIXEY. I understood the gentleman a moment to 
state that the Secretary of the Navy had indicated to him that 
he had no objection to the Senate amendment if we would strike 
out the words that he shall “report to Congress at its next 
session.” 

Mr. MUDD. 
The Secretary 











aco 


Perhaps that would be stating it too broadly. 
of the Navy stated informally to me that the 


Department had no objection to requiring a report of the 
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general plans and type of the ship. He would not object to this 


if we leave out the words that operate as a suspension of au- 
thority to receive and accept proposals in the meantime, and the 
words “at its next session,” referring to the next session of 
Congress; and, in my judgment, the words requiring a report 
as to the “specifications.” And if I am not mistaken, he is 
ready to make the necessary report now, or in a comparatively 
brief time, as to the essential plans, showing the contemplated 
draft, displacement, and dimensions of the ship and the kind 
and extent of armor and armament to be used. 

Mr. RIXEY. I suppose he proposes to submit these general 


plans descriptive of the type and draft and dimensions before 
he goes on with the bids and contract. 

Mr. MUDD. I am of the opinion that the Department is not 
unwilling for that. 


Mr. RIXEY. I do not see very much difference between the 


Department and the Senate according to that. I think it is 
an admission that the Senate amendment is all right. 

Mr. MUDD. Perhaps my statement, taken literally, goes a 
little bit too far, inasmuch as Congress will in all likelihood ad- 
journ in about week from this day. But I do say that the 





Secretary of the Navy and the Navy Department are not un- 
willing to furnish the Congress or to anybody any plans show- 
ing the general ty] and plans of the ship, but they do not 
up until next December, when the report 


is 
want all work held 
shall be made as contemplated by this amendment. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. MUDD. Yes. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. 
sending al] over the world and expending $25,000 in order to 
get the best, does it not? 

Mr. MUDD. My answer to that will be this: That the adop- 
tion of this amendment is practically saying that we undo the 
authorization that we have made, and we in effect postpone the 
authorization for the battle ship until the short session of Con- 
gress, and Congress has voted not to do that. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, one word in reference to the statement of 
the gentleman from Ohio, who is generally accurate in his state- 
ments, in which he seems to think that we have abrogated some 
of our functions and that we have allowed an unprecedented 
latitude to the executive department as to the cost of this 
ship. Now, stated as strongly as language can phrase it, the 
committee put in this provision that it shall not cost over 
$6,000,000, exclusive of armor and armament. That is my 
recollection of the language we have placed in naval bills be- 


fore, in exactly the usual phraseology. 
Mr. TAWNEY. What percentage of the cost of a battle 


ship is the armor and armament? 

Mr. MUDD. I do not know. 

Mr. TAWNEY. About the usual percentage of the cost of 
the armament? 


Mr. MUDD. 


I do not know precisely. 
Mr. TAWNEY. You are on the Naval Committee? 
Mr. MUDD. I am free to confess that I have not the varied 


and unlimited knowledge on all subjects that come before the 
Committee on Naval Affairs that the chairman of the Committee 


on Appropriations has as to what comes before all the com- 
mittees. The percentage varies somewhat. It has generally 
be about or somewhat in excess of 40 per cent, if I recollect 
aright. My contention is this: That we have used the same 
language as to limitation of cost that we have used in other 
authorizations for the increase of the Navy that the gentleman 
from Minnesota has so cordially supported in the past. We 
have not varied from the language except, of course, as to the 


Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
question ? 
is for an entirely different kind of fighting machine from 

iy lieretofore provided, and much larger? 

Mr. MUDD. Not an entirely different kind. 

KEIFER. Much larger. 


MUDD. The difference is rather in degree than in kind. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. More than a difference in degree, is it 
not? 

Mr. MUDD. I think not. The amount is larger, but not any 
larger proportionately than have been the amounts provided for 
other ships that we have been building in the last few years 
as compared with those which were built a few years before. 
It is simply an enlargement in size, a difference in degree, not a 
difference in type. It is a difference that marks the progress 


and improvement of our war ships that we hope and expect to 
continue as time goes on. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. I yield three minutes to the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. BartHoLpr]. 


The provision of this bill contemplates | 
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| 


| 





Is not the striking fact of this appropriation | 


| 


| bers of the Interparliamentary Union. 





JUNE 21, 


Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Marr. 
land has stated the case correctly. The purpose of the Sen»io 
amendment, as I understand it, is to postpone the construction 
of this battle ship until next winter, and it is the same purpose 
which I had in view when I had the honor to make a motion io 
this effect when this paragraph in the naval appropriation })jj| 
was originally under consideration here. 

The action of the Senate, in my judgment, is eminently proper 
and wise. In a few months from now the nations of the wor! 
will assemble at The Hague for the purpose of laying the fou). 
dation for more permanent peace. There will possibly be two 
elements contending with each other at that great conferen s 


One element will favor the limitation of military and naya| 
armaments. The other element will favor the adoption of ar- 
bitration treaties and the adoption of a system of internationa] 
legislation. Whichever side may prevail, the construction of 


this battle ship will be unnecessary. 

I want to say in this connection that France is ready to-day 
not only to limit armaments, but also to enter into an agree- 
ment with all the world for international arbitration and pe 
The men now at the helm in the French Republic are all mem- 
In England the same is 
true. The men now at the helm in England are members of the 
Interparliamentary Union. They are in favor of the settle. 
ment of international controversies by arbitration, and they are 
also in favor of a limitation of armaments. 

The question, then, is as to whether this country should per- 
mit any other to wrest frem it the proud distinction of leader- 


| ship in the great movement for international arbitration and 
peace. By the postponement of the construction of this baitle 
| ship this Congress will serve notice upon the world that we are 


ready to join hands with all the nations in any agreement that 
may be arrived at at The Hague for the purpose of settling inter- 


| national difficulties by arbitration instead of by the arbitrament 


of the sword. [Applause.] 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the genile- 
man from New Jersey [Mr. LouDENSLAGER]. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I do not believe that 
the Members of the House thoroughly understand the effect of 
this amendment of the Senate. It is not so much the delay in 
building this battle ship, but it is, to my mind, a most unwise 
course for Congress to pursue, especially when the other na- 
tions of the earth are guarding carefully all their plans and 
specifications. In my judgment, it would be much wiser for the 
House to agree with an amendment striking out the words “ the 
next session of Congress ” and inserting “ the admiralties of all 
foreign nations.” 

We ought not, in my judgment, to advise them of our proceed- 
ings. And above or beyond that, it has been stated that it is an 
impossibility for these specifications and plans, as suggested by 
this amendment, to be filed and to become a public document. 
Both the House and the Senate have agreed to the construction 
of this battle ship, and it is unwise for the American Congress 
now to make a deviation regarding the construction of these 
battle ships, and to spread before the whole world the know!- 
edge that we possess in the construction of our machines of 
warfare. 

I trust that this House will not concur in this amendment, 
but will send it back to conference in disagreement, so that the 
House conferees may be able to secure the adoption of an amend 
ment with a modification that will not give our knowledge to tlie 
whole world. [Applause.] 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to 
the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. R1rxry]. 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Speaker, the House provision varies from 
any other provision that I have ever seen carried in a naval 
bill for the building of ships. Heretofore the provision in an 
appropriation bill has always designated the size of the vessel. 
In this case nothing was said about the size of the vessel, but 
there was a lump appropriation of $6,000,000 for a battle ship. 


For the information of the gentleman from Minnesota I will 
state this battle ship is to cost $10,600,000, according to tlie 
statement I have here from the Navy Department. This battle 


ship will therefore cost 50 per cent more than any battle ship 
we have ever built. It will cost within three or four million 
dollars of what the total expenses of the naval establishmen! 
were twenty years ago. Under these conditions it seems to | 
that we might exercise ordinary business care in regard to tle 
appropriation. We ought to know the class or type of ship and 
its size. The greatest ship so far authorized in the world th 
we know of is the Dreadnaught, by Great Britain, which is to 
cost $8,900,000, and will be of 18,500 tons displacement. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Where does the gentleman get the inform:- 
tion as to the displacement of the Dreadnaught? 








> 
OI 10. 





_RIXEY. I have seen the statement repeatedly. 
ent is 18,500 tons. 
TAWNEY. Can the gentleman tell the House what the 
cement of this proposed battle ship will be? 

RIXEY. No. The conjecture is that it will be between 
) and 22,000 tons. 

TAWNEY. I do not care about it; but I want to call 
ttention of the gentleman to the fact that the details, as 
the displacement of the Dreadnaught is concerned, have 
ly leaked out from Great Britain. 





The dis- 


RIXEY. The Dreadnaught is to be 18,500 tons displace- 
and to cost $8,900,000. We provide for a ship to cost 
0,000—in round numbers, $2,000,000 more than Great 


is paying for the Dreadnaught. There was no testi- 
before the Nava) Committee as to what would be the size 
s ship for which we are appropriating. The whole matter 
n doubt, and I risk nothing in stating here that this pro- 
did not come within the recommendation of the Navy 
tment. 
as I understand it, it is contended by the gentleman from 
id that the Department possibly would be willing to 
this provision if you strike out “ next session ” and let it 
the plans now. On the other hand, the gentleman from 
Jersey [Mr. LoUpDENSLAGER] says that if you adopt this 
ent and require these plans at the next session the 
ment will not be able to furnish then by that time. I do 
w which statement to take. But certain it is there can 
juestion, as a business proposition, that we ought to know 
» of this vessel, we ought to know its type, and we ought 
w the general specifications. The gentleman from New 
says that we would be giving away the information. I 
to call his attention to the fact that in the act of March 
plans and specifications were called for by a provision 
imilar to the present Senate amendment. I have never 
that the world thereby gained information to our dis- 
ge, 
FOSS. May I interrupt the gentleman? 
read the act? 
Mr. RIXEY. I am going to read it. 
(r. FOSS. You will note that the words “ general descrip- 
‘e in that act. 
RIXEY. it is practically the same thing. 


} vo 
lows: 


Has the gen- 


The provision 


purpos 


hip and the production of armor and armor plate therefor, 

Secretary of the Navy is hereby directed to prepare the pians and 

ions of two sea-going battle ships and two armored cruisers 

the most suitable armor and armament for vessels of their 

and to submit to Congress a general description of such battle 
n the first Monday in December next. 

KEIFER. Does the gentleman interpret that to mean 

shall not proceed with the work, or merely to make the 


RIXEY. As I understand the Senate provision, it does 
» away with the authorization for the battle ship, but be- 
the matter goes to bids, we are to know the type of the 
| and have the plans. I will state to the gentleman from 
his additional fact: More than a year ago, under the bill 
rch, 
cations and plans were only adopted by the Department 
ve months after the ships were ordered, and the contracts 
he two battle ships authorized fifteen months ago have not 
given out or signed. There will therefore be no delay if 

ve the plans and specifications by the next session. 

KEIFER. Is it not a fact that the law which the gen- 

has just read was not a prohibition against proceeding 
ld a ship and the Senate amendment is in this case? 

RIXEY. I will state to the gentleman that it does not 

te as a prohibition, because it is only five months untii 


f 
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e of further increasing the naval establishment of the | 
ates in accordance with the latest improvement of construc- | 


1905, we provided for two battle ships, and those | 


ress meets in December, and if the Department gives us | 


ans 


for this ship in five months, it will show more ex- 
tion than it has ever done heretofore. It was twelve months 


ting plans for the 16,000-ton ships, although they were but | 


e more than a repetition of what preceded them. It has 
been fifteen months and the contracts have not been exe- 
1. 

‘ir. KEIFER. I understood the gentleman to say once or 


e that there was no provision in the bill for fixing the size 
he vessel. 

Mr. RIXEY. That is right. 

Mr. KEIFER. I find in reading the bill, on page 81, that it 
ides for one first-class battle ship carrying as heavy armor 
as powerful armament as any known vessel of its class, to 

the highest practical speed and the greatest practical 

(ius of action. Is not that almost exactly like the law the 

itleman has just read with reference to other battle ships? 


- 





SSS) 


Mr. RIXEY. No; a first-cla 


or 15,000, or 18.000, or 20.000 tons. 


Mr. KEIFER. ‘This is to be the most powerful. 

Mr. RIXEY. Most powerful in armor and armam That 
is different from the size or the type of the vessel 

Mr. KEIFER. Is not that in the law the gentleman read, in 
the former legislation? 

Mr. RIXEY. It may be in the law, but the law heretofore 


has always designated the size of the vessel. 





As a matter of fact, Mr. Speaker, the House provision was 
the result of a little hysteria. The Naval Committee and cer- 
tain gentlemen had heard that Great Britain was goil to 
build the Dreadnaught, the biggest ship that floats, 18,500 tons, 
and to cost $9,000,000. I think it is to the discredit of the 
Naval Committee that it brought in a provision of this sort, 
having no other foundation and for no other reason than t 
the committee wanted to provide for a bigger ship than Great 


Britain was 
Mr. FOSS. 
by the other 


building. [Applause.] 
Mr. Speaker, how much tin 
side? 


ie has been consu 1 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Burron] 
has seven minutes time remaining to him and the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Foss] has twenty-two minutes of time re- 


maining in the hour. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL]. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I can say all that I want to 
say in two minutes. It is manifest this proposition is simply to 
knock out this battle ship. The gentlemen who have discussed 
this Senate amendment on the floor are the gent] 


iemen Who 


opposed the battle ship when the appropriation was in 
House. In their discussion they have discussed not the mer! 
of the Senate proposition, but the merits of the original ques- 
tion, as to whether or not we should have a battle ship. 
The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Barruotpr], who says 
he did not, simply gave his cause away, I think, when he 
said that this Senate amendment is simply in the line of 
the proposition that he submitted to the House when the 
original proposition was under discussion in the House. The 


gentleman from Missouri, as we all understand, is an optimist, 


who believes in the early advent of the millenium, and it is on 








| that ground that he is now in favor of this amendment. The 
amendment, as I say, is simply an attempt to get rid of 1 
previous action of the House. It is an attempt to substitue 
for the House action the Senate action. So far as the proj - 
tion is concerned that we shall gather together all the d S 
of a great battle ship and then present them to Congress, I 
two things to say. First, that when they are presented to Con- 
gress, Congress will not know the first thing about them, 
second, that it would be a violation of the policy uniform 
pursued by all the nations of the world, who guard wit! 
greatest sanctity and with all possible care all the details of a 
battle ship. I hope the motion of the gentleman from Oh 
will be voted down. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I yield three S 
to the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. TAWN 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman fro Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. DALZELL] says that the endme 
is to defeat the action of the House ippropria 
tion bill was under consideration, favorably 
upon this proposition. I can see no basis for the ¢g 1an’s 
claim whatever. Under this provision we authorize the con- 
struction of one first-class battle ship carrying as heavy armor 
and as powerful armament as any known vessel of its class. 
That means, if it means anything, that this vessel is to excel 
in size, in power, and in fighting c: ty other vessel 
that has been constructed or is auth: l by am rnment 
| in the world. It may necessitate the entire remodeling of our 
Navy. A vessel of that size will certainly require at least fou 
or five additional ships of the same class and speed If 1 
amendment is stricken out, as it will be unless the motion of the 
gentleman from Ohio is adopted, we then authorize the con- 
struction of this vessel to excel all others, thereby fixing a 


new standard of battle ships far above the standard we have 
now. When we have done that, then, in the judgment of the 
Navy Department and in the judgment of Congress, it 
become necessary to change entirely the type of our w 
Navy. A few days ago I stated, in opposition to this propos 
tion of building this battle ship, that I thought the tin 

come when, if we should not halt in carrying on our ambitious 
naval policy, we could at least mark time for a while without 
any injury to service, and the adoption of this Senate amend- 
ment will simply be marking time until the Navy Department 
an enlighten Congress as to the size and capacity of this fight 


a 
ing machine, and whether or not, in the adoption of this pro 
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sition, we are going to create a necessity for remodeling our 
Navy upon an entirely different line than that upon which our 
present Navy has been constructed. We are this year, I repeat 
again, expending on account of war and in anticipation of war 


63% per cent of our total revenue, exclusive of postal revenues, 
and that, too, in a year when the aggregate revenue of the 
Government will exceed the aggregate revenue of the Govern- 


ment in any year in the history of the Government. This ex- 
peuditure is about $28,000 more than the total revenue of the 
Governime exclusive of postal revenue, only nine years ago. 
This alone should cause Members of this House to pause and 
réiiect on the advisability of continuing a policy that involves 
such an enormous expenditure. I say, therefore, that if we 
adopt this amendment, we will simply be marking time until 
we can ascertain more definitely the necessity for and the effect 
of a battle ship the only apparent necessity for- which at the 
present time is to excel some other country in the matter of a 


“nt, 


mill} 
j)- 


uan can eyen tell us to-day what the cost of this vessel 


will be Differences of opinion exist even among the members 
of the Naval Committee who have studied the question, some 
claiming that it will cost no more than $6,000,000, with 25 per 
cent added for armor and armament; others claiming it will cost 
from twelve to fifteen millions. So we do not know. We are 
simply acting in the dark and doing it because somebody else is 








building a bigger battle ship than we had heretofore, 
trust the amendment will be concurred in. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to make a parliamen- 
tary inguiry. 

The SVEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. FOSS. Has the gentleman from Ohio or the gentleman 


and I | 
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| cise the purposes of these gentleman. 


| carrying them somewhat to extremes? 
| from Ohio [Mr. 





JUNE 21, 








Mr. HEPBURN. 
please. 

Mr. FOSS. I yield two minutes. I will state that I desire 
to say something upon the proposition and want to keep fifteoy 
minutes. Does the gentleman desire more time than that? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I am not caring particularly about it. 

Mr. FOSS. Well, I will yield five minutes to the gentlemay 
if the gentleman desires it. F 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I want to suggest to the cep. 
tleman from Ohio who made the motion, that in the few po. 
ments that he has he will explain the office of this ‘amendment, 
As I read it, it provides: 

That before any proposals for said battle ship shall be issued or 


I would like to have a little time, if yoy 


een 


; . “ any 
bids received and accepted, the Secretary of the Navy shall report +) 
Congress at its next session full details covering the type of 


: ; suc! 
battle ship and specifications for the same, including its displacem, ~% 
draft, and dimensions, and the kind and extent of armor and arma’ 
ment therefor. 


I understand that in this bill there was complete authorizy- 
tion for the construction of this ship; that all details were pro- 
vided for. This amendment simply provides that before a pig 
shall be accepted a report shall be made to this Congress, 
When that report is made to Congress, has not the Navy De. 
partment then the power and the duty to comply at once wit) 
the statute and construct this vessel? What is the efficacy of 
this report to Congress? Why should we delay in that manner’ 
It is simply advertising to the world what ought perhaps to be 
a secret carefully guarded by the Navy Department; that is all, 
It does not interfere with the construction of the 
does not change the line of duty of the Secretary. 
these gentleman want with this amendment? 

Mr. DALZELL. Delay. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Is not their mission 


vessel; it 
What d ) 


as peace advocates 
Is not the gentleman 
SURTON] and his colleague from Missouri | Mr, 
BaRTHOLpT] in this new gospel of peace a little off their base? 
Are they accomplishing anything by this particular form of 
legislation? It seems to me not. I am not here at all to criti- 
We all look forward to 


| a time, perhaps not in our lifetime, when the theories they ad- 


vocate may be made applicable in the affairs of nations. Al] 
the doctrines of the church teach us to look forward to that era 


| when men will love one another as they love themselves, when 


from Illinois the right to close the debate upon this question? 

The SVEAKER. Why, the parliamentary situation is this, 
that the gentleman is in charge of the bill, and he has an hour, 
and t mtleman in charge of the bill always has the right to | 
control his hour. 

Mr. FOSS. Then I ask the gentleman from Ohio to consume 
the balance of his time. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I would state there was 
a distinct agreement as to time—twenty-five minutes on each 
side—and under those circumstances is not the one who makes 
the motion entitled to close debate? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio was recognized 
by the gentleman from Llinois, yielding him twenty-five min- 
utes. Now, while the motion to recede and concur is a -prefer- 
ential motion, yet it does not carry any rights with it that are 


not yet granted by the House. Now, the gentleman from IHi- 


| down together side by side—not one inside. 


nois yields a portion of his time to the gentleman from Ohio, 

and the gentleman from Illinois within his hour would have the | 
right to move the previous question. If the House wants to 

v » that down, then the time would pass to the gentleman from 

Ohio upon this particular motion; but the gentleman from Ohio | 
has had time within the hour yielded to him by the gentleman 

from Illinois. 


Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I yield at this time to the gentleman 
from Ohio | Mr. IKftrrer| two minutes. 


Mr 
KEIFRI 


Mr. t. Mr. Speaker, I can not do more than I haye 
hitherto done in relation to this subject, to wit, state in as 
emphatic a way as I could that I am in favor of building at 
least one battle ship a year until we have a satisfactory navy, | 
equal to the best type of battle ship in all respects in the world, 

11 I believe that that will help to bring about the desired re- 
sult that my friend from Missouri [Mr. Barruo.p7] is laboring 
so faithfully to accomplish. I agree with the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. DaLzeLL] that delay and dallying with this 
subject now will be vain and useless. Why say we define a 
class of ships as is defined in this bill and then say that before 
a step is taken of any kind toward the construction of the ship 
we shall wait to get a report? I would like to know from the | 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Burton], who makes this motion, 
whether or not he believes when that report comes it is 


essential for Congress to pass some further law before we pro- 


ceed with the construction of the proposed battle ship. It 
seems as though no further law would be needed. I think the 
time is here when this nation must stand abreast with the 


greatest powers of the world in the matter of a navy, and that 
ean only be brought about or accomplished by building up a 
navy equal to the best in the world. That is all I can under- 
take to say now on this important matter, and I hope the motion 
will be voted down and that the conference committee will 
adhere to the judgment of the House so clearly expressed some 
time ago. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER. Fifteen minutes. 


? 





| that 


the brotherhood of mankind will really mean something more 
than mere declamation or rhetoric; but that time has not come, 
It is not here now. We find the same selfishness among nations 
as among individuals. We are far from the era that the church 
promises us, that period when the lion and the lamb shall lie 
We are all looking 
forward to that time; but will it not do for these gentleman to 
wait until there is some evidence as to the approach of that 
pericd? 

My experience and my observation has taught me that that 
man is safest from assault who has the greatest muscular de- 
velopment and the greatest skill in its use. In all of the his- 
tory of*nations it is shown that that nation is least assailed, 
that nation secures most of all of its rights, its pos- 
sibilities, its hopes, that has the largest armies and the most 
efficient and disciplined navy. It is the power to resist that 
secures men from the necessity of resistance. And I am 


| like the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Kertrer], who just now said 


that he desired to see at least one battle ship added to our Navy 
every year, and that of the best possible type and construction. 
[ Applause. ] 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. 
remaining? 

The SPEAKER. Four minutes. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I yield one minute to 
the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. MoNDELL]. 


Mr. Speaker, how much time have I 


Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I am in favor of the Senate 
amendment, not that I am opposed to the construction of a 


battle ship, but because I have doubts as to the wisdom of 
building a larger battle ship than any now afloat. It does not 
follow, it has not been proven in naval history, that a larger 
battle ship than any now afloat would be any more effective 
than a moderate-sized battle ship. The office of this amendment, 
I would suggest to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hepzurn}, is 
to give Congress an opportunity, after scrutiny of the plans and 
specifications of this proposed monster of the deep, to decide 
whether we shall build a battle ship larger than any now afloat 
or follow the lines of policy heretofore laid down and add to our 
Navy one battle ship a year, or more if necessary, of the same 
approximate class and type as those we are now building 

The SPEAKER. The time of the genteman has expired 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I note a decided differ- 
ence in the arguments of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. l/EP- 








1906. 


» away with the battle ship entirely. The gentleman from 

a intimates that the amendment is entirely ineffective, and | 

the Secretary of the Navy must, even if this motion pre- | 

;, proceed with the construction of the ship. In answer to 

is question as to what will be the effect of this amendment, I 

iid say, first, that the legislation directing that the battle 

, be built stands, even if the amendment is adopted. It | 

would be the duty of the Secretary of the Navy to go on with 

construction, unless he is ordered to do otherwise. Never- 

{ when these plans shall be filed here Congress will 

have opportunity to take further action on the subject. It may 
t 
I 


Pa 


ess, 


er forbid entirely the construction of the battle ship or it | 
change the plans in accordance with what is its right and | 
its duty. 


t leaves the sole argument against this amendment, that 








we are giving away our secrets. That is a pleasing conceit 
of many persons, that you are hiding your plans of the battle | 
chip from the world, but it is a delusion. A naval designer | 
( foreign country might disguise himself and find employ- 
ment in the shipyard. You give out to six builders the speci- | 
fications in full. A thousand argus eyes are watching, and 
ean tell what your ship is to be to the last detail. I can | 
tell you how you can insure secrecy. Say to your naval con- 
s ir, “ Get thee to Waukegan or to Annapolis, hide your- | 
© 1 a room with merely sufficient light for the printing of | 
! rints, and there use unlimited quantities of pens, ink, | 
paper; stick close to your plans, and never build a ship.” 
is the only way to insure secrecy. [Applause.] 
iitever we may seek to do, the naval powers of the world 
v know. The terms “details and specifications” are both | 
eneral in their nature. If there is any special secret | 
t flicials of the Navy Department may desire shall be kept 


with unusual care, they can withhold that from Congress. 
disadvantage can there be in waiting until another win- 
ter for a report upon the plans for the battle ship, so that we 
know whether the model is a good one? So that we can 
n consider whether it is wise to proceed along the line of | 
ruction recommended or along any line of construction? 


- 
= 


It is stated that it will be 1910 or 1912 before the battle ships | 

under way already are completed. It is also said that the plans | 

f the proposed ship cau not be completed before the next | 
1. Why, then, refuse to concur in this amendment, 


i ean do no harm, and which will bring the subject before 
dy which should decide upon the plan and upon the whole | 

s ‘t? [Loud applause. } 

FOSS. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I? 
SPEAKER. The gentleman has twelve minutes. 


fr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call the attention of the | 
House to this Senate amendment: 
vided, That before any proposals for said battle ship shall be | 


or any bids received and accepted the Secretary of the Navy 
wort to Congress at its next ion full details— 
vot general details, but full details— 
g the type of such battle ship and the specifications for the 
neluding its displacement, draft, and dimensions, and the kind 
. armor and armament therefor. | 
at can mean plainly but one thing. It means that Congress | 
gain pass upon this ship; must again authorize the ship? | 
we had a contest here in this Chamber when this bill | 
came before this House. It was fought valiantly on both 
and this House, by a splendid and substantial majority, 
mined to provide for this battle ship without putting any 
upon it. This Senate amendment is simply putting a 
¢ on the authorization which this House made before. 
| it is confirmed by the debate which took place in the Sen- 
If gentlemen of the House will refer to that, it was clearly 
plainly the intention that we must again authorize this ship 
e would have it. That is the purpose of this Senate amend- 
t. The very fact that every gentleman but one here who 
been in favor of this Senate amendment to-day was also, 
n this debate was had in the House, opposed to the battle 
shows the plain intent and purpose in this contest. The 
‘was drawn then, and the line ought to be drawn here to-day. 
ne who was in favor of this battle ship before should 
lown the motion of the gentleman from Ohio. 
Why, it seems there never was presented to this House 
re senseless and ridiculous proposition than to bring in the 
and specifications for a great battle ship and report here 
Congress. We might know the moment you report to Con- 
‘8 you report to the whole civilized globe ; you report to every 
gn navy everywhere; and you might insert in that provi- 
“report to the whole civilized globe” instead of “ report 
Congress,” 


ent ol 





@] 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


;] and the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. eeniinas 3 
gentleman from Pennsylvania says this is a proposition | pattern of the Dreadnaught?” 


| gress when we jumped up from 


| Say, aS the gentleman from Ohio 


| say, since the last 


| together to consider that questio 





S887 


Ah, but genth en say do we not know something about the 


Yes; we know what the 
papers have said about it. And you go to the N Ly 
ment here in Washington and ask them whe 


hew s- 


' 
pr«t 


ther they have any 

accurate information on the subject, and they say: “ No: all we 
know is what we have seen in the newsp ipers = 

Now, the gentleman has said that it is a very large under- 

taking to build this big battle ship, and therefore you ought to 


report to Congress. Well, if we were a body of experts that ar- 
gument might go; it might have some weight: but we I 
know anything more about it than anyone else who is t in tl 


il Lid Li 


@ et 


business of constructing naval vessels. And why should we r 

port here to Congress? If the Navy Department can not build 
the ship they will not build it, but if they can build it they ll 
build it. I have a letter from the chief constructor saying thst 


it is easily within the capacity of our Navy Departm t 
build this ship. 
The gentleman from Ohio, in his first speech to-day on tl! 
subject, said: “ Why, here we are going from 16.0 tons up to 
20,000 tons. Here is an unusual thing; here is a new 
tion.” It is only a larger battle ship ; only larger guns, 
of them. It is simply building a bigger house. ‘Tiat is all, 
the architect who can build a small one can also build : 

one. When we authorized the first ships of the Navy, the 
lanta, the Boston, and the Dolphin, they were | . § 

2,500 and 3,000 tons. Then we went up to the Jewas, o ) 
tons. Did we then ask the Navy Department to report to ¢ 
3,000 up to 6.0 
to our first first-class battle ship, the / e 


“This is an unusual proposition, and tl! 
partment should report their 
before they undertake this?’ 
ment, “Go ahead.” 

Our first battle ship only had a 
tons, then we went up to 11,000, an 
and then we went up to 14,000; nov I 
the ships upon which plans have recent] en } ha 


»} i in f 


I i om « 
} ia l 
N . we iid to our Navy 





| cally a larger displacement than that. 


We are authorizing a large battle ship. The navies of 
world are authorizing large ships. Jap 
ship of 19,400 tons. France aut! 
18,000 tons, which will be followed 
battle ships of twenty or twenty-one 
our Navy Department able to const 
have the finest ships of any navy in 
best talent and the best skill and the b 
propose to give the navies of the world the b 
and our skill by authorizing the Secretary of 
port the plans to Congress. 

The gentleman from Missouri 
ment that he wanted to wait for the pr 
When this matter was before the 
the last peace met, the 
authorized about tons in batth 


is 
by the lay 

thousand 1 : ls 
ruct such a f 1 \ 


the wor 


St 


ago 


conference 
2,000, 000 
peace conterence enough 
ships has been authorized to an t to a ! 
20,000-ton battle ships. And, mind you, that 
was called together for the purpose of conside 
of disarmament, but the coming p« 
n, which 
in the call of the Czar. Just think, if tl 
that considered the question of dis 
such naval activity on the p ( el 
which authorized more ships than e\ 
may happen after the next pe 

So, gentlemen, that question is ridiculous 
the only thing for the House to do is to giv 1 1 
clean-cut authorization of the bat 
voted it a few weeks ago. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I move the 
motion of the gentleman from Ohio. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from I! 
vious question on the motion of the g l 
Burron], that the House do recede from 
Senate amendment 56, and cor 

The previous question was ordered. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. B 
Ohio, on a division there were—ayes 123, noes 1 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. I demand tellers 

Mr. HULL, Mr. FOSS, Mr. BUTLER 


irt 


e 


tle ship, ju 


pre 


ur in the sa 


of Pen SyiVaillla 1G 


Mr. WATSON demanded the yeas and nays. ° 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
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The question was taken; and there were—yeas 128, nays 113, 


nswered “ present” 14, not voting 125, 
YEAS- 


andler 
haney 


‘lark, Fla, 
‘lark, Mo. 
Cockran 


Cc 
C 


C 


bD 


ooper, Wis. 
romer 

umpacker 
is, Minn. 





avi 


Davis, W. Va. 


De Arm 


D 


Lb» 


Ben 


E 

Il 
Esch 
EF 


ynd 
ixon, Ind. 
llerbe 

llis 


inley 


Aiken 
Al 
All 


‘xander 
on, N. J. 
irehfeld 
net, N. Y. 
tt, Ky. 


ird 
WwW 


Del. 


‘11, Ohio 


rm ph<« 


ener 


Il, Kans, 


Fitzgerald 
Flood 

Floyd 
French 
Fulkerson 
Fuiler 
Gardner, Mich. 
Garner 
Garrett 
Gillespie 
Gillett, Mass, 
Goebel 
Granger 
Hamilton 
Haugen 

Hay 

Hedge 

Heflin 
Henry, Tex. 
Hill, Miss. 
Hinshaw 
Hoar 
Holliday 
Houston 
Howard 
Hunt 
Johnson 
Keliher 
Kennedy, Nebr. 
Kitchin, Wm. W. 
Lamar 

see 


or 


128. 
Littauer 
Livingston 
Lloyd 

McCall 
McCarthy 
McCreary, Pa. 
McLain 
Macon 
Marshall 
Minor 
Mondell 
Moore 

Mouser 
Norris 

Otjen 

Padgett 
Patterson, 8. C. 
Perkins 
Pollard 
Prince 

Rainey 
Ransdell, La. 
Rhodes 
Richardson, Ala. 
Rixey 
Robinson, Ark, 
Rodenberg 
Russell 

Ryan 

Scott 

Shartel 
Sheppard 


NAYS—113. 


Denby 
Dickson, Ill, 
Draper 
Dunwell 
Fassett 
Fordney 
Foss 
Foster, Ind. 
Gaines, W. Va. 
Gardner, Mass. 
Gardner, N. J. 
Gilbert, Ind, 
Gill 
Goldfogle 
Goulden 
Graff 
Graham 
Grosvenor 
Hale 
Hayes 
Henry, Conn, 
Hepburn 
Hermann 
iggins 
ubbard 
ull 
cahn 


eller 


} 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 


mphrey, Wash. 


Kennedy, Ohio. 
Kline 

Lacey 

Landis, Chas. B. 
Landis, Frederick 
Law 

Lilley, Conn. 
Lindsay 
Loudenslager 
McCleary, Minn. 
MecGavin 
McKinney 
McMorran 
McNary 

Mahon 

Martin 
Maynard 

Meyer 

Miller 

Moon. Pa. 
Mudd 

Murdock 
Murphy 
Needham 

Olcott 

Olmsted 
Overstreet 
Parker 

Parsons 


ANSWERED “ PRESENT ’—14. 





Gregg Lever 
5 Mann 
n Wash. Moon, Tenn, 
Kitchin, Claude Pou 
NOT VOTING—125. 
Dresser Knapp 
Driscoll Knopf 


Dwight 
Sdwards 
‘ield 
‘lack 


etcher 


I 
I 
J 
I 
F 





Gr 1 

Gy 

Ha ick 
Ha is 
Hearst 

Hill, Conn, 
Hitt 

Hogg 
Hopkins 
Howell, N. J. 
Howell, Utah 
Huff 

Hughes 
Humphreys, Miss. 
James 
Jones, Va. 
Ketcham 
Kinkaid 
Klepper 


Knowland 
Lafean 

Lamb 
Lawrence 

Le Fevre 
Legare 

Lewis 

Lilley, Pa. 
Little 
Littlefield 
Longworth 
Lorimer 

Loud 

Lovering 
McDermott 
McNinlay, Cal. 
McKinley, Ill 
McLachlan 
Madden 
Michalek 
Morrell 

Nevin 
Page 

Palmer 
Patterson, N. C. 
Pattersof, Tenn. 
Pearr 
Powers 

Pujo 
Randell, Tex. 





as follows: 


Sherley 
Sims 
Slayden 
Small 
Smith, Cal. 
Smith, Ill. 
Smith, lowa 
Smith, Tex, 
Smyser 
Southwick 
Spight 
Stafford 
Stanley 
Steenerson 
Stevens, Minn. 
Sullivan, Mass. 
Tawney 
Taylor, Ala. 
Thomas, N. C. 
Towne 
Townsend 
Tyndall 
Underwood 
Volstead 
Wallace 
Watkins 
Webber 
Weems 
Williams 
Wilson 
Woodyard 
Zenor 


Payne 

Reeder 
Richardson, Ky. 
Rives 

Roberts 

Samuel 
Schneebell 
Sherman 

Smith, Md. 
Smith, Samuel W. 





Sperry 
Sterling 
Sulloway 
Talbott 
Thomas, Ohio 
Tirrell 


Wachter 
Waldo 
Wanger 
Watson 
Weeks 
Wiley, N. J. 
Young 

The Speaker 


Southard 
Wiley, Ala. 


Reid 

Reynolds 
Rhinock 
Robertson, La. 
Rucker 
Ruppert 
Scroggy 
Shackleford 
Sibley 

Slemp 

Sntith, Ky. 
Smith, Wm. Alden 
Southall 
Sparkman 
Stephens, Tex, 
Sullivan, N. Y. 
Sulzer 

Taylor, Ohio 
Trimble 

Van Duzer 
Van Winkle 
Vreeland 
Wadsworth 
Webb 

Weisse 
Welborn 
Wharton 
Wood, Mo. 
Wood, N. J. 


So the motion to concur in the Senate amendment was agreed 


The following pairs were announced: 
For the session: 
Mr. Morrewtxt with Mr. SULLIVAN of New York. 
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Mr. DALE with Mr. Bowle. 

Mr. SourHarp with Mr. HARDWICK. 

Until further notice: 

Mr. ReyNoips with Mr. WEISSE. 

Mr. MANN with Mr. BARTLETT. 

Mr. Epwarps with Mr. Broocks of Texas. 

Mr. LAWRENCE with Mr. WEBB. 

Mr. LoN@wortH with Mr. SrepHens of Texas. 

Mr. VREELAND with Mr. Greaa. 

Mr. Littey of Pennsylvania with Mr. Gripert of Kentucky, 

Mr. GREENE with Mr. Parrerson of North Carolina, 

Mr. BrisHop with Mr. CLAYTON. 

Mr. Davipson with Mr. Griags. 

Mr. Foster of Vermont with Mr. Pov. 

Mr. DovENERB with Mr. SPARKMAN, 

Mr. Hirr with Mr. LEGARE. 

Mr. Le Fevre with Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN. 

Mr. WELBOoRN with Mr. GUuUDGER. 

Mr. HASKINS with Mr. LEVER. 

Mr. Powers with Mr. Gatnes of Tennessee. 

Mr. McKintey of Illinois with Mr. Ret. 

Mr. SLteMp with Mr. Glass. 

Mr. Jones of Washington with Mr. HumMPpHREyYS of Missis- 
sippi. 

For 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 


this day: 
LOVERING with Mr. Woop of Missouri. 
PALMER With Mr. SOUTHALL. 
PEARRE with Mr. VAN DvuzZER. 
MADDEN with Mr. TRIMBLE. 
Knapp with Mr. Sulzer. 
Hoce with Mr. Smiru of Kentucky. 
Brooks of Colorado with Mr. Lewis. 
Burke of South Dakota with Mr. LITTLe. 
CALDERHEAD with Mr. Pvugso. 
DAwEs with Mr. RHINOCK. 
Bowersock with Mr. JAMES. 
BEIDLER with Mr. HopxKIns. 
Bepe with Mr. BRANTLEY. 
Ww. ALDEN SMITH with Mr. SHACKLEFORD. 
KLEpPER with Mr. RUCKER. 
Gronna with Mr. GARBER. 
ACHESON with Mr. Bett of Georgia. 
BINGHAM with Mr. Byrp. 
Brown with Mr. FYIexp. 
KetTcHaM with Mr. HEARST. 
BurLeicH with Mr. McDermott. 
HuGuHeEs with Mr. RANDELL of Texas. 
Bascock with Mr. Bowers. 
KNOWLAND with Mr. Robertson of Louisiana. 
DEEMER With Mr. PAtrerson of Tennessee. 
JENKINS with Mr. Davey of Louisiana. 
Mr. Srptey with Mr. Moon of Tennessee. 
Mr. Hrxz of Connecticut with Mr. Witey of Alabama. 
On this vote: 
Mr. Burke of Pennsylvania with Mr. PAGE. 
Mr. LAFEAN with Mr. RUPPERT. 
Mr. Hurr with Mr. Jones of Virginia. 
Mr. HoweE.i of New Jersey with Mr. Lams. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
On motion of Mr. Burton of Ohio, a motion to reconsider 
the vote was laid on the table. 
The SPEAKER. Senate amendment No. 1 is not yet dis- 
posed of. 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my demand on that 
amendment. 
Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman will amend 


this Senate amendment. There were two objections made to the 
conference report. One was to this amendment and the other 
was in regard to the solicitor. All the House did was to in- 
crease the salary of the solicitor, making it $4,000. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House further in- 
sist on its disagreement to the Senate amendment. 

The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FOSS. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. FOSS. Have we disposed of all the Senate amendments 
upon which a separate vote was asked? 

The SPEAKER. Yes. 

Mr. FOSS. I ask that the House request a further con- 
ference. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois moves that the 
House ask for a further conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I move that 
the conferees be instructed to resist any agreement to Senite 





1906. 


—— 


amendment No. 13, and I offer the resolution which I send to 
he desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

eesolved, That it is the sense of the House that the committee of 
eonference do not yield in the disagreement of the House and Senate 
to Senate amendment 13, providing for an appropriation for Fort Royal 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania de- 
sire to offer a resolution to test the sense of the House that the 
eouferees ought not to yield in the disagreement of the House to 
the amendments? 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. 
resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest to the gentleman 
that he had better strike out the words “ and Senate.” 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. I ask unanimous consent to 
modify the amendment to the resolution to that extent. 


That is the purpose of the 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman has a right to modify his 
resolution. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Does not this motion of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania come too late—has not that matter been 
passed upon? 


The SPEAKER. 
when it can come. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Should he not move first to reconsider the 
action ¢ 
The SPEAKER. No; this is in the nature of instructions to 
the conferees, and this is the time that it is in order to offer it. 
here was no objection, and the Clerk again reported the res- 
olution 


This is the exact time and the only time 


FOSS. Mr. Speaker, does the gentleman desire to say 
vthing? 
Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. 
adoption of the resolution. 
) LOSS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say to the gentleman 





I do not. I simply move the 
Mr. 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. BuTLer] that I do not think it is neces- 
sary to pass the resolution instructing the conferees of the House 
upon this question. A number of years ago we abandoned Port 
Royal and went to Charleston, where we are now engaged in 


building up a navy-yard. It was understood at that time that 


we uld abandon and get out of Port Royal. The Senate has 
offered an amendment here appropriating a certain sum of 
money to open up Port Royal as a naval training station in the 
winter months. Mr. Speaker, I would say that the House con- 
ferees have stood resolutely against this provision, and, in my 


judgment, I do not think it is necessary for the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania to attempt to bind the House conferees, because I 
think they realize and appreciate the sentiment of this House 
on this amendment. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentle 
man what reason he has for not desiring the House to stand be- 
lind him, holding up his arms? 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, it is not offered 

use I imagine for one minute that the gentleman will draw 
away or weaken from the position they have taken, but this is a 
strengthener, and I hope the gentleman will not object to its 
adoption. 

Mr. FOSS. Oh, I shall not object to the adoption of it. I 
only desire to have the House understand that we do not re- 
gard it as necessary. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion, 

‘The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
WILLIAMS) there were—ayes 160, noes 70. 

So the resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following resolution, 
hich I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That it is the sense of the House that its conferees do not 

‘to Senate amendment No. 1 


be 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
The question was taken; and the resolution was agreed to. 
the SPEAKER announced the following conferees on the 
irt of the House: Mr. Foss, Mr. LoupENSLAGER, and Mr. 
SS 

ALI, 

PURE-FOOD BILL. 
The SPEAKER. Under the rule heretofore adopted, the 


louse is in Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Cnion for the consideration of the bill (S. 88) for preventing 
ie manufacture, sale, or transportation of adulterated or mis- 
branded or poisonous or deleterious foods, drugs, medicines, 
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poses, and the gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. Currier] 
will take the chair. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 
and it is so ordered. ; 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, under the special order it 
is provided that there be six hours of general debate, to be 
equally divided, I presume. I ask unanimous consgnt that the 
order of debate be under the control of the een from 
Georgia [Mr. ADAMSON] and myself. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent that the time given to general debate may be 
equally divided, one-half to be controlled by himself and one- 
half by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. ADAMSON]. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. Grosvenor having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the 
Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that 
the Senate had passed bills of the following titles; in which the 
concurrence of the House of Representatives was requested : 


consent 


hears none, 


ren 
gen 


S. 6493. An act to authorize the city of Buffalo, N. Y. to con- 
struct a tunnel under Lake Erie and Niagara River, to erect 


and maintain an inlet pier therefrom, and to construct and 
maintain filter beds for the purpose of supplying the city of 
Buffalo with pure water. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments bills of the following titles; in which the concur- 
rence of the House of Representatives was requested : 

H. R. 20266. An act to amend an act entitled “An act author- 
izing the condemnation of lands or easements needed in connec- 
tion with works of river and harbor improvement at the expense 
of persons, companies, or corporations,” approved May 16, 1906; 

H. R. 19682. An act authorizing the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia to permit the extension and construction of 
railroad sidings in the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
poses; and 

H. R. 20210. An act to authorize the city of St. Louis, a cor- 
poration organized under the laws of the State of Missouri, to 
construct a bridge across the Mississippi River. 

A further message from the Senate, by Mr. Parkinson, its 
reading clerk, announced that the Senate had p | bill of 
the following title; in which concurrence House of 
Representatives was requested : 

S. 6191. An act to provide for the construction of a lock canal 
connecting the waters of the Atlantic and Pacific oceans, and 
the method of construction. 

PURE-FOOD BILL. 

The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a request 
for unanimous consent. The print of the minority 


issed 


of the 


report is 


exhausted. I do not know whether we want more prints or 
not. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Bartterr], who is 


absent, drew the minority report, and I ask unanimous consent 
that it may be printed in the Rercogp to-morrow in 
order that Members may see it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentlman from Georgia asks unani- 
mous consent that the views of the minority may be printed in 
Is there objection? 

Mr. Chairman, is it compete to do that in 


morning, 


Mr. HEPBURN. 
the committee? 
The CHAIRMAN. 


nt 


The Chair thinks that strictly it uld 


} 
Silt 


| be ordered in the House. 


Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Chairman, 
request and make it in the House. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I yield such time as he may 
desire to my colleague on the committee, the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. MANN]. [Applause.] 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I wish, first, to say that although 
there has been considerable criticism—at least outside of t! 


then I shall withdraw the 


Chamber—over the delay in the consideration of this bill in 
the House, that, as a matter of fact, since the bill was reported 
into the House and was first given a privileged position in t 

House no bill has been considered by the House except appro 
priation bills, bills under suspension of the rules, by unat us 
consent, or bills on the Private Calendar, ex: the one Dill 
which was then a continuing order—the bill in regard to natu- 
ralization; so that the delay in the consideration of this bill 


has been caused on account of the unwritten rule of 


all iegisla- 


and liquors, and for regulating traffic therein, and for other pur- | tive bodies, I believe, that appropriation bills, when ready for 
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consideration, as a general thing, are disposed of ahead of all 
other legislative propositions. But during all this time, Mr. 
Chairman, I wish to say in justice to the House that I have been 
constantly assured by leaders of the House that the pure-food 
bill would have its day in court, would have its chance for con- 
sideration by the House before the final adjournment of Con- 
gress for this session. 


OF SENATE BILL AND HOUSE SUBSTITUTE. 
Mr. Chairman, Members of the House are interested to know 


COMPARISON 


not only what the pure-food bill does, but to know what the 
difference is between the propositions submitted by the Senate 
and the propositions submitted by the House committee. 

The Senate passed a bill, No. 88, which came to the House, 
and the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce have 
reported that bill to the House, striking out all after the en- 


acting clause and inserting a substitute by way of amendment, 
and in order that the Members of the House may compare the 
two bills you will permit me to make a short statement in 
reference to the so-called “ House bill,” or rather between the 
House amendment and the Senate bill. 

Section 1 of the Senate bill makes it unlawful to manufacture 
or offer for sale within any Territory, District, or insular pos- 


session of the United States adulterated or misbranded foods 
or drugs, or to ship from any State, etc, to any State, etc, 
such articles, under penalty of fine and imprisonment. 

Section 2 of the Senate bill prohibits the introduction into 
any State, ete., from another State, ete. of adulterated or 


misbranded foods and drugs, and provides that any person who 
shall ship or deliver for shipment such goods from a State, etc., 
or export the same to a foreign country from a State, etc., to 
a State, ete., or export the same to a foreign country, or who 
shall knowingly receive such goods in a State, etc. shall be 
guilty of a misdemeanor, ete., and provides that violations of 
sections 1 and 2 by a corporation may be enforced against 
the oflicers of the corporation personally responsible for the 
violation. 

Section 1 of the House amendment covers sections 1 and 2 
of the Senate bill and provides that the introduction of adul- 
terated or misbranded foods or drugs into any State or Terri- 
tory, ete., from any other State or Territory, etc., or shipment 
or receipt of such goods to or from any foreign country is 
prohibited, and that any person who shall ship from one State 


or Territory to another State or Territory, or to a foreign 
country, or receive in one State from another, or who shall 
offer for sale in the District of Columbia or the Territories 


adulterated or misbranded foods or drugs, shall be guilty of a 
misdemeanor and be fined $200 for the first offense, and for a 
subsequent offense not exceeding $300 or one year’s imprison- 
ment, or both, containing a proviso, however, that a person 
shall not be liable to the penalty of imprisonment unless he 


knowingly committed the offense charged, and containing the 
further proviso especially intended for the preparation of cer- 
tain articles for export, such as meats, that an article shall not 
be deemed misbranded cr adulterated when exported and pre- 
pared according to the specifications of the foreign purchaser. 

Ss nm 2 of the House bill is almost identical with section 3 
of the Senate bill, and provides that the Secretaries of Treas- 
ury, Agriculture, and Commerce and Labor shall make rules and 
regulations for earrying out the provisions of the act and for 
t! ollection and examination of specimens of foods and drugs 
v h may be offered for sale in the District of Columbia or 

iy Territory, or offered in unbroken packages in any State 
where not produced, or received from a foreign country or in- 
t 1 for shipment to a foreign country or submitted for ex- 
a ation by the health or food officers of any State. 

1 3 of the House bill is almost the same as section 4 of 
tl e bill, and provides that the examinations of specimens 
of f and drugs shall be made in the Bureau of Chemistry, 
0 er its supervision, and if it shall appear from examination 
t] ecil is adulterated or misbranded, the Secretary 
of Agriculture shall cause notice to be given to the party from 
Ww t le was obtained, and such party shall be given 
al ' be heard, and if it then appears that any of 
the | is f the act have been violated, the Secretary of 
Agriculture shall at once certify the facts to the proper United 
States district attorney, with a copy of the analysis or examin- 
ation, and after judgment of the court notice shall be given by 
publication. 

Section 4 of the House bill is almost the same as section 5 of 


he Senate bill, and provides that it shall be the duty of each 
district attorney to whom the Secretary of Agriculture shall re- 
port any violation of the act, or to whom any health or food or 
drug officer or agent of any State, Territory, or the District of 
Columbia shall present satisfactory evidence of such violation 
te commence prosecution. 
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Section 5 of the House bill and sections 6, 7, and 8 of the Sen- 
ate bill contain definitions. The Senate bill defines the term 
“drug,” the term “food,” and the term “liquor.” The House 
bill includes all under the two terms “drug” and “ food,” anq 
defines the term “drug” as including all medicines and prejar- 
ations recognized in the pharmacopeia or national formulary 
for internal or external use, and also any substance or mixture 
of substances intended to be used for the cure, mitigation or 
prevention of disease of either man or other animal. The term 
“food” is defined as including all articles used for food, drink, 
confectionery, or condiment by human beings or domestic «n}- 
mal, whether simple, mixed, or compound. 

Section 9 of the Senate bill defines what shall be considereq 
as adulteration or misbranding of drugs, confectionery, foods, 
and liquors. 

Section 6 of the House bill defines what shall be deemed 
adulterations under the act, and provides that a drug shal! be 
deemed adulterated if when sold under the standard recognized 
in the pharmacopeeia it differs from the standard as laid down 
therein, or if sold under any other professed standard or quality 
it differs from the professed standard. 

Confectionery shall be deemed adulterated if it contain terra 
alba, barytes, tale, chrome yellow, or other mineral subsi 
or poisonous color or flavor, or other ingredient deleterious or 
detrimental to health. 


ince 


Food which includes both food and drink shall be deemed 
adulterated if any substance has been mixed with it so as to 
lower its quality or strength, or has been substituted wholly or 


in part for the article, or if any valuable constituent has he: 
removed, wholly or in part, or if it be mixed, colored, powdered, 
coated, or stained in a manner to conceal damage or inferiority, 
or if it contain any added poisonous or other added deleterious 
ingredient which may render such article injurious to health, 
or if it consists, in whole or in part, of filthy, decomposed, or 
putrid animal or vegetable substance, or is the product of a dis 
eased animal. 

This section contains a proviso that if food prepared for ship- 
ment is preserved by an external application which is neces- 
sarily removed in preparation for use, the condition of the fo 
at the time when ready for consumption shall be the test under 
the act. This is the provision urged by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. GARDNER] as necessary to prevent thie « 
struction of the codfish industry. It may be considered 
what doubtful whether the proviso has any practical val 
effect either one way or the other, as it is doubtful whether any 
preservative can be used in such manner that it shall be neces- 
sarily removed in preparing the food for consumption. 

The provision against adulteration of confectionery might 
properly be extended so as to prohibit the use of spirituous 
liquors or alcoholic compounds or narcotic drugs in confectionery 
in any shape. 

Section 7 of the House bill relates to the subject of “ mis- 
branding,” and is the section the provisions of which have given 
rise to the greatest controversy. It provides that th: 
“misbranded ” shall apply to all drugs or articles of food 


‘y) 
uu 


a. 


> fa 


or 


articles which enter into the composition of food, which bear 
any statement, design, or device on the package or label regard- 
ing the ingredients or substances contained therein, or the i 
cle as a whole, which shall be false or misleading in any particu- 
lar; and to any food or drug product falsely branded as to t! 
State, Territory, or country in which it is manufactured or 
produced; that also a drug shall be deemed “ misbranded ” if 
it be an imitation of or offered for sale under the name of an- 
other article, or if the contents of the original package have leen 
removed in whole or in part and other contents substituted, or 
if it fail to bear a statement on the label of the quantity or 
proportion of alcohol, or of opium, cocaine, or other poisonous 
substance contained therein. 

It is proposed to offer an amendment to this provision, which 


in effect will provide that the quantity of alcohol or nar 
need not be stated upon a pharmacopeia remedy prepared 
accordance with the pharmacopeia formulary, but that on ot! 
preparations of drugs the amount of alcohol and of opium, 
phine, cocaine, heroin, alpha and beta eucaine, acetanilid 
chloral hydrate shall be stated, so that people may be informe 
who purchase prepared medicines whether they are taki 
habit-forming drugs or alcoholic compounds. 

“Food” shall be considered as adulterated if it be an i! 
tion of or offered for sale under the distinctive name of anot!\ 
article, or if labeled or branded so as to deceive the purchas?', 
or falsely purport to be a foreign product, or, if in package form 
the quantity of the contents of the package be not plainly and 
eorrectly stated in terms of weight and measure on the outsivc 
of the package. 

An amendment will be offered to the package provision seme: 


J 
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what modifying the arbitrary provision, but still protecting the 
purchaser and the honest manufacturer from the fraud of those 

, wish to cheat and swindle by short weight or measure. 

t ought also to be considered as misbranding of food if the 
eontents of the original package shall have been removed in 
whole or in part and other contents placed in the package, or 
if the package fails to bear a statement on the label of the quan- 
tity or proportion of any of the narcotic drugs. 

rhe section provides that an article of food not containing 

led poisonous or deleterious ingredients shall not be deemed 
adulterated or misbranded in case of mixtures or compounds 
known as articles of food under their own distinctive names 
and not imitations, if the name be accompanied on the label 
with a statement of the place where the article has been manu- 
factured or produced, and also that food shall not be deemed 
adulterated or misbranded in case of articles labeled, branded, 
or tagged so as to plainly indicate they are compounds, imi- 
tations, or blends, provided that the term “blend” as used 
therein shall be construed to mean a mixture of like substances 
pot excluding harmless coloring or flavoring ingredients. 

\lany of the provisions in the House bill and the Senate bill 
are very similar in reference to misbranding and adulterations, 
but there are various differences. The package provision in 
the House bill is not contained in the Senate bill in any form. 
The provision in the House bill requiring the amount of alco- 
hol and of habit-forming drugs to be stated in medicinal prep- 
arations is not in the Senate bill at all. The Senate bill con- 
tains the provision in reference to liquors—that a liquor shall 
be deemed misbranded if it be blended or rectified, or consists 
of an admixture of different grades of the same liquor, or con- 


at ot 


tains or is mixed with other substances, and the word 
“blended,” “ rectified,” or “ mixed,” as the case may be, is not 
plainly stated on the package in which such liquor is offered 
for sale, or if the label or any written or printed statement 


companying the package in which the liquor is kept or sold 
any false statement to the character of the con- 
tents of the package, or represents the liquor to be the product 
of any other country than that in which it was actually pro- 


sing og 
contains as 


au od. 

The provision in the House bill which covers the subject of 
liquor, as well as other articles of food and drink, is that an 
article shall not be deemed misbranded when labeled, branded, 
or tagged ‘so as to plainly indicate that it is a compound, imi- 


tation, or blend, provided that the term “ blend” as used therein 
shall be construed to mean a mixture of like substance, not ex- 
luding harmless coloring or flavoring ingredients. 

Section 8 of the House bill is very similar to section 10 of 
the Senate bill, and provides that no dealer shall be convicted 
when able to prove a guaranty of conformity with the act, signed 
by the manufacturer or parties from whom he purchased, but 
the guarantor must be a resident of the United States. In 

h ease the guarantor shall be amenable to the penalties pro- 
vided for the dealer. 

Section 9 of the House bill makes it the duty of the Secretary 
of Agriculture from time to time to fix standards of food prod- 
ts for the guidance of the officers charged with the adminis- 
ition of the food laws and for the information of the courts 
| to determine the wholesomeness of preservatives and other 
substances added to foods: 


1 
T? 


d standards of the Association of Official Agricultural Chem- 
sts and the committee of standards of the Association of State 
Dairy and Food Departments, and such other experts as he 
may y 

terested im the question as to the wholesomeness of a pre 
servative or other substance to be added to food may require 


he Secretary to appoint a board of disinterested experts of | 


five members to consider, investigate, and report to the Secretary 

ts to the wholesomeness of such articles. The provisions in sec 
mn 9 of the House bill are not contained in the Senate bill. 

10 of the House bill is similar to section 11 of the 

ite bill, and provides that any person dealing in foods or 


{ 
Section 


sel 


drugs covered by the act shall furnish, within business hours, | 


it the ordinary price, a sample to the person duly authorized by 
the rules and regulations in sufficient quantiy for analysis. 

Section 11 of the House bill and section 12 of the Senate bill 
ire the same, and provide that any person refusing to sell a 
ample in compliance with the section of the act requiring it 
shall be fined or imprisoned. This section also contains the 
provision that any person guilty of manufacturing or selling 
adulterated or misbranded articles in violation of the act may, 
h addition to the penalties provided, be adjudged to pay the 
costs and expenses of inspection analysis. 

Section 12 of the House bill provides that the act shall not be 
construed to interfere with commerce wholly internal in a State 
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and to aid him in reaching just de- | 
( ns authorizes the Secretary to call upon the committee on | 


deem necessary; and further provides that any person | 


| manufacturers; and we were asked on the other side 
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nor with the exercise of police powers by the States, but foods 
and drugs fully complying with its provisions shall not be in 
terfered with by State authorities so long as they remain in 
original unbroken packages, except as otherwise provided by the 
United States statutes. 

Section 13 of the House bill and of the Senate bill provides 
for seizing and confiscating adulterated or misbranded articles 
by process of libel for condemnation. 

Section 14 of the act proposes to put in permanent statute the 
provisions which have been carried in the agricultural appro- 
priation bill for several years, authorizing examinations to be 
made of imported articles of food and drugs and directing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to refuse entry and delivery when 
found to be adulterated or misbranded. ; 

Mr. PADGETT rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman frors Illinois [Mr. 
MANN] yield to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. PapGerr] ? 

Mr. MANN. I yield. 

Mr. PADGETT. The gentleman was speaking a moment ago 
of mixed foods, and I wanted to ask a question for informa- 
tion. ‘There is a class of flour that is called “ mixed flour,” in 
which a portion of corn meal is added to the wheat flour. 
Would that be prohibited, if it is known to be so, and was pub- 


lished? A great many mills in the country make that class of 
flour. 
Mr. MANN. They make it under a special statute of the 


United States. 


Mr. PADGETT. Would it be prohibited under this bill? 


Mr. MANN. It would not be prohibited if they marked it 
correctly. It would be prohibited to be sold as wheat flour. 

Mr. PADGETT. If it is correctly indicated in the sale, it 
would not be prohibited? 

Mr. MANN. That is true. The term “ misbranded” shall 
apply to all drugs or articles of food which have false 


statement, design, or device on the package or the label regard- 


ing the ingredients, and to any food misbranded as to State, 
Territory, or country in which it is manufactured, and will 


apply if it be an imitation of or offered for sale under the 
name of another article, ete. There are various provisions 
in reference to misbranding. One of the provisions is in refer 
ence to the weight and measure of the contents of the pack- 
which has given rise to considerable controversy, and 
which I hope to explain more fully later on. A committee 
amendment will be offered to the provision of the bill which we 


ages, 


think, while modifying the arbitrary provision of the House 
amendment, will still protect the purchasers and the honest 
manufacturer from the frauds of those who wish to cheat and 


defraud by short weight or measure. 


PROVISIONS AS TO WHISKIES. 


Another provision which has given rise to considerable econ- 


troversy, at least out of the House, is the one which affects 
whisky. We found that there were two antagonistic inter 
ests involved in the whisky question. One was those who 


wished all whisky sold, as far as possible, to be the whisky 
as it came from the still after being aged; the other was t 
interest which wished to drive out of business, | ‘tieal 





pra iliv, the 
pot distilleries, and would require the whisky in the mark: ) 
be made by so-called “ rectification’ or other processe t of 
ethyl alcohol, pure alcohol with the addition of coloring or 
flavoring matter. The committee did not take a decided stand 
in favor of either of these interests against the ot] but leay 
each to stand upon its own foundation, upon its own merits, 
but requiring that the so-called “ rectified” whiskies shall bear 
| upon their label the statement that they are imitation, co 
pounded, or blended, so that the purcha may know when he 
| buys that class of goods that he is not obtaining whisky as if 
came from the pot still, simply by aging in barrels or other- 
wise. We were asked on one side to adopt an amendment 
which would have put out of business the straight-whisky 


i to adopt 
an amendment which would have put out of business those who 
mix or blend the whisky. We did not recommend and have 
not recommended a proposition upon that point as either side 
requested, thinking it was not the duty of the committee to 
recommend to Congress legislation which would determine wh 
people should either eat or drink, but rather to recommend 
legislation which would permit people to know what they 
eating or drinking. [Applause.] 

Mr. HENRY of Texas rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to 
the gentleman from Texas? 

Mr. MANN. I yield. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. In the bill you provide what shall 


be 


pure whisky, as I understand it. 
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Mr. M. ANN. The gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. Iie: NERY of Texas. Well, what do you provide in refer- 
ence to it, because I want to follow it up with anether question? 

Mr. MA» N. I have not the time now. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Let me ask you this question, then: 
If the whisky is put up in accordance with the provisions of 
this law, then does not section 12 of the act protect the whisky 
\ 1 it is pped from one State to another, as long as it is 
in the oulatoal ‘packs ge? 

Mr. MANN. Section 12 would protect it as long as it is in 
the original package, except for the fact that we have a law 

»w upon the statute books regulating that particular question. 
Section 12 expressly provides against that proposition by ex- 
cepting anything now covered by existing law from the opera- 
tion of this act. So that we do not change the law as it now 
stands in reference to the shipment of whisky from one State 
to the other. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. No; but would not this section of 
this law be in direct conflict with what is known as the Hep- 


i-Dolliver bill, which we passed a year or two ago by almost 





L unanimous yote in this House? 

Mr. MANN. It would, PD wssibly, if section 12 did not contain | 
this a which the gentleman might examine—— 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. “y have read it. 

Mr MANN (reading): *“‘ Except as may be otherwise de- 
fine 1 by law or provided by statutes of the United States.” 

nd as there is a statute otherwise providing in reference to 

nee that clause of the bill does not relate to the shipment 
of whisky from State to State, but is thus expressly excepted 

om doing so. 

PROVISIONS AS TO. PRESERVATIVES. 

Section 9 « of the House bill is a new provision in the bill, so 

far as the Senate bill is econeerned in one respect, although it 


has be Seana ntly covered in somewhat the same line of 
ought in other bills. It provides: 
That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of Agriculture to fix 
ndards of food products for the guidance of officials. 


being evident that there must be some standard fixed for 
the guidance offi in order that the same basis should 
in all parts of the country. 

ut one of the great questions of the age in reference to food 
is the use of preservatives. There is a broad contention, on the 
hand, that preservatives used in some amounts are not in 
way injurious or deleterious to health. On the other hand, 
re is a n that any quantity of salicylic acid or 
acid and other acids used as preserva- 
burden upon the system, which must 
hence, any quantity used, no matter 
the extent which it is used an injury to 


of ials 


obtain pi 


one 


contenth 
i¢ ie ae id or benzoeie 


tives become at once a 
to 


1 not think that we knew so much, 
uld determine that question; and we provided in the 
the decision as to it should be left to one person, 
the Secretary of Agriculture, for the purpose of 
aiding him in reaching a determination, at the request of any 
it know whether the preservative if used 


as yet. 


terested to 


was wholesome, uld be required to call to his aid five ex- 
perts, naming th ‘m, of different classes, who would be most 
likely to know from observation, experience, and experiment 
whether or not the use of the preservative is injurious to the 
health of the consumer. 


We also provide in this section that in fixing the different 
standards of food the Secretary of Agriculture may call to his 
the Association of Official Agricultural Chemists, 
d 1 in addition to that board, shall call in the aid of the 
tion of State Dairy and Food Departments. The pur- 
of the bill, in our judgment, is largely to obtain uniformity 

food laws throughout the Uni ited States. 
In preparing and presenting the bill to this House we have 
! mind not only the desire to control the shipment of food 


one State to another which may violate the theory of the 
but preps a bill which might be adopted by the re- 
» States—adopted by both New York and Texas—so that 
he manufacturers of the country might know that the law was 
he same. We believe that if we have a food law which shall 
» satisfactory that the States themselves will desire to adopt 
so that we may have in our complex form of 
State and national governments similar laws, both national 
ut the country. And believing that it was 
to reach this end, in fixing the standards of 
that these State health officers and food officers 
ed, because after they have helped to fix the 
I food their States are much more likely to adopt 
| accept those standards. 


aba 


ime provisions, 


in order 
“quire 


ble, 
il, we re 
uld | 
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PROVISIONS AS TO NARCOTICS. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, there is another provision in the 
When the bill came to the House from the Senate it containe 
no provision in reference to narcotics. We inserted in the | 
a provision, as presented to the House, in reference to me:jj- 
cines, which of course includes what are called “ proprietary ” 
“patent ” medicines; that they shall be deemed misbranded 
they fail to bear a statement on the label of the proportion 
quantity of alcohol, cocaine, or other poisonous substance th 
is eontained in the package. The committee have an am 
ment to that proposition to submit to the House. In the Ho) 
bill weewould have required a statement of the alcohol, f 
instance, in Pharmacopeial remedies which are definite in the 
Pharmacopeia as to their contents. It would be useless to 
require a statement of the alcohol or other medicines in those 
Pharmacopeial remedies, because they are accessible, and 
everyone can know exactly what they contain if they co 
with the Pharmacopa@ia as required by the bill. 

Then we thought that it would not be fair to require this 
statement, “or other poisonous substance which may be 
tained therein,” after we had given the matter full reflecti 
both because no one knows what would be the definition of “ 
other poisonous substance,” and also because there are various 
poisonous substances, in no way habit-forming drugs, the dis- 
clesure of which might require the person manufacturing them 
to disclose their full formula without any benefit to the pul 
We propose to offer an amendment, setting forth the names of 
so that we will provide that as to all of these meii- 
cines there shall be stated the quantity or proportion of mor- 
phine, opium, cocaine, heroin, alpha or beta eucaine, chlorof 
eannabis indica, chloral hydrate, or acetanilide, or any devi 
tive or preparation of any such substances contained therein; 
and I have collected, both through my own efforts and through 
the efforts of the committee, and I may say partly througl the 
efforts of Mr. Samuel Hopkins Adams, of Collier’s Weekly, a 
large number of instances, some of which I ask to put into the 
Recorp, showing where deaths have occurred by reason of t 
products being placed in soothing sirups and in other medicines 
offered for sale under various descriptions without anything to 
indicate the contents. There are medicines now upon the mar- 


l- 


he se 


ket, advertised in the strongest language which can be found, 
for the cure of the opium habit, which medicines themselves 


contain opium enough to give one the opium habit. 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. Will the gentleman allow 
Mr. Chairman? 


a question, 


Mr. MANN. I always yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. I have just received a telegram from 


a gentleman in Lafayette, Ind., insisting that the provisions the 
gentleman is discussing ought to go out of the bill, bec: 


he says it would be advertising these nostrums as containing 
opium, morphine, and other drugs of this character, which 
vould tend largely to increase their consumption; in other 


words, that it would be an advertisement of drugs that )« 
with morbid tastes are seeking. I should like to have the ¢ 
tleman’s opinion upon that proposition. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, of course there can be much said 
upon either side of that question. There is no doubt whatever 
that it will advertise the fact that the articles contain opium 
or morphine. Doubtless the gentleman who sent the telegram 
is in some way interested in the sale of the articles. We have 
had a number of suggestions of that kind made, coming gener- 
ally, though not always, from people who wish to se!! the 
articles, and who, if they believed it would increase the s 
of the articles, would be the first ones who would want tlie 
advertisement on the label. We can not undertake to prevent 
the man who is an opium fiend from obtaining opium, but 
can undertake to prevent the man who never wishes to t: 
opium from taking it without knowing that he is taking 
[ Applause. ] 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. 
suggestion? 

Mr. MANN. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. My purpose in asking the question wis 
to get the gentleman’s opinion upon that proposition. 

Mr. MANN. I understand. 


Will the gentleman yield for just a 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. I believe with the gentleman tliat 
the advertisement of such drugs probably will not increase their 
use, except among those already addicted to the habit; that it 
will not make any new opium or morphine drunkards, and w!'!, 
perhaps, guard innocent people against a danger that they ought 


to be protected against. 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, upon that very point, the Pro- 
prietary Medicine Association is a powerful organization, 






it is the greatest advertiser that there is in the papers of 
untry. Some of the officials of the Proprietary Medicine 
iation are endeavoring and have been endeavoring for 
time past in every way possible to prevent this provision 
into the pure-food bill. We have been urged from every 
of the country to support the bill as it came from the 
I read in the New York Tribune this morning a fero- 
editorial against this provision of the bill, because it was 
rong enough to satisfy the editor, and urging that we take 
il as it came from the Senate, although the Senate bill 
»¢ contain a word or a line upon the subject. [Applause.] 
sss the New York Tribune was imposed upon, as other 
pers have been imposed upon. ‘The physicians of my city 
e a petition requesting me to support the Senate bill, be- 
that prohibited the use of opium and morphine, and urg 
. to have the House bill changed, because that permitted 
of opium and morphine. 
Chairman, in the mail this 


morning I received, and I 





other Members of the House received, a letter from | 


A. L. Reed, chairman of the committee on legislation 


American Medical Association, an association of the 


character and a gentleman of the best possible charac- | 
sting us to support the Heyburn pure-food and drug 


hat is the Senate bill. 


Just why that letter happened to 
at this time I 


here do not know. I do not believe it 


spired by improper motives on the part of the gentleman, | 


h it refers to a resolution adopted in this city last Janu- 
it the Heyburn bill then under discussion in the Sen- 
| in the same breath praised the Hepburn bill then await- 


sideration in the committee; still urging the Senate bill. | 


a petition from the pharmacists protesting against 
riction which it was supposed the committee would allow 


‘cent, or two grains, of opium to the ounce without put- | 


n the label. They say: 

ve that the clause in the bill as it came from 
e« for labeling certain medicines, is desirable. 
yet there is no such clause in the Senate bill; there is 

provision in the Senate bill. 
bject is in the House bill reported by the committee to the 


the 


Senate, 


» same time we have received petitions, and here is one 
» physicians: 


» heartily 


tfully 


favoring the pure-food bill as it came from the S 
protest against two amendments that we 
proposed in the House. 





nate, 


understand 


The only provision upon | 


they say that they understand there will be an :mend¢- | 


n the House allowing the habit-forming drugs to be sent 
vithout stating the quantity, and they do not wish that; 
y wish the Senate bill, which does not contain a word on 
biect. 
I give great credit to the Proprietary Association of 
a. Not daring to fight this bill in the open, not daring to 
they were afraid to state the quantity of narcotics in 
lrugs, they have falsified in some way about this bill and 
red to give the country the impression that it was 
Senate bill which provided for labeling the narcotics in 
and that it was the House bill that proposed to strike it 
when, as a matter of fact, the Senate bill has nothing upon 


ibject, and it was the House committee that put it in. It 
not be convenient for the Proprietary Association to 


» the proposition openly, because they passed a resolution | 


ig the strictest of legislation upon the subject of the use 
tics, which resolution I ask to put in the Recorp: 


tions unanimously adopted by the Proprietary Association De- 
cember 5, 1905. 
ed, That this association thoroughly disapproves of any 


the part of any persons or firms, members of this associa- 
not, to market as medicines any articles which are intended 


dd as alcoholic beverages, or in which the medication is in- 
t to bring the preparation properly within the category of 
ite medicines. 

ved, That the legisiative committee be, and hereby is, in- 
to earnestly advocate legislation which shall prevent the 
alcohol in proprietary medicines for internal use in excess 


lount necessary as a solvent and preservative. 
ed, That the legislative committee be also instructed to con- 


efforts in behalf of legislation for the strictest regulation | 


le of cocaine and other narcotics and poisons, or medicinal 
ms containing the same. 

ed, That this association urges upon its members the most 
crutiny of the character of their advertising and of claims 
efficacy of their various prescriptions, avoiding all overstate- 


Mr. Chairman, I have already occupied more time on 
subject than I desired to. 


ration. Most foods are not adulterated, let me say. 


In the greater 
The 


Just a word on the subject of | 
In 
investigation, which has been quite extensive, we find that 
creat mass of the foods are not adulterated. 
uber of the classes of food they are not adulterated. 





Cinnamon. 
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greater proportion of the classes of food are not 
and there has been since the pure-food agitati 
a few years ago, and State legislatures passed 
subject, a marked reduction in the quantity and nu 
terations in different classes of foods; and yet 
honest manufacturer, the honest dealer, is n 
more or less keen and dangerous | yf 
| short-weighted goods 
The adulterations take a wid I 
| you a partial list of adulteratioi 
Food. Color. 
Milk Annatto. Wate 
Azo colors. Sk 
Caramel. 
Condensed milk Mad n 1 
Condens ream I 
Cream 
Cl ‘ oO m ! r 
wr 3 
Meat extract 
Sausages Red ochre. 
Coal tar dyes. | Cra r or I 1 
crum}! 
Cochineal. Horse 
Fish 
Oysters 
Baking powcer. Mislabeling of phos- 
Phosphate 
p ywders, 
lum powders. cid 
Tartaric pow- potas 
det 
Cal ut 
Noodles. Adulterant. 
Turmeric 
Tea. Coal tar dyes. Steeped leaves 
Prussian blue. | For eaves 
Indigo. Soapst 
Plumbago. Gypsum 
Turmeric. Catecl 
Subst ; ¢ 
Coffee (whole). cheaper | 1 
Scheele’s green 
Iron oxide 
| Yellow ochre 
Chrome yellow. 
Burnt umbre. 
| Venetian red. 
| Turmeric. 
Prussian blue. 
Indigo 
Coffee (ground). peas, bean 
\ oats 
brow! 
| j t brea 
| d i 
Cocoa | Iron oxide. 
| Coco 
' per ceé 
Englis i 
Brazil 
Alm 
Co 
Da S S 
Spruce 
Oa y 
tr 
| Cocoa s 
Red sa l 
| Gi I t 
Caraway seed. Exhau eed. 
Allspice Pe ] s 
- Exhau git 
enne 
Olive s nes 
‘ turmet 
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Food Color. 


Cayenne. | Coal-tar dyes. 


Olive oil. 


| 
| 
Mustard | 


| 
| 
| 


Butter. Carrot juice. 





| 
Oleomargarine. | 
Lard. | 
Molasses, | Tin salts. 
Sirups | 
Honey. 
Candy. | Coal tar dyes. 
Cider. Caramel. 
er 
Vinegar. | Caramel. 
| 
Ketchups Coal-tar dyes. 
Pickles. | Copper salts. 


Horseradish 
bottled | 


Jellies and jams. | Coal-tar dyes. 


Vanilla extract Caramel. 


| 
| 
| 


Adulterant. 


Starches, pilot bread, 
crackers. 

Ginger, nutshells, rice, 
gypsum. 

Buckwheat, turmeric, 
mustard hulls. 


ochre. 

Exhausted ginger, tur- 
meric, wheat. 

Corn, rice, sawdust. 

Potatostarch, cayenne, 
corn. 

Terra alba. 


Cottons-eed oil, peanut | 


oil. 
Sunflower oil. 
Corn oil. 
Mustard oil. 
Poppy seed oil. 
Rape oil. 
Sesame oil. 
Cocoanut oil. 
Oleomargarine. 
Renovated butter. 


| Paraffin and inferior 
fats. 


stearin. 

Peanut oil, corn oil. 

Cocoanut oil, water. 

Glucose which some- 
times contains arse- 
nic. 

Cane sugar and com- 
mercial glucose, gel- 
atin. 

Paraffin, terra alba, 
talc, iron ozides. 

Water, sugar, sodium 
carbonate. 


Sodium carbonate. 


Water, mineral acids, 

Artificial vinegar, 

Accidental adultera- 
tion. 

Copper, lead, zinc, and 
arsenic. 


Free sulphuric acid. 
Alum. 


Turnip. 


Giucose for cane sugar. 

Sulphuric acid, alum. 

Citric acid, tartaric 
acid. 

Starch, gelatin. 

Agar-agar. 

Often made from ref- 
use pulp. 

Artificial flavors. 

Apple pulp. 


| Coumarin and vanillin 
substituted for va- 
nilla. 

Bay rum 

Prune juice. 

Artificial essences of. 





Ground redwood, red | 





Cotton-seed oil, beef | 


Preservative. 


Borax. 

Boric acid. 

Formaldehyde. 

Salicylic acid. 

Sulphurous 
acid. 


Salicylic acid. 


Sulphurous 


acid. 


| Beta napthol. 
| Fluorides. 


tte 


Salicylic acid. 
Benzoin acid. 
Sulphites. 


Saccharin. 
Borax, boric 
acid; salicyl- 
ic acid. 
Saccharin. 


Pineapple. 
Melon. 
Strawberry. 
Raspb rry. 
(00s sberry. 
Grape. 
Apple. 
Orange. 
Pear. 
Lemon. 
Black cherry. 
Cherry. 
Plum. 
Apricot. 
Peach. 


| Currant. 


Mr. STANLEY. Will the gentleman allow me 


tion? 
Mr. MANN. Certainly. 


an interrup- 
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Mr. STANLEY. The gentleman speaks of the adulteration of 
olive oil with cotton-seed oil and the adulteration of lard wij; 
cotton-seed oil. Does the gentleman regard these adulter 
as unhealthy? 

Mr. MANN. Not in the slightest degree in the world, ang 
there is no objection, I may say to the gentleman, to cotton seed 
oil as a salad oil. It is fully as good, in the opinion of many 
people, but it costs much less than does olive oil, and the yse 
of the cotton-seed oil would probably be increased several hyp. 
dredfold if the people all understood that that was what they 
had been using. They might do it more freely if they could pyy 
it for a much less price than they are now paying. [Applause. | 

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Speaker, I agree entirely with the gen. 
tleman, and, as I understand him, the bill prevents the mixtiye 
of cotton-seed oil with genuine olive oil without so stating. 
Now, does not this bill allow the blending of prune juice ang 
such stuff as that with pure whisky without so stating? 

Mr. MANN. It does not. 

Mr. STANLEY. Does it not allow the blending of high wines 
with inferior grades of whisky without so stating? 

Mr. MANN. It does not. I do not care to discuss with the 
gentleman the whisky amendment. There will be time enough 
in the House for that. 

Mr. STANLEY. Very well. 

Mr. MANN. The bill provides that any of those substances 
shall be marked “ blended,” “ compounded,” or “ imitation.” Yoy 
can not sell under the bill cotton-seed oil for olive oil, and yoy 
can not sell colored ethyl alcohol for straight whisky, or vice 
versa, if the bill becomes a law. 

Mr. HINSHAW. Is the label required to state simply that 
it is blended or mixed, or is it required to state the ingredients 
exactly and the proportion of each ingredient? 

Mr. MANN. The bill does not require the quantity of the 
ingredients to be stated in blended materials unless, as we 
propose, in the case of narcotic drugs, but it forbids the intro- 
duction into any food of articles which are deleterious or in- 
jurious to health or which conceal the bad quality of the ar- 
ticle. It does not purport to say that if a man makes a break- 
fast food partly out of corn and partly out of wheat he shall 
state the proportions of wheat and corn. That, of course, as 
gentlemen will readily see, would be absurd. 

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MANN. Yes; for a question. 

Mr. STANLEY. Just for a question. I am listening to the 
gentleman with profound interest, and the reason I desire to 
ask the gentleman this question is on account of reading what 
I find in lines 20 to 24, on page 21 of the bill. I read: 

In the case of articles labeled, branded, or tagged so as to plainly 
indicate that they are compounds, imitations, or blends: Provided, 
That the term “ blend” as used herein shall be construed to mean a 
mixture of like substances, not excluding harmless coioring or flavor 
ing ingredients. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman fails, after reading the first part 
of the paragraph, I am afraid, to appreciate its importance. 
“In the case of articles labeled, branded, or tagged so as to 
plainly indicate that they are compounds, imitations, or blends.” 

Mr. STANLEY. That must be on the bottle? 

Mr. MANN. That must be on the package. As to what is 
the particular blend, as to whether you can put coloring or 
flavoring matter in the blend, is another question; but every- 
one is put on notice that the article is blended; that it is not 
an original article, because the package must contain the word 
“ compound,” “ imitation,” or “ blend,” and no one who desires to 
get the straight article, as my friend, I am sure, does wisli to 
do—no one who desires the straight goods need be deceived, so 
far as interstate commerce is concerned. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I wouid lik 
to have the liberty of suggesting to my colleague that what he 
has read there does not permit, even though flavoring and color 
ing is allowed, an imitation unless it is marked “ imitation.” 

Mr. MANN. No; it does not permit imitation unless it is 
marked “ imitation,” and it does not permit stating the age cf 
the article unless it is really true of that article. 

Mr. POLLARD. I would like to ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion on this section the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. S?an- 
LEY] called attention to. On the top of line 21, page 3, reter- 
ring to subdivision third: 

If in package form, the quantity of the contents of the packace be 
not plainly and correctly stated, in terms of weight or measure, on 
the outside of the package. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will pardon me, I will state 
that I will take that matter up a little later. I expect to dis- 
cuss that question. 

Speaking of the liquor proposition, I have here, for instance, 
a letter from one of the leading extract works of the United 


ants 
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them 


give 
since the pure-food bill passed the Senate and since it 


I hate to any advertisement—dated April 


ide an order in the House, telling how to make all kinds 
ors without any original liquor in them at all. It reads: 


APRIL 23, 1906. 
Srr: We beg to announce the opening of our extract denart- 
r the manufacture of liquors. We were fortunate in securing 
ices of a first-class chemist, connected for a long time with the 
xtract houses in Germany and France. 
pringing an entirely new line on the 
juor ¢ dealer to produce liquors as good as the imported for a 
of the cost. 
eg of you not to compare our extracts with essences handled by 
essence and oil houses, as our extracts are made by distilla- 
ym the raw material, and will produce goods as good as can be 
d by distillation only. All our extracts are nonclouding, and 
ide with same will, even at low proof, remain clear. 
xtracts contain coloring matter, which is an entirely new fea 
Every bottle of extract contains sufficient harm- 
r to give the produced liquor the required color. For instance, 


is country. 


‘50 g anous créme de menthe, 55 per cent strong, take 274 gal- 
f spiri 1 pound of créme de menthe extract, 15 gallons 


Ip, 


Ye 


pad 7 74 gallons water, and the 50 gallons créme de menthe 
equal to any imported, colored green, clear, and ready for 


other liquor made with our extracts is made in the same sim- 
er. 

is another good feature about our extracts. 

le by making these liquors himself. For instance, if you 

buy a barrel of good-quality créme de rose, or rose cordial, you 

> to pay at least $1.50 per gallon. Now, by making it your- 

th our extract, see what it will cost you, 55 per cent strong, to 


Pf), re asin 

SB WEP, Cae Ce erates setdanteniintiniinienticidiecaipheiiiiedl < 7.50 

+; water. i 
Cre Ge FI Cie i irretsihdciecicctiinncte cineca 3. 25 

COD ~ ccna edible Nall Aesth aceite esac cpanel tlie daiah cia bigs 46. 50 
n costs $0.93, and the saving on this barrel créme de rose 
rbout $30. The same is true as to the cheaper grades. 


lso to call your attention to another of our specialties, our 





inds of gin extracts. We have a few only on our list, but 
any desired flavor to equal any imported brand. Our 
d Old Tom gin” extract, something entirely new, will save 
‘acturer 12 per cent spirit. Gin made with this extract does 
ny sirup. With gin essence, which you have been using to 
etened gin, you had to make your gin 92 per cent strong and 
lons sirup to the barrel to get the desired sweetness, and the 
reduce the apparent proof to 80 per cent. With our “ sweet- 
fom gin” extract you can make your barrel 80 per cent actual 
d the gin will have the desired sweetness and still show 80 
is no extract that we are not able to make, but there are 
have not on our list. For instance, for Boonekamp and 
i bitters it requires, besides the extract sold by us, another 
ade from herbs and roots by the liquor dealer himself, and 


ladly will give re« 
‘tent to give advice on any question concerning liquors 


ipe, 








kies and will gladly serve our customers. 
not sell retailers. One pound of extract Is needed for 50 
juor, and we will mail recipe with every pound extract. 
nvinced that a tr with our extracts will make you a 
mer. Hoping to be favored with your kind order, we beg to 
Very truly, yours, _ . 


EXTRACTS. 


Cost per pound. 
50 


Tam ana ics ater ca na cere cen gine ttneen itera ciineeninmnicbiiaias 
1c, Wetraet Comrie Coe FOG COlOR i nn ce ccicncnnnsenn 
(white). Good imitation of imported 
(yellow). Extract contains the color 
kuemmel 


$2 


auter. Extract contains the green color _._._.--.-~.--. 
(French). Stays clear in 50 per cent spirits._._._-._-___. 
eo ae lS ee 
i. Turns milky when diluted with water_____-.~-~-.- - 


®. Danish type 








SURI ac Kedesiccid eR a accede ea hak antigens nein china 

ne. Extract contains the color and will make the best 

Ve OO ae eee 3. 25 
getreide kuemmel. Will give product as good as gilka_. 1.75 

rry brandy. Contains the red Color ....c.<..<nccsuen - 2 we 

rry cordial. Contains the red color_.._.-- snthiiensada cite ae 
CaHitermis > Gat iii ahcictccie testers ntereertnacnniseemnnesaann = mee 
COREE, GOI, I ilitechsctittitctenencitnniedintnnionmivestniinneh quitioaitntiat a »oO 
rdial. Contains the green colors. Very strong taste. 3.00 


se (yellow). Best imitation of tmported in market. 


OU, TE a ee ie 3. 50 
e (green). Best imitation of imported in market. 

a Th a = 3. 50 

RUIN ~~ ee ceill - 1.50 

eae - 3.00 

eae Ee Ie? i ek a &00 

ee ae 2. 50 


cts 2. 
Fre 2 ” - 2 
rench type, very good = 





le menthe. Bxtract contains the green color. Product 

DO CEE GR Ce Fi hi rncie en ctiime ~~ 

le violette. Contains the violet color_...cui__.-----. = 

ie rose. Contains the red color.._.__................_.....- = 3. 
le vanille. Produced from Mexican vanilla beans_..--- - 3.75 
de citron. Contains the yellow color_._._...___..-.-~~- = 3.25 
©. EXGRRRIE GE I SU cette meee en enwnnn 2. 50 
ser. (German cordial) containing sufficiency of pure 4. 00 
ry). Made to equal any standard brand._-------.----- - 1.50 
(l’lymouth type). Made to equal any standard brand----~- ie * 50 
(Old Tom). Made to equal any standard brand__.-.--~-- . 1.50 


RECOR 


market that will enable | 


The dealer saves | 
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Cost pe ind 

Gin (Old Tom, sweet). Contains the sweetness and w I I 

duce proof —____ ae ae , = $1.75 
Ginger brandy. Contains the strong, spicy taste 1. 50 
= = aes scmaaiag hiatal — a ae 
Karlsbader bitters .....___ Sigil ad 2. oU 
Kuemmel. Contains the sweetness; specially adapted f che r 

I i ” : , 2. 0O 
Maraschino di Zara. Difference from st imported can 1 e 

I cia iO es ae 2 2 a. oe 
I aa ae ES ae 7 J - 3.90 
Nordhauser korn —.-~--~.-- note cheupianinds - #2 V0 
Orange bitters. Good as any imported____________ aoe ’ 
Parfait d’amour. Containing red color_______ ae . 4 00 
Peppermint essenz. Extra strong taste... __ actin - &te 
Peppermint punsch. Contains the green color__ “<a —— 2 oO 
Oe ee si . 98.00 
I Ts calensenlacicncinnthinmyancasins * ° 7 oak ae ) 
EC III 2 nc cesstsimasenalinsieliinn ae aa ~ # 
eee ee : piety. a 
Punsch, swensk ~~ --_. ecntipeniines eeasiaaiadadesAaniied : —e aoe 
Raspberry cordial. (¢ ‘ontains the re “d- col lei il ~ oa 
Sa NIIIIII” tau tcriteh eacpdiectndhdiesircinanuntnabeihepsdlipeiatiaekan eee 
Rosolio. Product strong in taste, contains red color__________ 3 , 
|g. =e eee ae tatiana 
UNO INI aca a aaa at ~ aa 

All colors are harmless and according to United Stat 

Recipes furnished with every pound extracts pur Failure 





impossib ile. 


All our extracts will produce nonclouding liquors, and same will be 
clear enough for bottling. 





Any desired extract not on list can be made on short notice. 

For instance, have Bonnekamp and Angostura bitters— 

Who would have supposed there was an extract for the manu- 
facture of Bonnekamp or Angostura bitters? 

We are competent to give advice on any question concerning liquors 
or whiskies. 

Here is offered a commercial brand of spirits, made of ethyl 
alcohol, with no whisky in it, with no genuine liquor in it 
These are not the only ones engaged in the off ig of adul- 
terated articles. Now, I yield to my friend from Georgia. 

Mr. ADAMSON. I sought to interrupt the gentleman from 
Illinois when he had finished talking on the question asked | 
as to the second exception on pi 21. I wish to ask if the 
gentieman intended to say that anything was exp L to | 
labeled or branded as blended except to say it w: blend? 

Mr. MANN. That is all. It is only required to te that 
they are blended. 

Mr. ADAMSON. You do not give any details 

Mr. MANN. No details; and I will say to the gentleman 
from Georgia that the provision is not confined at all to whisky 
The same provision applies to food products, a er 1 
in reference to adulteration. 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. May I ask the gentk L 
question? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. From the reading of this bil!l— 
not carefully having read it—it seems to me tl 
tell whether he is violating the law or not by ig the | 
and should have to wait until some rule or reg has ‘ 
established by the Department fixing the ingred ts and 
ponent parts, so that a citizen may know when he is violating 
= ae or a 

. MANN. I will say to my friend that the man who wants 
to a near “the dividing line may have to wait for a ruling « 
1e Department when the question arises as to whether an 
tic le is deleterious to health or not, and it may require not only 
a ruling of the Department, but a ruling of the courts before it 
ean be ascertained. But the man who wants to sell good, pure 
food or drink to the people of the United States can do it with- 

out fear of trouble under this bill. [Applause 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. t is a very nice and very proper 


sentiment, but- 

Mr. MANN. That is the fact. 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. Of course 
tion is aimed at the man who does not want to sell sound and 
wholesome foods and drinks. When wee that 
man we prosecute him for the violation of a rule issued by the 
Department, rather than prosecute him for a violation of the 
terms of this bill, and that being true, any tr 
the enforcement of the law on that line? 





it is, but the legis! 


me to prosecute 


is there ouble in 


Mr. MANN. do not think there is any trouble in the en- 
forcement of the law on that line. The same matter of legis- 
lation is being enforced in the various States all over the United 
State And, permit me to say to my friend from Kentu 
that the man who violates the law does not mere ely violate a 
rule, he violates an act of Congress, which defines what are 
adulterations and what are misbrandings, and the rule @ 
the fixing of the rate on a railroad, is simply carrying out a 


mandate of Congress, the law of Congress. 
Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. We had a decision of 
it the 


preme court of my State making 








SS96 


Food Commissioner to denounce bologna sausage that had 
an amount of boric acid in it that was deleterious to public | 
health. The inspector comes around and he denounces this 
snusage as containing a dangerous and deleterious substance. 


Well, the next inspector comes around and decides that same 
bologna sausage does not contain a sufficient amount of poison- 
ous substance, consequently our court of last resort held that 
the lay, was too vague and indefinite and consequently could 
not be enforced, and I am seeking light along that line. 

Mr. MANN. You have a very good pure-food law in your 
State and it is being well enforced, I may say. Now, let me 


proceed, if the gentleman will permit me—— 
Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania. I would like to 
tleman a question. 


ask the gen- 


Mr. MANN. I yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania. If I understood him cor- 
rectly, his interpretation of this bill is that it does not prohibit | 


the sale of anything that is not deleterious to health providing 
it is properly branded. 

Mr. MANN. In general terms that is true. 

Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania. Well, now, take the case of 
oleomargarine. There are laws in most of the States, as there 
are in my State—Pennsylvania—that prohibit the sale or offer- 
ing for sale of oleomargarine that is colored so as to look like 
butter or to imitate pure butter. 

Now, suppose that oleomargarine colored or 
something merely to give it color or effect, which is not dele- 


is 


terious to health or is not impure; what is the effect of this | 


bill upon the law of our State on that question? 

Mr. MANN. 
hibit the coloring of oleomargarine unless it is marked “ col- 
ored.” It would not prohibit the shipment of colored oleomar- 
garine marked “ colored” into your State. 


Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania. Then the effect of that! 
would be, so far as articles in interstate commerce are con- 
cerned, to nullify the laws of Pennsylvania on that subject? 

Mr. MANN. Not at all. Having it in the State, it could not 
be sold in the State cept under the laws of the State of 
Pennsylvania. 

On the subject of adulterations I have another letter here— | 
and I do not propose to weary you very much with many of 
these letters, although I have quite a collection of them. Here | 


is one dated ** Middletown, N. Y., April 2, 1906.” I forget whose 








district that is in. It says: 
Why rot save money by making black pepper P. D.? 
P. D.” is “ pepper deteriorator.” 
Vv re sending by this mail under separate cover a sample of our 
? ller for your inspection. This is the material that is the dark 
s in our No. 5 pepper P. D. ‘This, mixed with equal quantities 
d ec meal and the harmiess coloring matter that we will 
1 t e, will make the very best black pepper P. D. that you 
‘ ever bought. This is the way that our No. 5 is made, a sample 
of ich is also sent in same package. 
Here is sample of it [illustrating by pouring out contents 
of package]. 
A Memeer. Will it make you sneeze? 
Mr. MANN. It will not make anyone sneeze. I will say to 
my friend that it is made out of ground olive nuts. 


The letter further says: 
In making your 


an procure 
om ae 


own P. D. you save one-half of the freight charges, 
corn meal in your city as cheap, if not cheaper, 
* We the No. 3 filler at $20 per ton in 


quote 


| Laughter. ] 

Who would have supposed that black pepper adulteration was 
so extensive that men could afford to quote the “ deteriorator ” 

lots? The letter further says: 

in the same package you will 
iat we quote in 5-ton lots. * * We will give 
( ent formulas for making an exact match for either cinnamon, 
out of the No. 2 filler at a very small additional 
f the filler. * * * A great many spice houses 
as a P. D. 
‘ise with it. 


then we find upon examination that a very large quantity of 


you 


e or allspice 





pices 


t} and peppers of the country are adulterated, not only | 
the ground pepper, but I have a sample on the desk here of | 
the pepper berries made out of tapioca colored with lampblack. 


Mr. Chairman, you will notice a great many advertisements 
in the daily and other papers to-day which read something like | 
this: 

Mocha and Java coffee, 22 cents a pound; value, 30 cents. We 
have always sold this coffee at 30 cents a pound. It is composed of | 
Oid Government Java and Arabian Mocha. We are taking a loss on 
it ause we want to introduce it into more homes. We depend on 
its superiority to hold its place in your esteem. 


Twenty-five per cent or more of the coffee sold in the United 
States sold as Mocha and Java coffee. There were more 
than 1,000,000,000 pounds of coffee imported into the United 
States last year, and of that less than 2,000,000 pounds was 


is 
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mixed with | 


This bill, I may say to my friend, would pro- | 


find a sample of our No. 2 | 
+ the | 


for cinnamon, cloves, and allspice with- | 
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| Mocha and only 10,000,000 pounds was Java, less than 12.409. 
000 pounds of the two out of more than a thousand mili ns 
| But that 13,000,000 pounds of Mocha and Java have beatey all 
records and have amplified themselves more than anything 0) 


ever did in the world, because out of the 15,000,000 pounas 
there have been sold not less than 250,000,000 pounds of Moc 


and Java coffee; at a price, mind you—the question would ja 
the price—at a price twice what could have been obtained jg 
sold under its true name. [Applause.] 

According to the reports of the Bureau of Statistics there 
were imported into the United States of coffee for the fiseg) 
year 1905, 1,047,792,984 pounds, valued at $84,654,062. Moet 
coffee, or coffee imported from Aden, Arabia, is put down as 
1,789,788 pounds, valued at $251,592. Java coffee imported 
from the Dutch East Indies is put down as 10,712,449 pounds, 
valued at $1,318,970. 

This Mocha coffee was imported direct from Aden and jp. 
cludes the long-berry coffee, which has a pronounced Mocha 


| flavor, is grown in Africa, but imported from Aden as Mocha 
| coffee. All of the Mocha coffee above mentioned comes direct 


from Arabia, and in addition to this there are other coffees 
which are shipped to England and from England to this coun. 
| try. Coffees shipped to England are not included in the list of 
genuine Mochas, for they are tinctured with a suspicion of being 
| mixed in London. 

The total amount of coffees of all kinds imported to this coun- 
| try from the United Kingdom (Great Britain and Ireland) for 


the fiscal year 1905, was 4,709,783 pounds, valued at $497,989, 
The amount of Mocha coffee imported from Aden for various 
fiscal years: 


1901—1,505,047 pounds, valued At. ...2 a nsicces newman $24: 9 
1902—2,688,285 pounds, valued at-.--.-~-~.--_~-~--..____ TT, 352 
| 1903—2,555,836 pounds, valued at..............--........... 00, 683 
1004—2,147,379 pounds, VOlG00G. 60.....-4.0 seen nese cence 259 5 
1905—1,789,788 pounds, valued at....................... 251, 592 


JAVA COFFEE. 
Amount of Java coffee imported from the Dutch East Indies 
for the following fiscal years: 


1901—9,404,025 pounds, valued at....-_~-----..--~-~... $1, 359, 794 
1902—9,945,396 pounds, valued at___-.--~-- ~~ wiaeinesy By ake, 410 
1903—12,515,404 pounds, valued at-_..-_-----__-_~_--_ 1, 67 

1904—-11,730,352 pounds, valued at-_---_-----.--__---_. > 25 
1905—10,712,449 pounds, valued at_..._................ 1, 31 10 


RIO COFFEE. 

The bulk of our coffee comes from Brazil. 
05 we imported from Brazil 
34,136,008. 
The standard coffee in the market and the one whic! 
quoted in the New York market is No. 7 Rio, and there are suid 
to be nine grades of coffee known in the New York coffee marke 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has consumed one h 
[Cries of “ Go ahead! ”] 

Mr. HEPBURN. I yield such time to the gentleman as le 


For the fiscal year 
820,259,995 pounds, valued at 


1! 
St 


+ 


desires. [Applause.] 
Mr. MANN. I find, Mr. Chairman, that I must hasten along. 
Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. May I ask you one more ques- 
tion? 
Mr. MANN. I yield to the gentleman. 


Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. Suppose I buy a carload of coal 
thinking it to be Jellico, and it turns out to be Bird’s Eye. he 
generic name “ coal” being correct, would the mistake made of 
using a different name be a violation of this law? 

Mr. MANN. Why, Mr. Chairman, I do not know that we have 
gotten to the point where we consider coal food. I know I have 
heard of people eating it, yet I scarcely think we have got down 
to the point of classing coal as food. 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. I am not speaking about food, 
but I want to know if that is covered. 

Mr. MANN. This bill only covers foods, drinks, and drugs. 

Mr. RODENBERG. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 


a question? 
Mr. MANN. Certainly. 
Mr. RODENBERG. With what was this Mocha and Java 


coffee adulterated? . 

Mr. MANN. Most of the coffee that is sold as Mocha and 
Java is Brazil coffee; but there are a good many kinds of adul- 
| terations, I may say to my friend; sometimes made by the use of 
acids; some made of sawdust, ground, hardened, and soaked, 
| and sometimes made by bread properly prepared, but, of course, 
the ground coffee is adulterated in a great many different ways. 
| AMENDMENTS PROPOSED BY OUTSIDERS. 
| Now, I have received—and I do not know how many Mem! 

of the House may have received—letters from various persons, 
honest in their belief, asking that certain amendments might 
| be made to this House bill. I have had a number of Members 
| of the House speak to me about the proposition, each one hand- 
| ing me precisely the same letters and amendments. I had 4 


ers 









1906. 


iosity to ascertain, if I could, where these amendments came 
and we managed to trace them back to the Columbia 


cul 


= and Provision Company, of New York, a company which has 
i engaged in importing egg yolks into the United States, 
pre rved with boric acid, but which company came in contact 
with the provisions of the law, and that proceeding was stopped 


the port of New York and also at Chicago. They have pro- 
yided for a number of amendments, which they ask the people 
to support, and they prepare a letter and a copy of the amend- 
ments for the different people to send to their respective Mem- 
ners of Congress, and the letter all ready to sign: 


provided a fair national pure-food law being a necessity, please pro- 
the passage of the Heyburn bill, amended by the House com- 


mite . after it is further amended, as proposed by the National Food 
Manufacturers’ Association, and present section 14 is completely 
eliminated. 

They suggested a great many amendments, but particularly 


on section 14. It was section 14, as now enacted in the 
ultural appropriation bill, with which they had come into 

in endeavoring to import from China a lot of eggs, 
broken, rotten, preserved from further spoiling by borie acid, 
and they had been shut out, and they were anxious for a pure- 
food law that did not apply to their business. [Laughter and 


applause. ] 


dwt It 


Mr. LACEY. I would like to ask the gentleman from Illinois 
wh uethods they had to disguise the flavor of the rotten egg, 
so as to make it salable? 


Mr. MANN. Well, I will say to the gentleman from Iowa, 
these eggs were used for two purposes. One was to add to the 
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color of oleomargarine, and the other was to prepare proper | 


onfectionery and baker’s articles in the great city of New York. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. We did not get it in our egg- 
nogg, then? [Laughter and applause. ] 
LACEY. I was told in Alaska last summer that a 
miner on return to Illinois during the year before had his first 
fresh egg in a great while and said it tasted insipid. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. May I ask the gentleman is he 
a regular licensed apothecary or doctor? 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I have borne the title of doctor, 
I il say to my friend from Tennessee, properly for some 
years. [Loud applause.] 

ADULTERATIONS. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have here, which the House has al- 
ready inspected, probably, a number of adulterated articles. 
Here is a bottle of cherries, originally picked green, in order 
that they might be firm, with the green color all taken out 
with acid until they were perfectly white, and then colored with 


an anil 


out 


ine dye which is poisonous in any quantity; and I have 
a sample of the cloth colored with the aniline dye taken 
a similar bottle. I do not know whether it would kill 
anybody to eat all of those at once or not. Usually, I believe, 
1ey are taken one at a time. [Laughter.] 

‘he gentleman referred to olive oil. I have here a quart of 
olive 


of 





genuine oil, bearing the name of the manufacturer. 
Here is a can bearing the same name, purporting to be made 
by the same person, sold at the same price, but filled in this 
country, the whole thing a counterfeit, cotton-seed oil, and, 
b e way, a sample of oil which, I am informed, was used for 

time and eaten with relish and great avidity by members of 
the Union League Club of Philadelphia. [Laughter.] Here is 


ther package of the same sort, a counterfeit of the same 
and the same company, also filled with cotton-seed oil. 
re is a package containing machinery oil. And gentlemen 
notice that the makers of these counterfeits not only suc- 
ceed in reducing the quality of the article, but also the quan- 
tity. Both packages are the same size, one containing ma- 
chinery oil, and probably half or two-thirds full, the other con- 
tail ing olive oil, an argument in reference both to quality and 
quantity, 
PRESERVATIVES. 

Mr. Chairman, the use of preservatives is a matter of some 
test and controversy, but there is a class of preservatives 
out which there is no controversy as to their unhealthfulness. 
\ll through the country there have from time to time appeared 

rtisements of various articles for the purpose of prevent- 
ig the deterioration of foods. Here is a bottle of so-called 
~ treezem,” intended to convey the idea that it would do the 
me work that cold storge would do in the preservation of 
eat or vegetables. But, although this article will, to a cer- 
‘aln extent, preserve the meat or fruit or vegetables upon which 
(is sprinkled, it is injurious to health without question, being 
composed largely of sulphite of soda and red coal-tar dye. 
{t has been used very extensively. One of the articles upon 


te 


the table here which has attracted some attention is a sample 
XL—557 
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of honey, in the preparation of which the acumen of man has 
really reached its highest point. The specimen is composed of 
glucose, but it still deceives by containing a bug or a 
Who, when looking at the clear amber 
sembles honey 


bee. 
substance, which re- 
in appearance, with a bee floating in it, would 
suspect that it never had seen the inside of a hive, but only 
came from the glucose factory? 

PACKAGE AMENDMENT. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I mean to go to the question of packages. 
A good deal has been said on that subject. Gentlemen this 
morning received in their mail a circular letter, purporting to 
be signed by Mr. L. A. Sears, president, and Mr. F. F. Wiley, 
secretary and treasurer of the Western Packers Canned Goods 
Association. 

In the first place, I may say that these gentlemen, I think, 
are laboring under a misapprehension of the proposition which 
is presented to the House. We proposed a provision of the bill 
requiring that packages containing food articles shall contain 
on the outside of the article, on the label, a statement of the 
quantity of the contents; and we shall offer an amendment to 
the proposition requiring that the approximate quantity shall 
be stated at the time put,up; providing further that all stand- 
ard sizes recognized by the custom of the trade may continue to 
be used under rules and regulations to be fixed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, and the 
Secretary of Agriculture. The latter part of that proposition 
is designed to permit the use of such size packages as many of 
the whisky bottles and other bottles that are used, purporting 
to contain a quart, but which in fact contain less than a quart; 
if they be properly labeled, designating the character of the 
quart it contains, and also permitting the use of the recognized 
sizes of canned goods, by stating upon the can the size that it is. 

In the circular letter which came this morning the 
is made: 


statemen 





It has been said that the consumer has been imposed upon by the 
variation in the sizes of cans. We wish to state that there is no 
variation in the size of standard packages The 1-pound regular, etc., 
size packages are made from a standard scale, titted down to the 
thirty-second of an inch. 

I have here a number of samples of packages varying in 
size, all sold for the same contents. It is true that the cans 
are not marked 3-pound, or 2-pound, or 1-pound. No can in the 
trade is so marked, but they are sold that way. They are ad 
vertised that way. Here is an advertisement, taken from the 


Boston 


cherries, 


Sunday Herald of May 6, advertising 2-pound ¢ 
2-pound can raspberries, 2-pound can 
3-pound can baked beans, 3-pound can pork and 
various other articles named likewise. 

Here an advertisement from a Chi paper 
cans California peaches, 3-pound cans California apricots, and 
various cans by pound weight, both fruit and vegetables, ete 
and we have collected a large number of these advert 
from all over the United States. This morning I went into 
one of the leading grocery stores of the city of Washington, if 


an 
blackberries 
beans, and 


cago 


“ie » . 
is of 3-pound 


isements 


not the leading one, and asked in reference to the size of the 
cans, and not a clerk on the floor of the grocery store knew 
even that these cans were not actually 2 and 3 pound cans 
instead of being only standard-size cans. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. What is the point of the ad- 
vertisement? I do not quite understand. 

Mr. MANN. We have a provision in the bill requiring that 
in some way we shall be able to indicate to the public and to 
the consumer either the quantity or the size of the can. These 
cans are advertised as 3-pound cans, and the one that I hay 
in my hand is advertised as a 3-pound can and s bought 
for a 3-povad can of tomatoes. Here is another bought for a 
3-pound can. I place them in the balances, and you see that 
one is much heavier than the other. 

Mr. KEIFER. I understand that you have a provision in 
the bill that requires the labeling to show the size of the can 


or the contents by weight. I find a clause on page 
says that if the quantity and size of the package be 
stated in terms of weight or measure— 

Mr. MANN. The committee have recommended an amen 
ment striking out the words that the gentleman has quoted 
and inserting the following: 


L which 


» 
incorrectly 


If in package form, the approximate quantity of the contents of the 
package at the time put up be not plainly and correctly stated in 
terms of weight or measure on the outside of the package: Pr l, 


“hat the use of particular sizes of packages established by recog l 
custom of trade may be authorized and permitted by and in a ; 
with rules and regulations established from time to time under the 
provisions of section 2 of this act. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Did I understand the 
min’s amendment to make use of the word “ approximate?” 


Mr. MANN. Yes. 


gentle- 
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Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. If that provision of the bill is 

enncted into law, how much of a variation from the actual 
weight or the actual measurement would the word “ approxi- 
permit? 
MANN. Well, I can not answer the question of the gen- 
I do not know how much variation might be allowed; 
would be a matter for the judge and the jury to deter- 
imine. If they were, upon the evidence, satisfied that the man 
had endeavored to put in the full amount, he would not beé 
‘onvicted; if they thought he was deliberately putting in a less 
quantity, he would be convicted, and he ought to be convicted, 
a violation of the law. 

Mr. POLLARD. I would like to ask the gentleman whether 
the 2-quart can and 3-quart can—— 


mate ” 
Mr. 
tlemi: 


that 


in. 


ior 


Mr. MANN. Three-pound cans. 

Mr. POLLARD. As I understand the bill as it will be 
amended by the amendment recommended by the committee, 
the manufacturers can either state on the outside of the can 


the quantity by weight or measure. Is that correct? 


Mr. MANN. ‘That is correct. 

Mr. POLLARD. It seems to me that would meet the objec- 
tion of the canners, would it not? 

Mr. MANN. I wish to be perfectfy frank with the House. | 
The objection of the canners to this provision of the bill would | 
not be raised at all, in all probability, if the canners made 
their own cans; but, in the first place, the canners buy their 
cans. I am informed that nine-tenths of the cans in the coun- 
try are made by the tin-can trust, or whatever name it has. 


rhey are regular sizes, as a rule 


trade for a long time as No. 1 tall, 1, 14, 2, 24, 3 in size. 
The public considered, and the trade—not the men who sell 


and possibly not the men who buy, but the clerks in the grocery 
stores 
so many pounds, according to the size. 

Now, if everybody did that, if they were all alike, it would 
ot make very much difference; but I say to gentlemen, here I 


have two cans of tomatoes, neither one weighing 3 pounds, and 
each one is sold for a 3-pound can. One of them weighs 2 
pounds 54 ounces and the other weighs 2 pounds 94 ounces, 
and here is one that weighs 2 pounds 1034 ounces. Now 
there is a quarter of a pound difference. Who is entitled 
to say that the consumer who buys these cans can tell 
which is the heavier by looking at them or by handling them, 


and is not swindled when he does buy them? He is buying 2 


pounds 103 ounces, and pays a price for which he receives 


> ei 


9 
_ 


ounces. 


Wilh 
iii eo 


Mr. HOAR. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. MANN. I yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. HOAR. If you required in the bill that they should 


stamp on the can that it contained not less than 3 pounds, why 


would not the purchaser be entirely protected? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I think the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Hoar] can hardly make a valid criticism in 
that respect. The “approximate” quantity is sufficient, I 
may say to the gentleman, when we examine it, and I will j 
ay to the gentleman I have yet to find a single package of | 


iny kind of goods that exceeded the quantity that it purported 
to contain. 

Mr. GAINES 
tell the con 
he spok 

to be a 
r. MANN. 


of Tennessee, Will the gentleman from Illi- 
inittee how he proposes to remedy the evil 
ago about the anilyne cherries? That 
dangerous dose. 


d the use of those adulterants in the 


' I hil 
oke of a while 


pretty 
Mf Ve forbi 


GAINES of Tennessee. How? What language is used 
Mr. MAN) The first is the adding of deleterious substances, 
1 the 1 is the adding of anything which conceals the 
eri y of the article. Either one of those would cover 

ul ° 
Mr. NORRIS. Referring to those cans which the gentleman 


ago, and of which he gave us the weight, 
whether or not under this bill the word 
would not let all those cans in? Would any- 


d afew minutes 


l tO li iit 


one | ble on account of the sale or because of that word? 
Mr NN. Oh, I say that “approximate” clearly would 
not | a can purporting to contain 2 pounds and 10 ounces 
to conta 2 pounds and 4 ounce 
Mr. NORRIS. Well, let us get up to the 2 pound 10 ounce 
can. You are very near up there, and where are you going to 


draw the line? 


Mr. MANN. We can not draw the line at an exact point, and 


we appreciate the fact. We do not endeavor to say that every 
can shall contain exactly so much. In the first place, that is 
practically impossible, because even if the gentleman had the 
scales before him—the most perfect set of scales in the city of 
Washington—he could not tell exactly the weight of a can, 


; they have been known to the | 


and the country merchants—consider and sell these for | 
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measuring here, and then it would vastly increase the « 


; : : . of 
‘anning, because most canning is either done by machin or 
else perfunctorily done by men or women dipping the arijceja 
into the can. It is manifestly impossible to state the cr 


quantity in the can; but we can require that at least wii 


* a 
reasonable degree of sizes the cans shall correspond, and then 
that they shall be fairly well filled. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to read a part of 
section 12 as the basis of a question which I desire to ag; 
Section 12 reads: 

This act shall not be construed to interfere with commerce y 
internal in any State, nor with the exercise of their police pow 
the several States. 

That is all right. I have no fault to find with that; but it 
then goes on—and I desire to ask the gentleman why this Jap. 
guage should be in the bill and why there should be any effort 
to limit or attempt to limit the police powers of the ite? 
The language is as follows: 

But foods and drugs fully complying with all the provisions of this 
act shall not be interfered with by the authorities of the sever: eg 
when transported from one State to another so long as they 1 n 
original unbroken packages, except as may be otherwise defined W 
or provided by statutes of the United States. 

Now, suppose, for example, that the State of Illinois or the 
State of Mississippi is not satisfied with this law as being fully 
protective of the health of the people, and the State has er 


provisions, cumulative and additional. Why should this bj 
attempt to limit the power of the State to protect its 
under the police power of the State reserved under the ( 
tution? 

Mr. MANN. I will say to the gentleman that I do not think 
it does undertake to limit. Let me explain: The provision t! 
is in the bill authorizes the transfer of original packages, com- 
plying with the provisions of this act, from one State to a1 
It does not authorize the sale of those packages in the li) 
any State, but it frequently has arisen that different States haye 
different food laws, and in fact now that is so in the State of 
Minnesota and the State of Wisconsin. The State of Minnesota 
has one pure-food law and the State of Wisconsin has a 
pure-food law. The article may be precisely the san 
must bear one kind of a label for the State of Minnesota and 
another kind of a label for the State of Wisconsin. If the arti- 
cle bearing the Minnesota label gets into the State of Wisconsin 
it is a misdemeanor, and if the article with the Wisconsin label 
gets into the State of Minnesota it is a misdemeanor, and, so 
tar as the sale of the goods in those States is concerned, we do 
not wish to interfere. 

But here is the city of Duluth and here is the city of Supe- 
rior, side by side, one in the State of Minnesota and the other 
in the State of Wisconsin. The dealer of goods in Minnesota 
wishes to ship goods from Duluth to Superior, but if he carries 
goods in stock in Duluth to ship to Superior, he is subject 
to violation of the laws of Minnesota, and the purpose of this 
bill is to permit him to carry, in the original packages, in his 
store in Duluth, goods that comply with the law of Minnesota 
on one side and another package of goods that complies with 
law of Wisconsin on the other, and then to permit him i 
sell goods in Minnesota contrary to the law there, but to receive 
them into the State and to ship them out of the State. The 
only exception provided by the bili is in the case of liquor now 
governed by the statutes of the United States, and we do not 
wish to permit, under this bill, the shipment of packages ot 
liquor in the original package into a State in violation of the 
law; that is now governed by the statutes of the United States. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I hope the gentleman from Illinois will 
excuse me for interrupting him, but this seems to me to do that 
identical thing. If Mississippi or Maine, for example, do not 
want liquor brought in, this seems to me to secure the right 
to send it in anyhow. It reads this way: 

But food and drugs— 


j 
the 


to 


And you have already defined food to include liquors— 
fully complying with all the provisions of this act shall not le 


fered with by the authorities of the several States when trans) 1 
from one State to another so long as they remain in original unbroken 
packages. 

Mr. MANN. I say to the gentleman from Mississippi 


that provision was not intended to affect in any way the law as 
it now stands. As I understand the law, without any act 0: 
Congress, you can ship into any State of the Union a packase 
of liquor in the original package, but you could not sei! it in 
the State, and we say we except the act of Congress know n as 
the “ Wilson Act,” or other acts from repeal by this provision 12 
the bill. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Under other acts of the United States; 
under that language. 

Mr. MANN. We were afraid without putting in that pro 
vision we might repeal to that extent the law which now 10 


1906. 





bids the shipment of liquor from one State to another, and we 
did not wish to repeal that provision of the statute. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. One word further, and then I have fin- 
ned. One reason I asked this question was because of this 
fact, which the gentleman will recognize, and while it might be 
true that under the present law original and unbroken packages 
ean be shipped into a State, it is true only because Congress 
has remained silent upon the subject. Congress can prevent it 
whenever Congress chooses to do so. 

Mr. PAYNE. I would like to ask the gentleman—the gentle- 
man presented three or four cans of tomatoes, I think, and I 
would like to ask him if any of those cans were precisely the 
come size, but of different weight? 

\ir. MANN. They are not precisely the same size. 

Mr. PAYNE. I think I saw some cans there of fruit this 
morning which were precisely the same size, but differing very 

itly in weight. 

\ir. MANN. I think the gentleman is mistaken. I have no 
doubt the gentleman thought they were the same size by look- 
r at them. 

‘ir, PAYNE. I will tell you what I did. I put one can on 
, of the other and they appeared to be about the same circum- 
I then stood them side by side on the table and they 
eemed to be the same height, and I came to the conclusion they 
of the same size. 


nee, 


were Perhaps I am wrong, but they were of | 

different weight. Now, is it not a fact that in putting the same | 
table into the same can of the same size they will get dif- 

f it weights in a can? 


Vir. MANN. I will say to the gentleman I have weighed 
vself at least several hundred or more packages of these arti- 
cles in eans and I have found no substantial difference in weight 
of cans of the same size. 





Mr. HINSHAW. Is that true of the olive oil and machine 
oil a while ago? 


Mr. MANN. I am talking about these canned goods. 





Mr. PAYNE. That is an astounding statement in view of 
what the canners say about it 

Mr. MANN. I know it is astonishing what the canners say 
about it. 


Mr. PAYNE. Oh, well, I know some canners whose word I 
would rely upon 

Mr. MANN. I do not doubt their word. 

Mr. PAYNE. As well as the word of any Member of this 
House, and I have great respect for the membership of this | 
House, and they say that at different stages of the growth of 
vegetables the same quantity in a can may weigh a different | 
amount—peas, tomatoes, ete. 

Mr. MANN. Permit me to say to the gentleman peas are 
slightly heavier than water, very slightly heavier than water; 
that there is no substantial difference, there is hardly any 
difference, between a can of peas and the same quantity of | 
clear water. Now, it is true that where fruit is put up and | 
where peas are sweetened the addition of sugar does add some- | 
what to the weight of the sirup, but I have weighed hundreds | 
of cans of sweet corn, being a pound and a half substantially 
gross weight every one of them, and where we find a difference 
in the weight of the can we find a difference in the size of the 
can. 

Mr. PAYNE. If that is true that peas are about the same | 
weight as water, what protection would there be to the con- | 
sumer by requiring the cans to be of the same weight when one | 
dealer might put in a few peas and fill it with water and the | 
other fill it with peas? 

Mr. MANN. That is practically true, I will say to my friend, 
and the consumer can tell whether it is filled with water or 
peas, but he can not tell by looking whether it is 24 pounds | 
or 2} pounds. 

Mr. PAYNE. What good will that do him if the water and 
the peas weighed approximately the same? 

Mr. MANN. Oh, he can tell whether it is peas or water. 
The gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] possibly misun- 
derstands the purpose of the amendment as to cans. We do 
not desire to compel the canner to state the weight of the | 
can, but we do desire that, if he uses a particular size of can, 
he state the sizé of the can and conform to that sized can. 

Mr. TIRRELL. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman desires to ask me a question, 
but I will not allow him to read a letter. 

Mr. TIRRELL. Only a few lines on this particular subject, 
to show that the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] is 
correct. 

Mr. MANN. If it is short, I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. TIRRELL. It is from E. T. Cowdrey & Co., the largest 
company in Massachusetts. It says: 





| 


In the first place, in packing fruits and vegetables, there are certain 
Now, when these cans are filled | 


sized cans used in packing same. 
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| a bill that will support itself. 
| ruin any industry in the country, or one that will 
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they are packed with whatever substance is going into the cans, and 
as much of the substance is put into the can as possibly can be gotten 
into it, and a great many times in packing—we will say, for instance, 
canned spinach—at certain seasons of the year the same quantity of 
spinach will weigh a great deal more than spinach packed at another 


season; just so on all kinds of fruits and vegetables. A quart can 
packed with tomatoes sometimes, when packed full, will weigh 2 
pounds 6 ounces, while the same can packed full of tomatoes some- 


times will weigh 2 pounds 12 ounces. 
the material going into the cans. 


Mr. MANN. 
[Laughter. ] 


It depends on the condition of 


It depends upon the accuracy of the statement. 


Here is a statement coming directly from a man 
who has been circularizing Congress. What does he say in 
his communication to this House: 

Often mistakes are made in properly adjusting the filler, and many 
short-weight cans go through. I wish to say, however, that all such 
short-weight cans are sorted out from the first-class grades of goods 
and are put into cheaper grades, which are sold at a very low 


In fact, all light-weight goods, though they be of a fancy 
for very cheap prices, and people seldom pay more for the 
are worth. 


quality, sell 
m than they 


Here is an admission by one of the leading canni 
panies in the country that they put up these short-weight goods. 
Do you know what they do with them? I will tell you 

I bought some cans this morning in the city of Washington, 
advertised for 5 and 6 cents a can—that would sell at the 
ordinary store for 10 or 12 cents a can—at a department store. 


ng 


colml- 





These short-weight cans are sold by the department stores 
and the mail-order houses of the country. [Applause.] The 
mail-order houses advertise this size of a can at a low price. 
They buy these short-weight cans from the canners. The de- 
partment stores in New York, in Philadelphia, in Chicago, and 
the other large cities advertise them. This gentleman, Mr. 
Sears, mentions that they are sold in competition with the little 


grocery stores in the cities, attempting to do a little business. 


[Applause.] Now, the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] 
says that he can not distinguish—the cans being almost the 
same weight—that there is any difference. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. In size. 

Mr. MANN. ‘The gentleman from New York said that he 
had examined some of my cans and found they were of the 
same size and of different weight. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The same size and different weight. 

Mr. MANN. If there is any gentleman here who can not 


distinguish between the size of those cans then he has not as 
good an eye as the gentleman from New York to 
Here are three cans that have never bought 


ought have. 


been opened. I 


them at random from a store this morning, and had them sent 
up here. They all contain California fruit. I do not know 
which weighs the most. [After demonstrating on the scales, 
showing that one can weighed more than the other.| Now 
| does the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] think they 
' are the same size? They are not. 

Mr. PAYNE. I want to say to the gentleman that no one 
ean tell by throwing a can down on the scales, and one side 
going down, just how much it weighs. 

Mr. MANN. We can very easily tell how much more it 
weighs. I will place a quarter of a pound weight on top of 
the can. That can contains a quarter of a pound less than 


this can [indicating]. Both sell 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Did you buy them for that? 

Mr. MANN. I bought them for that. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Sold by whom? 

Mr. MANN. I am not going to tell who sold them. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. 
sells 3-pound cans. 

Mr. PAYNE. Not the canner, but the groc 
Why do you not have some penalty ag 
Mr. MANN. I am not engaged in an onslaught 
I think they are engaged 


for 3-pound cans. 


The grocer advertises that he 


‘ryman here in 


nst him? 
against the 


in a proper 


business. I do not desire that they should be required to 
change the size of their cans. These cans are of standard size. 
While they are advertised for 3-pound caas, probably the largest 


of them- will contain 2 pounds 10 ounces. 
will contain much less than that. 
Sut I think that the consumer is entitled to have 


The smallest of them 


marked on 


| the can the fact that it is a No. 3 can or a No. 24 can or a No. 
2 ean, and with that marked on that can the can shall conform 
in size to the mark that is on the can. I do not think the can- 
ners have any objection to that. [Applause.] 

| Mr. PAYNE. I hope the gentleman will not look so fiercely 

| in my direction. I am generally in favor of the bill, but I want 


ill 
injure any 
industry, and I presume the gentleman does not. Generally, I 
am in sympathy with the gentleman’s bill. 

Mr. MANN. If I look fiercely at the gentleman, it is because 
of my great affection for him. [Laughter and applause.] 
Now I will yield to the gentleman from Wisconsin. 


I do not want anything that w 
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Mr. ADAMS. Now, Mr. Chairman, just a word—— 
Mr. MANN. I do not yield for a speech. 
Mr. ADAMS. I am not going to make a speech, but I want to 


eall the attention of the gentleman in all fairness to one thing. 
No honest man wants a short-weight can, and there are short- 

ight cans in this country. But there are some honest men 
in my district engaged in this business of canning. They are 
doing a perfectly honest and legitimate business. They write 
t the difference in the weight of beet, corn, and other vege- 
tables at different developments in their growth is so great that 


in the same sized can there will be a marked difference in the 
weight; and for that reason, and that reason only, they object 
to a definite requirement as to the weight. Now, I want to say 


ther thing here. I want to ask him in regard to the conclud- 
ing paragraph of this class 


ai lit 





Mr. MANN. I can not yield to the gentleman for a speech, 
because my time must be cut off very shortly. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield except for 
A question. 

Mr. ADAMS. You provide in that paragraph the standard 


sizes which are now in use may be approved by the Secretary 
of Agriculture. Now, what would you consider, out of the 
numerous sizes used, which is the standard of the sizes which 
are now being used in the United States? 

Mr. MANN. Oh, there are some short-weight sizes, so pur- 
posely, differing from the standard sizes. They are made pur- 
posely to contain a little less than the standard size. Here is 
a standard size. An honest canner would use the standard size 
and put in the full quantity in a package of full size. What we 
desire is to protect the consumer against the crook, the man who 
lives by his wits, who tries to defraud either by adulterating 
the goods or, whenever he gets out of that business, tries to de- 
fraud by short-weight goods. Now I yield to the gentleman 
from Kentucky. 

Mr. STANLEY. As I understand the gentleman from Illinois, 
the bill requires either that they shall state the weight or quan- 
tity contained in the can. 

Mr. MANN. We cover that later by a statement in weight 
or measure, and then put in a provision which will allow the 
Secretary to permit the use of standard sizes by marking on 
them, according to the standard size, what it purports to be. 

Mr. STANLEY. I am not differing with the gentleman at all. 
I simply want to get light. I want to ask the gentleman this 
question: As I understand him, the makers or manufacturers 
of these cans sell them to the canner as a certain standard size, 
under certain specifications, and if the canner would state to 
the public what the manufacturer of the can states to him, 
would not that be sufficient? 

Mr. MANN. Well, I will say to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky that if the canners say that about the size, as a rule the 
retail dealers do not buy them by standard size at all. Now I 
yield to the gentleman from New Jersey. 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. Does the gentleman from 
Tilinois know from his investigation that when the manufacturer 
makes these smaller cans he saves nothing by it? In order that 
I may make my question clear, unless there has been a very re- 
cent change in the can-making industry, the cans are made out 
of a sheet 14 by 224. One of these sheets cuts two cans—tops, 
bottoms, and caps. To make any cans under that size saves 
nothing but a little scrap practically without value. 

Mr. MANN. All 1 ask the gentleman to do is to compare the 

i 
They are different sizes purporting to be the same size. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield further. 
Mr. MANN. I am sorry to disappoint gentlemen, but this 
bottle which I hold in my hand contains vinegar, bought for a 
quart, 
it into the graduate which I have in my hand and you will see 
that it lacks about one-fourth of being a full quart. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman 
CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield 
to the gentleman from Wyoming? 

Mr. MANN. I do not at present. I have almost finished, and 
I must decline to impose upon the House much longer. 

There are a great number of so-called cereal foods. It is 
impossible to ascertain much about the contents unless there is 
some method provided. It is true that people can buy them or 
not buy them, as they please. It is also true that people must 
eat, and hence must buy some articles of food. Now, I do not 
wish to say that people shall not put up such food as they 
please or buy such food as they please. That is not the purpose 
at all. But what objection is there to stating the quantity of 
the contents? 

Here are two packages of precisely the same apparent size. 
It is true that under the bill they might state the quantity in 
measure and not in weight. It is also true that if the quantity 





mn 
ihe 
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cans which I purchased in the open market and produced here. | 


supposed to be a quart, and sold for a quart. I pour | 
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were stated in measure and not in weight, people would not 
buy it. Gentlemen can see the comparative cost where there 
is an additional weight. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
food. One is rice and the other is oats. 
Mr. MANN. I understand. While these packages are of 
nearly the same apparent size, one weighs a trifle less than two 
l 





They are not the same kind of 


pounds and the other weighs half a pound gross. The mate) 
is all right. There is no objection to the size of the packace 
containing only half a pound, but the person who buys these sy. 
ticles in the market is often led to buy by the size of the pack. 
age when there is no weight stated upon it. What harm can jt 
do the producer to state the weight of the package? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MANN. No; I can not. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. MANN. Here are two packages precisely the same 
kind. One of them is not marked. It weighs 2 pounds. The 
other is marked 2 pounds. It weighs a little less than 2 
pounds. Why one is marked and the other is not might be q 
problem, but one is probably marked to conform to a State law 
somewhere and the other is not. Why should they not si 


between the various kinds of food that he has, may know ww 
much is food and how much is package. Here is a pack: 
supposed to weigh half a pound. It does, but the contents of 
weigh a trifle more than a quarter of a pound. Nearly ha 
the weight is in the wrapper of the package. I have no oljje 
tion to people buying and paying for the weight of the package, 
but I think they are entitled to know whether the weight is in 
the food or whether it is in the package itself. 

Here is a package also sold largely by weight, and three- 
fourths of the weight is not in the article, but in the package 
which contains it. That is perfectly legitimate if people know 
it, but what objection is there to stating upon the package the 
quantity of contents of it? 

We have collected a great number of these articles, some of 
them marked to contain certain quantities and some of them 
not marked, but sold for certain quantities, and scarcely any of 
them come up to the weight that they purport to be. There are 
a few exceptions, and I am almost tempted to advertise them. 
We think there is no reason why the dealer or the manufac- 
turer should not be fairly compelled to state, at least with rea- 
sonable certainty, the quantity of the contents, and then to put 
a reasonably pure article in the package, or else indicate that it 
is not a pure article. [Prolonged applause. ] 

I decline to detain the House further. 


APPENDIX. 
GERMAN LAW. 


Under the law of Germany meat can not be imported which has been 
treated with any one of the following preservatives or any preparation 
contsining the same, to wit: 

(a) Boracie acid and its salts. 

b) Formaldehyde. 

Alkali and alkaline earth hydroxides and carbonates. 
Sulphurous acid and its salts, as well as hyposulphites. 
Hydrofiuoric acid and its salts. 

Salicylic acid and its compounds. 

g) Chlorates. 

(h) Dyes of all kinds, however, without prejudice to their use for 
coloring margarine yellow and for the coloring of sausage skins, in so 
far as this use does not contravene other provisions. 


MEMORANDA OF BOTTLES EXHIBITED ON TABLE FOR USB IN MAKING 
LIQUORS FROM PURR BYHYL ALCOHOL. 


Bottle of cognac oil, bottle of Scotch whisky essence, bottle of Irish 
whisky essence, bottle of bead oil, bottle of Bourbon whisky oil, bottle 
of rye whisky oil, bottle of ageing oil, bottle of caramel. 

Bottle of 100 c. c. proof alcohol. To make Irish whisky add 3 drops 
Irish whisky essence, 2 drops bead oil, 2 drops caramel. 

Bottle of 100 ¢c. c. proof alcohol. To make Scotch whisky add 3 4 


Lm lm fl 
— ew 


c 
d 
e 
f 
g 


ps 


| Scotch whisky essence, 2 drops bead oil, 3 drops caramel. 


| nac oil, 10 drops caramel. 


Bottle of 100 ec. c. proof alcohol. To make cognac add 1 drop of cog- 
Bottle of 500 e. c. proof alcohol. To make rye whisky add I drop rye 

whisky oil, 2 drops bead oil, 2 drops ageing oil, 7 to 10 drops caram 
Bottle of 500 c. c. proof alcohol. To make bourbon whisky add 1 drop 

bourbon whisky oil, 2 drops bead oil, 2 drops ageing oil, 7 to 10 drops 


|} caramel, 


Bottle of rye whisky. This sample of whisky is colored with a coal- 
tar dye, is only 66 proof, and is made of alcohol colored and beaded 


STATEMENT REGARDING CONVICTIONS IN VARIOUS STATES FOR THE SA15 
OF FOOD CONTAINING INJURIOUS SUBSTANCES. 


Tt has only been possible to secure very imperfect information on 
this subject, as it is customary in the majority of States to report 
foods merely as legal or illegal in the publish reports, and to give 
no indication of the manner of the violation of the iaw. 

Of the foods mentioned below, a large number consist of milk and 
cream, which may enter into interstate commerce, but more frequen!|y 
do not. A large number of prosecutions have been successfully ¢o"- 
ducted in North and South Dakota for the sale of foods chemically 
preserved and colored with aniline dyes. Both of these classes of su- 
stances are regarded as injurious to health in those States, and re 
forbidden by law. The prosecutions occasioned by them have ul 
formly resulted in the conviction of the defendant, 
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have not full data regarding the enforcement of the Pennsyl- | FOOD LEGISLATION AND INSPECTI ° 

; inw, and the information given under that State refers only to . i s er s 

. tions that have been conducted from December 15, 1905) to | [By W. D. Bigelow, chief of division of foods, B ia of ¢ try.] 
i>. 1906. On June 6 to 9, 1906, nine dealers were prosecuted The information in the following table was « 1 from State and 

stown, Pa., for the sale of codfish preserved with borie acid. | municipal food-law officials. as far as they ¢ i be reac 1 Che in 
¢ the defendants plead guilty, and the other was convicted. | spectors whose work is reported are ' ally 1 i t id 
ises were intended as a trial of the law to a certain extent, | considerable experience in selecting food sam S ; 
ry to prosecution of a large number of cases for the same | pected were san pled: also only such samples v seemed 
in various parts of the State. likely to show violations of law. Accordit y the i0t show 
appendix to the Yearbook of the Department of Agriculture | the ratio of adulterated foods to pure foods on the market. 
5 is given a brief tabular statement of the number of prose- | The great mass of high-grade foods is excluded teulation 
and convictions for the violation of the food laws in the | that may be made upon the figures here given. Unless otherwise stated 
States for that year. No statement is included, however, of | the report submitted is for the calendar year 1905. In several locali- 
per of cases that were regarded as injurious to health, and no | ties statistics are prepared on the basis of some other year than a 
ta can be secured without communicating with the officers | calendar year, however, and in some cases the records for ; 
i with the enforcement of the food laws in the various States. | year could not be obtained. 
a _— . “ a sie ‘> - met The time included the report from San Franci is for ym 

< | July 1, 1905, to Mar 1, 1906, and for other foods from F ary 1, 

Substance. Adulterant. State. 1905, to March 1, 1906. Th 1e figures 1itted by the State of Wash- 
a a for eleven months, beginning May 1, 1905, and ending April 
4 . YUL, 

- 7 | oa | In Los Angeles, Cal., and Cambridge, Mass., the vear for which sta 
Bacon ...........-..-----| Preserved chemically. -...... Pennsylvania, | tistics are reported closed December 1, 1905. The year for which 
Beverages | statistics are reported from St. Louis, M: sed April 1, 1905. 

AIBC neettntnces Salicylic acid ................ Minnesota. In the District of Columbia, the P: Lie and the South Dakota 
Alcoholic -- Salicylicacid andcoal tardye} Do. State food-inspection work, the ye: 0, 1905. 
Nonalcoholic ....... Salicylic acid Do. | In Providence, R. I., the year ¢ statistics ended August 
Cate ccaccense- Santina | Preserved chemically. | Pennsylvania. | 3, 1905. 
rg eR Preserved and colored _....-. Do. Sut little chemical work is re; ed from Idaho, owing to the fact 
Cherry jam-...........-.| Preserved chemically. ......| Do. that the laboratory as being : extensiv ‘ly repaired and could not be 
Dairy products: | } used. In Indiana the laboratory of the State board of health has been 
OS eae | Deecowmmoned. . ....c.ccccccusce | Wisconsin. organized during the aaa and is now in active operation. 
Ce | Formaldehyde .............. linois. This information was secured as a result of a cirenlar letter which 
Milk | 8 ee ee Do. was sent to the officers charged with the enforcement of the food laws 
Milk. el es a es ee Minnesota. in all States and to the boards of health in all cities having a popula- 
Milk | Miscellaneous unwholesome Do. tion of 25,000 or over. In some few cases no replies were received. 
samples. | In many cases, owing to a lack of appropriation, no attempt is made to 
On a ee Wisconsin. examine the foods on sale in the markets other than by such rough 
Milk.......-.........| Preserved chemically... .. Pennsylvania. | tests as inspectors without chemical training are able to perform. In 
ee a ti Reis ie) Wisconsin. | Some cases no provision is made for a food inspector; in others no 
| laboratory facilities are provided. Hence a considerab number 
| Wor ae | Michigan. |} responses to the circular letter merely gave the information it no 
ee eee Minnesota. food samples had been examined. 
Be RE ER a. Wisconsin. Che State and city offices making such reports are a Cc 
mee aE ae a eee | Michigan. rado, State dairy commissioner ; rida, State commis ag 
See, a aiceaatn | Preserved chemically.......| Pennsylvania. | culture; Georgia, State co! - of agriculture ul 
es, liquors,etec.|-_...- RB ape dS Safed: | Minnesota. board of health; Iowa, § i commissioner ; : i, 
ec Fee ee Be Se Ant | Pennsylvania. State dairy commission; 1! i tment of health: South 
H Tepe Beg a ~The 67 | Do. Carolina, State board of | State board of ! th; 
lam ciecieeetenebetas eeere ee Sse Do. T is, State health officer; it wards of the follov 4 
ginger.........| Wood alcohol TRAP plea for yo Minnesota. cities : Bridge} ort and Merid Ki insas ¢ ity and Wichit 
: palin Preserved chemically Pennsylvania. | Kans.; Néwpo rt, Ky.; Glou Lawrence, Malden, Nev 
th cet ORR Do. sedford, North Adams, Quin ym, Mass.; Kalama s 
Sausage - CA Na aa Bae Do. Mich.; St: Paul, Minn. Jop ° mg n, Elizabe th, Hoboken, 
. G2 are ay colored and | Wisconsin. Orange, and Trenton, N. J.: Elmira, Newburg, and Troy,  s j 
mica lly preserved. | end Springfield, Ohio Portland, Oreg. ; \ ona, Ches 
Worcestershire sauce-.-! onan xrved chemically--...... Pennsylvania. | Newcastle, Reading, Scranton. Williamsport, and York, 
| z ton, S. C.; Chattanooga and Knoxville, T .: Fort Wor 
“ ae ee - and San Antonio, Tex.; Tacoma, Wash.; Wheeling, W. 
@Data for four months only. } and Superior, Wis. 
Statistics of food examinations and prosecutions under laws, 1905 
| Sa umples exam- Samples be slow] | Prosecutions. | Convictions 
| ined. standard. 4 
State and city oresteiod panes emg i eerninneneeecaecpomemtceniantars Urga a OF O urged 
P sn, Other +4. | Other Other a | Other! ar: | Other V Ang Aw 
| Milk. | gooas.| Milk. | goods, | Milk | foods. Milk. | goods, | Milk. | goods 
| oer | 
Mion CONT ok ce ientwct iowa 6, 321 9 | 5 | 0 5 0} 4 0 ) 0 | Sar Y : 
( 
( | 
geles 723 768 16 89 16 Fe 93 | 15 } ee teas Heal i t 
mento 3... ' ae Ck. st Oe : er -- Boart 
Prange. ois iankscseodee neous 2,191 1,274 $22 a 357 42 | “Bl | 24 31 9 0 
( lo: | | | 
rents SRE eae cen | 720 2 2] 0 | 2 0 2 0 | 1 0|D 
F RE edie iieacetndewen<e | ig ee ae 0 0|H i 
4 ( 
446 901 169 215 oe a  — 0; A ura x] ution 
| | i " 
a a Se ee Re aR aoe eee | i a 
5, 106 | 0 135 0 | 5 | 0 | 5 | 0 0 | 0) Milki 
8,279 | 542) 1,783) 145) 346) 1022| 3} 96 4 | 0| i , t 
rrisesiel ae) 260 | 94 | 48 | 38 | 1 0 1 |} 0} 0 l f ilth 
State inspection ........caccoscccsee 163 82 | 1 | Se Rattetecdnicetl ene onto D y nission. 
} | 
49% | 1,907 65 208 | 28 134 | 25 69 | Food comn : 
( 25, 727 960 1,296 | 12; 1,176} 12 | 102 0|'H it, 
. 5‘ eae Wiehe aas 7 .| | 2 ee N} I 
400 | 0 | 20 | 0 | 20 0} 0 | 0 de 1ent 
T Gatetcoud Ot icctioe | Oe cian: I i of ith 
I | ! | | | j 
200 | 0} 0 0 |} 0 0 0} v Do 
RSD lodonitas | WF ies canes OD Bie ekieeiete nk eoedacade Do 
. 25 | 20 | 6} 0 1 0 0 0 Do 
100 | 0 | 0 0 | 0 | 0 0 o| Do 
| ada Ra 0}. oki eee | Do 
; 269 | 21 | 19 | 7 15 | 7 | 3 | 0 | Do. 
, ina—New Orleans | eee | 139 |...----- TST |----2e0a | B |---on-e- Do 
Maine: | eS : 
State inspection....... de Eee oT al Epc ene i | D Be cin tein OT ndncae | 0 gric ation. 
an ae / 1,600} 250} (0) 1) 0 0 | 0 0} 0 0 
TRE OOD | 309 | 331 114 186 1 3 0 | 2 | 0 1 
: 2,779 i 278 50 6 | 47 6 oa ee ee State board of health. 
5 | 188 0 1 8 147 8 147 0 | 0 | Dairy bureau 
2,071 (>) (>) 287 93 268 82 Re eusuenad Bureau of milk ttion. 
20 | 8 > 0 0 | 0 0 0 0 | Board of healt 
161 | 1,548 0 OL 8s. 6 | ES ical Inspector of milk. 
19 30 0 0 | 01 0 0 | 0 | 0 Do. 








@ Does not include arsenic found in wine. 





b Not reported. 
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Statistics of food examinations and prosecutions under laws, 1995—Continued. 
ome ~ te ; i : -_ — + i — pe 1 — 
| Samples exam- |Samples below! anaes Yonwinti Cases still 
ined. standard, | Prosecutions. | Convictions. pending. ee 
State and city. |--— - ~— | —_____-— eae sie ati bigapnnniicien ros yal officer charg, 1 
. | ng, | Other] ag, | Other! yes | Other] ag, | Other | aes. | Other with enforcing law, 
| Milk. foods. | Milk. foods. Milk. foods. | Milk. | foods. Milk. | foods. 
- ] tt Conti ‘ 7 hota . oe | | | 3 
sassacniusetts ontinued. | | 
BRN OUR cinaine msiewnidi mainianniaiinban Aiealaal 150 | 0 25 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 | Inspector of milk. 
Pet Mee ci ccsdasdeunecnatacucaeinees 78 | 4) 9 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 | Board of health. 
By SEINE oc. ois ipsa msadnioiaia ec mgd arctica 322 | 2 7 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 | Inspector of milk. 
REO. sss.06jip inn onibneadenyaneaa eae AGE bitenese. Dihisuntnas 10 0 10 | 0 Renita seca Board of health. 
LAD éccntdcntinbhdinicendbeddieciade EE Nciasinicianepetth ee Saco Oe de inc ete Rl td Milk and vinegar department 
PII occa dase cals certoc oiieeee aaa ae 1, 889 | 96 | ccm ID Tecccsien « MF itecvepnlioedcnda Be nsic | Board of health. 
OGIIIE Soi nes cratansiktecuiseue | 1, 423 | scan Deen ee ee Bees ee ee eae aes Do. 
I i asa ge 2 a oe 1 |} te aeicaieee | 2 4 2 4 | 2 2 0 Do. 
OI a ci icin ge le ees | 945 | 7 0 1 Bintan ON eR oe Do. 
I a ed | 952 S cainsioanabaie ‘ usa alaitaentiinaaial ME Vinomenee pe  ceeatel dunn ta tantiaieel Do. 
’ WOUNOUMNE. 2. sgaccauscaesescbaiirnecsads 1,349 | 241 | 258 | 97 4 | 5 | 4) 4 0 1| Inspector of milk. 
Michigan: | 
State inspection........................ 562 837 42 167 9 | s 8 | 8 1 | 12 | Dairy and food commission. 
OO i eee 1,524 74 68 22 Pe Sacctere ne ee Board of health. 
SS ES A 1, 942 | 0 33 0 8 0 8 | 0 0 0 | Milk inspector. 
Minnesota | | 
State imspechioM .onsccncac cocecc cade ston 642 | 6,783 491 | 2,315 48 616 48 Be Beccenaine Sener Dairy and food commissioner, 
IIE aincthn ieeresdte ktneek > ceonaaeleee 1,707 é See V<..0ueees fr OF in ccnedee a ae Department of health. 
Missouri: | 
eutentet Ole. .... nvinaicdsblinnapieaitlaeal 1,120 94 42| 56 2 30 37 yp Rie 8 | Department of food inspection, 
ils MNO, ssa, Scnts cies d-astaeibin Ses inl eaieaicnainale 216 | 12 5 | 10 0 0 | 0} 0 0 0 | Board of health, 
ks BIOMED 0. anicsrncemmpaanledin easement BOR Biscnscs a eee Pca ee fostoce cs ee a Do. 
Nebraska: | | 
tate OCT oon i ones maeesadiee 13 | 121 1} 62 0 0 0 0 0 0 | Food commissioner, 
TN aia ld a de eee fd or | D lksun chant BE Bicusade eta i onleiced anne eek ee Board of health. 
ROME SII vii &ncctnw ciarcninniclinaiaes | BP Nettie’ OP to -kccel Ss | ip al 0 |........| Milk inspector. 
New Hampshire: | 
State OCI oa 5 nisi nnnccancinacaden 45 | 1,122 Sd "EE Raninigs diesen ne biciermnnbeaad = ha dinaipaa einen State board of health. 
SII od onetime eae | 648 0 35 | 0 0 0 | 0 0 |} 0 | Board of health. 
New Jersey: | | | | 
Binte Beet ioc inkic cecsccmnednccced | 1,381 | 1,381 345 | 415 176 | lca eS 14 8 | State board of health. 
REE viivnicwttbanbititnntitnwndial i 200 16 3 | 0 4| 0 | 3 | 0 a at Board of health. 
eR co ne ee ee aos gy Mie 2°. Raabe Do. 
O_O POE RE ITF 445| 18 91) 14 Oe baceaieck ee ise Cee Do. 
PNM... «acer sannardansactaeusiatss ei te Oe oe Gee ict es | issn nauk Do. 
ie) cg II 4,000 4 25 2 | 4 | 2 | 4 | 0 1 2 | Inspector of food and drugs. 
New York: j 
Auburn i sia acmeauench nie au fee ee eee Sa Ep bts 5 ee ge eee oe Board of health. 
Binghan | 46 285 | 7 | 35 0 | 0 0 | 0 | 0 0 Do. 
Nev | 118,92 501 | 2,061 | 81 853 | 36 779 35 Os atoms Department of health. 
Rochester | 8,267 107 | ne cndia 41 | 0 35 0 | 0 | 0 | Health bureau. 
Sche a ON atic OP ie. ce CS ee 0 | 0 0 0| Board of health _ 
Syracuse ......--. sis inaicaioaaeeeuhaliben 9, 209 57 5 0 5 | 0 5 0 0 0 | Department of public safety. 
North Carolina—State inspection ........}......---- BE icntiin diem BP i ckindnnielintssinedlentdesantocdadnk timadesi eel Department of agriculture 
North Dakota—State inspection_......... 34 | 3,200 3 | 992 | 0 7 0 7 0 | 0 | Agricultural experiment station 
Ohio: | | | ¥ 
State inspece q... ccc. cciuscssscsnace | 1,027 | 1,403 | 198 772 85 | 158 | 62 151 i alll Dairy and food commissioner 
OADRON cies oes — susk se lesa secekeee 2 Dee hale cee 0 | 0 | 0 0 0 | 0 | Board of heaith. 
NOE ie ee es ee a 4) 5 eS Ph cicanank | OS. oncanee Ol sneyics 0 Do. 
( land 5, 982 276 b16 43 | 10 | 4] 6 | 2|........!...-....| Health department. 
Cr 1,004 |......- Oe fsx soot Se 2 rte Oia Board of health. 
Di 74 4 BO Bini ereie tla ine a a i cd a ie ee Health department. 
H: 150 | 6 | 2 0 0 | 0 | 0 | 0 0 | 0 | Board of health. 
Zz 1,427 | 98 | 118 F9) 10 6 9 | 5 0 | 0 | Department of health. 
Y 523 10 6 gh. neck eee las ee tee aot Peicdbs thf eo Board of health. 
2,312 | 2,500 | 75 | 1,150 70 1,015 50 | B Arcewonpe 165 | Department of agriculture. 
Oe Sass Pi Stasi. | DP i: Be ae Board of health. 
1, 664 50 1 7 | 1 | 7 | 1 | Ol. Sake. 6 Do. 
RN dates Ascii’ | RE iv aec a Ober Bie ee Do. 
15, 100 | Bi 23 20 14 | 5 1 0 13 | 5 | Bureau of health. 
3, 460 | 18; 200 2 200 | 2 200 2 0 1 Do. 
300 720 ‘3 eet OT Se te Ti a Board of health. 
7,493 | 1,064 253 191 25 | 1 23 | 1 2 0 | Milk department. bie 
patie | _ . 117 | 0 | 0 0 | 0 0 0 | Food and dairy commission 
2, 025 | 80 8 | 8 8 6 6 6 0 0 | Heaith department. 
91 | 0 1} 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 | Board of health. 
983} 430 27 | ae te Sa sithdiachilliiesiiseael Sis a 1 | Dairy and food commissioner. 
505 | BOE Boose sixth eee se it a ae ad aaa RES = Board of health. 
15) 174 6 WO occas SS csiasl BE oad eee hie ABMaE. State board of health. 
1, 140 | 45 11 | 0 11 | 0 i | 0 1 | 0 | Board of health. 
54 61 4 | 28 2 2 2 1 j........|........] Dairy and food commission. 
5, 202 50 389 | 20 | 4 0 4 0 0 Board of health. 
120 14 | D ikensced Bann Bl sien cctthee cit tekasvabl Health department. 
} ee oe i 
4,137 OO) S504): BR dk 36 OB. scutes | eciehecd Dairy and food commissio -. 
5, 328 106 147 | 17 9 0 8 0 0 0 | Health department. babe 
63 164 | 4 | 59 2 1 2 1 0 0 | Dairy, food, and oil commission. 
| : — 
a Not reported. bv Exclusive of watered milk. 
MEMORANDA CONCERNING VARIOUS ARTICLES EXAMINED FoR PunRity, in| _Can—Olive oil. 16333. This is undoubtedly a sample of genuine 


EVIDENCE BEFORE THE COMMITTEE. 


Bottle—Cinnamon filler, composed of ground cocoanut shells. 

Bottle—Mustard filler. Wheat flour and turmeric. Cost $0.05 per 
pt und. ; 

Bottle—Filler for cayenne pepper. Ground wood, corn meal, and some 
coloring material. Cost $0.04 per pound. Pure kind costs $0.16 up. 

Bottle—This is a sample to be used to thicken and preserve cream. 


It is made of gelatin and boric acid. 

Bottle—Sample of alfafa seed. Picked out of raspberry jam. 

Bottle—Ground cocoanut shells used to adulterate spices, pepper, 
cinnamon. Cost $0.35 per pound. 

Bottle—Ground olive pits, imported in considerable quantities for 
adulterating spices. 

Bottle—* Freeze-em.” Sample of ‘“ Freeze-em,” which is a com- 
mercial preservative largely composed of sulphite of soda, and con- 
tains a red coal-tar dye. 

Bottle—Sample of “ Iceine,” which is commercial preservative largely 
ccmposed of sulphite of soda and contains a red coal-tar dye. 


and 





olive oil produced by F. Baruo & Co., of Lucca, and was sold for $2 8 


gallon. 
Can—Olive oil. 


2 pounds 24 ounces. 
16348. 


This can was bought in New York City; 


is 


an imitation of the one above, and was evidently filled in this country 


with cotten-seed oil. 
Can—Olive oil. 16337. 


This tin and label are an imitation of sec- 


ond one above, although the trade-mark and the spelling of the name 


of the producer has been very slightly changed. “ain 
This can was bought in Philadelphia for $0.45. 


largely cotton-seed oil. 


The oil in this can is 


These cans were probably filled in this country with cotton-seed oil. 


2 pounds 1 ounce. 
Can—Olive oil. 
above. 


16332. 


This is also an imitation of third ‘ 
This can has also apparently been filled in this country wit! 


one 


cotton-seed oil, and was sold for $2 a gallon, the same price as for the 


genuine article. 


Can—Olive oil. 16339. 


This sample is guaranteed to be pure olive 


oil of the finest quality and is practically all cotton-seed oil. 


3ottle—Pure olive oil. 


Sample of oil taken from the custom-house, 


shipped from France, and labeled “‘ Pure California olive oil.” 








4 


Can—Olive oil. 16351. This sample is guaranteed to be pure ave! 


the finest quality and is practically all cotton-seed oil. 

_Olive oil. 16335. Another sample claiming to be pure Italian 
‘ nd practically all cotton-seed oil. This can was evidently filled 
; country. 

“Olive oil. 16334. This is a sample of oil claimed to have 


} nade in France; largely cotton-seed oil and sesame oil. Sold for 
€ a gallon. 
hy Olive oil. 16341. Sample of ofl claimed to be pure olive oil 
7 contains a large amount of sesame oil. 

( Olive oil. 16350. This sample was bought in New York City 
f 1a gallon. It is olive oil of very low grade, probably machinery 


it has been purified in some way. 

—Olive oil. 16351. This sample was bought in New York City 
for $1.08 a gallon. It is olive ofl of very low grade, probably ma- 
- oil that has been purified in some way. 
~ Con’—Olive oil. 16338. This sample is guaranteed to be pure olive 
C the finest quality and is practically all cotton-seed oil. 


Olive oil. 16336. This sample is guaranteed to be pure olive 


oil ¢ the finest quality and is practically all cotton-seed oil. 


Can—Olive of]. 16349. This sample claimed to be pure olive oil, 
1 ntains some cotton-seed oil. 
~ Pottle—Olive oil. Sample of imported olive oll adulterated with cot- 
tol 4 oil. The size of the bottle is also misrepresented, as it con- 


{ only one-half the amount stated on the label. This form of 
ad ration Was — common before the food-inspection law went into 
eff put now samples are very seldom obtained containing cotton-seed 


Rottle—Sample of imported egg albumen preserved with 1 per cent of 
1 id. Out of 121 samples of egg products examined since July 1, 
1905, 138 were adulterated. 
Bottle—Apple-cider extract. Artificial extract prepared from ethers 
‘ohol. 
e—Grape-cider extract. Artificial extract prepared from ethers 
and ohol, flavored with orange-flower water. 


le—HExtract of lemon. Sample of lemon extract. This sample 
‘ s; no lemon oil, but is purely an artificial product. Report of 
M can dairy and foo? commission, 1904, shows that of 159 sam- 


examined 56 were adulterated. Report of New Hampshire State 

j - health, 1904, shows that of 53 samples examined 34 were 

aduiterated. Report of North Dakota Experiment Station, 1902, shows 

{ f 10 samples examined 7 were adulterated. 

-—Vanilla. Sample of vanilla extract. This sample is a purely 
ial produet prepared from vanilla. This is a very common 
of adulteration. Report of New Hampshire State board of health, 
shows that of 32 samples examined 22 were adulterated. Re- 
if Massachusetts State board of health, 1903, shows that of 25 

5 3 examined 12 were adulterated. 

Liottle—Maraschino cherries. Samples of imported cherries col- 
with ecoal-tar dye. Practically all samples of imported cherries 
found to be colored, but are now being properly labeled. Out of 
oples examined since July 1, 1905, only 4 were not properly 
i. All of the rest were labeled “Artificially colored.” 
ttlee—Sample of créme de menthe cherries colored with coal-tar 


oO 


re 


Con—Frankfurters. Sample of imported German sausage, contain- 
i ic acid. This form of adulteration was very common before 
port pure-food law went into effect, but at present practically 
’ the sausages are found to be preserved. Out of 181 samples 
ed from 1903-4, 31 samples were found to be preserved. 
German sausage. Sample of Ss German sausage, pre- 
i with large amount of benzoic acid. This form of adulteration 
very common before the import pure-food law went into effect, 
present practically none of the sausages are found to be pre- 
Out of 181 samples examined from 1903-4, 31 samples were 
o be adulterated. 
Sausage. Sample of Imported sausage, preserved with alumi- 
I acetate. This form of adulteration was very common before the 
t pure-food law went into effect, but at present practically none 
‘ e sausages are found to be preserved. ut of 181 samples ex- 
ed from 1903-4, 31 samples were found to be adulterated. 
itle—Sample of whole pepper very largely adulterated with pep- 
lis. Report Connecticut Agricultural Experiment Station, 1901, 
that of 51 samples examined 20 were adulterated. Report 
chusetts State board of health, 1904, shows that of 62 samples 
ned 24 were adulterated. 
eed pepper adulterated with 15 per cent tapioca covered 
imp black. 
ss—Pineapple jelly. Sample of so-called “ Pineapple jelly ” made 
rgely of glucose and preserved with benzoic acid. Upon a very 
ful examination of the label, it was found to be marked “ com- 
i.’ Report Connecticut Agricultural Experiment Station, 1898, 
that of 64 samples examined 42 were adulterated. Report 
esota dairy and food commission, 1900, shows that of 32 samples 
ned 18 were adulterated. Report North Dakota Agricultural Ex- 
nt Station, 1902, shows that of 33 samples examined 83 were 
terated. Report Michigan dairy and food commission, 1904, shows 
t of 97 samples examined 71 were found to be adulterated. 
Glass—Quince jelly. Sample of so-called “ Quince jelly,” made up 
ly of glucose and preserved with benzoic acid. Upon a very care- 
examination of the label, it was found to be marked “ compound.” 
rt Connecticut Agricdltural Experiment Station, 1898, shows that 
64 samples examined 42 were adulterated. Report Minnesota 
y and food commission, 1900, shows that of 32 samples examined 
were adulterated. Report North Dakota Agricultural Experiment 
wn, 1902, shows that of 33 samples examined 33 were adulterated. 
I rt Michigan dairy and food commission, 1904, shows that of 97 
ples examined 71 were found to be adulterated. 
r—Plum preserves. Sample of plum preserves very largely adul- 
ted with glucose, colored with a coal-tar dye. Report Connecticut 
icultural Experiment Station, 1898, shows that of 64 samples exam- 
, 42 were adulterated. Report Minnesota Dairy and Food Com 
sion, 1900, shows that of 32 samples examined, 18 were adulterated. 
port North Dakota Agricultural Experiment Station, 1902, shows 
that of 33 oomnenes of preserves, jellies, etc., examined, 83 were adulter- 
‘ed. Report Michigan Dairy and Food Commission, 1904, shows that 
of 97 samples examined, 71 were adulterated. 
ys eee Sample of honey, which is found marked “ compound ” 
n very small letters on the label. This sample is largely glucose and 
lugs. Report Massachusetts State Board of Health, 1903, shows that 
ol O9 samples examined, 24 were found to be adulterated. Report Min- 
esota Dairy and Food Commission, 1903, shows that of 114 samples 
cramined, 16 were found to be adulterated. 
Bottle—Maple sirup. Sample of maple sirup adulterated with a 


a 


} 
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large percentage of cane sirup. The addition of cane sirup to maple 
sirup is an almost universal practice. Report Massachusetts St 


Board of Health, 1903, shows that out of 57 samples examined, i4 
were found to be adulterated. Report Ohio Dairy and Wood Commis 
sion, 1903, shows that of 129 samples examined, 102 were found to be 
adulterated. 


sottle—Libby’s tomato catsup. Sample of catsup which is preserved 


with a large amount of benzoic acid. 


Bottle—Sunbeam catsup. Sample of catsup preserved with benzoic 
acid. Practically all catsups are preserved with benzoate of 
Report Connecticut Agricultural Experiment Station, 1904, 
that out of 66 samples of catsup examined 66 were found to be adul- 
terated. Bulletin North Carolina State Board of Agriculture, 1903, 


shows that of 22 samples examined 22 were found to be adulterated. 


Report Ohio Dairy and Food Commission, 1903, shows that of 9 samples 


Re 


Snows 


examined 9 were found to be adulterated. 


Bottle—Navelade. Sample of fruit sirup colored with a 
and preserved with salicylic acid. Report Connecti 
Experiment Station, part 3, 1902, shows that of 27 
20 were found to be adulterated. 

Bottle—Imported vinegar. This vinegar, claimed to be made from 
pure wine, is a diluted vinegar colored with caramel. This form of 
adulteration is very common. Out of 136 samples of vinegar exam- 
ined since July 1, 1905, 64 were found to be adulterated. 

Can—Peas. Sample of peas. This sample is preserved by taking 


Kl 


oal-tar dye 
i i ‘ultural 
san pl S$ examined 





dried peas and soaking them, and is a very low grade of what is known 


as “soaked goods.” We have no data as to the extent of this class of 
adulteration. 

Can—Corn. Sample of sweet corn labeled “of the best quality,” 
which has been soaked and is commonly known as “soaked ‘ 
We have no data as to the extent of this form of adulteration. 

Can—Mustard. Sample of mustard colored with turmeric and mixed 
with flour. Report Connecticut Agricultural Experiment Station, 
1904, shows that of 14 samples of ground mustard examined 10 were 
found to be adulterated. Report Massachusetts State board of health, 
1903, shows that of 250 samples examined 66 were found adulterated 
Report Michigan dairy and food commission, 1904, shows that of 4 
samples examined 4 were found to be adulterated. 

Can—Cocoa. Cocoa containing a large amount of arrowroot starch. 
Arrowroot costs $0.12 to $0.15 per pound. Cocoa costs $0.40 to $0.80 
a pound. Report Connecticut Agricultural Experiment Station, 1902, 


la 7? 
OK 
goods. 


i 
shows that of 45 samples of cocoa 19 were found to be adulterated 
Report Massachusetts State board of health, 1903, shows that of 42 
samples examined 20 were found to be adulterated. Report Michigan 
dairy and food commission, 1904, shows that of 39 samples examined 
18 were found to be adulterated. 

Bottle—Sample of carbonated soda water. This sample is arti- 
ficially colored with coal-tar dye and sweetened with saccharin. The 
sample of cloth accompanying this bottle was dyed with the coloring 
matter from a bottle of this size. Report Connecticut Agricultural 
Experiment Station, 1902, shows that of 71 samples of soda water 


examined 43 were found to be adulterated. Report State board of 


health, 1904, shows that of 36 samples examined 25 were found to be 


adulterated. sulletin North Carolina State board of agriculture, 1903, 
shows that of 36 samples examined 24 were found to be adulterated. 


Bottle—Scotch hop ale. Sample of carbonated beverage of soda- 
water type, preserved with benzoate of soda. Report Connecticut Ag- 
ricultural Experiment Station, 1902, shows that of 71 samples of soda 
water examined 43 were adulterated. Report New Hamps! 
Board of Health, 1904, shows that of 36 samples examin 
adulterated. Bulletin North Carolina State Board of Agri 
shows that of 36 samples examined 24 were adulterated 

Bottle—Barsac. Sample of imported wine which contains a very 
large amount of sulphurous acid. A report for food inspection fr 
1903 to 1905 for the Bureau of Chemistry, shows that out of 1,0! 
samples of wine examined 189 were contrary to the law. 

Bottle—Rhine wine. Sample of imported Rhine wi 
with salicylic acid. This is not a very common form of : eration. 

sottle—Lime-juice cordial. Sample of lime-juice cordial. This sam- 
ple is preserved with a large amount of salicylic acid. 









PARTIAL MEMORANDA CONCERNING VARIOUS PACKAGE ARTICLES PURCTIA ’ 


AT FIRST-CLASS RETAIL STORES, WITH STATEMENT OF WEIGHT OR M1 

URE, IN EVIDENCE BEFORE THE COMMITTEE. 

Can—Cocoa. F 16406. Marked to contain 1 pound; gross wei 
1.2 pounds; net weight, 0.94 pound; price, $0.35; purchased at Was 
ington, D. C. 

Can—Cocoa. F 16484. Marked to contain 8 ounces; gross v 





10.2 ounces; net weight, 7.2 ounces; price, $0.19; pur i at N 
York, N. Y. 

Can—tTetley’s tea. F. 16704. Sold for 1 pound; gross weight, 1.5 
pounds ; net weight, 1 pound; price, $0.60; purchased at Chicago, Ill. 

Can—Molasses. F 16703. Claimed to contain 1 es 3 3 
0.9 quart; price $0.20; purchased at Chicago, 11! 

Can—Extract lemon. F 164438. Sold to contain 8 ounces; 1 
weight, 5.6 ounces; price, $0.35; purchased at Boston, Mass 

Can—Extract of vanilla. F 16444. Sold to contain 8 ounces; net 
weicht, 6.2 ounces; price, $0.35; purchased at Boston, Mass 

Can—Baking powder. Sample of baking powder very largely adul- 
terated with ground rock. 

Can—Condensed milk. F 16555. Sold to contain 1 pound; gross 
weicht, 0.94 pound; net weight, 0.78 pound; price, $0.10; purchased at 
Philadelphia, Pa. 

Can—Peanut butter. F 16417. Marked to contain 1 pound; cross 
weight, 1 pound; net weight, 0.84 pound; price, $0.20; purchased at 


Washington, D. C. 

Can—Allspice. F 16429. Sold to contain 4 ounces; gross weight, 
4.2 ounces; net weight, 3 ounces; price, $0.10; purchased at Washi 
ton, D. C. 

Can—Cinnamon. F 16506. Marked to contain 4 ounces; g 
weight, 5.5 ounces; net weight, 3.7 ounces; price, $0.10; purchased : 
New York, N. Y. 

Can—Potted ham. F 16424. Sold to contain 4 ounces; gro 
5.3 ounces; net weight, 3.7 ounces; price $0.05; purchased « 
ington, D. C. 

Can—Potted ox tongue. F 16423. Sold to contain 4 ounce 
weight, 5.3 ounces; net weight, 3.5 ounces; price $0.05; 
Washington, D. C. 

Can—Sliced bacon. F 16405. Sold to contain 1 pound; gross weight 
1 pound 34 ounce; net weight, 7 ounces; price $0.25; purchased at Yash 
ington, D. C. 

: Extract beef. F 16502. Marked to contain 2 ounces; gross 











weight, 8.5 ounces; net weight 1.6 ounces; price, $0.25; purchased at 
New York, N. ¥, 
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weight, 0.96 pound; 
at Washington, D. C. 
Package—Crushed oats. 


net weight, 0.92 pound; price, $0.10; purchased 


F 16699. Weight, not marked; gross wei 





2 prawns net weight, 1.7 pounds; price, $0.10; purchased at Chicag = 
Package Raisins. F 16419. Marked to contain 1 pound: gross 
weight, 1 pound; net weight, 0.95 pound; price, $0.10; purchase od at 


Washington, D. C. 
Package—Raisins. 

pound; net weight, 
Package—Currants. 

i sht, 0.9 pound ; 


F 16731. Sold for 1 pound; gross weig sht, 
0.93 pound; price, $0.18 ; purchased at Chicago, | 
Fr 16734. Sold to contain 1 pound: ¢, 


net weight, 0.88 pound ; arien $0.10; purchased a 
70, 


Packsee—-Carrante. F 16562. 
weight, 0.96 pound; net weight, 0.86 pound; price, $0.12; purchased 


at Vhile aight Pa. 
Package—Raisins. F 16453. Sold to contain 1 pound; 
net weight, 0.95 pound; price, $0.15; 


F 16480. 





Marked to contain 1 pound: 


£ross weig! 

purchased at |i 

ton, Mass. 
Package—Cornstarch. 





Sold to contain 1 pound: 



















weight, 1 pound; net weight, 0.96 pound; price, $0.09; purehas ed at 
Boston, Mass. 7 
| Vackage—Wheatena: F 16762. No weight on package; = cross 
| weight, a pound; net weight, 1.4 pound; price, $0.13; purchased at 
Chicago, 11. 

Package—Pancake flour. F 16759. No weight on package; gross 
weight, 2 pounds; net weight, 1.8 pound; price, $0.13; purchased at 
Chicago, Il. 

Package—Malta-vita. F 16678. Weight not marked on packace: 
gross weight, 1.2 pounds; net weight, 1 pound; price, $0.15: ir. 
chased at Washington, D. C. ; 

Vackage—Zest. F 16684. Weight not marked on package: eross 
weight, 1.5 pounds; net weight, 1 pound; price, $0.13; purchased at 
Washington, D. C. 

Package—Corn-crisp. F 16760. No weight on package: grogss 
weight, 1.08 pounds; net weight, 0.91 pound; price $0.13; purchased 
at Chicago, Ill. 

Package—Paneake flour. F 16765. Weight not marked: Oss 
weight, 2 pounds; net weight, 1.9 pounds; price, $0.10; purchased at 

| Chicago, Ill. 

Package—Cream biscuit. F 16397. Sold to contain 1 pound: eyoss 

weight, ——— pound; net weight, 0.78 pound; price, $0.13; purchased 
| at Washington, D. C. 

Package—Force. F 16696. Sold for 1 pound; gross weight, 1.1 
pounds; net weight, 0.88 pound; price, $0.13; purchased at Chicago, 
| Ill. 

Package—Quaker rice. F 16715. Weight not marked; gross weight, 
| 0.54 pound; net weight, 0.40 pound; price, $0.10; purchas sed at Chi: 
| eago, Ill. 

Vackage—Pancake flour. F 16742. Weight not marked: gross 
weircl 1.8 pounds; net weight, 1.75 pounds; price, $0.10; purchased 
at Chicago, Til. 

Package—Cream of wheat. F. 16701. Weight not marked: eross 
weicht, 2 pounds; net weight, 1.8 pounds; price, $0.13; purchased at 
cl ll 


| pounds; gross weight, 2.1 poral ; net weight, 1.9 pounds; 


Can—Lard. F 16469. Sold for 3 pounds; gross weight, 3 pounds; 
net weight, 2.4 pounds; price, $0.33; purchased at Boston, Mass. 

Can—Corned beef. F 16407. Sold to contain 1 pound; gross 
weight, 1.2 pounds; net weight, 0.94 pound; price, $0.15; purchased at 
Vy ington, D. C 

Clam juice F 16724. Sold for 2 pounds; gross weight, 1.5 
pe is; price, $0.10; purchased at Chicago, Il. 

(‘an—Cove oysters. F 16695. Sold for 1 pound; gross weight, 0.81 
pound; price, $0.10; purchased at Chicago 3 

Cat Clam bouillon. F 16738. Sold for 0.50 quart; contains, 0.22 
quart; price, $0.20; purchased at Chicago, Ill. 

Can—Shrimp. F 16700. Sold for 0.5 pound; gross weight, 0.46 
pe 1; price, $0.10; purchased at C hicago, ill. 

Can—Minced sea clams. F 16693. § ld for 1 pound; gross weight, 
0.87 pound; price, $0.13; purchased at Chicago, Ill. 

( Little-neck clam juice. F 16694. Sold for 1 pound; gross 
Ww t, 0.84 pound; price, $0.10; purchased at Chicago, Il. | 

Car Mule Head oysters—F 16698. Sold for 2 pounds; gross weight, 
1.5 | ids; net weight, 1.3 pounds; price, $0.20; purchased at Chicago, 
i 

Can—Lemon cling peaches. F 16673. Sold for 3 pounds ; gross 
weight, 2.3 pr inds ; net weight, 1.9 pounds; volume, 1.7 pints; price, 
$0. ure at Washington, D. C. 

( F 16730. Sold for 5 pounds; gross weight, 2.é 
poun 25; purchased at Chicago, II. 

Cat F 16663 Sold for 3 pounds; gross weight, 2.3 
pound net weight, 2 pounds; volume, 1.7 pints; price $0.20; purchased | 
at Washington, D. c. 

Can—Bartlett pears. F 16666. Sold for 3 pounds; gross weight, | 
” suunds: net weight, 1.9 pouness volume, 1.7 pints; price, $0.20; 
purchased at Washington, D. C 

Can—White cherries. F 16660. Sold for 8 pounds; gross weight, 2.3 
pounds; net weight, 2 pounds; volume 1.8 pints; price, $0.25; pur- | 
chased at Washington, D. C. 

Can—Sliced pineapple. F 16697. Sold for 2 pounds; gross weight, 
1.5 pounds; price, $0.20; purchased at Chicago, Ill. 

Can—Pineapple. F 16702. Sold for 2 pounds. Gross weight, 1.6 
I ids; price, $0.25; purchased at Chicago, III. 

Can-—Strawberr IF 16716. Sold for 1 pound; gross weight, 0.95 
pound ; price, $0.10; purchased at Chicago, Ill. 

Can—Cream corn. EF 16485. Sold to contain 2 pounds; gross | 
weight, 1.5 pounds; net weight, 1.3 pounds; price, $0.09; purchased at 
New York, N. Y. 

Can—Sugar corn. F 16426. Sold to contain 2 pounds; gross weight, 
1.5 pounds; net weight, 1.3 pounds; price, $0.10; purchased at Wash- 
ington, D. C. 

Can—Sugar corn. F 16565. Sold to contain 2 pounds; gross weight, 
1.5 pounds; net weight, 1.3 pounds; price, $0.10; purchased at Phila- 
ale ta 

Can—Sugar corn. F 16470. Sold for 2 pounds; gross weight, 1 
pound 94 ounces; net weight, 1.25 pounds; price, $0.08; purchased at | 
Boston, Mass. 

Can—wSugar corn. F 16674. Sold for 2 pounds; gross weight, 1.5 
pounds; net weight, 1.3 pounds; price, $0.10; purchased at Washing- 
ton, D. C 

Ca Sugar corn. F 16425. Sold to contain 2 pounds; gross weight, 
1 muund SZ ounces; net weight, 1.4 pounds; price, $0.10; purchased at | 
Washington, D. C. 

Ca Limas. F 16559. Sold to contain 2 pounds; gross weight, 
1.5 pounds; net weight 1.3 pounds; price, $0.18; purchased at Phila- 
ad la, Pa. 

Can—Tomatoes. F 16473. Sold for 3 pounds; gross weight, 2.6 
pounds; net weight, 2.25 pounds; price, $0.12; purchased at Boston, 

16732. Sold for 2.5 pounds; gross weight, 2.4 
purchased at Chicago, II. 

°16557. Sold to contain 3 pounds; gross weight, 
net weight, 2.2 pounds; price, $0.13; purchased 

Ca lomatoes. F 16486. Sold to contain 2 pound ; gross weight, 
1 ind 10 ou Ss; net weight, 1.3 pounds; price, $0.10; purchased at 
N Yor a #F 

Car Tomatoes. F 16672. Sold for 3 pounds; gross weight, 2.6 
po Is; net weight, 2.2 pounds; volume, 2.1 pints; price, $0.10; 
I lased at Washington, D. C. 

Can—Tomatoes. FF 16667 Sold for S pounds; gross weight, 2.4 

S; het weight, 2 pounds; volume, 1.9 pints; price $0.10; pur- 
< “i at Washington, I). ¢ 

Cat iomatoes. Sold for 3 pounds; gross weight, 2.3 pounds; net 
weight, 2 a volume, 1.9 pints; price, $0.12; purchased at 
Wi: ngton, D. 

( Beans. * 16722. Sold for 2 pounds; gross weight 1.4 pounds; 
I $0.15; ee ed at Chicago, Ill. 

Car Baked beans with tomato sauce. F 16720. Sold for 2 pounds; 

s weight, 1 6 fe unds; price, $0.15; purchased at Chicago, III. 

( Baked . Fie 3. Sold for 2 pounds; gross weight, 1.7 
] S; price, $0 tn: purchased at Chicago, Ill. 

(‘an—Pork and beans. F 16719. Sold for 2 pounds; gross weight, 
1.6 pounds; price, $0.15; purchased at Chicago, III. 

( Pork and ins. EF 16714. Sold for 2 pounds; gross weight, 
1. nd price, $0.18; purchased at Chicago, III. 

i Boston baked beans. F 16743. Sold for 3 pounds; gross 

t, 2.7 pounds: price, $0.18; purchased at Chicago, II. 

( Peas FE 16705 Sold for 2 pounds ; gross weight, 1.5 pounds; 
I $0.13; purchas ‘at Chicago, Il. 

Cat Beets. F ‘e712 Sold for 3 pounds; gross weight, 2.75 
I Is; price, $0.15; purchased at Chicago, Ill. 

Car Asparagus. IF 16745. Sold for 2.5 pounds; gross weight, 2.3 
Dp ds; net weight, 1.95 pounds; price, $0.35; purchased at Chicago, 

Can—Stringless beans. F 16558. Sold to contain 2 pounds; gross 
weight saint pounds; net weight, 1.2 pounds; price, $0.15; purchased 
at Philad hia, Pa. 

1SS Pe ach jelly. F 16466. Sold to contain 6 ounces; gross 
weight, 9 ounces; net weight, 4.7 ounces; price, $0.06; purchased at 
Boston, Mass. 

Glass—Raspberry jelly. F 16467. Sold to contain 1 peeee gross 
weight, 1.3 pounds; net weight, 0.65 pound; price, $0.2 : purchased 
at Boston, Mass. 

Package—Toasted wheat. flakes. F 16767. Weight, not marked; 


gross weight, 0.85 pound; net weight, 
chased at Chicago, Ill. 


Package—Currants. 


0.70 pound; price, $0.13; pur- 


F 16418. 


Marked to contain 1 pound; gross 














Pac <age—Wheat-flake celery food. F. 16771. No weight on pack- 
age; cross weight, 0.9 pound; net weight, 0.7 pound; price, $0.10; pur- 
chas oa at Chicago, Ill. 

Pack <age—Quaker oats. Marked to contain 2 pounds; gross weight, 
1 pound 15 ounces. 


Package- 
gross weight, 
at W: 

IP: 


Egg-o-see. 
1 pound; 
ishington, D. C. 
kage—Malt breakfast food. F. 


ised 


F. 16685. Weight not marked on pack 
net weight, 0.8 pound; price, $0.08; purch: 


16675. Marked to contain 2 


price, $0.15; 
purchased at W ashington, c 
Package—Health brand heantas, F. 16492. Marked to contain 2 
pounds ; gross weight, 1.8 pounds; net weight, 1.7 pounds; price $0.10; 
purchased at New York, N. Y. 
Package—Grape-nuts. F. 16677. Marked to contain 16 ounces 
net; gross weight, 1.1 pounds; net weight, 1 pound; price, $0.15; pur- 
chased at Washington, D. C. 











Package—Cream of wheat. F 16676. Weight not marked on pack- 
age; gross weight 2 pounds; net weight 1.8 pounds; price $0.15; 
purchased at Washington, D. C 

Package—Tapioca. F. 16576. Sold to contain 1 pound; gross 


weight 0.98 pound ; 

Vhiladeiphia, Pa. 
Vackage—Macaroni. 

weight 1 pound; 


net weight 0.92 


F. 16572. Sold to contain 1 pound; gr 
net weight 0.94 pound; price $0.10; purchased at 


pound ; price $0.12; purchased at 


ss 





Philadelphia, Pa. 
' Package—Macaroni. F. 16712. Sold for 1 pound; gross weight 0.97 
pound; net weight 0.85 pound; price $0.12; purchased at Chicazo, Hl. 


Pac kage—Grandmother's gelatine. F 1657 Marked to cont 
ounces; gross weight 2.3 ounces; net weight ‘1.8 ounces ; price $0.10; 
purchased at Philadelphia, Pa. 

Package—Uneeda biscuit. F 16396. 
gress weight 8 ounces; net weight 





Sold to contain 8 ounces; 
5.8 ounces; price $0.05; purchased 
at Washington, D. C. 


Package—Maple flake. F 16761. No weight on package; 
weight, 0.97 pound; net weight, 0.80 pound; price, $0.13; purchased at 





oss 








Chicago, Ill. 

Package—Quaker oats. F 16770. No weight on package; gross 
weight, operas net weight, 1.9 pounds; price, $0.10; purchased at 
Chicago, Il. 

Package—Breakfast food. F 16718. Weight not marked; gross 
weight, 1.7 pounds; net weight, 1.5 pounds; price, $0.13; purchased at 
Chicago, 


* 16452. 
net wee 0.87 pound; price, 


Marked to contain 1 pound; 


Package—Perfection a ples 
aut $0.14; pur- 


gross weight, 0.97 
chased at Boston, Mass. 
Package—Tapioca. F 16495. 38 


ero 
£1 


Marked to contain 1 pound; 





weight, 1 ones: net weight, 0.96 pound; price, $0.10; purch: ased at 
New York, N. 

Packag F 16503. Marked to contain 1 pound; — 8 
weight, i pounds ; net weight, 0.97 pound; price, $0.14; purchased 


at New York, N. Y. 


-ackage—Self-raising flour. F 16494. Marked to contain 3 pounds; 
gross weight, 3 posers net weight, 2.95 pounds; price, $0.15; pur- 
chased at New York, N. Y. . 

Jar—P each preserves. F 16465. Sold to contain 1 pound; gross 


weight, 1.7 pounds; net weight, 0.96 pound; price, $0.09; purchased 
Boston, Mass. 








1906. 





Glass—Apple jelly. F 16463. Sold to contain 6 ounces; gross 
eight, 9.2 ounces; net weight, 4.9 ounces; price $0.06; purchased at 
Boston, Mass. 
F 16468. 


Glass—Apple jelly. Sold to contain 1 pound; gross 









W it, 1.1 pounds; net weight, 0.66 pound; price, $0.10; purchased 

Boston, Mass. 

Can—Java and Mocha coffee. F 16451. Marked to contain 2 
pounds; gross weight, 2.5 pounds; net weight, 1.95 pounds; price, 
$0.50; purchased at Boston, Mass. 

Can—Cayenne pepper. F 16505. Marked to contain 4 ounces; 


gross weight, 5.6 ounces; net weight, 3.7 ounces; price, $0.10; pur- 
ased at New York, N. Y. 
Package—White pepper. F 


1 16459. Marked to contain 4 ounces | 
net; gross weight, 4.4 ounces; 


net weight, 3.7 ounces; price, $0.10; 
purchased at Boston, Mass. 


Package—Black pepper. F 16461. Marked to contain 4 ounces; 
oss weight, 4.1 cunces; net weight, 3.5 ounces; price, $0.08; pur- 


ased at Boston, Mass. 

Package—Black pepper. F 16460. Marked to contain 4 ounces net; 
gross wei 4.4 unces; net weight, 3.7 ounces; price, $0.10; pur- 
chased at Boston, Mass. 

Package—Cinnamon. F 16458. 
gross weight, 4.4 ounces; 








_ Marked to contain 4 ounces net; | 
— - net weight, 3.7 ounces; price, $0.10; pur- 
chased a »OSton, Mass. 


Package—Cream tartar. F. 16474. Marked to contain 1 pound; 
s weight, 1.2 pounds; net weight, 0.98 pound; price, $0.33; pur- 





chased at Boston, Mass. 

Package—Buckwheat. F. 16412. Marked to contain 14 pounds; 
gross weight, 14 pounds; net weight, 1.4 pounds; price, $0.10; pur- 
chased at Washington, D. C. 








Package—“ Sure rising buckwheat.” F. 16486. Marked to contain 
2 pounds; gross weight, 1.95 pounds; net weight, 1.8 pounds; price, 
$0.16; purchased at Washington, D. C. 

Package—Digesto coffee. IF. 16568. Sold to contain 1 pound; | 
gross weight, 0.81 pound; net weight, 0.62 pound; price, $0.25; pur- 

“d at Philadelphia, Pa. 

Bottle—** Pure maple sirup.” F. 16446. Sold to contain 1 quart; 
contains 1.6 pints; price, $0.30; purchased at Boston, Mass. 

Bottle—Vermont sirup. F. 16421. Sold to contain 1 pint; 
tains 0.8 pint; price, $0.15; purchased at Washington, D. C. 
Bottle—“* Pure rock-candy sirup.” F 16706. Sold for 0.5 
contains 0.44 quart; price, $0.20; purchased at Chicago, II. 


con- | 





quart ; 


Bottle—Grape juice. F 16741. Sold for 0.5 quart; contains 0.47 
quart; price, $0.25; 

Bottle—Pure malt vinegar. F 16709. Sold for 1 quart; contains | 
1.7 pints; price, $0.18; purchased at Chicago, Il. 


Bottle—Zinfandel. F 16394. Sold to contain 1 quart; contains 1.5 | 
price, $0.40; purchased at Washfhgton, D. C. 
Bottle—Pure cider vinegar. If 16488. Sold to contain 1 quart; con- 
tains 1.7 pints; price, $0.10; purchased at New York, N. Y. 


I ts; 


| 
| 
purchased at Chicago, lil. | 
| 





Bottle—Cider vinegar. F 16471. Sold for 1 quart; contains 1.5 
pints; price, $0.12; purchased at Boston, Mass. 

sottle—Wine vinegar. F 16489. Sold to contain 1 quart; contains 
1.6 pints; price $0.25; purchased at New York, N. Y. i 

Bottle—Blue Label tomato ketchup. F. 16448. Sold to contain 1 
pint; contains 0.9 pint; price, not given; purchased at Boston, Mass. | 


Bottle—Monument pure rye whisky. F. 16679. Sold for 1 
contains 2 pints; price, $1; purchased at Washington, D. C. 
Bottle—Winchester pure rye whisky. F. 16680. Sold for 1 quart; | 


contains 2 pints; price, $1; purchased at Washington, D. C. 


quart; 


Bottle—-Hunter Baltimore rye. F. 16690. Sold for 1 quart; con- | 
tains 1.5 pints; price, $1.25; purchased at Washington, D. C. 


Bottle—Braddock Maryland rye. F. 16688. Sold for 1 
mtains 1.6 pints; price, $1.25; purchased at Washington, D. C. 
Bottle—Trimble rye whisky. F. 16691. Sold for 1 quart; contains 
1.5 pints; price, $1.25; purchased at Washington, D. C. 
Bottle—Duffy’s pure malt whisky. F. 16683. Sold for 1 quart; con- 
tains 1.5 pints; price, $0.90; purchased at Washington, D. C. 
Bottle—Sauterne, To-Kalon vineyards. F. 16395. Sold to contain 1 


quart ; 





juart; contains 1.5 pints; price, $0.40; purchased at Washington, | 
D.C : 
Bottle—Old Overholt whisky. Contains full quart. 
MEMORANDUM OF “ HABIT-FORMING DRUGS.” } 


The following “ habit-forming drugs” have, within the last year or | 
two, been stated upon good authority to be contained in the following 

edicines. These statements have been found in various medical 

rnals and board of health reports and Collier’s Weekly. The latter 


s collected from various sources extensive data on this subject. In 
view of the fact that recently heavy damages (reported as about 
ei" 


7,000) were obtained from a popular magazine because of an untrue 


tatement that a certain “patent medicine” contained alcoho! and 
opium, these data have, doubtless, been carefully confirmed. In the 


e of a few of the preparations named below, the label states that 
caine, ete., are contained; a few others are ostensibly sold only on 
physicians’ prescriptions, but most of them are entirely secret and in 
many cases stated to be harmless. 

The patent medicines containing a large percentage of alcohol are 
not given here, for, as a result of recent rulings of the Commissioner | 
of Internal Revenue, there have been extensive changes in the compo- | 
sition of this class of medicines. There is no doubt, however, that | 
there are still upon the market a number of medicines containing a 
considerable percentage of alcohol in combination with drugs for which 
there is little recognized use. | 

Vorphine and cpium.—Dr. Bull’s Cough Syrup, Kopp’s Baby Friend, 

















Grandma’s Secret, Nurses’ and Mothers’ Treasure, St. Anne’s Mor- 
phine Cure, Wooley’s Cure for Alcoholism, Opium Cure of St. James’s 
Society, Chamberlain’s Colic Remedy, Dr. Week's Breath of Cold, Mrs. 


Winslow’s Soothing Syrup, Oxidine, Fenner’s Cough Honey, Dr. King’s 
New Discovery for Consumption, Boschee’s German Syrup. 
Cocaine.—Dr. Birney’s Catarrh Cure, Gray‘s Catarrh Cure, Dr. Cole's 
Catarrh Cure, Crown Catarrh Powder. 
Chloroform.—Dy»:. King’s New Discovery for Consumption, Shiloh’s | 
Consumption Cure, Piso’s Consumption Cure. 
Acetanilid.—Orangeine, Antikamnia, Kohler’s Powders, Hed-eze, 


Bromo-Seltzer, Cephalgine, Electric Headache Powders, A. B. C. Head- | 


ache Powders, Royal Pain Powders, Miniature Headache Powders, | 

Megrimine, Anti-Headache, Dr. Davis's Headache Powders. | 
Cannabis indica.—Piso’s Consumption Cure. 
NOTES ON SOME PREPARATIONS CONTAINING HABIT-FORMING DRUGS. 
Chioral hydrate—“ Bromidia:”’’ This is one of the best-known pro- | 


prietary remedies containing chloral hydrate. It is not necessary to | 
make any comments concerning this product, because the formula is 
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It complies, therefore, fully with the bill at 


printed on each package. 
present before Congress. 


Cocaine.—* Doctor Birney’s Catarrh Powder ”’ * Doctor Agnew’'s 


and 






Catarrh Powder:” Both of these remedies contain cocaine This 
information is contained on both packages. The sticker on “ Doctor 
Birney’s Catarrh Powder” simply states ‘Contains a small gq tity 
of cocaine,” while the amount of cocaine present in “ Doctor A w's 
Catarrh Powder” is clearly set forth on the label and amount 24 
per cent of cocaine hydrochlorate. 

Heroin.—“Ayer’s Cherry Pectoral” and “ Glyco-Heroin” (Smith) : 








3oth of these preparations are also marked as to the presence of their 
active medicinal constituents. “Ayer’s Cherry Pectoral” gives all the 
ingredients said to be present in this compound. “ Glyco-Heroin” dk 
not go as far as that, but clearly sets forth that it ntains he l. 
Heroin is frequently considered as not being as dat t s 
morphine or opium, but during the past few years t I 

sion has had numerous examples to indicate that heroin ly as 





dangerous in the formation of habits as is 


morphine. 
Morphine and opium. : 


“ Godfrey's Cordial,” ** Chamberlain’s Diarrhea 
























































Remedy,” “ Kopp’s Baby’s Friend,” “ Mrs. Winslow’s Soothing § Dp 
and ‘“Salvita:’ These preparations serve to bring out inte ng 
points. ‘*Godfrey’s Cordial” is a well-known remedy, which : ne 
is at liberty to prepare. Its composition is well known to ali d 
gists and manufacturing pharmacists. ‘The value of the remedy depends 
largely on the morphine which it contains. ‘‘ Kopp’s Baby Friend” 
is known to contain morphine and has been instrumental in causing 
the death of a number of children during the past few years. Nothing 
is said relative to the presence of the dangerous poison, morphine. 
‘Mrs. Winslow’s Soothing Syrup’’ is known to contain opium or 
opium in some form. Such information, however, is not given on the 
package or the literature accompanying same. In England the manu 
facturer of this preparation is compelled to clearly indicate that it is a 
peison, according to the laws of that country. ‘“‘ Chamberlain's Diar 
thea Remedy” clearly sets forth in litérature accompanying the sample 
the presence of cpium, in the following language: “‘N. B. With the 
| exception of chronic diarrhea, this remedy is not recommended for 
any disease that would require its habitual use. It should not be used 
habitually, as it contains about half a grain of epium in each tea 
spoonful.” Reference is also made on the label of the bottle to the 
directions in wrapper around each _ bottle. is would probably be 
| sufficient information, but it seems that if it is desirable to call atte 
tion to the presence of opium in the advertising literature, such inf 
mation should also be clearly indicated on the label of the bottle itself. 
“Salvita’”’ is one of the remedies which is represented in the adv 
tising literature as being free from oy] n or any of its salts. An ex- 
amination, however, showed that this representation is false, opium 
being present. 

Acetanilid.—Acetanilid is a most beneficial and useful medicinal 
remedy, but during the past few years it has been placed in the hands 
of the laity in so many forms under the guise of headache cures, 
neuralgia cures, etc., that at present there are many wo! ! 
unable to do their daily work without taking a portion « 
pound containing acetanilid, in order to properly do their 
A brief perusal of the proprietary remedies handled in h 
way throughout this country shows that there are over 300 prt 

| rations used for this purpose, and it would probably not be far from 
the truth to say that all of them conta acetanilid The following 
are among the most widely used and well-known headache remedi 
“Antikamnia,” ‘Bromo Seltzer,” “ Harper's Brain Food,” and,“ Red 
Dragon Selizer.” 

“Antikamnia’”’ is largely advertised, and there are very few hos 
holds in the United States that do not know this remedy, and in 
cases there are persons who take some of this remedy dail; i 
chief constituent is acetanilid. 

“Bromo Seltzer” and “ Red Dragon Seltzer” both contain a n 


lid as the chief ingredient 












































“Harper's Brain Food” is a liquid preparation cor 
lid. The following statements on the package of e 
unwarranted: “A positive cure for head: I " 
insomnia, etc.” ‘“ This preparation is perfectly e 
relied upon as containing nothing injurious.” I rt 
cure any of the affections enumerated, but simply r« 
Alpha and Beta Eucaine.—No preparation contaii . either 
of the above compounds is known to the drug laboratory TI 
however, used in place of and substitutes for coc: nd e 
States where it is unlawful to sell cocaine eucaine t ently I 
plied to cocaine habitués. 
Medicine without alcohol.—A large proportion of juid 1 l 
preparations contain more or less of ohol as a solvent I 
common belief that medicinal remedies can not be pi i t 
this agent. This position is not correct There are a zg 
of preparations which do not contain any alcohol; as a not ‘ 
of the proprietary remedies may be cited “ Pierce: Ia i ! 
scription.” This compound does not contain any alcoh its so t 
constituents being water and glycerine 
“Grandma's Secret’ is another child soother. It | 1 the young 
son of Mr. and Mrs. Nankivell, of Shampkin, Pa., in December last 
SHAMOKIN, Pa., Mare a 
Dear Srr: I received your letter yesterday You want to | 
whether it is true that our son died from the effects of a 1 
ealled “‘Grandma’s Secret.” That is the truth. That was t ‘ 
| of his death. 
Yours, very truly, one 
Another of this class is “‘ Nurses and Mothers’ T wl i 
| Joseph and Nellie Kucer, of Fall iver, M: £ r t t ; 
weeks-old child to make it sleep. He did not awake. ©; ' 
was the verdict of the medical exar rr. Neit ‘ ar 
cret’’ nor “ Nurses and Mothers’ Treasure’ has any label showir 
they contain a dangerous poison On the contrary. “ Nurses and 
Mothers’ Treasure.’ in its advertising, warns the public 
use of other soothing sirups and nostrums which, it says 
laudanum or opium. 
AT & 2a 1 > 
Drar Str: Replying to yours of the 10th, which was f ; a n 
delayed in transit, would say that R. H. Shofner died Sid N. ¥ 
on April 6 from an overdose of morphia taken in Fenne ( 1 Honey, 
a ~licine put out by the Fenner Medicine Comp: , of Fredonia, 


eS 






He took during the day and evening, eater pr r lurin 
evening, about 7 ounces of the medicine ch con S sixte 





grain of morphia to the dram. 
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Practically all the circumstances were given in the newspapers. 
Autopsy revealed no evidences of other disease. 
Yours, ti ily, 
S. J. WHITE, ZJr., 
Coroner of Deiaware County, N. Y. 





UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
BuRBAU OF CHEMISTRY, 
Washington, D. C., May 1;-1906. 
II JAMES R. MANN, 
louse of Representatives. 
in Srr: In reply to your favor of April 30, I beg to advise you that 
] | dru ; inform us that they do not keep Fenner’s Cough Honey, 
* do they know anything about this preparation. We shall, how- 
kK te to secure this product for you, and make the requested 
in ; n as possible. The Fenner Medicine Company, I am 
1, dis] ’s of its wares largely through itinerant drug venders. 
r letter you also ask whether one-half grain of morphine to the 


oul which is twice the quantity proposed by the Lovering amend- 
had any material weight in ‘connection with the Shofner case. 





If e “cough honey” contained only one-sixteenth of a grain of mor- 
} e to the dram, 7 ounces of the material, the amount consumed 
by R. H. Shofner, would contain 13 grains of m hine, which is suffi- 


similar conditions pre- 

which Shofner lost his life. One and three- 

yhine taken over the period of time in which the 

i t y was taken might not prove fatal if suitable pre- 
‘ tions re taken to counteract the effetts of the drug. 


the case is simply this: That even if small quantities 


t to kill an adult in normal health, provided 











of 1 present in a proprietary remedy which goes into the 
hands y disastrous results are liable to follow. 
H. W. Witey, Chief. 
Doctor Fenner’s Cough Syrup. Volume, 10 ounces. Price, $1. This 
is a saccharine mixture containing expectorants, such as tolu, but the 
ective valuable constituent in this remedy undoubtedly is morphine, 


t 
which is present to the extent of one-fourth grain to 1 ounce. 
OFrriceE OF ROBERT Dopp, 
CORONER OF ONEIDA COUNTY, 
Utica, N. Y., June 13, 1906. 
lion. JAMES R. MANN, M. C., 
Washington, D. C. 
Drarn Sir: Inclosed herewith find copy of decision in the matter of 





n me f gesting that you obtain a copy of the re- 

ports of Doctors Nelson and Smith, chemists, and which are on file in 

the county clerk’s office of the county of Oneida, N. Y., at Utica, N. Y. 
Rogr. Dopp, Coroner. 

STATE OF NEW YORK, 

Oneida, city of Utica, ss: 

lade and rendered at the inquest of Adam and Eve Gnad, 











o! <, in the city of Utica, county of Oneida, N. Y., on the 25th and 
2 ys of January and 15th and 2ist days of February, 1906, by 
Robert Dodd, one of the of said county, after inspecting the 
body Adam and Eve G Zarlak, then and there lying dead, at 
Ne Kossuth avenue, setting forth who the said persons were, and 
when, where, and by what means they came to his and her death, and 
the circumstances attending such death of said Adam and Eve Gnad, or 
4 i i . 

Now, after inspecting the said bodies and hearing the testimony, the 
said coroner doth render his decision and hereby certify it in writing 
accordingly, as follows: 


rhat the said Adam and Eve Gnad, otherwise known as Zarlak, died 
on the 25th d of January, 1906. ‘The boy died at about 2.30 p. m., 
and the girl died at 7.45 p. m., at No. 25 Kossuth avenue, in the city 
of Utica, county of Oneida, N. Y., of morphine poisoning. The evi- 
dence shows that Stanislaus Gnad, the father of the infants, had ad- 





nistered to them a dose of a mixture which is known as “ Kopp’s 
Baby's Friend” on the night of January 24, 1906, and that the infants 
e age was 1 month and 1 day) died on the following day. Now, 

f investigating the circumstances attending such deaths and obtain- 


report of Doctors James G. Hunt and H. F. Preston, who made 
itopsy on the bodies of the deceased infants, and also the report 
J tors Nelson and Smith, chemists, who made an examination of 
tomachs and the stomachs’ contents and also a portion of the 


i Ou 
l » above mentioned, showing that it contained morphine, I find 
nd decide that the said Adam and Eve Gnad, otherwise called Zarlak, 
{ from an overdose of *“ Kopp’s Baby’s Friend,” which was admin- 


<d by their father, but without criminal intent. 
e testimony of the witnesses examined before said coroner is 





I vitness whereof the said coroner aforesaid hath to this decision 
hand this 23d day of February, 1906. 
Rosert Dopp, Coroner. 


BALTIMORE MD., June 11, 1906. 





] Sin: Your letter addressed to the coroner of Baltimore has 
( I not I held an inquest on the body of George Lancaster 
wl took “kK s Baby’s iend.”’ 
Very truly, yours, C. Frank JONES, M. D. 
MEDICINE ACTS LIKE HASHEESH—CHILD BECOMES VIOLENT ON TAKING 
PATENT COMP( I OCTOR HASTILY SUMMONED—EFFECT OF TWO 
SMALL DOSES ON LITTLE FANNY DUTCHER LIKE THAT OF DRUG OF EAST 
NI IA, 
loctor’s services were required at the residence of Mrs. Lottie 





her, of No. 1025 Avery avenue, Saturday evening after her 2-year- 
old daughter Fanny had been given two doses of a patent medicine, 
he total quantity not being a teaspoonful. 

The child’s condition thereafter. so alarmed the mother that Dr. 
H. C. Gifford, of Solvay, was called, and he said the case had the 
appearance of drugging by the East Indian hasheesh, or cannabis in- 


rhe little girl was not feeling well in the afternoon, and at 5 o'clock 
Mrs, Dutcher gave here a small quantity of the medicine. Before putting 








her to bed at 8 o'clock she gave a second dose, after which the chilq 


began to act in a peculiar manner and to scream so loudly as to attr: 
the attention of neighbors. 

Her mother endeavored to carry her in her arms. At times | 
movements were so frantic that the mother was compelled to 
her on the floor. 

COUNTERACTING MEDICINE GIVEN. 

At 11 o’clock, fearing -convulsions, she called Doctor Gifford, a; 
counteracting medicine was administered. Shortly after midnight 
girl dropped into a troubled sleep, waking yesterday morning relie 

Doctor Gifford said yesterday that while he did not know the 
gredients of the compound, he judged from its taste and the ef 
that it contained Cannabis indica. This, he said, was the “ booze” 
the Hindoos. 

Mrs. Dutcher says that she has used the compound to some ext 
in her family for adults, but never gave it to a child before. (S 
cuse Post-Standard, April 9, 1906.) F 


—— 





CHILLICOTHE, OHIO, Januery 17. 
The coroner of this county declares that the death of Matthew W 
ington, 28, a negro, was directly caused by Hardman’s Magic < 
made by the Magic Cure Company, of Springfield. 
The negro had a severe cold and took two doses of the medi 
according to the statements made here by the coroner. In twenty : 
utes he was dead. An agent had sold him the medicine. 


DOCTOR BULL’S COUGH SIRUP NEARLY KILLED BABY—INFANT DRANK « 
TENTS OF BOTTLE WHILE MOTHER WAS NOT LOOKING AND FELL | 
STUPOR. 

Opium in a patent covgh sirup nearly caused the death of a 2-) 
old boy who got hold of a bottle of cough sirup last night and, 

satisfying his taste for the sweet medicine, fell into a stupor from y 


he was aroused only after the most vigorous efforts of the surgeons a: 


St. Mary’s Hospital. 

The child’s parents, named Toal, reside at 278 Smith street. 
babe had been ailing fr some time. While its mother was not wat 
it got hold of the bottle and drank most of its contents. Opium f 
one of the ingredients. ‘The drug soon took effect, and the child es 
death by a narrow margin. (Rochester (N. Y.) Paper, March —, 1 


EVELETH, MINN., April 18, 1 


Death followed the accidental taking of an overdose of “‘ White P 
Cough Sirup,” by James William, the 3-year-old son of Mr. and M: 
James W. Falk, of Eveleth, yesterday. 





DULUTH, MINN., April 20, 1 
SAMUEL H. ADAMS, Esq., 
Care of Collier’s, 416 West Thirteenth Street, 
New York, N. Y. 

Dear Sire: I herewith inclose you extract from a local paper, 
Duluth News-Tribune, under date of April 19, which may prove « 
terest toyou. I have followed your articles in Collier’s attacking ce: 
patent medicines with a great deal of interest and admiration, and 
coming across this I though perhaps it might be of assistance as 
as interest to you. 

I think the occurrence very sad indeed, and I have no doubt t! 
the ‘‘ White Pine Medicine” people had properly labeled the 


y 





as containing poison of some sort the parents would have been care- 


ful to place this bottle beyond the infant’s reach. As it is, a mot 
and father are quite heartbroken, just because some company wishes 
make a few paltry dollars more quickly. 
Once more assuring you of my deep interest and admiration for j 
work, I remain, i 
Very respectfully, yours, LovIs ZALK. 


Et Paso, Tex., April 19, 19 
Dear Srr: I have recently treated a plumber in this city who 


used a 50-cent bottle of Chamberlain’s Diarrhea Remedy every 
for years for the opium it contained. 


About two years ago I saw an infant die with what I thought to | 


opium poisoning, following a few doses of German Syrup (Boschee's 
Yours, very truly, 
FE. P. MILver. 


[Letter to a physician.] 
Cuicaco, April 3, 1906 


Having by accident heard of your sanitarium for the opiate cure 
have at last decided to write you of my own case. I have tried 


many cures and been to different sanitariums and have not found 0: 


yet that makes a permanent cure. I have suffered from the curse 
that any human could suffer, and have spent a fortune and still I 
not free. Through a friend I was induced to try the St. James Soci 


remedy, of Broadway, New York, who claims to cure the most obstinat 


sases. I have been taking the remedy now for three years; I am! 
cured, neither can I give up the remedy. I am convinced there 


morphia or some kind of an opiate in it; what amount, of course, | d 


not know. I asked them some time since, but, of course, they ref 
to tell me, but said this much: That if I was obliged to use the m 
phia with the remedy that 4 to 5 grains ought to keep me comfort 
for twenty-four hours. I prefer their remedy rather than the morp 
I certainly am very miserable to use the morphia; in fact, I can ! 
use it. I have tried to cut off from the remedy to the elixir, whi 
they claim is the final; but it would not support me. On the whole, 
is as hard for me to try to give up the remedy as the — os 

rs. MILLER. 





SOOTHING SIRUP—-BABY DEAD. 
MONTREAL, May 22. 
A 6-months-old girl, Violet Jarvis, whose parents arrived from I) 
land a week ago and are staying at Lachine, died, and it was establis! 
at the inquest this morning that she had died from the effects 


soothing sirup administered after she had arrived in Montreal a) 


was too weak to withstand its effects. ; 

The jury brought in a verdict declaring no crime, but adding t! 
‘the label on such patent-medicine bottles should bear the names 
the ingredients composing the medicine.” 


- 





1906. 





657 BoyYLston STREET, 
Boston, Mass., January 12, 1906. 
SAMUEL HOPKINS ADAMS. 


Dear Str: I have followed with great interest your splendid articles 
Collier’s, and feel that you are surely doing an immense amount of 
good by them, 
~ May I call your attention to an article called “ Celerina,” made by 
the Rio Chemical Company, New York? It is supposed’ to be a useful 
d harmless remedy, “especially suitable for clergymen, school-teach- 


Mr 








er etc., and is, I believe, used by teachers to a considerable degree. 
At least one teacher’s life has been almost wrecked by its use in a 


time of great mental and physical strain. Of course she took it in in- 

creasing quantities until completely prostrated by its effect, and now, 
ine months later, her mind is only just recovering its former tone. 

Hioping that you may find an opportunity to examine this preparation, 

I am, yours, sincerely, 

: ANNIE LEE HAMILTON, M. D. 


HAMILTON, OHIO, October —, 1905. 

At 12 o’clock that night he (the doctor) was called and told the 
baby could not be aroused, that it had been sleeping for an hour or 
more and had almost stopped breathing. A neighbor had suggested 
y the child a dose of Mrs. Winslow's Soothing Sirup, and it had 
been given two doses of one-half teaspoonful, each one-half hour apart. 
On examination, Doctor Cummins found the pupils contracted to the 
size of a pin head, pulse very slow, and respiration four a minute. He 


iwil 
ving 


diagnosed opium poisoning. Doctor Cook was called in consultation, 
ar aftey four hours’ work they succeeded in bringing the patient 
d all right. Doctor Cummins states that he has no doubt that 


this was a case of opium poisoning from the morphine contained in the 
oothing sirap. 





SHELBURNE FALLS, MAss., March 2}, 1906. 
I wish to add a few words about Chamberlain's Colic, Cholera, and 
Diarrhea Remedy. Two weeks ago I was consulted by a railroad teleg- 
r who had been taking this medicine for the past two years. He 
it for a diarrhea and has become addicted to it. He now takes 
2 to 4 ounces nightly (he is a night man), and has become a 
plete nervous wreck. 





Judge Smith sentenced Miss Ella Clark, of this city (Mason City), 









to Mount Pleasant Asylum to-day (January 29, 1906). She was proven 
to be addicted to the use of morphine to the extent that her health 
had been undermined, and she is now almost a physical wreck and is 


confined to her bed. In her desire for the drug she bought large quan- 
tities of Chamberlain’s Colic Remedy, which, it is said, she has been 
using for years. 





OPIUM HABIT IN INFANT FROM KOPP’S BABY’S FRIEND. 
We have to record another case of poisoning from the use of Kopp's 
Friend. How many such cases occur annually it is, of course, 
ossible to state, but undoubtedly there are many children who are 
for life, morally and physically, by the continued use of “ patent 
containing opiates. 
patient is the infant daughter of Mr. and Mrs. Edwin Jordan, 


medicines ” 





1204 West Monroe street, Chicago. Ten months ago, when the chiid’s 
I her was visiting her old home in Rebersburg, Pa., the child suffered 
from colic, and the mother was advised by her former pastor, the Rever- 
f Mr. Bixler, a Lutheran minister of that place, to try Kopp’s Baby's 


which, 
family. 


he stated, 
De. J. Jd. 

ecently visited Mr. 
iild wy in an 


was 


was perfectly harmless and had been used 
Deshler, Glidden, Iowa, a relative of the 
and Mrs. Jordan and at once noticed that 
abnormal condition. He reports the case as 


Friend, 


“The medicine was used continuously, according to the instructions 





( a since the child was about 4 months old, once or twice 
( . the last dosage being 1 teaspoonful. The child was under the 
influence of the opiate the whole twenty-four hours. Dentition is 

ist completely absent, and a general condition of lassitude and list- 


is present. 


“Appetite has been fair so that the child is in a well-nourished condi- 


tion [ts age now is 14 months. The child has an extremely waxy 
I r and appears sleepy. While taking the preparation the child ‘ did 
not seem to be able to open its eyes wide’ (see illustration). It can 
w do this. It was formeriy constipated, then lately a severe diar- 
rhea set in, but that ceased when the drug was discontinued. 
i prescribed 2 minims each of tincture of asafetida and tincture of 
] yamus in a little sweetened water. 


‘When necessary an occasional dose of a carminative tablet contain- 
ing a minute dose of codein sulphate was given. The parents were in- 
ie ae to give plenty of nourishment, and pasteurized milk was pre- 
: ie | 
‘Since the child has been taking this the mother states that it is 
h hetter and brighter, and takes more interest in its surroundings, 
, haturally, it is cross and irritable.” 
sent a physician to see the child and to learn present conditions. 
ey are as reported by Doctor Deshler. Mrs. Jordan expressed her 
lingness to have the report published, in the hope that it may be 
means of saving other babies from a similar fate. She declared 
at had she known the preparation contained morphine she would 


ver 





Government should prohibit the sale of such dangerous preparations.” 
Journal of the American Medical Association, May 19, 1906.) 


WHITESVILLE, N. Y., April 16, 1906. 
Dear Sir: In regard to yours of April 1, regarding the death of John 
Grumley, deceased was an oil-well pumper; went out on the lease to 
mp the wells about 2 p. m. March 15; was found in power house by 
is brother the next morning, March 16, at 8.30 a. m. He was in a 
saw him about 11.30; respiration and pulse slow 


atose condition ; 
nd irregular; very slight response to stimulation. An empty bromo- 
had been in the 


Seltzer bottle was found by his side in power house; 

abit of taking it, and had complained to his brother of prostration on 
numerous occasions after taking. No marks of violence were found ou 
body, and as no symptoms of apoplexy or thrombus were present, Doc 
tor Vaughn and myself were of the opinion that his death was from 


| 
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have used it; and she was very emphatic in stating that “ the | 
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the cause stated. No autopsy was held Barneys Mill fs a railroad 
station on the New York and Pennsylvania, in Steuben County, N. Y.; 
post-office at Rexville, 24 miles distant. 


Yours, truly, ‘i 


OFFICE OF COUNTY CORONER, HAMILTON COUNTY, 


OHIO, 
Cincinnati, N 5 


vember 17, 1905. 
Inclosed please find verdict in the Hilda Keck case, which 
out to-day. 


DEAR SiR: 
was given 


















Respectfully, yours, OTis L. CAMERON. 

The testimony shows that the child’s mother had given her a dose 
of the above-named cough sirup, and, thinking it harmless, had placed 
the bottle on a chair beside the bed. The child, while the mother 
slept, drank the contents of the bottle with fatal re is 

An analysis sh« that a bottle of this cougt ip contains 0.48 
of a grain of morphia sulphate, or abcut »; of a grain to the teasponful 

It is reasonable to assume that so potent a drug as morphia can not 
be used as freely as these sirups are without danger, as the following 
extract from Stille’s Therapeutics and Materia Medica on opium 
shows : 

*“ Like other medicines, opium acts with peculiar force on very young 
persons. * * * ‘The uncertainty of its action upon the young has 
long been known, and has led to the reiteration by medical writers of 


cautions in regard to its administration.” 
STATE OF INDIANA, 
Madison County, 88: 

I, Charles Trueblood, coroner of said 
body of William H. Hawkins, and he: 
which said testimony is hereto attached, do hereby find that t 
deceased came to his death the 9th day of October, 1905, from paraly- 
sis of circulation, caused by taking Doctor Davis's Headache Poy 


county, having examined 
rd the testimony of the wit 





























































Said William H. Hawkins, a resident of Indianapolis, Ind., had come 
to Madison County, via Indiana Union Traction Company, on legal busi 
ness, bad transacted said business and reentered a car of Indiana 
Union Traction Company for Marion, Ind., where he expired while 
seated in said car. 

In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and the seal of my 
office this 12th day of October, 1905, 

CHARLES TRUEBLOOD, 
Coroner of Mac yn County. 
POWDERS NEARLY FATAL—MRS. L. W. STONE, OF 96 TAYLOR AVENUE, 
UNCONSCIOUS NEARLY THREE HOURS 

After taking three powders of a package that had been procured for 
her at a corner grocery, Mrs. L. W. Stone, of 96 Ta‘ avenue, Sat 
urday, became unconscious and was so thoroughly ove me that her 
life was at times despaired of. Nearly three hours of work were neces 
sary to bring her out from under the influences of the powerful drug 
contained in the powder. Yesterday she was much improved, and it 
is stated that she will recover. 

Mrs. Stone had suffered from a severe headache when she arose 8: 
urday morning, and about 9 o'clock she sent to the grocel for a 
ps ge of headache cure. She took one of the powders; about 10 
o'clock she took another, and at 11.30 she took a third. At 1 o'clock 
rembers of the family summoned Dr. A. L. Holden, who found Mrs 
Stone in an unconscious condition. Her entire bod had a pu e 
color, her pulse was so low as to be scarcely disting able, | | is 
and lips were black. Powerful stimulants were administered. and 
two hours and a half of dili t work she began to show signs of i 
prov During the three hours she was under the i nee of 

she underwent convulsions, and her condition was considered 
precarious 

The headache powder was “ The Forestine Headache Powder,” man 
ufactured by T. J. Beebe & Sons, of any. The carton states that 
the powders “contain no opiate and warranted to cure i lay 
number of ills, headache included. It is advertised : four <« s f 
10 cents. Examination of the powders by Doctor Holden sh l 
it contained ace lid, one of the deadly poisons, nd said to |! 
ingredient of nearly every headache powder manufactured. The d 
tions on the pack say 

Throw a powder on the tongue and take a swallow of water, if 
necessary. Repeat in fifteen minutes. Sickness or ess of s i 
relieved in five minutes. Eat and drink sparin i grip 7 
pears when one of these is taken. One every four lh s ({ 

(N. Y.) Daily Press, May 14, 1906.) 
C: E M (pril 27, 1 
Mr. SamMurt H. ADAMS, 
Collier's Weekly, New York City 

yearn Site: In reply to your favor of April 24, 19 makin in 
quiry as to the cause of death of Matt Cherry wW 1 17. 1906, 
will say that the preparation which he is taki Mil Pain 
Pills. I have been the f ily physician of this fa ! t 
but never had been called upon t res¢ e for I Ile v Ll very 
robust individual, and operated ‘ * at a stone quar1 lis 
wife says that he was subject to headache and had been taking : d 
many of these pills during the past winte! His ¢ mt tates that 
he saw him take some tablets shortly before he I ned of being 
sick. He was dead when I reached him, 

Yours, sincerely, c&. Mal M 
May 9, 1906 
Mr. S. H. ADAMS, 
416 West Thirteenth Street, New York. 

DraR Sire: In answer to your query concerning the name e 
tablet that caused the death of Matt Cherry, it was Dr. Miles Anti-Pain 
Tablet. 

Yours, Dr. K. E. Ba 
New ORLEANS, LA., November 27 j 

Dear Sir: It is with great thankfulness that I at last s I of 
enlightenment going to the public about patents As a druggist : 
humble way, I have been trying to educ: people in my ir diate 
neighborhood on the proper way of medication via the physician 

I think acetanilid in its various forms nh ( gerous even than 
opium, inasmuch as the people have an inkling of the fact that cough 
sirups, soothing sirups, and patents in that category contain a certain 
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amount of opium or morphine, but with headache and antineuralgic 
preparations no such knowledge is as yet extant. 
I would call your attention to the fact that Mr. A. Heiman, an imme- 





diate neighbor of mine at that time, very nearly died of a dose of two 
antikamnia tablets taken fifteen or twenty minutes apart, containing 
10 grams in all of this compound. If immediate medical help was not | 
available no doubt the makers of this preparation would have been | 


of 
could not be passed prohibiting both the manufacture and sale of such 
nostrums. 
Yours, truly. 


guilty another murder. I do not see for the life of me why a law 


Geo. A. THOMAS. 























GIRL LYING IN SNOWDRIFT—-OVERCOME BY HEADACHE REMEDY ON HER 
WAY TO WORK, SHE WANDERED ALL DAY—BROMO SELTZER. 

Charlotte Thompson, 17 years old, of 162 West 116th street, was 

found lying in a snowdrift about 5 o’clock yesterday afternoon at 
isstn street and Amsterdam avenue by Policeman Thomas Barry of 
the West 152d street station, half frozen. She was taken to the Wash- 
ington Heights Hospital. When stimulants had been given to her, she 
f | that she had been walking the streets since morning, but she 
could not tell where she had been. 
3 young woman is a bookkeeper in a furnishing goods store on 
We h street. Going to work, she stopped in a drug store to get 
a for a headache. After that she says she has no recollection 
of \ ppened 

I y nost stumbled over the girl’s body in a pile of snow. At 
f t zht she was dead. 

‘ young woman was found nearly 5 miles away from her home. | 
I phy ans at the hospital said that the girl might have suffered | 
from something in the drug she took. She will be able to go home 
to-day (New York paper, April, 1906.) 

DALLASTOWN, Pa., March 19, 1906. 
Cou! S WEEKLY, New York. 
My Dear Sir: Being interested in your well-directed efforts to stop 
the Slaughter of the innocents by proprietary poisons, I report to you 
the following: 

On Feb 18, 1906, at Craley, Pa., Ralph B. Kinard, a chila of 2 
ye: died from effects of “‘ Kopp’s Baby’s Friend.” Dr. N. A. Over- 
m of East Prospect, Pa., the attending physician, reported cause 
of death opium poison, 

Mr. Samvurt H. ADAMS, care Collier’s. 
Dear Sir: Permit me to thank you for having intervened in a well- 


meant attempt on my part to poison myself. I had already half accom- 





plished the feat when I read in Collier’s that Bromo-Quinine contains 
acetanilide. I had been taking the tablets for a severe cold in the head 
and should pr bly have persisted in taking them, as the symptoms, | 
especially the headache, grew worse, and the directions on the box favor | 
persistent treatment until recovery. 

Personally, consider this fraud to be the worse that you have ex- 
pose b the so-called “medicine” is virtually masquerading 





uise of 
ts. 
y account. The quantity, I suppose, I swallowed under the 
bromine and quinine has made me miserably ill for the last ten 


other medicines which are well known and definite 





1 





uise of 
ays. 
. 


CINCINNATI Hospivau, Cincinnati, May 14, 1906. 
DeAR Sin: Your favor of the 12th to hand. In reply, will state as 


ws 


rs old and said that it had swallowed the contents of a 2-ounce 
» of Piso’s Cough Sirup. 
produced the bottle and it then contained about one teaspoonful, 


lle 
rif 
















so that if the youngster started with a full bottle (and the father said 
he had), he must have taken a pretty good dose. 

fhe child was pretty well stupified, but his pupils were not markedly 
con ted; but I at once had his stomach carefully washed out and 
in it an hour he was taken home out of all danger. 

I spoke to one druggist here, and he said there was no way of | 
telling exactly the contents of the bottle, unless we analyzed; but on | 
lookii up some works, we found it stated that each fluid drachm 
contained one-fourth grain morphine sulphate and cannabis indica 
in variable amounts. 

If that is true the child got enough morphia to kill him very easily 
or promptly, unless medical aid was at hand. 

Ve , I am inclined to doubt there being such an amount of 
mor] ent, because of the absence of the “ pin-point pupil;” yet, 
as indica gener: lat the pupil, it is possible it may 
have that sympton hine poisoning. 

CINCINNATI, OHIO, May 14, 1906. 

1 name of the patent medicine taken by my little boy was Piso’s 

( Cure. 
I am, Mrs. Morris KEITH, 
822 Genesee Street, Cincinnati, Ohio. 

Ch taken to Cincinnati hospital May 5, unconscious. Stomach 

used. R vered. Statement of Dr. A. E. Osmond, of hospital 
Cuicaco, December 8, 1905. 
Hopx! ADAMS, Esq., New York City, N. Y. 

I IR: I h j read your articles on cold cures, headache 

“ and the like. 

I take the liberty of writing this letter to thank you and Collier’s 
Weekly. These things are a menace to the public and should be driven 
from the market. 


As you are doubtless aware, owing probably to “ the lake,” catarrh is 


quite common in Chicago. Some years since some “damned good-na- 
tured friend” told me to try Doctor Birney’s Catarrh Cure. I did. | 
There was nothing to indicate the presence of cocaine or any other | 
noxious ingredient. I took several bottles, and they, like the immortal 


Oliver Twist, called for more, 


I would not have taken acetanilide, knowing it to be 


On the morning of May 5 a colored man brought in a child about | 


One day I asked an honest druggist for it and he said, “In the ; 
of God, man, do you know what you are taking? That stuff wil] ;< 
you the cocaine habit if you don’t cut it out.” I “cut it out.” <A; 
want to assure you that I had a hell of a time (actually, not 
ratively) in doing that same “ cutting out.” 

I truly believe that people are daily using these drugs innocent!) - 
they know not what they are. =? 





APRIL 20, 10908, 
Mr. WILLIAM R. OVERBY, 
14 Kent street, Atlanta, Ga. 

Dear Sir: Will you very kindly let me know the name of the } 
ache powder taken by your daughter, as reported in the newspa; 
and also whether it was taken on a physician’s prescription? ; 

Thanking you in advance for the information, 


I am, SAMUEL H. Apa 





SAMUEL H. ADAMS. 


Dear Sir: In reply to your request, I will state it was not a p 
I gave my daughter, but a liquid “ antimigraine,’’ manufactured by 
Antimigraine Company, Savannah, Ga. Our daughter and mysel? 
taken two bottles without any bad effect, and I thought it perfectly 
to give to this one, but it came near proving serious. 


Respectfully, um we 
rs. - H, Oversy, 





TOO MUCH BROMO SELTZER CAUSED HIS DEATH—-FRUIT DEALER 


DEAD WHILE TALKING WITH CUSTOMER. 


Antonio Tramonte, a fruit dealer, Gecpped dead in his store at 
175 Main street at midnight Saturday while talking to two custo: 
Death was due to an attack of heart disease, Medical Examiner | 
| says, which may have been brought on by the excessive use of bro: 
seltzer, which Tramonte was in the habit of taking for heada 
Doctor Fuller said that analysis has proved that a _ teaspoonf 
bromo seltzer contains 74 grains of acetanilid, which tends to weak 
the heart action. Tramonte took several spoonsful yesterday, a: 
Doctor Fuller said that in all probability Tramonte had a weak hear 
and the overdose of the drug stopped his heart action. 


DR 


Zz 





Tramonte had been a fruit dealer in Hartford for several years. [le 
was 25 years old and leaves a wife. The funeral will be held Tuesday 
morning from his late residence at 8.30 o'clock, followed by services 
in St. Anthony’s Church. Burial will be in Blue Hills Cemetery, 


(From the Hartford, Conn., Courant.) 





HEADACHE TABLETS KILL HIM—-MAJOR SMITH, WELL-KNOWN OSKALOOSA 
MAN DROPS DEAD AT THE ‘CRICKET MINES. 
OSKALOOSA, 10Wa, November 21 
Major Smith dropped dead at the Cricket mines to-day from the 
effects of taking too many headache tablets. (From the Des Moines, 
Iowa, Register and Leader.) 





HEADACHHD MEDICINE WAS TOO STRONG. 


R. W. Wilkerson, whose home is in Springfield, Tenn., but who is 
employed as a barber at the Seelbach, was taken to the city hospita! 
about midnight last night. He was ill, it is thought, as the 1 





| of some headache medicine he took earlier in the night. His heart is 
| said to be weak, and the powders were too strong, it is thought. Ile 
; was able to walk to the ambulance from his room in the St. Nichola 

| Hotel and was never unconscious. Dr. Leo Bloch was called in, but 


made only a hasty examination and would not say what caused the 
collapse of the man. He had not been well during the day and com- 
plained to the bartender at the hotel before going to his room. He is 24 
years old and is unmarried. (From the Louisville, Ky., Journal, Jan- 
uary 17, 1906.) 








HEADACHE-POWDER VICTIM. 


Maud Andrews, a chorus girl, stopping at Beliser’s Hotel, op; 
the Empire Theater, got some headache powders, with instructio 
take one every four hours, last night. Instead of following the d 
| tions, the girl took one every half hour, and she finaily became wu: 
scious. Doctor Poole, of the dispensary staff, revived her. (1 
the Indianapolis News, February 15, 1906.) 


te 





TOOK A HEADACHE POWDER—DR. H. J. STALKER, OF KENOSHA, WIS., 
PROSTRATED FROM ITS EVIL EFFECTS. 
KENOSHA, WIS., Februcry ° 
Dr. H. J. Stalker, of this city, a prominent physician, collap 
Racine while attending a banquet given by Racine physicians in 
of the Kenosha Medical Association. He was removed to his ro 
| the hotel, and is still in a critical condition. ‘The cause of the su 
| collapse is thought to be due to what was supposed to be a har 
headache powder. The members of his family were summoned to t 
scene. (Irom the Dubuque, lowa, Journal, February 8, 1906.) 





HEADACHE TABLETS ALMOST PROVE FATAL, 


MILLVILLE, N. J., February 1}. 


Headache tablets proyed almost deadly to Mrs. Emma Rubert, 
of Francien Rubert, yesterday afternoon, and when a physician arri\ 
at her home, 229 South Third street, he found her unconscious 
apparently lifeless. . 

Mrs. Rubert felt somewhat ill at dinner time, and, taking head 
tablets, tried to take a nap, but when her husband attempted to a 
her a half hour later he was unable to do so. 

Mr. Rubert was badly frightened and thought his wife was dead 
called Dr. Charles B. Neal, who applied restoratives, and, after 
siderable difficulty, succeeded in resuscitating the woman from 
comatose state, so that she is now believed to be out of danger. : 

The tablets had paralyzed the heart and nerve centers, and had Mrs 
Rubert slept an hour longer, it is believed that nothing could have sayed 
her life. (From the Camden, N. J., Courier, February 14, 1906.) 


Mrs. Joseph Parfrey, aged 32, of this city, was adjudged insane \ 
day, and on Tuesday taken to the Mendota hospital at Madison, w! 
she will receive medical treatment. Her insanity is said to be the | 
| sult of the morphine habit contracted from the use of certain patent 
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; es which contained the drug. (From The Rich!and Center, | 



































Observer, February 1, 1906.) Determina 
1 a cheery smile, Charles C. Wright, assistant manager of the 
( | Life Insurance Company, in this city, chatted with a bartender n— 
loon in Market near Nineteenth street yesterday. A few minutes 9o% J ’ ] ] 
> oe ae 5 9999 | Nurses’ ar er e ®2-ounce bottle co t of ¢ 
.e lay dead in the rear yard of the building, a victim of cyanide | — ee d= Mothers’ | One Zounce bottl 2 
ium, taken with suicidal intent. oe a ee eee ald _ eal 
( : Bo sas . | . ne ndred ull er ft 1D nfu 
alth, superinduced by a failing heart weakened by the excessive | D agra Dect 7 Sain i 
powders to ward off severe attacks of neuralgia, is believéd by a it a. 1 or 
nily to have prompted him to end his life. (From the Phila- | h aera ; , 
d a Dress.) 10163 | Dr. Fenner’sCough Honey | Each teasp il conta ne-eighti 
tae k grain of yn ne 
BEWARE OF HEADACHP POWDERS. | 10743 Morphine-< ura Com- | Contains morp! 
' “he yw s i , rj sdlv oneratic ° Jean. | ae . pount 4 . » 
lache powder _ continue _the ir deadly operations, here and else 10745 | Orrine No. 4............... Snecific gray " al 
In this city a clergyman from another town was recently 'Y rh \ 
nconscious*and was with difficulty revived. It is thought he | | wme 24 e at 100° ¢ 
- victim of some form of these powders. At York, Pa., on | | 50 8] acini “aeaaie miner s sttor c 
S y, Miss Sadie Kemper, 26 years of age, who was to be married | Dee “Mieiinetdiees Tian ak coats 
‘ |, died from the effects of a headache powder. Some of these | or its adel a i 
drugs may be innocent, but they are to be taken with caution | | omy in sufficient amount ¢ 
better to consult a physician before indulging in them. ‘There | | table drugs in so yn 
vy forms of headache, as there are of sore throat, and what ° Rites iid ; 
good for one form may not be effective with another. More = oan - = — 
‘ here may be constitutional or organic difficulties whi in indi- LIST OF POTENT —tene: _ 
es would make the taking of these powerful dru exceed IST OF POTENT MEDICINAL SUBSTA 
i aungerous. Life and health are too precious to be trified with The following list of drugs and elementary bodies comp 
{ ignorance and presumption. (From the Rochester, N. Y., | substances whose presence in medi L « 1 st i 
( i March 20, 1906.) that the label o1 package of si medicinal prey i mm or compo a 
should indicate t presence and name the amount of such ingredient: 
YANGEROUS ADACHE POWDERS Acetanilid (0.25). 
DANGEROUS HEADACHE POWDERS. ‘ 
a 7 - d n . 65 Oo { 7 e “it cin mS 
se of having taken an unusual quantity of headache capsules. Adre ot A 2 a Be eee — 
] A. McColly, a well-known business man of Latrobe, had a nar- A eall ~etnees alin aa de ty ee 
. : eo) ahi i ) > £ er 
! ape from death Thursday. A woman in Bradenville had a Antimony and sain ounds. 
experience, and in both cases prompt medical aid was necessary ‘Aaaies nella ncaa . 
4 hea natiea : iT" ¥ (Rron » irae re Ye Arvo ‘ y sm . — - t ins, pers . 
{ the pay through. (From the Greensburg, Pa., Argus, Janu elladonna (65 mg.) and alkaloids. 
‘ LYUS. 


romine. 

‘annabis indica (65 mg,). 
‘antharides (30 mg.). 
‘hromium compounds, 
‘hloral and deriv. 


I 
I 
( 
' OF DEATH—TOOK FREE SAMPLES—HERBERT GREATRIX, OF BELLE- ( 
E, IS DYING AFTER TAKING SAMPLE CATHARTIC SPECIFIC. : 
BELLEVILLE, April 1. Chlorates (K, 0.25). 
sult, it is alleged, of taking patent medicine which had been Chloroform. | : 
1 around the streets in free samples, Herbert Greatrix, aged Coca and alkaloids. nailed 
the point of heath in the hospital. On Wednesday night he ce Ichicum (0.2) and alkaloid. 
jose of medicine, which was said to be a cathartic, and on Thurs Colocynth (Go mg. i ae 
ning was seized with violent diarrhea + cea (0.2) and alkaloid. 
| 
( 
( 
( 
( 





Later he was taken 













































. ramp and vomiting, and Doctor Yeomans advised his removal opper compounds, 
t hospital. This morning an operation was performed and the ‘resol s ad 
\ fellow found to be suffering from rupture of the bowels. His SeOSeTe (0.2) and deriv. 
lif despaired of. (From the Winnipeg, Manitoba, Telegram, April Ae te ou. 
2 16.) rare 
a ‘ = (65 mg.) and active principles. 
it Article. Determination. 
N = 
} Duboisine. 
- Elaterium and its principle (5 mg.). 
Gray's Catarrh Powder ..| Contains cocaine. Ergot (2.0). a ae 
Crown Catarrh Powder ..| Do. Gelsemium (65 mg.) and alkaloids. 
"469 Cole’s Catarrh Powder .._| Do. Granatum and alkaloid (0.25). 
i470 Shiloh’s Consumption | Contains chloroform, prussic acid, alcohol, | Hyos yamus (0.25) and alkaloid. 
Cure. | and a tar product. Test for morphine, Heroin. 
| negative. lodine. eer 2 . 
Hood's Sarsaparilla....-.-- Contains 17.92 per cent of alcohol by vol- Ipecac and alkaloid (65 mg.). 
ume ' Lead compounds (Acet. 65 mg.). 
Sa . . one Tobelis —) and alkaloi 
aine’s Celery Compound. Contains 20.24 per cent of alcohol by vol- M beltn (O.o) and a keloid. 
ume. Atetny comp. and ce 
Warner’s Safe Cure.......| Contains 15.40 per cent of alcohol by vol- —— y and compound 
7 Naphthalene ¢ mda 
ume. i 
ha tiinseie i... vain cheudsoce Mixture of acetanilid and sodium bicar- Ux Vommica meg. nd its alka id 
bonate. Opium (65 mg.), its aikaloids and deriv 
ee Do. | Phenyl comp. and deriv. 
Piso’s Consumption Cure.) Contains chloroform, alcohol, and appar Phosphorus (0.5 mg.). Sitninte 
ently cannabis indica. No morphine. Physostigma (0.1) and alkaloids. 
> . : ‘ : . Nlocarpine an salt ¢ 
Kopp’s Baby Friend —....- Contains morphine. P locarpine and salts (0.01 
Kilmer’s Swamp Root ....; Contains 11.17 per cent of alcohol by vol- Picrotoxin (0.01). - 
ume. Podophyllum, resin (15 mg.). 
Dr. Bull's Cough Syrup...| Contains chloroform and morphine saccharin. 
Mrs. Winslow’s Soothing | Contains morphine, 0 027 grain suly Santonin (65 mg.). . 
Syrup. morphine perounce. Each botik Sanguimaria, active principle ot. 
| 1} ounces, containing + grain. One tea- Scammony resin (0. 
spoonful contains 0.0084 grain of mor Scilla (0.12). 
phine Silver, compounds of. 
os . " . * tatty : . Leonals 4° < ) vl all Inia 
Dr. Davis’sAnti-Headache Sample is composed almost entirely of ace- Scopola (45 mg are ' 
Powders. tanilid scopartus, its s : 
Dr. King’s Consumption Contains morphine and chloroform. a ae (65 
Cure. strop sant us (& i LIV a 
8 Bromo-Seltzer.............. Contains bromideandacetanilid. Acetani- Veratrin (2 meg.). 
lid equals 8.35 per cent. One heaping Veratrum (0.1: : 
teaspoonful weighs 120 grams, c ntai Zinc, compounds of we LY : ae oi tllien lane “ik ak 
ing approximately 10 grains of acetani rhe figures refer to the average doses | , , , 
lid. =’ : ‘ Mr TPRHReIreeN Mr “hair : mi bs 
Harper's Cephalgine insacetanilid approximately 5grains  , * [r. HEI BURN. Mr. Chairman, I move 
rain Food, to the dose of 2 drams co now rise. 
sative Bromo-Quinine. Contains acetanilid (89.82 per cent.) ane The motien was erreed to 
} . 5 1 , » irecte » owe . ; ' 
~ dase ame pave ee The committee accordingiy rose; and the \ r 
4 e ts LOt > s ins cove i o 2 ‘ . . 
lid sumed the chair, Mr. Currier, Chairman of the ‘ 
Dr. Boschee’s German | Morphine prenent Can, none: hy the Whole House on the state of the Union, rep 
sirup iroc icac *s y lv rived 24 _ : . : 
: eet i eng a. alee SaaS | committee had had under consideration the bill S. 88 
i ja » = 5 = = ’ . . 
tar present. food bill—and had come to no resolution the 
Dr. Mile’s new cure for Specific gravity, 1.0214; alcohol by vol- | 
the heart. ume, 10.38 per cent; alcohol by weight, | FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION 
8.05 per cent; residue on evaporat ‘on, | 
. | 2.38 per cent (mainly glycerin): } . . m - . ent oes = i : 
| eral matter, 0.33 per cent (mainly is .. } Mr. SMI TH of Iowa. Mr. Speal er, I pre ell ‘ aa 
and a small amount of lime). None of | report on the fortifications appropriation bill (H. R. i 
F ey a ge oe ~ arti- | printing in the Recorp under the rule. 
cial coloring present. Sample has a The SPRAKE Cin ienne mumek eAll he weinte 7 
deep green color and is an alcoholic ex fhe SPEAKER. The con e report will be } 1 under 


tract of a leaf drug. the rule. 
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VIEWS OF MINORITY ON PURE-FOOD BILL. 
ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
in the Recorp the views of the minority on the pure-food 
There was a double quantity printed of the majority re- 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
tleman from Georgia? 

re was no objection. 

views of the minority are as follows: 


gned members of the Committee on Interstate and For- 
‘e, being unable to agree with the report submitted on 
respectfully submit the following reasons why they can 
the report : 
of government to regulate the sale of food products and 
rohibit adi ilteration of the same, prescribe the manner in which 
be brs randed, and fix the size and weight of the packages in 
food products and drugs shall be contained is admittedly 
se of police power. We do not understand or believe, from 
i i n of the powers of Congress contained and specified in 
stitution of the United States, that Congress has the power or 
ity to enact police laws for the regulation of the manufacture, 
r for the prevention of the adulteration of food, except so far 
laws may be mad e to apply to the District of Columbia, the 
and those alities over which Congress has, under 
n, exclusive jurisdiction. 
» are in hearty accord with all efforts made for the purpose 
laws prevent the sale of impure or adulterated 
and impositions upon the people by the 
ed food, we believe that the legislatures of 
i power and authority to enact such laws 
to protect the people of the various States from fraud and impo- 
n by the sale of impure or adulterated food and drugs. Nearly all 
eS have enacted laws on the subject, and are enforcing them. 
to protect the people of the various States in health, in 
ral welfare is inherent in the States—was reserved to 
Constitution, was not delegated to the Congress of 
and remains there to be exercised by the States at 
asure of the legislatures of such States. 
‘e do not believe that it is true that the various States have failed 
io fail to protect their citizens properly in the matter of impure 
The evidence before the committee is to the contrary. Doctor 
the Chief the Bureau of Chemistry, and who has been most 
insistent, and influential in advocating the passage of a national 
‘t, in his evidence before the Committee on Interstate 
‘ of the House, pages 308, 309 of the hearings, 
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‘Doctor WI By consent, yes, sir; 








the | 


but in these other cases we get | 





| Wisconsin, nor Minnesota. 





a request for certified copies and send them. 

‘Mr. Bart.ierr. Certified copies of what? 

“Doctor Wriey. Of the food standards. 

“Mr. BartTLerr. What law makes that edmissible? 

‘Doctor Witney. It is because they were prepared for the advice of | 
food officials and for the information of the courts. That was in the | 
original act under which these were prepared. It was dropped out of 
t last act, but it was in the original act under which these were pre- 
pared, and it was for the use of food officials and for the information 
‘ i yuurts. That is what they were prepared for. Therefore we 
had a v nt of law to send them out, and the Secretary does that. 

** Now, ‘re is a list of the States that have adopted these standards. 

\ir. TOWNSEND. How many of them are there, do you think—about 
how many? 

‘Ds tor WiLey. Connecticut, Indiana, Kentucky, Maine, North Da- 
kot Nebraska, and a number of others that some of these have been 
ad iin. Perhaps I had better read them. 

TOWNSEND. Well, no; I do not care about that. | 
Doctor WiLrr. It is all down here, Mr. TOWNSEND; that is, the | 

















Sta hat have adopted them by act of legislature are stated here, and 
t] » that have adopted them by authority conferred on the food com- 
missioner are here. 

“Mr. TOWNSEND. I thought you could tell us generally. 

“Doctor Winer. Well, I could not without running over this list, 
because they are arranged here alphabetically; but all that informa- 
1 » is there. 

“I have also here the attitude of the States in regard to preserva- | 
tives—those that forbid and those that permit their use. You will find 
that useful, because they are all classified, and you can get that readily. 
The are taken from the copies officially sent to us in compiling the 
Si laws 

Mr. BarTLettT. Most of the States, if not all, have what they call 
pure-food laws, and most of them have commissioners—how many of 
ihe States? 

Dcetor Winiry. Nearly all the States have food laws, and about 
tw or perhaps a few more, of them have provided for the enforce- 
I t of those laws. The others are just laws without any metheds of 
enforcement; and, in so far as I know, in those States the laws are not 
ent “d But where the law provides for a machinery to enforce the | 
law. in most States it is enforced very rigidly. That is all brought out 
in th statement 

Mr. Bartietrr. That is what I want. So you say that where they 

ive adopted these food laws and appointed food commissioners or 
officers to watch the enforcement of them, they are enforced very 
properly ? 

‘Doctor WiLry. Yes, very efficiently, as far as the State can go. 
And I will say this, Mr. Chairman, that in every State, I believe, where 
the statute has pr a prescribed the standard, and, of course, re- | 
quired an act of the leg slature, I believe in every other case these 
standards have be ted by the food commissioners in toto. In 

one State mad great mistake in adopting the preliminary report 

















for criticism, thinking it contained the official standards, 

an y are in a pickle to know what to do about it. They did 
not not at it was only sent out as a preliminary suggestion and not 
as a standard at ; and of course the standards as finally adopted 
would be very di if t from those which were at first proposed, be- 
cause it is remarkable how we get the information that we want when 
Ww d these out and ask for criticisms, and thereby are enabled to 
construct finally a standard of high efficiency, not absolute accuracy, of 
ct ‘se, 

Another. witness, Mr. Williams, made the following statement, page 
15 

* Mr. TOWNSEND. You are familiar with the Michigan law? 





“Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes. 

“Mr. TOWNSEND. Doesn't that prohibit you from manufacturing and 
selling excepting under that label? 

~ Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes, sir. 

“Mr. Burke. Did you state in your opening statement that thx Ws 
of these three States were substantially the same, and that they eo. 
form to the language of this bill? : , 

““Mr. WILLIAMS. I said they were along the same general lines. ‘Tho 
principle of the laws to a great extent and the wording of the laws are 
very similar—or, rather, this being a later production, House pij| Np 


4527 is very similar to the laws of those three States. The point th; 
I was trying to bring out is that under that language the rulings mo 
by whoever administers the law could be changed in every ch; 
administration. It is not at all likely that any one man is goine 
live forever and always be at the head of the Department which wou! 4 
administer this law. 

“Mr. RicHarpDson. How many of the States have piwre-food laws? 
Don’t you know, as a general proposition, that pure-food laws of the 
different States, as a general practice, are a dead letter in the majority 
of the States as to the enforcement of them? > oe 

“Mr. WILLIAMS. I would not say that. 

“Mr. BARTLETT. It does not seem so in Wisconsin. 

“Mr. WILLIAMS. It is not a dead letter in the State of Michigan, ; 
It is not a dead letter in North Dakota py 












South Dakota. It is not a dead letter in Pennsylvania, nor in Ohio 
nor in Illinois, nor in Indiana. 

“Mr. Ricwarpson. Is it not a fact that the standards created by the 
different States with respect to the sale of goods can not be effectually 


enforced ? 

‘Mr. WILLIAMS. Not without a lot of embarrassment of this nina. 
You have got to make your goods all alike and label them differently 
for each State, carrying in your stock of made-up goods a stock Mfc 
every State in the country doing business. A jobber whose place of 
business is located on the borders of a State must carry a stock of. goods 
to comply with the laws of those different adjacent States. 

**Mr. Burke. You do not object to the law, but you want it unif 

“Mr. WILLIAMS. We don’t object to it, but we 
ply with it. 


rm? 
yant it so we can com. 


“Mr. RicHarpDson. If you had an act of Congress regulating this m 
ter, the States could still enact their own statutes. 

‘Mr. WILLIAMS. I believe they can. | 

“Mr. RusseLu. Do you know of any State where the law is a deaq 
letter? 

‘Mr. WILLIAMS. I do not know. I would also state that the law is 


actively enforced in Kentucky. 
“Mr. RussgexLwu. Is there any difference in the enforcement of the law 

in the various States where you sell the goods? 
“Mr. WILLIAMS. No, sir; no marked difference. They 

be very active.” 
One of the purposes of the bill is to enable the manufacturers of 


i 


all seem 


to 


food and dealers in food to disregard and violate the laws of the 
various States on the subject of pure food, and that has been one of 
the chief influences that have been advocating the enactment of this 
bill into law. The bill deals purely with questions of police, such as 
‘adulterations in drugs,” “adulterations in confectionery,’ adul 
terations in food,” “ misbranding of packages of food,” etc. The pill 
undertakes to establish standards for food, to prescribe how and in 


what manner preservatives for food may be used, and, in other words, 
undertakes to enact into law nothing save those things that are a 
cepted and regarded as police regulations in the sale of food pr due 

It is true that the bill in one section pretends that it does not int 
with the police regulations of the States, but at the same time the same 
section declares that foods and drugs which comply with the pri 
sions of this act shall not be interfered with by the State authorities 
when brought from another State so long as they remain in the origi 
nal. unbroken packages. 

We challenge the right of Congress to enact such a law as this. We 
deny that Congress has any such power, and insist that under the 
pretense and guise of regulating commerce Congress can not enact a 
law which is purely for the purpose of exercising pglice power 
the States. The test which would be applied to the act, if it 
become a law, would be whether laws enacted by the States in refer 
ence to the subject of food products and drugs which were manufac 
tured in the States or which were brought into the States, whether in 
original packages or not, for sale could be enforced where such laws 
conflicted with this act of Congress. The only reason that could 
given why the State law would be inoperative would be that this act 
was passed in pursuance of the power of Congress to regulate com 
merce and that the laws of the States passed on the same subject were 
eNorts on the part of the State to interfere with commerce. 

As we have stated, we do not believe that this bill can be enacted 
by Congress by reason of its power and authority to regulate 
merce among the States, nor do we believe that this act will prevent 
the States from enforcing such laws as they now have on their statute 
books, or that they may hereafter pass, for the purpose of protecting 
the people of the States from fraud and imposition in the matter of 
impure food or drugs, or prevent the States from themselves estab- 
lishing standards of foods with which all food products must comply, 
whether manufactured in the States or brought therein for sale, 
sumption, or use. 

It occurs to us to say that this is but another effort to minimize 
the powers of the States and to magnify the powers of the General 
Government, an effort to look to the General Government for t! 2 
rection of all the ills and evils with which the public may think itself 
afflicted. We believe that the State legislatures are competent to 
enact adequate laws on the subject, and that the State officials are both 
honest and efficient and will enforce the laws. We de not believe th iat 
this law will accomplish any more than State laws rigidly enforced 
would accomplish. 

Selieving that this is an attempt on the part of the Uinted States to 
exercise police power within the States, and that it is not a proper 
exercise of power by Congress under the commerce clause of the Col sti 
tution of the United States, we insist that neither the origina! Dill 
which came from the Senate nor the substitute offered by the commit: 
tee should pass. Amplifying our reasons, we submit that— 


POLICE POWER. 
The police power of the States extends to all matters relating to the 
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health, safety, and morals of its citizens and to everything referring to 
its domestic economy and of the relations of the people to each ather 
and the States. 
This was clearly decided by the License cases (5 Howard, 631), per 
Grier, J., in whose opinion cases on this subject are cited. ee 
See Federalist, No. 45, 216; Passenger cases, 7 Howard? 523, 9003 


State 
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ves 


». Slaughter, 15 Pet., 512; License cases, 5 Howard, 589, 631; 
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reenl., 412; Holmes v. Jennison, 14 Pet., 568; Gibbons v. Ogden, | 


Wheat., 203; Mayor, ete., of N. Y., v. Miln., 11 Pet., 133; Brown v. 
|. 12 Wheat., 441, 4 Sandf., 492, 5 Howard, 628, 7 Howard, 414, 7 
vard, 417, 1 Black, 603 (66 U. S., XVII, 191), the case of Conway v. 
or: Austin v. Tennessee, 179 U. 8., 343. 

he principle sustained in the cases above cited is condensed in the 
1 notes to the case of The Mayor and Aldermen of New York v. 
1. (11 Peters), as follows: 

\ State has the same undeniable and unlimited jurisdiction over all 
ons and things within its territorial limits as any foreign nation, 
n that jurisdiction is not surrendered or restrained by the Consti- 
nn of the United States. 

it is not only the right but the bounden and solemn duty of a 

to advance the safety, a, and prosperity of its people 

to provide for its general welfare by any and every act of legis- 
nn which it may deem conducive to these ends when the powers 
the particular subject or the manner of its exercise are not sur- 
iored or restrained by the Constitution of the United States. 


I 

\ll those powers which relate to merely municipal legislation, or 
which may be more properly called “internal police,” are not surren- 
‘ i or restrained, and, consequently, in relation to these the authority 
of the State is complete, unqualified, and exclusive.” 


W 


S ; with reference to branding and labeling food 


Cc 


I 


titutional 


the opinion rendered by Judge Barbour the statement is made 
these positions are considered as “impregnable.” In defining 

t is meant by the “ police powers” of the State, the court said: 

Every law came within this description which concerned the wel- 

of the whole people of a State or any individual within it, whether 

ated to their rights or duties; whether it respected them as men 

; citizens of the State; whether in their public or private relations ; 

her it related to the rights of persons or of property of the whole 

» of a State or of any individual within it, and whose operation 
within the territorial limits of the State, and upon the persons 
things within its jurisdiction * * *,” 

Congress is without power to legislate (except as to the District of 
ia, the Territories, and insular possessions) on this subiect. 
Congress can not exercise this police power so as to make it a 

for any citizen to violate the provisions of this bill in any of the 
roducts, or for 

- to have the same come up to the standard provided by this bill, 


r 


our opinion, clearly established by the case of United States v. 


Cc. De Witt. (9 Wallace, 41, 45.) In that case De Witt was 
ted under the twenty-ninth section of the internal-revenue act, 
made it a misdemeanor punishable by fine or imprisonment to 


ale naphtha and illuminating oils, or to sell or offer for sale 
ixture, or to sell or offer for sale oil made of petroleum for 
inating purposes inflammable at less temperature than 110° F., 
the indictment alleged that he offered for sale oil made of petro- 
of the deseription specified in the statute at Detroit, Mich. To 
indictment the defendant demurred upon two grounds, to wit: 
the first charge in the indictment did not constitute any offense 
‘any valid and constitutional law of the United States, and that 
above quoted was invalid and unconstitutional. 
re was a certificate of division of opinion between the circuit 
and the case came to the Supreme Court of the United States 
such certificate of division. The opinion of the court was pro- 
ed by Chief Justice Chase, and the decision is concurred in by all 
’ In that case the Chief Justice said that the act was so 
y a regulation of police, and that it could only have constitutional 
ation within the District of Columbia and those localities over 
h the United States has exclusive jurisdiction, that it was unneces- 
to enter into a detailed discussion of it, and that within the State 
ts the law could have no constitutional operation. ‘This case is so 
tly in point and so fully sustains the proposition that the provi- 
of this bill are mere regulations of police and an effort on the part 
Congress to exercise police powers within the limits of the State, 
power Congress does not possess, that the following quotation 
the opinion is given: 
Che question certified resolves itself into this: Has Congress power, 
ler the Constitution, to prohibit trade within the limits of a State? 
That Congress has power to regulate commerce with foreign na- 
and among the several States, and with the Indian tribes, the 
titution expressly declares. But this express grant of power to 
ate commerce among the States has always been understood as 
ted by its terms, and as a virtual denial of any power to interfere 
the internal trade and business of the separate States; except, 
d, as a necessary and proper means for carrying into execution 
e other power expressly granted or vested. 
“Tt has been urged in argument that the provision under which 
is indictment was framed is within this exception; that the prohi- 
ion of the sale of the illuminating oil described in the indictment 
s in aid and support of the internal-revenue tax imposed on other 
minating oils. And we have been referred to provisions, supposed 
analogous, regulating the business of distilling liquors and the 
ie of packing various manufactured articles; but the analogy appears 
fail at the essential point, for the regulations referred to are re- 
icted to the very articles which are the subject of taxation, and are 
adapted to secure the collection of the tax imposed, while in 
case before us no tax is imposed on the oils the sale of which 
prohibited. If the prohibition, therefore, has any relation to taxa- 
at all, it is merely that of increasing the production and sale of 
r oils and, consequently, the revenue derived from them by ex- 
ding from the market the particular kind described. 
‘This consequence is too remote and too uncertain to warrant us in 
ng that the prohibition is an appropriate and plainly adapted 
ns for carrying into execution the power of laying and collecting 
s. There is, indeed, no reason for saying that it was regarded 
Congress as such a means, except that it is found in an act im- 
ng internal duties. Standing by itself it is plainly a regulation 
police; and that it was so considered, if not by the Congress which 
ted it, certainly by the succeeding Congress, may be inferred from 
» circumstance that while all special taxes on illuminating oils were 
aled by the act ef July 20, 1868, which subjected distillers and 
ners to the tax on sales as manufactures, this prohibition was left 


epealed. 
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a police regulation, relating exclusively to the internal trade of 
States, it can only have effect where the legislative authority of 





| where Congress had passed an act prohibiting the sale of certain | 
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5 Wall., 470— J. S., XVIII, 500—and the cases cited) th: think 
it unnecessary to enter again upon the discussion. 


it we 





tm The first question certified must, therefore, be answered in the 
negative, 

“The second question must also be answered in the negative, except 
so far as the section named 


) operates within 
without the limits of any State.” 
This bill by its very title indicates that it is an effort on the past of 
the United States Congress to enact a police regulation or law, for it is 
entitled “An act for preventing the manufacture, sale, or transporta- 
tion of adulterated or misbranded or poisonous or deleterious foods, 
drugs, medicines, and liquors, and for regulating traffic therein,” ete. 
If it is a correct statement that this bill is one by which Congress 
seeks to exercise police power over citizens and property in localities 
other than those over which it has exclusive jurisdiction, to wits the 
District of Columbia, the Territories, and insular possessions, then Con- 


the United States, but 


gress has no constitutional authority to enact this law. I do not think 
it can be doubted that under our system of government the police 
power over citizens and property resides with and belongs to the 
several States and not to the Federal Government, except so far as 
Congress can exercise it over the Territories, the District of Columbia, 
and the insular possessions. It is a power which is inherent in the 
several States; it is left with them under the Federal system of gov- 


ernment; it was reserved to them by the Constitution; it was not 
granted to the United States by that instrument, nor ean it be im- 


pliedly conferred upon the General Government, but it is left to the 
States, and may always be exercised by the State legislatures 
s This is so by reason of Article X of the Constitution, which declares 
1at— 
“The powers not delegated to the United States by the Constitution, 
nor prohibited by it to the States, are reserved to the States, re- 


spectively, or to the people.” 
_ Nor is this principally affected by the fourteenth amendment, and 
Congress can not in pursuance of it exercise power over the affairs of 
police in the States. The exercise of the police power is inherent 
in the States, resides there, and is not under the control of the Federal 
Congress, and this has been repeatedly decided by the Supreme Court 
of the United States. ; 

Some of the cases are the following: 

United States v. Dewitt 











’ (9 Wall., 41), where it is stated that this 
principle is so well fixed as to be beyond all controy: 

License cases, 5 Howard, 621; Passenger cases, 7 How : 
Barbier v. Connelly, 113 U. S., 27; License Tax cases, 5 VW : 
United States v. Reese, 92 U. » 214; United State 
92 U. S., 542; Wilkinson v. Rahrer, 140 U. S., 545: 





9 Wheaton, 205. 
In the case last cited the court said that thi 
“can be most advantageously exercised by the 
In the case of the United States v. Dewitt, 


ras legislation which 
tes themselves.” 





supra, which was a 
her 1 kinds 
of oil, or of oil unable to undergo a fire tes 


. iu to t, and Dewitt was indicted 
for the sale of oil prohibited by the act of Congress, it was held 
| such act was plainly a police regulation relating exclusively to 





igress excludes, territorially, all State legislation, as, for example, 
Within State limits it can have no con- | 
declared by 
rt, results so obviously from the terms of the Constitution, and has 
‘n so fully explained and supported on former occasions (License | 
cases, 5 How., 504; Passenger cases, 7 How., 283; License Tax cases, | 


the District of Columbia. 


operation. This has been so frequently this 





internal trade of the State and therefore beyond the power of Cons 
to pass. It could therefore be operattve only within the District 























Columbia. (See also Civil Rights case, 109 U. S., 3; Slaughterhouse 
eases, 16 Wallace, 36.) ae 

In the case of Cruikshanks et al. (92 U. S., 542) the Supreme Court 
say: 

“The duty of protecting all its citizens in the enjoyment of an 
equality of rights was originally assumed by the States and it remain 
there.” 
POWER OF THE STATES TO PROTECT THE PEOPLE FROM IMPOSITION OR 

FRAUDS IN THE MATTER OF FOODS. 

The States have the’ power to punish for a violation of the States’ 
laws prohibiting the manufacture or sale of any arti of food made 
in imitation of the pure or genuine article which it may seek to imitat 
or which may be made or offered f sale within the limits « 
States, whether offered for sale in original packages or not, after lk , 
brought into any one State from another State. : Sy 

In other words, any person offering for sale an article of food made 
in imitation of the genuine article or falsely branded or marked 
brought or transported from one State to another, when it a: “4 
within the limits of a State whose laws prol the manufacture or 


sale of such article, is subject to the laws of the § 


tate whe ( 
such imitation food product for sale, even though offers it for sal 
in the original package. 
The “commerce clause” of the Constitution of the 1 is . 


will not protect such a person from being amenable 
of such State. 

The case of Plumley v. Massachusetts (155 U. S., 461) sustains the 
exclusive right of the State to pass and enforce lay 





of the health and morals of its people and to prevent 1 le of a iL 
cles of food manufactured in or brought from r § te 
Supreme Court of the United States decided in that case that the s 
ute of Massachusetts to prevent deception in the manufacture and sa 
of butter, and which provided that it should be wu f De 


iw li 
to manufacture, sell, or offer for sale, or to have in_his | 
intent to sell any oleomargarine manufactured in 





ul t 
butter, was clearly within the power of the State to { 

In that case it was admitted that the arti ld had be 
manufacturers thereof, in the State of to the de 
was the agent of the manufacturers in the State of Massa 
that it was sold by him in the original package, and that all 
ments of the act of Congress regulating the sale of oleomar 





been complied with. Notwithstanding that oleomargarine was author 
ized to be sold and manufactured by the laws of the United St 
under the act of Congress of Augu 1886, and notwithstandir 
it was sold by Plumley in Massachusetts in the o 
Supreme Court of the United States decided that 
chusetts had the right, through its legislature, 
anyone to sell oleomargarine manufactured 
even though the sale was had of the oleomargarine while in the ori 
unbroken package. 

To quote from the decision : 

“Tf there be any subject over which it would seem the States ht 
to have plenary control, and the power to 








iginal packa 





legislate in respect to w 


it ought not to be supposed was intended to | 1 1 to t 
General Government, it is the protection of th ‘ I i 
and deception in the sale of food products. Su s ion I 1 
deed, indirectly or incidentally affect trade in s vd t S 
ported from one State to another State : ae 

“But that circumstance does not show that laws of the character 
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alluded to are inconsistent with the power of Congress to regulate 
cemmerce among the States. For, as said by this court in Sherlock v. 
Al (93 U. S., 99, 103): ‘In conferring upon Congress the regula- 
tion of commerce it was never intended to cut the States off from 
lezislating on all subjects relating to tne health, life, and safety of 
‘ citizens, though the legislation might indirectly affect the com- 

of the country. Legislation, in a great variety of ways, may 

ct commerce and persons engaged in it without constituting a 
-egidation of it within the meaning of the Constitution. And it may 
be said generally that the legislation of the State not directed against 


commerce or any of its regulations, but relating to the rights, duties, 
and liabilities of citizens, and only indirectly and remotely affecting 
the operations of commerce, is of obligatory force upon citizens within 
its territorial jurisdiction, whether on land or water, or engaged in 
commerce, foreign or interstate, or in any other pursuit.’ 

‘But the case most relied on by the petitioner to support the propo- 
sition that oleomargarine, being a recognized article of commerce, may 
be introduced into a State and there sold in original packages, without 
any vestriction being imposed by the State upon such sale, is Leisy v. 
Hardin (135 U. S., 100). 

“The majority of the court in that case held that ardent spirits, 
distilled liquors, ale and beer were subjects of exchange, barter, and 
traflic, and being articles of commerce, their sale while in the original 
packages in which they are carried from one State to another State 
could not without the assent of Congress be forbidden by the latter 
State; that the parties in that case who took beer from Illinois into 
lowa had the right under the Constitution of the United States, to 
sell it in Iowa in such original packages, any statute of that State to 
the contrary notwithstanding; and that Iowa had no control over such 
beer until the original packages were broken and the beer in them be- 
came mingled in the common mass of property within its limits. ‘ Up 
to that point of time,’ the court said, ‘we hold that in the absence of 
Congressional permission to do so, the State had no power to interfere 
by seizure, or any other action in prohibition of importation and sale 
by the forelgn or nonresident importer.’ (Page 124.) 

“It is sufficient to say of Leisy v. Hardin that it did not in form 
or in substance present the particular question now under considera- 
tion. The article which the majority of the court in that case held 
could be sold in Iowa in original packages, the statute of that State 
to the contrary notwithstanding, was beer manufactured in Illinois 
and shipped to the former State to be there sold in such packages. So 
far as the record disclosed, and so far as the contentions of the parties 
were concerned, the article there in question was what it appeared to 
be, viz, genuine beer, and not a liquid or drink colored artificially so 
to cause it to look like beer. The language we have quoted from 
‘y v. Hardin must be restrained in its application to the case ac- 
ly presented for determination, and does not justify the broad con- 
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tually 5 
tention that a State is powerless to prevent the sale of articles manu- 
factured in or brought from another State, and subjects of traffic and 
commerce, if their sale may cheat the people into purchasing some- 
thing that they do not intend to buy, and which is wholly different 
from what its condition and appearance import. 

“At the term succeeding the decision in Leisy v. Hardin this court in 
Rahrer’s case (140 U. 8., 545-546) sustained the validity of the act 
of Congress of August 8, 1890 (c. 728, 26 Stat., 313), known as the 


‘Wilson Act,’ and in the light of the decision in Leisy v. Hardin, said, | 


by the chief justice, that ‘the power of the State to impose re- 
straints and burdens upon persons and property in conservation and 
promotion of the public health, good order, and prosperity is a power 





the General Government, nor directly restrained by the Constitution 
the United States and essentially exclusive,’ and that ‘it is not to 
doubted that the power to make the ordinary regulations of police 








remains with the individual States and can not be assumed by the 
National Government.’ 

‘In Railroad Company v. Huson, above cited, the court, speaking 
generally, said that the police power of the State extended to the 
making of regulations ‘promotive of domestic order, morals, health, 
and safety.’ It was there held, among other things, to be ‘ within the 
ral of legislative action to define the mode and manner in which 
everyone may so use his own as not to injure others,’ and that ‘the 








» powers of a State justified the adoption of precautionary meas- 
against social evils,’ and the enactment of such laws as would 
‘immediate connection with the protection of persons and prop- 





ty against the noxious acts of others.’ 

‘It has therefore been adjudged that the States may legislate to 
prevent the spread of crime, and may exclude from their limits paupers, 
conyicts, persons likely to become a public charge, and persons afflicted 
with contagious or infectious disease. These and other like things, 
} 


ing immediate connection with the health, morals, and safety of 
peo] may be done by the States in the exercise of the right of 

ise; and yet it 
has been 


is supposed that the owners of a compound 
put in a condition to cheat the public into believing 
t it is a particular article of food in daily use and eagerly sought 
by people in every condition of life are protected by the Constitution in 
a sale of it, against the will of the State in which it is offered 
r sale, because of the circumstance that it is an original package and 
has become a subject of ordinary traffic. 
We are unwilling to accept this view. 





We are of opinion that it 








is within the power of a State to exclude from its markets any com- 
pound manufactured in another State which has been artificially 
colored or adulterated, so as to cause it to look like an article of food 
in the general use, and the sale of which may, by reason of such colora- 
tion or adulteration, cheat the general public into purchasing that 

h they may not Intend to buy. The Constitution of the United 
States does not secure to anyone the privilege of defrauding the public. 
The deception against which the statute of Massachusetts is aimed 





against society, and the States are as competent to protect 
e against such offenses or wrongs as they are to protect 
gain wrongs of more serious character, and this 
on may be given without violating any right secured by the 
Constitution and without infringing the authority of the 
Government. A State enactment forbidding the sale of de- 
imitations of articles of food in general use among the people 

re any privilege secured to citizens of the United States 
fr sense interfere with the freedom of commerce among 
States. 


crimes or 





t abr 
any jus 





several It is legislation which ‘can be most advantage- 
ously exercised by the States themselves.’ (Gibbons v. Ogden, 9 
Ww! 1-203.) 


‘We are not unmindful of the fact—indeed, this court has often had 
ision to observe—that the acknowledged power of the States to 
protect the morals, the health, and safety of their people by appropriate 
sometimes touches, in its exercise, the line separating the 
domains of national and State authority; but in view of 
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the complex om. of government which exists in this country, “ ».9. 
senting,” as this court, speaking by Chief Justice Marshall, has s.j; 
“the rare and difficult scheme of one general government, whose ,,.’ 
tion extends over the whole, but which possesses certain enumerated 
powers, and of numerous State governments, which retain and exo,. 
cise all powers not delegated to the Union,” the judiciary of the Un d 
States should not strike down a legislative enactment of a Sta; 
especially if it has direct connection with the social order, the he. 
and the morals of its ey Re pry such legislation plainly and ,,4) 
pably violates some right prosies or secured by the national Consij;,; 
tion or encroaches upon the authority delegated to the United §; 

for the attainment of objects of national concern.” 


CROSSMAN Y. LURMAN, 192 U. S., AFFIRMS PLUMLEY VY. MASSACHUSE?Ts 
155 vU. s. = 


The Supreme Court of the United States, in the case of Crossman » 
Lurman, in an opinion pronounced by Justice White, from which there 
was no dissent, reaffirmed and upheld the case of Plumley v. Massachy. 
setts, in the 155 U. S. R., 462, and although Chief Justice Fuller, \\; 
Justice Field, and Mr. Justice Brewer dissented in the Plumley cage 
neither the Chief Justice nor Mr. Justice Brewer, who were on tha 
bench when the case of Crossman v. Lurman was decided, made dissent 

It will be observed by reading the Senn opinion in the case of 
Plumley v. Massachusetts that the dissent of the Chief Justice wags 
placed mainly upon the ground that the State of Massachusetts haq 
excluded from commerce a food product which was wholesome, palata- 
ble, nutritious, and in no way deleterious to the public health. In the 


tes 


| Plumley case it was decided that “the States did have and ought t, 





have plenary control over the protection of the poopie against frauds 
and deception in the sale of food products.” ‘Such legislation may 
indeed,” said the court, “directly or indirectly affect trade in such 
products transported from one State into another State, but that cir. 
cumstances does not show that laws of the character alluded to are 
inconsistent with the power of Congress to regulate commerce among 
the States.” Pe 

The court further said in that case that— 

“The power of the State to impose restraints and burdens upon per. 
sons and property in the conservation of the public health, good order, 
and prosperity is a power originally and always belonging to the 
States, not surrendered by them to the General Government, nor directly 
— by the Constitution of the United States, and essentially ex 
clusive— 
and— 

“it is not to be doubted that the power to make the ordinary regula- 
tions of police remains with the individual States, and can not be as- 
sumed by the National Government.” 

The court also said— 

“that legislation forbidding the sale of deceitful imitations of articles 
of food among the people does not abridge any privilege secured to 
citizens of the United States, nor in a just sense interfere with the 
freedom of commerce among the several States. is legislation 
which can be most advantageously exercised by the States themselves,” 

In upholding a statute of the State of New York which prohibited 
the sale of adulterated food products, and in deciding that it was not 
repugnant to the commerce clause of the Constitution, and that it was 
a valid exercise of the police power of the State, the court declared 
that the assertion that that statute was repugnant to the commerce 
clause of the Constitution of the United States was devoid of merit, 
and in so deciding cited with approval the case of Plumley v. Massa- 






: ; ; | chusetts, in the following language: 
inally and always belonging to the States, not surrendered by them | + suag 


“Indeed, every contention here urged to show that the law of New 
York is repugnant to the Constitution of the United States was fully 
and expressly considered and negatived by the decision of this court in 
Plumley v. Massachusetts, supra. In that case the law of the State 
of Massachusetts forbidding the sale of oleomargarine, which was ar- 
tificially colored, was applied to a sale in Massachusetts of an original 
package of that article which had been manufactured in and shipped from 
the State of Illinois. In the course of a full review of the previous 
cases relating to the subject it was sald, page 472: 

“*Tf there be any subject over which it would seem the States 
ought to have plenary control, and the power to legislate in respect 









to which it ought not to be supposed was intended to be surrendered 
to the General Government, it is the protection of the people against 
fraud and deception in the sale of food products. Such legi ion 
may, indeed, indirectly or incidently affect trade in such products 


transported from one State to another State. But that circumstance 
does not show that laws of the character alluded to are inconsistent 
with the powers of Congress to regulate commerce among the States. 
For, as said by this court in Sherlock v. Alling (93 U. 8. 99, 
103): “In conferring upon Congress the regulation of commerce it 
was never intended to cut the States off from legislating on all sub- 
jects relating to the health, life, and safety of their citizens, though 
the legislation might indirectly affect the commerce of the country. 
Legislation, in a great variety of ways, may affect commerce and per- 
sons engaged in it without constituting a regulation of it within the 
meaning of the Constitution. 

“** And it may be said generally that the legislation of a State not 
directed against commerce or any of its regulations, but relating to the 
rights, duties, and Iabilities of citizens, and — indirectly or remotely 
affecting the operations of commerce, is of obligatory force upon citi- 
zens within its territorial jurisdiction, whether on land or water, or 
engaged in commerce, foreign or interstate, or in any other pursuit.”’ 

“Again it was said, page 478: 

“‘And yet it is supposed that the owners of a compound which has 
been put in a condition to cheat the public into believing that it is a 
particular article of food in daily use and eagerly sought by people in 
every condition of life are protected by the Constitution in making a 
sale of it against the will of the State in which it is offered for sale, 
because of the circumstance that it is an original package and has be- 
come a subject of ordinary traffic. We are unwilling to accept this 
view. We are of opinion that it is within the power of a State to 
exclude from its market any compound manufactured in another State 
which has been artificially colored or adulterated so as to cause it to 
look like an article of food in general use, and the sale of which may, 
by reason of such coloration or adulteration, cheat the general public 
into purchasing that which they may not intend to buy. The Const) 
tution of the United States does, not secure to anyone the privilege 0! 
defrauding the public.’” 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 

Hon. J. Randolph Tucker, of Virginia, an eminent lawyer and for- 
merly a Member of Congress, in a paper read before the American Bar 
Association in 1888, on the subject ‘ Congressional power over inter- 
state commerce,” said: _ 

“TI think to obtain the true view of this difficult class of questions 





1906. 


justify me in more critical analysis of the related powers of Con- 


may 

ress and the States in respect to them. 

“Congress has power to regulate, not persons and things, but com- 
merce in them quoad the commerce—traffic, intercourse, etc., Congress 


has clear power. As to the things and persons when not in commerce, 
the States have a clearly reserved power. Before things become arti- 
les of commerce, interstate or foreign, State power is supreme. After 
become such and while they are articles of such commerce Con- 
s has power to exclude State action (Mugler v. Kansas, 123 U. 8., 
and Bowman v. R. R. Co., 125 U. S., 495). States legislate as to 
ngs and persons; Congress only as to interstate and foreign com- 
ce in the things or persons. 
‘This clear but nice and subtle distinction is as old as Brown v. 
Maryland (12 Wheat.), and Gibbons v. Ogden (9 Wheat.). 
“«'Phe boundary line between State and Federal power is set up by 
the Constitution ; the courts have only to find its location and keep up 
the fence between them. 
“Thus a tax by Congress on the salary of a State judge was held 
oid. because it was not necessary or proper for Congress thus to 
‘h upon State autonomy. (Collector v. vers 11 Wallace.) 
So inspection laws of States operate on things before they become 
objects of commerce and are beyond the reach of Congressional action. 
(Gibbons v. Ogden, and cases cited supra.) Quarantine laws are for 
State action and Congress has always conformed to them. Commerce 
stops with the shore; the reception of the articles is determinable by the 
if within its power, over the health, life, and safety of its 











»itizens. 

: In the last decided case, Bowman v. Railroad Company, supra, 
Iowa's right to stop the shipment of goods for transportation from IIli- 
nois to Iowa was insisted on. It was defined by the court, because 
Iowa forbade the transitus of an article while a subject of commerce. 


It was not decided that Iowa might not forbid its use or sale when it 
reached its terminus and ceased to be in commercial transition. When 
it doffs the commercial garb and dons that of a mere thing of property 
it ceases to be a subject of commercial regulation by Congress and be- 
comes a subject of State power. As mere property it is under State 
power. But when it moves toward another State or a foreign country 
its transitus is under Congressional regulation. Unless in its motion 
it yiolates the police power of the States Congress guards, guides, and 
protects it to its destination. When that is reached it drops again 
from the hands of Congress into the hands under the power of the State. 

‘But here it may be asked, Can Congress invest by commercial reg- 
ulation an article with the quality of property which the State declares 
shall not have such quality? Could Congress have authorized a slave 
to be transported into a State which makes slavery illegal? Could 
ongress authorize dynamite or gunpowder to be carried in open cars 
rough a State which forbids it because a peril to life and property? 

Such questions bring into apparent collision the commerce power 
and the police power of the States. 

“The solution may be found in the fact that no commercial regula- 
tion can be constitutional which is not necessary and proper; and none 
can be necessary or proper which exposes to disease and death or 
slavery the people who live in a State under the reservation of its pro- 
tective power. 

“And if it is objected that a State upon this view may thus tran- 
scend the bounds of its power to protect its people, the answer is that 
when the judicial department, whose duty it is to keep up the fence be- 
tween granted and reserved power, finds that a State mala fide makes 
its police power the pretext to regulate or prohibit commerce, or that 
Congress under the commerce power mala fide invades the reserved 
lice power of the State, it shall so adjudge, and maintain in both 
cases, the supreme law of the land over Congress and the States. 

“And this view avoids what, I must with deference say, seems to me 
to be an inaccurate mode of statement—that a tax on interstate com- 
merce by a State is a regulation of commerce, and therefore void, be- 
cause of the exclusiveness of the power of Congress to regulate 
it € = 


“In the exercise of fhe police powers as to health and the like; as to 














bridges, wharves, and the like; as to pilotage, etc., and as to the re- 
moval of obstructions in rivers, bays, etc., the State has these powers 
as a part of its police reservation for the life and property of its peo- 
ple engaged in commerce. In this the State only protects the person 


and property; it does not» regulate the transitus. These it may, as we 
have seen, exercise freely and bona fide, so as not to obstruct the free- 
dom of commerce secured by the higher authority of the Constitution. 
To regulate may and should be to - and facilitate commerce, not to ob- 
struct it; and the obstruction, as I have insisted, of free commerce be- 
tween the States established by the Constitution is not a lawful exer- 
cise of the power to regulate commerce by Congress, nor of the police 
power by the States. 

‘The Constitution makes trade free between the States. No power 
can obstruct it. A State can not, nor can Congress, so exercise its 
powers as to do so. Hence, though a tax by a State on interstate com- 
merce is void, it is so because it obstructs the freedom of that commerce 
established by the Constitution, and not because it is itself a regulation 
of commerce. It is not such regulation, for if it were it would follow 
that Congress could tax it, which, for reasons already urged and here- 
after set forth, I deny. 

* 


a 


. as * : * 


“The ‘immense mass of legislation’ (Gibbons v. Ogden, 9 Wheat., 
which belongs to the States, called police powers, for want of a 
ter name, are limitations upon the commercial power of Congress. 
‘se police powers, as I have endeavored to show, are not regulations 
of commerce. ‘They are distinct and different from these. But the 
regulations of Congress and these police powers spread over the same 
objects. But both may exist without repugnance, and must be made 

consist in the fair and just efficiency of each. While the police 

‘Ss must not trench upon the regulations of commerce, these must 
made to respect the health and other police laws of the States. 
mmerce should flourish, but must not carry disease to the people. 
State bridge may cross a navigable stream, but so as not to obstruct 
mmerce. These are all cases not of rival commercial regulations, 

the constitutional coexistence in consistent force, of the commercial 
wer . onerens and the reserved autonomy of the State as to its 
ernal polity. 

“I may venture to say that property in transitu from one State to 
another through a third could not be obstructed by the laws of the 
atter; and this seems to be involved in many of the later decisions of 

® Supreme Court. The State can not obstruct the transitus, for that 


1) 


my 


pow 


{ 


4 
1 


commerce; but it may legislate on the thing or person when its 
ransitus being ended it remains within its borders.” 
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Mr. Tuckner was not only an able and eminent lawyer, but also the 
author of a work upon the Constitution of the United States which 
is acknowledged and accepted as authority upon that subject by the 
courts ; hence his views on the subject treated of by him herein quoted 
are entitled to much respect. 

Former United States Senator George, of Mississippi, who was ad- 
mitted to be one of the most learned and eminent lawyers who ever 
served in the Senate, while a member of the Judiciary Committee, 
made two reports on the subject of interstate commerce and the police 
powers of the States. We incorporate them as the views of that most 
distinguished and able lawyer, and believe that they are entitled to and 
will receive due consideration. 

In the Fiftieth Congress Mr. George submitted the following from 
the Committee on the Judiciary: 


[Senate Report No. 610, Fiftieth Congress, first session. ] 


The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1067) relating to imported liquors, for examination of the constitu- 
tional questions involved, beg leave to report : 

The object of the bill is to subject to the laws of the several States 
through whose ports importations of ardent spirits or intoxicating 
liquors are made the rights of the importer as to the disposition of the 
same. 

If the bill should become a law, it would result that though Congress 
allows the importation of such liquors upon the payment of the duty 
levied, yet’ the right of the importer to sell or dispose of them in the 
original package would be subject to prohibition or regulation in each 
State into which the importation may be made, according to its own 
will. In some States the importer might freely sell; in others he 
would not be allowed to sell at all; and in others the sale would be 
restricted by license fees or other taxation, as each State might adjudge 
was best for itself. 

The question whether a State, in the exercise of its police powers, 
can restrict or prohibit the sale of imported intoxicants is not submit- 
ted for our examination. The bill proceeds on the theory that the 
powers of the States are ineffectual to prevent such importation and 
subsequent sale by the importer, and seeks the permission of Congress 
to effect that end. Our inquiry, therefore, is. restricted to the ascer- 
tainment of the powers of Congress to modify and change the consti 
tutional effect of the laws of the United States authorizing importation 
so that this effect should be as diverse as the laws the several States 
might enact. 

The theory of constitutional law on which the Dill is based is ex- 
pressed in the following quotation from the opinion of Chief Justice 
Taney, in the License cases (5 How., 504), in which that great judge 
stated and affirmed the doctrine announced by the court through Chief 
Justice Marshall in Ward v. Maryland (12 Wheat., 112): j 

“That an article authorized by a law of Congress to be imported 
continued to be a part of the foreign commerce of the country while it 
remained in the hands of the importer, for sale in the original bale, 
package, or vessel in which it was imported. That the authority given 
to import necessarily carried with it the right to sell the imported 
article in the form and shape in which it was imported, and that no 
State, either by direct assessment or by requiring a license from the 
importer before he was permitted to sell, could impose any burden on 
him or the property imported beyond what the law of Congress had 
itself imposed, but that when the original package was broken up, for 
use or for retail, by the importer, and also when the commodity had 
passed into the hands of a purchaser, it ceased to be an import or a 
part of foreign commerce and became subject to the laws of the State, 
and might be taxed for State purposes and the sale regulated by the 
State, like any other property.” " 

The theory of the bill also recognizes the principle that intoxicants 
are legitimate objects of foreign commerce, and as such are within the 
power of Congress to regulate. This theory is thus expressed by Chief 
Justice Taney in the License cases (5 How., 504): F 

“Spirits and distilled liquors are universally admitted to be subjects 
of ownership and property, and are therefore the subjects of exchance, 
barter, and traffic, like any other commodity in which a right of pro 
erty exists. And Congress, under its general power to regulate com 
merce with foreign nations, may prescribe what articles of merchandise 
shall be admitted and what excluded, and may therefore admit or not 
as it shall seem best, the importation of ardent spirits. And inasmuch 
as the laws of Congress authorize their importation, no State has a 
right to prohibit their introduction.” 

Assuming this theory to be correct, it results that there is no differ- 
ence in the power of Congress to regulate foreign commerce on ardent 
spirits and in their power of regulation over any other article of com- 


merce. All objects of commerce, so far as the power of regulation by 
Congress is concerned, are exactly on the same footing We may dis 
miss, therefore, in considering the constitutionality of the bill, the 


incident that this particular commodity may be injurious to the health 
and morals of the people as wholly immaterial. 


mgress, it is true, in 

forming a regulation of commerce with reference to intoxicants, may 
properly consider their injurious effect in use, and may form the regu 
lation with reference to that effect. But having imposed a tax on the 
importation, and thereby recognized spirits as legitimate commodities of 
foreign commerce, the regulation of commerce on them must be gov- 
erned by the same constitutional rules as apply to all foreign commerce 
It has been seen that an imported article remains a part of foreign 
commerce so long as it remains in the hands of the importer tn the 


same shape and form in which it was imported. A prohibition or re- 
striction on its sale whilst thus conditioned, made by State authority, 
would therefore be a regulation of foreign commerce by the State, and, 


as we have seen, would not be permissible under the Constitution. ¢ 


Ln 
Congress give this power of regulation to the States? The answer to 
this would seem to be too plain for controversy. The dividing line 
between State and Federal powers is fixed by the Constitution. ‘Tha 
instrument, the supreme law of the land, specifies what is granted, 
and thus fixes also what is reserved. A State can not enlarge t 
powers of Congress even in its own limits. This would be a surrend 
to that extent of its constitutional equality with the other States 

The Constitution has formed and was intended to perpetuate a Union 
of equal States, equal in political dignity and in political power, and 
diversity in these respects is possible. If it be true that Congress 
not, in pursuance of the Constitution and without any assent of a par 
ticular State or States, make a regulation as to the sale of in ried 
goods still remaining a part of foreign comme! different in some 
States from the regulation in the other States, it must f yw that no 
such different regulation can be established in the States which shall 
consent to it. 

It is equally clear that Congress car not part with or delegate toa 
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Stete any power whick has not been reserved to it. Congress can not 
return to the States a power given by the Constitution to Congress ; 
much more can not Congress delegate or surrender a granted power to 
any portion of the States, for that would pro tanto invest those States 
with powers not possessed by the others. We may a rest, there- 
fore, on the conclusion that this bill is unconstitutional in submitting 
the foreign commerce named in it to regulation by State laws, unless 
we find that Congress may, without any aid from State laws. _ make 
different regd@ations as to importations in different States. e are 
thus brought face to face with this proposition, that Congress has power 
to enact that a particular imported article, after payment of duties 
according to law and still in the hands of the importer and in the 
original package, and therefore still a part of foreign commerce, may 
be freely sold in some States and in others shall not be sold at all, or 
sold only with burdensome restrictions. 

To that proposition thus expressed we are confident that none would 
assent. Such a law would not only contravene that provision of the 
Constitution which requires impost taxation to be uniform throughout 
the Union, but also that provision which prohibits Congress from giving 
by any regulation of commerce a preference to the ports of one State 
over those of another. It would destroy uniformity in taxation, be- 
cause in one State the payment of the impost tax would include in it 
as its rightful and necessary effect the right to sell, and in the other 
it would include no such right. 

Taxation to be uniform, as required by the Constitution, must not 
only be the same in amount on the same thing, but payment of it 
must be followed by the same legal consequences. A preference is 
given to the ports of one State over the ports of another by a regula- 
lation of commerce when, by a law of Congress, importations into 
the ports of the one upon payment of the duty may be sold and in the 
other they may not. That the State discriminated against consents 
to the discrimination can make no difference, as we have seen. It is 
not in the power of a State to give force and validity even within its 
own borders to an act of Congress passed in violation of the Con- 


stitution. 

There is one other aspect necessary to be considered. It being 
shown, as we think it has been, that Congress can pass no such law, 
and that the States can pass no such law, and that Congress can not 
delegate to the State the power to pass such a law, and that a State 
can not invest Congress with the power of enacting such a law, to be 
operative only within its own borders, we have now further to inquire 
whether the conjoint action of a State and of the Congress can make 
such a law valid within the limits of the State. There is such a thing 
in the Constitution as concurrent powers in the several States and 
in the United States, whereby each sovereignty may legislate inde- 
pendently on the same subject. But_ these wers are of that kind 
where conjoint action is not contemplated. ‘he concurrent power of 
the State is subordinate and can only be exercised when not in con- 
flict with the law of Congress, which is supreme. This is not a case 
of that kind, for here neither has independently any power whatever. 

There are a few conjoint powers specified in the Constitution; that 
is, certain reserved powers of the States are not reserved to them abso- 
lutely, but only to be exercised by the consent of Congress. 

Among these is the power to levy imposts and duties, the net pro- 
ceeds of which are to go into the Treasury of the United States; mak- 
ing compacts between two or more States; laying duties of tonnage; 
keeping troops and ships of war in time of peace. But among these 
is not included the power claimed in this bill. The power here claimed 
is a power denied both to the States and to Congress; and the effect 
of the bill is to create a constitutional power by the joint action of two 
parties to both of which it is prohibited. This we confidently assert 
not be done. 
is no answer to this reasoning that Congress has enacted section 

of the Revised Statutes. The power therein exercised by Con- 

gress is in reference to things purely internal and domestic in the 
States—a power of internal taxation—and not the same power as is 
attempted to be exercised in this bill. If it is the same power, how- 
ever, it has been proven to be unconstitutional. 

As before stated, we express no opinion as to the power of the States, 
without any aid from Congress, to prohibit the sale of imported intoxi- 
eants by the importers in the original packages. If they have such 
power, there is no need of this bill, the sole object of which is to confer 
the power. 

The bill is improper, if not unconstitutional, if considered as a 
declaration merely by Congress that such power exists in the States. 
That is purely a judicial question. The Congress can enact laws—they 
can not expound them. Necessarily in enacting a law on any given 


can 
It 


3247 


ubject Congress determines that they have jurisdiction and power to | 


islate 


£ over that subject. 
dent of enacting a statute which of itself becomes a rule of action, 


the framing of the rule, not the exposition of the Constitution, -being | 


end sought to be attained. The settling of the meaning of the 
Constitution is not a legitimate object of legislative power. 

Bes 
necessary and proper for carrying into effect the vested powers. If it 
be conceded, as we have shown it to be, that the power to pass the bill 

a rule of action, as a law, is not in Congress, then it is also shown 

it it 

ssary or proper for carrying into effect any power granted to the 


United States. 


We repeat, that in the matter submitted to us no question arises as 
to the extent of the police powers of the States to prevent the intro- 
duction of intoxicants, or their subsequent sale by the importer. The 
bill is framed on the theory, as we have seen, that it may be no such 
power exists in the States, its sole object being to confer it. Our con- 


elustk 


n goes no further than to deny that such power can be conferred. 
However desirable it may be to diminish, or prohibit entirely, the use 









of intoxicants, that end can only be reached by constitutional methods. 

It should not be overlooked that the province of State control over 
what conc the police regulation of domestic health, peace; and gen- 
eral good order and well-being within each State is, under the Consti- 
tution, as secure against intrusion from Federal authority as the regu- 
lation of foreign commerce by the General Government is from en- 


croachment upon that province by State authority. It is not desirable 
that Federal legislation should seem, by inference even, necessary to 
impart or maintain aid or protection to the State's exercise of its au- 
thority within the province of State domestic control. The State and 


the Federal control in the premises are divided by the Constitution, and | 


neither for its vigor depends upon the other. The experience of the 
wise administration hitherto of this judicial question, in defining these 
respective provinces, in the opinion of the committee, makes it best to 
leave this, as it now is, a judicial question, in the highest interest of 
both the Federal regulation of commerce and the State control of its 
police authority. 


But this determination is the necessary | the States as a power reserved under the Constitution, and not re- 


ides, the Congress can only exercise the powers granted, and those | 


may not be passed as a declaratory act, since such act is not | 


} 





the Committee 
That committee made a report f.. 
passage of the bill, and Mr. George submitted his yiey 3, 


In the Fifty-first Congress the same bill came before 
on the Judiciary of the Senate. 
vorable to the 
as follows: 


[Senate Report No. 993, Fifty-first Congress, first session. ] 


VIEWS OF MR. GEORGE. 


In the Fiftieth Congress the bill before us was considered by this 
committee, and a conclusion reached by a majority that it was uncon. 
stitutional. The basis of this opinion as stat in the report was 
that Congress had no power to grant a jurisdiction to a State which 
was by the Constitution vested in the Federal Government. The com- 
mittee thought that the division of pore between the States and tho 
Federal Government was fixed by the Constitution and could not jo 
changed either by the action of Congress alone or by the conjoint ac. 
tion of Congress and any State in which it was attempted to vest a 
part of this power delegated to Congress. 

The committee did not consider that any question relating to tho 
power of the State to deal with intoxicating liquors under their roe. 
served power was submitted for their consideration, and for that rey- 
son they expressly declined to express any opinion on that subject. 

Since that time the Supreme Court has determined that the reseryog 
pew of the States did not authorize them to prohibit the sale of 
mported intoxicating liquors within their respective limits, and that 
Congress might grant to a State the power thus denied to them. We 
are now called upon to act upon this bill after a decision of the sy. 
preme Court overruling the opinion then entertained by the committee 
as to the power of Congress to donate a power to the States, and also 
at variance with the views entertained by the undersigned as to the 
extent of the reserved powers of the States. 

Under these differing circumstances, the question of donating this 
power to the States is presented for our consideration. If we adhere 
to the opinion express in the former report, we do se in direct coy- 
flict with the decision of that tribunal sees by the Constitution 
to determine authoritatively the extent of the delegated and reserved 
powers. And so if the undersigned adheres in practice to the opinion 
that the reserved powers of the States are ample to control and pro- 
hibit the sale of imported intoxicants, he would vainly insist on 9 
jurisdiction which, under the decision of the Supreme Court, no State 
would be allowed to exercise. It is his duty, therefore, to conform 
his action to the decision of the court. 

The court having decided that the power may be delegated by Con. 
gress to the several States, the only question left is as to the expedi- 
ency of the exercise of the power. 

The undersigned, though yielding obedience to the decision of the 
court, entertains the opinion that the States have, under the Constitu- 
tion, the power yielded by this bill, and that this power in the States is 
necessary for their welfare and even to the proper working of our coun- 
plex political system. 

It is certain that Congress can not exercise the police power of reen- 
lating the traffic in intoxicants within the several States, and the Su- 
preme Court has denied this power to the States, except as to liquors 
manufactured within their respective limits. So that unless we agree 
that Congress shall grant this power to the several States as decided 
by the Supreme Court may be done, then there remains no power by 
whieh this police regulation may be made or enforced as far as im- 
ported liquors are concerned whilst they are in the original packaves 

The Supreme Court has assented to the power of the several States 
to regulate, control, and prohibit the sale of intoxicants manufactured 
within their respective limits as a necessary police power, but denies 
this power as to intoxicants imported from another State or from a 
foreign country. The result is that however harmful a State may de 
termine the traffic in intoxicants to be, the power to prohibit it is 
restricted to such liquors only as are manufactured in its borders. For- 
eigners and citizens of other States may, under this new law, invade a 
State with their intoxicants, dispose of them in their original packages, 
and thus carry on a business which the Stdte has determined is 
destructive to the peace and a order of the community and to the 
health and morals of the people. 

In this singular and anomalous condition has the State been placed 
by the decision of the Supreme Court. 

The court, however, has allowed a means-of correction by affirma- 
tive action on the part of Congress, granting permission to the State 
to deal with imported intoxicants in the same way and to the same 
extent as they may deal with liquors manufactured within their re- 
spective limits. 

The undersigned believes the true rule to be to concede the power to 


quire them, as the Supreme Court has decided, to hold it as a Congres- 
sional grant, and therefore subject to the will of Congress to 
it in the first instance and afterwards to withdraw it. Yet, as he deems 
it a power reserved to the States under the Constitution and one 
necessary to the maintenance of a rightful authority by the States over 
their own domestic affairs, he feels constrained to support the bill, since 
only by such legislation can the States, under the decision of the Su- 
preme Court, exercise their rightful and necessary jurisdiction over 
a subject of the utmost importance to their welfare. 

The undersigned expresses no opinion as to the propriety of the exer- 
cise of this power by the several States. That is not a matter for 
Congressional consideration. Whether there shall be a free or a rezu- 
lated traffic in intoxicants, or total prohibition, is a matter for each 
State to determine for itself. It is not a matter either of Congres- 
sional action or advice. 

Believing that the Sagres Court, by its decision in Leisy & Co. v. 
Hardin, erroneously denied to the States the power conceded to them 
by this bill, the undersigned gives support to the bill as the only 
means left whereby the States may exercise their rightful authority 
over a matter of the utmost gravity and concern to them. The result 
attained by this action on the part of Congress is the same, so lug 
as Congress shall yield the power, as if the constitutional power of the 
States to act as they saw proper had been recognized. It is a matter 
of sincere regret that the States are compelled to rely on Congress for 
a grant of this essential power. It is also to be deplored that the 
Constitution has been authoritatively construed so as to reverse tie 
well-recognized rule that Congress is the antee of powers from the 
State, and is not the source of power which may be parceled out at 
its will to the States. Yet, fin ing the Constitution thus construed 
as to this particular matter by the tribunal which is appointed as tie 
final arbiter in such matters, the States must submit to hold the power 
at the will of Congress until such time as the court, upon being better 
advised, shall reverse its action. 


give 


J. Z. GEORGE, 
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STANDARDS OF FOOD. 


The bill provides that the standards of food which may be estab- 
lished shall be fixed by the Secretary of Agriculture, aided by the 
committee on food standards of the Association of Official Agricultu- 
ral Chemists and the committee of standards of the Association of 
State Dairy and Food Departments. This provision, contained in sec- 
tion 9 of the bill, will not accomplish the purpose intended, because if 
the Secretary of Agriculture should establish a standard for food 
products and any State into which such food products may be trans- 
ported should establish a different standard, as the State would have a 
right to do, the standard fixed by the law of the State where the food 
is sold or offered for sale would control. 

In other words, the Congress of the United States can not, by this 
bill enacted into law, establish a standard for food products which will 
prevent the States from enforcing compliance with such standards for 
food products as the legislatures of the States may prescribe for the 
several States. Therefore the — of the bill—i. e., to have a 
uniform standard for food—will fail. As has already been stated, the 
Supreme Court of the United States, in the case of Crossman v. Lur- 
man (192 U. S., 189), decided that the standard for food products estab- 
lished by the legislature of New York for the State of New York 
would prevail over the standard tixed for food products by the act of 
Congress, and that Congress could not, by fixing a standard for food 
products imported into the United States, deprive the States of their 
police power of regulating the sale of food products within the States. 

In that case the Supreme Court say: 

“It is urged that, even although there was power in the State of 
New York to legislate on the subject of adulteration of food, such legis- 
lation ceased to be operative as regards food products imported into 
the United States through the channels of foreign commerce after the 
passage of the act of Congress approved August 30, 1890, ‘ providing 
for the inspection of means for exportation, prohibiting the importation 
of adulterated articles of food or drink, and authorizing the President 
to make proclamation in certain cases.’ (26 Stat., 414.) The second 
section of that act, it is insisted, does not exclude from importation adul- 
terated food, but simply adulterated food which is mixed with any 
poisonous or noxious chemical, drug, or other ingredient injurious to 
health, which it is urged was not the case with the coffee in 
The language of the section upon which this contention is 
as follows: 

“*That it shall be unlawful to import into the United States any 
adulterated or unwholesome food or drug, or any vinous, spirituous, or 
malt liquors, adulterated or mixed with any poisonous or noxious 
chemical, drug, or other ingredient injurious to health.’ 

“We think it unnecessary to determine whether the statute lends 
even color to the proposition, since we think it is clear that its effect, 
whatever be its import, was not to deprive the State of its police 
powers to legislate for the benefit of its people in the prevention of 
deception and fraud, and thus to control sales made within the State of 
articles so adulterated as to come within the valid prohibition of the 
State’s statute.” 

If it be the law, as was stated in this last-mentioned case, that, not- 
withstanding the fact that Congress had fixed a standard for food 
imported into the United States, and notwithstanding that the officiais 
of the United States authorized to inspect the food thus imported had 
approved of such imported food as having complied with the law, the 
States have the right under their police power to fix another and dif- 
ferent standard, and that food when offered for sale or delivered in 
the States should come up to the standard fixed by the States, then this 
bill, which endeavors to fix a national food standard for all food prod- 

in the United States when shipped from one State to another 
must fail in its purpose, because whenever any of the States shall fix 
or prescribe a different standard the manafacturers of the food prod- 
ucts must comply with the laws of the State where such food is manu- 
factured or offered for sale. 

Congress has already, by act approved June 3, 1902, authorized the 
Secretary of Agriculture to establish standards of food and food prod- 
ucts, and to determine what are regarded as adulterations therein for 
the guidance of the officials of the various States and the courts of 
justice. And the Secretary, in pursuance of that act, on November 21, 
1903, issued a circular proclaiming standards for pa of food prod- 
ucts, together with their definitions, as the official standards of these 
food products for the United States. That proclamation is as follows: 


SS. 
yased is 


ucts 


Original proclamation of standards and letter of transmittal. 
[Circular No. 10, Secretary's Office. ] 


Whereas the Congress of the United States, by an act approved June 
3, 1902, authorized the Secretary of Agriculture to establish standards 
of purity for food products; and 

Whereas he was empowered by this act to consult with the committee 
on food standards of the Association of Official Agricultural Chemists 
and other experts in determining the standards; and 

Whereas he has, in accordance with the provisions of the act, availed 
himself of the counsel and advice of these experts and of the trade 
interests touching the products for which standards have been deter- 
mined and has reached certain conclusions based on the general prin- 
ciples of examination and conduct hereinafter mentioned : 

Therefore I, James Wilson, Secretary of Agriculture, do hereby pro- 
claim and establish the following standards for purity of food products, 
together with their precedent definitions, as the official standards of 
these food products for the United States of America. 

JAMES WILSON. 

WASHINGTON, D. C., November 21, 1903. 


The various State legislatures have in many Instances passed laws to 
conform to these standards, and doubtless many mere will do so. In 
our opinion, this will be all the law necessary or proper for Congress 
to pass on the subject. 

If anything at all is needed in the way of legislation to enable the 
States to effectually enforce their laws upon the subject of food, food 
products, and drugs, and to prevent the sale of impure foods or the 
fraudulent branding of food products or drugs, then all that is needed 
is for Congress to enact a law which would subject such food products 
or drugs to the police laws of the various States whenever they are 
transported Into the States for sale or use in the same way that the 
act of August 8, 1890, made spirituous liquors and beer subject to the 
laws of the States when transported therein for use or consumption, 
and, to that end, we suggest that House bill No. 16248 would meet the 
present demands for pure-food legislation. 

That bill is as follows: 
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LH. R. 16248, Fifty-ninth Congress, first session. ] 

“A bill to limit the effect of the regulations of commerce 


several States and with foreign commerce in the 
drugs. 


between the 


ease of foods and 


“ Be it enacted, ctc., That from and after the 
articles of food or drugs transported into any or Territory, or 
remaining therein for use, consumption, sale, or storage therein, shall 
upon arrival in such State or Territory, be subject to the operation of 
and effect of the laws of such State or Territory enacted in the exer- 
cise of its police powers to the same extent and in the same manner as 
though such food or drugs had been produced or manufactured in such 
State or Territory, and shall not be exempt therefrom by reason of 
being introduced therein in original packages. 

“Sec. 2. That the term ‘food’ as used herein shall include all ar 
ticles used for food, drink, confectionary, or condiment by man or other 
animals, whether simple, mixed, or compound; that the term ‘ drugs’ 
shall include all medicines and preparations recognized in the United 
States Pharmacopeia or National Formulary for internal or external 


this act all 


passage of 
State 


use, and any substance or mixture of substances intended to be used 
for the cure, mitigation, or pervention of disease of either man or 
other animals.” 

We therefore offer this bill as a substitute for both the Senate Dill 


and the House substitute, believing that if Congress shall enact the 
same it will do all that Congress is authorized to do under the Consti- 
tution and will fully protect the people of the United States, or at 
least will leave to the people of the various States, through their leg- 
islatures, the duty of protecting the people of the States from frauds 
and impositions in the matter of food products. This is where the 
Constitution of the United States places the power of protecting the 
people of the States in their health, safety, and morals, and will not 


destroy the Panta of the States, and will not convert Congress into a 


legislature for the enactment of purely 
States of the Union. 

The Speaker of the House, Hon. Josermu G. CANNON, on the 16th of 
February, 1906, before the Union League Club, of Philadelphia, gave 
utterance to some views and sentiments which we so heartily approve 
that we deem it not amiss to incorporate them here. They were as 
follows: 


police laws for the various 


REPUBLIC’S GREATEST DANGER, 

“In my judgment the greatest danger to the Republic comes from 
the citizen who refuses or neglects to participate in governing in local, 
State, and national affairs and seeks protection from the government 
to which he does not contribute according to his ability or means. In 
my judgment the danger now to us is not the weakening of the Federal 
Government, but rather the failure of the forty-five sovereign States 
to exercise, respectively, their function, their jurisdiction, touching all 
matters not granted to the Federal Government. This danger does not 
come from the desire of the Federal Government to grasp power no 
conferred by the Constitution, but rather from the desire of citizens of 
the respective States to cast upon the Federal Government the re- 
sponsibility and duty that they should perform. 

“If the Federal Government continues to centralize, we 
find that we will have a vast bureaucratic government, 
prove inefficient, if not corrupt. 

“The governor of one of the States has within a few days written 
to a Senator in Congress that his State is powerless to compel the rail- 
ways within its borders to extend to its citizens facilities by proper 
connection, switching, and the furnishing of cars to enable its people 
to have equal and fair treatment under similar conditions with other 
favored citizens, and that this condition comes from inability to en 
force law in existence and to enact additional necssary legislation, and 
in effect appealing for relief to the Federal Government. 

“There is no adequate remedy for this condition, except by the peo- 
ple of that State clothed with plenary power through the enforcement 
of the law, and the enactment of additional legislation, if necessary, to 
exercise the function of government.”’ ‘ 


will 
which 


soon 
will 


W. C. ADAMSON, 
C. L. BARTLETT, 


GORDON RUSSELL. 


ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOR HIS APPROVAL. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had this day presented to the President of the 
United States,.for his approval, the following bills: 

H. R. 11787. An act ratifying and approving an act to appro- 
priate money for the purpose of building additional buildings 
for the Northwestern Normal School at Alva, in Oklahoma Ter- 
ritory, passed by the legislative assembly of Oklahoma Terri- 
tory, and approved the 15th day of March, 1905; 

H. R. 10133. An act to provide for the annual pro rata distri- 
bution of the annuities of the Sac and Fox Indians of the Missis- 
sippi between the two branches of the tribe, and to adjust the 
existing claims between the two branches as to said annuities; 
and 

H. R. 10292. An act granting to the town of Mancos, Colo., the 
right to enter certain lands. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles, when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 18536. An act providing for the subdivision of lands en- 
tered under the reclamation act, and for other purposes ; 

H. R. 9348. An act providing for the resurvey of certain town- 
ships of land in the county of Baca, Colo. ; 

H. R. 16472. An act making appropriations for the legislative, 
executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1907, and for other purposes ; 
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HI. R. 18600. An act to amend section 10 of an act of Congress 
June 21, 1898, to make certain grants of land to the 
rritory of New Mexico, and for other purposes: 
Hl. R. 8459. An act for the relief of John W. Williams; 
Ii. R. 4580. An act for the relief of Blank and Parks, of 
Waxahachie, Tex.; and 

Ii. R. 5221. An act for the relief of Ed 
Falls, in the State of New York. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled joint 
resolution and bills of the following titles: 


} 
ved 


pro 
pl 


mre 


Wwe 


ird King, of Niagara 


S 


S.R.66. Joint Resolution authorizing the Secretary of War 
to receive for instruction at the Military Academy at West 
Point Mr. José Martin Calvo, of Costa Rica; 

S. 1051. An act granting to the State of California 5 per 
centum of the net proceeds of the cash sales of public lands in 
said State; 

S. 1649. An act providing for the retirement of petty officers 
and enlisted men of the Navy; 

3263. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to establish a | 
port of delivery at Salt Lake City, Utah; ” 

S. 5414. An act providing for a public highway on the east 
side of the Fort Sherman abandoned military reservation, 
Idaho; 

§.5989. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Missouri River in Broadwater and Gallatin coun- 


ties, Mont. ; 

S. R. 47. Joint resolution nting condemned cannon for a 
statute to Governor Stephens T. Mason, of Michigan ; 

8.5512. An act defining the qualifications of jurors for serv- 
ice in the United States district court in Porto Rico; 
S. 6451. An act to provide for a commission to examine and 
.report concerning the use by the United States of the waters of 
the Mississippi River flowing over the dams between St. Paul 
and Minneapolis, Minn. ; 


ora 
sic 


S. 6234. An act to authorize the Chicago, Milwaukee and St 
Paul Railway Company, of Montana, to construct a bridge 


across the Missouri River in Lewis and Clarke County, Mont. ; 

S. 35748. An act to confirm the right of way of railroads now 
constructed and in operation in the Territories of Oklahoma and 
Arizona ; 
S. 4190. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to amend 
tion 2455 of the Revised Statutes of the United States,” ap- 
proved February 26, 1895; 

S. 3044. An act to promote for efficiency of the Revenue-Cutter 
Service; 

S. 1540. An act to increase the efficiency of the Ordnance De- 
artment of the United States Army ; 

S. 2948. An act to amend section 1 of the act approved March 

1905, providing for an additional associate justice of the su- 
preme court of Arizona, and for other purposes ; 


8S. 6333. An act authorizing the Secretary of War to acquire, 


cn 


1 
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Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House con- 
cur in the Senate amendments. 
The motion was agreed to. 


LEASED LANDS IN COMANCHE COUNTY, OKLA. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 16785) 
giving preference right to actual settlers on pasture reserve 


No. 3 to purchase lands leased to them for agricultural pur- 
poses in Comanche County, Okla., with Senate amendments. 
The Senate amendments were read. 
Mr. ZENOR. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House concur iy 
the Senate amendments. 


PERSONAL REQUESTS. 


Mr. Atren of Maine, by unanimous consent, was given in- 
definite leave of absence on account of important business. 

Mr. LAMAR, by unanimous consent, was given leave to extend 
remarks in the Recorp on the nayal appropriation bill. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 


| adjourn. 


The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 45 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned until to-morrow, at 11 o’clock a. m. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


9° 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 
as follows: 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a letter from the president of the Spanish Treaty 
Claims Commission submitting an estimate of appropriation for 
certain awards of the Commission—to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Postmaster-General, recommending that the 
balance of an emergency appropriation for San Francisco be 


| made available for the next fiscal year—to the Committee on 


Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 





|'REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 


lowing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to the Clerk, and referred to the several -Calendars therein 


| named, as follows: 


Mr. RYAN, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
20248) to authorize the city of Buffalo, N. Y., to construct a 
tunnel under Lake Erie and Niagara River, to erect and main- 
tain an inlet pier therefrom, and to construct and maintain filter 
beds for the purpose of supplying the city of Buffalo with pure 
water, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 4981); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to- 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4256) for the relief 
of the Alaska Short Line Railway and Navigation Company's 
Railroad, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 4983); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. HERMANN, from the Committee*on Indian Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (8S. 6300) providing 
when patents shall issue to the purchaser of certain lands in 


| the State of Oregon, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
| companied by a report (No. 4988); which said bill and report 


far fortification purposes, certain tracts of land on Deer Island, 
in Beston Harber, Massachusetts ; 

S. 6243. An act to amend an act approved March 2, 1903, en- 
titled “An act to establish a standard of value and provide for a 
coinage system in the Philippine Islands ; ” 

S. 1697. An act confirming to certain claimants thereto por- 
tions of lands known as “ Fort Clinch Reservation,” in the State 
of Florida; 

S. R. 52. Joint resolution authorizing the Secrétary of War to 
donate to the board of trustees of Vincennes University, Vin- 
cen Ind., such obsolete arms and other military equipment 
now in possession of said university, to be used in military in- 

uctiONn ; 

S. 6462. An act granting lands to the State of Wisconsin for | 
forestry purposes; and 

S.4954. An act authorizing Capt. Ejnar Mekkesen to act as 
master of an American vessel. 

LEAVE TO PRINT. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
th iny colleague, Mr. Loup, who is absent to-day, may have 
leave to print his remarks in the Recorp upon the naval appro- 
priation bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 


There was no objection. 


BRIDGE OVER THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER AT ST. LOUIS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 20210) 
to authorize the city of St. Louis, a corporation organized under 


the laws of the State of Missouri, to construct a bridge across 
the Mississippi River, with Senate amendments. 
rhe Senate amendments were read. 


| 


were referred to the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions o! 
the following titles were severally reported from committees, 
delivered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House, as follows: 

Mr. MARSHALL, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1291) for the re- 
lief of James W. Watson, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 4982); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. McGAVIN, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9109) for the relief of 
J. H. Henry, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
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panied by a report (No. 4984) ; which 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

ir. MOUSER, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 

ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 12686) 
Edwin T. Hayward, executor of Columbus Ff. Hayward, and the 

iinistrator of Charles G. Hayward, reported the same with- 
‘ amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4985); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOWELL of Utah, from the Committee on Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7960) for the 
relief of John C. Ray, assignee of John Gafford, of Arkansas, 

rted the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
. 4986); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 


said bill and report were 


for the relief of | 





\ir. WALDO, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17285) for the relief of 
Second Lieut. Gouverneur VY. Packer, Twenty-fourth United | 
States Infantry, reported the same without amendment, accom- | 
panied by a report (No. 4987) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. YOUNG, from the Committee 


on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4965) authorizing 
the appointment of Harold L. Jackson, a captain on the retiréd 
] of the Army, as a major on the retired list of the Army, 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 4989); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Pr ite Calendar. 


ROBERTS, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
v h was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18380) to com- 
plete the naval record of Charles W. Held, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4990) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4899) granting an 


rease of pension to Ann Thompson, reported the same with- | 


0 amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4991); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule X NIT, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
» following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

OllOWS ¢ 

Ry Mr. LITTAUER: A bill (H. R. 20336) to amend section 

740 of the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on the Jndiciary. 

By Mr. McCLEARY: A bill (H. R. 20837) for the erection of 
a nument to the memory of John Ericsson—to the Committee 
on the Library. 


By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 20338) to amend an act en- 


tiled “An aet* to legalize 
ve across the Mississippi 
orize the construction of 
lowa "—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


and establish a pontoon railway 
River at Prairie du Chien, and to 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
Ollows: 

Mr. ANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 20339) granting an in- 
rease of pension to Jose Serafin Valdez—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 


By 


a similar bridge at or near Clinton, | 


\lso, a bill (H. R. 20340) granting an increase of pension to | 


Jose Maria Martinez—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
\lso, a bill (H. R. 20341) granting an increase of pension to 
( rles W. Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


y 


ltefael Chavez—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20348) granting an increase of pension to 
Juan N. Lujan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BONYNGE: A bill (H. R. 20344) granting a pension 
to Delia M. Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 20345) granting 
n increase of pension to Henry 8. Smith—to the Committee on 
invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. COUSINS: A bill (H. R. 20346) granting an increase 
pension to James C. Bullock—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DARRAGH: A bill (A. R. 20347) granting an honor- 


able discharge to Glenn Bennett—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs 


By Mr. KLINE: A bill (H. R. 20348) granting an increase of 


e 
( 


Also, a bill (H. R. 20342) granting an increase of pension to | 


C5 
pension to Allen T. Blank—to the C ttee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. McKINNEY: A bill (H. R. 20349) oe r a pension 
to Livingston S. Dennis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20350) granting a pension to T dore F,. 
Reighter—to the Committee on Invalid Pen is. 

By Mr. MINOR: A bill (H. R. 203851) granting rease of 
pension to Peter M. Simon—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 20352) granting pension to 
Martha Stevens—to the Committee on Invalid Ps 

By Mr. WEISSE: A bill (H. R. 20353) grant - 
of pension to Silas M. Abers—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 

papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred ms 


By Mr. BARCHFELD: Petition of Mid-Continent Oil Dro- 
ducers’ Association, against pipe-line clause of rate bill—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the American Medical Association, for the 


Heyburn pure-food bill—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 
By Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania: Petition of William Hogan 


for the Littlefield original-package bill—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of American Medical Association, for the U 
burn pure-food bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, petition of Mid-Continent Oil Producers’ Associ: , 
against pipe-line amendment to rate bill—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Petition of residents of 
Porto Rico, for repeal of the joint resolution of May 1, 1900, 
amending the Foraker Act—to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

$y Mr. DRAPER: Petition of American Medical Associa- 
tion, for the Heyburn pure-food bill—to-the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of American Medical Association, for 
the Heyburn pure-food bill—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Petition of the German Alliance, for 
furtherance of arbitration treaties, of 


settlement all questions 


between America and other countries, and special treaty be- 
tween Germany and the United States—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of New Immigrants’ Protective League, for 


commission to investigate immigration problems before enact- 


ment of new legislation thereon—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of New Immigrants’ Protectiv 
League, for better distribution of immigrants—to the Comn 


tee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of American Medical Association, for the pure- 
food bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of Executive Committee German- 


American 
arbitration 


arbitration conference for furtherance of 
to the Committee op Foreign Affairs. 


treaties of 


Also, petition of Mid-Continent Oil Producers Association, 
against pipe-line clause of rate bill—to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of citizens of Pennsylvania, f investigation 
of affairs in Kongo Free State—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

Also, petition of W. B. Fraser, for the Littlefield original- 
package bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary 

Also, petition of American Medical Association, for Heyburn 
pure-food bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 

| Commerce. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of The Western Packers’ Canned 
Goods Association, Edinburg, Ind., for certain amendments to 


| 
| 
| 





the pure-food bill to the Ce mmittee on Inte rstate and For 


Commerce. 


Also, petition of R. J. Caldwell, against bill H. R. 47 | 
to detention of live stock on cars in shipment—to the ¢ 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of American Medical Association, for Hey 
burn pure-food and drug bill—to the Committee on Inters 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ZENOR: Paper to accompany Dill for relief of Zane 


Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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SENATE. 
Frivay, June 22, 1906. 


Prayer by R 
rion, 

rhe Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s 
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. HALE, and by unanimous 


in 
il 














consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 
Vhe VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal stands approved. 
LANDS AT MENA, ARK. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, there is a House bill on the 
table that I should be glad to have passed. I ask the Chair to 
l it before the Senate. 

Che bill (11. R. 18529) to authorize the sale of certain lands 
to tl ity of Mena, in the county of Polk, in the State of Arkan- 

s read the first time by its title, and the second time at 
I h, as follows 

t enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
el authorized to sell to the city of Mena, in the county of Volk, 

in the State of Arkansas, at and for the sum of $2.50 per acre, the | 
{ wing-described lar to wit: The fractional northwest quarter 
of » northwest quarter of section 6, township No. 2 south, range 30 
west of the fifth principal meridian. And upon the payment of said 
e said Secretary is authorized to issue patent for said lands to 


Mr. I will state that a precise copy of the bill has 

eady passed the Senate, but a House bill was passed at the 
other end of the Capitol, and I ask unanimeus consent for its 
pl tion. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HALE. I ask for the regular order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Petitions and 
order. 


esent considera 


memorials are 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BRow NING, Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
agreed to the amendments of the Senate to the following bills: 


ite 
its 


ev. JOHN VAN SCHAICK, Jr., of the city of Wash- | 


in | 
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II. R. 16785. An act giving preference right to actual settlers | 


on 
agricultural purposes in Comanche County, Okla. ; 


Ii. R. 19682. An act authorizing the Commissioners of the 


District of Columbia to permit the extension and construction 
of railroad sidings in the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes; and 

Hf. R. 20210. An act to authorize the city of St. Louis, a cor- 
poration organized under the laws of the State of Missouri, to 


construct a bridge across the Mississippi River. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; 
and they were thereupon signed by the Vice-President : 

S. 1540. An act to increase the efficiency of the Ordnance De- 
partment of the United States Army ; 

Ss. 14 An confirming to certain claimants thereto por- 
lands known as Fort Clinch Reservation, in the State 
of Florida ; 


S. 2548. An act to amend section 1 of the act approved March 


97. act 


of 


3, 1905, providing for an additional associate justice of the su- 
prene court of Arizona, and for other purposes ; 
S.n044. An act to promote the efficiency of the Revenue- 
Cutter Service: 
S.37438. An act to confirm the right of way of railroads now 
ructed and in operation in the Territories of Oklahoma and 
Arizona 5 . 
S.4190. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to amend 
m 2455 of the Revised Statutes of the United States,” ap- 
proved February 26, 1895 ; 
1954. An act authorizing Capt. Ejnar Mikkelsen to act as 
‘of an American vessel 3 
245. An act to amend an act approved March 2, 1903, en- 
titled “An act to establish a standard of value and provide for a 
nage system in the Philippine Islands ;” 
8.6335. An act authorizing the Secretary of War to acquire, 
for fortification purposes, certain tracts of land on Deer Island, 


in Boston Harbor, Massachusetts ; 


S. 6462. An act granting lands to the State of Wisconsin for 
forestry purposes; and 
S.R.52. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of War to 


donate to the board of trustees of Vincennes University, Vin- 
Ind., such obsolete arms and other military equipment 
in possession of said university, to be used in military in- 


struction, 


cennes, 


how 


pasture reserve No. 3 to purchase land leased to them for | 





JUNE 22, 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. BURNHAM presented petitions of sundry citizens of 
Keene, Alton Bay, Manchester, and Belmont, all in the State of 
New Hampshire, praying for the adoption of a certain any 
ment to the sundry civil appropriation bill excluding alceolh 
beverages from Soldiers’ Homes; which were ordered to lie oy 


| the table. 


Mr. DANIEL presented the petition of P. M. Jones and sundry 


y 


other citizens of Buckingham County, Va., praying for the en- 


actment of legislation providing for the closing on Sunday of 
the Jamestown Exposition; which was referred to the Selec 


Committee on Industrial Expositions. 

He also presented a memorial of Local Division No. 456. 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Norfolk, Va., remon- 
strating against the passage of the so-called “ .ntipilotage }il| ; ” 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PETTUS presented a paper to accompany the bill (Ss. 
3100) for the relief of the St. Louis, Iron Mountain and Souther 
Railway Company; which was referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also presented a paper to accompany the bill (S. 8101) 
for the relief of the Northern Pacific Railway Company ; which 
vas referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HOPKINS presented a memorial of Clark Mills Carr 
Camp, No. 26, United Spanish War Veterans, Department of 
Illinois, of Galesburg, Ill., remonstrating against the enactment 
of legislation authorizing the distribution of medals of honor to 


| such officers and men now serving in the Regular Army, who 


saw service during the Spanish-American war, the Philippine 
insurrection, and the relief expedition in China; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

HISTORY OF THE DELAWARE INDIANS. 


Mr. CLAPP. I present a memorial of the Delaware Indians, 
giving a brief history of their origin. It is a matter of interest 
and contains a good deal of legislative history. I move that the 
memorial be printed as a document. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 7099) to amend section 2871 of the 
Revised Statutes, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 12080) granting to the Siletz 
Power and Manufacturing Company a right of way for a water 
ditch or canal through the Siletz Indian Reservation, in Oregon, 
asked to be discharged from its further consideration, and that 
it be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs; which was 
agreed to. 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom were referred the following bills, submitted adverse re- 
ports thereon; which were agreed to, and the bills were post- 


| poned indefinitely : 





| 


A bill (S. 6125) for the relief of Gustav A. Hesselberger: and 
A bill (S. 1507) for the relief of Herman C. Funk. 


Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 11030) to authorize the counties of Yazoo 
and Holmes to construct a bridge across Yazoo River, Missis- 
sippi, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 7871) granting an increase of pension to Jerome 
Brown; 
A bill (i. 
W. Timms; 

A bill (H 
A. Harris; 

A bill (H. R. 8215) granting an increase of pension to Ira 
Palmer; and 

A bill (H. R. 19604) granting an increase of pension to Bey- 
erly McK. Lacey. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on Public Lands, to 


L. 


R. 7652) granting an increase of pension to Charles 


. R. 11888) granting an increase of pension to Heman 


| whom were referred the following bills, reported them severally 


without amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 
A bill (H. R. 15506) authorizing the patenting of certain 


-lands to school district No. 57, Nez Perces County, Idaho; and 


A bill (H. R. 17186) granting to the Territory of Oklahoma, 
for the use and benefit of the University Preparatory Schoo! of 
the Territory of Oklahoma, section 33, in township No. 26 north, 
of range No. 1 west of the Indian meridian, in Kay County, 
Okla. 

JOHN E. PHELPS. 
I am directed by the Committee on Military 
yas referred the bill (S. 3535) to authorize 


Mr. WARNER. 
Affairs, to whom 


essen 


906. 
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President to appoint John E. Phelps, late brigadier-general 


volunteers, first lieutenant in the United States Army, and 
e him on the retired list, to report it favorably with amend- 
ts. I eall the attention of the Senator from Washington 

(r. Pries] to the bill. 

\ir. PILES. I ask for the present consideration of the bill. 


re being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the | 


le, proceeded to consider the bill. 
I . . *¥* . 
rhe first amendment of the Committee on Military Affairs 
in line 5, to strike out the words “ brigadier-general of vol- 
and insert “ colonel Second Arkansas Cavalry Volun- 
’ so as to read: 
it enacted, ete., That the President be, and he is hereby, author- 
appoimt, with the advice and consent of the Senate, John FE. 
. late colonel Second Arkansas Cavalry Volunteers, first lieutenant 
United States Army, and place him on the retired list with the 
nd pay of a first lieutenant. 
e amendment was agreed to. 
Secretary. The next amendment is, at the end of the 
to change the period to a semicolon, and insert: 
| the retired list is hereby increased by one for the said purpose: 
ed, That no pay, allowances, bounty, or other emoluments shall 
due or payable to the said John E. Phelps for any period prior 
yassage of this act. 
(ir. HALE. Mr. President, I call for the regular order. 
he VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made, and the bill will 
laced on the Calendar 
BILLS 


i 


INTRODUCED. 


Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 6512) granting an increase | 


nsion to Melende H. R. Smith; which was read twice by 
», and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


. CRANE introduced a bill (S. 6513) to promote the circu- | 


1 of reading matter among the blind; which was read twice 


title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the | 


nittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

also introduced a bill (S. 6514) granting an increase of 

nm to Alfred Augustus Stocker; which was read twice by 
, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
on Pensioi 
PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 6515) anthorizing the 
lent to appoint William Woolsey Johnson to be a professor 
thematies on the retired list of the Navy; which was read 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval 


iS 


AMENDMENT TO PUBLIC BUILDINGS BILL. 


NELSON submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
| by him to the public buildings bill; which was referred 
: Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered 
printed. 

SYMPATHY 
LAURIN. I introduce a joint resolution and ask for 
liate consideration. 
joint resolution (S. R. 68) expressing the sympathy of 
nle of the United States with the Hebrews on account of 
ssacres of members of their race in Russia, was read the 


FOR HEBREWS IN RUSSIA. 


Mi 


time by its title, and the second time at length, as follows: | 


lved, ete., That the people of the United States are horrified by 
pert of the massacre of Hebrews in Russia on aecount of their 
1d religion, and that those bereaved thereby have the hearty 
hy of the people of this country. 
» VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
‘ration of the joint resolution? 

Mr. KEAN. Let it be again read. 

rhe Seeretary again read the joint resolution. 

ir. LODGE. That is a pretty important resolution. 

had better go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 

olution goes over. 

\Mir. LODGE subsequently said: The joint resolution which 
introduced and which I asked might go over I have ex- 
ied, and it seems to me there is no objection to it. 

VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 

leration of the joint resolution? 

ere being no objection, the joint resolution was considered 

1 Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 

endment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


I think 


Objection is made, and the joint 


i 1ie 


rl 


he third time, and passed. 


STATISTICS RELATIVE TO LIVE STOCK. 

Mr. WARREN submitted the following resolution, which was 
le 

Ue 


Resolved by the Senate, That the Secretary of the Department of 
imerce and Labor cause to be made by the Bureau of the Census, and 
present the same to the Senate, a statement compiled from the most 
cent census returns, showing the number and value of cattle, sheep, 
rses, and swine in the United States; 


the number and value ex- 

















. ated ee a 
ported; the number and value imported: the number of p 

ployed in the slaughtering of live st nd the prepa tion 
products and the amount of wages p { ‘al t of duty 
lected from imports of live stock for the 1 t 1 nt year for \ 
| such statistics have been collected . 

7 Also a statement of the statisties of } d leather nned I 
ried, and finished; the number and value of boots and oes mani 
tured in the United States: the r i d le ex ba the num 
ber and value imported: the nun I is empl 1 in the manu 
| facture of leather products, including b 3 and sho d t mount 
of wages paid them; the amount f duty collected f1 i orts of 
leather products, including boots and shoes, and the value of hides and 
leather admitted free of duty, and the value of hides i ther ad 
mitted upon which duty is paid, and the amount of < for t 
most recent year for whieh statist have nm ci 

Mr. WARREN. I ask that the resolution may lie upon the 
table, as I wish to submit some remarks upon it at a later date 
and before the close of the session. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie on the tabl 

COMMERCIAL ORGANIZATIONS AND AGRICULTURAL ASSOCIATIONS. 

Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following resolution: which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Interstate Commerce Commission is h di 
rected to furnish to the Senate a list of national, and | m 
mercial organizations, also national, State, and agricu 
sociations of the United States, to such extent a lay be p1 al 
report to be made to the Senate during the month of Decen next 
and that 1,500 copies be printed for the use of the Senate 

POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. PENROSE submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the disacreeing votes of f! 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R 
16953) making appropriations for the service of the Post-Off 
Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1907, and f 
other purposes, having met, after full and free conference | 
agreed to recommend and do recommend to th res v¢ 
Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its ndments nu ; Zz. y 
2%, 28, 39, 40, 41, 49, 52, 53, 54, 55, 5 D7, o8, 59, 60 1, 62, 67 
68, 70, 71, 72, 73, 76, 77, T9, and SO. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ments of the Senate numbered 1, 3, 4, 5. 6, 7, 8, 11, 15, 17, 18, 
19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 
44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 66, 69, 74, 75, and S82; and : . to the sam 

Amendment numbered 9: That the House recede from its S- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate ed 9, l 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike ou 
the word “thirty-five” and insert the word S tw 
and the Senate 2gree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 190: That the House r le from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Se e] 1 10. and 
agree to the same with an amendment as foll 3: Strike out 
“five hundred and fifty-four thousand seven hundred and fi 
and insert “ five hundred and ninety-nine thousand one hundred 
and fifty; ”’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 12: That the House recede fr ts 
agreement to the amendment of the Sen 1 12 l 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike ou 
the word “ninety-four” and insert the words “one hundred 
and forty-seven; ” and the Senate agree to tf : 

Amendment numbered 14: That the House recede m its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate red ! nd 
agree to the same with an amendment as follow Ss 
the words “ one hundred and five | insert tl 
five; and the Senate agree to the e 

Amendment numbered 16: That the Hon ts « 
agreement to the amendment of the Senat I ed 16, and 
agree to the same with an amend! 3: Strike 
the word “eight” and insert the \ ~ 1d the Sena 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 42: That tl House 1 le from its 
disagreement to the amendms ‘ ] te l i 42. l 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike ou 
words “ three hundred and seventy and insertéthe w ls ) 
hundred and fifty ;” and the Senate agree to the same 

Amendment numbered 43: That the House recede from 3 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate m 1 43, | 
agree to the same with an amendment as follow e out 
words “ eight hundred and thirty ” and insert the rds 
hundred :” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 50: That the House recede fr 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 50, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“That the Postmaster-General shall require all railroads car- 


rying the mails under contract to comply with the terms of said 
contract as to time of arrival and departure of sai ails, and 


it shall be his duty to impose and collect reasonable fines for 
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delay when such delay is not caused by unavoidable accidents | 


or conditions.” 

Amendment numbered 51: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 51, and 
to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“Por pay of freight or expressage on postal cards, stamped 
newspaper wrappers, empty mail bags, furniture, 
equipment, and other supplies for the postal service, except 
postage stumps, two hundred and fifty thousand dollars. And 

he Postmaster-General shall require, when in freightable lots 


agree 


eL\ elopes, 


the 
and whenever practicable, the withdrawal from the mails of 
all postal cards, stamped envelopes, newspaper wrappers, empty 
mail furniture, equipment, and other supplies for the 
postal service, except postage stamps, in the respective weigh- 
ing divisions of the country immediately preceding the weigh- 
ing period in said divisions, and such postal cards, stamped en- 


bags, 


| President of the United States will concur in this amendny 


velopes, newspaper wrappers, empty mail bags, furniture, equip- | 
ment and other supplies for the postal service, except postage | 


stamps, shall be transmitted by either freight or express.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 68: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 63, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out the 
words “thirty thousand” and insert the words “ twenty-seven 
theusand five hundred ;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 64: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 64, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
words “ thirty-two thousand five hundred ” and insert the words 

*“ thirty thousand ;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 65: That the House recede from 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 65, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out the 
words “seven hundred and ninety-three thousand six hundred ” 
and insert the words “eight hundred and seventy thousand ;” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 78: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 78, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out of 
the amendment “ exclusive of holidays and Sundays,” and substi- 
tute for the proviso the following: “ That in the discretion of 
the Postmaster-General the pay of any rural carrier on a water 
route who furnishes his own power boat and is employed dur- 
ing the summer months may be fixed at an amount not exceed- 
ing seven hundred and twenty dollars in any one calendar 
year; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 81: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 81, and 


agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter stricken out by said amendment insert the following : 
“That hereafter no article, package, or other matter, except 


postage stamps, stamped envelopes, newspaper wrappers, postal 
cards, and internal-revenue stamps, shall be admitted to the 
mails under a penalty privilege, unless such article, package, or 
oiler matter, except postage stamps, stamped envelopes, newspa- 
per wrappers, postal cards, and internal-reyenue stamps, woulé 
l ititled to admission to the mails under laws requiring pay- 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 838: That the House recede from its dis- 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 83, and 
io the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
rd “ Committee ” wherever it appears and insert in lieu 
the word “ Commission;” and add at the end of said 
ent the words “ out of any money in the Treasury not 


« el 


nt of postage ; ? 


eement 


the we 
thereof 


Ciitl 
endn 


rwise appropriated, to be paid out on the order of the chair- | 


of the Joint Commission;” and the Senate agree to the 


301IES PENROSE, 

A. 8S. Cuay, 

J. P. DOLLIVER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

JESSE OVERSTREET, 

J. J. GARDNER, 

JOHN A. Moon, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. PENROSE. I ask that. the report may lie upon the 
table until I can have an opportunity of calling it up after the 
pending appropriation bill shall have been disposed of. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let it be printed. 

Mr. PENROSE. Yes; let it be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be printed, and lie 
ov the table. 


+ 


Strike out the | 
| the author of this legislation an exception. 

that the President who has so strenuously insisted upon equality 
its | 


| 





| to delay the consideration of this bill. 
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SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
. Mr. HALE. I move to take up the sundry civil appropriation 

ill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. jy. 
19844) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1907, and for 
other purposes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question is on agree- 
ing to the amendment reported by the Committee on Approj): 
tions, on page 102, after line 9, to inserta proviso relative to tle 
traveling expenses of the President. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I can not believe that {}o 


proposed by the committee. Ever since the President has } 
liis exalted position he more than any other man in the Unit 
States has promulgated the doctrine of equal rights to all » 
special privileges to none in the matter of transportation. 1}, 
railroad rate bill which we have been considering for more thay 
three months at the present session is the result of the persist- 
ent effort of the Executive of the United States for equal rights 
for the traveling public. Following his example and his strong 
inclination to remedy any wrong whereby any citizen should 
have any right that would be denied to any other citizen of the 
United States the Senate and House have passed an act which 
will undoubtedly become a law, which absolutely prevents any one 
of the Members of Congress or of the Executive Departments or 
the judiciary from accepting any special privileges from any 
transportation company. 


if 
d 
“d 
nd 


Now, this amendment seeks to make 
I ean not believe 


of treatment will concur in a proposition that he himself is not 
to be considered as subject to the law which he has advocated 
for three years. 

Those who propose this amendment seek to place it upon the 
ground that the President as the Commander in Chief of the 
Army and Navy is compelled to travel about the United States 
in the performance of his official duties. But, Mr. President, the 
law now provides for the payment of all the expenses of mem- 
bers of the Army or the Navy in their travels, and if in perform- 
ing the functions of Commander of the Army or of the Navy 
the President travels from one place to another there is proyi- 
sion for paying his expenses. 

This, Mr. President, does not pertain to a great fundamental 
doctrine that is established by the Constitution, that the ( 
gress of the United States shall not increase the salary or coi 
pensation, nor shall the Congress or any State give any emolu- 
ment to the Executive that has not been fixed prior to the time 
of his entry into that official position. It seems to me that this 
proposition can not be gainsaid. 

In the nearly two hours in which I spoke yesterday I felt that 
I was speaking practically in the time of the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. McLaurin], who undoubtedly desires to go on now 
with the discussion, and the Senator from Georgia | Mr. Bacon}, 


lir 


| for whom I requested yesterday a delay, is now present, and I 


hope he will have an opportunity to discuss this matter. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the Senator from North Dakota 
for some reason appears to want to delay this matter. I trust 
that Senators who desire to debate it, who have the righi 
debate it, will bear in mind that it is very important that the 
pending bill shall be disposed of to-day as early as possible and 
sent to the House. I ask Senators who are discussing this mat- 
ter and who are as much interested as I am in the business of 
the Senate to bear in mind the importance of getting the bill 
out of the Senate and over to the House and into conference. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I can searcely rest un 
the statement of the Senator from Maine that I evidently desire 
I stated yesterday to 
the Senator from Maine that nothing was farther from my mind 
than any intent to delay it. I also stated to him last evening 
that I would not speak more than ten minutes on the matter 
this morning. I have reduced that ten minutes to less than 
three minutes. That being the case, I do not feel that the Sen 
tor does either justice to himself or to me in assuming that I 
am attempting in the slightest degree to delay the consideration 
of this matter. I presume it will go to a vote in a very short 
time. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Mr. President, I wish to say, so far as |! 
am concerned, that I have taken up about as little time of tlic 
Senate in presenting my views before the Senate as any Senator 
on the floor. There have been frequently occasions when I ha‘ 
felt like presenting my views on matters, but I have refrained 
from doing so because I did not want to consume the time of tlic 
Senate. 

I am as anxious to expedite the business of the Senate so that 


lov 
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ay get an early adjournment as the Senator from Maine or | 


ether Senator in the Chamber, and I would not now say 
hing further upon this amendment, but rest it upon what I 
have already said, except for the fact that it might appear 1 


had complained of the allowance to the President of horses and | 
under- | 


eapringes and the yacht which have been used, as I 
ctand. by him, and by his family, for that matter. I make no 
( nlaint of that. The fact is that I do not think 
! es any objection to it. I have not heard anyone make any 


al tion to it. ‘The objection I have made is to singling out the 


anyone | 


P dent and making an appropriation to pay his expenses and 
the expenses of his attendants and of his invited guests, the | 


money to be expended and disbursed according to his discretion, 
ypon any trip that he sees proper to take. 

| make an objection to that, not so much on account of $25,000 
involved in it, although I do not believe that it is in the rightful 


province of Congress to expend any money, however small the 
S ay be, except for the purposes of government, but I make 
‘he objection to it because there is a principle in it which draws 
, distinction between classes in this country. If you start, as I 


| that is to say, it can not be increased by direct legislation ; 
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tain materials, it would be impossible to say that the salary is the 
proper measure of the value of the appointment or of his emolument. 
The emolument would be the amount of the salary, less the cost of 
the materials he had to supply. ‘Then, if he receives a salary and 
something additional by way of remuneration, the value of the appoint- 
ment or of the emolument must be the salary and anything which 
| he gains by the remuneration.” Reg. v. Postmaster-General, Q. B. D., 
428. (American and English Encyclopedia of Law, vol p. 1205 
Documents of Title to Emoluments.) 

Now, if that is authority in this country, and I believe the 


English decisions have been held to be authority, as a rule, there 
ean be no question that traveling expenses have been decided 
to be emoluments. Then, if they are emoluments, the Constitu- 
tion is so plain that any effort to give these emoluments is un- 
constitutional. 

Even the Senator from Maine says that the salary of the 
present President of the United States can not be increased 


and 


| this seems to me to be indirect legislation to do that which can 


suid before, with the highest officer in the country and give | 


after a while 


him a preference and discrimination in his favor, 
and on down, 


‘+ will reach down to the lower offices and officers 


nutil there will be a class between the officers of the country | 
| the private citizen and a discrimination made against pri- | 


vate citizens. Against that I protest. Against the principle I 
protest. No man is required to associate with me who does 
desire to do so. A man may select his own associates; but 
vhen it comes to the law, I have the same opportunity before 
the Inw that any other man has, and I want every other man to 
have the same opportunity before the law that I have. I there- 
re do not want any principle established that will make any 
discrimination or any distinction. 
| want to read the syllabus here of a case on the constitu- 
tional feature of this amendment, and I shall have very little to 
sav after that. The constitutional question was raised by the 
Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCumeer], and I think very 


not be directly done. 

Now, I will read from the Federalist, on page 488, what Alex- 
ander Hamilton said with reference to the increase or dé 
of the emoluments of the office of the President of the 
States. 


rease 
United 
I am indebted to my friend the senior Senator from 


Florida [Mr. Mattory] for this reference to the Federalist, 
which I take pleasure in acknowledging: 
To the people of the State of New York: 

The third ingredient toward constituting the vigor of the Executive 


authority is an adequate provision for its support. It is evident that 
without proper attention to this article, the separation of the executive 
from the legislative department would be merely nominal and nugatory. 


| The legislature, with a discretionary power over the salary and emo 


sions, 


properly raised, and I think the constitutional proposition he | 


makes is a correct one from a legal point of view. That is ridi- 


culed by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. HEMENWaAy], who says 
t no matter can come up here unless somebody interposes an 
objection to its constitutionality and that its constitutionality | 


must be questioned and investigated. 
Now, will any Senator say candidly that any question ought 


to be passed by Congress about which there is any constitutional | 


question that should not first be carefully scrutinized to see 
whether it measures up to the constitutional requirements, 
whether it squares with the Constitution or not? What Senator 
would say that the Constitution makes no difference? True it 
is that I have been sworn to obey the laws and Constitution of 
the country ; true it is that my oath and obligation to my Maker, 


ivy country, to my State, and to myself requires that I should 
investigate constitutional questions, because I am compelled by 
that obligation to square my official conduct and legislative 
enactments by the Constitution, yet any question of constitu- 
tionality must be turned out as being ridiculous in the eyes of 
e Senators. 

In the case to which I referred the Senator from North Da- 
kota yesterday, The Queen v. Postmaster-General (38 Queen’s 
Lench Division, 428), a case that was appealed from the Queen’s 
ch division to the court of appeals of England, it was held 
that traveling expenses are emoluments. This is one of the 

s where I do not think it was necessary to have a judicial 

ertainment of that question or a judicial decision of it, but 

much as Senators question it now, inasmuch as it is in the 
book, I propose to read it. It is on page 1205 of the tenth 

une of the second edition of the American and English En- 
cyclopedia of Law: 

eling erpenses.—The English telegraph act of 31 and 32 Victoria, 
pter 110, enables the postmaster-general to purchase the undertakings 
of telegraph companies. By section 8, subsection 7, every officer and 

k of any company, the undertaking of which may be so purchased, 

» has been a certain time in the service of the company, and who 
in receipt of a certain salary, is entitled, if he receive no offer 
an appointment by the postmaster-general in the te) 


it, to receive an annuity, which, under certain cir.umstances, shall 
equal to two-thirds of the “annual emolument’’ derived by him 
1 his office on a certain date. Under this act, S., an officer of a 


egraph company that had been purchased, claimed as a part of his 
nual emolument”’ the traveling expenses allowed him by the com 


y 
l 


would otherwise have expended at home fer board and lodging. Tt 
held by the court of appeal, affirming the judgment of the 
( n’s bench division, that anything which &.’s allowance enabled 


to save from his ordinary expenses was an emolument, and there- 
a subject for compensation. Brett, L. J., said: “ That annual 
lument is the value of his appointment. 
salary, what is the value of his appointment? 


; If there is nothing 
be added to the salary or deducted from it, 


the value of the ap- 


pointment is the salary; but if the salary is subject to his finding cer- 





If a person only receives | 


ments of the Chief Magistrate, could render him as obsequious as their 
will, as they might think proper to make him. They might, in most 
cases, either reduce him by famine or tempt him by largesses to sur 


render at discretion his judgment to their inclinations 
taken inall the latitude of the terms, would no doubt convey 
more than is intended. There are men who could neither be distressed 
nor won into a sacrifice of their duty, but this stern virtue is the growth 
of few soils; and in the main it will be found that a power over a 
man’s support is a power over his will. If it were necessary to confir 
so plain a truth by facts, examples would not be wanting, even in thi 
country, of the intimidation or seduction of the Executive by the terrors 
or ailurements of the pecuniary arrangements of the legislative body. 
And, then, by a note there is a reference to a case where the 
governor of the State of Pennsylvania was intimidated into doing 
that which he had promised before his election he would not do. 


It is not easy, therefore, to commend too highly the judicious atten- 
tion which has been paid to this subject in the proposed Constituti 


These expres- 





mm. 

It is there provided that ‘“‘ the President of the United States shall at 

stated times receive for his service a compensation, which shall neither 

be increased nor diminished during the period for which he shal! ve 

been ‘elected, and he shall not receive within that period any other 

| emolument from the United States or any of them.” It is impos e 
to imagine any provision which would have been more eligible than this. 

The legislature, on the appointment of a President, is once for all to 


»zraphie depart- | 


y. by reason of which he saved a large part of the money which | 


| 


declare what shall be the compensation for his services during the time 





for which he shall have been elected. This done, they will have no 
power to alter it, either by increase or diminution, till new period o 
service by a new election commences. He can neither weal 

fortitude by operating upon his necessities nor corrupt hfs integrity 
by appealing to his avarice. Neither the Union nor any of its members 
will be at liberty to give, nor will he be at liberty to receive an er 
emolument than that which may have been determined by the fir et. 
Hie can, of course, have no pecuniary inducement to renounce or desert 


the independence intended for him by the Constitution 

Mr. President, it was said on yesterday that the 
the United States ought to take 
along with him, that the people may know what he is doing; 
that the people desire to know this. I deny this proposition. <A 
few curious people and people who have curiosity to gratify 
may like to read, and a good many toadies may like to read what 
the President is doing, what time of morning up. what 
time of evening he retired, what he ate for breakfast and for 
dinner and for supper, but the vast mass of the people regard 
the President a human being. They do not care anything 
about the diet of the President or the drinking of the President, 
so he does not drink to intoxication, nor do they think about the 
President, except that he shall perform the that they 
elected him to perform. 

But it has been said that the people desire that the President 
shall go among them and see them. Why, sir, if the President 
were to take up all his time in visiting among the people, not 
one out of one thousand would have an opportunity to see the 
President. If he performs the duties of the office confided to 
him and spends the balance of the time in traveling over the 
country that the people may have an opportunity to see him, as 
if he were some show, I doubt, sir, if one man in ten thousand 


Preside 


of 


ents 


newspaper correspond 


he got ! 


as 


duties 


people would have an opportunity to see him. I doubt, 
whether a great many of the people would have more curios 


to see the President of the United States than they 
Aguinaldo. 


would to 


The people of the United States elect a man not 


because they think he is better than anybody else, but because 
they want somebody and they are compelled to have some- 
body, according to the form of government that we have, to 
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perform the duties of the office of the President of the United 


St They haye respect for him. They honor him. They 
honor the oitice. It is proper that the people should honor 
the President and honor the office. Sut when it comes to a 
curiosity to see him, they have no more curiosity to see him 
than any other man of note or distinction. As many men would 
have gone to see Gladstone as to have seen the President of the 
United States. It is on account of the great name that has gone 


out among the people in the newspapers and about whom the 


people have read, and it does not make any difference particu- 
larly whether he is the President of the United States or any 
other man of great distinction. 

Mr. President, there are a great many more things I should 
like to say about this matter, but I am admonished by the 


Senator from Maine that we must cut this debate short, and I 
can understand his anxiety to get through with the bill that is in 
his charge. I desire to assist him in expediting it as much as I 


can, and therefore I propose to refrain from saying but a very 
few re words with reference to the amendment. 

There is one question that I should like to have answered. 
Does the President desire this? Knowing him as I do, I do 


not believe that the President does desire it. I believe that if 
this question were put to the President of the United States 
he would veto a bill of this kind. I do not believe that the 


alone 


President, who has taught us to understand that there should | 


be fuir play and a square deal, would want anything else than 
a square deal with respect to himself. 
dent, with all his intelligence and learning, must know that this 
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Under our form of government the humble boy of obs: 
origin can make himself a man. Sir, I have more admir 
for the boy who ran through flood and flame to rescue his f: 
some nights ago from at least supposed danger, the boy \ 
Coleman, whese name ought to go down in the records of 
country—I have more respect for him and he is more 
man, when he is measured by the yardstick of Jehovah . id 
not by the rule of precedence at a banquet, than the sordiq 
individual whose selfish greed feeds upon nothing but mono 
though he may have accumulated an empire of commerce ( 


peopled the ocean with his yachts. He is more of a man and ‘. 
worth more to his country. 

I say, Mr. President, that this amendment ought not to hoa 
adopted. The American people ought not to embark upon an 
| emprise of this kind. Let every man dispossess himself gyq 


divest himself of Executive influence and walk up to this quos. 
tion and vote on it as an American citizen who does not desire 
to see American ideals sacrificed. 
What conscience dictates to be done, 
Or warns me not to do, 
This teach me more than hell to shun, 
That more than heaven pursue. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendmen; 
reported by the Committee on Appropriations. 
Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I did not rise promptly, be 


use 


|I had hoped that some other Senator would have something 


I know that the Presi- | to say on this subject. 


I was necessarily absent from the ses. 


| sion yesterday, and was not present at the beginning of the do. 


would not be a square deal with all the rest of the people of the | 


United States, unless he thinks that he should be put above 
them. ; 

It is not any part of the duty of the President of the United 
States to mold public opinion. If that were so and he were to 
perform that duty, there would be never any change of political 
parties in the country, because when the President got in the 
office he would mold the opinion to suit his party and there 
would never be but one party. It may be that an opportunity 
of this kind might give him an opportunity to electioneer for 
the doctrines of the party to which he belonged; and then in the 

term, when Mr. Bryan shall be President of the United 
States, it would give him an opportunity to do the same thing 
if he were disposed to do it. 

Rut, Mr. President, it is the business of the President of the 
United States to execute and administer the will of the people 
as expressed by their public opinion. He is not expected to be 


next 


the master who makes public opinion for them. He is to get 
public opinion from them—not they from him. 
Why, sir, where they talk about and advocate and teach and | 


| tion to this amendment. 


bate on this question and am consequently somewhat at a dis. 
advantage in my ability to address what I shall say more 
directly to what has been already said, and possibly to ayoiq 
repetition of some things which have been said by other Seng- 
tors. It is not my purpose to address the Senate at any length 
on this subject or to make any elaborate argument. I haye 
glanced over the colloquy which was had yesterday between 
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCuMBER] and the Sena- 
tor from Maine [Mr. Hate] relative to the subject of my de- 
siring to be heard upon this amendment. The Senator from 
North Dakota drew his conclusion very properly as to my de- 
sire to be heard upon the bill from a private conversation with 
him, in which I expressed myself very emphatically in opposi- 
While I may not realize the expecta- 
tion which that Senator held forth that I should address the 
Senate at length upon it, I am very greatly obliged to him for 


hort 
ie 


| considering it worth while to afford me an opportunity to enter 


my most earnest protest against this proposed legislation, and 


| to give some few of the reasons why I think it should not be 


hold to the doctrine of the divine right of kings the monarch | 


gives public opinion to his subjects. He molds public opinion 


for them; he makes public opinion for them. They get their 
opinion from him. But in this country every man is a sovereign. 
The divine right of sovereignty comes to every American citi- | 


zen equally with every other, and it does not make any differ- | 


ence what his walk in life be; he may eat his bread in the 
t of his face, he may make the money that furnishes him 
bread by mental effort, he may be a ditcher or a farmer or a 


swe 


merchant or a lawyer or a doctor or a laborer, or in any other | 
condition in life—he is a sovereign, nevertheless, before the 
laws of this country, equal to every other man. He has a 
right to form his own opinion. It is not only his right to form 
and mold his own opinion, but it is his duty to do so; and he 


; that duty to the country when he becomes one of the great 
torate of this great country. He owes it to himself and to 


ele 
the country to mold an opinion for himself, to study questions 
of litics and policies and statecraft, so that he may have a 
vi in the government of the country, if not in a legislative 
body, or in an executive body, that he may have a voice through 
his representatives, whether they be executive, legislative, or 
1. It is not for the President to mold the public opinion 
of this country. It is the duty of the Executive (and if he at- 
tends to his duty it will take all his time) to administer the 
law in obedience to the publie opinion that has been formed by 
ull the people of this country by honest, earnest, assiduous 
study and effort. The wisdom of all the people is to be taken 
iS superior to that of any man. The will of all the people 


should not be overridden by any one man. 

I tell you, Mr. President, that I like a man who is a manly 
man. A man may be in humble circumstances, but I like that 
old saying of Robert Burns: 

A man’s a man for a’ that. 

It has been an inspiration to many boys in humble position 
and in humble condition in this country. 

Give 
A Ini 


fools their dress and knaves their wine, 
n's a man for a’ that. 


| enacted. 


In the first place, Mr. President, I am utterly at a loss, so 
far as I have any ability to judge of a legal proposition, to 
understand how any Senator, especially any Senator who is a 
lawyer, can claim that this proposition is constitutional. 


I+ ig 
AL IS 


| to my mind so plain that it is really beyond the domain of dis- 
| cussion further than a simple statement of the proposition. | 
] 
i 


presume that every Senator will recognize as a fundanx 

proposition that we have no right to appropriate money, ex- 
cept in obedience to some authority given to us to appropriate 
it. When we come to appropriate money for the President of 


| the United States we must do so under authority given us by 


the Constitution. The authority under which we are to ap- 
propriate money for the benefit of the President of the United 
States is very explicitly given in the second article of the Con- 
stitution of the United States, which provides: . 

The President shall, at stated times, receive for “his services a « 
pensation, which shall neither be increased nor diminished during the 
period for which he shall have been elected, and he shall not receive 
within that period any other emolument from the United Siates, or 
any of them. 


I hope I may have the attention of the Senator from Maine, 


because I have very great confidence in his judgment, and 
want to address myself particularly to him. As he is the Sen- 
ator in charge of this bill, I hope he may remove from my mind, 


if he can do so, the constitutional objections which I make to 
the adoption of this amendment. If it is not constitutional, \r. 
President, of course neither the Senator from Maine nor any 
other Senator will recognize for a moment that we can for iny 
consideration or under any influence adopt it. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Maine? — 

Mr. BACON. I do, with pleasure. 

Mr. HALE. I think, as I said yesterday, Mr. President, that 
I can understand that Senators may have a doubt whether t! 
in the last resort will be determined to be a constitutional pro 
vision or a provision justified by the Constitution. I have seen 
enough of the literature cited to believe that that is a doubtful 
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stion. Some Senators and some authorities set it clearly out 

that a provision of this kind is an emolument, and would be un- 

constitutional, while other authorities and other citations as 
en state just the reverse. 

every Senator must vote on this proposition as his 

is with reference to this point. But the Senator 


Ww, 
igment 


fi m Georgia knows that in many cases legislation has been put 
into appropriation bills and has passed in distinct, separate 
measures, as to which Senators have had doubts, and it is 
f ly settled by the court. Whether this proposition, if 
adopted, will get by the Comptroller of the Treasury, is a ques- 
ti the committee having it in charge, seeing the necessity 


it and not being clear that it was subject to constitutional 
obiection, incorporated it in the bill as an amendment. 
| shall vote for the proposition on the ground that I am 


willing that it shall take its chance with the Comptroller and 
finally with the courts. I am not certain about the point, I | 
will say to the Senator. Some Senators are very certain, and | 
i feel they will not vote for the amendment, while other Sen- 
tors believe and cite authorities showing that it is not an 
( lument which is going to the President. But what I have | 
st 1 is the attitude of the committee which has reported the 


nepdment. I repeat, it will have to take its chance. 
\ir. BACON. Mr. President, the learned Senator from Maine 
done me the very great favor to answer my argument be- 
I presented it. Nevertheless, I will take the liberty of 
enting it, although I greatly regret that the Senator has an- 


1 weed, in advance of hearing it, that he will be not influenced 
l nything I say, and that he will vote for the amendment. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, nobody will present the constitu- 
tional argument as clearly and as attractively as the Senator 
from Georgia will undoubtedly present it; but still he will 


allow me to say that the point he is making is not in any way 
a new one; it has been already pretty fairly discussed and pre- 
sented to the Senate, not as well as the Senator can do it, but 


so that we all have it in mind. Therefore I do not feel that my | 
decision as to how I shall vote on this matter is in any way a 
reflection on the Senator. I have not heard him, but i have 


heard the propositions presented, and I have told the Senator 
what my views are about them. 
Mr. BACON. 


the Senator from Maine have I greater admiration than for his 


mental capacity; but to the various reasons which I have had | 


heretofore—good 
tir mn 


reasons—upon which to base that admira- 
I now have the additional reason of his power of pre- 


science—his ability to know beforehand what one intends to say. | 
I have not had an opportunity to present to the learned Senator | 


the grounds upon which I base the suggestion that the consti- 
tutional point is so plain that I can not possibly see room for 
much argument upon it, and also the expression of the hope 


that the Senator from Maine, in charge of the bill, would take | 
the point which I am going to present to him and remove the | 


(iffieulties, because if we are to follow the lead of the Senator 
from Maine of course he ought to be able to show us, if we 
have difficulties interfering with our supporting the measure 
which he adyoeates, how those difficulties are not difficulties 
which should deter us, but difficulties which exist not in good 
foundation and which should be disregarded. 

\s I was about to say at the time the Senator interrupted me, 
the appropriation must rest upon some constitutional authority ; 


Mr. President, I have very great admiration | 
for the Senator from Maine, and for nothing connected with 





nd the appropriation for anything connected with money paid | 
io the President of the United States, either directly or indi- | 


ectly 
have 


must rest upon the clause of the Constiution which I 


read, and which I will again read in order that I may | 


ike direct application of it, far removed as it is now by the | 


] 
CO] 


! 
nd myself. The sole clause in the Constitution which justifies 
hy appropriation of money to be paid to the President of the 
United States, either directly or indirectly, is in these words: 

The President shall, at stated times, receive for his services a com- 
ition, which shall neither be increased nor dimirished during the 
iod for which he shall have been elected, and he shall not receive 


thin that period any other emolument from the United States, or any 
them, 


Mr. President, here is a proposition to put $25,000 at the dis- 

sition of the President for his expenditure, absolutely within 
is own discretion, and subject to his own dictation and will. 
| would ask is that compensation? Senators will say, “ No; it 
Ss hot compensation.” If it is compensation, it is undoubtedly 
unconstitutional to make that appropriation applicable to the 
President of the United States during his present term of office ; 
ind therefore, for the benefit of those supporting this amend- 
nent, we may exclude that, and say that it is not additional 
compensation. We concede that it is not additional compensa- 
Uon, or rather we concede that, if it is additional compensation, 


oquy which has been had between the Senator from Maine | 


it is unconstitutional. is 


Then what 





it? Is it an em 
Is it a perquisite? If so, it is also excluded. 

Now, what I want, and I hope the Senator from Maine will 
give me his answer to it, if he can, and I hope I may have tl 
attention of the Senator, because I desire the Senator’s reply, 
if possible. If this is neither compensation nor vl 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator repeat his question? 1 
was called out of the Chamber, and I should like to hear it 

Mr. BACON. I am sorry that the Senator has asked me to 


repeat it, because on account of interruptions I 
stated it; but I will try to do so aga 


tin. 


Mr. SPOONER. The Senator need not mind. 

Mr. BACON. My proposition is that if it is « pensation 
it is unconstitutional. Senators wili all admit that. If it is 
& perquisité or an emolument, it is none the k un sti 
tutional. I want to know, then, if it is neither a compensation 
nor a perquisite nor an emolument, what is it? How would 
Senators who favor this appropriation designate it, and under 
what head would they classify it when they make the appro- 


priation? 
Mr. SPOONER. 
Mr. BACON. 


Will the Senator allow me 
With the greatest pleasure. 
Mr. SPOONER. What is the money which is appropriated 
to pay the expenses of any officer of the Government 
pensation? 
Mr. BACON. 
Mr. 


to answer? 


COoni- 


For expenses? 


SPOONER. Yes; traveling expenses. Is it con 


pensa- 


| tion or is it emolument? 


Mr. BACON. No; that is a part of the expenses of the Gov 
ernment; but this appropriation does not profess to be for the 
payment of expenses. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is what it 


Says. 


Mr. BACON. No; I beg the Senator’s pardon. It does not 
profess to be for his expenses. If it were, it would be limited 
to expenses, and there would be vouchers for it and an ac- 


counting, and it woul@be paid the same as in the case of other 
expenses, 

Mr. SPOONER. It is for traveling expenses. 

Mr. BACON. Yes; but this is an amount to be paid to the 
President of the United States, without regard to any account 
ing. and not limited to his personal expenses. 

Mr. SPOONER. I should like to ask the Senator a 

Mr. BACON. I will hear it with pleasure, because I am 
very much trouble about this, and would like to have the ex- 
planation of this constitutional difficulty. 


Mr. SPOONER. If the President expended $1,000 of this 
amount, leaving $24,000, would that $24,000 belong to him or 


to the Government? 
Mr. BACON. Undoubtedly the phraseology of the provision 
indicates that he shall have only so much of it as he expends. 


Mr. SPOONER. Would a dollar of it go into his pocket as 
compensation ? 

Mr. BACON. Nobody would suggest that for a minute. That 
is absolutely without possibility of entertainment for a second. 
Nobody means to suggest anything of that kind. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator thinks the word “ emolument, 
as used in this connection, does not mean some financial ad 
vantage to the President, the officer, whoever he may be 

Mr. BACON. Whatever “emolument” does or does not in- 
volve, the Senator will concede that this is not an emolument. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not think it is an emolument. 

Mr. BACON. That is what I say those who support this 
amendment must necessarily contend. Therefore, it is not 
necessary for us to discuss as to what is included in “ emolu- 
ment” and what is not, because all agree that if it is intended 
as emolument, it is an unconstitutional provision, and conse 
quently it is not an emolument, according to the contention of 


| those who favor this appropriation, and it is not a compensation 


according to those who favor the appropriation. They must 
contend that it is neither a compensation nor an emolument. 
Mr. SPOONER. The Senator agrees 


Mr. BACON. Pardon me a second. I will vield with pleas- 
q | 


ure in a moment. Then, I want to know, if it is neither an 
emolument nor a compensation, what it is? 
Mr. SPOONER. I should like to ask the Senator, if it is 


neither compensation nor emolument, how does it violate the 
provision of the Constitution, to which the Senator has re 
ferred? 


Mr. BACON. My proposition is that it must be one 


two. I will come to that. I base my argument upon that; that 
it is one of the two, and Senators all agree that, if it is either, 
it is unconstitutional—— 

Mr. SPOONER rose. 

Mr. BACON. Pardon me a second. Therefore, I say, con- 


tending as I do, that it is compensation or emolument, 


senators 
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must coneede that, if it is either, it is unconstitutional. When 


they say it is neither compensation nor emolument, what is it? 
Mr. SPOONER. Traveling expenses. 
Mr. BACON. Well, Mr. President, I reply to that, in the first 


ace, that it is not traveling expenses, because if it were travel- 
1g expenses, 
the President, whereas this does not profess to be that. This 


is amount to be paid at the discretion of the President and to 


be spent at his will, not only for his personal expenses, but for | 
the expenses of such other people as he may choose to have | 
share with him the benefit of this appropriation. It is an | 


¢ iumMent ; 


it is a perquisite; it is an additional amount of 
money given for his enjoyment, to be dispensed according as he 


may prefer that it shall be expended. 
If it were the simple matter of the exact expenses of the 
President of the United States, it would have to be limited to the 


occasions when he was upon official business. But I would not 
draw any narrow line on that, because it might be said that the 
President of the United States whenever he is going about | 


through the country is in a degree looking after public business, 
Ithough it has frequently happened when a President has been 
an 


aspirant for election to a second term that he has “swung 
the circle” upon a purely personal political tour. This appro- 
priation, however, does not profess to be strictly for the travel- 
ing expenses of the President of the United States, and there 
is no provision under which there can be any distinction drawn 


in the expenditure of this money between that part of it which 
goes to the payment of the expenses of the President of the 
United States and the payment of those whom he may invite to 
accompany him. 

I will ask Senators—and they can reply now or at any other 
time they see fit—if they understand that the payment of the 
traveling expenses of those whom the President may see fit to 
invite to go with him is a payment of part of the personal ex- 
penses of the President of the United States? Can any man 
possibly contend that it is so, and, if he does so contend, is there 
any man who can give a sound argument upon which to base 
such a contention? 

I want to say further in that regard that the provision of the 
Constitution to which 
wisdom. It had a double purpose in saying that the President’s 
compensation should be neither increased nor diminished dur- 
ing the incumbency of a President of the United States. There 
was a design, in the first place, that the President of the United 
States should be put beyond and above the possibility of Con- 
gress being able to coerce him or constrain him in any way by 
having control of the amount of money which he should receive 
for his compensation. That was a great and a wise purpose. 
There was none the less a great and wise purpose, and as ex- 
perience shows, in the growing power of the Executive, indeed 


a greater and wiser purpose, that he should not have the power, | 


by reason of the influence of his office, to secure from Congress 


it would be the exact amount spent as expenses | 


I have referred was framed in much | 
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an increase of his salary during his incumbency, or that he | 


should have the power by the exercise of such influence to se- 
cure from Congress any emolument in addition to his salary. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
yield to the Senator from California? 

Mr. BACON. With much pleasure. 

Mr. PERKINS. I should like to ask my friend from Georgia 
how he ean reconcile his action in voting for the item in the 
legislative appropriation bill for the support and care of car- 
riages, horses, furniture, flowers, music, and other luxuries and 
comforts for the President and occupants of the White House 
and not call them emoluments, and say that this item for tray- 


Georgia 


eling expenses, which the President must pay out in traveling 
by reason of the action of Congress in not permitting him to 
travel upon a pass—how does the Senator differentiate between 
those two purposes? 

Mr. BACON. It is perhaps as well that the honorable Sena- 
tor has called my attention to that, and I will come to it before I 
conclude, not only as to the President, but as to some of these 
other gentlemen in the Executive Departments. As the Senator 
has so pointedly directed our attention to that subject, it is not 
to be evaded, and I propose to express my opinion on it without 


hesitation or qualification. 

But, Mr. President, before reaching that I will pursue what 
I was saying, that this provision of the Constitution is one 
framed in much wisdom. In the first place, by the prohibition 
against the decreasing of the salary of the President there was 
thrown around the President this safeguard against any effort 
on the part of Congress to coerce or embarrass the Executive, 
and, in the second place, by providing that his compensation 
should not be increased it was designed to prevent the pos- 
sibility that the Executive, with his great office and his great 


| the 
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influence, should have the power or the opportunity to get fy, : 
Congress an increase of salary beyond that fixed by law. , 
any emolument in addition thereto. Mr. President, if Sen 

will pardon me and not take it offensively, and no Senator ¢.) 





or 


rs 


it personally, I think the very fact of this proposed appr. ’ a 
tion and the probability that it will be made is an illustration 
of the wisdom of that provision of the Constitution. [ {hjp). 


that Senators, without being conscious of it—not all of the). jo. 
cause I recognize the fact that there are differences of opjyjoy 
as to the propriety of this provision which would contro] Seno. 
tors outside of any influence—but I have not a doubt i: iho 
world that there are Senators who unconsciously are influcy cog 
in this matter by the fact that it is the desire of the Execytiye 
and by their desire to conform in supporting it to what is gon. 
erally understood to be the personal wish of the President. 

3ut, Mr. President, I have a much graver reason for oppos. 
ing this amendment than the unconstitutional feature of tho 
proposed appropriation. Of course, if the feature of unconsti- 
tutionality related to the appropriation in the future as wel! as. 
to this particular time, I could have no graver reason than that 
suggestion of unconstitutionality; but if this item is ux 


nsti- 
tutional, it is unconstitutional simply as regards the next three 
years, and is not unconstitutional so far as it would relate to 
other subsequent incumbents of the Presidential office. So | 


repeat that the unconstitutionality of the proposed appropria- 
tion is a much less grave consideration, to my mind, limited as 


it would be to three years in its operation, than is the genera] 
policy which is involved in this matter and as it will affect 


future administrations. 

If the salary fixed by law for the compensation of the Presi- 
dent is insufficient we should change the law and make it sufij- 
cient. So long as we do not change the law and increase the 
salary we are practically saying that, in our judgment, the 
salary is sufficient. And when to a sufficient salary, as we 
pronounce it to be, we add an emolument of $25,000 a year, 
we are bestowing a favor upon him, we are exalting him after 
the manner of other countries, where classes and rank are 
recognized in the adulatory bestowal of favors and privileges 
upon them which are denied to others. 

Mr. President, if the salary of the President of the United 
States is not sufficient there is no undue exaltation of the 
President of the United States in adding to his salary such an 
amount as will make it sufficient, and no one could be criticised 
for his desire so to do. But when you say that a certain 
amount of salary is sufficient for the President, and that is 
said in fixing his salary at a given amount, and when you 
segregate him and separate him, not only from all the people of 
the United States, but from all the officials in and of the United 
States, and set him up with an unlimited and unqualified power 
over an expenditure of money, not only for his own trans- 
portation, but for the transportation of such people as he may 
ehoose to surround himself with on his trips of business or 
pleasure, you unduly exalt the man who for the time holds 
the office of President. And when I say the man who for the 
time holds that office, I am not speaking of this time only, but 
of any future time as well. There is an exaltation of the 
officer ; there is the setting apart of him; there is an approach- 
ing to those things which pertain to and peculiarly characterize 
royalty, which are inconsistent and inharmonious with the 
spirit of our laws and the genius of our Government; and for 
one I will not consent to it. 

Mr. President, I am not in favor of exalting any man albove 
his fellows, except so far as his merits may exalt him, or except 
so far as the dignity of the office in itself may exalt him. 
When you seek to surround that office with the trappings of 
royalty, and with the air and assumptions of royalty, and with 
methods and practices of royalty, I make my protest 
against it. 

It is not to the interest of those who are in these high offices 
that they should have around them these trappings, these em- 
blems and privileges and recognitions of superiority, and these 
unusual favors. As I have had occasion to say before in this 
Senate, we are in a season of unrest, not only in America, }ut 
in other countries. That unrest may be unreasonable, and in 
many instances it is unreasonable, but in many others it is we'll 
founded ; and in my humble judgment there is nothing that con- 
tributes so much to that unrest, there is nothing which (is 
satisfies and disturbs the people both in this country and i1 
other countries to such an extent, as the visual evidence that |\cy 
have in such matters of privilege and display, of the favori\\s 
which throws around some men trappings and attributes 0! 
superiority and of power and of special privileges that are (c 
nied to other men. These things are irritating and distur)! 
to men in this country of equality of right and equality ©! 
privilege. I say, and I wish to press it home to Senators, (2+ 








.. +. not to the interest of those in high places that the public 
ivankd have their feelings in this regard and by such distinc- 
oe ore and mere irritated and ruffled and disturbed, and 
y should have threw#h such measures greater and 
eause for dissatisfaction and unrest. Everything that 

of royal distinction, everything that smacks of the 
| privilege of official rank and class, is justly distasteful to 
ple. 
\(r. President, there are different ways in which the power 
exel ed and wielded by high officials has been obtained; there 
are different sources from which it flows; and this country, 
ohove all others, is the one that stands out most distinctly 
whe the source of power is from the people, in contradistinc- 
tion to other countries, where the power had its origin with the 
ruler, where the liberties and privileges of the people are dis- 
pensations from those in authority that have been granted to 
tle people by the rulers, 

This Government was not formed for the purpose of exalt- 
ing the official. We have no rulers, and the title is a gross mis- 


1 
that ey 
t 
‘ 


yomer, Whether assumed by the official or conferred on him by 
others. In other countries the official or the ruler first had the 
power. He had the arbitrary power gathered first in small 
communities, and then assumed by one who took control of all | 


the communities, and it was with the absolute power in his 
possession that little by little parts of that power were dis- 
tributed to the people and enjoyed by them with its privileges 
as a matter of grace. But in this country the exact reverse of 
that was the method by which the officials became clothed with 
power. The power was all with the people. They formed the 
Government and created the offices and provided for the offi- 
cials: and whatever of powver and emoluments and whatever 
of attributes and of trappings the official has, came from the 
people by power given and privilege and advantages of all 
kinds which they enjoy given by the people to the official. 


Senators can not too fully realize the fact that no office was 
ever created in this country for the benefit of giving power and 
dignity either to the office-or to the man who should fill it. 
The office was created not to give honor and power to the 
officer who should fill it, but becanse the office was necessary 
to the people. Necessarily it carried power with it. I think 


the most dignified and powerful office in all the world is the 
» of the President of the United States, and it is not neces- 
sary for the President of the United States to go outside of his 
legitimate functions or to have bestowed upon him any of the 
oritism and privileges and distinctions of a royal class in 
order that he may still be and remain the occupant of the most 
dignified and powerful office of all the earth. I would say no 
word in depreciation of it. On the contrary, within its legiti- 
mate functions I honor and magnify it. 

It is not necessary in order that this office shall have its full 
meed of dignity and power that we shall clothe it with any of 


offic 






those things with which those who wear crowns assume it their 
right to be clothed. The legislative department—that depart- 
ment in which is designed in the Constitution to be the principal 


department, the most influential department, the most powerful 
department; that which should be the most direct representa- 
tive in the one branch of the people and in the other branch of 
the States, and that which should be clothed with almost all the 
powers, almost all the reyal powers—is the branch which has 
control of these matters. 


In this connection I must allude to the matter called to my 


« 
) 


_ 


INS], that we sit here session after session and not only vote 
laries to these officials of the Executive Departments in excess 
of those which we vote to ourselves, but that we give them car- 
riuges and horses and flowers and other things named by him. 
I did not know that flowers were provided for in the apropria- 
tion bill, but I take the word of the Senator from California to 
T 
t 


effect. He is a member of the Committee on Appropria- 
I desire to say to the Senator from California that 
er since I have been in the Senate have I ever voted for any 
one of the particular things the Senator has mentioned, except 
so far as I was compelled to vote for them after they were 
ee in the appropriation bill in voting for the bill in 
schneral, 
Mr. PERKINS. I desire to say to my friend that during the 
rteen years I have been here those items have been enumer- 
ed in the Book of Estimates made up and presented every 
year to your committee, and we have considered them. 
\ir. BACON. Undoubtedly, I presume, that is true. 
Mr. PERKINS. And I have never heard my friend the Sena- 
' from Georgia protest against them. 
Mr. BACON. I think there has been something said in the 
past about executive officers having carriages and horses. I 
have the highest regard personally for the occupants of the 


¢ 


T 
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executive offices, and a feeling warmer than regard for some 
of them. I have high regard for the President of the United 
States, and would utter no word of disrespect of him or them; 
and nothing that I say here is personal to him or to any other 
executive officer. Everything I say relates to these ers, 
past and future, as well as present. But I am unable to see 
why it is that we in making appropriat ll be giving 
carriages and horses to the heads of Departments. Do they 
need carriages and horses any more than Senators need them? 
Do they need them half as much? They sit in their offices 
and have people come to see them. We have to parade this 
whole town to attend to business, and yet who thinks of an 
appropriation for the purpose of giving carriages and horses to 
Senators? 

Do not 
favor the 


H 
om 


ions sha 


let me be misunderstood, Mr. President. I do not 
giving of carriages and horses to Senators. jut I 
say there is no reason why in the absence of the one there 
should be the other. The heads of Departments are the crea- 
tures of Congress. They are not the creatures of the Consti- 
tution. 

We call them, by courtesy, “ Cabinet officers,” 
to show them this merited courtesy. They are not known to 
the law as such. They are subject to our will. We can abolish 
every Cabinet office, every head of a Department, and substitute 
another for it whenever we see proper to do so. There is no 
expectation that we will do so, because the system has been 
framed in wisdom and is satisfactory. But I am simply calling 
attention te a fact in response to the suggestion of the Senator 
from California. I do not know that I would have mentioned 
it, out of delicacy, if he had not called my attention to it. But 
when he asks me pointedly how I reconcile the appropriation 
of money for flowers and carriages and horses, I answer him 
that I do not approve it, but that I condemn it. Whenever the 
Senator, as a member of the Committee on Appropriations, will 
bring that question before the Senate and make an issue of it 
and give those of us in the minority an opportunity to be heard, 
he will find my vote cast in the negative. I repeat, whatever 
may be my personal feelings to these officials, I am not in fayor 
of special privileges or undue exaltation for any official. 

Mr. President, I was not here yesterday. I do not know what 
was done. But I wish to call the attention of the Senator from 
Maine to the rule. However, before I conclude what I have to 
say on the main merits of this question, I again call upon Sen- 
ators who say this is neither a part of the compensation of the 
President nor a part of the emoluments to the President, in 
neither of which case would it be constitutional, to tell us what 
it is if it is not either additional compensation or an emolument 
or a perquisite. When they tell me it is a part of the expenses, 
I say, in the first place, that if it is a part of the personal ex- 
penses of the President of the United States it would be uncon- 
stitutional, because it would be a part necessarily either of the 
compensation or the emoluments. 

Of course, if you make it a part of the expense of the Govern- 
ment in the payment of the railroad fare of the President of the 
United States, you might say that that was not either a perqui- 
site or an increased compensation. When you put in his hands 
$25,000, to pay the expenses of himself $1,000, and $24,000 to 


and we are glad 


| pay the expenses of twenty-four others, I want Senators to 
tell me whether, when you give the President the power to 
invite twenty-four gentlemen to go with him and share his 


hospitality, the expense to be paid by the Treasury of the 
United States, it is not giving him an emolument; whether 
it is not a personal perquisite to him. Can it be other than 
an emolument when, because he President, he given 
$25,000 a year with which to entertain personal friends whom 
he may invite to accompany him on his tours? 

But passing from that and concluding, I repeat I was not 
here yesterday, and I do not know what was said with regard 
to the point of order. But I wish to ask the attention of the 
Senator from Maine to Rule XVI, which I need not read over 
to him except so far as the specification of exceptions is con- 
cagned, with respect to amendments to an appropriation bill. 
I wish the Senator from Maine to tell me under which of these 
exceptions this particular appropriation falls: 

No amendments shall be received to any general appropriation bill 
the effect of which will be to increase an appropriation already con- 
tained in the bill, or to add a new item of appropriation, unless 

Now here are the exceptions— 

{tt be made to carry out the provisions of some existing 1aw— 

It is certainly not included in this— 
or treaty stipulation— 

It is not included in that— 


is is 


or act— 
It is not included in that— 
or resolution previously passed by the Senate during that session— 
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It is not included in that— Mr. HALE. I would not say without any information. 
or | 3 the si be Moved by direction of a standing or select com- Mr. BACON. I hope the Senator will give us the information 
mit f the Senate in order that we may judge whether or not the appropriation 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— is in proper proportion. 

Mr. BACON. One moment, if you please. It is not included : Mr. HALE. If the Senate thinks it too much, it can cut jt 
in that. pe ay 

fas HALE. Yes, it is. Mr. BACON. We can not do that unless the Senator gives 

Mr. BACON. ‘The Senator will pardon me. us the information on which to base our judgment. 

Mr. LODGE. ‘That is exactly where it is included. Mr. President, everyone recognizes the right 

Mr. BACON (reading)— _ Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 

or proposed in pursuance of an estimate of the head of some one of | yield to the Senator from Ohio? - 
the Departments. Mr. BACON. Yes. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator has passed the exception which Mr. FORAKER. I desire to ask the Senator from Maine. 
makes it in order. while he is on the floor, whether or not there is a bill m; king 

Mr. BACON. I understand; but I was entitled to read it this same provision on the Senate desk now, having passed the 
through. Now, I will hear the Senator with much pleasure. House? 

Mr. HALE. The amendment is in order, because it is moved Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly. It passed the House after this 


by direction of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. BACON. Of course, the Senator’s superior familiarity 
with such matters must go against mine, but I understand that 
to mean a committee outside of the Committee on Appropri- 


ations. 

Mr. HALE. That has been ruled upon repeatedly. 

Mr. LODGE. Over and over again. 

Mr. HALE. An amendment may be offered by any committee 
of the Senate. If an amendment is put in the bill by direction 
of the Committee on Appropriations that is the action of a 


standing committee. 

Mr. BACON. Very well, I will accept 

Mr. HALE. That has been ruled upon again and again. 

Mr. BACON. As the Senator from Maine has so kindly given 
me the information I desired on that point, of course if he has 
the information on other points I have asked him about he will 
be equally kind and give it. Therefore, I hope when I have con- 
cluded the Senator from Maine will answer the constitutional 
question I have propounded: If it is not an increased compensa- 
tion and if it is not an emolument or a perquisite, what is it? 
Of course I can not expect the Senator from Maine to amswer the 
question when he did not listen to it while I was propounding it. 
But I will ask the Senator one other question. 

Mr. HALE. I will ask other Senators, inasmuch as the 
Senator from Georgia is continually appealing to me, not to take 
my attention from the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. BACON. I hope the Senator’s request in that respect will 
be regarded. I was propounding a direct question to the Senator 
from Maine. 





Now. I will take the liberty of asking the Senator from 
Maine another question, and that is upon what information 


does the Senator from Maine or the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, which he represents here, base the estimate of $25,000? Is 
it a guess or has the Senator information as to this being the 
particular amount; and if so, from whom was it obtained? I 
hope I may have that information from the Senator. 

Mr. HALE. Like a great many other appropriations, it has 
never been figured with a lead pencil, by adding the different 


items, that it will amount to just this sum. The House put 
this proposition on after examination, and it was struck out 
on a point of order. When it came to the Committee on Appro- 
priations here, the committee moved it and inserted it in the 
bill. It is believed that $25,000 is ample for this purpose. 

Mr. BACON. Upon what does the Senator base that belief? 

Mr. HALE. On the expenses of all these trips, the movements 
of the resident, which he has a right to make and which the 
people want him to make. The committee believes that $25,000 
will cover it. It may not. If it is not all spent, it will be re- 
turned to the Treasury. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me, is it not true 
that that at last depends upon the number of men whom the 


President may see fit to invite to accompany him? 


Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly. The committee did not think it 
worth the while to say to the President that he could invfte 
twelve men and could not invite the unfortunate number of 
thirteen. That is all there is in the provision about the Presi- 
dent’s discretion. The President never fingers this money. 

Mr. BACON. There is no suggestion of that kind. 

Mr. HALE. It is in his discretion, when he will take these 
trips, how many people he will invite. That is left, as it prop- 
erly must be, to his descretion. The Senate can vote this propo- 


can with reason ask the committee to 
We can not say that, 


sition down, but nobody 
say it will be just $25,000 in one year. 


and do not pretend to. 


Mr. BACON. Has the committee any information upon which 
to base this sum, or is it guided solely by a guess? - 
Mr. HALE. It is the judgment of the committee. 


Mr. BACON. Without any information? 


discussion came up, but it has not become a law. The Hoyso 
of Representatives submitted this proposition, but that does 
not furnish the information of every sixpence that is going to 
be spent, for which the Senator from Georgia asks. 

Mr. BACON. I do not ask for that. I am asking for somo 
information 

Mr. FORAKER. I had an entirely different thought in my 
mind. It must be evident—if the Senator from Georgia wii! 
bear with me for a moment—that there is serious doubt in tha 
minds of Senators—and many Senators—as to whether this js 
not an emolument within the meaning of the Constitution, | 
have that doubt. I do not know whether the President has any 
doubt about it or pa Lawyers may very well differ about tho 
question, and I think it would be a great deal better—bette; 
for the President, for I am sure, if I know the man—and | 
think I do—he would not want us to unconstitutionally provide 
a dollar for his use in this or in any other way—lI belieye jt 
would be a great deal better for us to pass a separate pil] 
rather than to make this provision an item of the appropria- 
tion bill. 

Mr. BACON. I think so, too. 

Mr. FORAKER. If we make it an item in the appropriation 
bill, the President can not veto it. He can not take anybody's 
opinion about it before signing the bill. If, on the other hand, 
we pass the separate bill, the President, in view of the doubt 
about it, may take the opinion of the Attorney-General upon 
the subject, and we may have an authoritative determination 
of the question whether or not this is an emolument within the 
Constitution. 

I am not speaking in my own time, but if I may be indulged 
further, I have been looking up this question a little in the 
very short time I have had at my disposal, and I find that, 
| upon authority, this is certainly a very serious question. My 
own personal belief is that this would probably be held to be 
| an emolument within the meaning of the Constitution, and 
unless I were entirely free from doubt on that subject I could 
not vote for the amendment; for I do not think any Senator 


ore 
s 








has a right to vote for a measure which he believes is un- 
constitutional. I recognize that other Senators do not share 
that belief. I do not know whether the President has given 
this question any consideration. But now that the question 
has been raised, I am sure he would not want to expend this 
money unless he were sure that it was a constitutional pro- 
vision of which he had a right to avail himself, and that we 
shall best serve him by passing a separate bill upon which he 
can take the advice of the Attorney-General. 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE] says to me that 
the bill will never pass. The bill has already passed the Louse, 
and it may pass here. I do not believe there would be any s°- 
rious discussion of the measure. Senators might want to reg- 
ister their dissent to the proposition by voting against it. 

It is suggested to me that we have an agreement to vote 
on that measure. I do not know that we could reach such 
an agreement. I do not know how the Senator from Georgia 
would view it. He would, perhaps, in view of what he has said, 
be satisfied, if this item went out of the bill, to join in a unani- 
mous-consent agreement that the bill which has passed thie 
House be passed by the Senate. Then the responsibility would 
be devolved upon the proper officers of the Government to deter- 
mine the constitutional question. 

Mr. BACON. I would not interpose any factious opposition. 
Of course I would not agree myself to vote for it. 

Mr. FORAKER. 1 understand that. 

Mr. BACON. But I would not attempt to defeat it by delay. 
If the Senator from Ohio has concluded 

Mr. FORAKER. I want to say another word before I col 
clude. I wish to make a request for unanimous consent—— 

Mr. BACON. The Senator will wait until I conclude? 
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\fr. FORAKER. Certainly. I will not make it without the | some additional advantage, not the salary of the office or the 





Senator's permission. direct compensation of the office, but a good, a benefit, or an 
Mr. BACON. The Senator can make it as soon as I finish, ( advantage which inures by reason of possession of the office. 
which will be in five minutes. That is an emolument. You might as well say it would be no 


Mr. President, I do not wish in anything I say to suggest that 
consider that there is any impropriety in the President of the 
tnited States visiting different sections of the country. On 
the contrary, I think that upon occasions it is a very proper 
thing for the President of the United States to do. It is an | lawyers, will answer the question, If this is neither an emolu- 
exuuple which was given by Washington himself. Washing- | ment nor additional compensation, what is it; at least so far as 
ton. during his incumbency of the office, visited different parts it refers to the expenses of persons other than the President of 
} 


favor to a private individual or to a Senator if a like advantage 
were given to him, and that he would receive no additional 
benefit. But I will not pursue that, - 

I hope that some of the learned Senators, and especially the 





of the country. He came to my own State, and within the past | the United States? 

two days I have seen a memento of the visit which he made Now, Mr. President, I repeat, I do not wish to suggest any 
to Georgia, where he presented to the Chatham Artillery, a | impropriety on the part of the President either of the present 
military organization which still exists in the city of Savannah, | or any other time in visiting different sections remote and near; 
. uple of cannon which had been captured at Yorktown. but when he does go, I do not wish, when the train passes through 
Those are very highly treasured mementoes and the tradition of | the country along by the toilers in the fiel@ and by the laborers 
that visit is very highly treasured; and with that illustrious | in the workshop and at the desk and in the office and behind 
example, of course the suggestion of an impropriety is not in | the counters, that they shall look upon a class of favored people, 
my mind at all. | the guests of the President of the United States, traveling 

But Washington paid his own expenses, and every other | through the country at the expense of the Government of the 

President of the United States from that day to this, who has | United States, paid out of money contributed out of the fruit 
traveled through the country, has paid his own expenses. | of their toil and their labor. 
There is not, in the ease of the present incumbent or of any Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent that the 
other probable incumbent, such a want of pecuniary means, | House bill upon this subject, which is upon the Secretary's 
either of his own or in his salary, as would debar him from the | table, may be taken up, and that without debate the Senate vote 
convenient payment of his expenses. upon it. 

Mr. LODGE. Does the Senator from Georgia mean to say | Mr. BACON. If the Senator will omit that part of his re 
that when President Cleveland and President Harrison and | quest about excluding debate, I will certainly agree to it. 
President McKinley made journeys throughout the United | Mr. HALE. Of course that is all there is in it. 

States they paid for their trains? Mr. LODGE. That is the only object. 

Mr. BACON. I did not say so. Mr. HALE. It is the only object, because otherwise the de- 

Mr. LODGE. I understood the Senator to say that precise | bate will be transferred to that bill and would not close on this 
thing. bill. 

Mr. BACON. I simply said they paid their expenses. Mr. BACON. I would not expect to say another word, so far 

Mr. LODGE. It is well known they did not. as I am concerned, but other Senators may want to debate it. 

Mr. BACON. I said they paid their expenses, meaning by Mr. MORGAN. I wish to inquire of the Senator from Maine 
that that there were none paid by the Government. That is | What bill he refers to? 
what I mean, Mr. FORAKER. I wish-to make a suggestion. 

Mr. LODGE. They were paid by the railroads. Mr. MORGAN. The bill the Senator refers to is not on the 
Mr. BACON. No; they were not paid by the railroads. Calendar. What bill does the Senator refer to? 

LODGE. The railroads furnished the trains for nothing, Mr. HALE. The bill which has come from the House of 
| have for years, to all Presidents. Representatives and is on the Secretary’s desk. 
Mr. BACON, The compensation to the railroads—— Mr. MORGAN. Suppose it be reported, so that we can hear it 
Mr. LODGE. The railroads will not carry the President in | read. 


any other way, because the risk is too great. | Mr. HALE. I ask unanimous consent that it may be laid 
Mr. BACON. After the passage of this bill they will not | before the Senate, and that a vote be taken upon it without 
carry free the President or any other person. | debate. 
Mr. LODGE. After the passage of this bill? Mr. MORGAN. Oh, no. 
Mr. BACON. After the passage of the rate law, I mean, Mr. HALE. Does the Senator object to that? 
they will not earry the President or anybody else free. Mr. MORGAN. I object. 
Mr. LODGE. Precisely. Mr. HALE. Then I have another request that I wish to 


Mr. BACON. That is my view about that. I do not think | make. : : aa! 
the President any more than the humblest citizen of the United| Mr. BERRY. We do not know what the bill is. It has never 
States ought to have his expenses paid out of the Treasury of | been read. ; ; ; 
the United States. Mr. HALE. The Senator from Alabama has objected. Now, 
Mr. LODGE. The humblest citizen is not obliged to pay for | 1 have another proposition—— 
special train. Mr. FORAKER. Let me suggest to the Senator from Maine 
Mr. BACON. I do not know that there is a necessity for the | that Senators are objecting because they do not know what the 
President to pay for a special train. But if there, is, it is not | bill is. They tell me they do not know whether it is the same 
such an absolutely exorbitant amount as to prevent his doing it. | provision, and that is a reasonable ground on which to sustain 
‘may have a special car without any very great expense, and | 2n objection. 


iere is no reason why the President of the United States may Mr. HALE. Unless some one objects to its being read, I ask 
not travel in a special car upon a regular train, and it would | that the bill be read. . ie 
t involve any such expense as a special train. But this is not| The VICE-PRESIDENT. RED, COCEGALS, WEROTS, COUR, 
iited to the question of paying the expenses of the President. | will read the bill. 
it is giving to the President this large emolument, a fund, with | The bill (H. R. 20321) to provide for the traveling expenses 


which he ean gather around him his friends, and take them | of the President of the United States was read the first time by 
rough the country at the expense of the Government of the | its title, and the second time at length, as follows: 

(nited States. If that is not an emolument, I do not know how Be it enacted, etc., That hereafter there may be expe , for or on 

to class it. account of the traveling expenses of the President of the United States, 

® . such sum as Congress may from time to time appropriate, not exceed- 

An emolument is something of value given, something which | ing $25,000 per annum, such sum wher appropriated to be expended in 
ttaches to the office, that is outside of the regular salary—some | the discretion of the President and accounted for on his certificate 
gabe. some benefit, something of good. Does any Senator oor Lore is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not 
retend to say, when you say to the President of the United | otherwise appropriated, for the purposes authorized by this act 

States that in addition to his salary he shall have the privilege | the fiscal year 1907, the sum of $25,000. 

and the’‘opportunity, when he seeks to travel through the coun-| Mr. HALE. I ask unanimous consent that that House bill 
‘y, to gather around him his special friends and take them | be laid before the Senate, and that a vote be taken upon it 

upon a train, and that he shall not be burdened with the ex- | without debate. 

pense of the entertainment of his friends, but that the Govern- Mr. MORGAN. I object. 

ment of the United States will pay it, that that is no emolu- Mr. BACON. That a vote be taken now? 

ment, that that is no advantage? Is that no inereased benefit Mr. HALE. Now. 

or good attached to the office of the President of the United The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made by the Senator 

States? That is what an emolument is. It is some additional | from Alabama. 

good, some additional benefit, some privilege, if you please, Mr. HALE. If any Senator objects, that ends it, 
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Mr. CARMACK. 


Will the Senator permit me to suggest that 
there will be no more debate on that bill than there will be on 
this provision in the pending bill, and I do not think there will 
be as much? 

Mr. HALE. 
jects, then 


I must submit my request, and if the Senator ob- 

Mr. BACON. The Senator will pardon me a moment. With 
all deference to the Senator, of course his object, under the 
suggestion made by the Senator from Ohio, is to have a vote 
upon this separate bill rather than to have a vote on the amend- 
ment. There is not the slightest disposition or intention, so far 
as I ean learn, on the part of anyone to factiously debate the 
bill or in a manner not consistent with due consideration and 
action on that bill, nor is there the slightest reason to sup- 
pose that there will be any extended debate upon it. There are 
Senators here who desire to be heard on the amendment if it 
should still remain before the Senate. 

It seems to me that the Senator, looking to the practical ac- 
complishment of a purpose, would be satisfied with the assur- 
ance given that there will be no factious opposition and no in- 
tentional delay. 

Mr. HALE. I can not consent to set aside this most important 
appropriation bill, in which we are all interested and which 
will arrest adjournment, to take up a matter simply upon the 
statement that there will be no factious opposition to it. I have 
made the proposition. I do not ask Senators to agree to it. 

Mr. BACON. Let me make another suggestion to the Sena- 
tor. It is this, that the Senator ask unanimous consent that 
when the debate is concluded on this amendment a vote shall 
then be taken without debate on the bill. 

Mr. HALE. If objection is made to my proposftion, then I 
have another proposition, that all debate upon the pending 
amendment to the appropriation bill now under consideration 
and any amendment thereto shall close in one hour. 

Mr. MORGAN. I object to that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I am trying to bring the Senate 
to a vote, but I can not consent that the appropriation bill shall 
be displaced and the House bill be brought up with no arrange- 
ment about the termination of debate upon it. Therefore I 
have proposed that all debate upon the pending amendment to 
the appropriation bill and amendments thereto shall cease in 
one hour from the present time. 

Mr. CARMACK. Will the Senator permit me to make an- 
other suggestion? It is that he make that proposition with ref- 
to the House bill, that debate on that bill shall close in 
one hour. 

HALE. Well, Mr. President, I will ask that the House 
bill be laid before the Senate, and that after an hour’s debate 
the Senate shall vote upon it. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Mr. President, I do not see any necessity 
for urgency in the passage of this House bill. I do not believe 
it has been considéred by any committee. 


erence 


Mr. 


Mr. HALE. I am only proposing it to help us out of delay 
upon the appropriation bill. 
Mr. McLAURIN. I am as utterly opposed to the bill that 


came in from the House as I am to this amendment. All the 


objections that I have to the amendment obtain equally to the | 





House. bill. 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. McLAURIN. If the position that I hold is correct—that 
is, the position that was first advanced by the junior Senator 
from North Dakota [Mr. McCumber], that this legislation is un- 
coustitutional—then that unconstitutionality will just as much 
apply to the bill that the House passed as it applies to this 
amendment. Ido not think the Senator from Maine can expect 
the Senate to consider the House bill that has just been laid 
before the Senate—— 

Mr. I{ALE. All the Senator has to do is to object. Does he 
object to my proposition? 

Mr. McLAURIN. I certainly do. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. “Objection is made. 

Mr. HALE. Now, of course, the debate is to go on. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I wish to say a word 

Mr. HALE. Let me finish the proposition. 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. I have tried to relieve the Senate from the delay 


upon this most important bill by two propositions, both of which 
have been objected to. I am powerless. I only say that the 
debate will proceed as Senators choose, and I shall ask the 
Senate to take a recess from 6 o’clock to 8, not with an agree- 
ment that no other matters shall be taken up, but I will expect 
a quorum of the Senate to be present, and I shall ask when we 
get into that session, if the Senate grants it, that every Senator 
ul be here. Otherwise this debate will run on the wide 


sh 





waters of Senatorial talk and it will not be got through foy 
days. If I can, I am going to get this bill out of the way, so that 
we can adjourn next Thursday or Friday; but if I do not get 
it out of the way, I notify Senators that we will run into the 
heats of July. I shall do everything in my power to get it 
through, and I shall ask the Senate later to take a recess fro) 
6 o'clock, so that we may have a genuine night session with 
every Senator present. 

Mr. McLAURIN. I want to say that at the request of sey. 
eral Senators I withdraw the objection I made to the propo- 
sition of the Senator from Maine, but I do not withdraw my 
opposition to this amendment nor my opposition to the pjj] 
from the House. My opposition is as vigorous to the bill ang 
to the amendment as it has been at any other time. I with. 
draw the objection. If any other Senator desires to make an 
objection, let him do it. 

Mr. HALE. I ask that the House bill be laid before the Sen- 
ate for consideration and that without debate, at 3 o'clock, a 
yote be taken upon it. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, it has been my conviction of 
duty to object to all propositions that have been made about 
limiting debate upon a bill that has not yet been before a com- 
mittee of the Senate. The rules of the Senate require that a 
bill coming over from the House shall be referred to a committee 
before it is considered by this body and reported upon. I want 
the Senators on the committee who have to deal with that pil] 
to be responsible for it. : 

Mr. HALE. I was asking for what waives all rules, and that 
is unanimous consent. Of course, if the Senator objects that 
ends it. 

Mr. MORGAN. I am stating the ground of my objection. [ 
want a committee of the Senate to be responsible for that bill, 
with leave of the minority, if there is a minority, to make a re- 
port against it. The Senator says he wants to get this bill out of 
the way. Out of whose way does he want to get it? 

Mr. HALE. Out of the Senator’s way. 

Mr. MORGAN. My way? 

Mr. HALE. Of all Senators, 
bill passed. 

Mr. MORGAN. Not out of my way. I have never had a 
higher duty to perform in the world than to vote upon a sundry 
civil appropriation bill which earries $125,000,000. 

Mr. HALE. Not quite as much as that. 

Mr. MORGAN. How much is it? 

Mr. HALE. About $100,000,000. 

Mr. MORGAN. About $100,000,000. In considering a meas- 
ure of that kind I am put to the top of my sphere, so far as my 
sense of duty is concerned, to try to see that the appropriations 
which are made out of the Treasury of the United States, which 
have to be collected out of the taxation of the people, should be 
understood, to say the least of it, and the heats of July are not 
distressing me any more than they have distressed me for 
nearly the last thirty years. I have sat even with the Senator 
from Maine until October and November passing upon measures, 

Mr. HALE. So often that I got very tired of it. 

Mr. MORGAN. That Senator may have retired; I do not 
know, but I still stood here at my post, and I am none the worse 
for it. No man ever wore himself out in the performanee of an 
honest and a sincere duty. It is when they try to shirk it and 
try to get through that they get fragmentary, get broken up, 
get unhappy and uneasy, and run through their duty and are 
distressed. 

Mr. HALE. 
proposition, 

Mr. MORGAN. Well, I want the floor. 

Mr. President, entirely against my desire, wish, or expecta- 
tion the coming over of this bill from the House under the pe- 
culiar circumstances that have attended its presentation here, 
this very remarkable proceeding in the Senate requires me, | 
think, to make some little running commentary upon this pro- 
posed legislation, which is entirely new, so far as I have heard, 
in the history of the United States. 

It is peculiar. It is the only one of its kind. There is some 
emotion or commotion or pressure somewhere that forces this 
bill to the front, in spite of all the rules that we have adopted, 
and which puts it as the prime proposition before the Senate 
and the American people that we must pause and give our at- 
tention to it. 

First of all, this bill originated in the House as a rider on the 
sundry civil appropriation bill. So far as I remember, it bore 
exactly the same language that it bears in the language of the 
amendment proposed by the Committee on Appropriations of 
the Senate. A point of order was made against it in the House, 
and it was sustained. Exactly what that point of order is I 
Whether it was 


Everybody wants to have this 


I give way to the Senator. I withdraw my 


have not had the opportunity to ascertain. 
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the constitutional question which the Senator from North Da- 
kota |Mr. McCuMBeEr] so forcibly presented on yesterday, or 
whether it was because there was no estimate for it, or whether 
it was because it was new legislation of a general character 
upon an appropriation bill, I do not know. 

\Mr. GALLINGER. The latter was the point. 

Mr. MORGAN. New legislation? 

Mr. GALLINGER. New legislation. 

Mr. MORGAN. Very good. If the legislation was new in the 
House it is new in the Senate, and we have a rule that pro- 
hibits us from putting new legislation on an appropriation bill 

any kind. Why does not that rule stand against this bill? 
\Why should we be compelled day after day to debate a question 
when our rules condemn it, and when the House has enforced 
the very same rule to condemn it as a proposition of parlia- 

ntary law? 

Now, there is some pressure about it. 


from? 


Where does it come 

There is no estimate here, we are told. There is no 
recommendation from the President or from any head of a De- 
partment. Then it is a proposition that must originate in one 
body or the other, among the members of that body or this, on 
the suggestion of some Member of the House or some member of 
the Senate. 

There is, Mr. President, no pressing public necessity for the 
existence of this law. The President has not made the excur- 
sions or the circuits around the country that are proposed to be 
paid for in this bill. If it was to compensate the President for 
losses that he has heretofore sustained or expenditure he has 
made, or been compelled to make in consequence of his personal 

uularity, or in consequence of his distinction, of his high office, 

id the desire of the people to see him, I would not oppose the 
remuneration of the President after he had expended the money. 
But we are looking ahead now. We are looking to excursions 
that are to be made, to trips that are to be performed. What 
are they? Well, I do not wish to be unkind about anything, 
but to my mind it is suggested naturally that there will be a 
at hunt gotten up in the United States, to be conducted in the 
mountains and on the prairies of the West, and that the scions 
royal blood from Europe would be invited over here as 
guests to see the performance that American sportsmen should 
engage in and their wonderful success in competition with the 
emperors and kings of Europe. 

I noticed the other day that a shipment had been made from 
Germany to Spain of certain trophies which had been captured 
by the King of Spain when he was a visitor to William, amount- 
ing to a large number, that were sent for the purpose of com- 
plimenting him on the occasion of his wedding. 

Well, Mr. President, among the expeditions and travel around 
the circuit that may take place during the coming summer 
winter or next summer—for this $25,000 appropriation is 
limited to a year, I believe—what are we to have? What are 
ve to expect? What do we know about that? Some gentlemen 
have been unkind enough to suppose or to suggest that perhaps 
it is intended for political expeditions. If the President of the 
United States wanted to get up a company of spellbinders, pay 
their expenses and their compensation, if necessary, in going 
around to enlighten the people of the United States upon mat- 

rs that they know a great deal better than the spelibinders 
know, as a rule, I think the money would be thrown away in 
such an expedition as that. But that is entirely within the 
reach of the appropriation. So is the great hunt, which would 
be attended, no doubt, by retainers in velveteens red or black 
or blue, in caps red, black, or white, feathered or otherwise, 
nade to fashion, trophies and fanfaronade of this kind that 
vould lead the great procession out, with the President of the 
United States at the head of it, and the man appointed to office 
after his last hunt because he could catch a live wolf and choke 
him to death with his hands would be there to perform again. 
He would have that performance going on here, I suppose. At 
all events it is within the purview of the bill. 

There is no great public necessity for that that I can see. 
he people of the United States have not been educated by 
object lessons of that kind heretofore, and I do not think the 
necessity is just now arising for such a kindergarten perform- 

nee as that in the way of hunting expeditions. ° 

Now, Mr. President, I am treating this subject seriously. I 
do not say that the President of the United States would take 
the money of the people, take the labor of 25,000 men one day 
tu earn this money, to be thrown away in an expenditure for 
journeys and trips that are not necessary for the public wel 
Tare, 

Why, the President’s family is not provided for in this bill. 
He could not take his wife and children with him. They must 
be his invited guests, and they could not go along unless he 
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wrote them an invitation to go with him and made them his 
guests in that way. 

Evidently it is not for the purpose of assisting the President 
in meeting those social duties which are so happily performed 
by him and have been by all our other Presidents. There is 
some movement in it outside of the performance of mere social 
duty. It is either political or else it is a hippodrome that we 
are providing for—one of the two. It is a hunt or it is a polit- 
ical excursion of some kind. Otherwise the people of the 
United States could not possibly have any personal interest in 
it, not to say a national interest in such a performance. 

Why was this bill passed through the House after it was 
ruled out on a question of order? Well, the House saw good 
reason, no doubt, for passing this bill and appropriating $25,000 
for the present fiscal year to provide for such expenditures as 
the President may choose to incur—not such as he has been 
obliged to incur or will be obliged to incur, but such as he may 
choose to incur. 

Then the bill comes over from the House, handed in here by 
the proper officer of the House as having been passed by that 
body, and is not reported to the Senate, even as is the apprepria- 
tion bill under examination. It withheld, and it is only 
upon the call of a Senator that the provisions of this bill have 
been made known to the Senate at all. I suppose I will be crit- 
icised severely as a sort of barbarian because I insist that under 
the rules of the Senate that bill shall go to a committee and 
some committee shall be responsible for reporting it here aflirme- 
tively or negatively. 

Now, Mr. President, the heat of July does not frighten me 
into such an abuse as that of the rules of the Senate and of ali 
propriety. This bill would not be popping up on every occasion 


IS 


and in every imaginable form unless there was some pressure 
behind it that Senators feel is irresistible. Yet nobody avows 
it. Not a man in this Government has made an estimate for it. 
The President has not made an estimate for it. The Presi- 
dent has not intimated, so far as I know, to any person in the 
Senate or in the House that he thinks it is necessary for the 


public good or for his personal advantage or protection that 
we should vote him $25,000 a year as an emolument in addition 
to his fixed compensation. 

Mr. President, I wish to say a word upon that subject. Both 
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCumsper] and the Sena- 
tor from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] have handled it with remarkable 
power and skill, and they have produced conviction upon my 
mind that I think nothing in the world could remove. But the 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Srooner] yesterday seemed to 
have some difficulty about what was included within the word 
“emolument.” I take up the Constitution of the United States 
and read it from end to end and treat it 
a work in which stone by stone the great temple was built. In 
examining each of these I find its relation -to the other, to the 
binding stuff that holds the temple together and to the finish 
put on it by the architect. 

In reading this Constitution, I co1 
sion, on page 197 of the Constitution 
the Senate: 


as a progressive work, 


ne across first this provi- 
as printed in the Manual of 





No title of nobility shall be granted by the United States; and no 
person holding any office of profit or trust under them shall, without 
the consent of the Concress, iccept of anv pre emolulr it, office, 
or title, of any kind whatev m any king, prince, or foreign state. 

The framers of the Constitution first took in the kings and 


princes or foreign states, and excluded them from the opportunity 
of granting presents, emoluments, office, or title of any kind what- 
ever, to any person holding office under the United States. 
They disposed of that subject conclusively, and they used sev- 


eral words for the purpose of indicating what they meant by 
what they were saying in this Constitution. They used th 
word “ present,” to “accept of any present, emolument, offi 
or title of any kind whatever.” They intended to exclude the 
officeholders of the United States from any participation in the 
favors and compliments and honors and titles that foreign goy- 
ernments might bestow upon them. 

After they had gotten through with that branch of the sub- 
ject, they came to the President of the United States, and they 
became a little more stringent in their provisions. Having al 





ready included presents, offices, and ti 1 
in respect of those who might ac them from foreign coun- 


tries, they came to the President of the United States. 


ies Of any kind whatever 


’ 


ept 


The DPresident shall, at stated tim receive for his services a 
pensation 

Compensation. That means full payment. There can not be 
compensation in respect of any debt or duty that is not full 
payment. He shall receive 

A ¢ pensation, which shall neither be Increased n ! 
ing the period for which he shall have been elected, d he shall t 











S930 


receive within 


or any of them 

Compensation covered the whole of the legislation in regard to 
the President, so far as Congress is concerned. Congress can 
not add to his compensation and he can not receive it from Con- 
gress. It would not be going too far to say that if Congress 


should vote $25,000 additional compensation to the President of 


the United States, and the bill should become a law by his sig- 
i ire,’ Congress would patently violate the Constitution in 
adding to his compensation, and the President would be liable 
t peachment for a high misdemeanor if he should receive it. 


fle Constitution intended to shut off everything from the Presi- 
but compensation. 

Now, what is compensation? It is that allowance which is 
‘law for the payment of an officer for the duties that he 
Whether you call it “ salary,” or whether you call it 
or whatever you call it, it must still be and is com- 

nothing but compensation. So that the Presi- 
d in not recefve an addition to his compensation by the con- 
s as these other officers may receive titles, emolu- 
presents, and gifts from foreign countries with the con- 


performs. 
. lument,”’ 


; , "YY 1 
t10n ana 


ol Congres 


it of Congress. Congress must give its consent before they 
can eceive them at all. 

» I should propose to put upon this bill a proposition 
to 1 some of our great soldiers or our great scientists by 
e ring upon them some of those many insignia of proper 
re rd that have been conferred upon them by foreign poten- 
ta Why, Mr. President, the table of the Committee on For- 
eign Relations almost groans with bills now offered in this body 
for the purpose of enabling our distinguished and notable peo- 
ple to receive these honors and emoluments and insignia, ete., 
of the good will and pleasure of foreign countries. Suppose I 


should go into that committee room and pick up one of those 


bills and bring it into the Senate and ask, in consideration of 
the great services performed by the party in question, that the 
Congress of the United States should put a privilege upon that 
bill for that man to receive that reward, there is not a Senator 
on this floor who would not object on the ground that it was out 
of order, that it was not germane to the subjeet, that it would 


be new legislation, that it had not been called for by any esti- 
mate, and that no officer of this Government had passed it in re- 
view. So it would go out of the bill instantly. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me a minute—— 


Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 


Mr. BACON. I understood the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
HAl to insist that during the consideration of this bill there 
should be a quorum present. There is not now a quorum present, 


and, in view of the absence of the Senator from Maine, I make 


the suggestion. 
he PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Warner in the chair). 
rhe Senator from Georgia having suggested the absence of a 
quorum, the Secretary will call the roll. 
‘he Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names: 
Al Clay Heyburn Patterson 
‘ ny Crane Kean Penrose 
P n Daniel Kittredge Perkins 
j y Dick La Follette Piles 
B on Dillingham Latimer Proctor 
j Dolliver Lodge Scott 
B ize Elkins Long Simmons 
B rn Flint McCreary Smoot 
! degee Foraker McCumber Spooner 
j r Irazier McEnery Stone 
B Fulton McLaurin Sutherland 
Burnham Gallinger Mallory Taliaferro 
BR Gamble Martin Varner 
( Hale Morgan Warren 
Hansbrough Nelson Wetmore 


Hemenway Overman Whyte 
rhe VICE-PRESIDENT. Sixty-four Senators have answered 
to their names. A quorum is present. 
) MORGAN. Mr. President, I should like to say, in the 


ce of the Senator from Maine [Mr. Hate], who was in the 
( uber ¢ ent since—he has the matter in charge, and of 
‘ » I suy se he will be here to maintain his own proposi- 
tion—I should like to say that if the Senator from Maine was 
v x to tal he responsibility of asking the Senate by unani- 
mous consent to lay aside its rule and take up the bill that has 
on er f the other House, consider it without .reference 
t ymmit ind without having the responsibility of a com- 
mitte erposed between the Senators who oppose the bill and 
Senators who vote for it, I will not make that objection. He 
ean go ahead and take the responsibility, but I want to shoulder 
the responsibility of this upon somebody who is willing to take 
it I do not want to shoulder it upon the Committee on Appro- 
priations, who have presented this amendment here in the form 


n which it stands. We do not know and the country does not 
snow who to call in question for this amendment proposed on 
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that period any other emolument from the United States, 
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an appropriation bill. Who is the author of it? Who bron: 
it forward? Who takes the responsibility of trying to der d 
the proposition that this bill is within the rules of this Sey 
when it is amenable to three objections, one of which was s} d 
yesterday with the clearness of light by the Senator from Nn 
Dakota [Mr. McCumper]—the constitutional question—anq 
other two that it is new legislation and that it has not | 
estimated for? It is traveling through the Senate, ang 
appears to have traveled through the other House, without . 
body being willing to stand godfather for it. Let us know , 
is sponsor for it. Because some Senator has not espoused 1 
avowed this as his proposition, the world will say that 
President of the United States has been doing it, and doine ;; 
secretly and im an underhanded way. That is what the: 
say about it. I do not want to see the onus of this matter 
the President. Let some Senator take it or some com) 
take it, and let us answer to the American people as men 
to answer for their conduct on this floor. 

I do not like the way in which this bill was originated, | 
do not like the way it has been handled in the other H 
where it was first voted off an appropriation bill on a questi 
order and then pressed through the House and sent here, | 
when it got here it was not laid before the Senate, but was , 
tained, in the hope that the vote would be taken on this : 
ment before we knew, officially at least, that the Hous: d 
acted on the bill. 

Now it appears here, and propositions are based upon it. 
propositions to take it up and act upon it without debate. of 
eourse I would not consent to that, not that I want to sneak 
upon it, but I do not propose to be one consenting to the a)so- 
lute destruction of the privileges of the Senate to debate y 
the boundaries of reason any question that comes here. \Ve 
are asked to pass upon it without debate, and that because 
is expected July will be a hot month. It may be colder than 
June for aught we know. 

Mr. President, I was discussing the proposition to show how 
this measure had passed through the minds of the men who 
framed the Constitution of the United States, and how they 
first took up all the officers holding offices of trust or profit 
under the United States and forbade them from receiving an 
presents, gifts, honors, titles, or emoluments of any kind wh: 
soever, says the Constitution, from any foreign potentate 
prince or power. Did we suspect that the men who were 


th 


going to enter into the service of the Government these 
men were then forming would be misled or influenced 


properly by gifts and honors and titles of nobility, and such as 
that, conferred upon them by foreign people? We then, Mr. 
President, had very good reason for being very jealous of the 
power of the British Government and the British people and 
the British nobility over the people of the United States. 
was then a large body of people in this country who were called 
“Tories,” who were the friends of the British Crown and who 
adhered to it. Many of them fought us in the war of the Reyo- 
lution and others escaped by going to Canada. 


There 


After the war 
was over there was a great collection of those people in Can- 
ada. They were high-blooded people, educated people, peop! 
of strong eonvictions, and they preferred the British Govern- 
ment to the new proposition or enterprise that was entered upon. 
under the leadership of General Washington, by the Army and 
by the associated or confederated States. They preferred the 
British Government. 

When we came to form a government, our fathers said no 
man who holds office of trust or profit under the Government of 
the United States shall ever receive from any foreign prince, 
power, potentate, or ruler—I do not quote the exact words 
any office or emolument or gift or title of any kind whatsoever 
without the consent of Congress. 

In the process of their reasoning they went further, and they 
found a man who should fill the Presidency of the United Staics 
possibly still more amenable to the weakness of human nature, 
of false pride, and of temptation that might be held out to | 
by foreign governments, or by even the States, or by the pai 
that he might head in the Government. Thereupon they 
an absolute restriction in the Constitution, so that Congr 
could not relieve against it and Congress could not permit him 
to receive anything but compensation—compensation fer w! 
he engaged to serve the Government for at the time he entered 
on the office, which should not be changed—either increased or 
diminished—during his term of office. 

They went still further, and they provided as to the compens 
tion of the President that it 
shall neither be increased nor diminished during the period for whic! 


he shall have been elected, and he shall not receive within that perio 
any other emolument from the United States, or any of them. 


They cut the States out; so that Congress could not permit 
him to receive, for instance, from the great Empire State oi! 








1906. 


i York, of which he is a native citizen, some great emolu- 

: some great benefit. Suppose the State of New York 

id vote him a great palace during the time that his Presi- 

continues, to be occupied by him officially, whereby the 

er capital of the United States would be transferred to 

York City. The Congress of the United States would never 

it him to enter it, because it had not consented and could 

onsent to his receiving any such emolument as that from 
vernment of his own State of New York. 

ady, Mr. President, we have two capitals in this country ; 

are not making any objection about that. One is at 

r Bay in the summer, and the other is ‘Washington in the 

and during the sessions of Congress. While there is 

inconvenience, and perhaps sometimes extreme difficulty 

ducting properly the affairs of the Government beeause 

President finds it necessary for the health and comfort of 

mily to reside at an old homestead at Oyster Bay, where 
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es and transacts the public business, nobody complains | 


body challenges his right to do it at all. But still Oyster 
the summer capital of the United States unquestionably. 
t is as far as we can go. If the Congress of the United 
hould pass a law for the delectation or for the conven- 


for the comfort of the President, that the capital of | 


ited States should be at Washington in the winter and 
r Bay in the summer, that law would be unconstitutional, 


e you say that it is for the accommodation of the Presi- | 


nd that 


tion tT 


the emoluments of his office do not reach the 
hat he could go there and establish himself for the 


re traveling upon dangerous ground here, and we are do- | 





ithout any necessity. If it could be pointed out that 
; any necessity for it; that the Government would in 
be bettered by it; that it would be anything more than 
ification to the President and his invited friends or to the 


‘who might wish to look upon the pageant that would pass 
h the country, paid for by an appropriation of Congress 
ere anything more than that; if there were anything 
mected with the Government or its administration in 
rm whatever, there might be some excuse for the enact- 
‘this provision. But there is none; it is a pure donation 
excursion purposes; that is all; there is nothing else to it. 
1 appropriation for excursions hereafter to be undertaken 
mducted by the President and his invited friends. We 
say that the President should invite all his friends, or 
he should invite any of his enemies, if he has any, or that 
ould invite all the spellbinders of a certain political party 
seep the others out, or that he should attend conventions in 
in doubtful States and need not attend them anywhere 
It is proposed to give him the discretion to go where he 
‘s, to spend as much money as he pleases in these outings, 
led he limits himself to the invitation of such guests as 
ay find agreeable. That, Mr. President, has less to do with 
future destiny and the conduct of the Government of the 
ted States than anything I can think of connected with one 
the great offices of this country. 
Suppose we should extend this privilege to the overworked 
overtaxed judges of the Supreme Court of the United 


Col 


Ss; suppose we should provide that they should have $25,000 | 


for going off and recreating themselves and should 
e the privilege of taking their friends with them when they 
t. Are they not as much entitled to it as the President? 
they not work as hard as he does? Have they not as much 
ponsibility to God and the people as he has? Do they not 
the acts and laws that he may have approved and pass on 
and sometimess declare them void and of no avail and of 
effect? They stand above him in power when we come to 
ch the matter correctly. They do more work than he does. 
me of the nine does more work than the President of the 
d States. They laber in silence and in quietude and in 
rement where their physical energies are drawn upon to the 
t of prostration many times. Many of those noble men 
ve gone to early graves simply because they killed themselves 
ing for the people of the Untied States. If they had had 
this $25,000 a year to go out with their friends, and banquet 
attend those great hunts or go to the watering places, it 
uld be very natural to suppose that many of them would be 

x yet. 


( { 


hen we break over this line, when we commence authoriz- 
the President of the United States, who is absolutely 
lden to receive such gifts or donations or rewards or emolu- 
its, or whatever you. please to call them—whenever we trans- 
this line, then, Mr. President, we wil have the States 
coming here with invitations the President of the United 
States saying, “ Congress pays your expenses; come to us; we 
need you; we want you; come to us, enlighten our people; 


to 


for- | 


SOI 


bring your spellbinders along, and in the next Congressional 
election in November we will roll up a handsome majority f 
you and your party, or in the next Presidential elect 
give you a third term. to us.” 
me a member of the Senate 


ion we will 
Come Would anybody expe 


as 





to offer a bill that next 
President of the United States after the present incumbent, if 
he should be a Democrat, should have his « xpenses paid at tl 
rate of $25,000 a year to visit Alabama and gratify our peo} 
there? Would there be any necessity for that or any propri 
in it? Would it not disgust the Senate if I should « r su 
a proposition as that? And yet it is quite as legitimate as the 
proposition that is offered here to-day. To n nd, Mr. Presi 
dent, it is all so perfectly plain upon constit 
upon grounds of public policy, and upon the 
been taken in regard to this very bill, which se ; 
furtive, at least, in both Houses, satisfies me that is my du 
to vote against the amendme! 

Mr. HALE. Now, Mr. President, to see if we S 

progress, I renew my request for unanim isent 1 
House bill be laid before the Senate, and that t o 
without further debate, a vote be taken uy if it 
Mr. President, I shall on bebalf of the Committee on Appr 
priations withdraw the amendment now p g and y 
be able to proceed with other matters. | l s I 


this because it has been suggested to 
Senator from Alabama indicated 
opposition to the propesition. 

Mr. MORGAN. I will be willing to withdraw m 
to the proposition, but I want the Senator from Ma 
draw something, too. I want him to withdraw th 

Mr. HALE. I have stated that at t 
posed of I will withdraw the am 

Mr. MORGAN. But why not 

Mr. HALE. I will withdraw 

Mr. MORGAN. If we are going to 
proposition of new law, why not say that the amen 
proper here? If the amendment is w rawn, I will cons 
that we take up the original bill. 

Mr. HALE. I » of 
will withdraw the amendment now. 

Mr. MORGAN. Very good; if you 
sent to do almost anything you want ft 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Is that amendn 
reference to whe or not the 
bill? I know the amendment hdrawn 

Mr. HALE. Of course if consent is 
proposition to which the Senator from 
shall have to renew the amendment. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Then it is a withdrawal with a 

Mr. HALE. But I trust to the good s« f th 
reference to that. I do not think anybody believes that w 
gain anything by the prolongation of this 
suggest anything. new about it; and 
this bill and send it over to the 
that to the good sense of the 
amendment. 

Mr. McLAURIN. 
to pass this bill is concer 
it, and I will vote agai 
withdrawn. 

Mr. HALE. The ame! 
dent, I make my propositi 

Mr. MORGAN. I want to make a si 
from Maine in regard to the amendment I 
day. If that goes in, I do not know of 

Mr. HALE. I shall ret 1, then, to 
open to any amendment after that I 
be passed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
plete his request? 

Mr. MORGAN. Then I understand, if I 
I do not hear very 
draws this amendment? 

Mr. HALE. 1! 
pro] that, in 
ject be laid before 
t o'clock, without 

Mr. MORGAN. 
hdrawn the pen err 
be temporarily laid aside and the 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. MORGAN. Debate to close 

Mr. HALE. The bill will ! 

Mr. MORGAN. 


me that in my al 
that he would withdraw h 


he moment 


—— y) 
hdraw it now? 





the foree of the 


see 


ther msent To 1 f ip the They 
S wit 
not given To T » OT 


Alabama has agreed, I 


nse 


ale \ aly 
Labiiily ‘ i ¥ i 
House. I am vw ng to 


Senate. ] 





idment is withdrawn. Now, Mr 


well—tl . Senator from Maine wit! 


withdraw the 

its stead, the 
the 
further «de 


That is to 
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Senate 
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Debate to close at 4 o'clock? 
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Mr. HALE. Yes; undoubtedly. 
Mr. MORGAN. I have no objection to that. 
Mr. McLAURIN. Let me make a suggestion to the Senator 
from Maine. The amendment is withdrawn, and I believe there 


Mr. MORGAN. Two. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Two amendments. They will take very 
little time. 

Mr. WAL. Very little time. There are no controversies. 


Mr. McLAURIN. Why not go on with the sundry civil bill 
and dispose of it, and let the Senator’s request be that we vote 
other bill immediately after the disposition of this 
want to look at the other bill a little while. I do not 
least, I do not think I will desire—to say anything. 
asks that there shall be no debate on it, I will 
onsent to that. But I would prefer to have an opportunity to 
I have never seen it. I heard it read. I do not 
has been printed. If it has been printed and laid on 
the desks of Senators, I have not seen it. I should like to ex- 

iiine it a little while, at least. I may want to offer some | 
umenadnients to 1t. 


Listy 
li t 

a? a 
desire at 


the Senator 


ray 
Al 


(i the wviil, 


Silppose It 


\ir. HALE. ‘Then, we will proceed with the consideration | 
of the bill 
\ tik bead. | 
Mr. SPOONER. What is the understanding? | 
Mr. McLAURIN. What objection can there be to that course? | 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator from Maine requests | 
that the House bill be now laid before the Senate, and that at | 


t o'clock the Senate proceed to vote upon the bill without fur- | 
ther debate. Is there objection? ‘ 
Mr. MALLORY. I object. 


Mr. McLAURIN. Why not go on with the sundry civil bill, 
with the amendment withdrawn, and then, by unanimous con- 
te on the other bill as soon as this bill shall have been 
disposed of? Can there be any objection to that course? It 
would give Senators an opportunity to examine the House bill. 


sent, ve 


Surely there can not be any disposition to have it rushed | 
through and to have a vote upon it without an opportunity to | 
examine it. 

Mir. SPOONER. The Senators who are opposed to it have | 


had an opportunity to present their observations quite fully, 
and no one who wishes to reply will have any opportunity | 


whatever. 
Mr. McLAURIN. That is the proposition of the Senator | 
from Maine. 
Mr. SPOONER. I do not care to take any time. 
Mr. McLAURIN. It is the proposition of the Senator from 


Maine to do that. I do not desire to cut off debate. 

Mr. SPOONER. The proposition of the Senator from Maine 
is to take up the bill now, laying aside the sundry civil bill, as 
i understand, to discuss it until 4 o’clock, and then to vote 
on it. 

Mr. HALE. Yes. 

Mr. McLAURIN. That would give an hour and a quarter. | 
Then suppose you give an hour and a quarter for debate at the 
termination of the consideration of the bill we now have before 
What would be the difference? 

There is no objection to that. 


the Senate. 


Mr. HALE. 


Mr. SPOONER. That is all right. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Maine | 
kindly restate his request? 

Mr. MORGAN. Is the amendment withdrawn? 

Vr. HALE. The amendment is withdrawn. 


Do I understand that the amendment is 


Mr. CARMACK. 
v1 thdrawn? 

Mir. HALE. The amendment is withdrawn, and we are to 
ed with the House bill until 4 o’clock, when a vote will be | 
and after that I shall insist that the appropriation bill | 


proce 


talran 
tine, 


‘ brought to a final vote, with one hour and a half more for 
iehbate if Senators want it. 
Mr. McLAURIN. That is not my proposition. My proposi- 


al 


» take up the House bill at the conclusion of the con- 
sideration of this bill. 

Mr. MARTIN. The sundry civil bill. 

Mr. McLAURIN. The Senator from Wisconsin objected, be- 
cause, he said, it would give no opportunity to Senators in 
favor of the proposition to be heard. If the proposition made 


4 “xr 
ul Wilts | 







by the Senator from Maine were accepted, it would give only | 
one hour and a quarter to Senators who want to speak on the | 
bill. I say give an hour and a quarter for that purpose after | 





the disposition of the sundry civil bill. 
Mr. HALE. Very well. I ask, then, that all debate on the 
sundry civil bill shall cease at 4 o’clock, and then I will ask 
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the Senate to take up the House bill and vote upon it at hai 
past 5, or not later than half past 5. 


debate upon the pending appropriation bill shall cease 4 
| o’clock ? 
| Senate to take up the House bill, and at half past 5, another 
| hour and a half, a vote be taken upon it, and after that I sija}] 
ask the Senate to pass this bill. 
could not be passed then. 


purpose. 
generally. 
| and a half on it. 


tion. 
| proceed, and I shall ask the Senate to come here to-night and 
settle 


| be offered and pending at 4 o’clock. 





Mr. McLAURIN. What is the objection of the Senator to 


finishing the bill we have before us—the appropriation bill? 


is only one other amendment to the sundry civil bill. It will Mr. HALE. I am afraid I can not finish it. That is ihe 
take very little time, I think, to dispose of. it. trouble. 


Mr. McLAURIN. It can be finished.just afterwards. If, py 


unanimous consent, the Senate can immediately take it up ang 
limit debate to a particular time—— 


Mr. HALE. That can be done only by unanimous consent. 
Mr. McLAURIN. Why would not that proposition be better? 


It would certainly give an opportunity to Senators to examine 
the House bill, which we have not had a chance to do; at least 
I have not. 


Mr. HALE. Is there any objection to my proposition, that 
t 4 


Then—not that the bill is disposed of—I will ask the 


There is no reason why jt 


Mr. McLAURIN. The Senator does not seem to understand 


that nobody has had an opportunity to consider or examine the 
House bill. 


Mr. HALE. It will give two hours and a half to that very 
I am giving an hour and a half of debate on the bil] 
Then take up the House bill and have another hour 


Mr. McLAURIN. The House bill has not been printed. 
Mr. HALE. It has been printed and read. 


Mr. McLAURIN. I know it has been read. I heard it read, 


But I have not seen it. 


HALE. The Senator can examine it under my proposi- 
Otherwise, unless I can have that consent, the debate must 


Mr. 


the whole matter. 

McLAURIN. All right. 

MORGAN. I offered an amendment—— 
SPOONER. Is that agreed to? 

HALE. No. 

MORGAN. I offered an amendment on page 176—— 
McLAURIN. I did not object to it. 

Mr. HALE. I understood—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from 
kindly restate his request for unanimous consent? 

Mr. McLAURIN. I will state that I was merely trying to get 
an agreement which would be satisfactory to all of us, but if 
the Senator from Maine will not accept anything of that 
kind—— 

Mr. PETTUS. I think it will be agreed to as the Senator 
from Maine stated it. 

Mr. HALE. I propose that the debate upon the pending bill 
and amendments shall close at 4 o'clock. 

Mr. CLAY. The Senator from Maine says “ pending amend- 
ments.” As the Senator from Maine knows, I have three small 
amendments which I desire to offer to the bill, and there are 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


Maine 


| three or four letters from the War Department which I wish to 
| have read in support of them. 


I do not think the amendments 
will consume more than ten minutes. Now, the Senator's 
proposition will cut off amendments and cut off any remarks—— 

Mr. HALE. No. 

Mr. CLAY. On amendments not now pending. 

Mr. HALE. Of course I must have some limitation. My 
proposition applies not only to amendments now offered, but to 
Then I shall ask that this 
bill be laid aside and the House bill upon this subject be taken 
up and considered until half past 5, and that then a vote be 
taken upon it. By that time we will be in such condition that 
while debate will be shut off, we can consider all other amend- 
ments and dispose of this bill before 6 or half past 6, so that I 
will not be obliged to ask the Senate to have an evening session. 


| My proposition covers not only amendments offered now, but 


amendments which may be offered before that time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. BACON. Let me understand the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. MORGAN. I am obliged to say to the Senator froin 
Maine that I shall ask consideration of the amendment I sug- 
gested to him to-day, which I will read. 

Mr. HALE. That will come up naturally as an amendmeiit. 

Mr. MORGAN. In the event that the amendment meets with 
any contest at all, there will necessarily be a much longer debate 
than two hours. The bill reads as follows: 


To be used as an advance to the Panama Railroad Company, to con- 
tinue the reequipment of the railroad of said company, $1,000,000, 
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I propose to amend it by striking out the words “as an ad- 
vance to the Panama Railroad Company ;” so that it will read: 


To be used to continue the reequipment of the railroad of said com- 
iny, $1,000,000. 


Mr. HALE. 
favor of it. 

Mr. MORGAN. Let the amendment go in, and I will make 
no objection to the request for unanimous consent. 

Mr. HALE. Let the Senator move it now. 

Mr. MORGAN. I move it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Alabama pro- 
noses an amendment, which will be stated by the Secretary. 
' The Secretary. In line 12, page 176, strike out the words 
“as an advance to the Panama Railroad Company ;” so that the 
clause will read: 


To be used to continue the reequipment of the railroad of said com- 
pany, $1,000,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. MORGAN. Now I have no objection to the agreement. 
Mr. NELSON. Mr. President 


I shall not object to the amendment. I am in|} 








Mr. HALE. Will the Senator let me get my agreement 
through, and then the bill will be open to all amendments? 


Mr. NELSON. 
Mr. HALE. 
whatever. 
BAILEY. What would the Senator from Maine say to | 
the suggestion that the appropriation bill be temporarily laid | 
aside, and that the Senate now proceed to the consideration of | 


All right. 
My proposition does not cut off any amendments | 


Mr. 


1 
the House bill respecting the traveling expenses of the Presi- 
dent, and consider it until 5 o’clock—that would be two hours— 

ud then take a vote on it, the time to be equally divided? | 

Mr. HALE. We have never resorted to the proceeding of | 
dividing time in the Senate. There never is any question in | 
the Senate. We trust to the courtesy of the Chair in that re- | 
gard, 

Mr. BAILEY. And the confidence and courtesy of the Senate 
have never been misplaced. I have never seen any Senator 
take advantage of it. Perhaps that is a habit I brought with | 


me from the other side of the Capitol. 
suggestion and rely— 

Mr. MALLORY. The Senate has at times applied the rule | 
of fixing the time to which each Senator shall be confined in | 
the discussion; and inasmuch as it is possible for a Senator 
to consume the major portion of the time, inadvertently, per- 
haps, I think it would be very well to limit the time which each | 
Senator shall have to discuss the question in the two hours, if | 


I will withdraw that 


we are to have two hours. 
Mr. HALE. What does the Senator from Texas think of | 
that? 
Mr. BAILEY. That would be entirely satisfactory. I will | 
say that I prefer myself the House practice. You divide the 


time equally, and then a Senator on each side yields as he sees 
fit. But I have no desire myself to introduce in the Senate the 
methods of the House, though I think it would improve the 
Senate in some particulars. 

Mr. HALE. We have always left that to the presiding of- 
and his fairness. 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly; but the trouble is—— 

Mr. HALE. I think the suggestion of the Senator from 
Florida is a good one. 
BAILEY. I think the suggestion of the Senator from 
Florida obviates that difficulty. The trouble is if one Senator, 
without any limitation on the time, gets the floor and becomes 
engaged in a colloquy—a running debate—he might uncon- 
sciously consume more time than he otherwise would. 

Mr. MALLORY. I suggest ten minutes. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let the Senator put the time for a vote 
as not later than 5 o’clock, instead of 5 o’clock definitely. | 

My. BAILEY. Then, I suggest that the appropriation bill be | 
temporarily laid aside; that the House bill be taken up for dis- | 
cussion, and that the debate proceed under the ten-minute rule. 

Mr. HALE. That is right. 

Mr. BAILEY. And that the vote shall be taken not later 
than 5 o’clock. 

Mr. HALE. That is right. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
hears none. 

Mr. HALE. 
laid aside. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is so ordered. 

TRAVELING EXPENSES OF THE PRESIDENT. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the bill (H. R. | 
20321) to provide for the traveling expenses of the President | 
of the United States, which was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That hereafter there may be expended for or on 
account of the traveling expenses of the l’resident of the United States 


ficer 


Mr. 


Is there objection? The Chair 


I ask that the appropriation bill be temporarily | 
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otherwise appropriated, for the purposes authorized by 
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such sum as Congress may from time to time appropriate, not exceed 


ing $25,000 per annum, such sum when appropriated to be expended in 
the discretion of the President and accounted for on his certificate 
solely. 

There is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, for the purposes authorized by this act for 


the fiscal year 1907, the sum of $25,000. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con 
sider the bill. 

Mr. HALE. I hope the Senate understands just what has 
been done. The appropriation bill is temporarily laid aside, and 
the House bill is before the Senate and is to be debated under the 
ten-minute rule and voted upon not later than 5 o’clock. It 
how open to debate under the ten-minute rule. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is correct. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, this matter has been so fully 
debated that I have only a very few words to say. I 
wish to state my own view and position. 

My objection to the appropriation is that it is for no public 


is 


simpl 


purpose whatever. It does not facilitate, and is not intended 
| to facilitate, the performance of any public function or any 
public duty whatever. No case has been stated here th 
President has ever needed to travel over the country to leave 
| the capital for the purpose of performing any public ity 
Cases have been imagined by Senators where the President 
might travel about or leave the capital and go to some point 


duty, but no Sen 


or other for the performance of some public 


ator has been able to state any case where the Preside ve 
has been called upon to leave the capital or to travel from one 

| point to another in order more perfectly or correcily to perf 
his publie duty. 

Some positions have been stated here, Mr. President, t 
remarkable to me. It has been asserted her e 
and as an illustration of the benefits to be d 
proposed law and this appropriation, that Pr t Kin] 
when he left the capital and went to the city of Buffalo to 


attend an exposition there and to deliver an address ‘ 
gaged in the performance of his oflicial 
admit, Mr. President, that when Mr. McKinley went to 
and made a speech protesting against the exclusive tariff ] 
of the Republican party he was eng in the performa 
of a duty, of a very high and patriotic duty, but it was not an 
It was not a duty performed by him as 
Executive of this country. 


autie i hh riully 


rea 


the 


The speech which he made upon that occasion was not a 
public document, and his act was not an official or an execu 
tive act. You might as well say that any Senator en he is 
called upon to go back to his home « any point this coun 
try to deliver a public address is engaged in the ] mance of 
an official duty as to say that the President of the United States 
when he goes to deliver a college address or to mi: political 
speech in any part of the country is engaged in the performance 
of his official duties. 

The Senator from Indiana [Mr. HEMENWAy] stated what I 
think is the true purpose of this measure hen h Lous h 
it was necessary to provide Presid with t 
and to have him surrounded by an ariny of hews] i ind 
attendants in order that his iress 1 \ ‘ 
properly reported, and that he m travel about é 
try and give the people an « to h con 
in eontact with the Chief E of t In o I 
words, we are to pay out of 1 O1 ) the 
D le of the United States a free show, and I have no doubt 
that at the next session of ¢ r 1 senator from Indiana 
Will be demanding that, in additi » prov es ine and 
flowers for the Presicd and his vited guests, W ill provide 
roasted peanuts and | k ‘ ( We have 
just as much right to do the if ‘ \ 

The only official acts of the Preside the | l States are 
those ¥ ‘h are cast upon him by ( tuti t by the 
laws of the U1 i ’ id we ! ht | i direct 
appropriation of so much ey t v of the 
present incumbent of the office of P1 lent of I ed States 
as to pass a law to diminish the personal expenses of’ the 
President when he is voluntarily traveling about over t nited 
States. It seems to me that it is in plain violation of the Con 
stitution. It is giving an additional emolument to the Pre 
dent and practically increasing his compensation during his 


' term of office. 


I wish t 


» offer an amendment. I move to strike o lines 8, 
9, 10, and 11 of the bill. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Te pro- 
poses an amendment, which will be stated by the S ry. 
The SEcRETARY. It is proposed to strike out in tite biue print 
lines 9, 10, 11, and 12, as follows: 
There is hereby appropriated, out of any money In the Treasury not 


this act for 
fiscal year 1907, the sum of $25,000. 
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Mr. CARMACK. My reason for offering the amendment is 
this: On a casual view of it that will remove what I conceive to 
be the constitut al objection to the bill. 

Mr. HAL! f no Senator desires to debate the proposition, 
J have vote upon it. 

Mr. SPOONER. What is to be stricken out? I ask that the 

j i « rea 1. 
Mr. HAL a ‘The appropriation is to be stricken out. 
ie VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read. 
rhe S Sees again read the bill. 
7 VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will again be 


SECRETARY. 
in t) 


It is proposed to strike out lines 9, 10, 11, 


1ie following words: 
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; hereby approy riated, out of any money in the Treasury not 
appropriated, for the purposes authorized by this act for the | 
r L907, the sum of $25,000. 


ir. McCUMBER. I wish the Secretary would again read 


















a | 


| present, 


| vote. 





JUNE 22, 





The Senator from Minnesota is paired with the Senator fro 
North Carolina [Mr. Stumons]. Therefore I withhold my yoto. 
Otherwise I would vote “ nay.” 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). I have a genera} 
pair with the senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Money}. 
So I withhold my vote. 

Mr. KEAN. I suggest to the Senator from Wyoming that jo 
transfer the pair to my colleague. 

Mr. WARREN. Very well. Upon the suggestion of 
senior Senator from New Jersey, I make the transfer of the paiy. 
and the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Money] will stand paired 
with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. DrypEN], and I wilj 
I vote “ nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. PETTUS. The senior Senator from Alabama [Mr. M 
GAN] is paired with the senior Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
LISON]. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. The senior Senator from South (a; 
lina [Mr. T1rnMAN], with whom I have a general pair, is absent 
this afternoon necessarily, and I withhold my vote. Were | 
I should vote “ nay.” 


Mr. GAMBLE. I voted “nay.” I observe that the senior 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. NEwLanps] did not vote. I haye a 
general pair with that Senator. I transfer the pair, how: 


to the junior Senator from Nevada [Mr. Nrxon], and will allow 
my vote to stand. . ' 

Mr. OVERMAN (after having voted in the affirmative). 
the senior Senator from California [Mr. Perkrns] voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I have a general pair with that Senat 


H 


S 


| and therefore withdraw my vote. 


Mr. FULTON. I again announce my pair with my colleague 
[Mr. GEARIN]. In his absence I withhold my vote. If he were 
present, I should vote “ nay.” 

Mr. KITTREDGE (after having voted in the negative). [| 
observe that the junior Senator from Colorado [Mr. Patrerson} 
has not voted. With him I have a general pair. I therefore 
withdraw my vote. 

Mr. CULBERSON (after having voted in the affirmatiy 
Listening to the reading of the names, it appears that the Se: 
ator from California [Mr. -FiLint] has not voted. I desire 
ask if he did, in fact, vote. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He did not vote. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I withdraw my vote, as I have a genera! 
pair with that Senator. 

Mr. PETTUS (after having voted in the affirmative). I de- 
sire to know whether the junior Senator from Massachusetts 
{Mr. CRANE] has voted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. PETTUS. I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. McLAURIN. My colleague [Mr. Money] is paired wit! 
the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN]. If my colle: 
were present, he would vote “ yea.” 

Mr. MALLORY. The junior Senator from Colorado [Mr. P. 
TERSON] requested me to state that he was called from the & 
ate; that he desired to vote on this question, and that if 
were here, he would vote against the amendment in the sundr 
civil bill. 

The result was announced—yeas 17, nays 35, as follows: 


YEAS—17. 

3acon Clay McLaurin Taliaferro 
Bailey Daniel Mallory Whyte 
3erry Frazier Martin 

Blackburn Latimer Rayner 

Carmack McCreary Simmons 

NAYS—35. 

Allee Clapp Hansbrough Nelson 

senson Cullom Hemenway Penrose 
Beveridge Dick Heyburn Proctor 
srandegee Dolliver Hopkins Smoot 
Bulkeley Elkins Kean Spooner 
Burkett Foraker La Follette Sutherland 
Burnham Gallinger Lodge Warner 
Burrows Gamble Long Warren 
Carter Hale Millard 

NOT VOTING—37. 
Aldrich Dillingham McCumber Piles 
Alger Dryden McEnery Platt 
Allison Dubois Money Scott 
Ankeny Flint Morgan Stone 
Clark, Mont. Foster Newlands Teller 
| Clark, Wyo. Frye Nixon Tillman 
| Clarke, Ark, Yulton Overman Wetmore 

Crane Gearin Patterson 
Culberson Kittredge Perkins 

Depew Knox Pettus 


t] irst paragraph. It does not conform with the copy of the 
I ve have, 

lhe VICE-PRESIDENT. It is not the same print. 

Mr. BAIUI I ask the attention of the Senator from Ten- 
ne e to one point. I think the amendment as he sent it to | 
the desk was originally drawn to be offered to the item in the | 
appropriation bill, and I suggest that he examine it with 
vi to conforming it to the bill now before the Senate. 

» VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Tennessee pro- 
pos na mendment, which will be stated. 

rhe Secrerary. It is proposed to strike out lines 9, 10, 11, 
and 12 of the blue print in the following words: 

e is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not | 
ot ise appropriated, for the purposes saiheaiaek by ais act for the 
fis r 1907, the sum of $25,000. 

HEYBURN. The word “authorized” is not in the 
pl 1 bill 

fr. HALE. Let us have a vote upon it. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I ask the Secretary to read the first para- 
graph of the blue print, as it does not appear to be the same as | 
the copy I have, and most Senators are presuming that this 
printed bill is the bill under consideration. 

Ir. GALLINGER. That is the bill as introduced in the | 

Vik 1s Does the Senator from North Da- | 
k k i i ‘aph of the bill be read? 

’ McCUMBER. The first paragraph. 

e VIt PRESIDENT. As it reads in the House bill? 

McCUMBER. As it reads in the House bill. 

VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as re- 
( d 
| read as follows: 
may be expended for or on account of the 

tr President of the United States such sum as 
( f ppropriate, not exceeding $25,000 

lum, um when appropriated to be expended in the discre- 

the Is ient and accounted for on his certificate solely. 

VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 

osed by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Car- 

Ir. FORAKER. What is the amendment? 

Mr. HALE lo strike out the appropriation. 

Mr. FORAKER. What left? 

Mr. HALE. We will vote it down. 

Mr. FORAKER. gut what if it is not voted down? 

ir. GALLINGER gut we will. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
iment proposed by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Car- 
Putting the question.] The noes appear to have it. 

Ir. CARMACK. I ask for the yeas and nays, Mr. President. 

vi hays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 

the roll 

ONG (when his name was called). I have a general 
th the senior Senator from Idaho [Mr. Dusois]. I 
1 my r to the junior Senator from Michigan [Mr. 
Acre], and will vote. I vote “ nay.” 

\ McCUMBER (when his name was called). I have a 
general pair ith the junior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
lostern]. He being absent, I withhold my vote. 

I NELSON (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the senior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Berry]. | 
I believe he has not voted. I transfer my pair to the senior 
Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye], and will vote. I vote “ nay.” 

Mr. PILES (when bis name was called). I understood yes- 
terday that my pair with the junior Senator from Arkansas 
[Mr. CLARKE] had been transferred to the Senator from Min- 
nesota [Mr. Clapp], who was absent. That was not the case, 


So Mr. CarMack’s amendment was rejected. : 
Mr. CULBERSON. I move to amend the bill by adding after 
the word “ expenses,” in line 4, the words “ when traveling on 





1906. 








oficial business,” and upon that amendment I ask for the 
and nays. 
» yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
the roll. 
DILLINGHAM (when his name was called). Again I 
ice my pair with the senior Senator from South Carolina 
hirnMAN }, and I withhold my vote. 
ULTON (when his name was called). 
1 vith my colleague [Mr. Gearin] who 
resent, I should vete “ nay.” 
ETTUS (when Mr. Morcan’s name was called). 
Morcan] is paired with the 


I have a general 
is absent. If he 


My 


[ Mr. Senator from Iowa 


\LLISON }. 
OVERMAN 


; j » or 
the senior pel 


(when his name was called). I am paired 
iator from California [Mr. Perkins]. 
I should vote “yea.” 

(when his na me was ¢ alled). 





PILES I am paired with 


S 


or Senator from Arkansas [Mr. CLARKE]. I transfer 
r to the junior Senator from New York [Mr. Piatt], 
ill vote. LI -vete “ nay. 

VARREN (when his name was ealled). Under the same 


gement of pairs before stated I will vote. 
roll eall having been concluded, the 
i—yeas 23, nays 35, as follows: 


I vote “nay.” 
result was an- 





YEAS—23. 
McCumber Rayner 
McLaurin Simmons 
Mallory Stone 
‘n Martin Taliaferro 
Patterson Whyte 
Pettus 
NAYS—835. 
Hansbrough Nelson 
Hemenway Piles 
@ Heyburn Proctor 
Hepkins Smoot 
Kean Spooner 
Kittredge Sutherland 
Lodge Warner 
long Warren 
‘ Millard 
NOT VOTING—31. 
i Depew Gearin Penrose 
Dillingam Knox Perkins 
Dryden McEnery Platt 
Pubois Money Scott 
Flint Morgan Teller 
Mont. Foster Newlands Tillman 
Wyo. Frye Nixon Wetmore 
Ark. Fulton Overman 


So Mr. CULBERSON’S amendment was rejected. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, a roe objectionable fea- 
eli ated from this bill which was contained in the 
ient in the appropriation bill. "The amendment in the 
‘jation bill provided, among other things, that not only 

President himself exempted from the operation of the 
1 law prohibiting free traveli in the United States, but 

ld also exempt any number of persons whom he saw fit 

to exempt from the operation of that law. He could name one 

or he could name twenty he could name a hundred. That 
his bill far preferable to the law which was proposed 

» amendment itself. 

ertheless, Mr. President, the bill is still open, 

judgment, to the same 


I in 


ng 


or 


m 
Lit 


in my 
constitutional objection 


can- 
and the 


objection on principle. I would, if I could, vote to in- 
se the salary of the Executive of the United States. I have 


g t admiration for the President of the United States and 
zreat respect for him. But I have equal admiration and equal 
ct for the American people and the average American citi- 
and I would not, by my vote, willingly grant an exemption 
right to the Executive that I would deny to any American 
n. For that reason, on principle, I am necessarily opposed 
is bill even as it now stands. 
iddition to that there is still the constitutional inhibition 
t the increase of the compensation of the Execuive during 
term of office. In my candid judgment, this provision is 
only against the clear letter of the Constitution, but it is 
igainst the spirit of the Constitution and the reasons 
hich guided the framers of that instrument in prohibiting us 
‘om changing aot compensation duri the period of incum- 
y of the offic 
For that rea 
hat I 
conscientiously vote for the bill. 
Ir. SPOONER, Mr. President, I shall vote for this bill. I 
am as much attached to the Constitution of the United States, 
as I understand it, as any Senator here. 


ne 
us 


son, on the final passage of the bill, I shall feel 





If he | 
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of the Constitution. The provision 
intended to make Congress independ: 
Executive independent of the Congre 


in the Constitution was 
nt of the Exe: and the 


ntive 

















The President shall, at stated times, receive fo service 
pensation, which shall neither be increased nor diminished du 
period for which he shall have been elected, and he shall ne 
within that period any other 

They mean something by every word in the Constitution— 
any other emolument from the United States or any of them. 

The great object was that the President should not use his 
patronage to influence the Congré to increase his compensa- 
tion and that the Congress _ ld not use its prejudice and its 

| power over the purse to st: J re sident into an agreement 
with it upon some public policy. 

This last clause, in my opinion, Mr. President, was simply in- 
serted by the framers of the Constitutio1 I t an ey on 
of the prohibition upon an increase of compet n during the 
period for which the President was elected. You have to stril 
that word “other” out of that sentence, or else, Mr. P 

| it means inevitably, as a matter of logie and consti } 
strum tion, I think, what I claim it to mean. 

Moreover, Mr. President, if the contention of t s I 
who oppose this bill be correct, every President of tl l 
States from the beginning has violated the Const hen 
he has approved an appropriation bill which lowed 
for the White House outside of the mere of ‘c 
There is nothing in the Constitution about a W! H 
there is nothing in the Constitution ut an Exe ive M 
sion; there is nothing in the Constitution, const is § 


tors construe it, which makes it constitutional to : d res 





























dence for the President’s fan ey rhat is a fi 

for if it were not Poe by ie Congress | l 
to rent a house or to purchase one for ! [ Ss 
have not houses in w o liv r have 1 Cal ! 
nor the Members of Congress, a led | l So the Presi 
dent directly gains financially by hi y 
contradistinguished from ofice, for himself and 

Mr. HALE. Nobody has ever contended that hi uld not 
have it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Nobody has ever contended that from the 
beginning. Since the White House was constructed it ha 
been the home not simply of the President, it has not bee 
anny ly an office, but an official home for the Pr lent la 
home for his family. That is a perquisite, that is an emolnu- 
ment, that is a profit derived from the office, if S$ al 
solidity in the constructi ich is sought to be ed ! 
this provision of the ¢ Consti l. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Ir. Presiden t- 

The VICE PRESIDEN fr. Does the Senator fr W n 
yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. SPOONER. No; I can not. I have only ten: utes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator d 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not mean to be i: t 

Mr. President, the Constitution \ the Pres 
without paying rent for it puts his ! 
| property of the United States. Upon \y ! 
furniture for the White House other th 
construction of the Constitution be 
heory do we a coal for the W FH 
enough for the o » if thi nstructio 

T hat constituti sonal provision was 
appro ation or allowa! » or fee to be 
to the President or permitted which s! to 
his compe msation. It means inevital to ind profit. It 


can not under my obligation to support the Constitution | 


I do not believe this | 
“ppropriation to constitute an emolument within the meaning | 








means income. It does not mean a g r tal expense. It 
is violated by having a flower garde for aff 1 . It 
was expected that the President of t { St ( 
Magistrate of this country, must a 2 
not personally for himself, but as 

ment. It was ex] 1, Mr. Pres ! Wd ‘ 
and entertain fo1 ministers. T f the lo- 
macy of the country. 

It never was expected when the Constitution was framed and 
created the office of Chief Magistrate, the ex ion n Cc 
gress but by the people of an American citizen to the highes 
position in the Government, that |! hould live as the ¢ 
tive head of this Government in a 1 ( harmony 
station. It is in the public interest it he sh I do so An 
so, Mr. President, from the beginning that w 1 has I 
from Washington down the construction p1 
tion for which I contend. 

How many minutes have I, Mr. President? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Three minut 

Mr. SPOONER. roken legi ’ 


The long-contil ued — unl 
and executive exposition of the 1 n¢ 
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this connection in the Constitution, has the force of judicial 
construction. Moreover, it is in harmony with the good sense of 
the American people who are not willing that the President 
should be treated in a narrow and parsimonious way, absolutely 
inconsistent with the status of this country internationally. I 
eall attention again to the fact that-the Supreme Court, in 
United States v. Hoyt (10 Howard), construed the word “ emolu- 
ment’ as I am construing it. They defined it: 

Embracing every species of compensation or pecuniary profit derived 
from a discharge of the duties of the office. 

Now, Mr. President, that is neither compensation nor emol- 
ument, in my opinion, within the meaning of that clause of 
the Constitution, the result of which is not to add one penny 
to the compensation of the President. If any remains unex- 
pended for traveling expenses, it is not his. It is an unexpended 
balance, which belongs to the Government. 

I have no time to discuss the question of what are his duties, 
but I am not ready to believe, Mr. President, that the men who 
framed this Constitution, who were of world-wide knowledge, 
intended that the hands of Congress should be tied and that the 
President of a Republic, elected by the people and the servant 


of the people, should remain a hermit confined to the White 
House, unless he were a man of fortune and able to travel at 
his own expense. 


It is to be assumed that no political trips will be taken by 
the President. It is to be assumed by this branch of the Govy- 
ernment that the other branches will conduct themselves with 
due sense of propriety and will not do those things which would 

iously shock the sense of propriety of all thoughtful men. I 
have no constitutional difficulty in voting for this bill. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Mr. President, I did not intend to say any- 


' 
Cll 


obvi 


thing, and I only rise now because I was not permitted to ask a | 


question which I think would answer everything that has been 
said by the Senator from Wisconsin in reference to the man- 


sion that is provided by the Government for the President. 
That is about as hollow as I ever heard from the Senator from | 
Wisconsin, and more hollow than I ever expected to hear from 
him. There is nothing in the Constitution which prohibits the 


Congress of the United States from saying what the compensa- 
tion is, provided Congress declares beforehand what shall be 
the compensation. It may be a salary of $50,000, and in addi- 


tion to that a residence for the Chief Executive of the United 
States, for himself and for his family, and offices for himself 
and for all of his official family. 

That may be done in advance, and is done in advance; but | 
there is not anything in the world in that that is an answer to 
the proposition that if it had not been done, and it is done after- 
wards, it is an advantage to the President of the United States. 

When the present President of the United States was elected 


and inducted 
tion that he 


» * 7 
have a residence, 


into office, there was a provision for his compensa- 


which is called “the White House.” It is not 
necessary that the words “ White House” should be in the Con- 
stitution, but the word “compensation” includes every 
vantage, every benefit, every help to the President of the United 
States or any oflicer who receives compensation. 


House was included in the compensation that was fixed for him. 


So the White | 





ad- | 


The people of the United States did prepare a residence for the 
President; they did prepare offices for him and offices fer his | 
official family; but that has nothing to do with the providing 
by law against the Constitution for emolument to the President 


in addition to the compensation that was provided when he was 
“i and inducted into office. 


Cl 
This is not a bounty, the Senator from Wisconsin said yester- 
day. It is either compensation or emolument or it is a bounty. 


Now he denies that it is a bounty. Then it must be an emolu- 
t. Suppose the President starts out on a bear hunt to the 
i swamps or starts out West to hunt buffalo, and the 
Government of the United States pays his expenses, is that a 
gain to him? He would otherwise have to pay them out of his 
own pocket, out of the salary fixed, out of the compensation 
fixed for him at the beginning. 

The White House has nothing to do with it. It is a question 
what benefit, what gain, what advantage it is to him. Nobody 
can deny that it is an advantage. I believe the senior Senator 
from Ohio stated that he was convinced it was an emolument. 
If it is an emolument, it can not be voted by this Congress con- 
stitutionally. Of course, every Senator has to vote upon his 
own judgment about the matter; but when a Senator comes to 
the conclusion that it is an emolument, and when the Constitu- 


men 


Mississipp 


tion says there shall be no additional emolument, how is that | 


Senator going to vote for this provision? 

I should not have risen, Mr. President, had it not been for the 
shallow argument—the shallow pretense of an argument—that 
because compensation is fixed in the beginning of the term of 


it | yond the seas—extends from ocean to ocean. 
should have $50,000 per annum, and that he should | 


| who baye not thought proper to familiarize themselves with 


the President by a salary of $50,000 and by a residence in which 
to live during the incumbency of the office, thereby there js an 
increase in the emolument if he is permitted to retain that ¢ oa. 
pensation. I think, Mr. President, that can hardly rise to the 
dignity of an argument. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, the Chief of Staff of the Ar» 
may travel at Government expense wheresoever he may desire 
throughout the United States. Almost every chief officer of the 
respective Executive Departments is provided with an appropri. 
ation regularly passed by Congress from which traveling ex. 
penses may be paid. Many minor officials are likewise pro. 
vided with proper appropriations for traveling throughout the 
country. I have no doubt whatever that if this item should 
read “$25,000 for contingent expenses of the executive offices 
to be disbursed in the discretion of the President,” it would not 
be subject to the objections urged upon constitutional grounds, 
I have no doubt that as a contingent fund for the executive 
offices, Senators would refrain from such objection upon the 
assumption that the item constituted an increase of compensa- 
tion for the Chief Executive. I believe there is now a certain 
contingent fund for the executive offices of the President which 
might be increased to $25,000. This particular item, in specify- 
ing traveling expenses, and in that alone, becomes the subject 
of the criticisms which have been made. 

It is not pretended that in any manner, shape, or form would 
the President of the United States profit to the extent of one 
farthing by the expenditure of any part or portion of this pro- 
posed appropriation. 

With reference to restricting its disbursement to strictly 
official trips, some question has been raised, and that was put 
in precise language by the Senator from Texas [Mr. CuLrerson] 
in his amendment, which was disagreed to. I venture to say, 
in the absence of that amendment, in the face of its rejection by 
the Senate, that every dollar of the appropriation will be spent 
in connection with the official business of the United States. | 
am of the opinion that no greater affliction can come to this 
country than the election of a man to the Presidency who is not 
familiar with the country and is not disposed to make himself 
familiar with it. 

I put that view further. It secms to me that every repre- 
sentative of a State in this Chamber and every Representative 
of a Congressional district in the other Chamber should, as a 
prerequisite, be fairly conyersant with all parts of the United 
States. If not conversant with the country when elected, either 
the Senator, the Representative, or the Chief Executive should 
certainly endeavor as promptly as possible to become familiar 
with the country whose destiny, in a legislative or executive 
sense, is in some measure committed to his care. 

This great country of ours—speaking not of possessions be- 
It has an enor- 
mous interstate commerce. It has people engaged in the rais- 
ing of semitropical crops in the South and persons cultivating 
fields far to the North. It has every conceivable variety of 
industrial activities, and these activities are of special char- 
acter in different sections of the country. We have had many 
Presidents who have not been familiar with the country and 
it 
by personal observation. Speaking for the section of the coun- 
try far to the west, I feel that, without any reflection from a 
partisan point of view, I can justly say that the western portion 
of the United States has suffered immeasurably by the lack of 
intimate knowledge on the part of the Chief Executive at one 
time or another concerning the mighty resources of the country, 
the character of the people, and their fields of endeavor. We 
of the West should like to have every Senator, every Repre- 
sentative, and the Chief Magistrate as well, together with mem- 
bers of his Cabinet, visit that mighty region to the west of the 


ny 


| Mississippi River. 





It it important likewise that we from west of that river 
should become familiar with the industries and the conditions 
existing in New England and in the great productive South. 
Ignorance is but a poor basis upon which to build intelligent 





statesmanship, and information concerning this country gleaned 
| from books and common report is infirm and unsatisfactory. 


I believe that this item which is proposed by the pending Dill 
may be more properly denominated a “contingent fund,” to be 
disbursed upon the order of the President of the United States. 
The visits of the President to the several sections of the country 
are not primrose journeys. Those visits involve sleepless nights 
and tireless effort, and yet the visit of the President to a State 
or a city or a section is of infinite value to that city, State, or 
section. He is welcomed there by an outburst of patriotism of 
refreshing value to the whole country. 

Mr. President, we are in the midst of times requiring that 
confidence in Government and public officials should be fostered 
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and nurtured by more intimate relations between the people 
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and their public servants, whether in the executive or the legis- | 


lative branches of the Government. Confidence in the men who 
administer the law is often inspired by looking officials in the 
face and hearing their statements of public policy. 

The fervid debate on this particular item brings back many old 
times of excitement over small matters. If anyone will take 
ihe pains to read John Bach MacMaster’s History of the Amer- 
enn People, he will be refreshed and instructed by this class of 
discussion, replete with ponderous arguments over small items, 
whieh has been going on from the foundation of the Govern- 
ment. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator’s time has expired. 


Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, I do not think the con- 
truction given to the paragraph of section 1, Article II, of the 


Constitution, read a while ago by the Senator from Wisconsin 


Mr. Spooner], is at all logical. He places all of his stress on 
two words “any other” that precede the word “ emolu- 
mt.” As I understand the Senator, he urges that their use 


in connection with the word “ emolument” means that the word 


“ 





is used in the section as meaning 


enl ub compensa- 
tion.” I think a little reflection will convince him that that 

an erroncous-view. I agree with him that no body of men 
eyer used the English language more concisely and with a more 
perfect knowledge of every shade of meaning of every word 


“j in the Constitution than did the framers of the Constitu- 
tion. I think I will convince—and I think I cught to convizee— 
the Senator from Wisconsin that the words “any other,’ in 
with “emolument,” mean precisely the opposite 
vhich he contends for. The word “ compensation” 
ower word in its meaning. The word “ emolument” 
meaning. “ Compensation,” 


hat is paid to an official for his services. 


mnection 
from 1 

the narr 
; 


has the wider 





ney t *“ Compensa- 
amount of money paid, and the framers of 


having declared that the compensation to be 


tne 


i hicans 
the Constitution 


riven the President should “neither be increased nor dimin- 
hed during the period for which he shall have been elected,” 
then, intending a wider prohibition, used the words “or any 


other emolument. 


Mr. President, compensation is an emolument. It is paid for 
the services ef the office. It is compensation and it is also an 
emolument of office When the word “compensation” is read 

that sense, then there can be no doubt as to what is meant 
by the words “any other emolument.” The Constitution says 


shall isation ”’ 


honest 


t be allowed “a 
ent cr compensation would be a fair, 


President compen the emolu 


construction of 





the language—and then he shall be allowed “no other emolu- 
ment: which means that the “emcolument or compensation ” 
shall be given to him and that he shall receive no other emolu- 


ment in whatever shape or form an lument 
Mr. President, I would not say 

} men do not like to be dered mean or parsimonious 
i ealing with the executive head of this n and I am in- 
lined to think that if this were a bill to increase the compensa- 
of the President of the United States, as a matter of course 
icing with the successor of the present incumbent of the 
I should yote for it. I do not believe the 
United States would consider that $75,000 a year would be too 
much, and, were it not for the constitutional impediment, I be- 
lieve I would be willing to vote $25,000 additional to the salary 
* the nt President. But we ought not do things by 
indirection that we can not do under the Constitution directly, 
1d when it is proposed to allow $25,000 to the present incum- 
of the Presidential office—and I refer to the present in- 


Serlt 7 
lu! - ML Take. 
a word about this bill were it 


cons 





ition 


Conic 


office, 


pres to 


bent 


cumbent in an impersonal way; whoever might happen to 
occupy the office would be referred to in the same terms—when 
t is proposed to allow by act of Congress $25,000 additional to 


be expended by or on account of the President for traveling ex- 
penses, without reference to the purpose for which the traveling 
shall be undertaken, clearly giving the right to the President to 
travel wherever he will, upon whatever mission, and for what- 
ever purpose, either with or without reference to his official 
duties, such provision as that, to my mind, is undeniably an 
emolument that is added to the office of President, and that is 
attempted by this act to be given to the present incumbent, as 
1 believe, in violation of the express provision of the Consti- 
tution, 

Mr. McCUMBER. 
question? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
yield to the Senator from North Dakota? 

Mr. PATTERSON. With pleasure. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Should not the words “any other” 
construed the same as though it read “ additional?” 

Mr. PATTERSON. 


Will the Senator allow me to ask him a 


Colorado 


be 


| 
| 


I suppose, means the | 
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gested. ‘ Compensation” is an emolument of the office, and 
when they used the term “any other emolument” instead of 
“any other compensation” it is clear to my mind that the 
framers of the Constitution intended to prohibit anything addi- 
tional being given to the President by virtue of the office he held, 
whether in the shape of compensation or benefits of any other 
kind or character. 








When a law is enacted that states that the President may 
travel at will on his own pleasure or his own business or on 
oflicial business, and $25,000 is appropriated to defray his 


traveling expenses, that is, in my opinion, undeniably an emolu- 
ment that is attached permanently to the office of the President, 
and that is intended to immediately benefit the incumbent of the 
office. 

The bill would not be unconstitutional, Mr. President, as to 
succeeding incumbents of the office, and therein lies a complete 
answer to everything that was said by the Senator from Wis- 
consin when he suggested that the use of the White House was 
an emolument, that money for furnishing the White House was 
an emolument, if this is an emolument; and yet he triumphantly 
explains they would be unconstitutional if that which is pro- 
posed in this bill is unconstitutional. Mr. President, the present 
President has a right to those things, because they were emolu- 
ments, if we call them emoluments, that attached to the office 
at the time he was elected, that attached to the office at the time 
his predecessors were elected, and that will be attached to the 
office when his successor shall be elected. 

Mr. SPOONER. An emolument can not attach to an office in 
violation of the Constitution. 

Mr. PATTERSON. gut, Mr. President, the unconstitutional 
feature of this is not that you vote an emolument to tl ; 
of the President, but that you vote an emolument to the | 
incumbent in addition to the emoluments that he was to rec 


under the law at the time he was elected. For a su ing 
President it would not be unconstitutional. It is unconstitu 
tional because in the teeth of the Constitution it is made appli 

| cable to the present incumbent of the office. 
Mr. SPOONER. How was it when President Washington 
occupied the White House with his family when these appropri 


people of the | 


ations began to be made? 

Mr. PATTERSON. I do not know, and neither d 
ator from usin know, the circumstances and conditio1 
under which the first ident of the United States went into 
possession of the White House, but clearly it is an emolument, 
wi the meaning of the C far present 
incumbent is concerned. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, a very few words will suffice 
to indicate the tenor of my mind on this subject. At this sta 
of the debate I shall attempt no more. I feel constrained by 
my sense of the meaning and the spirit of the Constitution of 
the United States to vote against this bill. 


es the Sen- 
Wise 


Pres 


41,7 ¥ +; +t . og } 
tun mMmstitution, so as the 
ryil 

baal 
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I would not deal narrowly with the President or with any of 
the great officers of our Government. Considering the magni- 
tude of our country, the great responsibility of the office, th 
the many demands which come to the men who fill them which 
can not be enumerated in bills against the Government, I do 
not think that the salaries they now receive are sufficient. I 
would therefore vote with pleasure and with faith that it ld 
meet the approbation of the American people to increase the 
snlari lid the President and the Vice-President of the 1 I 
States. I do not think we can discover in the nature of 
people, however critical of public men and public measures son 
of them may be at times, any sense of indisposition to pay 
value for what they get. On the contrary, I think their dis] 
sition is to reward generously those who assume great tasks and 
who help them in extending the hand of this nation to foreign 
nations and administering their own imme! affairs. If this 
were a bill to increase their salary, I would take particular 


pleasure in voting for it. 
If 1 felt that we could fitly pass this allowance for the trav 


eling expenses of the President of the United States, I would 
also vote for it; but I have listened carefully to the debate, 
and I have been convinced, both by the doubts expressed by 
some who advocate it and by the strong arguments used by 


those who oppose it, that it is not in line with the thought of the 
Constitution or the policy therein impressed in clear language, 
which was intended to embrace and confine the rewards of the 
President of the United States to the stated salary to be paid 
at fixed periods. The arguments have been too clear and full 
on this subject to call for any repetition from me. 

I believe travel, Mr. President, to be the most enlightening of 
all forms of education. In the of the President of the 
United States and those who may be, like him, in charge of the 
great affairs of this nation, the lack of travel is the greatest of 


cause 


I think it means precisely what I sug- | all impediments to the broad and comprehensive discharge of 
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their manifold duties. I wish that the President of the United 
Stat could go into every State and city and county of this 
Uni and meet the people. #le would learn what can not be 
learned from books, what can not be learned second-hand by 
hearsny. “Things seen,” says the great poet of England, “are 
: than things heard.” And to see and know the country 

ple of the United States is the highest form of edueation 





hat nny of our officials could obtain. 
Tl ravels of high officers like the President of the United 


States nre in a measure imposed upon them and not of their 
own king. Whether they would or no, the people desire to 
s m, and they are overcrowded with invitations from all 
P ;s of the domain of this great nation, soliciting them to come 
a ept the hospitalities of the people and give the people 


ne opportunity to meet and for a time enjoy such sociability 
with them as circumstances may admit. 





When we impose such great duties upon the President of the 
United States, and when t! ple spontaneously call for their 
perf ance by him, it is a disappointment and pain to me that 
I do t feel that I ean ce ientiously vote for this measure, 
and it is solely in response to my sincere thought as to the mean- 
ing ef our Constitution that I do not vote for it. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, it seems to me the word 
“emolument” applies only to something tangible in the way of 
a gift or profit flowing to irty. It ems to me the pro- 
visions of this bill merely constitute the President a disbursing | 
oflicer to disburse the money expended by him, for what? For 
something of a tangible nature that passes him by which he 
may profit; that he may keep? No. The thing that passes to 
the President is the pleasure that he may derive from traveling, 
if he derives any pleasure from it. He derives no profit what- 


ever through the expenditure of this money. 











rhe word “expense” is 2 word of limitation in this proposed 
aK the word “expended” where it is used of course im- 
pl that the President is to receive only so much of the appro- 
priation, whatever it may be, as he expends; that is, as he pays 
out. Not one cent of it remains with him. He pays it out. It 
passes through his hands or through the hands of his dis- 
bursing officer. 

Mr. PATTERSON. May I ask the Senator from Idaho a 
question? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Suppose the statute provided that the 
President should have $50,000 a year for his services and, in ad- 
dit that he might have a trip once a year to the Rocky 
Mo ains, the expense of the trip to be paid by the Government. 
Would not the latter clause grant an emolument of office? 

Mr. HEYBURN. It would depend upon the purpose of the 
trip. But, then, why imagine such a thing? We have always 
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Therefore it seems to me the objection I urged against tho 
amendment to the sundry civil bill can not be urged against 
this bill. Nor can the constitutional objection be urged against 
it. I should have voted against the amendment to the sundry 
civil bill, because it permitted the President to invite ani ta 
with him others. It is fresh in my mind that on one of the 
tours of a President of the United States there was in his train 
a car which was devoted entirely to the members of the pres 
who traveled at the expense of whoever paid the expenses of the 
trip. I would not approve of that. I would not approve of granti, 
the privilege to the President of the United States to exte 
the right of free transportation to any person, except as th 
travel officially with him. I think the objections I had 
the amendment to the sundry civil bill are entirely met by t! 
House bill in this case. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, it has struck me as a little 
unfortunate that the question raised by the amendment to t] 
sundry civil bill and by the pending bill should be magnified 
into an issue of public policy of a large kind as well as ay 
issue of constitutional government. I am one of those who 
have regarded the travels of the President as one of the y: 
important services of the Executive office. Our form of ¢ 
ernment is peculiar in the fact that everybody is concerned 
in its administration. And one of its weaknesses is the diff 
culty of bringing to the mass of the people a real sense of t 
Government of the United States. For the first half of ’ 
century of our national life that was exceedingly more di 
cult on aceount of lIecal prejudices and scetional conditions. 
I think the progress of our institutions in the last forty yea) 
has been very greatly aecelerated by the contact which the 
publie at Iarge has had with the administration of our natio: 
affairs; and to that nothing has contributed so much as the 
appearance among the people of the Chief Magistrate of the 
Republic. 

I have had opportunity during the past twenty years to see 
the practical value of these excursions into the country of 
several Presidents of the United States, and we would, I think, 
de a very serious wrong to ourselves and especially to our 
children if anything were done to discourage the familiar 
tercourse of the Chief Magistrate with the people of the United 
States. There is hardly a community in our country in which 
the oldest inhabitant does not entertain a friend by telling of 
his seeing early Presidents of the United States, and I believe 
patriotism, in a larger sense than we are possibly aware of, has 
been stimulated by this personal contact of the Chief Magistrate 
with the people of the United States. 

Now, then, that would warrant the expenditure, if it can be 
made properly, and I do not intend to embark in a discussion 
of the law of the case. I agree thoroughly with the interpret 
tion given by the honorable Senator from Wisconsin | Mr. 
Spooner], and yet I think the Senator from Montana [Mr. 
Carter] has placed this appropriation upon its proper groun! 
I regard it as a contingent expense of the Executive Office. It 


| certainly makes no profit to the President, and in that sense 


the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Hrysurn] is correct in saying 
that it is not a compensation or in any sense an emolument 
personal to the President. It is, however, an expense of thi 
Executive Office. Both Houses of Congress have already passed 
an appropriation— 

For contingent expenses of the Executive Office, including stationery 
therefor, as well as record books, telegrams, telephones, books for 
brary, furniture and carpets for offices, care of oflice carriages, hors« 
and harness, and miscellaneous items, to be expended in the discreti 
of the President, $20,000. 

Will any man say that that list can not be increased next 
year without encountering the bar of the Constitution of th 
United States? I think obviously not. I regard this appropri: 


| tion therefore as a contingent expense of the Executive oflice, 


to be disbursed by the President simply because, being in charg 


| of the transaction, he is in a better position than anybody else 


to disburse it. I should be very glad to see the appropriation 
promptly made, because everybody knows that it will not be 
abused either by the present Chief Magistrate or by anybody 


| else likely to become President of the United States. 


had Presidents in whose honor we could trust. We have not 
had any man of any political party in that office who would mis- 
apply a statute or the benefits to be derived under a statute 
running in his interest, and we may safely trust him. 

This bill merely 3 rides : 

‘} t hereafter t! » may be allowed to and expended by or on account 
of the President of the United States for traveling expenses— 

“Expense” means something that ; passed out, something 
that has been paid out by the President. I see nowhere the 
element of an emolument, except only such slight pleasure 

he President might derive from traveling. An emolument, as | 

‘ lated the makers of the Constitution, was something 
tangible nature that would be a profit to the party receiv- 
That is the general acceptation of the term “ emolument.” 

Wh passes to the President under this bill except the privi- 
l disbursing moneys of the United States? We might 
J e here th the Treasurer of the United States should pay 
out Ss money, or the Comptroller, on account of the expenses 
‘ Presid But for the convenience, because of the pe- 
Cu - circumst ; that surround the expenditure of this 
ll prevides that the President shall, upon his cer- | 

t have 1 I nent made. 

D not that the constitutional objection that this 
is an emolun 2 s there anything tangible about that which 
passes to the President that you can term “an emolument,” | 
unless it is the mere pleasure, if it be a pleasure, of traveling? 
Will we for a moment suppose that the President would take 
advantage of the privileges under this act for the purpose of 
going on a hunting tour? 

The President is acting in an executive capacity every day and 
eve hour of his life. He is acting in an official capacity every 
hour of his life. There is no moment when he is not President 
of the United States and acting as such, and it is safe to say 
that no man will ever oeccupy that place who would abuse 


the privileges of the proposed law by charging the expenses of a 
pleasure trip to the Government of the United States. 


Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President, I think the attitude occu- 
pied, respectively, by the two sides of the Chamber is illustrative 
of the attitude of the parties on questions of this kind. ‘The 
Republican party, with its latitudinous construction of the Con- 
stitution, is always willing to appropriate money from tle 
Treasury for purposes that may be public or that may in some 
instances not be public, notably in such measures as the ship- 
subsidy bill and the high protective tariff and measures of thai 
kind, which indicates a very wide and broad view of the Consti- 
tution, whereas on this side we are disposed always to regard it 
from a very narrow and strict point of view. That is aside 
from the constitutional question involved in this. 





Mr. President, the constitutional question is one which 
sented the greatest stumbling-block to me in the way of 


+ of this measure. I was at first disposed to vote for it, 


ter investigating that phase of the subject I came to the 


pos ision that I could not consistently, with my duty as a 
S i, vote for this appropriation. The Constitution pro- 
hil us from increasing the emoluments of the present Presi- 
dé ind if this is an emolument, we are necessarily precluded 
fr voting for it. I am perfectly willing—and I have no hesi- 
ta in saying so—to admit that, in my judgment, the Presi- 
ae salary is far too small. I would be willing to vote to- 
d f I eould do so consistently with the Constitution, to | 
d ' the present salary of the President. I for one am op- 
t to sending a President back to private life to do as some | 
Pr nts have had to do, enter into the very scuffle of life for | 
a | . The office is too exalted for one who has held it to be | 
; lled to rub shoulders against men in the struggle for a} 
] od. It is possible we may have Presidents elected so | 
‘ hat at the expiration of their term of office, if they have 
no equate fortunes, it will be necessary for them to go to 
\ t whatever profession they may have followed before | 
t] ere elected to that high office. \ 


Mr. President, to come to the point which has given me 
st trouble in this matter, the language of the bill is— 

hereafter there may be allowed to and expended by or on ac 
he President of the United States for traveling expenses not 


5,000 per annum, to be expended in the discretion of the 


P t and accounted for on his certificate solely. 
constitutional inhibition to which reference has been 
; in the following language: 








President shall, at stated times, receive for his services a com- 
n, which shall neither be increased nor diminished during the 
* which he shall have been elected, and he shall not receive 


t period any other emolument from the United States, or 
em. 


tha 


President, the whole question turns upon the meaning of 
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benefit or profit as is contemplated by the Constitution in 
language of the clause here in controversy. 
rherefore, Mr. President, in view of the plain language of the 


Constitution, in view also of the action of the framers of the 
Constitution, and contemporaneous interpretations of that action 
as read here this morning by the Senator from Mississippi [ Mr. 
McLaurin] from the Federalist, in one of Mr. Hamilton’s 
articles, by following the history of this clause through the 
Constitutional Convention, when it was introduced by the State 
of New Jersey as a provision of the Constitution, in which intro- 
duction it contained a provision inhibiting 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The time of the Senator from 
Florida has expired. 

Mr. MALLORY. I am sorry, Mr. President, I was not 


allowed to enlighten the Senate on that point 





Mr. DICK. Mr. President, the discussion of this bill is re- 
lated somewhat to the discussion of the pass amendment to the 
rate bill, which occupied so much time in the Senate during the 
present session. It is not my purpose to attempt to he 
controversy with what I have to offer, which is merely in the 
line of information for the Senate, showing how these matters 
are handled by other governments. I have on my desk books w h 
confer railway transportation upon certain officials in the gov 
ernment of Canada. This one [exhibiting] is railway tr ta 
tion issued to members of the House of Commons of I iL. 
Another [exhibiting] is issued to senators of Canada, and like 
transportation is issued to other officials, presumably the 

| ernor-General, the premier and his cabinet, and others. | q 





part of their law which grants this right. An extract from the 
railway act of 1903, chapter 58, provides: 
The company— 


teferring to the railroad companies— 


shall furnish free transportation upon any of its tr 
of the Senate and House of Commons of Canada, with th bagzas 

And the same provision is made for other officials. Pro- 
| vision is made for its restoration in se of loss, and the list 
of those to whom the privilege is extended is printed in the book 
| itself. With the permission of the Senate and for its informa- 


t ord “emolument.” The Senator from Wisconsin [ Mr. 
S! zg] has given us a citation from a Supreme Court decision 
V , defines the meaning of the word “emolument.” That 
( tion, I find, is in accord with the definition laid down by 
Webster and the Standard Dictionary. 

ll refer to the case from which the Senator quoted. It is 
th se of Hoyt v. The United States (51 U. S.), decided in | 
1s In that case the question came up as to the meaning of 
the word “emolument” used in a statute, and at the risk of 
bo! the Senate I will read a portion of it embodied in tbe 
di 1 of the court: 

amendment of this act, April 30, 1802 (2 Stat. L., 172, sec. | 
provided that whenever the annual emoluments of any col- 
‘ter deducting the expenses incident to the office, shall amount 
than $5,000, the excess shall be accounted for and paid into 
sury. The act was not to extend to fines, forfeitures, and 
a share of which the collector was entitled to, under the 
section of the act of 2d March, 1799 (1 Stat. L., 697). 
liscussing this the court say: 

e date of the act of 1802 the compensation of the collector was 
a from three sources, (1) fees allowed for the services already re 
i to; (2) commissions on the duties received, and (3) a share of 

, penalties, and forfeitures. The emoluments of the office were 
nt upon the receipts from these sources 
rk the expression— 

emoluments of the office were dependent upon the receipts from 

+ 


t] ources; and the officer was entitled to apply to his own use the 
imount derived from them. 
provision in this act, therefore, that whenever the annual emolu- 
after deducting the expenses, exceeded the amount of $5,000, 
s should be accounted for, necessarily embraces in the limita- 
as well as commissions belonging to the office, and would 
raced also the fines and forfeitures had it not been the 
» to the act taking them out of the limitation. 
rgument would be quite as strong in favor of excluding the 
as in the case’ of fees, as the one can in no more appro- 
nse be regarded as emoluments of office than the and 
limitation would become a nullity. 
terms denote a compensation for a particular kind of service 
verformed by the officer, and are distinguishable from each other, 
* so used and understood by Congress in the several compensa 
they are also distinguishable from the term “ 
‘ing more comprehensive and embracing every species of com 
tion or pecuniary profit derived from a discharge of the duties of 
ce; and such is the obvious import of it in these acts. 


ior 


ns 


other, 


ts; 


I suggest that a careful reading of the decision will sustain | 


“ee 


‘contention of those who claim that the word “ emolument” 


s every profit or gain that can be given to the President 

: iring his term. 

: It is said that this is not a profit or gain to the President. 
Che Senator from Idaho [Mr. Herspurn] a while ago said that 
he President made no profit out of it; that is was nothing to him. 
But as a matter of fact this $25,000 a year, if expended, would 

: be a saving of $25,000 a year to the President. It would be a 

‘ profit to that extent. The fact that the money does not go into 

i us pocket does not alter the fact that he receives the benefit of it. 

ct it strikes me as a mere quibble to say that this is not such a 


emoluments,” 


It does in a sense carry out the suggestion which was de 
| by the Senator from Montana [Mr. Carrer], th because « 
| certain favors which the Government grants these transporta- 
tion lines favors of this character may be rightfully issued to 
Government officers. 
In time, if not by the legislation now pending, proy 1 will 
be made either by an appropriation or by an issue of th I 
| acter from the carrier to public officials as a right f @ 
transportation. It was stated, and I assume with approximate 
correctness, that we are paying re than $50,000,000 annually 
| in mail contracts to these carriers, admitted! 1 1 profit 
able contracts, and we grant them certain privileges a ry: ~ 
and ample protection. We transport our supplies and « ‘oops 
over their lines at an immense if not an encrmous cos 
turn it may be considered, and I have no d 
t be considered, as but a fair return that this sort ! 
tion shall be issued to certain Federal Governm« ‘ 
In a degree it is carried on now, I believe, with ec n — 
office officials, post-office inspectors being an r the nu I 
I will say in conclusion that in my judgment it would 1 © 
an unfair exaction, where we make these generous coi ‘ 
with carriers, that transportation of this character might rea 
sonally be issued as a matter of right to pu ils, from 
the President down, as might by careful k ipu 
| lated. 
The matter submitted by Mr. Drex is as foll 
Railway transportation. Members of the Hous fF Comm = 
1905. Names of members of Hous P Com! E 
arranged, with number of cert ate t opposite « n 
nection with their raliway tral ta j 190 
FORM RY I 
[Obverse side 
No. — Ho COMMONS 
Canada, l 
ramon $5 er of the House of Cor ns of ia, and 
is entitled by law I transportation, with n al 
| railway trains in Canada. Railway act, 1903. 
Attest: ] Ss. b. LIN 
Clerk of the Hot f Common 
Not transferable. 
[Reverse side.] 
This certificate expires December 31, 1905, when a 








tion, these can be furnished to the I 


porters and printed in the 
RECORD. 


> 
we} 














will be issued in its place. 


(Si 
Notge.—In case of resignation or death of a 
given, so that his name may be scored out and 


entered next to the last one on the t 
Should a member lose his certificate, 
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number will be issued to him with the word “ Duplicate” written in Certificate No 
red ink across its face; the railway companies in each case, being | Hunt, Aylmer Byron, Province of Quebec__.._.._-____________ 004 
notified accordingly. Hyman, Hon. Cheese 8., Ontario 65 oo. 095 
[Extract from the Railway act, 1903, chapter 58.] Ingram, Andrew B., Ontario. tn sa an a ei ew i a ie 096 
: i. ; . * * * Jackson, Samuel Jacob, Manitoba--__-----------___ 097 
s ction 5 of section 275: “5. The company shall furnish free Jackson, William, Ontario_-——-——__ 098 
; : oe tie q 2 Johnston, Alexander, Nova Scotia__ oe 
transportation upon any of its trains, for members of the Senate and : = peg ee aoe 099 
House of Commons of Canada * * © with their baggage.” Johnston, Thomas George, Ontario__ 0100 
Se eee ate re Kemp, Albert E., Ontario___.__._______ 0101 
° - > - “3 <i : Kennedy, James Buckham, British Columbi: 0109 
ae | Lachance, Arthur, Province of Quebec_________________ 0103 
Monpbay, June 12, 1905. | pane ss hard oars, Northwest Territories 0104 
ale : . om ti a ss . | Dalor, ROORCS  OGS, CGR. cis cisnieninctainieek ee 010" 
Order of the House of Commons, rhat the clerk of the neue ee | Lamont, John Henderson, Northwest Territories Siok 
sign and furnish to members of the House of Commons certificates of | cancanter. Wawask &. "Oukasle 106 
identitication for transportation on railways in Canada. Lanctot, Roch, Province ll ns cnet ie ee a ofee 
- { Lapointe, Ernest, Province of Quebec 0109 
Names of members, with numbers of ceri ificatcs. } Laurence, Frederick in, SHOES COO sierra algae ingen 
Certificate No. | Laurier, R. Charlemagne, Province of Quebec __ Fi eebuaebase Ieee alee in. 
| Laurier, Rt. Hon. Sir Wilfrid, G. C. M. G., Province of 
Adamson, A. J., Northwest Territories__...___.._._......_--~~~. 01 | Lavergne, Armand, Province of Quebec_-_.--___-______ 
Aleccrn, George Oscar, Ontario... — 02 | Lavergne, Louis, Province of Quebec_..-...--_-.___.___ ef 
Ames, Herbert B., Province of Quebec__--~ 03 | Law, Bowman Brown; Nova Scotia____________-___________ ie 
Archambault, Joseph Eloi, Province o f Quebec 04 | Le Blane, Olivier. J., New Writiwisn. cies iicnccmmcin ncn... 
Armstrong, Joseph E., Ontario__ ~~ em 09 | Lefurgey, Alfred A., Prince Edward Island 
Avery, Melzar, Ontario ae 06 | Lemieux, Hon. Rodolphe, Province of Quebec 
Barker, Samuel, Ontario dich wale btn eraeniiotenaio 0 | Lennox, Haughton, Ontario ebreskihd attra i 
Barr, John, Ontario - 08 | Leonard, J. 1b. Emile, Province of Quebec earch aphdipsesseeant tiabapidbanaiiad a 
Beat parlant, Aime M., Province of Quebec O09 | Lewis, Edward Norman, Ontario________-______-._________ 
RB 1d, Henri Severin, Province of Quebec_- cag an ehcp -- 010 | Logan, Hance J., Nova a ie ee, 
Ri court, Hon. Napoleon Ant., Ontehi0.n. je eS. _— O11 | Loggie, William Stewart, New Brunswick_______-___________. 
Bennett, Willis H., Ontario Cielo enci ated alate -- O12) Lovell, Henry, Province of Quebee_______ 
B } ph G Province of Quebec... ~~~ ao -— 013 Macdonald, Edward M., Nova Scotia 
B vince of Quebec : ois ------ 014 | Macdonald, Angus Claude, Ontario_______ 
Blac Nova Sestts.. cance - 015 | MacLaren, Alexander F., Ontario._.._.._.......-._-....____ 
Blai Sierras See ----- 016] Maclean, Alexander K., Nova Scotia____..__.__..__._.____ pF 
Blar tario 8 . aaiatades : i O17 | Macican, William F., Ontario_____._______ 
G initoba awe eee eee mie 018 | M cepherson, Robert George, British Columbia 
Ho K. C. M. G., Nova Scotia___- O19 | MeCarthy ighton Goldie, Ontario___- 2 
B Ontario we ad ieee Ont MeCarthy, we Stewart, Northwest 
L iri, Pr ince of Quebe ee 021 hicColl nies B. ¢ PO ae ee Nig ae Pe AR ie oa 
B nnais, Augustin, Province of eS ae O22 | McCool, Charles Arthur, Ontario__......._..__.--_-.______ 2 
r’ e, Arthur Cyril, Omtario sibietsshdltie - Meinivyre, Giueert’ Ti: eters. so oe a es 
TB Fr *< ts » Province of Qu I iaelinsintadaieaa a Mi isaac, Colin F., Nova Scoti:z = ve 
It j Gerald #1; Pievincte of Dushet ent e McKenzie, Daniel D., va Scotia : 
B I Andrew, Ontario Se en nn hae gt gener duiteaedeenie at MeKer pacie, rete’: EE. Aa ni ei le . 
I r, Hon. L puis Philippe, Province of Quebec___-----~ O27 | McLean, Angus A., Prince E ASPEN OE asnnccnn asrcarenatrinimaimetnintin wns = 
I n, Jan P ’rovince of Qu , ~ em; arte, Tear Se a ee en cena cee teice ences a 
Brur 1 i Aime, Province of mries, Provines of Qusvec. oe eee 
1} a, jues, Province of Que Joseph Edmund, Province ECDC cater entntie ivinmin é 
I ow Theodore Arthur, Maniteba...2<ioccanocdndciaene- < Marti: Alexander, Prince Edward Island____ 
Caldwell, Tl Ont: ict cnansbreinicecaealangieataadicata ones Ma rti n, Thomas, Ontario_ aces dab ocethemenmard 
C; rt. W pane sei si May rand, Ilort las, P rovince of Quebec pena 
( . ‘ a intense i 3, Daniel Bishop, Province of Quebec__._.........._..-- 
( { VE i - wee Henry Horton, Ontario a a lee ie a as, ‘. 
( r, L s Au te vince of Quebec J bien Frederick D., Province of Quebec_________--_--__ 
‘ il, Frank Breadstreet, New Brur swick__. Seance semana See Morin, Jean Baptiste, Province of Quebec____--.-..-..____ __ . 
{ KE. i, Northwest Territorieh..n..2.<<ccncnacsheeneehotena Mulock, Hon, Sir William, K. C. M. G., Ontario. 
‘ ! Se | CNR Ei is aes secs ois accion ae ° Northrup, William Barton, Ontario___ 
( ater, On ee ees es 0 iver, Hion. Frank, Northwest Territorie 5 
( ( re A., Ontario % : O41 isler, Edmund Boyd, Ontario 
é Alfred H., On aris ciesaetaeeeanier O42 nelee, Charles H., Province of Quebec._._.........-._.- 
( ferbert 8., Ontario._...._......... conte 045 Te leg RS, ee ayo 
( ul edward, Ontario eae a re. ee eee O44 a ag Se ee ee ee 
‘ } it lliam F.. Ontario___- Ms ee eee eae O45 : Province of Qi 1ehec_ sac a 
j es, On < : . cient eataeas i at H., Provine e of Quebec- . 
Copp, Albert J. S., Nova Scotia___.__.__--_-..~— tas oe ’rovince of Qi iebec___ 2 
i } Hon. John, New Brunswick..__........... J asad W. W.. Nova Scotia } 
‘ f 1. John. Manitoba cae ae th eee yard Gus, Ontario e ; 1 
‘ é Oswald S.. New unswick ae nim, Provl of Quebec Bir acs ittitniitaiawnen O162 
Cy eph Ern Mani sn elena eterna’ tion. J. Raymond, Province of Quebec__-_-____. 0163 
I 1. Johr aterh« New Brunswick_— os ieeiparectaincaiagan A., On 0164 
T) ATi el Si on, Province of Q 1ebec_ a il a Onta Oe) 
I L. P i Province of Quebec___- . ee mr i Ontari« - i 
| BE. B.. rince of Que! Be oa sisi cali James, New Brun wae 
1) D , Ontario_- SER ae ee ee has Oe Tohn D., Ontario : . 0168 
T> r <A iel, Province of Quebec... a ea O74 tiley, George, British ¢ am bia zg Atha Sas ~ViGv 
T> f Province of Quebec ™ thos Livet Louis Alfred Adh P rovin ce a of IE i enncrnseationminn ee Rae 
| s Fy ines Of QuUbeC aac cen . ane 059 | Reche, William, Nova Scotia ioe 17 
I ent, A Ontario hice wis cectbadgp aiianatantans as 050 | Roche, William J., Manitobs ~ 
1« - ¢ nikita ila toe Dunean, British Col ‘ ai 
, a y R., lew Brunswick_-_ ~~ ies s, Jean Auguste, Prov » of Quebec_ Legeithccntcsanees 
Joseph . vince of Quebec______-_ ceeds ousseau, Jeffrey Alexandre, Province of Quebec Nita dammdinbes ocaee 
i Steve ns, eae ee voie, Francois Theodore, Province of Quebec____-_________- 2 
I ntario ca %: cies aaa aieaa a akon 7 haffner, Frederick Laurence, Manitoba___.-__.--_--_-_ 
| Nova Scotia ialeles chell, Jacob T., Ontario snicahinaselaine utes aacandiitieenienceauniasatamae td 
y Arthur, Province of Queb ~e ~ O67 Schell. Malcolm Ontario - 
! Charles, Province of Q00NCC see cae aie OGS | Seott, Walter, Northwest Territories 
t, R Province of Q ‘et DG nine ca-cteuiisnrcanedaaaoncin ssi 069 | Seagram, Joseph E., Ontario____-~ 
Fort Edmor 1d. Province of Quebec. elenieh catia: Oe een ere O70 : 3 . Clifford, Manitoba O82 
| ter. Hon. George Bales, Ontario... ni ncdiinnunn decd 071 $j Te RR ee ee ee ee O1S3 
George W., New Brunswith.... so nnc ie Si ciaalaioian O72 | Singh, WETi: DE COMBA 0 cp ct keeeinion a O184 
G ‘ . Daniel, Province of Quebec = ee on O73 | Smith, Ernest D., Ontario__~~_- Q1 5 
G er, William Alfred, British Columbia____._-_--____ ‘a O74 Rete. SAO. CUTIES a... un:th artaticbertiiemehiaiven as tnsnniidite-eereignice meedilienaie 0186 
Gq ec. Gilbe Ue sc: I ee i ete eee toate O75 ith, Ralph, eae Columbiz O1S%s 
( é Charles Arthur, Province of Quebec. eh cmidilansald ae 076 Sproule, Thomas §&., ¢ ntario O188 
CG n. Vi Province of Quebec Saclay lips inapecaiisieisalenea tiateakeMesciabd can O77 | Staples, William D., Mi initoba__ 0189 
Ge William Manly, Ontario ssi ticcaecashitate lax dea ss OTS | Stewart, Robert, Ontario __- oar inlienneatibel . O90 
( Honore, Province of Queb scghiahidnibabindes sieabekiccoeseucetiobics O79 | Stockton, Alfred Augustus, New Brunswick___-__-_---____-. - 0191 
G d, Joseph, Province of Quebec ietndab Sisenllnithassictitli an bchiidleaiiateaaendaal US0 | Sutherland... Elom,. Tere Wisc COO ik na te tke hater cttsiivnatnn O92 
Gladu, Joseph E. O., Province of Quebee___ daisonamwiiadeoal 081 | Talbot, Onesiphore Ernest, Province of Quebec_________----~-- 0193 
(jordon, David Alexander, Ontario = ' ‘i 032 | Talbot, Peter, Northwest Territories............. 1... 19-4 
G nt, George D., Ontario O83 Taylor, George, ANE EO a os acicca dian Goleta ascapubabicaembaediembanich 0195 
Greenway, Thomas, Manitoba OS4 | Telford, William Patteson, Ontario___.____.._---- 0196 
Gunn, Benjamin B., Ontario OSS | Thompson, Alfred, Yukon Territory_- ee 
Guthrie, Hugh., Ontario OS6 | Tisdale, Hon. David, Opti. oie oie s..! aii with donee 0198 
Haggart, Hon. John Graham, Ontario O87 | Tobin, Edmund William, Province of Quebec 0199 
Hall. R. R.. Ontario O88 | Turgeon, Onesiphore, New Brunswick_..............------~-.-- V=0U 
Harty, William, Ontario ™ 089 | Turriff, Joan G.,. Northwest Terre tle one he wna eeensane O201 
Henderson, David, Ontario ss 090 | Walsh, Robert Nelson, Province of Quebec__-------------~---- 0-02 
Herron, John, Northwest Territories_____._..-._._________ 091 | Ward, Henry Alfred, Ontario___._._._--_~ O2V00 
Hu 3 Jam *s J., Prince Edward Island 092} Watson, Robert James, Ontario_ 0204 
Hughes, Samuel, OUGR010)..6ccincn dca cement anise 093 | White, Hon. Peter, Ontario__...- 0200 








1906. 





Certificate No. 


Wilmot, Robert D., New Brunswick 





io: oe ie, aeceianeatibeisar adie meadlapameale stems 0206 
fe ee ge OR ee eee See 0207 
WH ileotts Mee iii cnt cid ernmninsien | ee 
Worthington, Arthur Norreys, Province of Quebec____-_---_--~- 0209 
Wright ‘Saree Abdel, Ontarico..............~«_ Ree tee) eh 
pe ee a ae) Pe a ea 0211 

rit TU 0212 


Bristol, Edmund, Ontario 


0213 


CERTIFICATE (CARD). 
[Obverse side. ] 
. HOUSE OF COMMONS, 
Canada, -————— » 1306. 
—— ———— !s a member of the House of Commons of Canada, and 
ntitled by law to free transportation, with his baggage, upon all 


way trains in Canada. Railway act, 1903. 
Attest: 


‘o.-— 





Tros. B. FLINT, 


Clerk of the House of Commons. 
Not transferable. 


[Reverse side. ] 


This certificate expires December 31, 1905, when a new certificate 
will be issued in its place. 


(Signature of member.) 





OTICE OF ISSUANCE OF TRANSPORTATION TO 


TAKE PLACE OF LOST CARD. 
HOUSE OF COMMONS, 
Ottawa, Scptember 1, 1905. 
DeaR Str: In the absence of the clerk of the House, I beg to state, 
f the information of your company, that Mr. Louis A. Rivet, M. P.. 
has lost his transportation identification card, No. 0170, and that 
another one, 0214, has been issued to him in its place. 
I am, dear sir, yours, truly, R. P. KInec. 


(For clerk of the Commons.) 


G. B. COLLINs, Esq., 
Ceniral Ontario Railway Company, Trenton. 

Railway transportation. Senators of Canada. 1905. Names of sena- 
tors alphabetically arranged, with number of certificate set opposite 
each name, in connection with their railway transportation under 
the railway act, 1903. 

Notr.—In case of resignation or death of a senator, notice will be 
iven, so that his name may be scored out and that of his successor 
entered next to the last one on the list. 

Should a senator lose his certificate, another one bearing the same 
number will be issued to him with the word “ duplicate”"’ written in 


red ink across its face,.the railway companies, in each case, being noti- 
fied accordingly. 





{Extract from the railway act, 1903, chapter 58.] ‘ 
2 o e . * * . 
Subsection 5 of section 275: “5. The company shall furnish free 
transportation upon any of its trains for members of the Senate of Can- 
adz * * © with their baggage.” 


. + a . s * > 
{Extract from the minutes of proceedings of the Senate of May 18 
1905. ] 
e : . . >: . 
With leave of the Senate, 
The Hon. Mr. Young moved, seconded by the Hon. Mr. Beique, 
That the clerk of the Senate do sign and furnish to members of the 
Senate certificates of identification for transportation on railways in 
Canada. 
lhe question of concurrence being put thereon, it was resolved in 
the affirmative, and 
Ordered accordingly. 
7 - 


>. 7 a + 
FORM OF CERTIFICATE. 
[Obverse side. ] 
No. 1—— THE SENATE, Canada, , 1905. 


The Hon. ——— is a member of the Senate of Canada, and 
entitled by law to free transportation, with his baggage, upon all rail- 
way trains in Canada, 

Attest: 








Clerk of the Be nate. 
Not transferable. 
[Reverse side.] 


This certificate will expire on the 31st December, 1905, when another 


certificate will be issued in its place. 


_—————- =, Senator. 
(Signature of the senator.) 


Names of Senators with numbers of certificates. 
Certificate No. 


Baird: Temi Ge. Ta er a ik enccdbmecensin 1 
Baker, Hoe. Ge Bis BEOTIGR OF GON. cc ciiicedanodusnneene 2 
Beigque, ERG... Wo. Eis 2 pre Oe CC vo cierdiieiiinntcemeresn 3 
Bernier, TOG. ee we, Ms ie eee naw en al to 4 
Bolduc; Eilon. <0., PROvaee. G2 GinGetee oo nnn os rete 6 
Bont ec i iii iii init entities 7 
Boucherville, Hon. C. BE. De, Province of Quebec______--_-__-~ s 
Bowell, E200 Geer) Ge WN a cee ec eee ncne 9 
Carling, Hon. Sir John, Ontario._.............. eesalaa cicnaced 10 
Cartwright, Hon. Sir Richard, Ontario... ~ il atin nat 11 
Casgrain, Hon. J. P. B., Province of Quebec__.---~~- inal 12 
Casgrain, Hon. C. E., Ontario See eicien ache lettre enc cates = 13 
Choquette, Hon. P. A., Province of Quebec__..~- ~~~ ; an 14 
ee a aS Ee piesa 15 
Cloran, Hon. H. J., Province of Quebec___.--.------~-- ion . 16 
Coffes,. Elem. Ti. GUREAGIOs eesiscmcmn sariiechttb atten Uist cena “— 17 
en, espenensteiancenstsnicienssaimeet 18 
Dandurand, Hon. R., Province of Quebec___...--.------------ 19 
David, Hon. L. O., Province of Quebec___....~--~-~-- serenieduepenen 20 


Davis, Hon. T. O., Northwest Territories 
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| McDonald, Hon. W.., 
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Certificate No. 





Dobson, Hon. J., Ontario iasbeddoantedeanen 
Domville, Hon. J., New Brunswick 
Drummond, Hon. Sir G. A., Province of Quebec 
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Watson, Hon. R., Manitoba 77 
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Young, Hon. F. M., Manitoba- a S81 
Ross, Hon. Wm., Nova Scotia ‘a . $2 

CERTIFICATE (CARD), 

[Obverse side. ] 

No THE SENATE, Canada, 


a 

The Hon. ————— ———— is a member of the Senate of Canada, and is 

entitled by law to free transportation, with his bagg ’ pon all rail 

way trains in Canada. 
Attest: 





Clerk of the Senate. 
Not transferable. 


f Reverse side.] 


This certificate expires December 31, 1905, when a new certificate 
will be issued in its place. 
(Stgnature of Senator.) 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 
Mr. McLAURIN. Mr. President, I believe I will offer an 
amendment to the bill. I do not desire a yea-and-nay yote on it, 


however. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment 
The Secretary. After the word “ sole 
following: 


will be stated. 
ly,” in line 7, add the 


No part of such m shall be expended for the traveling expenses of 
any person except the President, members of his family, attendants in 
the regular service of the Government necessary fe . tection, and 

| officials necessary for the President’s transaction of cial siness of 
the Government on the occasion of suc! ng 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment just read. 


51 | vote 


The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was ordered a third reading, 
third time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


to and was 


read 


The 


question is, Shall the bill 
pass? 
Mr. McLAURIN. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 
Mr. DILLINGHAM (when his name was called). I am 


paired with the senior Senator front South Caroli (Mr. Tm. 
MAN]. If he were present, I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. KEAN (when Mr. DrypeEn’s name 
colleague [Mr. DrybEN] is paired 
sissippi [Mr. Money]. 
“ yea.” 


VW s called) V1 
with the Senator from Mis 


If my colleague were present, he would 
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Mr. FULTON (when his name was on I have a general 











a Sad 5 





Mr. HALE. On page 157, line 13, after the word “ eapacity, 
I move to strike out the word “ whether.” 7 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. In line 14, I a to strike out the words “ 
otherwise” after the words “ United States.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. In line 22 of the same page, and line 6 of 
next page, I ask to reconsider the vote by which the 
“* October ” ae adopted, so as to restore the word “ Decem] ’ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the vote | 


| be reconsidered. The Secretary will report the amendme: 


The Secrerary. On page 157, line 22, the word “ Decen ” 
was stricken out and the word “ October” was inserted, l 


also in line 6, page 158. 
Mr. HALE. That has-been reconsidered, and if the a: 


ment is rejected, “ December” remains. 
The Secretary. It will then read “on and after Dece 





15 1906,” in the first place, and “on or before said Dec 1 
15, 1906,” in the second. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amend it 


t 
inserting “ October ” in liew of “ December” is disagreed 

Mr. FULTON. Mr. President, on the amendment whic! 
just been reconsidered, if this change is to be made from 0: 
to December, I wish to say a word, if the Senator will | 
me. 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. FULTON. I shall not resist the change, but I t! [ 
ought to explain briefly why I asked the amendment to be 
in the first instance, and why I believe it ought to be rei: 

The bill as it stands at the present time requires the C 


| sion to Revise and Codify the Criminal and Penal Laws of 


p: hi eoll ie [Mr, GEARIN], who is absent. I, there- | 
f vote. If I were permitted to vote, I should 
: ” 

LONG ( 1 his name was ealled). I again announce 
the ‘er general pair with the senior Senator from 
I Dt 3s] to the junior Senator from Michigan [Mr. 

1 I will vote {i vote “ yea.” 

. MORGAN vhen his name was called). I am paired 
wi the Sen from Iewa [Mr. Atuison]. If he were pres- 
< 3h) ha porr "el i! er 

BLACK RN (when Mr. Rayner’s name was called). 
T r Senator from Maryland [Mr. RayNEr] is necessarily 

re ty. He is paired with the junior Senator | 

[ai I ge]. If the senior Senator from Maryland 

it, he would vote “ nay.” 
ON] hen his name was ealled). I have a general 
! t ior Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CrarK]. I 
ave arranged transfer my pair to the junior Senator from 
M: l WW }. I vote “ nay.” 

I" luded. 

BLA Bl Y. The pair of the junior Senator from 
M \ rE] has just been announced by the Sen- 
at u Mr. Stone]. I am requested to state that 
if ior Set ‘from Maryland were here, he would 
vo 

\ GAMBLI I] neral pair with the senior Senator 
f1 Ney fr. NEW |}. FE will transfer that pair to the 
ju * Senato I N [Mr. Nrxon], and yote. I vote 

I BEVERIDGI I have a general pair with the senior 
Se1 r fi Montana [Mr. CrarK]. I transfer that pair to 
the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Knox], and vote. 
4% a 


, n 
Ir. DILLID IAM 
Sx 1S i ( 
to ( » [} 
\ VARREN Ur 
al red, b \ ‘h tl 





with the 





Mr. McLAURIN. I wish to state that my colleague [Mr. 
NI has eral pair with the Senator from Wyoming | 
ny colleague were present, he would vote 


I will transfer my pair with the senior 
lina [Mr. TILLMAN] to the junior Sena- 


ir. FLINT], and vote. I yote “ yea.” 


der the transfer of pairs which has been | the work that this Commission has done. If that Commission 


e Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Money] 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. DRYDEN]. 











rhe result was announced—yeas 42, nays 20, as follows: 
YEAS—42. 
4 Crane Hemenway Perkins 
Cullom Heyburn Piles 
I I> Hopkins ’roctor 
| 1) ham Kean 3 
i e > er Kittredge 
i I ins ] I tte ; rl 
B I er Lodge Ww arner 
B ( rer Long Varren 
RB vs 3 Millard Wetmore 
( Hale Nelson 
( pp H sbrough Penrose 
NAYS—20. 
] n Cla McCumber Patterson 
v I ie McLaurin Pettus 
j Frazier Ma ory Simmons 
rn Latimer Marti 8 e 
‘ McCreary Overman Taliaferro 
NOT VOTING—27. 
\ De v Gearin Platt 
Dryden a x Rayner 
\ n I is cinery Scott 
Mont Flint M. mney Teller 
( Wro Fost Morgan Tillman 
‘ rk "rye Newlands Whyte 
( n Nixon 
| ill \ isseu 
tY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
ALE. 1 > the arrangement, the appropriation bill is 
SII NT. It is now before the Senate. 
- ( ittee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
(H. R. 19844) making appropriations for 
f f the G rnment for the fiscal year end- 
y J { 7 ] ° poses. 
Mr. HALI e formal amendments to offer. 
3 ge 157 been agreed to? 
ICE-PRE NT It has been agreed to. 
HALI Then | reconsideration of that vote, be- 
. I wish to pe } il im i. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the vote by 
oi nd 3 agreed to will be rec idered. s 
: ‘ nd \ agi l wi xe reconsidered, and 
the : li t is open to amendment. 


United States to report by the 15th day of December, 
That Commission has had this work in charge for somet 
like eight or nine years. It has been promising, so I am in 
formed by Members of the other House who have been con- 
stantly looking after the work, to report year after year. It 
promised to make a report by December, 1905, and it failed to 
do so. 

Now it is proposed to appoint a joint committee—the resolu- 
tion has passed the House and come to the Senate—to \ vy 


shall conelude its work so as to bring it before the next ses- 





sion of Congress and have the revision acted on at that time 
in my judgment, it is absolutely necessary that the com: 
shall sit in vacation and shall have at least one month 

to the meeting of Congress to devote to an inspection of the 
work of the Commission. 

Therefore I suggested the amendment that the Commission 
be required to make its report by the 15th day of October, 1906 
Then the committee could take it up, put in a month or such 
a matter before Congress convened, and would be in a position 
to report to Congress, and Congress could go over it and take 
up the measure and adopt the report at the next session. Ot! 
wise, it seems to me, that the work will necessarily go 
beyond the next session, because any person who has any « 
prehension of the vast volume of work the committee will 
to perform and the importanee of the work will understand 
that it is work which can not be done during the session of ( 
gress. It will have to be done in vacation if done at all. ‘T! 
members who are on other committees can not devote the neces 


sary time during the session to a verification, examination, and 
inspection of the work of the Commission. 
With that explanation, I shall not oppose the restoration of 


the word if the Senator from Maine thinks it is proper. I fe! 
that I was called upon to give this explanation, because I offe1 
the amendment at the suggestion of Members of the other H: 
who have given it very careful investigation. 

Mr. HALE. I think it is better that the House propositi 


|} remain, Mr. President. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment is disagreed 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, with the permission of the Se 
tor from Maine, and, as I understand it, with the approval of 
the committee, I offer an amendment on page 128, after line | 
There are two amendments that I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senat 
from Georgia will be stated. 

The SecreTary. On page 128, after line 14, insert: 


For a reenforced concrete bridge over Pea Vine Creek, Georgia, on 


| the road from Reed’s bridge to Ringgold, $4,500. 


Mr. BACON. I will simply state that both these amendments 
are recommended by the Secretary of War. 

Mr. HALE. Yes; and they are all right 

The amendment was agreed to. 





1906. 
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BACON. The second amendment follows the one just Mr. HALE. I think the amendment I have just offered cov 


L to. the point. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. Mr. CARTER. The amendment offered by the Senator covers 
Secretary read as follows: one of the points, but I should like to have the amendment 
the partial reconstruction ef the Alexandria Bridge over the | Stated. The amendment of the Senator from Maine covers the 


tiver on the eastern boundary of the Chickamauga Park, first point. 
| The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the amend- 
amendment was agreed to. | ment. ; 
RP ‘ y >, aAmons > ‘ tole - ‘ ror > reyes q ry “— . . . 
DAC ON. Both am ndme nts relate to Government roads. | rhe Secretary. On page 149, after the word “ used,” in line 
I rmission to have letters from the Secretary of War and | 6, insert: 
{ irman of the Chickamauga and Chattanooga National 






_ But if the jail building and eq y l Nome « 
be purehased for less than the co of ! i tely tu 
nishing and equipping said mari: 
such purchase shall be made. 


Commission printed in the Recorp, without being read. | 
being no objection, the letters were ordered to be | 
in the Recorp, as follows: | 














War DwePaRTMENT, Washington, June 18, 1906. | r~- 
— : ae ee tae - | Mr. HALE. I can not agree to that. I think the § tor 
&R 1Tor: I take the liberty of inclosing for your considera- ought to be co 
letter addressed by the Secretary of War to the Prest- ee oo DO CONNER. : ; 
e ate, and also a copy of a letter from the chairman of Mr. CAR rER. I will strike out the yvord “shall” and put l 
uga and Chattanooga National Park Commission, recom- | the word “ may.” 
in appropriation of $6,000 for the reconstruction of two \fe © ieee on ; 
» being within the approaches to and the other on the eastern | Mr. HALE. I think the Senator ought to be content with 
the park. In view of the urgent necessity for this work, | amendment that I have proposed in line 23 
r t ie orres ondence i¢ 7 s oeeurred > hi t light rr ' ‘hr 7a . — a a: 
D 1D CB COFFESpORCence, it Bas Occur! a te me that you mi _ rhe VICE-PRESIDENT. [The question is on ag! to tl 
personal interest in the consideration of this matter by the| .... ; : ; 
: amendment proposed by the Senator from Montana. 
Very truly, yours, Ropert SHAW OLIVER, The amendment was rejected. 
Assistant Secretary of War. Mr. HALE. Now, the only remaining amen ent to 
\ucustus O. Bacon, United States Senate. offered is on page 144 
; Mr. NELSON. I move to strike out the following proviso « 
War DEPARTMENT, Washington, June 18, 1906. page 144, beginning in line 7: 
1a the honor to submit, for the consideration of the Sez 
ipanying letter from the chairman of the Chickamauga Provided, That this appropriatio 
va National Park Commission, setting forth the necessity for | condition that no bar or canteen s! 
liate reconstruction of two bridges, one being within the ap- | for the sale of beer, wine, or othe: y 
» and the other on the eastern boundary of the park, involv- 
of $6,000 in the appropriation contained in the pending Mr. President, I do not intend to tak : 


ill for the maintenance of the park during the ensuing | at, at this late moment in 


\irman submits the following clauses of proposed legislation | AS an old soldier I feel an interest in welfare of tl 





ish these objects, and, in view of his earnest representations ans. Many of them. as a result of s ‘ } 
necessity = j cork o artily rec on his ar or : : ‘ 
nect amy = work, I beg to heartily recommend this ad- | oy} sequent life, have to a greater or less exté ; 1 t 
appropri mn, Z: . 
“ ; _ . , ‘ * hi , pacionnalh akine +4 } . ‘ ° ‘ . 
reenforced concrete bridge over Pea Vine Creek, Georgia, on | habit of occasionally taking a little beer or oth mul 
i from Reeds Bridge to Ringgold, $4,500. In this matter, Mr. President. ws re confronted with co 
partial reconstruction of the Alexander Bridge, over the titi . , 
I C ; wae , , tion ri > ‘ ‘ ePory I recognize the fact that the od 
( auga River, on the eastern boundary of the Chickamauga Park, — - ; ther than a theory. fea — a = Saree 
people who are opposed to the canteen in the Ar do fi 
ry respectfully, Wm. H. Tarr very good purpose. Their idea is that they can | » tl 


Secretary of War. rete ‘ot] ' ibiti If : 
* ~~ * Oo eter? 4 "ictliv mY rate al ad yt roh or ; . C 
PRESIDENT UNITED STaTes SENATE. ld veterans strictly temperate an hibition. 1 t 


anu } 
ae be accomplished, I would heartily join them in ‘ t, b 
Wak DEPARTMENT, the experience of all managers of our Soldiers’ H on 
\MAUGA AND CHATTANOOGA NATIONAL PARK COMMISSION, show that if these veterans ean not have lace entert 
Washington, June 7, 1906 rent, a place in the Home where they can secure a little mild 


¥ 
led to the fact that the Pea | beverage like beer, or something of tl 
1 reek, and on the road from Reeds 
ze, on the Chickamauga, to Ringgold, is In immediate need of recon- ae — 
n. This bridge is on the road made one of the park approache and meanest kind of saloons are kept 
pproved August 19, 1890. It is a very old wooden | est kind of liquors, and 
f decay, and we propose to replace it by a 


Your attention is respect 
ek Bridge, over Pes i 





day to day outside of the Home, go int 


> 
© <4 * 








f Concress ¢ there these old fellows 











; - id cated, become helpless, and if they happen to 
3s also in need of immediate partial reconstruction what is they are despoiled of that. he result is that tl fficers 
as the Ak sander Bridge, over the Chickamauga River, on the | Homes have to go and hunt up these old fello | 
boundary of the park. back and take care of 1 ; sedh wen 
estimate of the cost of proper bridges is $4,500 for the Pea Vine a — , : a ee ae ee _ _ 
idge and $1,500 for the Alexander Bridge. We have not the , Medicine to get them into a sort of fair cor tion ag 
funds to reconstruct these nee nor are they provided for | they have been out. The parties who have these sak 
indry civil bill, as reported by the Committee on Appropriations | ;, + etetntin wt iain ‘ neniiad ‘ 
House of Representatives for the coming fiscal year, and there In the vic inity of these Homes are oj pose ] ese C2 
ecest a proper amendment to the sundry civil bill to be presented it happens in this case, as we have often f i t 
Senate ‘ a hibitionists and the salo Dp ate 
Very respectfully, EB. A. CARMAN, Rut Mr Presiden 1m unwillin: 
Chairman of Commission. pate fr. Pre sident, Ome Unwilling SW tanec UP 
onorable the SECRETARY OF Wan. Senate further. I simply ask to 1 » read 
fr. HALE. The only amendment reserved is on page 144. from Mr. M. R. Patrick, a late governor 
KEAN. Will the Senator from Maine correct the provi- at Dayton, Ohio. This communication put cl 
page 27? s can be before the Senate, and L a ] 


Ir. KEAN. In line 2. The VICE-PRESIDENT. The § 


4 


HALE. There is a correction to be made on page 27. munication may be read. 





‘. HALE. On page 27, line 2, let it read, instead of “two that the « munication sent to the i: 
ers,” “one skilled laborer.” Without objection, the S¢ 
SrecRETARY. On page 27, line 2, strike out the words “ two The Secretary read as f 
ers”? and insert “ one skilled laborer.” Annual report of Central B ‘ ia 
mendment was agreed to. g rs t 
Mr. CARTER. With the permission of the Senator from 
e, I desire to offer a small amerfiment on pages 148 and 149. Narroxar, Home ror DISAELE ~ 
Mr. HALE. On page 148, line 23, after the word “ erection,’ O 
rds “or purchase ” should be inserted. GENERAL: I have the h et mit the ( 
rhe VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. Branch for the’ year endi fune 30, 1587 , 
’ he Secrerary. On page 148, line 23, after the words “for | 5°" after the commer ” , - 
the erection,” insert “ or purchase ;” so as to read: As is well known to the Bo 
2 Court-house and jails in Alaska: For the erection or purchase of a ase ere I . 
; iil, repairs to the court-house, and construction of fireproof vaults for ; a : : 
he records of the clerk of the court, all at Nome, Alaska, $10,000. naan eee I Se 
ES The amendment was agreed to. gh the press, throu t 





ES Mr. HALE. Now, the only other amendment is on page 144. atch nn for ths redré - ay 
p r Tron +c + er ry: ‘ : t ran and upo! he Interests of ‘ 

FS the VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Montana pro-| jj)\un ceneralle. 

i poses an amendment, which will be read. | Possibly the fact that the governo1 l 1 f 7 
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fifty years as an active temperance man, both in military and in civil life, 
may have had something to do with this onslaught upon him as a 
renegade. It is very true that the governor would gladly close every 
saloon in the land if it were in his power, but inasmuch as this Cen- 
tral Branch is hedged in on all sides by saloons, dives, and hells of 
the vilest character to entrap our men the moment they are outside 
of the gates, it seemed wise to choose the less of the two evils, either to 
furnish them with the best article of beer that can be purchased in 
the Ilome at a cheap rate, and retain our men under our own control, 
or suffer them to go outside, get drunk on the vilests drinks of every 
kind, get robbed of their money and kicked into the street, or secreted 
in the infamous dives that surround us until their money is exhausted 
and they are turned out penniless. 

The statistics and records of this Branch for the past year speak for 
themselves: 
Che official report of Hon. Ira Crawford, mayor of Dayton, gives the 
number of arrests of our members from July 12, 1885, to July 1, 1886, 


$$ —$————————— 


‘ t36, while for the same length of time after the beer hall was 
opened (July 12, 1886, to July 1, 1887), as 274, a difference of 212. 
rhe surgeon reports that the small number treated for alcoholism | 


this year (fourteen), as compared with thirty-eight in 1886 and thirty- 


five in 1885, is without doubt, in his opinion, to be credited to the less 
number of members who are given to protracted debauches and bad 
liquor since the opening of the beer hall. Only such cases as can not 
with safety be treated out of the hospital are brought to hospital for 


treatment after a spree, and those treated in camp, especially at the 
zuardhouse, are not one-fifth as many this year as in former years. 
That a large number of our men will drink to excess when they have 
the opportunity is true, and notwithstanding the watchfulness of our 
employees at the beer hall, these shrewd old topers will manage to get 






tight; but on leaving the beer hall, if they show intoxication, they are 
at once sent up to the guardhouse, to remain until the next morning, 
without ing had an opportunity to kick up a row in town or on 
their way e, or along the avenues of the Home. 

Still another result: The beer we furnish is of the very best, and 
the man who gets intoxicated on it to-day is fit to be turned out to- 
morrow morning at 8 o'clock with a clear head and ready for duty, 
whereas a town drunk renders a man unfit for duty two, three, and 
four days. 

Once more: The ery that less money would be sent by pensioners and 


employees to their families is disposed of by the showing of the treas- 
urer’s report and that of the postmaster. 
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The discipline and good order of the Home have never been as good | 


as now within the last six or seven years at least, nor have the men 
been as contented. 

{ am happy to say that candid men and women of the most intense 
prohibition proclivities, who haye been here at the Home and in Day- 
ton making investigation fairly on the spot, have decided that under 
the circumstances it is best to leave the Home authorities to the exer- 
cise of their own judgment in this matter. 

It is only theorists and fanatics at a distance, who know nothing of 
the circumstances, who keep up the cry, *“‘ Down with the beer saloon 
at the Soldiers’ Home!” There are those who for their own purposes 
make statements to the effect that the men of the Home are induced 
to patronize the beer hall for the pecuniary benefit of somebody, pre- 
sumably the Home authorities. It is true that the Home authorities 
and all connected with the Home are benefited by the expenditure of 
money inside of the Home instead of outside, the profits accruing from 
the sale of beer within the Home going to the post fund, which, as 


| beer. 
| stainers. 


een by the treasurer’s report, has been very largely increased, thereby | 


enabling the council of administration, of which the governor is chair- 
man, to greatly increase the band, to afford more frequent amusements 
and of a higher class, to replenish library, reading room, etc., and, 
in general terms, to expend a large sum of money during the last year 
with the sole object of giving pleasure, comfort, and enjoyment to the 
men beyond what is provided for by Congressional appropriations. 

It is not to be supposed that it is our object to make money, even 
for these purposes, at the expense of the health or morals of the men. 

As we find it necessary we place restrictions upon hundreds of our 
men, some being entirely debarred from the beer hall and others being 
limited to one or two glasses, according to their physical, mental, or 
moral condition. 

It is the opinion of every officer of this Home, whether prohibitionist 
or otherwise, that under existing circumstances the beer hall has re- 
duced vice, crime, debauchery, sickness, and the waste of money that 
should go to the families of members in a very marked degree. 

Very respectfully, yours, 
M. R. PATRICK, Governor. 


Gen. M. T. MCMAHON, 
Secretary Board of Managers, 
National Home for Disabled Voluntecr Soldiers. 
Mr. HALE and Mr. NELSON addressed the Chair. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
Mr. NELSON. 


The Senator from Maine. 
Mr. President, I thought I was entitled to the 


floor. I had not concluded. 
Mr. HALE. I thought the Senator had concluded. 
Mr. NELSON. No; I have here certain statements made by | 


Archbishop Ireland before the Committee on Military Affairs 
the Senate, bearing on the same subject. I have 
\rchbishop Ireland for many years. He is one of the best tem- 
Vanes men 
uuld like to have his views on this subject read. 
Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Minnesota 
yield to the Senator from North Dakota? 

Mr. NELSON. I will yield for a question. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I simply want to call the attention of 
the Senate to a statement in regard to the Dayton Soldiers’ 
Home directly connected with the document previously read. 

Mr. NELSON. The Senator can do that in his own time. 
am not yet through. 

Mr. HALE. I sought the floor, thinking the Senator was 
throuch, to move to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I can hardly yield to the stiggestion 
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known | 


in the country of whom I have knowledge. [ | 


I | 





| day. 





JUNE. 22 





of the Senator from Maine that I shall be debarred from a qj 
cussion of this proposition. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the readiy 
of the statement of Archbishop Ireland presented by the Sena. 
tor from Minnesota? The Chair hears none, and the Secre. 
tary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Arnnne Ireland and Bishop McGoldrick appeared before the com. 
mittee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee understands that 
something on the canteen question? 

Archbishop IRELAND. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. We will be glad to hear you. 

Archbishop IRELAND. What I wish to say is based, first, on my 


S- 


= 
5 


you desire to say 


fen. 
eral knowledge of the manner of treating the liquor question with ony 
class of people, and, secondly, from what I have heard and obseryeg 


regarding the working of the canteen at Fort Snelling, Minn. 

So far as the general method of dealing with the liquor question js 
concerned, it has been my experience that it is useless to try to pro. 
hibit absolutely the use of liquor, and the world, made as it is, men 
having the tastes they have, if we are too severe and try to do away 
altogether with the use of liquor, men will find it in ways illegal ang 
Ways more harmful than they otherwise would do. And, so far ag | 
speak of the question of the Army canteen, I have observed myself and 


| have heard it said that the soldiers at Fort Snelling go far more seldom 
| to St. Paul to visit saloons in St. Paul and the saloons immediately 


bordering on the military reservations now ‘that the canteen is estap- 
lished than they did formerly when there was no canteen. They find 
in the camp, in the establishment, that they can have beer and wine 
under reasonable conditions, and they are not tempted to sneak out, as 
they say themselves, and get drunk. 

It was well known formerly they would go into St. Paul, and par. 
ticularly so after pay day, and the result would be the following day 
a large number of them would turn up in the police courts. And 
then I know that along the military reservation it was the custom of 
three or four miserable saloons to establish themselves expressly and 
exclusively for the purpose of furnishing liquor to the soldiers juor 
of the worst kind—and not only furnishing liquor, but furnishing 
everything that makes for iniquity. The soldiers, when under the 
influence of liquor, are considered a prey for every vice and every 
iniquity, and much of the immorality to which some of them may be 
exposed comes from the use of liquor outside the forts, outside the 
camp grounds. Even if they were to take a little too much within 
the forts, they are protected against other evils—evils against which 
there is no protection for them when they are outside. 

I know some time ago, some years ago, in the vicinity of Fort Snell. 
ing, houses of the most infamous kind were established in the name 
of saloons, to attract the soldiers. Now there is far less chance for 
anything of that kind, far less chance for drunkenness, and still further 
less opportunities for immoralities of a more serious character. And 
I think for the soldiers it would be better if they were allowed a little 
There is no use in thinking that they will become total apb- 
Very few of them will become total abstainers. What those 
in charge of their morais should do is to eliminate danger and reduce 
their drinking to moderate temperance. I say this, although all my 
life I have been a total abstainer, and have worked for the last thirty 
years in the cause of temperance, and have induced people by moral 
suasion in many cases to take the total-abstinence pledge, and have 
induced thousands and thousands to do that. But when I am dealing 
with the people at large I am convinced that the only satisfactory and 
successful way is to eliminate dangers, as far as possible, and to reduce 
the drinking to a minimum. 

I have advocated high license, gentlemen, in St. Paul and Minne- 
apolis, instead of prohibition, and have succeeded in reducing the 
consumption of alcoholic liquors by that policy. I am sure the same 
plan would work better among the soldiers. 

As to Fort Snelling, from what I have heard and observed, drunken- 
ness has been reduced a great deal, and immorality of a worse kind 
has been reduced yet more, because the soldiers have been kept at 
home. If they get a glass of beer there they will stay there, and if 
they are not able to get a glass of beer there they will sneak out, as 
they themselves say, and become intoxicated. I understand the can- 
teen regulations are very good, and they can be made even more strin- 
gent, in the discretion of the Secretary of War. 

The trouble with the soldiers has been that there has been no recre- 
ation in their camps or in the forts. After drills the soldier is tired 
and dull, and if he can go into the post exchange and sit down and 
talk and take a glass of beer right there it is far better than to have 
him a and take it in a place where there is no object in view but 
to rob m. 

The CHAIRMAN. We had an officer here who has stated that the sav- 
ings of the men since the canteen has been established have been very 
considerable, and that from the fund created they are enabled to give 
the men magazines and newspapers, and so on? 

Archbishop IRELAND. Yes; that is true. Bishop Goldrick, of Duluth, 
has always worked in the temperance cause. He is here with me to- 
He is a total abstainer himself, and I would like you to hear 
what he has to say on the subject of the canteen or post exchange. 

Senator Harris. You spoke of a certain class of vile houses around 
the Fort Snelling Reservation. 

Archbishop IRELAND. Yes, sir. 

Senator Harris, Has the number of those houses been diminished 
since the establishment of the canteen or otherwise? 

Archbishop IRELAND. I could not answer that directly. The only 
answer I can give is from the men and officers, who have told me that 
since the establishment of the post exchange conditions are infinitely 
better; that the number of such houses has been diminished to a great 
extent. Of course the exact number I could not myself say. Formerly 
I was around the fort and I knew about those things. I knew that, 





| while they were ostensibly saloons, those houses were in reality houses 


of prostitution, and that the object was to get the soldiers there and 
get them drunk and get their money. And so 1 say that the canteen 
is far better for the soldiers and that there is far less immorality under 
this system. 

Senator Burrows. Just one pare. if you please. Some excellent 
people make this objection, and I would like you to answer it: That 
the young man who has never been in the habit of drinking at all is 
tempted to drink by the canteen and led to the curse of drunkenness 
later on. What do you say about that? 

Archbishop IRELAND. My answer is that that man in the Army is 
rather a rare article, 
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Senator Burrows. I wanted your statement to go to the country. 
{rchbishop IRELAND. And, secondly, if the rare article does turn up, 
it may, and he has been able to resist the temptations of the saloon 
wdinary life, I think he will resist the temptations of the canteen. 


Mr. NELSON. Without taking up the time of the Senate to 
read it, I ask that the statement of Bishop McGoldrick may be 
yserted in the ReEcorp as part of my remarks. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

The statement referred to is as follows: 

STATEMENT OF BISHOP M’GOLDRICK. 


Bishop MCGOLDRICK. My experience has been very much like that 
of Archbishop Ireland. I have been long connected with Fort Snell- 
[ visited there frequently, and I have spent many days visiting 
there and around St. Paul and Minneapolis, and I can bear out what 
ibishop Ireland says from my own experience. In talking with 
rs of the Army everywhere can safely say that I never found 
ne acquainted with the workings of the canteen who did not say 

t it was a good thing, and, gentlemen, officers, I think, are always 

best judges of the soldiers’ needs. The officers look after the sol- 
they are anxious about their welfare and their standing; they 

nt to see that they do what is best for them; that they. take proper 
exercise and proper care of themselves, and I believe a very large per- 
untage—I do not know how many it would be safe to say, but a very 
ce percentage—of the officers of the Army are on the side of preserv- 
he canteen, and, as I think, with good reason. I believe the oppo- 

m to it is more fanatical than anything else. 
I know that the idea has gone abroad among a great many that we 
st not touch or taste any alcoholic liquor; that it is a kind of mortal 

take a glass of wine even. That idea was spread abroad, and 

ple who are anxious to do away with drinking entirely have spoken 
it being a dreadful crime to offer the soldier any opportunity of 
iking. I believe that, and, so far as I am concerned, my hearty 
sstimony is in favor of preserving the canteen under wise regulations, 

h as the Army has established. 

Senator WARREN. You have spoken of the officers of the Army being 

favor of it. What is your observation regarding the officers of the 
Army as to their principles of sobriety? Do you find them generally 

bstainers or temperate men? 
yp» McGoLprick. I have always found the officers of the Army 
ate men. 

Senator WARREN. A large percentage of them? 

Bishop McGouprick. A large percentage temperate; yes, sir. 

Senator WARREN. And what is their influence; what influence do 
they seek to exert over their men; is it one in the line of temperance 
r otherwise? 

Bishop McGo.tprick. It is in the line of temperance. 

Senator WARREN. Both as an example and otherwise? 

Bishop McGoLprick. Always, 

Archbishop IRELAND. One thing is overlooked, which I alluded to 
myself, by many people who discuss the canteen question. It is this 
matter of prostitution, which is, of course, fatal to the soldier—soul 
and body. They only look at the mere drinking; but when a soldier 
goes outside to drink, outside the fort or reservation, he is generally 
tempted to go further. That is the danger. 

Senator WARREN. And to gamble? 

Archbishop IRELAND. Yes; also to 
arrested in houses of prostitution. 


in to 















gamble. You will 
They are arrested, and then we 
“How did you get there?” ‘The explanation is that they went 
outside and got drunk in some of these vile saloons, and they were 
induced to go to these houses from the saloons. The agents of these 
hor are there, and they are there particularly for the purpose of 
inveigling the soldiers into these houses. The houses that I refer to 
are on the borders of the fort and are houses of prostitution—all of 
them. If a soldier does take too much to drink in the fort, he is not 


ack - 
urn. 


ses 








exposed of course to this other and greater evil. Outside those two 
evils go together. When the soldier gets drunk outside the fort he is 
led to something worse. And so I say, even if the drunkenness itself 
were not diminished, I would rather that a certain degree of drunken- 
hess were to prevail in the fort than to be allowed to the soldier outside 

But, on the other hand, my own conviction is that the dangers are 


far less for drunkenness in the fort, and, at any rate, the amount there 
furnished is regulated, and there is a certain esprit de corps among 
the men that keeps them from abusing their privilege of taking beer. 
It is regarded as a respectable place to gather, and the men generally 
would not like to see the canteen become a place for getting drunk. 
If the man there takes too much, he is somewhat tabooed. 

The CHAIRMAN. And he is restricted in his drinking, he is not 
lowed to drink too much? 

Archbishop IRELAND. Yes, sir; that is better yet. Of course, if 
people could do away with all evil, it would be better for the world, 
but my policy is to deal with the world as it is. 

Senator WARREN. It is a straight case of choosing the lesser of two 
evils? 

Archbishop IRELAND. Yes, sir. 


al- 


I am a total abstainer myself; but 


find soldiers | 
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I do not think it is a mortal sin for a soldier to take a glass of beer or | 


for an officer to allow a soldier a glass of beer. I believe in temper- 
ance and in suppressing drinking as much as possible, but I can not 
accept the statement that has been made by others before this commit- 


tee that it is infamous for the Government to allow the canteen; that 
this is a nefarious traffic, and that we ought not to sanction it in any 
way. I can not accept the principle that it is in itself a nefarious 


traffic. 
Mr. GALLINGER. 
of that testimony? 


I should like to ask the Senator the date 


Mr. NELSON. I do not remember the date. The Senator | 
from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN] can tell the Senator. 
Mr. WARREN. That is testimony taken before the Military 


Committee when the matter of Army canteens was under con- 
sideration. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, the bishop 
was discussing the conditions when the canteens existed. They 
have not existed for several years. He speaks of the lack of 
the means of recreation; but since then Congress has appro- 
priated $2,000,000 to provide recreation for the soldiers, 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President 


XL—560 





| leaves page 144, I desire to say that at the appropriate time, 
| am allowed to do so, I shall offer an amendment to the proviso 
| on that page. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Minnesota 
yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. HALE. I thought the Senator was through. 

Mr. NELSON. I will not further take up the time of the 
Senate, but will merely ask to have incorporated in my remarks 
a 


petition signed by Mrs. J. C. Kelton, representing the 
Woman’s Army and Navy League, relating to this subject. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, permission is 
granted. 

The petition referred to is as follows: 
STATEMENT OF MRS. J. C. KELTON, REPRESENTING THE WOMAN’S ARMY 


AND NAVY LEAGUE. 


Senator Proctor (acting chairman). The clerk will read the petition 
which is before us. 
The clerk read the petition referred to, as follows: 
A petition by the Woman’s Army and Navy League 
WASHINGTON, D. C., December 








15, 1904 

We, the members of the Woman’s Army and Navy League, an organi 
zation composed with few exceptions of women closely related to officers 
in the Army and in the Navy and in the Marine Corps, do earnestly 
petition the Congress of the United States to pass the bill (S. 5703) 
introduced by Senator Proctor on December 7, 1904: “* That so much of 
section 38 of an act entitled ‘An act to increase the efficiency of the 
permanent military establishment of the United Stat approved 
February 2, 1901, as prohibits the sale of beer in any post exchange or 
canteen at posts located in States where such sale is not prohibited 
by the law of the State, is hereby repealed.” 

We make this petition after a careful study of the effect the prohi 


bition of the sale of beer at post exchanges has had upon the 


» enlisted 
man since February 2, 1901. 





The object of the Woman’s Army and Navy League (organized in 
1887) is to promote the general welfare and contentment of enlisted 
men, and judging from the numerous reports of Army officers of ll 
ranks and from every branch of the millitary service recommendin 
the restoration of the canteen as it existed prior to February 2, 1901 
we think that it is quite in order that we should add our voice in the 


interest of the moral and physical well-being of the soldier 

We therefore beg that the Military Committee in the Senate and the 
Military Committee in the House of Representatives will give this vit: 
matter their dispassionate consideration. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the hour is late. I do not propose 
to take up any of the time of the Senate upon this question. I 
have a great mass of papers and of figures, presented in the other 
House, going entirely in the opposite direction from the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Minnesota and the statements 


read at his request. I have a great respect for Archbishop 


Ireland, whom I know very well, but his testimony has been 
already taken care of by what the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. GALLINGER] has said. I do not propose to take up 


the time of the Senate by submitting these figures and talking 
about them. My proposition is to leave the matter to the Senate 
by moving to lay on the table the amendment of the Senator from 
Minnesota. That presents the whole question to the Senate 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Maine |Mr. HALe] to lay on the table the 
amendment of the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON]. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. NELSON. I have another amendment bearing on the 
same subject on the next page of the bill. 

Mr. HALE. Very well. Let the Senator put that in. Then 
there is a very important amendment which I wish to withdraw. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Before the Senator from Minnesota 


if I 


Mr. NELSON. On page 145, relating to the appropriation of 
money for soldiers’ homes conducted and carried on by the 
States, I move to strike out the proviso beginning in line 2, after 
the word “ maintained.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 

The SECRETARY. 


stated. 


The amendment will be 
14 


On page 145, line 2, after the word “ main- 
tained,” it is proposed to strike out: 

And provided further, That no part of this appropriation shall be 
apportioned to any State or Territorial home that maintains a bar or 
canteen where intoxicating liquors are sold. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I presume the Senator is awaznre of the 
fact that that is the existing law, and that it is not a new pro- 


vision in this bill. 
Mr. NELSON. I am aware of that fact, but I w 
strike it out. I think that question should be left 
authorities of each State to determine. 
Mr. HALE. 
existing law. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


ill 
to 


move to 


the State 
I move to lay the amendment on the table. It 


The question is on agreeing to the 


motion of the Senator from Maine [Mr. Hate} to lay on the 
table the amendment of the Senator from Minnes !Mr. NEL- 


SON]. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. HANSBROUGH. I offer the am 


en¢ 


iment which I send to 
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the desk to take the place of the proviso on page 144, beginning 
on iine é. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

rhe Secretary. On page 144, line 7, after the word “ dol- 
I ’ it is proposed to strike out the following proviso: 

I . That this appropriation shall be available only under the 

1 that no bar or canteen shall be maintained at said Homes for 
th ile of beer, wine, or other intoxicating liquors. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 

H ter there shall not be maintained at any Branch Home of the | 
I Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers any bar or canteen for 
t of beer vine, or other intoxicating liquors. 

HANSBROUGH. Mr. President, if the Senator from 
M e, who seems to have the floor, will permit me to offer | 
w suggestions, I will be very much obliged to him. 

1! not unduly take up the time of the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. I am willing to leave that entirely to the dis- 
‘ n of the Senator He understands thoroughly, for he 
] 1d long service here, the necessity for getting this bill 
t ch. I will not move to lay it on the table if the Senator 
desires to speak. 

H ANSB ROUGH. Mr. President, I want to call atten- 
tic in 1 first place, to the condition of the Soldiers’ Home 
it lwauke [ have here a statement and diagram in re- 
gard to the cante¢ juestion. It will be remembered that at 
t] Milwai Soldiers’ Home there is a canteen; in other 
we they ll beer and light wine in the military grounds | 
the It has been claimed by those who are in favor of the 
canteen system that when there is a canteen at a soldiers’ 
home or a militar post there are no saloons or other resorts 
of tl character about the premises. I have here some pretty 
good evidence to show that, notwithstanding the fact that 
1 is a canteen at the Soldiers’ Home at Milwaukee where 
the soldiers may get their beer and other intoxicants, there 
are fifty saloons and resorts of that kind as near to the grounds 
of the Soldiers’ Home as they can get. So that the existence 
the canteen at a soldiers’ home or at a military post does 
it do away with dives and groggeries outside. 

In regard to the Dayton Soldiers’ Home, permit me to call 
the attention of the Senate to this fact: I find in comparing 
the question of discipline at the Washington Soldiers’ Home, 
wl there no canteen, with the Dayton Soldiers’ Home, | 
where there is a canteen, that the percentage of total offenses 
of all kinds the Washington Home in 1905 was 0.218, 
while at the Dayton Home, where they have a canteen, it was 
0.5 r cent 

Mr. President, I will not go into the figures on this ques- 
tion, but I want to insert in the ReEcorp a statement cover- 
ing all these National Homes. It is from the report of the 
Roard of Managers of the National Home for Disabled Vol- 
untecr Soldiers, and covers a period of six years. The sum- 
ming up shows that at the Washington Home, where there is 
no canteen, the percentage of offenses is 0.175 and at the Cen- 
tral Soldiers’ Home, where they have a canteen, it is 0.578 
per cent. The average for seven Homes where the canteen ex- 
ists is 0.389 per cent, while at the Washington Home, where there 
is anteen, it is, as I have said, 0.175 per cent. I will not 

» the subject further, but if I had the time to do so the 
tas ny would be conclusively in favor of the amendment. 
I that the statement which I send to the desk be printed 

the RecorpD. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, the 
ent ref rred to by the Senator from North Dakota | 
be printed in the REcorRD. 
tatement referred to is as follows: 
rer Report of Board of Managers of National Home for Disabled 
Volunteer Soldiers. ] 
Statistics in relation to National Soldiers’ Homes. 
CENT OF TOTAL OFFENSES OF ALL KINDS. 

; ; : Nortl ' . | 4 

Wash-| Cen- |* A East- |South-| West-| Pa- Dan- 

ingt ral = ern. | ern. | ern. | cific. | ville. 

ermal x 

1900 03 | 0.449 | 0.516 | 0.255 | 0.244 0.209 | 0. 763 
1901 619 412 35 . 885 .219 12 . 496 
T4992 »; 305 . 282 .611 .209; .O81 . 262 
FESS 65 438 227 . 608 143 .102 32 
UD hint nel nails 4 G25 202 51 .212 . 092 . 349 
105 5 57 524 31 524 399 317 

verage for 
6 vears .. 175 578 173 .314 . 565 218 -162 | 417 
for } 1 of seven Homes with canteen, 0.389 per cent. 
for | d of Was! ington Home, no canteen, 0.175 per cent. 





Statistics in relation to National Soldiers’ Homes—Continued, 


PER CENT FOR INTRODUCING LIQUORS INTO HOMP. 



















































| . r -_ . —_ 
| Wash-| Cen- North. East- | South- West-| Pa- | p 
lington, tral. | orn | ern. ern. ern. cific. | yj 
ee 0.003 | 0.059 | 0.082 | 0.037} 0.005 | 0.014 |... Ta aa 
ROR Succ woacks -002) .061) .026; .049/ O17] .002)...--” ' 
Pa .0038 | 055 | 028 O41} =.012 | 002 | 0.008"| om 
ous 222022222222} L006 | Lor | 034} S045 | 05 | 008 |, S 
TU cscceatead 1006 | 1079} :096| ‘023| ‘om| ; : 
1905 - jcatinibiaid Ol; .057| .047 | 053 | 028 KR 
Average for | an 
6years....| .005/ .063] .081 | O41} .015 | 
4 
Avert age for seven Homes with canteen, 0.034 per cent, 
Average for Washington Home, no canteen, 0.005 per cent. 
PER CENT OF DRUNKENNESS. 
a l ———— ee 5 — Heats 2 
WK ce | 0.111 | 0.269 | 0.173] 0.288] 0.215 0.133 | 0.057 B19 
We SS sc 088} .97 | 115 164| 715 | .124 } 082) iy 
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SG Fc sn ee | .117] .901| .168 07 | ..888) .1123] 1054) ‘is 
oe eT ee aan) aan 372 6| .304 ‘121 - 06 10 
~* PaROe RnR | 1131 153} 112 | > | 238} .148| 029 03 
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6 2 114} .218 187 129) .392/ 181) .047 159 
"Average for seven "Homes, with canteen, 0.178 per cent. 
Average for Washington Home, no canteen, 0.114 per cent. 
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Average for seven Homes with canteen, 0.103 per cent. 2 . 
Average for Washington Home, no canteen, 0.044 per cent. 


Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President—— 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Da- 


| kota yield to the Senator from Colorado? 


Mr. ieee Yes; for a question. 

Mr. PATTPRSON. I ask the Senator from North Dakota 
w soe the Washington Soldiers’ Home is not peculiarly favor- 
ably situated for the maintenance of discipline? Are there any 
groggeries or saloons in the neighborhood of the Washington 


Soldiers’ Home? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. There are not supposed to be any 
within a mile of the grounds. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Those who visit the Home know that the 


grounds are unusually large and spacious and commodious. 
are no saloons in the neighborhood of the Home, and for 
that reason, in so far as the absence of liquor altogether wil! 
tend to promote discipline and good behavior, it is situated, | 
imagine, as is no other Soldiers’ Home in the country. 

A fair comparison, it seems to me, would be to 
Soldiers’ Home, situated as a good many of them are at least, 
with saloons in their immediate neighborhood, and having 
canteen, and compare the discipline in it with that in a Soldiers’ 
Home without a canteen. I do not think the comparison of 
the Washington Home with Homes outside of the District of 
Columbia gives a fair idea. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I think it is entirely fair, as t 
average conditions at the other Homes are very much the sa 
as I understand they are here. At least I am so advised. 

Mr. President, I shall not take up the time of the Sen 
any longer. I desire to have inserted in the Recorp a lett 
which has been received by Congressman LiITTLeFIEeLp, of tlie 


take a 


State of Maine, from Mr. EB. B. Furbish, chaplain at Sta 
Soldiers and Sailors’ Home, Bath, N. Y. I will not ask thot 


it be read, but simply that it be inserted in the Recorp in con- 
nection with my remarks. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
hears none. 
The letter referred to is as follows: 


Is there objection? The Chair 


New York STATE SOLDIERS AND SAILORS’ HOME, 
Bath, N. Y., June 21, 1906. 
Hon. CuHas. E. LITTLEFIELD. 

Dpar Str: Permit me to express to you my gratitude and the grat'- 
tude of my comrades for your wise, efficient, and successful efforts 
the House of Representatives toward protecting the Soldiers an 
Sailors’ Home from the degrading influence of the canteen. May 
ask you to mail a copy of the CONGRESSIONAL Rucorp for June 1°, 
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tuesday, 1906, containing your remarks in favor of this question, to | rious liquors. This 














| 7 ( l is their theory, and it is honestly held by many. 
M HH. Furbish, Portland, Me.? : | But their theory has not stood the test It is contradicted by the 
Sincerely, yours, with gratitude and respect, | actual results. The inside supply of the milder kinds does not prevent 
: E. B. FurBisnH, them from going outside for the stronger. The ever-present facilit 
Chaplain (Protestant) New York State by which they can obtain the one is an ever-present stim nt, wl 
Soldiers and Sailors’ Home, Bath, N. Y. | instead of satisfying, quickens the appetite for the oth¢ nd s ] 
‘ir. CLAY. Mr. President- } them outside to seek its indulgence. 
e VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Da- | es ° * . * ° . 
kota yield to the Senator from Georgia? a med Pwptitions which | have attempted to 
. : res val . . | aw at leas 1is conclusion—ths ~ the Gov 
ir. HANSBROUGH. For a question. | taining the canteen inside the © — S ' ou : 





CLAY. If I understand the Senator’s amendment, prac- | the mischievous results. The appetite fi r drink is ul ir 
y it differs from the House bill only in that the House pro- | tured, and the desire for stronger liquor is cré uted and seeks its indul 
| 


. natn . 4 a . . gence when the men are at liberty to go outside t ‘ound vith tl 
1 is a prohibition against the canteen during the next fiscal | resulting @runkenness, which is of dails Pre it : 




































































while the amendment offered by the Senator from North | ticable if not the only remedy would seem to be the abolition of 1 
} ita means perpetual prohibition } canteen and the prohibition of beer as an intoxicant »t now included 
; TOP PATTIC ei ae | in the interpretation of the prohibitory rule as to int 
. HANSBROUGH. It makes it permanent. : 
CLAY. That is the only difference between it and the | ONE HUNDRED AND PIPTEENTH STREET ms * 
I » iN? ie ; , | Hon. Jacosn H. GALLIncer, 
fr. HANSBROUGH. I think it ought to be made permanent, | United States Senate. 
w of the fact that the Congress of the United States has | | Dear Sir: Most ear des to see t unt 1 f 
lly declared in favor of prohibiting the canteen. I think | U6, \2tonal oe ni cone Be a eee 
: . . mY act on hy nine years service 2s 
ght to become the permanent policy of the Government. | Branch, Virginia. ; ; 
is all I have to say, Mr. President. The efforts to promote temperance among my needy and weak co! 
‘ “IT . : . i rades vere inde mos onele 2s one ' f t ] . thea ter 
GALLINGER. Mr. President, I had intended to submit | EACS? Sh a alm r a peless and ineffectual : . 
. ‘ * Ces i ne Cz een. ntel erance a rou t the g I ‘ 
e observations and to place in the Recorp some protests embers of the Home to s! ee ° / ic ~ aie 
churches and other religious organizations against strik- | the Home as a harbor where they can with compara 
‘om the bill this provision which the House in its wisdom fae SU SPR Se — 
; 2 . 2 " vecation 
erted. But I will refrain from that, and simply ask that » great body of the drinking men are not satisfied 
brief extracts from a statement made by Mr. Joshua L. | the canteen, but form a procession from mort ill ni 
rare Giati os s43 ° 51% <taj : ial | the neighboring saloons. ‘The presence of the cant 
| a ; tingui . , sty ‘ : Lg i 1S. I I I I 
os ~ ry distinguished citizen of Philidelphia, who visited propensity to drink, and inflames the thirst for stronget , i 
se National Soldiers’ Homes, may be placed in the REcorD. | sends the victim outside to satisfy it. While a ¢ t 3 ¥ 
lso ask to have inserted in the Recorp a letter I received | inebriates have been brought under good influences, 4nd 
} -aofrai 21 sisting he empt: ' or wnt ~ 
rday from Joseph H. Bradley, of One hundred and fifteenh | )° JOT ao. aoa thomeeh re on eee } 
+ , “2 . ° “ }; have soiemniy piedccer hemselve t< ibstinence) y f 
t and Broadway, New York City, who signs himself “ Late | ence of the canteen, and the sig! 
( lain at Southern Branch, N. H. D. V. 8.” On those docu- | Se frequenting it, bringing the smell of it into the cot 
+) . | talking about their drinking, etc., almos 
ts I will rest the case. = . — : oe oo ee theae rta 
, kW ra yATr rT: : : * ¢ : ’ we Saw a BY a Vv 
i© VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, permission is | become « uraged and disheartened, and give up in 
ed. Drunkenness is the vogue in the Homes, and ev 
ha mottar settee Se ng — brings ridicule on 1e individual who ws this dis; 
he matter referred to is as follows: failure encourages contempt for the religious in 
pton.—The beer hall was the subject of careful investigation | ht in vain for help. Thus the canteen is the chief 
h of my visits. The approach to it was indicated by a pile of | reformation of the drinking, weak, old soldie 
y barrels, as well as by the file of men returning from their drink, | Thus the canteen pollutes the whole 1 il atn 
reath, as it were, seemed to blaze the way. It is a one-story | It so greatly encourages intemperance that mer ) 
about 35 by 130 feet in dimensions, but notwithstanding its | in its lf 2 common byword of cont pt in tl n ing 
isness one has some difficulty in getting inside because of the | The men of respectable character broug! there I 
The bar extends the full length of the interior, and behind it | forced into close association with a multitude w! 
a cashier and three bartenders, who appear to be kept constantly | of their degradation by drink, and ir d of 
ed. At one of my visits I found men in line, not only fronting | spectable retreat in their old age and essity t 
r, but extending outside the door and standing close together for | contact with a mass of hun y vi prov ! 
e of at least 150 feet, waiting their turn to be served. They | misery; their natural and jus nsibilities a1 i 
eir money to the cashier, who gave to each a ticket of the value | stantly outraged. 1 maintenant ft 1 ante t 
nts, which they handed to one or the other of the bartenders, | of the Government | tically offers a premium for | ance, : 
each getting his mug of beer passed on to the other end of the | contravenes every religious effort that a chaplain can put It 
ling and outside. made the duty of a faithful cl 
re were about 200 men in line. the Government maintains throug he « i t I 
a a a is unmilitary, as it is also illogical. 
A CEASELESS me ND OF DRINKS. There is no more crying need in t Nat 
iticed that many of them, after passing out, joined the line again | intemperance truly under the ban; instead of \ 
in for a further supply, and I learned that it was possible for a | and supported. The « » of the r i its w 
to get as many as three mugs of beer in the course of an hour. | pendent veterans and saviors is misnamed and n 
eed, I could discover nothing to prevent a man from keeping this | taining the canteen in the Home. 
; long as his money held out. There are twenty tables on one side [ am, very respectfully, yours, J I B 
all at which from four to six men could sit, and these are occupied Late Chaplain at Sout) B 
e old and infirm, and the tables, as well as the men, are usually 
2 . . : . " vA law 1) ha +ahla 4 
full so long as the hall is open. And this is nearly all the day, Mr. HALE. I move to lay on the tabie the } 
ng an hour and a half interval for dinner. Indeed, such is the | posed by the Senator from North Dakota |[Mr. Ha 
ss for the drink that the men form in line even before the doors 1 CTOR_PPESIDENT rm - ; 
; a e - ISIDENT. he question g g 
pen, and often, as I was informed, as many as 100 to 200 may be rh V I¢ I PRE I a os 4 . 
impatiently waiting the opening. I learned that it was not at all | motion of the Senator from Ma e to | 
| for men to drink four or five beers in the morning and as many | amendment proposed by the Senator from N Da l. ¥ 
in the afternoon, and that some drink even more than that. | tine the question.] By the sound the noes | 
is practically no restriction as to the quantity, so long as they c “ “—— =. Re ‘ 4) 
pay for it and not become so intoxicated as to be disorderly. That Mr. HALE. If the Senate desires th I 
do become intoxicated sevéral men were in evidence whom I met | [ think it is very unsafe to put ie matter ‘ i< Ve 
» grounds. I had a conversation with a surgeon in one of the | 1 het “atai } Tou — ms ' ' | 
7 ; ae ad better retain the House provision as ve I do 
ls and learned from him that not all of the inmates of the Home | had bett - a “g yates ee 
drinking men, but that there were a certain number who were | not know what will happen if sves , t 
al drinkers, and these could be found with almost undeviating | The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Ch \ l 
rity every day at the canteen, and that the supply of the invalids | 4; The question is on agreeing to tl f Si 
the hospitals came largely from that class, but he added these signifi -: ae o 1 Pa) ty Pca ae + . +. 
words: “ Poor fellows, they don't live long.” from Maine to lay on t e the amend ed by 
one of my visits (March, 1901) I went directly from the beer hall | Senator from North Dakot Putting tl tior In the 
» police quarters and there found fifty-seven old soldiers waiting eal > the Chair the noes hay The . t ena 
¢ ; . r ’ 1} . opinion of the ur ti m i} it. } , and 
r misdemeanors. The cases were all heard and disposed of by the : as ae 
ior of the Home, Capt. P. T. Woodfin. The court sits twice the motion 1S 10St. 
These were represented to be the accumulation of three days. | The question recurs on agr to 
° * ’ ? . ° : | by the Senator from Nort 1) 
BEER WHETS THE TASTE FOR STRONGER DRINKS. By the sound the ayes | l 
Do the facts admit of any other conclusion than this, that the insid | a ndment is agreed to. 
beer hall is a constant stimulant to appetite, an appetite which become Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I do not tl 
‘ atiable and seeks its further indulgence on the stronger liquors t ; i “gee Te oe a aaalel 
ud outside; and is there not a graye inconsistency in the position | Stoo the proposition. In yseit voted: 
. f the Government, which, in maintaining a liquor saloon, encourag: The VICE-PRESIDENT. The ¢ S 
“ t men in the very misdemeanors for the commission of which the] geain state the amendment. 
‘i Government punishes them. satis. Giiidinhintile cae ' 2 . ° ; ; : 
~ . ; - ‘ o ‘ The Secretary. On page 144 of t l 
I “4 so 9% 84+ fo ye os 4 etrika « 
b: DOES NOT LESSEN OUTSIDE DIVES. dollars,” it is proposed to strik 
: The apologists for the canteen contend that by the sale of beer and Provided, That this appropriation shall be av : only ] t 
4 light wines to the soldiers at the Home and on military reservations | eondition that no bar or canteen st ul] : i at said H S ’ 


they prevent them from going outside to get stronger and more inju-{ the sale of beer, wine, or other 





into; 
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And insert: 

Hereafter there shall not be maintained, at any Branch Home of the 
National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, any bar or canteen for 
the sale of beer, or wine, or other intoxicating liquors. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The. question is on agreeing to the 
amendment which has just been stated. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. On page 175 I wish the amendment reported by 
the committee to be disagreed to because the question was set- 
tled by the Senate by its vote yesterday. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the amend- 
ment. 

The Secrerary. On page 175, line 7, after the word “ two,” 
the committee proposes to strike out the following: 

Provided, That no part of the sums herein appropriated shall be used 
for the construction of a canal of the so-called sea-level type. 

Mr. HALE. Let that be disagreed to in order to conform to 
the action of the Senate. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HALE. I hope the bill may be reported to the Senate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill 
to be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I present a conference re- 
port on the District of Columbia appropriation bill. I trust 
there will be no objection to action upon it at the present time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 





18198) making appropriations to provide for the expenses of the | 


government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1907, and for other purposes, having met, after full 
and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recom- 


mend to their respective Houses as follows: 


That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 1, 12, | same 
| same. 


ro 


13, 14, 15, 26, 39, 40, 43, 44, 45, 46, 53, 
79, 81, 85, 91, 92, 93, 96, 97, 99, 100, 14 
125, 127, 128, 129, 148, 150, 157, 
1 196, 199, 200, 202, 208, 209, 
>, 248, 250, 258, and 261. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ments of the Senate numbered 2, 4, 5, 7, 8, 10, 16, 17, 18, 19, 21, 
28. 30. 31, 32. 33. o 41, 47, 49, 54, 55, 56, 57, 58, 


60, 61, 62, 68, 
Dy 


69, 71, 72, TA, 


159, 168, 168, 170, 172, 178, 188, 


211, 212, 213, 216, 237, 240, 245, 


»y 
3, 2 


ed o~ a7 


os oe 
#4 ob, 


104, 117, 119, 122, 123, | 


| of the work; ” 


ee ee Day OO, OFT, OO), ot, 

59, 64, 65, 66, 67, 68, TO, 73, 75, 78, 80, 83, 84, 87, 89, 94, 95, 98, 101, 
102, 108, 109, 111, 1138, 114, 116, 120, 124, 126, 130, 151, 133, 134, 
135, 136, 137, 138, 189, 140, 141, 142, 143, 144, 145, 146, 147, 151, 
152, 154, 155, 156, 160, 161, 162, 165, 171, 174, 176, 177, 179, 180, 
181, 182, 183, 184, 186, 187, 190, 1974, 201, 204, 205, 206, 207, 210, | 
215, 217, 218, 219, 220, 221, 222, 223, 224, 225, 226, 230, 231, 232, 
236, 241, 242, 249, 252, 253, 254, 255, 256, 257, 260, 262, 263, 264, 





iD, 268, and 269; and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 38, and agree to the same with an 
amendment follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“$98,359; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 6, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: At the end of said amendment, after the 
word “ five,’ insert “ and the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia are hereby authorized to refund any excess taxes 
paid on such returns by reason of such penalty;” and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 9, and agree to the same with an 


266, 267, 


ays 


amendment as follows: In lieu of the number proposed insert 
“three:” and the Senate agree to the same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 


ment of the Senate numbered 11, and agree to the same with an 
amendment follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
$15,800; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 20, and agree to the same with an 
amendment follows: In lieu of the number proposed insert 
“four:” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 23, and agree to the same with an 
amendment follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“$1,500; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 


as 


as 


as 
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ment of the Senate numbered 24, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“$178,687 ;”? and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amenq. 
ment of the Senate numbered 25, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“$1,000; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amenq. 
ment of the Senate numbered 29, and agree to the same with ay 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“$45,020;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend. 
ment of the Senate numbered 38, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Omit from the matter inserted by saig 
amendment the words “chief of circulating department, one 
thousand dollars;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amenq- 
ment of the Senate numbered 42, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
* $28,060; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 48, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by saiq 
amendment insert the following: “by the Commissioners for 
any other purposes than to visit such points within the District 
of Columbia as it may be necessary to visit in order to enable 
them to inspect or inform themselves concerning any public 
work or property belonging to the said District, or to do any 
other act necessary to the administration of its affairs;” and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 50, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“ $2,750; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 51, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lied of the matter inserted by said 
amendment insert the following: “ For the erection of suitable 
tablets to mark historical places in the District of Columbia, to 
be expended under the direction of the Joint Committee on the 
Library, five hundred dollars;” and the Senate agree to the 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 52, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In line 2 of said amendment, after the 
word “ where,” insert the words “, on account of the character 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 76, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said 
amendment insert the following; “Girard street, between 
Twelfth street and Brentwood road, northeast, grade, $4,500; ” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 77, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Insert after said amendment as a para- 
graph the following: ‘“* Massachusetts avenue, from §S street to 
Belmont road, grade and improve, $5,900.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 82, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert: 
23,500;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

_ That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 86, and agree to the same with an 
amendment, as follows: 

Add after said amendment as separate paragraphs, the fol- 
lowing: 

“For purchase or condemnation of an approach to the Ana- 
costia end of the new Anacostia Bridge, and the grading and 
improving of such approach, and grading and improving the 
extension of Monroe street to the Eastern Branch of the Potomac 
River, and for constructing a suitable bridge to carry said ex- 
tension of Monroe street over the tracks of the Baltimore and 
Ohio Railroad, all in accordance with plans approved by the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia, $54,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary, and the said Commissioners are 
authorized to enter into a contract with the said railroad com- 
pany or other parties for the construction of such bridge and 
approaches ; and the Commissioners of the District of Columbia 
are hereby authorized and directed to acquire, by purchase or 
condemnation, the land necessary for the extension of Monroe 
street with a width of sixty feet from Harrison street northward 
to the Anacostia River, and of the south approach to the new 
Anacostia Bridge, with a width of sixty feet, to connect with said 
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extension of Monroe street by a curve passing over the tracks 
of the Alexandria branch of the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad; 
and such condemnation proceedings as may be necessary for this 
purpose shall be conducted under the provisions of subchapter 
one of chapter fifteen of the Code of Law for the District of 
Columbia, and such sums as are necessary to pay the expense 
of said condemnation proceedings and to pay any damages or 
excess of damages over benefits that may be allowed to owners 
of land taken is hereby appropriated: Provided, That such por- 
tion of this cost shall be borne by the Baltimore and Ohio Rail- 
road Company as is provided in section ten of an act entitled ‘An 
act to provide for a Union Railroad Station in the District of 
columbia, and for other purposes,’ approved February 28, 1903 


Is 


id said sum shall be paid by the said company to the Treasurer 


* the United States, one half to the credit of the District of 
Columbia and the other half to the credit of the United States, 


and the same shall be a valid and subsisting lien against the 


‘ompany and shall be a legal indebtedness of said company in 
avor of the District of Columbia, jointly for its use and the use 
of the United States as aforesaid, and the said lien may be en- 
forced in the name of the District of Columbia by bill in equity 
brought by the Commissioners of the said District in the su- 
| 


me court of the said District, or by any other lawful pro- 
eeding, against the said Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Com- 
pany: And provided further, That the Anacostia and Potomac 
River Railroad Company shall pay toward the balance of the 
cost of the construction of said approaches and bridge over the 
said tracks of the Baltimore Railroad Company the sum of 
&2,750, to be collected in the same manner as the cost of laying 
pavements between the rails and tracks of street railways, as 
provided for in section 5 of ‘An act providing a permanent 
form of government for the District of Columbia,’ approved June 
11, 1878, and paid into the Treasury, one-half to the credit of 
the United States and one-half to the credit of the District of 
Columbia. 
“And the Anacostia and Potomac River Railroad Company 


double-track street railway along the said south approach and 


anchises and property of the said Baltimore and Ohio Railroad | 
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| “* $250,000; ” and the Senate 


| cation shall serve without compensat 





extension of Monroe street provided for herein to intersect with | 


its existing tracks at Monroe and Harrison streets, said line to 
be completed and equipped by September 13, 1907, and within 
thirty days thereafter the said Anacostia and Potomac River Rail- 


road Company shall remove its rails from and restore the paving | 


on the portion of its line hereby directed to be abandoned, to 
wit: along Harrison or Bridge street, lying west of Monroe 
street and on the present Anacostia or Navy-Yard Bridge: Pro- 
vided, That the said Anacostia and Potomac River Railroad 
Company shall within sixty days after the completion of its new 
line herein specified, pave that portion of the approaches to the 
Anacostia bridge now being constructed and Monroe street ex- 
tended lying between lines two feet exterior to the outer rails 


of its track, said paving to be of such character as the Com- | 


missioners of the District of Columbia may determine: 
provided further, That when in the judgment of said Commis- 
sioners they shall deem it safe and proper to construct over the 
newly filled approach to said bridge the necessary conduits 
and appurtenances to operate a street railway by the under- 
ground or conduit system they are hereby authorized and 
directed to notify said Anacostia and Potomac River Railroad 
Company to construct such necessary conduits and 


And | 


appurte- | 


nances over so much of its lines between the said new bridge | 


and Franklin street, Anacostia, and upon failure or neglect of 
said railroad company to complete the work of installing such 
conduits and appurtenances within six months after the date of 
such notification said railroad company shall be subject to a 
fine of not less than twenty-five dollars for each and every day 
during which it fails or neglects to install such conduits and 


appurtenances, which fine shall be recovered in any court of | 


competent jurisdiction at the suit of said Commissioners. 
“And the Anacostia and Potomac River Railroad Company 
is hereby required to pay a final sum of $15,000 toward the cost 
of construction and the use of the new Anacostia River bridge, 
in addition to any sum to be paid or expended by said Anacostia 
and Potomae River Railroad Company for approaches, and in 
addition to any sums required to be expended by said railroad 
under existing law for construction, maintenance, and repairs, 
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That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-, 
ment of the Senate numbered 88, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed 
“$1,000; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 90, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“* $2,040; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 105, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 106, and agree to the same with an 
amendment follows: In lieu of the 
“$18;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 107, and agree to the same with an 


insert 


as sum proposed insert 


amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
* $25;” and the Senate agree to the same. 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 110, and agree to the same with 
an amendment follows: In lieu of the matter out 
by said amendment insert the following: 

“For officers: For superintendent of public schools, $5,000; 
two assistant superintendents at $3,000 each; secretary, $2,000 ; 
clerk, $1,400; two clerks at $1,000 each: one messenger, seven 
hundred and twenty dollars; in all, seventeen thousand one 
hundred and twenty dollars; and members of the board of Edu- 
ion.” 


as 


strick 


en 


And the Senate agree to the same. 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 


ment of the Senate numbered 112, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter stricken out 


by said amendment insert the following: 
“For teachers: For one thousand five hundred and seventy- 


| Seven teachers, to be assigned as follows: 
is hereby authorized and directed to construct and operate a } 


“For director of intermediate instruction, two thousand 
hundred dollars ; 

“ For thirteen supervising principals, at two thousand two hun- 
dred dollars each; 


six 


“For supervisor of manual training, two thousand two hun- 
dred dollars; 

“For principals of Central, Eastern, Western, Business, and 
M Street high schools, five in all, at $2,000 each; 

“For principals of McKinley Manual Training School and 
Armstrong Manual Training School, two at S2.000 each: 

“For principals of Normal School Number One and Normal 


School Number Two, two at $2,000 each: 

“Por principal at Jefferson School, $1,920; 

“For twelve heads of departments in high schools, 
each ; 

“For principal of Stevens School, $1,890; 


at $1,900 


“For principal of Franklin and Thomson schools, one, at 
$1,830; 

“For director of primary instruction, $1,800; 

“For principals of Force, Peabody, Dennison, and Lincoln 

| schools, four in all, at $1,710 each; 

“ For principals of Wallach and Van Buren and Annex schools 
two in all, at $1,650 each; 

“For principal of Abbot School, $1,620; 

“For two high school teachers, at $1,600 each; 

“For principals of Seton, Henry, Webster, Grant, and Gales 

| schools, five in all, at $1,590 each: 

“For directors of music, drawing, physical culture, domestie 
science, domestic art, and kindergarten instruction, six in all, at 
$1,500 each; 

“For principals of Towers, Jackson, and Blake schools, thr 
in all, at $1,470 each; 

“For assistant director of primary instruction, and one 
manual training school teacher, two in all, at $1,400 each: 

“For principals of Johnson and Annex, Brookland, Emery, 
Garnet, Randall, and Birney and Annex, six in all, at $1,390 


and the said sum of $15,000 is hereby declared a valid and sub- | 
sisting lien against the franchises and property of said street | 


railroad company and shall be a legal indebtedness of said com- 


the use of the United States. 


each ; 
“Tor principal of Mott School, $1,323 
“For assistant directors of music, drawing, physical culture, 
domestic science, domestic art, and kindergarten instruction, 
principals of Berret, Curtis, Sumner, and Cook schools, five 
high school teachers, three manual training school tea 


(>: 


ghers, and 


| two normal school teachers, twenty in all, at $1,330 each; 
pany in favor of the District of Columbia jointly for its use and | 


And the said sum when paid or | 


collected shall be paid into the Treasury of the United States, | 


one-half to the credit of the United States and one-half to the | Weightman, Toner, 
credit of the District of Columbia,” 


“For principals of Adams, Morgan, Hubbard, Polk, Phely 


ips, 
Morse, Twining, Hilton, Maury, Edmonds, Lenox, Brent, Small 
wood, Bradley, Sayles J. Bowen, Addison, Fillmore, Corcoran, 
Ludlow, Blair, Taylor, Madison, Webb, 

Wheatley, Pierce, Takoma, Tenley, Brightwood, Monroe, Con- 
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gress Heights, Cranch, Buchanan, Carbery Hayes, Bckington, 
sriggs, Montgomery, Banneker, Logan, Jones, Lovejoy, Wilson, 
Garrison, and Bell schools, forty-six in all, at $1,270 each; 


lor principal of Bruce School, two high school teachers, and 
three manual training school teachers, six in all, at $1,230 each; 
“for principal of Garfield School, $1,210; 
‘Yor one high school teacher, $1,200; 
for principals of Ross and Gage schools, two in all, at 
$1,190 each; 
‘For principals of Harrison, Dent, Arthur, Amidon, Worm- 


latterson, Langston, Slater, Giddings, and Ambush schools, 
all, at $1,160 each; 

or principals of Reservoir, Benning, Hamilton, Woodburn, 
n, Chevy Chase, and Petworth schools, eight 


angdon, } 
I, at 


1.150 each: 
principals of Greenleaf, Tyler, Phillips, Magruder, An- 
thony Bowen, Syphax, and Cardoze schools, twenty-three high 


hers, five manual training school teachers and six 


L 
& 





li | school teachers, forty-one in all, at $1,100 each; 
principal of Industrial Home and Reno schools, two in 
all $1,070 each; 
r principals of Blow, Douglass, Payne, and Simmons 
even anual training school teachers, three teachers 
{ ne teacher of drawing, and one teacher of physical 
cul teen in all, at $1,040 each; 
; ‘one grade teacher, $1,030; 
“Por pri 1 of Military Road school, $1,010; 
“Wor teachers of normal, high, and manual training schools, 
eighty-nine in all, at $1,000 each; 
ior four, at S990 each; 
“ Vor five, at $980 each; 
“Tor eleven, at $950 each; 
* For one, $925: 
“tor four, at $920 each; 
“For eleven, at $900 each; 
sp * one, SSOU: 
“tor four, at $875 each; 
“Tor eighty, at $860 each; 
* For six, at SS5O each: 
“tor two, at $845 each; 
“or eleven, at $830 each; 
lor fourteen, at $825 each; 
lor two hundred and seventy-eight, at $800 each; 
“or five, at $775 each ; 
“For twelve, at $750 each; 
“Tor sixt at $725 each; 
or two, at S700 each: 
lor one hundred and fifty-five, at $675 each; 
r two hundred and forty-one, at $650 each; 
“Tor twent $625 each: 
“Yor three ndred and nineteen, at $600 each; 
ae three, at 8575 each; 
* For three, at $550 each; 
‘For nineteen, at $525 each; 


“Tor thirty-four, at $500 each ; 
“Tn all, $1,281,015. 


d, That when a salary in any class or greup shall be 


vacated by resignation or otherwise the salary required to be 
] the teacher or officer promoted to fill such vacancy 
ul provisions of an act to fix and regulate the salaries 
of ichers, school officers, and other employees of the board of | 


ed on of the District of Columbia, approved June —, 1906, 
substituted therefor: Provided further, That in assign- 

achers no discrimination shall be made between 
teachers employed in the same grade of school 
ning a like class of duties; and it shall not be lawful 
or require to be paid, from any of the sala- 

; a s herein provided, any portion or percentage 
thereof for the purpose of adding to salaries of higher or lower 


j slaries to te 


i¢ 1 
1d Temale 


* authorize 


eht schools: For night schools for pupils—and teachers 
ht schools may also be teachers in the day schools— 
or contingent and other necessary expenses of night 
ec) s, S700 
“ Kindergarten supplies: For kindergarten supplies, $2,500.” 
And the Senate agree to the same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
me f the Senate numbered 115, and agree to the same with 


an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“<300;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 118, and agree to the same with 
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|} an amendment as follows: 


| dollars each ;’ 


|} an amendment as follows: 
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an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed ins; 


“$96,700 ; ” and the Senate agree to the same. = 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amen. 
ment of the Senate numbered 121, and agree to the same w':); 


an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“$45,000; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend 
ment of the Senate numbered 132, and agree to the same 
an amendment as follows: At the end of line 1 of said am: 
ment, after the word “at,” insert “or near;” and the Se 
agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend. 
ment of the Senate numbered 149, and agree to the same wit) 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in 
“ $44,255; ”’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the am: 
ment of the Senate numbered 153, and agree to the same wit! 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed ins 
“$12,740;”’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amen- 
ment of the Senate numbered 158, and agree to the same wit 1 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed ins 
“$4,220; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the ame 
ment of the Senate numbered 164, and agree to the same wit] 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“$100,360 ;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disgreement to the am 
ment of the Senate numbered 166, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“ $20,000;” and on page 52 of the bill, in line 9, after the 
word “For,” insert the word “ brick;” and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 167, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“ $37,500 ;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 169, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“ $67,500 ;”’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 173, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“ forty-eight thousand five hundred and sixty dollars;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 175, and agree to the same with 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“twenty-five thousand doHars;” and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the ame! 
ment of the Senate numbered 185, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“$480: and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend 
ment of the Senate numbered 189, and agree to the same with 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
« £9 980 ;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 191, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter stricken o 
and inserted by said amendment, insert the following: “ baili 
six hundred dollars; three charmen, at three hundred and sixty 
’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 192, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed, insert 
** £93 950: and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amen- 
ment of the Senate numbered 194, and agree to the same wit! 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“ $6,000 :” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 195, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“$18,700 ;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 197, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
* $400; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 198, and agree to the same with 


1 


L 
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amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert | 
1400; and the Senate agree to the same. 
hat the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
of the Senate numbered 203, and agree to the same with 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
14.360; and the Senate agree to the salue. 
rhat the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
t of the Senate numbered 214, and agree to the same with 
mendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
480:” and the Senate agree to the same. 
int the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
t of the Senate numbered 227, and agree to the same with 
unendment as follows: In lieu of the sum named in said 
iment insert “ $14,000; ”’ and the Senate agree to the same. 
it the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
of the Senate numbered 228, and agree to the same with | 
endment as follows: In lieu of the sum named in said | 
iment insert “ $8,000;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

t the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 

of the Senate numbered 229, and agree to the same with 

mendment as follows: In lieu of the sum named in said | 
iment insert “$8,500; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 
int the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
of the Senate numbered 223, and agree to the same with 
mendment as follows: In lieu of the sum named in said 
iment insert “ $3,000;” and the Senate agree to the same. 
the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 

of the Senate numbered 234, and agree to the same with 
endment as follows: In lieu of the sum named in said | 
iment insert “ $3,000;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

t the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- | 

if the Senate numbered 235, and agree to the same with an 

iment as follows: In lieu of the sum named in said amend- 
“$4000;” and the Senate agree to the same. 
t the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- | 
t of the Senate numbered 238, and agree to the same with an | 
iment follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
(20;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
if the Senate numbered 239, and agree to the same with an 
iment follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 

“$81.5320:”" and the Senate agree to the same. 
it the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- | 
of the Senate numbered 243, and agree to the same with an 
dment follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
7.468:” and the Senate agree to the same. 
hat the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
of the Senate numbered 244, and agree to the same with 
nendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“$17,144: and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 

it of the Senate numbered 247, and agree to the same with 

amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
‘$5.400:” and the Senate agree to the same. 

bat the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 

t of the Senate numbered 251, and agree to the same with 

mendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert | 
‘$23.700:” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 

ut of the Senate numbered 259, and agree to the same with 

amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum named in said 
amendment insert “ $3,000; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 
J. H. GALLINGER, 
GEORGE PEABODY WETMORE, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
FRreDK. H. GILuer;t, 
WASHINGTON GARDNER, 
A. S. BURLESON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


, 


insert 


as 


as 


as 


The report was agreed to. 
MENOMINEE INDIAN LANDS, WISCONSIN. 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
13372) to authorize the sale of timber on certain of the lands 
reserved for the use of the Menominee tribe of Indians, in the 
F State of Wisconsin, having met, after full and free conference 
have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ments of the Senate, and agree to the same with an amendment 
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as follows: In the forty-eighth line strike out “ five’ 
sert “ four;” and the Senate agree to the 





same. 

Roeert M. La FOLLetTtTe, 
ROBERT J. GAMBLE, 

Wm. J. STONE, 


Managers on the part of 
J. S. SHERMAN, 
CHARLES CURTIS, 
WILLIAM T. ZENOR, 

Managers on the part of the 


the S« 


House. 
The report was agreed to. 

OSAGE INDIAN LANDS, OKLAHOMA, 
Mr. LONG submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of th 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R 
15333) entitled “An act for the division of the lands and funds 
of the Osage Indians in Oklahoma Territory, and for other 
purposes,” having met, after full and free conference have 
agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 

| Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 11 

|} and 24, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ments of the Senate numbered 1, 2, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 15, 16, 
IT, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, B, 26 27, 23. 2 BO, 31, 82, 33, 34, & 


36, and 37, and agree to the same. 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 3, and agree to the s e Ww n 
} amendment as follows: Strike out the words i lb 
Senate, restore the matter stricken out, and sert f ! 
bers,” “subject to the approval of the Secretary the In 
terior; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 
That the House recede from disagreement to the a 1d- 
| ment of the Senate numbered 12, and agree to the same wit! i 
amendment as follows: Following the word “ Oklahoma in 
| said amendment, insert “ Provided, That the surplus lands shall 
be nontaxable for the period of three years from the roval 
of this act, except where certificates of competen are ed 
or in case of the death of the allottee, unless otherw 
vided by Congress; and;” and the Senate agree to tl 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 13, and agree to the me with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the word “ten” and insert 
“forty ;” and the Senate agree to the same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to ft] 


ment of the Senate numbered 14, and ag 


agree To the same w } 
amendment as follows: Strike out the word “ten” and ins at 
“forty;” and the Senate agree to the same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to ‘ 
ment of the Senate numbered 18, and agree to the same with 
| amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter stricken 
the Senate amendment insert: “And provided further, T) 
mining of or prospecting for any of said 


shall be permitted on the homestead select “ i 
for without the written consent of the Secretary of 
Provided, however, That nothing herein contained 


strued as affecting any valid existing lease or contract:” and 
the Senate agree to the same. 


WM I. STONE - 
MosEs PF. ¢ 
Managers on tl j ate 
J. 8. §S [AD 
| iA iy 
Wa | ZENOR 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The report was agreed to. 
POST-OFFICI APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. PENROSE. I desire to call up the conference report on 


the Post-Office appropriation bill. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that it 1 


gone to the Government Printing Office and has not been r 
| turned. 

Mr. PENROSE subsequently said: My attention has 
ealled to the fact that the conference report on the Post- 


appropriation bill is printed in full on page S785 of the R 

and as there is no controversy over the report I ask 

consent that the conference report may be ft 

sideration and disposed of. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 

hears none. 


Is there objection? The Chair 


The report will be read. 
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[The Secretary read the report, which appears elsewhere in 


to-day’s Senate proceedings. ] 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
report. 


The report was agreed to. 


SURVEY OF CONEY ISLAND CHANNEL, NEW YORK. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am directed by the Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 19680) directing 
the Secretary of War to cause an examination and survey to 
be made of Coney Island channel, to report it favorably with- 
out amendment, and as it is a very brief bill I ask unanimous 
consent for its consideration. 

rhe Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, 
the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its 


consideration. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
x, read the third time, and passed. 


cered to a third reading 
APPALACHIAN AND WHITE MOUNTAIN FOREST RESERVES. 


Mr. BRANDEGEE. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 4953) for the purpose of acquiring 


national forest reserves in the Appalachian Mountains and 
White Mountains, to be known as the Appalachian Forest Re- 
serve and the White Mountain Forest Reserve, respectively. 

Mr. CULLOM. I wish to give notice that when this Dill 
shall have been disposed of, I shall move an executive session. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the bill 
for the information of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent, the | 


Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its con- 
sideration. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 


ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 


consideration of executive business. After eighteen minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 6 


and 13 minutes 
Saturday, June 


m.) 
1906, 


‘lock 


morrow, 


o'« p. 
92 
ao, 


at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 


the Senate adjourned until to- | 
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Erccutive nominations received by the Senate June 22, 1906. 
PLACED ON RETIRED LIST. 

Under the provisions of an act of Congress approved April 
23, 1904, I nominate Col. Oswald H. Ernst, Corps of Engineers, 
to be placed on the retired list of the Army, with the rank of | 
brigadier-general from the date on which he shall be retired 
‘rom active service. 

PENSION AGENT. 
Selden Connor, of Maine, to be pension agent at Augusta, Me., 


his term having expired December 10, 1905. (Reappointment. ) 


REGISTERS OF LAND OFFICES. 


Buenos Aires, for promotion to be consul of the United 


; class 


George W. Wilson, of Minot, N. Dak., to be register of the 
land office at Williston, N. Dak., a new office. Original vacancy. 
Clarence C. Schuyler, of North Dakota, to be register of the 
oflice at Fargo, N. Dak., his term having expired March 19, 
(Reappointment. ) 
RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

Victor Chaffee, of Grand Forks, N. Dak., to be receiver of 
public moneys at Williston, N. Dak., a new office. Original 
vacal 7. 

Judson J. Jordan, of North Dakota, to be receiver of public ; 


at Fargo, N. Dak., vice De Witt C. Tufts, term expired. 


mnevs 


CONEIRMATIONS 


Erecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 22, 1906. 
NVOY EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTER PLENIPOTENTIARY. 
I{erbert H. D. Peirce, of Massachusetts, now Third Assistant 
Secretary of State, to be envoy extraordinary and minister 
plenipotentiary of the United States to Norway. 
THIRD ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF STATE. 


Huntington Wilson, of Illinois, now secretary of the legation 
at Tokyo, Japan, to be Third Assistant Secretary of State. 
CO21SULS-GENERAL, 
Ernest A. Man, of Florida, now consul at Breslau, 
sul-ge - eral of the United States at Copenhagen, 
Wi 


to be con- 
Denmark. 


liam Haywood, of the District of Columbia, former secre- 





| that 


19 at St. 
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tary of legation and consul-general at Honolulu, to be consul. 
general of the United States of class 4 at Seoul, Korea. 

Henry W. Diederich, of the District of Columbia, now consy} 
at Bremen, for promotion, to be consul- general of the United 
States of class 4 at Antwerp, Belgium. 

George Horton, of Illinois, now consul at that place, to be con. 
sul-general of the United States of class 7 at Athens, Greece, 

Church Howe, of Nebraska, now consul-general at Antwerp) 
for promotion, to be consul-general of the United States of class 
3 at Montreal, Canada. 

Frank R. Mowrer, of Ohio, now consul at Ghent, for promo- 
tion, to be consul-general of the United States of class 6 a¢ 
Adis Ababa, Abyssinia. 

Edward H. Ozmun, of Minnesota, now consul at Stuttgart, 
for promotion, to be consul-general of the United States of class 
3 at Constantinople, Turkey. 

Alban G. Snyder, of West Virginia, now secretary of the le. 
gation and consul-general at Bogota, for promotion, to be con- 
sul-general of the United States of class 5 at Buenos Ayres, Ar- 
gentine Republic. 


Samuel M. Taylor, of Ohio, now consul at Glasgow, to be 
consul-general of the United States of class 5 at Callao, Peru. 
Jay White, of Michigan, now consul at Hanover, for promo- 


tion to be consul-general of the United States of class 6 at 
Bogota, Colombia. 

Gabriel Bie Rayndal, 
son, to be consul-general of the 
seirut, Turkey. 

Willard D. Straight, of New York, now vice consul-general 
at Seoul, to be consul-general of the United States of class 5 
at Mukden, China. 


of South Dakota, now consul at Daw- 
United States of class 5 at 


CONSULS. 

Joseph M. Authier, of Rhode Island, now commercial agent 
at that place, to be consul of the United States of class 9 at 
St. Hyacinthe, Quebec, Canada. 

Julean H. Arnold, of California, a student interpreter to 
China, to be consul of the United States of class 7 at Tamsui, 
Formosa. 

James §S. at 
at 


Benedict, of New York, now commercial agent 
place, to be consul of the United States of class 9 
Campbellton, New Brunswick, Canada. 

Richard W. Austin, of Tennessee, to be consul of the United 
States at Glasgow, Scotland. 

William P. Atwell, of the District of Columbia, now consul at 
Roubaix, for promotion to be consul of the United States of 
class 7 at Ghent, Belgium. 

William Harrison Bradley, of Illinois, 
that place, to be consul of the United States of class 
chester, England. 

Casper 8S. Crowninshield, of the District of Columbia, now 
commercial agent at that place, to be consul of the United States 
of class 9 at Castellamare di Stabia, Italy. 

Gustave ee of Ohio, now commercial 
that place, to be consul of the United States 
ton, New Brunswick, Canada. 

George C. Cole, of West Virginia, 


now consul-general at 
2 at Man- 


agent at 
of class 9 at Monc- 
now consul-general at 
States of 
class 3 at Dawson, Yukon Territory, Canada. 

Henry S. Culver, of Ohio, now consul at London, Ontario, 
Canada, for promotion to be consul of the United States of 
class 8 at Cork, Ireland. 

Chapman Coleman, of Kentucky, former secretary of lega- 
tion at Berlin, to be consul of the United States of class 8 
at Boubaix, France. 

E. Haldeman Dennison, of Ohio, now commercial agent at 
Rimouski, for promotion to be consul of the United States of 
5 at Bombay, India. 
William T. Fee, of Ohio, for 


now consul at Bombay, promo- 


| tion to be Saeed of the United States of class 3 at Bremen, 


Germany. 

Alfred J. Fleming, of Missouri, now commercial agent at 
Stanbridge, for promotion to be consul of the United States of 
class 8 at Aden, Arabia 

Charles M. Freeman, of New Hampshire, now commercial 
agent at that place, to be consul of the United States of class 
Pierre, St. Pierre Island. 

Fred D. Fisher, of Oregon, now consul at Tamsui, for pro- 
motion to be consul of the United States of class 5 at Harbin, 
Manchuria. 

Roger 8S. Greene, of Massachusetts, now commercial agent at 
that place, to be consul of the United States of class 6 at Vlad- 
ivostok, Siberia. 

Wilbur T. Gracey, 
consul-general at Hongkong, 
of class 5 at Tsingtau, China. 


of Massachusetts, now vice and deputy 
to be consul of the United States 
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Edwin N. Gunsaulus, of Ohio, now consul at Cork, for promo- | that place, to be consul of the United States of class 7 at 
tion to be consul of the United States of class 6 at Rimouski, Carlsbad, Austria. 
jueb@e, Canada. 
Joseph E. Haven, of Illinois, now commercial agent at that | 
ace, to be consul of the United States of class 9 at St. Chris- | 
ypher, West Indies. 
John E. Hamilton, of Kentucky, now commercial agent at that 
lace, to be consul of the United States of class 9 at Cornwall, 
Ontario, Canada. UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 
George Heimrod, of Nebraska, now consul-general at that George Du Relle, of Kentucky, to be United States attorney 
lace, to be consul of the United States of class 6 at Apia, | for the western district of Kentucky. 


SURVEYORS OF CUSTOMS. 

John R. Puryear to be surveyor of customs for the port of 
Paducah, in the State of Kentucky. 

Frank B. Posey to be surveyor of customs for the port of 
Evansville, in the State of Indiana. 


Oe. ao) ’ . MARSHALS. 
Perley C. Heald, of Michigan, now commercial agent at Wal- a f Calif be United Stat ' 

. . i ’ . se ‘ oO g£wo . ¢ fornl: » iter states mar- 
eburg, for promotion to be consul of the United States of Gres, @ orma, to be Univ - 


shal for the southern district of California. 
Charles T. Elliott, of California, to be United States marshal 
for the northern district of California. 


s 9 at Saigon, Cochin China. 
Alexander Heingartner, of Ohio, now consul at Guelph, for 
nromotion to be consul of the United States of class 9 at Riga, | 


Russia. PROMOTION IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 
George N. Ifft, of Idaho, now consul at Chatham, for promo- Cadet James Louis Ahern to be a third lieutenant in the 
m to be consul of the United States of class 7 at Annaberg, | Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 
( rmany. 
a tae , : APPOINTMENT IN THE NAVY. 
John Edward Jones, of the District of Columbia, now consul- : pte Peo ; t 
general at that place, to be consul of the United States of class | Paul J. Dashiell, a citizen of the State of Maryland, to be a 
6 at Dalny, Manchuria. professor of mathematics in the Navy from the 21st day of 
+ ;. ai ein . June, 1906 
John F. Jewell, of Illinois, now consul at Martinique, for pro- June, 1906. 
on to be consul of the United States of class 7 at St. Mi- FSUMOSIONS IN THE RAVI. 


els, Azores, 


To be lieutenants (junior grade) in the Navy from the 7th 
George B. Killmaster, of Michigan, now commercial agent at 


day of June, 1906, upon the completion of three years’ service: 


t place, to be consul of the United States of class 9 at Port Ernest J. King. 
Rowan, Ontario, Canada. William Norris. 
James A. Le Roy, of Michigan, now consul at Durango, for John P. Jackson. 
omotion to be consul of the United States of class 8 at Madrid, Arthur P. Fairfield. 
Spain. John H. Furse. 
William C. Magelsson, of Minnesota, now vice and deputy Charies T. Hutchins, jr. 
consul-general at Beirut, to be consul of the United States of To be lieutenants in the Navy from the 7th day of June, 1906, 
Gass 9 at Bagdad, Turkey. to fill vacancies existing in that grade on that date; 
Robert E. Mansfield, of Indiana, now consul at Valparaiso, to Ernest J. King. 
be consul of the United States of class 6 at Lucerne, Switzer- William Norris. 
land. John P. Jackson. 
William W. Masterson, of Kentucky, now consul at Aden, to Arthur P. Fairfield. 
be consul of the United States of class 8 at Batum, Russia. John H. Furse. 
Chester W. Martin, of Michigan, now consul at Amherstburg, Charles T. Hutchins, jr. 
for promotion to be consul of the United States of class 8 at Midshipman Omenzo C. F. Dodge to be an ensign in the Navy 
Martinique, West Indies. from the 2d day of February, 1906. 
George W. Shotts, of Michigan, now commercial agent at that Capt. William 'T. Burwell to be a rear-admiral in the Navy 


place, to be consul of the United States of class 8 at Sault Ste. from the 6th day of June, 1906. 
Marie, Ontario, Canada. 
x ae pee rm ee eee ee Col. Samuel R. Whitall, United States Army, retired, to be 
<a hewn Fiji Islands. , " . “| placed on the r tired list of the Army with the rank of brigadi 
od " general from June 15, 1906. 
Lieut. Col. William L. Pitcher, Twenty-eighth Infantry, to be 
colonel from June 15, 1906. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 


Alfred A. Winslow, of Indiana, now consul-general at Guate- 
ala, for promotion to be consul of the United States of class 4 


Valparaiso, Chile. 


: » Maj. Bernard A, Byrne, Thirteenth Infantry, to be lieutenant- 
Philir Carroll, of New York, now commercial agent at Green- | eojonel from June 15. 1906. , 
ville, Te promotion to be consul of the United States of class 9 Capt. Harry C. Hale, Fifteenth Infantry, to be major from 
Ce June 15, 1906. 
Edwin S. Cunningham, of Tennessee, now consul at Bergen, First Lieut. Garrison McCaskey, Twenty-fifth Infantry, to be 
for promotion to be consul of the United States of class 6 at | captain from June 15, 1906. j j 
Durban, Natal. i ; 
George A. Chamberlain, of New Jersey, late vice and deputy SERIVERS OF PURLEY MONETTE. 
consul-general at Rio de Janeiro, to be consul of the United Neil B. Morrison, of Duluth, Minn., to be receiver of public 
States of class 5 at Pernambuco, Brazil. moneys at Duluth, Minn. 
William F. Doty, of New Jersey, now consul at Tahiti, for Charles B. Timberlake, of Colorado, to be receiver of publi 
promotion to be consul of the United States of class 7 at moneys at Sterling, Colo. 
Tabriz. Persia. John Jones, of Michigan, to be rec r of n t 
Maxwell K. Moorhead, of Pennsylvania, now consul at St. Marquette, Mich., to take effect June 24, | 
Thomas, Ontario, to be consul of the United States of class 9 at — ae ieee See Ss: Cena ee eee oe 
’ Gelgrade, Servia. public moneys at Srosen = 
Henry H. Morgan, of Louisiana, now consul at Lucerne, for John Reese, of Broken Bow, Nebr., now receiver of public 
promotion to be consul of the United States of class 5 at Stutt- | moneys at that place, to be register of the land office at Broken 
gart, Wurttemberg. Bow, Nebr. Bo or 
Milton M. Price, of South Dakota, now commercial agent at C. Frost Liggett, of Cok rad », to be r : eiver of public mon ys 
that place, to be consul of the United States of class 8 at Jeres ®t Lamar, Colo., his term having expired February 20, 1906. 
de la Frontera, Spain. REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE, 


Nicholas R. Snyder, of Pennsylvania, now commercial agent John A. Williams, of Colorado, to be register of the land office 
at that place, to be consul of the United States of class 7 at Port | at Lamar, Colo., his term having expired March 10, 1906. 
Antonio, Jamai¢a. 


_ - ? POSTMASTERS. 
Augustus G. Seyfert, of Pennsylvania, now consul at Strat- 





i . ° : ae + RIZO . 
F ford, for promotion to be consul of the United States of class 9 cos : = > in tl p 
; at Durango. Mexico Albert L. Smith to be postmaster at Prescott, in the county of 

« « Bs + 2 . , s rT oy} “ur ° "igon: 

Nicholas C. Schlemmer, of Texas, now vice-consul at Mann- | Yavapai and Territory of Arizona. 

heim, to be consul of the United States of class 8 at Bergen, ARKANSAS. 

Norway. G. H. Taylor to be postmaster at Morrillton, in the county of 
= John §. Twells, of Pennsylvania, now commercial agent at | Conway and State of Arkansas, 
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CALIFORNTA, | 
John N. Newkirk to be postmaster at San Diego, in the county | 


of S Diego and State of California. 
Alfred A. True to be postmaster at Highland, in the county of 
San Bernardino and State of California. 


COLORADS., 
Clark Z. Cozens to be postmaster at Littleton, in the county of 


Arapahoe and State of Colorado. 
CONNECTICUT. 

fenry Dryhurst to be postmaster at Meriden, in the county 

of New Haven and State of Connecticut. 
FLORIDA. 

G (sillen to be postmaster at Lake City,.in the county of 
Colu and State of Florida. 

ler W. Jackson to be postmaster at White Springs, in 
the ty of Hamilton and State of Florida. 


O Ss. Oakes to be postmaster at Fernandina, in the county 


of iu and State of Florida. 

Hei J. Ritchie to be postmaster at St. Augustine, in the 
( f St. John and State of Florida. 

J 1 L. Skipper to be postmaster at Lakeland, in the county 
of PY ind State of Florida. 

Holly C. Clark to be postmaster at Mount Morris, in the 
cou Ogl id State of Illinois. 

G W. Dicus to be postmaster at Rochelle, in the county 
of O nd State of Illinois. 

I) E. E “1 to be postmaster at Vandalia, in the county 
of | te and State of Illinois 

J s I. M. Greene to be postmaster at Hillsboro, in the 
county of Montgomery and State of Illinois. 





Ekdward Grimm to be postmaster at Galena, in the county of 
Jo Daviess and State of Illinois. 
VW im H. Hainline to be postmaster at Macomb, in the 
coun f McDonough and State of Illinois. 
J es H. Lincoln to be postmaster at Franklin Grove, in the 
county of Lee and State of Illinois. 
Ja R. Morgan to be postmaster at Maroa, in the county of 
M: n and State of Ulinoi 
Wi m E. Nipe to be postmaster at Mount Carroll, in the 
county of Carroll and State of Illinois. 
S. R to be postmaster at Arcola, in the county of Doug- 
] State of Illinois. 
IND \ 
\\ '. Baker to be postmaster at Alexandria, in the 
c f M son and State of Indiana. 
ih. V. Botkin to be postmaster at Farmland, in the county of 
Randolph and State of Indiana. 


William C. Gordon to be postmaster at Summitville, in the 


count * Madison and State of Indiana. 
Ci s H. Kuester to be postmaster at North Judson, in the 
coun of Starke and State of Indiana. 
INDIAN TERRITORY. 
T es S. Markham to be postmaster at Caddo, in District 
a ve, Indi Ter! I 
IOWA, 
Frat Ee. Fritcher to be postmaster at Nashua, in the county 
or Ci casaw and State ' lowa. 
I I. Sturgis to be imaster at Oelwein, in the county of 
I: 1 State J 
G. L. Van de Steeg to be postmaster at Orange City, in the 
‘ Sioux and State of Iowa. 
KANSAS, 
James A. Arment to be postmaster at Dodge City, in the 
cou of Ford and State of Kansas. 
C. Bevington to be postmaster at Jewell, in the county 
of J il and State of Kansas. 
J Frey to be postmaster at Enterprise, in the county of 
Dik m and Siate of Kansas. 
theodore Griftith to be postmaster at Great Bend, in the 
Cc * Barton and State of Kansas. 
S el ©. Lobaugh to be postmaster at Harper, in the 
county of Harper and State of Kansas. 
L.. (. MeMurray to be postmaster at McPherson, in the county 
of McVherson and State of Kansas. 
Samuel R. Peters to be postmaster at Newton, in the county 
of Ilarvey and State of Kansas. 
George W. Watson to be postmaster at Kinsley, in the county 
of Mdwards and State of Kansas. 
MAINE. 
Perham §S. Heald to be postmaster at Waterville, in the 
county of Kennebec and State of Maine. 
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MASSACHUSETTS. 
William E. Freese to be postmaster at East Walpole, in the 
county of Norfolk and State of Massachusetts. 
Joseph A. West to be postmaster at Provincetown, in the 
county of Barnstabke and State of Massachusetts. 
MICHIGAN. 
Minnie L. Hall to be postmaster at Lawton, in the county 0: 


| Van Buren and State of Michigan. 


Charles G. Kellow to be postmaster at 
county of Houghton and State of Michigan. 
Horace G. Prettyman to be postmaster at Ann Arbor, in the 
county of Washtenaw and State of Michigan. 
MINNESOTA, 
Theodore P. Fagre to be postmaster at Blooming Prairie, 
the County of Steele and State of Minnesota. 
Charles E. Callaghan to be postmaster at Rochester, j 
county of Olmsted and State of Minnesota. 
MISSOURI, 
Alexander F. Karbe to be postmaster at Neosho, in the count, 
Newton and State of Missouri. 
Albert C. Krog to be postmaster at Washington, in the count 
of Franklin and State of Missouri. 
MONTANA, 
Ira L. Kirk to be postmaster at Bozeman, in the county of 
Gallatin and State of Mentana. 
NEBRASKA, 
James M. Beaver to be postmaster at Scribner, in the county 
of Dodge and State of Nebraska. 
Frank D. Reed to be postmaster at Shelton, in the county of 
Buffalo and State of Nebraska. 
NEW JERSEY. 
Edwin Cadmus to be postmaster at Bayonne, in the county of 
Hudson and State of New Jersey. 
L. W. Cramer to be postmaster at Mays Landing, in the county 
of Atlantic and State of New Jersey. 
NEW YORK. 


-ainesdale, in the 


n tl 


of 


Robert H. Bareham to be postmaster at Palmyra, in the 
county of Wayne and State of New York. 
Charles E. Sheldon to be postmaster at Sherman, in t! 


county of Chautauqua and State of New York. 
Claude L. Wilson to be postmaster at Little Valley, in the 
county of Cattaraugus and State of New York. 
NORTH CAROLINA. 
B. G. Green to be postmaster at Warrenton, in the county of 
Warren and State of North Carolina. 


William H. Jenkins to be postmaster at Henderson, in the 
county of Vance and State of North Carolina. 
onto. 
Oakey VY. Parrish to be postmaster at Hamilton, in the county 
of Butler and State of Ohio. 
Edwin P. Webster to be postmaster at Gambier, in the county 


of Knox and State of Ohio. 
OKLAHOMA, 
\lfred F. Deming to be postmaster at Snyder, in the 
of Kiowa and Territory of Oklahoma. 
PENNSYLVANIA. 

David M. Graham to be postmaster at Mahanoy City, in the 
county of Schuylkill and State of Pennsylvania. 

James E. Karns to be postmaster at Springdale, in the 
of Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania. 


count) 


county 


Burd R. Linder to be postmaster at Orwigsburg, in the county 
of Schuylkill and State of Pennsylvania. 
Jesse H. Roberts to be postmaster at Downingtown, in the 


county of Chester and State of Pennsylvania. 
George W. Schmeltzer to be postmaster at Pine Grove, in the 
county of Schuylkill and State of Pennsylvania. 
SOUTH CAROLINA, 
Charles E. Carman to be postmaster at Aiken, in the county of 
Aiken and State of South Carolina. 7 
James O. Ladd to be postmaster at Summerville, in the county 
of Dorchester and State of South Carolina. 
TEXAS. 
William C. Smith to be postmaster at Bowie, in the county of 
Montague and State of Texas. 
UTAH. 
John W. Dougall to be postmaster at Springville, in the county 
of Utah and State of Utah. 


Peter Martin to be postmaster at Park City, in the county of 


| Summit and State of Utah. 


VIRGINIA, 
Alexander McCormick to be postmaster at Berryville, in the 
county of Clarke and State of Virginia. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. | Congress are usually those with sinister purposes or 






























. business interests. They follow it up by getting up a 
Fripay, June 22, 1906. bureau and scattering literature and petition z ati 
The House met at 11 o’clock a. m. agitation all over the country, getting up a by ia tl 
The Journal ef the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- | the misleading name of “ purity,” will scare people int 
proved. Congress to do something it has no business to do 
EXTENSION OF RAILROAD SIDINGS IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. | just as well get the traditional boy with his sore t 
rhe SPEAKER laid before the House, from the Speaker's | UP! an aggravated form and let my brother the gent] 
table, the bill (H. R. 19682) authorizing the Commissioners | Iilinois [Mr. MANN] speak about cee ee cae le condit 
of the District of Columbia to permit the extension and con- | = toe for two hours and say that therefore Cor sre: ; 
tion of railroad sidings in the District of Columbia, and | “° SeREnE te cure that sore toe. It is just as lo 
ther purposes, with Senate amendments. se and fully as constitutional. + 
. Sonate amamimentn were read _Mr. Chairman, the history of this bill has been a y 
ir. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I move that the | C/eckered one. It was originated, in my memory, by 
House concur in the Senate amendments. able statesman now dead. He worked upon it with 
CLARK of Missouri. Is this the bill that enables the | Progress. Upon his demise it was inherited by t 
ar lines to extend their tracks to the Union Depot? a wee Seeeneeey Sam ID rng dle 
CAMPBELL of Kansas. No; it relates to another local | D©fTe our committee for a good many years, and 
and imposes no burden on anyone. | familiar bottles and jugs and packages have | 
iotion was agreed to. . comuiittee time out of mind, endeavoring to run us 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE a They are no strangers to us members of the 
ME ROM THE SENATE. At first I had one ally, and then another, and the 
essage from the Senate, by Mr. ParRKINSON, its reading | remember in the outset my ablest coadjutor. in « 
announced that the Senate had further insisted upon its | legislation as absolutely unnecess: ry nd unwise, w 
ments to the bill (il. R. 18750) making appropriations | and esteemed colleague from Illinois [Mr. MANN]. 
naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1907, | such an able and beautiful and lovely speech about 
for other purposes, disagreed to by the House of Repre- | of those commodities that I could not eat last night 
ves, disacreed to the nendiments of the House to the | morning. [Applause.] Somehow or othe e 
iments of the Senate numbered 6, 7, and 10, had agreed to | I don’t know how: I don’t know what constitu \ 
er conference asked by the House on the disagreeing | or anything about that; but I know I lost } 
the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Harr, | ever, that a great “change came over the spirit of h 
RKINS, and Mr. Tit~LMAN as the conferees on the part of | and he is now leading the hosts of e ; 
the ite. My next coadjutor was my beloved friend tf] 
message also announced that the Senate had passed bill | Massachusetts [Mr. Garpner]. He fought 1 
of ' following title; in which the concurrence of the House of | a Hercules in the fight. but the I 
] ntatives was requested : giving him codfish : beans; and there is l 
i4, An act to provide for the erection of a public building | bill to his reconecili Mm and victory over the maj 
» city of Great Falls, Mont. committee in the shape of a pro n that whet 
» message also announced that the Senate had passed with- | tives are used which must be r¢ ed mecha lly « 
( unendment bill of the following title: ation in water, the purity or impurity of tl 
H. R. 1326. An act granting an increase of pension to Ora P. | judged until the preservative has been removed | 
He ind. or otherwise and is ready for use. Beautiful 
he message also announced that the Senate had excused Mr. | tifu Wise diplomat! Any man 1 g 
Durnors and Mr. Craprp from further servi n the conference | cook did not know how to n ‘rate it, that 
ttee on the bill (H. R. 13572) to authorize the sale of | not know how to remove the preservat 
on certain of the lands reserved for the use of the | escape. My noble friend must laugh over h 
[ i1inee tribe of Indians, in the State of Wisconsin, and the | can be happy with his dfish and be . 
Vice-President had appointed Mr. GAMBLE and Mr. Stone in| was the refined and elegant and disting 
their places. Michigan [Mr. Corutss], but he stuck in the rk 
PURE-FOOD BILL. reach the core of the bill. My beloved fr 


The SPEAKER. Under the order of the House the House is | [Mr. SHAcKLEFoRD] was another who stood 
in Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for | but he was the same way. As far as he 

. i > . 24 . ‘“ hin ~ Stibenens fn Shim *1) ae 
the consideration of the pure-food bill, and the gentleman from I object to some things in the bill as si 


Hampshire [Mr. Currier] will take the chair. The only two allies I have ever had on the co! 
\ir. CURRIER took the chair. helped me oppose the bill on correct principles 
ADAMSON. Mr. Chairman, it is unfortunate that in the | them are my present associates in the minority 
tice and history of legislation misleading names, sometimes | BartLerr and Mr. RUSSELL. 
sounding, moral, and even pious names, are used to de-| The legislation has been as fi kle and ul 
( the people as to the character of vicious and pernicious | MS &@ssociates. rhe Senate worked on it all tl 


tion. I do not mean to declare that this legislation per | Somebody over there have their own ideas. 1 
is vicious in all respects, but in some respects I regard it as | the present sponsor in the House the | 
eedingly so. People are expected to believe that, being lined | lation until the shades of Statesman Br 
against this legislation, we are against pure food; but this | recosniz 1 it at all. The lobbyists of 
false position, in which the strategists have sought to place hauled at it, every interest a1 d faction ; 
those who oppose this bill and demand regular and orderly the legislation complimented one another as 
‘ 


vr} , 











legislation for the government of the people in a proper manner. enemies to the bill until they se ured changes with 

ie talk about arraigning us and aligning us as opposed to | and some without character; so that the dd uish 
pure food is foolishness. We are used to good food. We do | Sponsor appeared disgusted enough to cast off his pted 
not know anything about all that pile of corrupt and adulter bantling. J - 

ted misbranded stuff that the propagandists working up this And finally when the Senate bill fame Over, the renovated 

have succeeded in piling up in the last ten years, industri- | Brosius, Hepburn, Taylor, and If ugh, doctor and drug store 

ously gathered from every quarter, throughout the length and | 2nd patent medicine, patent legal A makeshift to d point 
breadth of the United States. I would like to improve the food | its friends and delude the people, was substituted for the 
of some sections of the United States. I would like for the | Senate bill, I confess noth ng was lost. I do not think th 
philanthropists who are looking out for the health and comfort | 1s ever any danger ol losing by s ibst tuting 
of the people to start somebody out to teach people to make | for another. If you could jose both In the swap, it wonld be 
good, honest biscuits, and how to make good, honest corn bread. | lucky for the people. So you see the course and current of 
[ Laughter and applause. ] this legislation has been as uncertain and irregu 

They can then do good in a great many places not far from | ing silt that disturbs navigation in a sandy str 
here by teaching people how to cook vegetables by boiling decent | a wary pilot and constant soundings to hold the « 
bacon with them instead of old ham or beef, and how to make | even then the boat runs aground. When people : 
honest coffee. [Applause.] But they start at the wrong place. | tions, moved by the lobbyists agitating the various e 
The truth is, they get wrong ideas in their heads—some people | stake, try to write Congressmen advocating support of t gis 
do—and in other cases rival interests start fights on one | lation, they actually do not know what to call it. The light 


another. They naturally go to Congress, and people who go to | ning changes, worthy of a professor of legerdemain, keep them in 
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the dark, 





and they sometimes call it the “ Heyburn bill” and 


sometimes the “ Hepburn bill.” 

The truth about it is, Mr. Chairman, the bill from first to last 
violates every principle of our Government by proposing to go | 
into sumptuary legislation for the regulation of the table menu, | 

1d I suppose the next step will be to prescribe the table eti- 
quette and dress. The bill does not, even in its title or caption, pre- 
tend to rise to the dignity of Congressional jurisdiction. There 
is not one word in the title about interstate commerce. You 


can read it, and you will find that it simply proposes to do cer- 


tain things to prevent the manufacture, sale, or transportation 
of adulterated or misbranded or poisonous or deleterious foods, 
drugs, ete., and after going through all the folly of all the pages 
of the bill, with all the committee amendments, even down to 


the last on page 28, the committee then takes another whack at | 
the title and tries to amend it, and yet do not say that it has 
anything in the world to do with interstate and foreign com- 


merce. The first section of the bill provides for the punishment 
of adulteration and misbranding, and it has this peculiarity, 


really a legal curiosity : 

It provides that if a man does a thing knowingly he may be 
imprisoned, but if he does a thing without knowing it he shall 
simply be fined. That is another innovation in the way of law. 
It has always been the popular belief among lawyers and courts 
that the severity of the punishment was regulated according to 

of the crime. If the essential elements of guilt 


the enormity 


are there, it is a question for the court, according to the cir- 
umstances of the crime itself, how much or whether the guilty | 


cu 

party may be fined or imprisoned. But a crime is a violation 
of penal law in which there must be a joint operation of act and 
intention, and if a not know that he misbrands or 
adulterates, he is not guilty at all. In the second place, the 
provision in that first section provides to treat all foreign coun- 


man does 


tries with more decency than the States of our Union. It is 
provided that if a man, no matter how he packs and prepares 
commodities for shipment to foreign countries, no matter 


whether in compliance with this law or not, if he complies with } 


the law of the foreign country it shall be sufficient. We de- 
manded that courtesy for the States. We say the Constitution 
requires it for the States and the Constitution will preserve it 
rdless of what Congress can do. We tried in the language 
of the Supreme Court of the United States to amend this bill 
to limit it to the District of Columbia and the Territories. The | 
Supreme Court, in cases cited in the minority report, have ex- 
pressly declared that in the District of Columbia and the Terri- 

‘an the provisions of this bill be constitutional, 


tories alone 
and in a ca similar to those that would arise under this bill 


rega 


se 
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was distinctly held that a demurrer to an indictment should | 
be sustained. } 
Mr. Chairman, there is no use to have hydrophobi: 
against State lines nor talk about a man marching in red-handed 
ebellion beca he says there are some things that Congress 


A - 
NOW, 


use 


ought not and can not do. We are talking about the Constitu- | 
tion of the United States and the legislation by Congress there- 


under, 


So far as the purposes of this bill are concerned, the | 
only purposes and uses of State lines are simply to separate | 





ographical divisions of parts of the country which are charged 
with local self-government, to attend to their own business in- | 
stead of piling it upon Congress, and I say to you, Mr. Chairman, 
after listening to all the witnesses, listening to the speech of the 
centleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann], hearing all the tales of 
woe about these things that affect the stomach and affect the 
kets of the people, I have never yet heard presented a solitary 
ease that any State in this Union in its own courts can not 
punish if you will just produce the evidence. The trouble is, 
uen make this mistake: Venue is the same in all courts, | 
ther Federal or State. You must allege an act to be within 
jurisdiction and prove it within the jurisdiction. You can 
io that in one court as easily as in the other, but the coon in the 
woodpile, in my judgment, is this: In the State courts people 
are in the habit of attending to their own business and looking 
In the Federal court sometimes, as provided 
in this bill, the entire expense and trouble of hunting up the 
cases and conducting the prosecution is piled upon the Govern- 
ment. And right here you will find the great inducement to a 
great many interests to support this bill that it is provided that 
after this arbitrary standard-making concern that we are creat- 
ing over here shall have discovered or think they have grounds 
for prosecution the Government shall take the matter up and 
prosecute it without expense to anybody, with all the attendant 
evils of spies and informers and pestiferous agents running 
around meddling with the business of the people. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, will my friend 
yield? 

Mr. ADAMSON. Yes. | 
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fter their cases. 


| things are deleterious or not. 


| know 
| cause. 


| you soon,” ete.— 
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Let me suppose this case, wh} ‘h 
is pertinent to your argument. You say people will go and pros: 
ecute in the State courts. My information is that these whole. 
salers go to, say Brown & Co., and say “ Now, you agree to sel] 
my goods and not to sell any other competitive goods;” and he 
makes that kind of an agreement, and he does sell no other 
goods except what that manufacturer makes. Do you think 
Brown & Co. would go before the grand jury and indict the firm 
or manufacturer who proved to be their friend in such a contract 
as that? 

Mr. ADAMSON. If I understand you, even this law would 
not be effective in that case. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. You say the Government fur. 
nishes agents whose business it is, and we compel and pay them 
to go and look up evidence against parties to indict manufactur. 
ers—to indict Brown & Co.—and if they are particeps crim- 
inis 

Mr. ADAMSON. I can not tell the gentleman from Tennessee 
who will or who will not in any jurisdiction assume the trouble 
of the prosecution. What I say is this: That the men who are 
injured ought to feel interest enough in it, as we do in the 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 





| States in other matters under police regulation, to get after the 


fellow who swindles them. 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. This firm of Brown & Co. would 
be very slow to say they are injured in such a case. They could 
say they buy from the manufacturer, their friend, and sell to the 
people a thing the manufacturer sells to them, and unless the 
people complained the chances are there would be no complaint, 

Mr. ADAMSON. I think, Mr. Chairman, the people are the 
ones who should complain. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say to the gentle. 
man from Georgia [Mr. ADAMSON] and the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. GAINES] that under the State law of Massachu- 
setts the last few years a similar condition he has described 
has been dealt with and the parties prosecuted and the practice 
broken up under the State law 

Mr. ADAMSON. No doubt about that 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. What business is that—the to- 
bacco matter? 

Mr. McNARY. Yes. 

Mr. ADAMSON. The gentleman from Tennessee further re- 
minded me of a feature that has struck me throughout this 
entire investigation, and that is these complaints, so far as I 
know, have not come from the consumer, except in an artifi- 
cial way—sending back literature—but the movements and the 
hearings have all been in behalf of the business interesis, 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Will my friend yield? 

Mr. ADAMSON. Certainly. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The plain people, who are not 
scientists, who are not doctors, who are not fine lawyers and 
judges, and have not the information, intelligence, and experi- 
ence of my friend from Georgia, they can not tell whether these 
Here is a little child that is 
sick, here is a man’s wife sick, or all are sick, and he does not 
the cause. The doctor comes, and he can not tell the 

He just says: “GAINES, you are sick; you are bad off, 
I will get 








and I do not know what has caused your illness, 

Mr. ADAMSON. I know a great many good lawyers and 
good doctors outside of Washington or the present service of 
the Government. I knew a great many before I came to Con- 
gress, and I think all of my constituents and all of the gen- 
tleman’s constituents know where to get doctors and where to 
get lawyers, and I think they get them when they need them. 
And I desire to say now that people are expecting too much 
from the idea hinted at by the gentleman as to scientific knowl- 
edge as to accuracy and safety on all questions. I believe there 
are millions of old women, white and black, all over my coun- 
try, who know more about good victuals and good eating than 
my friend Doctor Wiley and all of his apothecary shop. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side. ] 

Now, the feature about which I was talking when my good 
friend from Tennessee interrupted was the pestiferous feature 
of the bill. It is provided here that after this board con- 
stituted to create standards, a thing that can not be constituted 
by legislation, a thing that only the experience and wisdom 
of mankind through ages and ages of observation can estab- 
lish—after they have established artificial or bureau standards 
and sent out spies, those spies may go and say to a man, “1 
want to buy something that you have got that I believe is 
wrong. I want to buy it for the purpose of proving that you 
are acting in a rascally way in your business. And if you 
give it me and I find it is so, I will put you in jail, and if you 
will not give it to me, I will have you put in jail anyhow.” 
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It places the grocer in the fix described by my old friend Joe 
Cobb: 

i can and I can’t, I will and I won't, I’ll be damned if I do, and 
I'll be damned if I don’t. 

That is the proposition to add to the pestiferousness of the 
administration of law and multiply the troubles of the people 
without a corresponding benefit. 

Now, I respectfully submit that there is likely to be crime | 
enough in the world, according to the description of my dis- | 
tinguished friend from Ilinois [Mr. MANN] yesterday, without 
Government preparing and attuning its machinery to pro- 
duce the perpetration of more crime. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Does not my friend believe that 
the Federal Government should aid the States, in policing the 
uble in the States, by excluding deleterious foods from go- 

into the States? 
r. ADAMSON. I do not; and the Supreme Court says that 
they absolutely have no authority to do it. 


\r 
I 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Did my friend vote for the 
Lacey bird law? 

Mr. ADAMSON. No, sir; I fought my friend from Iowa on 
that. 





Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. You are opposed to the Federal | 
overnment. helping the States to do anything? 
Mr. ADAMSON. I oppose everybody whom I conceive to be | 
ttempting to violate the Constitution of the United States in | 
; House. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. If my friend had been in Con- 
ess he would have voted for the Sherman antitrust law. 

Mr. ADAMSON. I do not know about that. I-suppose so. 
[ have been trying to think odgeat the matter under considera- 
tion for the last few minutes. [Laughter.] 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. You would have been for that, 
nd I know it. That aids the States in policing the troubles 


the States. 

Mr. ADAMSON. I am in favor of enforcing every law that | 
is valid; and if it is not valid, I am in favor of enforcing it 
until the Supreme Court breaks it and gets it out of the way. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. The gentieman from Tennessee [ Mr. 

‘AINES| talks about the Federal Government aiding the States. 
Now, the gentleman from Georgia has given a great deal of 
thought to this bill, and I will ask him if it is not the legal effect 
this act to repeal the pure-food laws in States like Massachu- 
tts and other States that have very good food laws, instead 
aiding them? Is it not taking the jurisdiction from them 
instead? 

Mr. ADAMSON. I will say to my friend that it is absolutely 
impossible to add to or take from the police powers of the State 
of Massachusetts or any other State by any act of Congress. 
We might make trouble and confusion; we might enact uncon- 
stitutional laws; and the Administration in attempting to en- 
force those unconstitutional laws might make trouble, might 
cause confusion, might cause endless litigation; but it is utterly 
impossible to add one iota to the strength of the Constitution or 
take one iota from it. It is construed in a number of cases by 
the Supreme Court, cited by the minority in their report, that 
the Federal Government has nothing to do with the police regu- 
lations of the State. It has been expressly declared that in 
case of misbranding, adulteration, and fraud being charged, the 
original packages could have nothing to do with it even when 
coming from other States. In the regular course of trade they 
say that the original packages are inviolate if no fraud or cheat 
be alleged. 


Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. I would like to ask the 
gentleman a question, Mr. Chairman. As the result of his | 


study, I should like to have his opinion as to whether there is 
any food regulation that could not be as well provided by the 
legislature of Massachusetts as by the Congress of the United 
States? 

Mr. ADAMSON. The Supreme Court in trying a case from 
your State has expressly said that it can not only do it as well, 
but better than any other authority, and it is the only authority 
that can do it. I say they said that. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. I wish to reenforce it by 
stating that the various officials charged with enforcing the 
various food laws of the State give it as their opinion that their 
laws will operate better for the protection of the people in the 
matter of foods than laws of the United States. 

Mr. ADAMSON. In the case from your State oleomargarine 
had been shipped from Illinois. Your State provided against 
selling it under false name and color. And this simply puts 
oleomargarine on all fours with the cases made in this Dill. | 


The laws of Massachusetts, the Supreme Court stated, were | 
adequate to deal with that case, and they went further, and said | 
nobody else could do it, and they said the original package has 
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nothing to do with it. They said requiring it to be respected 
in original packages was a regulation of interstate traflic, where 
no question of fraud or deceit as to its character had been 
raised, but in this case the question was squarely raised, and 
the Supreme Court declared emphatically that in a case where 
the question is raised, as had been raised there, that the original 
package was no exemption, constituted no exemption from the 
police power of the State, and then they went on and indulged 
in other language, and said the people who imagined that the 
commerce clause of the Constitution was intended to promote 
fraud and abrogated the police powers of the State were badly 
mistaken. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. So that as a result of that 
it appears that the State law was operating better for the pro- 
tection of these consumers than the national law. 

Mr. ADAMSON. I have no doubt of it. 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. Will the gentleman 
ask him a question? 

Mr. ADAMSON. Certainly. 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. Do you take the positi 
the Federal Government has no power to limit the imp 
of poisonous substances into a State designed to be 
as food? 

Mr. ADAMSON. I take the position that the Supreme Court 
has declared in numerous that the police power of a 
community was to be exercised by a State, not by the Federal 


allow me to 


that 


ition 


mn 
rt 


consumed 


cases 


Government; and then they proceeded to an argument, and 
they said that although some of these provisions did appear to 
interfere with interstate commerce to a large extent, that yet 


it could not be helped; that the complete police power of the 
reserved in the States by the Constitution. 


Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. But the gentleman does not 
answer my question, which is this: Has not Congress absolute 
and full jurisdiction to prohibit the transportation of | 
| ous commodities for food from one State to the other 


{ 

l 
Mr. ADAMSON. Well, I have told you my viev 
Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. Can the I 


Mr. ADAMSON. Yes; it can. 
Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. Suppose I order a barrel of 
sugarhouse molasses at New Orleans and the merchant deliv- 


ers to the common 
Mr. ADAMSON. 


earrier, instead— 
He sells you one thing and delivers another. 


Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. Yes. The offense is consum- 
mated by delivering the wrong thing to the common carrier. 
Now, where there any remedy for a citizen of Kentucky or 


Georgia in a case of that kind? 
Mr. ADAMSON. The gentleman has stated where the venue 


is, and the remedy would be where the offense was committed. 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. And it has been decided that 
the delivery to the carrier is delivery to the consignee. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Wherever the sale is consummated is the 
venue, and the venue is the place to prosecute. 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. How ean any Kentucky or 
Georgia citizen be protected in that kind of a case? 

Mr. ADAMSON. I believe he would have to go to the State 
where the offense was committeed or trade in some otl 


market. 

Mr. COCKRAN. If the gentleman will permit me, I am in- 
tent on obtaining information here; I understand the 
man’s position to be that there is abundant power in the State 


gentle 


to protect the commerce of the country from poisonous, dan 
gerous, or fraudulent goods passing from one State to another? 

Mr. ADAMSON. It has been so decided time and again 

Mr. COCKRAN. And that is the only authority, as I under- 
stand the gentleman? 

Mr. ADAMSON. That is as much as I want. 

Mr. COCKRAN. I did not ask the gentleman how much he 
wanted, because I know the gentleman’s desires are modest; but 
what I wanted to ask him was his conception of the powers of 
the State and of the Federal Government. Do I understand 


the gentleman to assume that the only power is the power of the 
State? 

Mr. ADAMSON. 
served to the States. 

Mr. COCKRAN. I beg the gentleman get away fron 
phrase * nolice power,” which it seems is an elastic one, n 
which a great many of us manage to find that our footsteps be 
come lost. 

Mr. ADAMSON. My apology to the gentleman is that I have 
acquired that language from the Supreme Court of the United 
States, in deciding cases exactly like this. 

Mr. COCKRAN. I understand that perfectly, and it is to 
get away from that limitation on the gentleman’s intellect, and 
upon the procedure of Congress, that I ask his judgment on a 
specific state of facts, regardless of the formula, 


I understand that the police powers are re- 


To 
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Mr. ADAMSON. What is that? 

Mr. COCKRAN. Is there any power outside of the State to 
protect other States from the sending of impure, dangerous, or 
fraudulent goods into them from one State? 





Mr. ADAMSON. I will state to the gentleman, if he insists 
on my getting away from the Supreme Court 

Mr. COCKRAN. From the formula only. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Well, then, I will go by analogy, and say 
that if I had read the Constitution of the United States, with- 


out having heard of the Supreme Court or what it has decided, 








| 
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and exclusive power to punish where the goods are mann. 
tured or whence they are shipped, and if the State where 
land has exclusive power to punish after they arrive, | ~ 
not see any necessity of further legislation. What you pong 
is somebody to go and prosecute. . , 

Mr. COCKRAN. ‘The question still remains unanswe; 
There is the abuse, as the gentleman admits. What power 
there to deal with it? 

Mr. ADAMSON. You have laws against robbery and ady). 
tery and murder, and yet for ages the annals have been fy]! os 
the violations of those statutes. 

Mr. COCKRAN. There has never been any doubt about 
power of prohibition in any State, but here is an abuse w 
has grown up in the very teeth of the State, and I ask the 
tleman now if he says there is no other power than that y 
is shown by his own statement to be inadequate? 

Mr. ADAMSON. I must respectfully dissent from that 


+ 
A 


ment. I have not confessed that it is inadequate. It i 
quate. The Constitution says it is adequate, the Supreme 


says it is adequate, and time and again its power and effi 
has been shown by the people of the States, notably in Ge 
and Massachusetts. 

Mr. COCKRAN. One moment, if the gentleman will } 
me. The gentleman is stating his position, perhaps, corr 
If all the States were as efficient as Massachusetts, and 
laws as well administered, there would be no danger to | 
health. That is a statement nobody can question. But 
pose States are negligent and remiss and deliberately p t 
such manufactures and such circulation of these artic! | 
ask the gentleman does he think and contend that ther 
power in the Federal Government to protect the citizens of 0) 
State from assaults upon their health permitted by lax 
lation of another State? That is the question. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Without admitting the correctness of 
gentleman’s statement 

Mr. COCKRAN. Assuming it. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Without admitting the condition in any 
particular State, I wish to say that Congress has no right 1 
power to interfere in these cases. But to the gentleman’s 
osition that some States do not do their duty in the m 
I call the gentleman’s attention to this observation—that 
plaints have not come from these States admitting their ina! 
to cope with the situation, but from business men and dealh 
who sing the song that the gentleman from Illinois sang 
terday, that they desire uniformity, an impossible condit 


| convenient in commerce, and contrary to law and nature; 


[ would still be of the opinion that the States have the exclusive 
power to punish these things, and they ought to do it or give 
up their charters. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Now, does the gentleman deny the exist- 
en of the abuses which the gentleman from Lllinois [Mr. 
MA described so vividly here yesterday? 

Mr. ADAMSON. Well, I think there is something in it; yes. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Now, is the gentleman’s position this, that 
here g abuses, to some extent at least, of the character 
( | the gentleman from Illinois, and the States having 
( fused or failed to prevent the continuance of the 

ises, does the gentleman say there is no remedy in the hands 

he American people? 

Mr. ADAMSON. I do not admit the premises of the gentle- 

Mr. COCKRAN. I thought the gentleman did a moment ago. 

Mr. ADAMSON. No 

Mr. COCKRAN. Let me go back, then. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Here this premise you make, as one of 
your premises, that the States do not meet this difficulty. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Well, these evils exist. 

Mr. ADAMSON. I wish to say to the gentleman that there 
is no law on any statute book that is not violated to a greater 
xtent than that accumulation of ten or twelve years there | 

1 indicate in these cases. 

M HENRY of Texas. Will the gentleman from Georgia 
yield for a suggestion there? If the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. ¢ RAN ll read the Coffee case, in 192 United States, 
di r with impure coffees, he will find that the Supreme Court 
de hat the State of New York had plenary, absolute, and 
exch iuthority to deal with this particular question. 

Mr. ADAMSON. has been decided three times. 

Mr. COCKRAN. The question I am trying to get light upon 
is a ] uestion of fact, and the gentleman’s position as to 
he respective } rs of the State and of the Federal Govern- | 
ment. I decline to engage in a competition of attorneyship 

Mr. ADAMSON. I understood the gentleman to say that the 
Sta were not doing their duty. 

Mr. COCKRAN. I am asking you. 

Mr. ADAMSON. That was one of your premises. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Ob, no; I have no premises. I am putting 
hypothetical questions upon the statement of the gentleman | 
from Illi [Mr. Mann] and of the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. ADAM I understand this to be his position, and if | 

e can discuss it, that there is no power anywhere outside 
( Stat revent the circulation of fraudulent or poison- | 
umodities throughout the Union; and I understand that | 
he « es the statement of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. | 
\IAN hat these abuses do exist, to be correct, to some extent. 
N juestion is, Does the gentleman contend that there | 
ver anywhere to remedy this abuse, except a power 

that, as matter of fact, does not remedy it nor prevent it? 

Mr. ADAMSON. I think I have answered that several times, 
but I will attempt to do it again to the gentleman’s satisfaction, | 

y own at least. I know of no power, except the State | 

ce shipped, to prevent anybody from shipping any kind of 

ge into a State. When that package reaches the State 

( s, if it is permitted by the State in which it originates to 
] it enters the confines of another State, if it is a 

ched article of commerce, in an original pack- 

‘ i: but when any man impeaches it, and discloses 

s adulterated or misbranded or accompanied with any 
d r practice, then the State authorities have 
ve power to deal with anybody who sells it 

or « é 
Mr. CO l gentleman and I do not differ on the 
l There is no question whatever that the 
gent] an’s it is correct. I still come back to the one 
tion Ih dlight upon. Does the gentleman take the 
tion that there is no power to remedy these abuses except 
power which has not remedied them and in spite of which 

buses have gone on? 

ADAMSON. If I am unable to satisfy the intellect of 
t} inguished gentleman, I am sorry. If the State has ample 


want to break down the requirements of the various sections 
of the country so they will have less trouble in scatterin 
business throughout the land and less danger of detection and 
punishment. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Assuming the gentleman’s 
facts to be correct, which I am far from doing 

Mr. ADAMSON. That is my opinion. 

Mr. COCKRAN. I put the question, Assuming that a Stat: 
has, as in the case of the State of Illinois and the slaug! 
houses, deliberately permitted the circulation in other S 
of food products dangerous to public health, is there no | 
in the Federal Government to save the people of the 
States from such an invasion? 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. If the gentleman f 
Georgia will allow me, there is a power which resides in 
legisiature of each State in the Union to protect its inhabit 
The mere fact that it has not been exercised efficiently do: 
argue that it will not be. If the State of Massachusetts 1 
its reserved powers has passed pure-food laws and has enfo! 
them, will the gentleman tell me that the State of Mass: 
setts should be compelled to accept the standard Cong 
raises simply because South Dakota or some other State 
not passed and enforced pure-food laws? I remember not 
ago that the gentleman from New York stood on this floor : 
asked that the taxing power of the Federal Governmen 
exercised in order to prevent abuses in insurance, upon 
theory that the sovereign State of New York did not have su 
cient power or virtue to deal with those abuses. And since 
gentleman made his speech the great State of New York 
acted, and its legislature has vindicated the wisdom and 
virtue of its people by regulating those abuses to the satis 
tion of everybody, thus demonstrating that there was no n 
of Federal regulation. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Mr. Chairman, I hope the gentleman f! 
Georgia [Mr. ADAMSON] will indulge me for a moment to sa) 
word in reply to that. My position on the question of insu 
ance is exactly the same as my position on this proposal. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Yes; exactly. 

Mr. COCKRAN. I believe in the absolute power cf the State 
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to deal with everything that concerns the people of that State 
ively. 


( ned. But when any action of that State, whether it be 
nv ve or directory, empowers a citizen of it to affect the 
of people in another State by circulating in the chan- 
eir commerce anything dangerous to their health and 
{ r welfare, there is no excuse for the existence of a Fed- 
»vernment if under such a condition it can not step in and 

1] the powers of sovereignty you may use as you please 

ur own borders, but all the powers of the Federal Gov- 

will be employed to see that you use thel 

the rights of others, 


th 


1 
when anything made under sanc- 


our laws passes beyond your borders and affects their 
yes.” [Applause.] Now, Mr. Chairman, one moment 
erence to what has been said about the great State of 
ork. I did say that the taxing power of this Govern- 





ght to be exercised so as to limit the operations of in- 
companies to the State chartering it, as savings banks 

d now, and that nothing else would remedy the evils 
‘complaint was had. When the gentleman says the 

of New York has dealt with the insurance frauds, 

ll him how it has dealt with them. It has confirmed 

1 of the thi the treasure that they have bee 

r zy The it agents of plunder, who were dis 
use they » inefficient as to permit discovery, 

l by more tools of the same gang that planned 


{[ Applause. ] 


‘hairman, I always liketo hear my di 








1 friend ] Yor! 
LLIVAN of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, will the 
n from Geol 1e just one mi e7 
\DAMSON. rman, I was about to say that I 
hear my ek friend from 


New York [Mr. Cock- 


it I did not know the discussion of insurance was 
this bill. 
COCKRAN. But I did not bring 


:AINES of Tennessee. 


ver 


™ 


AX in. 


Why, insurance is not even com 





ADAMSON. I desire to be courteous all gentlemen, 


to 


have already spoken twice as long as I intended to speak, 
I want to yield to others. I shall continue to yield to 
nas long as they wish to ask questions, but I will ask 
t confine themselves to questions. 
SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I just 
to say briefly in reply to the gentleman from New York 
KRAN] that there is not now in the National Govern- 
in any State, any power which will prevent men from 
r corrupt officers, but the abuse has been dealt with 
; the law is concerned, for the legislature has dealt with 
abuses by revising the law. Unquestionably corrupt 
may be appointed. That can never be dealt with by 
COCKRAN. Not one has been disturbed. In two of 
1 mpanies at least they are in power now, more firmly 
hed than ever. 
HENRY of Texas. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from 
York [Mr. Cockran] seems to be disturbed about the term 


l .”” 2°38 m his own State of New York, 
the pure-food law of that State was involved, decided by 
preme Court in 1908 

fr. ADAMSON. That is the 
HENRY of Texas. Ye 

the Supreme Court 


powe ease fr 


coffee case? 
the ¢ 
answered 
House to believe 


iffee case, 


By unanimous 
the ntleman’s question. 
that there an original 
ion of the Federal Government. The Supreme 

over and often and reaffirmed that there 
wer in the Federal Government; that it resides in 


ve this is 


has said is no 


the 


COCKRAN. There is no doubt about that. Nobody 
that. 

HENRY of Texas. And I want to read a sentence or 
which answers the gentleman’s question. The lawyers 
taking the position that he is taking, and the court said: 





inwilling to accept this view. We are of the opinion that 
the power of a State to exclude from its mar iny com 
etured in another State which has been artificially vlored 
j » as to cau it to look like an article of food in gen 
i the sale of which may by reason of such coloration or 
tion cheat tl eneral public into purchasing that which they 
t intend to buy. The Constitution of the United States does 
: ure to anyone the privilege of defrauding the public. 


ha 


ipreme Court in that case sustained the pure-food law 
ate of New York. 

COCKRAN,. There is no question about that. 

GAINES of Tennessee. 


Si 
+1 » St 


Mr. 


BE Mr 
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| gentleman whether Congress has 
Its police power is unlimited; its right to regulate | 
+] vements of every citizen inside its borders can not be | 


Mr. Chairman, I want to ask the 
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not th power to ¢ lud that 
foul article from going to another Sta 
Mr. HENRY of Texas. The other State can ex le 
Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Chairman, I thir I nswer that 
as I answered the gentle n from New \ 
to prevent its being manufacttvred and | ced and shipped, and 
the other State ought to prevent s be ( Se 
shipped into it. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennesss Cc ( s | do 
that? 
Mr. ADAMSON. e Supt ( : ( 
Mr. GAINES of Tenness¢ Can t ¢ . 
Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Chairman, I mu g thr - 
am using the time of other gent 
The CHAIRMAN. The ge! f ( l 
yield. 
Mr. ADAMSON. I do not want to be ! I 
not vield, but I want to ask ge n t 
yield to some other cent! E rhe 
sippi [Mr. WriLiaMs] yes 
iM MANN! about the twelfth sé I w 
the latter rt of that tior ( ! 
drugs full lving with all ; 
ri be interf ith } t} 1 ¢ 
Ww trans] af 1 ¢ ~ ( I ] ‘ 
m: in original unl n p t ! 
lutely unconstitu | cecording t he § ( 
United States in three me 
ustained a demu to ind 
arises under this bill a de T° ] 
habeas corpus would lie, | é 
from the constitutional right 
Now, here is a section in this 
my friend the gentleman 
question has been ted f 
side would do with the elephants tf! ( “ed . 
wal } lot of islands that 7 ' : 1 
hundred vears and ne ’ for 
fifteenth section settles tl A It is tl first 
lative, administrative declaration on tl ‘ 
term ‘territory’ as 1 in t } | 
what does it mean as used in this bill? O 
of the United States, treated as S 
only difference is one has not bee 1 
the other has, but in all o s 
of the recorded domain and off 1 <« rat s % I 
States. “That the term ‘ territo: as used in th 
clude the insular possessio of the 1 I 
settles the question. But if they are rig 
of being a pure-food law they will find it to 1 
in the shape of a very impure piece of legislat 
consistent, will require them to ask for ) 
Territories in the Philippine Islands and the er 
just as in the Territories mentioned in the 1 1 § 
Now, I want to allude to the credit s 
That is another beauty. The original bil 
twelve months. And they say it shall 
at once, and yet no penalty shall be visited t 
It is in force, but how? Who is enfo1 I 
nothing. You can not punish anybody I 
leave the beaten track and get lost 1 f 
wander the more you » lost, and s M4 , 
of the section they at pted to edy g 
mittee amendment, bless your soul 
it? They provide by an amendment \ 
offer that as to adulteration there ill 
fellow who is adulterating tl shy 
extend the bonded period to the peop 
what my friend so eloquently was cor 
off and swindle their neighbors. For eights 
bill passes the constituents « N ¥ 
and send to Georgia and Mississip] sbr 
without punishment. It is more rid 
the section is without proper re yn, in my 
Well here are one or two otl t I t ) 
tention to, but time will not permit. I v t 
celebrated drug section, but I talked about that |! 
require everything compounded of alcohol or 
opium, morphine, and others—to be plainly lal I 


got up a fight between the doct 
sawed, whipsawed, nd down, right 
out, week in and week out, a1 
it until they finally got it so 
of opium or a quarter of a gr 
in a solid ounce and sell it, or | 


up 
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any ingredients, even resin, which requires 100 per cent of 
alcohol, enough to make drunkards by the wholesale. The 
committee have gotten ashamed of that, and they have stricken 
out all except alcohol and now propose to let them brand every- 
thing except alcohol. You can put a piece of rosin in the bottle, 
say that it requires 100 per cent ef alcohol, and dissolve it, and 
you can make all the alcohol drunkards you want all over the 
country, although you can not so freely make morphine and 
opium drunkards. They propose for Congress to go down into 
the middle of the State and talk about whether you should sell 
a man a quarter of a yard, or an infinitesimal quantity less, and 
say that it is necessary to invoke the great power of the great 
Republic of the United States to teach the people in the com- 
munity all these little matters of private and everyday dealings 
and concern among themselves. It is ridiculous. 

The argument of reductio ad absurdum ought to knock it out 
of the consideration of this House. Now, the committee amend- 
ment so amends that, and provides and provides and provides, 
until they have provided it into a new provision, that this new 
ivibunal, erected over here by the mandate of this House, in this 
act, if it at all, may fix up according to the custom 


is ever done 
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of the trade a certain package that all these fellows may use | 


and get around the weights and measures entirely. 
ould not that be certainty with a whiz? 

The only other section that I propose to notice is what they 
eall the “ whisky section.””. Whisky is bad enough at its best. It 
is an old saying that “ Though you get the best of booze, booze 
will get the best of you.” Folks use it for various purposes and 
vari . and in this free country no law will ever suc- 
cessfully prevent it. 


good as it can be made. 


Bless your 


1 
soul, W 


us reasouns 


If it is going to be used it ought to be as | 


i remember the time when it was denied that Congress ought | 


to fool with it. 
Dem legislature in the United States memorialized 
Congress at every session to repeal it on account of its char- 


every crate 


When they set up the internal-revenue system, | 


But now it is found that under the revenue system they | 


lo not ] | 


d it look after all the imperfections and impurities that 
rectifiers may produce; and this bill attempted to correct recti- 
fiers. Let me show you how they manage to let them knock it 
out in that They came in and put the language in 
which says that they shall not blend, except by blending articles 
f a similar character and purity, which meant two whiskies 
f different but they got these words slipped in, “ not ex- 
cluding harmless coloring matter or flavoring extracts,” which 
experts tell me may be available to help dishonest rectifiers, if 
there are 
liquors, with nothing in them beneficial, even if not deleterious. 


section. 


cre 
ase, 


any such, to manufacture any amount of deceptive | 


If they put nothing but water into it, it may be that more water | 


and less whisky will be better for the consumer; but when they 
ropose to sell whisky of a certain character, they ought not to 
e permitted, 


o make quarts and gallons of liquor out of only a few ounces 
f genuine spirits. Even the bill that makes so much pretense 
about pure food and honesty is sadly lacking in all the essential 
particulars, and the most impure thing about it, the vilest thing 
about it, the wickedest and most criminal thing about it, is that 

seeks to encroach upon the liberties of the people in violation 
of the Constitution, which guarantees the just, fair, and equal 
protection of all the States and citizens of this great Republic 
by allowing them, under the reserved rights, to govern them- 


selves. 


How much time have I occupied? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has used fifty-four min- 
utes. 

Mr. ADAMSON. I yield to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 


RICHARDSON ]}. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I think 


gratulate the friends of pure food in this body, as well as 
ughout the country, for the decided and manifest progress 
it Cc 
tion of food and drink. 
fer to the acts called the “ filled-cheese ” act, to the “‘ mixed- 
flour” act, to the “* bottled-in-bond” act, to the “ mixed-fiour ” law. 
» the provisions of the agricultural bill excluding 
prohibiting misbranded products from foreign countries en- 
tering our ports, and to the oleomargarine law, where Congress 
resorted to its extraordinary power of taxation without the ex- 
pectation of revenue in order to break down “ imitation butter.” 
All of these acts are certainly in line with a pure-food bill. Weare 
now 
ment of a national pure-food law. I am led to believe, Mr. 
Chairman, that the majority of the Members of this House are 
in fayor of pure-food legislation. 





I also refer t 


ne 





ongress has made in the last eight years in the identifica- | 


under the guise of a pure-food law, by these words | 
ng put in it, to use flavoring extracts and coloring matter and | 


it | 
zht and proper for me at the beginning of my remarks to | 


approaching the consummation of our labors—the enact- | 





JUNE 


favorable action taken by the Fifty-seventh Congress ag ye) ag 
the Fifty-eighth Congress on that subject. And now, the Sen. 
ate having for the first time passed such a bill, we should act 
promptly. 5 

I do not mean to be understood, Mr. Chairman, by that ro. 
mark, as saying that all of the friends of pure food are agreed 
upon the scope or the character of this measure. I know that 
there are gentlemen on this floor who are really and truly the 
friends of pure food who would like to have this bill ane ded 
in some respects. Indeed, it is the part of frankness oy 


29 


— 








part to say that while I have stood unfalteringly in the 1 pad 
seventh and Fifty-eighth Congresses and now for the «& trine 
of pure-food legislation, yet there is a feature in this )jj| to 
which I do not agree and to which I will hereafter eal] . ten. 
tion, that I have reserved the right to criticise and commen; on 
It is unworthy and unwarranted to say that anyone on tly floor 
of this House, for or against this bill, is actuated by any ther 
than worthy and patriotic motives. 

-ure-food legislation, Mr. Chairman, is a very difficult syp. 
ject to handle, as we have found out in our strenuous labors 
in the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce foy the 
past six months. It embraces and relates to such a great ya- 
riety of the foods and drinks of the people that it is very dificruit 
to establish any rule upon that subject that does not apparently 
seriously interfere with special interests. Why, you take, Mr. 
Chairman, for instance, the canning interests, which I jnej- 
dentally refer to—a very great and very important interest 


throughout this country, and an industry that we desire to yp- 
hold—and they contend, and contend with a great deal of ear. 
nestness and sincerity, that we ought not to compel them to 
put upon their cans the weight that is in there or other identi- 
fication. Why? They say, among many other things, because 
the product evaporates and is variable. They say you lay 
yourself under the charge of the officer and liable to a pros. 
ecution in a Federal court because the contents have dimin- 
ished by one process or another. Why, the answer to that, 
Mr. Chairman, is that there are different grades of the product 
that are put up in these cans; one, the first gathering of the 
snaps and other vegetables, is the better grade; the second is 
somewhat inferior; and the third is the lowest grade of any of 
them; but the manufacturer sells the first and last grade to 
the purchaser at the same price. Now, why is it that we can 
not under these circumstances hold them not to sell the inferior 
products at the same price of the first grade? To do otherwise 
is to encourage a fraud. Why can not they separate these 
different grades and sell the first as being the first, the second 
as the next best, and the third as the most inferior? What 
objection has a man to such a proposition as that? I would say 
that in considering the object and purpose of this bill, we mus 
not forget that simply wholesomeness is not all we are lookin 
after. While this is important, it is not all. 

While that is one of the objects and ends of the bill, yet there 
is another and a more important one, in my judgment, than that. 
It is that when a man offers to sell a commodity that he ought 
to be required to state what is in it. Does such a requirement 
hurt an honest manufacturer or dealer—have him tell what he 
offers for sale? If he is going to sell me a keg of New Orleans 
molasses, and three-fourths of it is glucose, he ought to be 
quired to state it on the label on the barrel or on the jug. Why 
should we encourage him to perpetrate a falsehood? Why 
should the purchaser be deceived and imposed on? Is that 
right? Is it honest to act under a false representation and de- 
ceive the purchaser? I tell you, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, 
it is only the man, in my judgment, after an experience of years 
on this committee, who looks to his own personal gain and ad- 
vantage over the seller who is unwilling to label his goods and 
say just exactly what they are. That is the honest man. 


+ 
L 
, 
5 


ys 
Pe. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Will my colleague permit me to ask him 
this question? Does this bill provide that all goods shipped as 
interstate food shall be labeled so as to state what are the con- 
tents of the packages? 

Mr. RICTIARDSON of Alabama. It must state the contents 


Mr. Chairman, I briefly refer to the minority report; and | 
take occasion to say here, after having heard this discussion of 
States rights, that, according to my teaching, the man whi has 
studied the true principles and theories of our republican form 
of government can never deny honor and respect for the rights 
of the States. I say that is my general view. For myself I 
am a strict adherent of States rights as defined by the Constitu- 
tion or reseryed by the States. No pure-food bill that this 


House has ever passed, coming as it did from the Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce Committee, has ever failed to provide ex- 


| plicitly and as plainly as the English language is susceptille of 
being written that it does not intend to nor does not inter! 
I judge that simply from the | with the rights of the States. 


re 


Under our Constitution this can 








1906. 


tt be done. I have almost, Mr. 
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Chairman, despaired, after so | disagree with me, yet I am a sincere be 


ny efforts we have made in the Interstate Commerce Com-| tion properly construed can 


ittee, to convince my friend from Georgia [Mr. ADAMSON] 


hat while the State has its rights 
e Federal Government has als« 
looks like he will persistently 
vever honest and sincere he is 


Mr. GARRETT. Do you mean that the present bill does not in- | 











» its rights and prerogatives. 
insist on his untenable views, 
in the same. 


amazed that my good and 
[Mr. ADAMSON] should have 
contained in this minority re 

One l 


the purposs of 
| 


t 
lealers in food to « 








com 


lis 
a 


ist 
evel 


' 


pe rt. 


e 


when the States are unable to prote 
that no one wishes to disturb | Now, Mr. Chairman, look at 


t 
A 
terfere with the States? food and 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I do. tae canal Gedisbaain teat knee bom 
Mr. GARRETT. I am very much interested in that question, | pill into law. 
I would like to call your attention to section 12, I think it is. | Mr. Chairman and gentlemen 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Section 12 is the one. mv distin nlningit oviend there we 
Mr. GARRETT. Now, there can not be a pure-food law with- spirit that has oven entered into 
t power to have standards. Our observation in life has led us | He is mistaken. We have sought 
erve that it will be very hard to determine as to what shall | an interstate bill. 
the standard. Now, suppose under this bill the department | Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Chairman. 
h you provide shall establish one standard, and suppose | of the eentleman to the latter p 
State or my State passes a pure-food law and establishes la : I read while on th 
fr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. It does not interfere with | ,, i ytorr, Sow with ~ the Stat 
veral rights of the State at all. absolutely void. but yet it is 
Mr. GARRETT. Now, this bill reported by your committee | aff: _ : : 
; that no package which meets the requirements of that act, Mr. RICHARDSON of A 
t ‘efore the requirements of the standard of purity that is vision has } ” - fully « ned 
established by that act, shall be interfered with by the to inspect before a 1 uct leat 
so long as it is in the original package. Now, a can of watt ta, tha <4 het Fy 
, or a can of beans, or a jug of molasses, or anything of th ill n ‘ ay ny intel . 
ind, is in the original package after it gets into the hands | of tye st = 
1 retail man, and until it gets into the kitchen of the con- Mr. GARRETT. Would 1 f 
er, is it not? : ; tion of this language? Le 
fr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Yes; that is correct. tomatoes are canned in the State 
ir. GARRETT. Now, is there not room for a conflict be- | Mr. RICHARDSON of A 
the powers of the State and the powers of the Federal | wan. ‘The qual n 
ernment? thy es ol e | i 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Oh, you can not make any erkeoe of ; ought 
which does not give reom for conflict. That can not be | tion and violate the | 3 of t 
shed. This section 12 says plainly that “this act shal! —- or % 
e construed to interfere with commerce wholly internal in ne Stat ther in : 
State.” How do you answer that? ein t. Otnes : 
GARRETT. I will not take the gentleman’s time in yy hat « 
SICHARDSON of Alabama. Why, Mr. Chairman, it |} ; ‘ tho } 
; to hese gentleme ] re discussing the question of | ; oy ‘ 
rights lose sight of tl reat aim and object that this | cos and ¢ 
s of 1ducing the State to cooperate with the Fed il inte QS ¢ \ ( 
ent, or in ng the Federal Government to « ages ; 
ie State in order to destroy an evil that the States hav | } ( 
1 unable to conquer. That is the whole theory of the bill |; “ 
1 the whole case. Does the decision which has | 1 read as. ihe it t ‘ 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. H rj, ¢ su sing 1 do et the 
hibit of that doctrine? The Constitution « he con . 
i by the strictest advocate of States as t S the Vr PICHART ON of A 
to cooperate with the States in suppressing an evil that | noc the State 
State can not control tr 1 | ( 
Why, Mr. Chairman, it is simply amusing to hear all the | give thy, 
‘ies that have been advanced here this morning about inter- | ¢ S t 
g with the culinary department, about interfering with the | , ede. 
and the good housewife in what she will put upon her Mir. ¢ 
1 Is that argument to be applied to this great bill—a Dill, | prayer Ay :n]. for ! 
Chairman, so momentous to all our people? e as 
hy, there was a gentleman before our committee, an i 1] e ( 
man, a large dealer in canned goods, and so forth, and I) why he ; i me that I 
ed him this question: believed t | g 
t a fact that standards « ited by diffs t g 1 rs in t 
( e of ds can not aaa’ y , 
Wit [AM Not a out t of en rrassment of this kind eq 
What was the embarrassment? He was sending his goods = fe ’ ; 
0 three great States of the North, and he was required to wieene t 
certain labels on them that were adapted’to the laws of Mr & LEY Will the 
State. Each food commissioner gave the same Iabel a 7 eX ng that g 
rent construction, and he had to label them according to Mr RU HARDSON 
laws of each State, and it resulted in all kinds of trouble | ewar ¢] - au I g 
i embarrassment to his business. This law intends to invit shat the gent n f I< 
the States, when Doctor Wiley and his associates, composed | jt. 
our ablest men, agree upon a standard, to induce them, not Ir. SHERLEY I am de 
‘orce or compel them, but for their own public good and their S t I S 
terest and the interest of the trade, to invite them to adopt ut f the | t the H 
the same standard. Does anyone pretend to say that in doing | w; to 7 l, l 
that we are ignoring or disregarcing the laws of the States Mr. RICHARDSON of Al 
or the police regulations of the States? Why, it is the most } tleman without hesita 
sacred province of this Government to come to the aid of the Mr. SHERLEY. Is it nota f 
States when they are unable to enforce effectively laws that | bond law guar: es sil t! 
relate to health, such as laws relating to food and drin! I | of distillation, the age, the | 


am aware, Mr. Chairman, that s 


XL—561 


ome of my southern brothers | been paid; and that only— 
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CVU e 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I am going to answer that | 
( S] but I am not going to do it now. I am 
hen I get to it, and I will call the gentle- 
{ it e is in his seat. The chairman of cur 
\ ying, might have thought that I was a 
lapt ») peace and order in the walks of life, 
1 me to discuss “ whisky,” because he 
I know 1 s the spurious concoction, the adul- 
r thi intry that puts the very devil into men, 
I ; in murder and the breaking up of happy fam- | 
I that |! great respect and honor and rey- | 
the home life that is fostered around the family 
Yet, Mr. Chairman, you and I and all citizens 
1 discord and strife enter these happy abodes and the 
fam lisrupted by these drugged and adulterated 
S ‘whisky.’ Why, I hold here in my hand a 
1 oO! if the le oe papers of the city of 
ys that wood alcoho i deadly poison, had 
hisky and nk at a aie and as the result 
Oi } l killed. 
| Mr. 4 n, to show the haughty spirit that 
, Ir he tate 1 bearing and conduct that is 
] serts the right to oppose the demands of 
sting on the public adulterated and mis- 
! I know that I have endeavored since I have 
} { e1 House to conduct and demean myself in 
I t | beat, run over, or insult a witness in any 
! ] ld in my hand a letter which would have 
u Mr. ¢ irman, at any moment on the floor of this 
I question cf “personal privilege.” But I 
} to answer it as I am now doing. It is a state- 
f ¢ to what I said on the floor of the House on this 
Tth of May. It was written by one Warwick M. 
» styles himself “attorney for the National Whole- 
ea] A ciation of America.” 
t fr. Chairman, characterize this communication 
‘ es, for i did I would infringe upon the 
ise, which require me to be respectful when I 
t rson. I have the advantage of the writer. 
: loor of this Hou and he has no right to r 
[Th sufficient provocation to do this, yet it 
y to avail myéelf of such advantage. I state 
p he used, and that I will read to you, was 
ked, and unbecoming, and revealed the 
t ' was unac ted with the ordinary civil- 
of lif Che iviction that it carried to 
hat his reckless and intemperate denunciati 
t which I made previously on the floor of the 
l h he guotes in his letter, was “ absolutely 
lly false” was a convincing evidence of the weak 
f hi 1 he was arrogantly seeking to bolster it 
1 tone of an insufferable egotist and ord 
H luct denominates him as being an unfit 
( f any association. He can not 
n rudeness by the qualification he at- 
g z of the word “ pure.” Such sophis- 
1 g¢ but expose the essential poverty and in- 
f sition. Mr. Hough calls any concoction 
¥ masquerades under that.name, no matter 
1 what it contains 
t y member, Republican or Democrat, on the 
d Foreign ¢ merce Committee, if Mr. War 
: t allowed as much time to give his views as 
that apy 1 in‘that hearing. 
r statement, as it appears in the printed hearings, 
iz at page 96 and ending on page 118, on February 
j 0G. he s courteously treated and listened to} 
t every member of the committee. I will now 
f Mr. Huff’s letter to enable me to comment in- | 
t! me, and I ask, Mr. Chairman, unanimous 
ll letter and the answer to the same by Mr. 
1¥V r, of E. H. Taylor, jr., & Sens, of Frankfort, 
s a part of my remarks, in the Recorp. 
my opinion, will give valuable information 
u he 
Str. Louris, May 11, 1906 
tt 
1] tives, Weshington, D. C. 
Ss CONGRESSIONAL RecorpD of the 7th in- 
) f ving stat ent to the House: 
nd that we had uncontradicted and 
st y fore f} interstate and Foreign Commerce Com- 
1 this ene article, that there were 60,000,000 gallons of whisky 
S of Ken ‘cy annually, and that only 15,000,000 of | 
rest is gether aduiterated.” | 
was no categorical and specific denial and contradiction of | 
itement before the Interstate and Foreign Commerce Com- 








mittee, It was due to the fact that when I requested an opportunit, 






of replying to what had been said on the whisky question, the op) 
tunity was denied me. If, however, the opening statement which 
made on the whisky subject was understood, there was le th 
to refute the statement which you repeat. ; 


















































For your information, therefore, I will say that such a state 
is absolutely and unqualitic sdly false, _unless the word ‘ pure” is 
in a perverted sense an ‘ating something different fr 
the public generally understan¢ is the sealing of such word to 
unless the “word ““whisky”’ is also used in a perverted sense, 9s 
plying to a product which was never entitled to be called — 
during a period of over six hundred years after th tim * 
or ated. As a matter of fact, the article which m ref 
whisky under the 15,000,000 classification is an artic whic 
fit to be given to a stevedore—it is neit! whisky, in the str 
ing of that term, nor is it pure—and if it ever becomes fit to 

| or ever becomes entitled to be called “ whisky,” it is due soi 
a subsequent process to which it may be subjected after dist 
which has the effect of purifying and refining the article, and 
thereto coloring and flavoring; but no matter what the p: 
wi hich it may be subiected after distillation, if it does not a 

tific atic om and purification, and if it does not result in the 

of both coloring and flavoi ;, it not only is not pure, but 
whisky in the correct meanir of the term. That wi you 
under the classification of 60,000,000 is real whi and whi 
degree of purity.varies in whisky, the statistics show that 
only more pure, if I may use such an expressi on, but more w 
tl the article which you refer to as pure whisky, which 





to an invalid.’ 
that he asserts that the opp: 
been said about 


tellicent physician would 
M.. will be seen 


g to what had 
re lian as I have 


ever prescribe 
rtunity of 
whisky was denied him. 
referred to, overthrows that 
false in all” is an underlying pri 
The statement he assails was fou 
page 182, of hearing zs before the Inters 





False in one thing, 
ethics and law. 
lowing byrne) 





—_ 
nd on 





RICHARDSON, 


all kinds. 

ated at about 60,000,000 gallons a yx 
mucl of that is real whis cy? 

se there is about 15,000,000 ‘gallons of it 





Ru H 4 RDSON. 


And the balance is spurious? 
Yes, sir. 
the same 
before the « tee, 
to, 15,000,000 gallens, 
stevedore,” because he says 
pure.” Let us test 
his definition of 
president of tl 
Ww 


l 
r. TAYLOR. 


’ 


satisfied “ know-all” air 
declares that the article 
was “not fit to be given to 
is “neither whisky” n 

the accuracy of his boasted knowl 
“whisky.” Dr. Joseph Y. 
ia of United States of A 
says that the article « 
‘neutral spirits” is not 

as whisky by Pharmac 
the whisky Mr. Hough defends is m: 
” and is not whisky, but is a mixture of str 


alcohol diluted to a proof suitable for 


“7 
self- 
omunit 
I referred 


it 


Reming 
1e Pharmac the 
letter I will read, 
whisky” and made out 
not so recognized 
Chere is no denial that 
“neutral spirits 
whisky with pure 


Up 
} : milo fseler 
hose pialbiy 
of 
is 


and the 





ing, with what the rectifier chooses to fictitiously age, {i 
color it and give it smoothness, and then label as he 1 


ses to 


and he always plea eall it “pure whisky.” I wrote 
Doctor Remington, and I read my letter and his reply: 
WASHINGTON, D. C., June 9, 
JOSEPH P. RE MINGTON, 
tevision Commitice, United States Pharmacopeaia, 
Philadelphia College of Phar Philadelphia, 





macy, 


Pa. 





Dear Srr: On pi 118 of the last revised edition of the Unit 
States I which I understand was revised ly yo 
mi en the official edition since September 1, 1905, I 
t ’ ky ” officially set forth. 
lvise me if I am eorrect in construing the 1 
‘ whisky ’’ to positively exclude the recozgnit 








b ia of “ neutral spirits ” as whi y? 
that I we orrect in under g tl 
definition does not recognize “ neutral spirits” as w but I 


appreciate your repiy. 


Yours, respectfully, WILLIAM RICHARDSON. 





PHARMACOPGIA OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 


Philadelphia, Pa., June 18, 1 


Hon. WILLIAM RICHARDSON, Washington, D. ¢ 











Deak Sir: In reply to your letter of June 9, I would state that 
are correct in construing the terms of the official definition of v 
to exclude the recognition by the Pharmacopeia of “ neutral spi 
as whisky. This is not the st that I have heard of this pro) 
tion, but neutral spirits is a roughly understood product, and it 
not be said to be whisky. There are sts in the U nite 1 States Ph 
macopeia description which would exclude neutral spirits. 

Very truly, yours 
: tei ; JOSEPH P. MINGT 


Doctor Wiley, the distinguished gentleman at a head of t] 
Chemical Bureau of the Government, in our hearings, on nee 


331, said: 
Mr. BarTLetr. That bottle there is Overhoit whisky. 
whisky? 
Doctor WILEY. That 


That is straigh 


is straight whisky,.and when you buy that zou 
know what you are getting. You are getting a certain quantity and 
certain strength, made at a certain date. That was made in 1896, ten 
years ago, and the date it was bottled is given there. 








x 











TOWNSEND. What, in short, is it that you think ought to go into 
wm that subiect? 
WI I think the bill as it passed the Senate is a very good 
ect. I have always told Mr. Hough that, as far as I am 
1. if > Ww put on their bottles the fact that it was 
or compounded article I would be satisfied. 
. > 7 , ‘ nO r . cs . ¢ ‘ 
it fair and logical re 1 exists for not fi g D 
rresi nas to wl § ild be put on the bottles? Is 
t Un 1 States expected to condone a 
fraud in the fal i ling | ing whisky‘ 
what the propos 1 is redu nest and 
. } 177 . 
g l t ill y » Se labeled 
nt s itist, the | 1 of the committee Ph 
he lar of pure foods, says the 
} y by Mr. He “ean t id to be wl 
furt I l now answer my disti hi 
1 fl Louisville, Ky Mr. SHERLEYX the 
ul j 1 I Vy ‘ } nce is t] er 
lar ’ hisk n the bottled-in 
\ Mr » the origin of this ques 
Y to +ha ) "% ) t] ( imittee on VW we 
t 1 with the bill H. R. 8582 on May 2, 1895—~ 
le en, i id to the Clerk’s desk and ask 
Report No. 1 
ad \ 
ym 1 
» T i a I ne 
i ‘rr the 
i word “of of 
t e « ma af 7 
+ * section. to wit: 
| I ing in this act shall be construed to exempt 
nder the provisions of this act from the operat ‘ 
728 { ic f the | y-first ¢ gress, ¢ d 
led has the pp ul ¢ he Sec tary of the Tr . 
( ioner of I il Rever B4 § o have caref v 
it * 
I f the I to allow the 1 ng of ts 
I ds 1 will gi nces to l 
of e rity « the I ised, I hit y 
ré s] this gs it ¢ is ol t ill 
f the Gove nt 1d e revyer are carefully 
> : ill will « ; i s » Ss ya 
n I ! , £ to 
Y Y ia ' T Ss 
d to | e 
ian ] e Au I 1 i ha , 
to l he 
t 1 to « “ Ca ] t ces of ss than 
(equal ft 120 Z e we per! 
¢ i « 1 1 r ) 
+ 7 * 
i t i t ( ti 1 and 
Y , ; + 7 
4 mh Uuut y ar LU Uius 
. tide Sim on t of 1 = sive r hor ’ 
ket for t g v s nov iven to Canadian 
ations lead the « to I 1 the ¢ > 
RICHARDSON of Al: m Now I sl the ge! 
O Kentucky [Mr IERLEY] what he has to say t 
HERLEY. Mr. ¢ ian, I desire to ask the gentle 





mn. 

RICHARDSON of Alabama 
f its officers from the time it 
ie time it stays i 
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under lock and key and the key i: 
ial, and then when it is 


ottle of 


it filled and s« 
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Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. 





Mr. Chairman, the blenders 












































who can not bottle in bond concoct spurious whisky that is 
_ le of neutral spirits. Why, the fact is, and I have given 
he proof here, they take a small quantity of real pure whisky, 
6, 7, or 8 years old, and mix with th: it, under section 3244 | 
of the eevkeed Statutes, whatever they please—all kinds of col- 
oring and fiavoring extracts, prune juice, and oils—and between 
suuset and sunrise they will bring out what they call “ pure 
Kentucky whisky, 8 years old.” I do not say that all rectifiers | 
do this, but it is done, and under section 3244 of the Revised 
Statutes spurious, imitation, or compound whiskies are allowed. 

M R } ‘AN. Will my colleague yield, just for a question on 
that pe 

Mi RIC HARDSON of Alabama. If you get my time ex- 
tended, I will. 

Mr. RYAN. I will try to do so. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. All right; go on. 

RYAN. I want to ask the gentleman if whisky, whether 
bo d in bond, straight whisky, or blended whi is not |} 
colored and flavored? Every article that is sold ou the market 
as whisky, I will ask the gentleman, Is it not colored and | 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Yes; but in a different | 
way from which the imitation, spurious, compounded whisky is | 
col Straight whisky is colored by age, by the charred 
barrels, and it has ethyl siete in: it and all of its secondary 
pr ts, and they re mellowed down by the lapse of age 
and when that is taken out of the warehouse at the end of four 
years that is what the parties who do not desire labels en- 
deavor to in i You know that no flavoring or coloring in- | ; 
gredients are added to the whisky taken from a bottle-in-bond | 
warehouse at the end of four years. The inspecior is there 
and sees that nothing is taken from or added thereto. 

Mr. RYAN. If the gentleman will permit. Would it be pos- 
sible, if they did not have the white-oak barrel and its being 
charred, for them to get the flavor that they now get in so- 
called “ straight whisky?” 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I fear that I do not fully 
und i my colleague’s question. It is said that the charred 
barrel gives a better flavor than any other vessel. 

Mr. RYAN. There is only one character of barrel you can 
char, and it is northern white oak; and this produces the 
eolor and flavor found in straight whisky; one is put in by the | 
barrel stave, and the other is put in by an individual adding 
coloring and flavoring ingredients. 

Mr. RI¢ ee of Alabama. Then, as I i you, 
the whisky in the charre¢ d barrel, whether under the boitle-in- 
bond law or not, atta remaining in that barrel ia some time 
acquires color and flavor, which color and flavor is sive i to the 
straight whisky you speak of “ by ade ding coloring and flavoring 
ing! That is certainly imitation whisky if added to it 
is ring and flavoring ingredients, which flavor, coloring, and 
ige the g nuine, real, pure whisky acquires by staying in a | 
charred barrel for four years. 

I think it quite suitable for me to read to you a certain reply 
found in the hea ‘fore our committee, made by Mr. 
Ho }, as to “agi 

4 ( “AN. Does pure ethyl alcohol and water in proportions | 
“ 

I It d that is, with the proper flavor. That was the 

Whisk fhe term whisky has never en properly ap 
j ) * t I i of distillation, | it has been lied only 
t I l a » purified or refined products. e straight | 
a € ' 

( as much whisky the moment after 
it I is made? 

Hi ubt about that, and the Government 

( .. And it just as pure, at the age | 
‘ ( as it is at the a 3 pt as it may draw some- 
t f the receptacie in which it 

I HlovucH. Excepting th at nd excepting that it may get rid of 

which hi been te in 
; MAN. How does vit “ rid of that something that may be | 
I 1. By the process of oxidization, evaporation, and ae on. 

| ( \ What is there in pure ethyl alcohol that it on to 

Mr. H Nothing in pure ethyl alcohol. i 

Phe ver that Mr. Hough gives is the true essence ain’ 
best analysis of the blender. It takes him no time to give age, | 
col or flavor. He need no bottle-in-bond warehouse for 
his product to stay there for several years to acquire age, flavor, 

l 





or color. He substitutes all that in a few hours. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman’s time has again expired. 

Mr. RYAN. I yield five minutes of the time given to me. I 
ask the gentleman in charge to yield five minutes of the time 
due me. 

Mr. ADAMSON. I understand all that, but I admonish the 








| then I do not hesitate to say that if it is labeled and br: nd i 


| 
| 
be 


| a less colorin 
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am entitled to more than the five minutes I have yielded. 
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gentleman from New York not to expect to give away his time 
and to also use it. or 
Mr. RYAN. I will state to the gentleman from Georg 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I am very much obliged 
to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Ryan] for his kindnece 
Mr. RYAN. Will the gentleman answer this: What D pers 
centage of the whisky sold in this country is of the bottled-jn. 
bond variety? 7 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. But little over 14 per cent, 
I think, and that is why the people are so much aroused ; 


it being imitated by the blenders. = 

Mr. RYAN. Just one more question: What, if anything, is in 
this bill or the gentleman’s proposed amendment thet w in 
any way affect the new straight whisky that is sold in pul 
that is, whisky less than four years old? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. The amendment that I ppp. 
pose to offer is not intended to injure an honest dealer or many. 
facturer. If what you call “straight” whisky is pure nd 
genuine and you are willing to label it just what it is. then 
that is all right. 

Mr. RYAN. Why, the gentleman does not understand me, 


I am talking about—— 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. If you mean by “ 
whisky not subjected to the bottled-in-bond 


L 


whisky ” 


as to its contents, when, where, and by whom made, ay 

uiity, then it would not fall under the condemnation of { 
ill, for the purchaser would be advised as to what he was hyy- 
«, and let him buy it if he wants to. You misunderstand me. 











I 2in net contending that there is no genuine whisky in this 
country outside of the bottled-in-bond article. That is not my 


RYAN. 


Mi Just one more question. The gentleman did not 
und and me again: The bottled-in-bond whisky is straight 
whisky. Now, all straight whisky that is commumed in this 


country is not bettied. I ask him what it is proposed to do to 





protect the people against young straight whisky being sold— 
whisky that is not 4 years old 

Mr. RICHARDSON cf anaes If it is labeled and 1 ed 
just what it is. if it substantially informs the purch: hat 
its ingredients are; if it is marked “ blended,” then state the 
age cf the blends, colorings, and flavor. 

Mr. RYAN. If the gentleman had examined the revenue 
lay he would know that a barrel containing whisky must be 
labeled and branded. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Yes; a whisky made in a 

| garret or cellar between sunset and sunrise, with a fraction of 


real whisky mixed with adulteranits, and comes out eight years 

|old the next morning, is whisky that ought to be condemned 
and cught not to be imposed upon an innocent purchaser as 
pure whisky. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Now, will the gentleman yield? Water is 
made of hydrogen and oxygen; whisky is composed of ethyl 
alcohol or neutral spirits and certain by-products. If to the 
neutral spirits is added the other elements that go to make 
whisky, do you not get whisky? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. No; not in the way the 
blenders fix it. No. You do not get it. The secondsry prod- 
ucts are absent and you substitute them by flavorings and color 
ings that pretend to give age, bead, smoothness, and flavor 








Mr. ANLEY. Will the gentleman yield for a qu 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. In just a moment. I was 
informed, and reliably informed, that while there were ( 1,000 
gallons of this imit: ition whisky from the great State of Ken- 
tucky, that not more than 10,000,000 gallons of it was taxed by 
the Federal Government. The Government tax is im) d on 
} 


he proof gallon and by manipulation the rectifier multiplies the 
that escapes revenue taxes. I refer to the action of 
Kxentucky legislature on that subject, and they ought to 
something about it, and will do so later on. |! wil 
ead one or more of the speeches of distinguished se 
there that condemned it in the roundest and most em)! 
terms and are seeking to drive the spurious imitation whisk 
trade beyond the borders of their State. I am aware that the 
ion before the Kentue ky legislature was one of taxation, 
| but the whole question of spurious or imitation whisky was 
discussed. 

Mr. RYAN. Perhaps they were 
whisky that you were talking about and may be excused. 

en ADAMSON. I will ask the gentleman from Alabama 

he agrees with me, then, that the words “ not ‘luding 
g or flavoring extracts” ght to be stricken 


quantity 
the 
know 
iitors 
atic 

y 






ouest 


drinking a little of this 


S ex 


out? 
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Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Yes; I emphatically do, | 


r that permits the blender to continue his imitation. 
very glad indeed to discuss that if I had the time. I made 
motion in the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 

merce that the words the gentleman refers to, “not excluding 

coloring and flavoring ingredients,” should be stricken from 
this bill. 
Mr. RYAN. And the committee did not take that action. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I know 
ike a motion before this House at the proper time to have 
ihe provisions of this bill as to adulterating and misbranding 

1 apply to whisky, just as they apply to other food prod- 

I have heard no good reason why a 

ould be made. Understand me, I do not charge that all 
tions are engaged in the business of imposing a spurious 

hisky on the public, but the door is open to do that. 

Mir. SHERLEY. Is the 


r 


gentleman supporting the committee 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. While I am truly an ad- 
vocate of a pure-food bill, I am unable to get everything in 
the bill that I want. I intend to support the bill But I have 
ihe right to criticise any feature of the bill, and perfect it if 
n. I have the right to point out a defect and ask that it 
removed. I would not be frank and honest if I did not 
if 
I will now briefly refer to the proceedings touching this sub- 
t before the general assembly of the State of Kentucky. I do 
Mr. Chairman, simply for the reason that the workings 
of the advocates of blended whisky is forcibly and truthfully por- 
tr: I will here refer to the resolution of the Kentucky 
Distillers’ Association, adopted a few days since at the city of 
J 
l 


ao 


\ ed. 


ouisville, Ky., and which was forwarded to the House com- 
ee of Congress, as follows: 


1at the Kentucky Distillers’ Association, comprised, as it 
I 












oO » distillers and bottlers in bond, does now, and has al- 
‘ vored the pure-food bill and heartily condemns the 
, inding, or adulteration of whisky or any other food 
t. ociation is not in sympathy with the alleged efforts 
itional organization of wholesalers to defeat the pure-food bill. 


This action was taken by the distillers to correct the impres- 


Association was opposed to the pure-food bill. 
lor better information as to what the real contention in this 


lers 











t question is as to misbranding and adulteration, as to 
what you offer to the public for sale, I will quote section 3244 of 
t Revised Statutes of the United States. It is: 

Any person who rectifies, purifies, or refines distilled spirits or wines 
any process other than as provided tor on distillery premises, and 

‘ y wholesale or retail liquor dealer who has in his possession any 
or leach tub, or who keeps any other apparatus for the purpose of 

ré ing in any manner distilled spirits, and every person who without 
rectifying, purifying, or refining distilled spirits shall, by mixing such 
ts, wine, or other liquor with any materials, manufacture any 
us, imitation, or compound liquors for sale under the name of 

V brandy, gin, rum, wine, spirits, cordials, wine bitters, or any 


ime is to be regarded as a rectifier and as being eng: 
f rectifying. 


ged in the 


l ess oO 


It will be observed that by the provisions of this statute that 
any person “who rectifies, purifies, or refines distilled spirits ” 
is not the person who concocts imitation or spurious spirits, but 
it is the person who does not rectify, purify, or refine distilled 
spirits, but who by mixing such spirits with any materials 
and thereby manufactures any spurious imitation or compound 
liquor under the name of “ whisky ” 
law is after. He has the anomalous authority under the law 
to concoct a spurious whisky by putting anything in it he 
pleases, such as wood alcohol or anything else that his cupidity 
may suggest. What does the term “spurious” mean used 
in this statute? It means “ not proceeding from the true source 
or from the source pretended—not genuine—counterfeit—false 
adulterated—bastard. 

I admit that this is a remarkable statute. 
while it protects the distillers who avail themselves of the ad- 
vantages of the “ bottled-in-bond act,” yet licenses a rectifier, 
who needs no distillery or warehouse in his business, and is au- 
thorized under a blanket license to set up his business 600 feet 
from a distillery and by artificial means imitate, corrupt, and 
adulterate the quality of the pure whisky that the Government 
has guaranteed and by false label send this spurious article 
to the public as being “‘ pure whisky.” It is a gigantic fraud, 
and any bill purporting to be a “* pure-food bill” will fail in its 
mission if it does not invoke the strong hand of the law against 
such hypocrisy and deception. 

On the 18th of March the regular session of the Kentucky 
legislature adjourned. The bill to tax the rectifiers $1.50 per 
wine gallon for their products had failed of passage. Kentucky 
taxed her railroads and all other interests, but the products 
Governor 


is the man chiefly that the 


““ as 


of the blenders substantially escaped State taxation. 
seckham, with a courage aided by an irresistible sense 


I would | 


that; and I will | 


discrimination | 





m created by certain published items that the Kentucky Dis- | 


The Government, | 


of right ! 
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and justice, within a few hours after the term of the regular 
session of the legislature adjourned, issued his proclamation for 


the general assembly to reconvene at once in extra session. 
It was a brave and commendable act on the part of the goy- 
ernor of Kentucky. I do not hesitate to say that such men as 
Beckham, La Fouierre, Folk, and Cummins are the men that 
the people are turning to to protect and uphold their interests. 


In his proclamation recalling the 
said: 


legislature Governor Beckham 

































A powerful interest present with its astute and capable representa- 
tives has been able for a week or more to ck all leg ition upon the 
important question of your re af and f executive I 
give you this opportunity to determi whether or n this industry 
shall bear its just proportion of irden of taxation Its pow ] 
been so great that the whole sy f revel gE @ condition 
the State treasury, and the well f the Cor ! 
threatened by its opposition to th ent reven 

It was declared in bold words during that extra session that 

| the rectifiers, the blenders, who imitate the ¢ e Kentuc 

| whisky and prostitute the proud name of the S mu 
counterfeiters and forgers aS the men who utter spurious n 
or premeditatedly inscribe the name of another on an unauthor 
ized check. It is true that the direct issue before Governor 
Beckham and the legislature was the levying of a + » tax on 
an escaped and untaxed article. 

The governor called the legislature back to levy this tax, and 
the country rejoices that the victory he won over the rectifiers 
and blenders was notable and magnificent in its result It 
is said that more than one hundred millions of th irious 
whisky—blended—are put on the market from thir 
four States in the Union. The people of Kentucky id ofl 
States are being rapidly educated to know what sp 
tion is, as compared with the whisky to which ( I 
and nothing taken from, and they intend to d L bre 
down the counterfeiter and his | I hope, Mr. Chait 
man, that I can, in my humble eff 3, contril S to 
this great and beneficent work. - I ll x 1 to comunittes 
just a few extracts n notable s} es that 1 d ) 
that extraordinary session of the Kentucky legislat g g 
a good evidence of the esteem in which tl business the 
‘rectifier’ and “ blender is held in that State Li 

ishamed to g k pe l S ( 
as | e rang th tl senate cl t! 
that l against a tax on coul s I 
rect » considered r it siness I : 
sen it a { I l id that 1 n 
are n tl I lal ig tl new t l 
they can make in few inutes d 
S or 10 or 12 years old, puts tl mer 
*‘bunko steerer the ere g ds "A d } 
who are all outlawed by t good people of Kent 

The man who sells 1a gold ick, 1 ’ 
which by chemical t shows that it v ss s 
prison as soon as the vy can g hold of 8 
you a bogus whisky gets rich the tr ! 
citizen. If I had my w I would req 
these mixtures they Lit ke re 1 
this fraud upon 

, . and child in I 
Vhet an 
Id t w t 
rT I Ix 
ss et f 
S ; i ( I ‘ 
‘ i 
ca } ‘ . 
ceeded to draw all these < 
cask.” 

This was pretty good work, 1 He 
can not only draw y« brandy, rut 3 
vat, but he can make them all eight ye 

I now submit, Mr. Chairman, the Mr. Hough and 

= | _— . — ' ly . 
| Mr. Taylor, which I consider instru ¢ 1 this 
| question. 

Ix N H 
; j y 7 4 
Hon. WILtramM RiIcHarpson, 
House of Representatives Washinaton, D. ¢ 

Dear §S You appear in the ¢ AL R e 7th 
instant to have made the llowing s the Hi 

*T de e the louse to u j 1 1 
reliable te ny t! I 1 | ( ( 
mitts ‘ oO ‘ ‘ 1 t tj yer ) 
| made il State of K I ] 
was pul rhe rest 

If there was no l l i 
such a atement bef the I 1 | ‘ 
mittee, it was due to fact t t a 
replying to what had n said 1 whisl 
} was denied me. 

If, however, the opening stat t I 
| ject was understood, there wa | t 
| which you repeat 
| For your information, therefore, I l 
|} absolutely and unqualifiedly fa 1 t 
perverted sense, and as indicating 
public generally understands the meaning of s 
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less the word “ whisky ” is also used in a perverted sense, as applying to 





































































































_ CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





a product which was never entitled to be called whisky during a period 
of over ¢ hund years after the term ‘ whisky ’ originated. 
, the article which you refer to as whisky under 
the 15,000,000 issification is an article which is not fit to be given 
It is neither wl in e strict meaning of that term 
it ever ! 3 to drink or ever becomes enti- 
é i it solely to a subsequent process to 
1 tillation, which has the effect of 
nd the rticle, and adding thereto coloring and fla- 
r wi the pi ss to which it may be subjected 
( not ‘omplish sation and purification, 
‘ I I addition of b« th coloring and flavoring, 
~ is not whisky in the correct meaning of | 
refer to th ff 60,000,000 is 
I ile the deg ( pi i he statis- 
“ ’ { ot ni I I an ex- 
vhole t! t > to ; 
no intelliger ¥ to 
1g Ww lerogatory to the so-called “ blended’’ or 
ma play of words in which terms are 
that in which they are commonly under- 
d rity to establish a definition for 
3] ! definition as wens make it appl 
1 hac! in the lig 
} flour is manufactured, 
1 1 Sta f Minnesota : in conseq 
t hose States, making in the old-fashioned 
¥ f zarde I as flour, should ship the product 
ir t Ta uld be prosecuted under the pro- 
v i | ral pure-food bill as shipping son ething not honestly 
} i 
; ( y n the country ants < uld 
t ef 
ea only i 
‘ : it v d ontain cl 
t ! f i a voice raised in oppo 
I ! 1 to the principle of honest labeling, there is 
a rity to « sh initions ds ane 
t l of t n State t 1 art 
\ > ; 7 thin #7 m th bill as 
i 1 by J nt of the Government, in the light 
4 d sta Is established by it, there is in 
2! t objectionable elemen ffensive alike 
i propriety and our theories as to the t of the indi- 
v ity to determine for them $s what they 
st 1 an be honest 
w ise colors: ulating inter- 
l wnde the people of 
‘ t and n views on the 
f ng tl I ion” of 
a s 1 dri: : i ac 
3 a ce 
\ e any ir merce in thing the manu- 
I “ansportati ch is pre ted or prev ed? 
f yn in State said to exercise the ri of 
if ) ticle which he might choose is prohibited from ng 
( of S has been tr in the dust by the hands 
( Ww ‘ -cted to I but surely those hands 
\ t of paternali in its place. 
le « ould be entitled to determine for them- 
£ the » drink. 
1 or of the United States, in Gibbons v. Ogden, said: 
le hich can be most advantageously exercised by the 
e of Crossman v. Lurman (192 U. S., 197) the same 
t n ul rv which it would seem the States 
t nlenarv control. the power to legislate in respect to which 
t not t e sul d was intended to be surrendered to the 
( Governmer t he protection of the people against fraud 
a ‘ption in the sale of food products.” 
e us d that the necessity for Federal legislation of this 
c was d ») the fact that the States could not protect them- 
8 y lulte 4 and misbranded articles in an original 
I on t subject the Supreme Court said in the case of 
P ; Massachusetts (155 U. S.. ): 
d d that the ov rs of compound which has 
t i ondition to cheat the public into believing that it is a 
i ! e of ise and eagerly sought by people in 
f t of ed by the Constitution in iking 
it inst » State in which it is offered for 
> of the hat it is an original package and 
I e sl ct traffic We are unwilling to accept 
tr that the States w 1able to cope with the question 
of the original-package theory, there might be some excuse 
f ng t re tical xim that “the end justifies the means,” 
g lati nde the guise of regulating interstate 
view e clear and unequivocal expressions of 
in d, hov an any man, North or South, 
support of a measure in the form of the pending pure-food 
Respectfully, Warwick M. HovueuH. 
FRANKFORT, Ky., May 21, 1906. 
FI \\ , t 
I hington, D. C. 

D> Ss read the dispassionate opinion 
of A rney Ho - National Wholesale Liquor Dealers’ Associa- 
tion of Ame t, dated 3 11, 1906, to the effect that the rectified 

nd I ry l il Kentucky whisky, in the 
f t Kentucky ture at a special session 

‘ ed ‘ C1 e Commonwealth on March 14, 1906, for 
S| a tax upon the rectified or blended so 

i j which session ed after one of the most 

¥ t) rectifying and blending fraud ever given to 

mad y any legislative body on any commodity of food 








The Kentucky whisky which you represented as appearing in + 
markets to the extent of about 15,000,000 gallons per annum, alre 
taxed by the State of Kentucky prior to the call of the gover a on 
exploited in speech after speech as possessing every virtue, w} 
45.000,000 gallons of the rectified or blended article was den 
speech after speech as a spurious imitation of the genuine 
product, and on March 26, 1906, this spurious Kentucky 
taxed as an adulterated article—the bill so classifying it. 

The subject-matter upon which Attorney Hough offers you his 
passionate opinion appears to us, therefore, as res ajudicata 

It is highly entertaining to read the dispassionat e <« 
torney Hough, of the National Wholesale Liquor Dealers’ 
of America, an association of rectifiers and blenders, on May LL, 
to the effect that for six hundred years the rectif ed and blende 1 pr 
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has been exclusively entitled to the name of “ whisky,” when o; 
the greatest court cases ever tried in the United Kingdom of ( 





and Ireland on the 
opinion by Magistrate Fordham, 
February 26, 1¢ 106, by which the 
was up-held agaizist the sophistication 
and it was decided that nothing could 
which had been added a sing foreign 


Britain ¢ subject of a food commodity re 
of the North London police con; 
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The dispassionate views of Attorney ae gratuitously conf 
upon you on May 11, 1906, therefore, I might suggest, are 
facto, and I might further suggest that, whatdeu colorable pla 
similar statements made by him before your committee on Febr 
1906, may have had, they lost that colorable plausibility whe . 
26th of the same month, seven days afterwards, the ze0d ne 
cabled to this country giving the decision of the London macistr 

The importance of this Scotch and Irish whisky case is r 
stood when it is known that the entire trade of the Unite ! 

involved in the issue, and that the spe ific prosecutions were 





and that 





erely as a test case, the blenders and rectifiers had 

unsel the Hon. Frederick Moulton, perhaps the leading barr 
London, to whom they paid a fee of. $50,090 for his unsuccessful 
to prove that the fictitious Irish and Scotch whiskies of the bk 


re the real articles. 
decision from the 


and compounde rs we 
in delivering his 
among other things: 
The misrepresentation with foe to Irish and Seotch whisky 


bench, Justice Fordham said 




























become very usua!, and its adulteration by the addition to It of pat 
still spirits—neutral spirits—made ‘largely from maize, has been 
increasing for years, and the result has been taken by the unsus 
pu until the so-called ‘ blenders ’ have dared to concoct, place uj 
market, and sell to the retailers raw, new patent still “op wi 
mere dash Irish er Scotch whisky in it as ‘ Irish whisky’ or ‘S 
whisky. The retailer has, in fact, sold this effort of ad: ulterat 
the public under the description by which it was sol ld to 
time the fraud upon the pubiie in the matter of the sale of | 
stopped, and thom zh doubtless these prosecutions are very c 
engage in them, the information obtained and publ 
of the hearings of these two summonses is most valu . i 
of this trial seems to me to afford ample justification for 
ution Great blame attaches, in my opinion, to the blends who 
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It strikes the writer as unfortunate for the argument of Attor1 
Hiough that he should have chosen and elected to use flour in order to 


illustrate the unfairness of the propsed national pure-food les 
lation. 
lt is im eonnection with this commodity of flour that the F\ 


Government has one of its best precedents for all that it propos 


to you 





enact into law through the pending pure-food bill. 

Sections 35 to 49, inclusive, of the act of June 13, 1898, entitled 
“An act to provide ways and means to meet war expenditures, 
for other purposes,” provides that whenever wheat flour is 
ticated or “ blended ’’"—the statutes use the word “ blended ”—it 
be marked, note you, not “ blended flour,” but ‘“‘ mixed flour,” in plain 


less than 2 inches in length, together with the 
the names of the ingredients composing 


(See sec. 36 and s¢ 


bl: 





*k letters not 
of such package, 
ime of the maker and the packer, etc. 


This mixed-flour law and the regulations of the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue are set forth in series 7, No. 25, of that B 
wnder the title of “ Regulations concerning mixed flour under 


internal-revenue act approved June 13, 1898.” 

If the Federal Government will pattern after its action as to 
now that Attorney Hough has called your attention to it, it will 
the blenders, compounders, and rectifiers of spirits mark their sp 
imitation with the word “ mixed,” and it will make them tell upo! 


q 





labels in letters that he who runs may read every ingredient w 
they have used in the concoction of the aritficial substitutes. 
It is interesting to note in reading over the unsuccessful arg 


who lost the test ca 
that he pres 
Hough 


of ihe great attorney, Mr. Frederick Moulton, 
the blenders and compounders in the London court, 
to the magistrate the same arguments about flour which Mr. 
kindly presented to you. 

Mr. Moulton did this on December 18, 1905, and on the 6th day 
1e hearing before the magistrate. Mr. Hough must have 
barrassed for an argument when he had to take one from the unsu 
ful speech of the English defender of the rectifiers and blenders a: 
the water. 

There is even a greater similarity, however, in the fact that the m 
istrate of the North London police court could not appreciate the \ 
of the views of the Attorney Moulton, and the Kentucky legislat 
ean not appreciate the value of the views of Attorney Hough as to w 


y vy 
{3 hee ¢ 





constitutes Kentucky whisky. 
It is interesting to place in juxtaposition the views of Atto1 . 
Hough on Kentucky whisky and the solemn decision of the high: Ei 
court of the Commonwealth, the Kentucky court of appeals, on é 
same subject-matter. 
Said court, on March 17, 1905, having adjudicated as follows 
‘The proof shows that the rectifiers and blenders take a barrel 
whisky ond draw off a large part of it, filling it up with wate! 
then adding spirits or other chemicals to make it proof and to give 


75S per cen 
It is a chea 


age, bead, etc. » The also shows that from 50 to 
the whisky sold in the United States is blended whisky. 


proc f 





article and there is a temptation to simulate the more expels 
whisky.” 

In the April term, 1905, the attorney-general of the State of Ken: 
tucky filed with the Kentucky court of appeals a brief in behalf 


the Commonwealth against the rectifiers and blenders for the collect 
of the tax levied upon them by an act of March 24, 1904. 
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come out, said 


M. Hough. 
magistrate 


word expert being described in the 
letter as one 

I think the has disposed of the issue raised 
Attorney Hough does not question the correctness of 
your figures, so that the only real question he leaves us to determine 

the true character of the 15,000,000 gallons and the true character 
15,000,000 gallons of Kentuc whisky. 

I iys that represented by your 45,000,000-gallon classi- 
f m is purer the species represented by your 15,000,000-gallon 


the spe ies 


than 
nicest illustrations of ip 


e dixit that the writer 
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Government of the United States will vir- 
the people: “ This product has no poison added to it. 
es to you now sanctioned by the officials of the Gov- 
operation of the national pure-food Dill. 
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taught at the same time that the Federal Govern- 
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however, which 
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» point, 
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1dment in 


I shall incidentally make. 
there is what I consider a 
came from committee. 
general of the bill forbid imitation, this amend- 
21 fully relieves the blenders, compounders, and recti- 
e operation of those clauses, in that by specifically stating 
it opens up the path for imitation ad infinitum, and 
class of imitation from the operation of the bill by 
blend. 
Hough says in his letter to you 
derogatory of the so-called 
1 upon a play of words. 
as not cons of fact that in my speech before your com- 
I was playing upon words when I endeavored to explain the dif- 
fers ‘tween the uine whisky of the distiller and the artificial 
! n of the rectifier and blender 
Wiley thought he was playing upon words when he 
* committee how the rectifiers operate. . 
t think tl the members of the Kentucky legislature were 
gr pon words when they called the output of the blender or 
ra ‘* Kentucky counterfeit ;”’ and I do not think that the magis- 
of the North London police court was playing upon words 
illed ‘ blenders’ have dared to concoct, 
sell to the retailers raw new neutral spirits, 
f Irish or Scotch whisky in it, as ‘ Irish whisky’ 
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t nk the Judiciary Committee of the House was playing | 
1 Is en it that rectifiers adulterate, pollute, and 
ot drug their product 
rhe United States Pharmacopoeia does not even recognize the so-called 
v he « under, rectifier, or blender. Its definition and 
st lard for whisky exclude the product which Attorney Hough makes 
Wil l e aix 
It 1 ir est you to know that in order to reassure myself beyond 
any } ibility of a dk an as to the exact attitude of the revision 
committes of the Pharmacope@ia I addressed a letter to Professor 
temington, of Philadelph ‘ia, chairman of said committee, and asked 
1 to state in cat ‘worical terms+whether or not the Pharmacopeia 
recognized neutral spirits as whisky. 
Hie replied that the Pharmacope@ia did not recognize neutral spirits 
whisky, and, in fact, did not recognize it at all, because it was 
neutral produ: He called my attention then to the terms 
of the definition of alee used by the Pharmacopeia, 


when } 
place upon | 
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lary products left in it that came over in distilla- | 
| of such investigations when thought advisable ; 


the | 
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These terms, as stated above, rigidly exclude the bogus product 
fended by Attorney Hough. 
With kind regards and high respect, 


de- 


EDMUND W. Taytor. 

P. 8S.—It is interesting to note some of the further language useq py 
the Kentt icky court of appeals in its whisky decision of March 17, 190:) 
viz: “The appellee advertised his whisky extensively, and we think 
that one reading these advertisements, who is not familiar with the 
whisky trade, would understand that it was a straight whisky, and 
without going info the minute of the evidence, we deem it sufficient t to 
say that we are satisfied from it that the appellee intentionally labelod 
and advertised his whisky as he did to pass it off not as blended goods 
but as the whisky of appellant, which had attained a very high rep. 
tation as pure Kentucky distilled whisky, and that his thus selling his 
blended whisky was a violation of appellant’s rights. Appell 
whisky was a cheaper article and could be sold at prices at whic h 
pellant could not afford to sell his whisky. The selling of the ch¢ . 
goods under labels and advertisements which to the uninitiated woulq 
indi¢ate that it was appellant’s whisky, so well advertised as aq {i 
class article, can not be sanctioned.” 

The whisky which the Kentucky court of appeals described ag the 
pure Kentucky distilled whisky belonged to the 15,000,000-gallon ¢| 
sification. 

The stuff passed off not as blended goods, but advertised and 
as straight whisky, was an excellent sample of the 45,000,000-gal 
classification which Attorney Hough champions as the r 
tucky article. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Chairman, in my anxiety to conclude 
my remarks and yield to others, I omitted to call attention i. 
an answerable reason why this bill should not pass, and th; 
is, that the act for the support of the Agricultural Department 
a law which carries all necessary and constitutional pro- 
visions. It is repeated in the act that is now certain to becom 
a law. I will ask the Clerk to read to the House from line 
on page 62, to line 20, on page 64 of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The section will be read in the gentieman’s 
time. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To investigate the composition, adulteration, false labeling, or fal 
branding of foods, drugs, beverages, condiments, and*ingredients of such 


ld 
n 
2al pure Ken- 


is 
e 


articles, when deemed by the Secretary of Agriculture advisable, and 
also the effect of cold ‘storage upon the healthfulness of foods; to 
enable the Secretary of Agriculture to investigate the character of food 
preservatives, coloring matttrs, and other substances added to foods, to 


to digestion and to health, and to estal 
and to publish the results 
to enable the Secretary 
of Agriculture to investigate the character of the chemical and physical 
tests which are applied to American food products in foreign countries, 
and to inspect before shipment, when desired by the shippers or owners 
of these food products, American food products intended for coi intries 
where chemical and physical tests are required before said food prod- 
ucts are allowed to be sold in the countries mentioned, and for all 
necessary expenses connected with such inspection and studies 
methods of analysis in foreign countries. ‘To investigate, in collabora 
tion with the Bureau of Animal Industry, the chemistry of dairy prod- 
uc ts and of adulterants used therein, and of the adulterated products; 
to determine the composition of process, renovated, or adulterated a 


their relation 
which should guide their use, 


determine 
the principles 











other treated butters, and other chemical studies relating to d 

| eng and to make all analyses of samples required for the execu 
ion of the law regulating the manufacture of process, renovated, or 
ae Iterated butters. ‘To study, in collaboration with the Weather Bu 
reau, the Bureau of Plant Industry, and agricultural experiment sta- 
tions, the influence of environment upon the chemical composition of 
wheat and other cereals, with especial reference to the variation in the 


content of gluten, and the suitability of barley for brewing and other 


purposes. To investigate the chemical composition of sugar and starch 
producing plants in the United States and its possessions, and, in 
collaboration with the Weather Bureau, the Bureau of Plant a str 

and agricultural experiment stations, to study the effects of envir 

ment upon the chemical composition of sugar and starch seetucing 
plants. And the Secretary of Agriculture, whenever he has reason 
to believe that any articles are being imported from ee countries 


which are dangerous to the health of the people of the United States, 
or which shall be falsely labeled or branded either as to their contents 
or as to the place of their manufacture or production, shall make a 
quest upon the Secretary of the Treasury for samples from original 
packages of such articles for inspection and analysis, and the Secretary 
the Treasury is hereby authorized to open such original packages 
and deliver specimens to the Secretary of Agriculture for the purpose 
mentioned, giving notice to the owner or consignee of the sampling of 
such articles, who may be present and have the right to introduce tes 
timony before the Secretary of Agriculture, or his representative, 
either in person or by agent, concerning the suitability of such articles 
for entry; and the Secretary of the Treasury shall refuse delivery to 
the consignee of any such goods which the Secretary of Agriculture 
reports to him have been inspected and analyzed and found to be dan 
gerous to health or falsely labeled or branded, either as to their con 
tents or as to the place of their manufacture or production, or which 


| are forbidden entry or to be sold, or are restricted in sale in the 
countries in which they are made or from which they are expor ted. 
Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Chairman, how much time have I con- 


sumed or yielded? 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has eighty-one minutes re- 


maining. 
Mr. ADAMSON. I yield to the gentleman from Tex2s 
Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Chairman, in addressing the 


committee this morning on this bill I do not apprehend that | 
will change the mind of any gentleman here. I realize the fact 
that the American people and the Congress of the United States 
have drifted further this year from the old landmarks than 
ever heretofore. I recognize the futility at present of discuss- 
ing abstract questions of State rights, and am not here for that 
purpose. We have reached that period in our history when 











1906. 
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the President of the United States says, in a letter to a Member 
of this body, “I am willing to accept so and so from Congress; ” 
We are willing for you to do so and so.” And Members of this 

body, who ought to have some independence, abdicate their 
functions to the Chief Executive. [Applause.] The fact is 
‘eely recognized by me that it is not fashionable to discuss 

he Constitution of the United States in this day and generation, 
nd I am sorry to say that even among some gentlemen on this 
de of the House that instrument is not as popular as it should 

At every session of Congress we have sent to our desks 

a copy of the Constitution carefully annotated, construed by 
the decisions of the court. We have uplifted our hands and 
sworn to support it. And so far as I am concerned, as long 


as I am a Member of this body, when it becomes apparent to | until their product became interstate or foreign commerce, al- 


me that a bill is in flagrant violation of the Constitution, I 
intend to keep my oath of office as a Representative of the 
ople. [Applause.] 

The people have a fashion of coming to the General Goy 
ernment for everything. Soon they will be coming here for 
uniform laws upon the subject of divorce and marriage, on 
ihe subject of suffrage. Shortly they will come here inviting 
the Federal Government to invade the State of Mississippi and 
other States and pass uniform suffrage laws because the States 
will not do so. 

Mr. Chairman, I read a very clever editorial yesterday morn- 
ing in the Washington Post, stating that there was a move- 
ment in Kansas to elongate 1 inch the nether extremities of 
eotton shirts. 
regulate pure food, it does seem to me that an amendment 
would be proper and in order providing that cotton shirts go- 
ing into interstate and foreign commerce shall be extended at 
least 1 inch at the nether extremity for the health, comfort, and 
preservation of the people using them would be in order 
{Laughter and applause.] Besides, such amendment would 
rve a double purpose. It would appreciate the price of cotton 
the Southern States. It has been said by some one that if 
e Chinaman would only lengthen his shirt 1 inch, the pri 
cf cotton would immediately go up throughout the world. This 


Now, if under this bill it is constitutional to | 
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| Government has no right to go there and examine that | 


reasoning is perhaps correct, and such legislation would not be | 


uch more ridiculous legislation than that before us. 


Mr. Speaker, this bill has the following provision, which is at 


variance with the fundamental principles of this Government. 
Sections 10 and 11, on pages 23, 24, and 25, are radically 


Is 


vicious. In those sections it is provided that a Federal official 
and inspector may go into any manufacturing establishment in 


any State manufacturing products for shipment to other States 
and foreign markets, and may demand a sample of the manufac- 
ture of that factory; and if it is denied, the Federal Government 


} cart it out onto the pavement and put it on the ship. 


ean prosecute the owner of this factory for failing to furnish | 


the sample. And such person may be fined not exceeding $100 


and imprisoned not exceeding one hundred days or both. In| 


addition, the expenses of inspection may be placed upon him. 
Was ever such monstrous doctrine contained in a bill passed 
by Congress? 
where. We have cotton-seed oil mills. We have flouring mills 
in almost every locality. By the provisions of sections 10 and 
11 of this bill a Federal officer is authorized to go into any of 
these loeal establishments and demand a sample of their manu- 
facture, and if it is refused the owner may be prosecuted, fined, 
and imprisoned. And that is not all. The expenses of every in- 
spection at the hands of the Federal Government by further 
provisions of these two sections may be taxed against the owner 
of that institution. 

Let me for a minute call attention of gentlemen to some of 
the fusdamental principles long since established by judicial 
decision. Ah, gentlemen in one-breath contend for a broad con- 
struction of the Federal Constitution, when they wish to pass 
a high protective tariff or other measures violative of the Con- 
stitution ; but when the people call for control of railroads, when 
they demand that Federal judges shall not issue injunctions, 
that such judges shall not issue temporary restraining orders, 
you flee to the Constitution as a city of refuge and ask for its 
protection ! 

If we are going to regard the Constitution, if we intend to 
follow the decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States, 
we should certainly square our legislation in accordance with 
the settled law as thoroughly adjudicated. We have a great 
tribunal to determine and construe these questions. 
going to follow them, let us pass laws in conformity therewith. 
If we are not going to respect them, why the necessity of a 
tribunal to adjudicate constitutional and legal questions? 

A Federal officer can go into any local canning factory or 
cotton-seed oil mill, or flouring mill, or any other local estab- 
lishment that intends to ship its products to another State or 
foreign country. 


In the South we have canning factories every- | 


If we are 


Any advocate of this measure is defied to | 


demonstrate that I am not literally correct. Let him speak out. 
No one answers and denies my proposition. Let us take the 
sugar trust case decided a few years ago by the Supreme Court. 

That decision was right as a matter of law. Take that case, 
decided in 156 United States, where the American Sugar Refining 


= 


Company purchased four sugar companies in Philadelphia, and 


combined them into a trust under one management. They were 
prosecuted by the United States for forming a trust. Yet when 
the cause went to the Supreme Court it decided that the four 


factories being in the city of Philadelphia and in the State of 
Pennsylvania were subject to the domestic laws of that State, 
engaged in manufacture and not subject to the laws of Cong . 


that Congress has no jurisdiction to legislate concerning them 
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though the products of the factories were intended for shipment 
to other States or foreign countries; that Congress had no 
power to touch manufacture in any State; that manufacture 
was not commerce, but “commerce succeeded to manufac 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Will the 
there for an inquiry? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Just one moment. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Suppose they sell in that fac- 
tory a hogshead of sugar to be shipped to Europe. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Yes. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Yes. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
to ship it. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Yes. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 


ture. 


gentleman yield right 


At 


It is actually sold and paid for. 


And the foreigner is there ready 


Do you contend that the Federal 


head to see that it is in proper sanitary condition to be shipped 


.| and to come in contact with the instruments of Federal and 


foreign commerce? 
Mr. HENRY of Texas. I contend that we have power to reg- 
ulate interstate commerce, We have plenary power in that 
respect; but until an article becomes interstate commerce it is 
not subject to the jurisdiction of the Federal Government. 
Nothing is clearer or more firmly established. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I put a concrete proposition to 
you. Here it is, sold to the foreigner. He is there ready to 
t Now, has 
the Federal Government a right to send an agent there 


to see 
that that hogshead is in a sanitary condition, so as to avoid 
smallpox, and things of that sort, in carrying it across the 
ocean ? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. The decisions are just as clear and 
well defined on that proposition as is the intellect of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee. They are perfectly plain. Whenever 
the article begins its journey as a part of interstate commerce 
then the jurisdiction of the Federal Government attaches, but 
not until that moment, not until it starts as interstate or foreign 
commerce. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
Federal commerce? 
ready to start with it. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Then it would undoubtedly be subject 
to the jurisdiction of the Federal Government. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I think so too. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. It would be well for us to return to 
the Constitution occasionally and refer to the decisions of our 


Has it not become an object of 
flere is a complete contract, and the in 








court. It seems as though there are some gentlemen even on 
this side of the House who do not care to refer to the opinions 
of the Supreme Court, and I will admit that there is gett to 
be a little prejudice against lawyers even on the floor of the 
House of Representatives. We have drifted far away from the 
old moorings, and while I realize that I am in a minority in 


opposing this bill, and perhaps the majority of the people of my 
State favor a pure-food bill, I shall cast my vote against it, 
because it not only strikes down States rights, but it demolishes 
the Constitution of the United States and nullifies every vestige 
of the decisions on questions we are discussing this morning. 
Let me commend to the gentleman the language 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. Before the gentleman begins 
that may I interrupt him? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Just for a moment. 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. The most difficult feature of 
the bill to me is this, that the man who violates the law and 
subjects himself to punishment is the man who does not violate 
the terms of any act of Congress, but who violates the terms of 
some rule prescribed by an Executive Department. Now, is not 
that of itself a pernicious feature? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas.- I was coming to that, and I hada 
note to make an argument on it. 

Mr. Chairman, this bill provides that the Secretary of 





Agri- 
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re, 


the Se 


S § many nforce those rules, and a citizen of any 
S olating the rules may be tried and punished before a 


And these rules may bec 


Of course they n 
imously decided by 
of Iowa had the 
3 in that State, and 


mer t+ alth 
cre A , ezital 


1ay all be 


upreme — 





the § 
right 
not only 
ugh it was m 
ind to other 
nd could not have any 
gh eve ry . paot cle of beer made 

as to go into interstate commerce. 
you provide that a Federal officer may 
al factory, a little institution in which the citizens 
be intere sted, and demand samples 
d it ction fees upon the owners, and they 
» law if they refuse to submit to the 
Government. If this bill had noth- 
hat rovision I should vote against it. 
commerce f 


i 
to 
that, a to 


l aking 


utries 


had not : 


and for- 
diction of the Federal and 
no one in either branch 

police jurisdiction being lodged in 
anyone contend that 
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lomestie 
: juris 
this year 
> hefore did 
erved to the respective States 
ision, and I commend it to the 
and oth ers, for it 
The opinion was deliy- 
ect from the State of 


rAINES } 
by him. 


creat 
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intell 
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or more cle 
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on mind, 
than 





literature, 
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form for 
and selling and the 
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held 


are 





use. 
trans- 





tulation at 


reg 
that the term 
intended to be 
the future, it is impossible 
prodnctive industries that con- 
uld be that Congress would 
with the power to reg te 
lture, horticulture, stock rai 
syery branch of human ind } 
not contemplate, more or less clearly, 
joes not the wheat grower of th 
» South plant, cultivate, and h 
at Liverpool, New York, and 
and denied to the States, 
that the duty would devolve on 
ed ite, multiform, and yital inter- 
! ‘ are and must be local in all the 
‘ssful management. ‘ 
justice proce along those lines, in 
judges, drawing a broad line be- 
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It has 
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there shi 
that the 
lines and can 
e and othe 
‘ titutional 
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ds 
y other 


been 
wipes 


reaffirmed in many de- 
out every vestige of 
ill be no line between man- 

Federal Governmert can 
seize 
rs hold to the contrary. jut if 
measure I would not support it and 
vote. It is bad policy to centralize 
iment here; and the policy of this legis- 
as the constitutional objections It is 
stand when everything not only 
of the United States, 
rately that practically 


rover! 
xdious to me 
that is 
ongress 
l delibe all govern- 
ntra 
House. You have permitted him to ride 
Ah, gentlemen, it is time to eall a halt. 
ls the pure-food laws of every State. 
nd if you press the gentleman 
the gentleman from Alabama 
led me, they will not deny it. 
erate. Let me demonstrate 
ther words, this language: 
with all the provisions of 
q 1uthorities of 
to another so long 


f tl bill repea 
It is led to repeal them, 
fi [1 lix Mr. MANN] 


this 
the several States 
as they remain in 


not be interfered with 
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ken packages. 
you send the original package into the State under the 
‘hapesronage of the Federal Government to keep it there under 
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tment may make rules in regard to | 


prevent a | the 


articles of manufacture. | g person for selling oleomargarine colored as butter in the State 
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| vent the State from toue hing it until it is sold and in the han 
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uting rules made by this trio of Cabinet | 
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changed. | 


States. | 
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eretary of Commerce and Labor, and the Secre- | the jurisdiction of that Government until it goes into the hands 


of the consumer. This section is intended to shield it and | 


D 
and possession of the consumer 

Why was this language embodied in the section? Because + 
cae Court lad decided in the Masachusetts pure-food . 
(155 U. 8.) that manufacturers of Chicago could not ship 
original package from Illinois into Massachusetts and sell jt 
the people of Massachusetts against the laws of that State. 
Supreme Court decided that the Massachusetts law under whi 

agent of the Illinois manufacturer was pros ed 

constitutional, was proper, and the agent could be pfosecy 
under the pure-food law of the State of Massachusetts: 
the original package from [Illinois could be excluded from M: 
chusetts if it was poisonous or fraudulent. The decision 
plain, bold, and precise. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 


ec a 


Will the gentleman yield f 


| question? 


Mr. HENRY of Texas. Yes. 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Could not Congress have pn) 
hibited the transmission of that impure product from Ili; 


to Massachusetts under the commerce clause of the Const 
and in that way aided the State of Massachusetts 
enforcing her food law? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. No; because that clause was put 
the Constitution not for the purpose of suppressing comm 
but for the benefit and the freedom of commerce. Cong 
can not put an embargo on commerce. It must be free w!) 
legitimate. Questions of murder, larceny, poison, etc., 
left to the jurisdiction of the States, 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I grant you that, though not 
tirely ; but this is diseased, rotten commerce, poison commer 
and it is not the commerce contemplated by the Constitut 
Congress has stopped that sort of commerce and can 
again. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. If that sort of commerce has gotten 
into the State of Tennessee, all I can say is that the people of 
Tennessee ought to be more watchful and keep it out. Ii 
vithin their power to exclude it. The jurisdiction of Tem 
is plenary and exclusive on the subject. 

* Mr. GAINDS of Tennessee. And I want to say that we 
that, and we have kept out the diseased Texas cattle, but we 
always welcome her great men. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. That may be very true. 


do 


ao 


Then 


| you have kept out diseased cattle, why can you not also keep 


~« | out poisonous foods? 
. | foods and yet he has fattened on the diet in Washington, and 


It is as clear as the noon- | 


but we can say | 


ted in the rough riding President now | 


The gentleman complains of impure 


is conceded to be the strongest, healthiest, and handsomest 
gentleman on the floor. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Oh, that is simply because the 
devil can’t kill me and I can’t be poisoned very easily. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I hope the gentleman may never be 
killed and may always escape the devil. He never will be 
killed by impure foods that go into the State of Tennessee 
that State is as watchful of its own interests as it ought to | 
and utilizes its interest, sovereignty, and powers. 

Mr. Chairman, I was referring to the Massachusetts cas 
That was not a unanimous opinion, but was sustained by 
unanimous court in the New York “ coffee case,” in 192 United 
States Reports. In this case it was held that the State of Mas 
sachusetts had plenary, absolute, and exclusive power to punisi! 


of Massachusetts. 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. Is there any decision of thie 
Supreme Court that holds that notwithstanding Congress h 
the power to regulate commerce, a commodity that Congres 
permits to become an article of interstate commerce can be pr 
hibited and eliminated from commerce by the legislature of 
State? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Why, yes; the books are full of deci 
sions of that sort. If this body should say that poisonous ar‘ 


| cles could be shipped through the States from one State to a 


| other, 


if they should say that impure foods could be shipp 
into Massachusetts or Kentucky, the gentleman’s State has c2 
clusive power to meet them at the border and destroy them an 
prevent their entrance within the borders of his State. 


Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. Undoubtedly; but is the con 
verse of that proposition true? 


Mr. HENRY of Texas. I have not the time now to go into 
a discussion of that. I am stating the other side of that prop- 
osition, which has been thoroughly decided. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Does the gentleman contend that the State 
of New York or the State of Massachusetts could prohibit goods 
from coming into that State merely because of the fact that it 





1906. 


is not satisfied with the general system of inspection estab- 
“i in the State from which the goods came? 
‘ir. HENRY of Texas. Because the State of New York was 
satisfied with it? 
. COCKRAN. Yes. 
\ir. HENRY of Texas. It undoubtedly can, as was decided 
that ease to which I referred the gentleman this morning, 
the coffee was simply colored and did not come up to a 
in standard. 
(ir. COCKRAN. The gentleman assumes a totally different 
» of facts from the one that I state. The gentleman quotes 
se where the law was sustained because certain coffee on 
il inspection did not come up to a certain standard of 
I ask the gentleman whether the State of New York 
iid have the power to prevent any goods coming in from the 
of Chicago simply because they came from the city of 
ago and the State of New York was not satisfied with the 
of inspection established in the State of Illinois? 
fr. HENRY of Texas. It could not,: because it has been 


ied over and often that no State can put an embargo upon | 


imate commerce. 
COCKRAN. Exactly. Now let me ask the gentleman 
lore question. 
*. HENRY of Texas. Oh, I must decline to yield. If I had 
ime I would yield, but I have not the time. Mr. Chair- 
I wish I could discuss three other sections in this bill that 
ust as vicious as the one providing for the inspectio1 : 
institutions by Federal officers. Let any gentleman who 
rn to support the Constitution read this bill and analyz 
d he will come to the conclusion that it does go further 
ny measure this body has ever yet approved. 
we give this power to Congress, we usurp it. We rob the 
of their inherent sovereignty. An adjudication of the 
‘ome Court is worth nothing here to-day. We are throw- 
v, precedents, and authority to the winds. Still I de 





ely flaunt the following language in your face: “In 
if the above cases is there to be found a suggestion or in 


n that the Constitution of the United States took fro 
States the power of preventing deception and fraud in the 
within their respective limits of articles in whatever State 


ifactured, or that that instrument secured to anyone th 


lege of committing a wrong against society.” Thus | 





spoke 
Supreme Court in 1894. It has never departed from that 
ne. Over and over again it has reaffirmed it. In vigor- 
1d unequivocal language did that great court decide that 
States had supreme, plenary, and exclusive power to pre- 
the introduction of poisonous or impure foods into their 
that such power has not been surrendered, impaired, 
abated in the least. This language is plain, and if judicial 
rpretation is entitled to any sanctity whatever it should be 
llowed. 
A little further along the same opinion proceeded: “If there 
ny subject over which it would seem the States ought to 
ve plenary control, and the power to legislate in respect to 
h it ought not to be supposed was intended to be surren- 
<i to the General Government, it is the protection of the peo- 
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gainst fraud and deception in the sale of food products.” | 
court adds: “ Laws of that character are not inconsistent | 


vith the power of Congress to regulate commerce among the 
s .’ In 19038 the Supreme Court quoted and approved the 
language, yielding not to the wild clamor and hysteria of 
the hour. I take my stand with judges who announce this 
sane, wholesome, and correct doctrine. 
it will be developed that the potentiality of the Constitu- 
ion is not exhausted. That the real sovereignty and rights of 
the States are not a hollow mockery and sham. There is 
coming a time in this Republic when the people will return 
to the constitutional government which the bravery, the wis- 
dom and patriotism of our fathers, who were wiser than we 
give us in the beginning of our glorious history. [Applause.] 
Wwe are to overturn that written instrument, disregard it, 


ind say it means nothing but the mere parchment upon which | 


t 


vritten, let us throw it to the four winds of the earth, 


‘ar down the temple of justice where it has been sanctified | 


and construed more than a thousand times. And let us tear 


down the pillars of constitutional government and mock their | 


shallow foresight. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I have not lost confidence in this body 
and the American patriotism that has characterized our glo 
rious past. Our consciences will be quickened and _ hearts 
fired with a new glow. In patriotic fervor American freemen 
will rise up and supplant the constitutional usurper and icono 
clast with America’s greatest citizen, who now commands the 
respect, admiration, and love of other peoples as he journeys 
a2 their midst. [Loud applause.] 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 




















The committee informally rose; and Mr. Grosvenor ha ° 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, messag 
Senate, by Mr. ParkINson, its reading cler! 
the Senate had passed without ne o 
title: 

H. R. 18529. An act to re t 
the city of Mena, in the ec of Pol t P Ar 

The message also annot tha ie Senate ! 
resolution of the following title; in \ ht 
the House of Representatives was requested: 

S. R. 68. Joint resolution expressing the sympat! 
ple of the United States with the Hebrews on 
massacres of members of their race in Russia. 

PUBE-FOOD BILI 

The committee resumed its n. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
from Arkansas. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. Chairn 
of the so-called “ pure-food bill” ul 
the House has convinced me that 
wholesome and ought to be en } 

The principal grounds of opposition to the H are 
and forcibly expressed in the minority report filed by 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. ADAMSON], the gentleman { 

[ Mr. RUSSELL], and the gentleman from Georgi iy. 3 
The ability and recognized integrity of these 
resentatives and as lawyers cause e to hes 
pressing views radically opposed to their 
bers of the Committee on Interstate and Foreign C 
have doubtless studied every phase of the pt Se 
and their opinions, based upon ( 
entitled to receive and will 

leagues. Nevertheless, Mr. Speaker, in thi 

as a member of this body I am led to 

ever conscientious the conclusions the ntlem¢ 
minority report, my duty lies along the path of su rt 
purposes of this legislation, and, with the deference 
superior learning and great familiarity with the 

sire to set forth the grounds of my support of 

The contention of those opposed to the bill is 
has no power under the commerce clause to « 
and that the policy of the proposed legislation 
asserted with great earnestness that the z i 
is not “regulating commerce” within the m« ing of the } 
eral Constitution; that it is an unwarranted and illegal 
to exercise police powers belonging to the States by 1 
Government; that these police powers are pes 
reserved powers of the States, and Congress ou 
fere in their free exercise by the States b 
the guise of regulating commerce, to ex: ’ 
are peculiarly locak The Iegislation i 
unconstitutional because it is not “regulating « 
is an illegal encroachment upon State aut! 
ond place, the opponents of this bill asse 

TIE POLICY OF SUCH LEGISLA’ 

That the States have ample power to «de 
that under its police powers each S&S 
within its limits of any article deleterious 
ean, by the right of inspection, i st ! 
whether articles of interstate 
or misbranded; that it is peculiarly wit! vince <« 
State to protect its citizens from fraud 
that for Congress under the tl I ( ( the ¢ 
tution to attempt to prevent the import: st ) 
another of articles which, uw 
inspection, might be deemed prohibite 
tagonisms between State and Federal authorit ind to i 
needless confusion and countless 
and the Federal Government; that, even if ¢ s 


power under the Constitution to pass such a bill as 








under consideration, it ought not to do i s no 
real necessity for so doing, and existi evils re 
to be remedied by the bill may be al hed rT mie 
It is perfectly apparent that if Congress has 
the measure the policy of such legislation 1 | I 


ered. On the other hand, if it should be det 


t 
| passage of the bill would be constitutional, yet 


eould not justify himself in supportins 
I am convinced that the proposed legis! 
provinee of Congress; that it is not u 
it is wholesome and much-needed ! l ! f a 
of questions relating to 


ts Aa i bit 


trates the necessity for Federal action in the matter of foods 
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entering interstate and foreign commerce. A misapprehension 
has arisen among some of my colleagues as to what really are 
the provisions of the bill with reference to manufacture. 

‘The only provisions relating to manufacture contained in this 
found in sections 10, 11, and 12. Read them and 
ze them for yourselves. Section 10 requires every manu- 
‘or interstate shipments, ete., to furnish, upon demand 
d tender of the price, samples of his products for analysis. 

of course, is for the purpose of determining whether the 


} sure are 


rer f 
ifer 2 


rl 
le so manufactured is misbranded or adulterated; for 
certaining whether the article should be recognized as of 
per commercial character. Section 11 merely punishes the 
ufacturer for refusing to comply with this demand for | 

ple and for manufacturing without doing so. He can | 
imnufacture all he pleases provided he furnishes the samples. 
Iie can manufacture for sale within the State without furnish- 
iug the samples; but if he manufactures for shipment and sale 


to other States than that in which he manufactures he must 
furnish the sampes or render himself lable to 
‘The requirement that the manufacturer furnish for inspection 
mples of his products is a reasonable one. It will facilitate 
tion of the issue as to whether his goods are en- 
‘ognition articles of interstate The 


vr, 
B' 


colnmerce. 


the derverlmihée 
titled to re 
bill says if 
4 
i 


ne. It further says if the manufacturer produces goods for 


as 


interstate shipment without furnishing these samples he shall 
pay a fine. Both sections are in aid of procuring the means 
to determine whether the articles produced are within the 


erms of this measure. Nowhere in the bill is manufacture for- 


; 
t 
bidden 


Section 12 does not expressly relate to manufacture, but does | 


provide that the act shall not be construed as interfering with 
cominerce wholly internal in any State nor with the exercise 
of the police power by the several States. It is as follows: 











Sec. 12. That this act shall not be construed to interfere with com- 

I e wholly internal in any State nor with the exercise of their 

j powers by the several States; but foods and drugs fully comply- 

wit ill the pr ; of this act shall not be interfered with by 

t ithorities several States when transported from one 

. to another as they remain in original unbroken packages, 

except as may be otherwise defined by law or provided by statutes of 
t United States 


The prevention of the manufacture of articles being a police 
I and Congress, as I understand it, having no power under 
the commerce clause to prevent the manufacture of goods within 
t i for the reason that the character of commerce does 

ot attach to an article when it manufactured with the 
intent of shipment to another State, but only when it is produced 
for shipment, as clearly appears from the Knight 


is 





ease (156 
Ss.) and the Addyston Pipe case (175 U. S.), this section, 
er rued with all the others, eliminates from my mind any 
thor that this measure seeks to forbid manufacture. Of 
cm e it will affect it incidentally. Many regulations of com- 
merce may do that, just as many police regulations may indi- 
rectly affect interstate commerce, as especially when exercised 
to prevent manufacture; but nowhere in this measure is it 
provided that manufacture in any State shall be prohibited, 
i s it within the province of Congress to so provide. The 
| ions relating to manufacture are in aid of the investiga- 
1 to determine the character of the article. The bill only 
deals with manufactured products as articles of commerce. It 
hi ie greatest superiority over some other measures I have 
‘ ed of a similar character in that particular. Congress | 

co nly has the power to deal with the subject in this way. 
mstitutional provision under which Congress seeks to 
exercise this power is Article I, section 8, clause 3, and pro- 
ess shall have power to regulate commerce with foreign na- 

ong the several States, and with the Indian tribes. 
COMMERCE DEFINED BY THE COURTS. 

It is difficult to frame a definition that would accurately and 
f: express, in a few words, the meaning of the term “ com- 
merce” as defined by our courts, but it includes every species 
of commercial communication between the United States and 
f n countries, between the several States of the Union, and 

th Indian tribes. It is held in many cases to embrace trade 
or traffic and the interchange of commodities, but it also em- 
braces commercial intercourse between nations and parts of 
nations in all its branches. (Gibbons v. Ogden, 9 Wheat., 189; 
Brown v. Maryland, 12 Wheat., 447; Groves v. Slaughter, 15 
Pet., 449; United States v. Holiday, 3 Wall., 417; Mitchell v. 
Steelman, 8 Cal., 363; People v. Brooks, 4 Denio., 469; United 
States Bailey, 1 McLean, 284; The Daniel Ball, 10 Wall., 557; 
Wabash, ete. Rwy. v. Ill., 118 U. S., 573; Leisy v. Harden, 
13a U..-3., 23.3 


It has been repeatedly held that “ commerce” does not con- 


si in transportation only, but includes also the contracting 


st 





prosecution. | 


1e refuses to furnish these samples he should pay a | 
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for the sale of the articles and their delivery in another sj. 
(Addystone, ete., Co. v. U. S., 175 U. S., 246.) 

In Brown v. Maryland (12 Wheat., 447) it was asserted that 

sale is an ingredient of intercourse. 
THE POWER OF CONGRESS “TO REGULATE COMMERCE.” 

All the cases hold that this power committed to Congress 
without limitation, save that prescribed by the Constitut; 
itself. 

In Addystone Pipe case (175 U. S., at 228) the Supreme Court 
said: 


= 


is 
mn 


i 

| 

The power to regulate interstate commerce is, as stated by <¢ 
| Justice Marshall, full and complete in Congress, and there is no lin 
| tion in the grant of the power which excludes private contracts o¢ 
the nature in question from jurisdiction of that body. Nor is any 
limitation contained in that other clause of the Constitution — 
provides that no person shall be deprived of life, liberty, or prop: 
without due process of law. It has been held that the word “ libe: 
as used in the Constitution was not to be confined to the mere ]j 
of person, but included, among others, the right to enter into ce; 
classes of contracts for the purpose of enabling the citizen to carry ; 
his business. But it has never been, and in our opinion ought not 
be, held that the word included the right of an individual to ! 
into private contracts upon all subjects, no matter what their nature 
and wholly irrespective, among other things, of the fact that they would 


if performed, result in the regulation of interstate commerce and in 
the violation of an act of Congress upon that subject. The provision 


in the Constitution does not, as we believe, exclude Congress from 
legislating with regard to contracts of the above nature while in the 
exercise of its constitutional right to regulate commerce among the 
States. On the contrary, we think the provision regarding the r- 
ties of the citizens to some extent limited by the commerce clause of 
the Constitution, and that the power of Congress to regulate i 
state commerce comprises the right to enact a law prohibiting the citi- 
zen from entering into those private contracts which directly anq 
substantially and not merely indirectly, remotely, incidentally, and collat- 
erally, regulate to a greater or less degree commerce among the States, 

We can not so enlarge the scope of the language of the Constitution 


regarding the liberty of the citizen as to hold that it includes, or that 
it was intended to include, a right to make a contract which in 
fact restrained and regulated interstate commerce, notwithstanding 


Congress, proceeding under the constitutional provision giving to it the 
power to regulate that commerce, had prohibited such contracts. 


In Champion v. Ames (188 U. S., 346), the court said: 


The leading case under the commerce clause in the Constitutior 
Gibbon v. Ogden (9 Wheat., 1). Referring to that clause, Chief J 
Marshall said: “‘ The subject to be regulated is ‘ commerce ;’ 
Constitution being one of enumeration and not of definition, to as- 

| certain the extent of the power it becomes necessary to 





and nr 
ana our 


study the 


meaning of the word. The counsel for the appellee would limit to 
traffic, to buying and selling or the interchange of commodities, and 
do not admit that it comprehends navigation. This would restrict a 


general term, applicable to many objects, to one of its significations, 
Commerce undoubtedly is traffic, but it is something more; it is in- 
tercourse. It describes the commercial intercourse between n: 

and parts of nations in all its branches, and is regulated by pres 

rules for carrying on that intercourse. Commerce among the St 
can not stop at the external boundary line of each State, but ma 
introduced into the interior. It is not intended to say that 





« 


| words comprehend that commerce which is completely internal, 
is carried on between man and man in a State or between diffe 





parts of the 
States. 


same Siate and which does not extend to or affect other 
Such a power would be inconvenient and is certainly unneces 


sary. Comprehensive as the word ‘among’ is, it may very properly 
be restricted to that commerce which concerns more States than one. 
The genius and character of the whole Government seems to be that 
its action is to be applied to all the external concerns of the nation 
and to those internal concerns which affect the States generally, and 
not to those which are completely within a particular State, y la 


do not affect other States, and with which it is not necessary to I 
fere for the purpose of executing some of the general powers of the 
Government. 





“Again, we now arrive at the inquiry, What is that power? It is 
| the power to regulate—that is, to prescribe the rules by which « 
merce is to be governed. ‘This power, like all others vested in Con- 
gress, is complete in itself, may be exercised to its utmost extent, 
and acknowledges no limitations other than are prescribed in the Con- 
stitution. These are expressed in plain terms. f, as has always been 
understood, the sovereignty of Congress, though limited to specified 


objects, is plenary as to those objects, the power over commerce with 
foreign nations and among the several States is vested in Congress as 
absolutely as it would be in a single government having in 
stitution the same restrictions on the exercise of the power 
found in the Constitution of the United States.” 

That the regulation may sometimes assume the form of prohibitio 
is also illustrated by the cases of diseased cattle transported from or 
State to another. 

Congress, in its power to regulate commerce, may either provide for 
their being inspected before transportation begins or, in its discretion, 
may prohibit their being transported from one State to another. 


Certainly, if Congress has the power, as the court here 
serts, to provide for the inspection of cattle before transporta- 
tion begins, it also has the power to provide for the inspection 
of any other article of commerce between the States which, in 
its judgment, may require inspection, and it also has the right 

and power to provide reasonable means to enable it to effectu- 
| ally carry out this power of inspection. There can therefore 
be no objection to the requirement of the manufacturer who 


its « 


as are 





as- 





proposes to ship from one State. to another articles of com- 
merce for sale to assist in facilitating this inspection by fur- 
nishing samples of the goods to be inspected before transporta- 
tion begins, since this is the most convenient way to do it. 
As to whether he could be compelled to furnish such informa 
| tion in a criminal proceeding brought by the Government au- 
thorities against him for shipping articles prohibited under the 








1906. 
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law is a question I do not here assume to discuss, as it has 
no intimate relationship with the power of Congress to enact 
legislation or its effects on interstate commerce when it 
has been enacted. 

Continuing, in the case of Champion v. Ames (above cited), 
the court said: 

Under this grant of power to Congress, 

lV 


this 


lor 
dems 


that body, in our judgment, 
enact such legislation as shall declare void or prohibit the per- 


vance of any contract between individuals or corporations where 

e natural and direct effect of such contract will be, when carried 
it, to directly, and not as a mere incident to other and necessary 
:, regulate to any substantial entent interstate commerce. 


power to regulate interstate commerce, as stated by Chief Justice 





I l, is full and complete in Congress, ard there is no limitation 
grant of the power which excludes private contracts from the 


liction of that body. 


The court sustained an act of Congress forbidding the trans- 
ssion of lottery tickets from one State to another, but refused 


to pass upon the question as to whether Congress might ar- 
rily except from commerce among the States any article, 
ver valuable and useful, which it might choose, saying: 








will be time to consider the constitutionality of such legislation 
n we must do so; but, as often said, the possible abuse of a power 
t an argument against its existence. 
Quoting further from Chief Justice Marshall, in Gibbon vt. | 


eden, the court said: 










» wisdom and discretion of Congress, their identity with the peo- 
and the influence which their constituents pos at elections, are, 
is as in many other instances, the sole res upon which they 
r i to secure tl from its abi ‘I are the restraints 

hich the people mu en rely in re} itive government 


Ss 


‘és to 


commerce, 


Conegre 
of 


his power of 
ry instrument 
eldon v. Missouri, 91 U. S 
171 U. S., 24.) 

also includes the negotiations leadin 
(Addyston Pipe Co. v. 


regulate commerce’? embraces 
as well as the articles carried. 
.. 280; Schollenberger v. Penn- 
ivabla, 


rr 


up to interstate com- 

United States, 175 U. S., 246; 
Shelby County Tax District, 170 U. S., 497; Gunn v. 
ite Sewing Machine Co., 57 Ark., 35.) 


ice, 


Rol Ihs wv. 















CAN I REGULATE INTERSTATE COMMERCE UNDER ITS POLICI 
POW S 
In Bowman v. Chicago, ete.. Ry. Co. (125 U. §., 501) we find 
ollowing declarations of law: 
1. article of comm ree is determinable by the usages of 
rcial world, and do not depend upon the declaration of 
The State } ‘ the pows to } scribe all such 1 u 
s m4 ty 
i id 
t 
; 
‘ 1 
ey ide to rest not on the fact t 
nor that it is property usually to 
{, t on the declaration found in as 
State policy, that it shall be clu 8 
s the sovereign jurisdiction in the State is 
1 in a it did not iously exist. 
st Lior ision, then tl 
(ong an er¢ iI ttoa y y ma 
I Conegre ‘ I 
1 teri odit s Oo ar es 
{ oO ‘ (onegress I! 
r Wi 3 be reg 
to reg com ce, instead of he 
would become subordinate to the St 
t t the | ver to determine he 
f ( ( d thus to circums 
li r oY The 1M 
a struggl e, I ssa 
the power to r s di 
upon the sul t be 1 ted. 
mn Pennsylvania (171 U. S., 12) is an 
not which seems thoroughly supported by 
\ highest court. In that case the court 
Si i 
e general rule to be deduced from the decisions of this court is 
that a lawful article of commerce can not be wholly excluded from 
importation into a State ym another State where it was manufac 
tured or grown. A State has power to regulate the introduction of 
any article including a food product, so as to insure purity of the 
rticle imported, but such police power does not include the total exclu 
sion even of an article of food. 
The court further said: 
In Minnesota v. Barber (136 U. S., 313) it was held that an inspec 
tion law relating to an article of food was not a rightful exercise of 


the police power of the State if the inspection prescribed were of such 
a character or if it were burdened with such conditions as would 
wholly prevent the introduction of the sound article from other States. 
This was held in relation to the slaughter of animals whose meat was 
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to be sold as food in the State passing the so-called “ in tion lav 
The principle is affirmed in Brimmer v. Rebman (138 U. 8., 78) and in 
Scott v. McDonald (165 U. S., 58, 97). 
In Leisy v. Hardin (135 U. S., 100, 125), overruling Peirce v. 
New Hampshire (5 How., 504), it was said: 
Whatever our individual views may be as e delet lan 
gerous qualities of particular articles, we can no d that an 
which Congress recognizes as subjects of interstate commer l 
such, or that whatever are thus ized can be cont ed St 
laws amounting to regulations le they retain that cl t 
though, at the same time, if directly da rous in themsely he § 
may take appropriate measures to g against injury 
tains complete jurisdiction over t To concede to . 
power to exclude, directly or indire s so situated w 
Congressio permission is to concede to of t me 
a State re sented in t State legislature to 1 ilat 
mercial intercourse between the States by rn ng what s 
its subjects, when that power was distinctly gr: :% > ex 1 
by the people of the United States represented in Congress, and 
possession by the latter is considers essential to th 
union which the Constit on was adopted to create 
Pabst Brewing Company v. Crenshaw (198 U. S., 17) rly 
construed, supports the general doctrine that a State can not 
regulate interstate commerce by means of statutes enacted unde 
its police powers It expressly reaffirms the general 
asserted here ercept in so far as it had been fied by f 
VW ilson Ac # wh ich made fermented, d filled, ¢ hei - 
cating liquors transported into any State ¢ Ter? 
maining therein for use, consumption, sale, or stoi 
subiect to the operation a id effect of the la ( 
Territory cnacted in the exercise of pol 1 re? to t 
same extent as though such liqui rs has bd ro l 
State or Territory, and also ¢ rpre ssly pro le t} t/ 
should not te exempt therefrom by reason ¢ 
in original packages or otherwise. 
Quoting from In re Rahrer (140 U. S., 545 
the Pabst Brewing Company case: 
Cengress has now spol nd d 
liquids shall, upon arrival in a State, fall wi 
mesti rticles of a s 
And furthet 
No 1 1 x ( 3 { } 
tait 1 ‘ 
rule diy n of that { 
than W a ot ise 1 S ) 
d ) 
rhe W n va l l ] 
S: t! Supre! ( t 1 tl Pabst B | 
Case 
Rei 2 ‘uling 1 t 3 
‘ ae ft ’ \ 
G ‘ ; ‘ 
ad n I 
Vance v. Vanderecook (170 U. S.. 488) is 
Pabst Bre gC Case h ay 
( v ‘ 
it ’ ‘ ‘ ( 
such S 
I 
t i T Ss 1 r ~ 
’ \ d ‘ 
4 + t i ~ 
f | ? shi] 
id 1 the rt ‘ a § 
Mi ft 1 5 
‘ 
Q r t in At 1 Ex Cc I 
Expres ( lo 196 | i 
a xed ) VV \ { 
I ; t { 
an ‘ry State tI t 
upheld 
| | ~ it | ~ T t he ru | l 
O ‘ rt, to t effect S 
re th ay ie re i ( r S 
article of interstate commerce, either ' tr | 
by the porter fe sale in orig 
police powers; that Congress by eW Act has 
subject to the } lice powers ¢ the Cs 
there, thus vesting them of the « ‘ 
merce. Waving uniimited control of the sul as de l 
Ogden v. Gibbon and 1 ly subsequ ( _ p : 
make any regulation it chooses It can cde e wl 
shall be transported, when the character of terstate ) 
shall attach, and when it shall terminate 
sjowman Chicago, ete., Railway Company (125 U. S 
void an lowa statute imposing a 1 n tr 
panies for knowingly bringing into that State g 
liquors without having first been furnished with a certificate, 
under the seal of the county auditor of the county to which the 


| liquor was to be transported, certifying that the person to whom 











1e was to be d ‘livered was authorized under the law to 
that county. It was regarded as an inter- 
ymmerce and not within the State’s 
the court quoted approvingly the 
in Robbins v. Shelby Taxing District 


liquors } 


iN fth 


LLe 
r. In this case 


wer 


indicated, that the only 
be legitimately affected 
its police powers and its jurisdic- 
its limits, a State provides for 
und comfort of persons and the 
e things which may other- 
, suc he establishment and regu- 
iilroads, wharves, ferries, and other com- 
in pection laws to secure the due 
1 lities; the passage of 
f articles deemed injurious to the 
; the imposition of taxes upon per- 
longing to its population, and upon 
nts ursued,therein not directly connected 
e or with some other employment or 
e Constitution and laws of the 
of ti xes upon all property within 
f the great mass of property 
regulations a State can not 
ash the State or coming into it 
ally if connected with interstate 
» such taxes upon property im- 
from another State, and not yet 
f p therein; and no dis- 
such regulations adverse to the per- 
gulation can be made directly 
‘tulation of the latter 
ith the power given 
, it may be said that 
re but one 

on, and 
of that 
ablished that 


as already 
> States can 


n, { irtue of 





d property within 








ym 
Mino¢ 



















roperty 






















the subject. 

I} e the court referred ap provingly to the doctrine of 

’ Maryland (12 Whe it., 419), where was held that 
f ij t sarily implied the right to sell in 

Mr. Justice Field, concurring in the majority 

in case, said: 


it 





| carries with the 
j t appear to me doubtful. 
perhaps impossible to state 
it to sell an 
il Government 
has 
laid down 
until the 
porate d i it 


it the right to sell 


any rule 





imported 
ends and 


comm 
















tate t 


to insure 


safety in the 


cessary 
; mingled. 
this doctrine the following 
pear to support the point: 
(12 
271); 


ipport of 
a casual reading ay 
y v. of Wardens of the Port of Philadelphia 
Hi , 299, 319); State Frt. Tax C (15 be 232, 
91 U. S., 275, 282) ; Railroad 
Mobile v. Kimball (102 U. &., 691, 697 Pe 
Pennsylvania (114 U. S., 196, 203) ; 
(114 U. S., 622, 631); Walling v. Michigan 
Pullman So. Car Co. (117 U.S. 
Company v. Illinois (118 U. 8 
Tax District (120 U. 8., 489). 
an article ceases to be a sub- 
ion is complete (People v. Hunt- 
N. Leg. S. yet importation never 
ept in the case of liquors transported from one State 


ase 


Ni ri ( . Husen 


rd v. 
> ‘1 ‘ , 
Railway 
County 


9 
iI 

S _ soeipyv 
— hala hye 

Tiniy neid that 


hen im} 


while 





ortat 


is 


lands 1 the 


original 
Chicago, 

142.) 

articl 


package. 
etc., Ry 


(Leisy v. 
oD | » 108; Bowman wv. ’ 125 .-% 
M land, 12 Wheat 

character as an e of commerce if the 
New Orleans, 178 U. &S., 
Maryland, 12 Wheat 
189) is frequently quoted by 
‘ity for the contention that 
to pass such a measure as that now 
its ] to regulate commerce, and 
is an authority that the States can by statute fully protect 
impure and adulterated foods and other 
deleterious articles often tl! subject interstate commerce. 
; a case where the court found that imported coffee had 
dulterated for the purposes of fraud and deception,” and 
surt sustained a statute of the State of New York for- 


Ex 
441.) 


JUGS 


parte 


he - 


their citizen from 


oS ol 


com- | 


»: Wilson Act) so long as the article remains | 


it with the mass of property in | 
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| the exi 


| of presenting, 


commerce, 
|} adulterated 


(95 | 
Glou- | 





between 
| in some instances. 


{| ful rules for the 


| limits of 


| main independent of each other, and neither 
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bidding its sale, as not being an interference with commerc- 
Furthermore, I think that coffee “adulterated for the purp 

of fraud and deception ” was not a legitimate article of . 
merce within the meaning of the act of Congress of August 
1890, which contained among other provisions the following 


That it shall be umawful to import into the United States 
adulterated or unwholesome food or drug, or any vinous, spirit: 
malt liquors, adulterated or mixed with any poisonous or nox 
chemical, drug, or other ingredient injurious to health. 


Moreover the State act merely forbade the sale of, or ha 
for sale, any adulterated food or drug. There is not now, 
1as there ever been in my mind any question as to the power 
the State to forbid the sale of adulterated or fraudule 
branded articles for the protection of its citizens from da: 
of disease and from fraud. These subjects are peculiarly wit 
the province of the States. The fact that the States have 
power to enact such legislation in no sense detracts from 


power of Congress to deny the instrumentalities and priy 
of interstate commerce to articles which, if consumed, m 
injure the health of the citizens. The State can not do this, 


it has nothing to do with interstate commerce. The only 
fluence it can exert upon interstate commerce is that incid 
to its police regulations regarding inspection after an a) 
has been imported, and forbidding its sale if deemed delete 
Nowhere has it been held that Congress is without pow 
divest an article, adulterated or misbranded, designed for tr 
portation and sale in another State than that in which it 
manufactured, of its character as an article of commerce, | 
not now discussing the policy of the exercise of this pow 
stence of it, and I say that if, according to the mam 
thorities cited and others which I have not had an opportu 
Congress has plenary power over interstate « 
merce, over its instrumentalities, its subjects, and can 4d 
mine what articles are proper articles of commerce, subject « 
to the limitations imposed by the Constitution itself, it can 
tainly deny to an article found to be adulterated or misbranded 
the right to be transported to another State. 

If it has not this power, then what is the power delegate 
Congress in the Constitution? What mean the words “to 1 
late commerce * * * among the States?” If Congre 
not what articles shall be deemed proper artic! 
if it can not deny that character to any ar 

or misbranded, then its “power to regulate 
indeed a limited and useless one. Clearly the 
State and TIederal authority in this matter is 
drawn, although confusion may arise in attempting to tra 
The States have power to prescribe all n: 
protection of its citizens from frauds and | 
and from injury therefrom by forbidding 
manufacture within its own borders and the sale within 
any article deleterious to the health of the citiz 
and in the matter of articles imported from other States, w 

its police power, a State may provide for the inspection of 
articles imported, and if found unsound, may forbid their s 
But no State can define what articles shall be imported or 1 
bid the importation of any recognized article of commerce, and, 
except for purposes of inspection, as a general rule, the S 
can not interfere with any article of interstate commerce w] 

it is in the hands of the importer in the original package un! 
the importer has mixed it with the general property of 
State. No State has any power to regulate interstate comme! 
In the exercise of its police powers it may effect the transpo 
tion of articles in interstate commerce, but such effect is m« 
incidental to the right of inspection, 

The respective powers of State and of the Congress are in t! 
ean add to nor t 
therefrom. The decisions sustaining the Wilson Act of 1890 « 
not proceed upon the theory that Congress has added to 
police power of the States by making liquors subject to St 
laws with reference thereto upon their arrival in the State, | 
rather on the idea that Congress, in the exercise of 





pre seribe 


merce ” is 


representations 









its poy ‘ 


to regulate commerce, can, since that power is unlimited, 
by the Constitution itself, divest an article of interstate « 


merce of its character as such upon its arrival in a State, a 


that in doing so Congress does not add to the police power, bu 
| merely facilitates and aids it, and in that way regulates co 
merce. The distinction may not be altogether clear, and it m 


seem to many, as it sometimes has to me, that if Congress h: 
the power to say that an article of interstate commerce shall b 
divested of its commercial character immediately upon arrivi! 
in another State than that from which it was shipped, that 
ean also provide that such articles shall be divested of thei 
character from the time they are shipped, and thus totally 
destroy interstate commerce as such. But perhaps it will be 
time enough to consider this proposition when it arises. W 
have here no question of the power of Congress to suspend or 
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interstate commerce or to delegate its powers of regu- | but each of the judges rendered a personal opinion. 
and control conferred in the Constitution to State tri- | thority of Gibbons v. Ogden and Brown v. Maryland, 1 
ind police powers. The question here is, Has Congress | versally recognized, was questioned » of 
er to define, within reasonable limitations, what foods | approved by others, and disputed by others still 
gs shall be deemed adulterated and misbranded and to | discussions are illuminati } hey 
character of interstate commerce to articles which are | trolling. Long ago the Supreme ¢ 
‘ated and misbranded? I have no shadow of doubt | doctrine of the exclusive power of- 
rress has such power, and I find, fairly considered, the | merce between the States, and tl! th laractel 
upported by a long line of decisions from our highest | is retained by an article imported 1 noth 
Moreover, I have found no case fairly construed that | sold by the importer in the orig 
that doctrine. The line of demarkation between mingled with the general property of » St 
1 Federal authority in such matters is not always | case which involved the power of the St to 
lowed, but it is there, and neither Congress nor the | merce within their own limits in the ab { 
n make a new line. The power is vested exclusively action (the New Hampshire case) was 
to regulate interstate commerce, and this bill seeks | Hardin. 
ith articles of interstate commerce as such. It no- | 1849.—The Passenger cases (7 How., 283) held ‘ 
rferes with the right of the ca to pass any law it | acted by the respective legislatur , 1 \ 
ith reference to the sale of such artic les, except that | chusetts taxing alien passenge1 


3} 
lier 1 th 
interference with original as yes, and since the | countries at the ports of these St s void. 


n only interfere with them for purposes of inspection, | thentic report—that is, the court 
ry that they may be dangerous to the health of its | but each of the judges expr d views 
I s no objection to that feature of the bill, because | ject. Mr. Justice Wayne 1 | 


so transported will be recognized as an article of | so much of the alleged opinior 

» commerce, and the States to which it is imported | Miln (11 Peters, 10: 

U1 10 occasion to interfere with it, except for such | has exclusive power to 

as the protection of the lives and health of their citi- | agreed to. He also strongly reaflirmed Gil ! ,, (9 
he power to do this can not be taken from them. Wheat.) and Brown v. Maryland (12 
irefully examined the principal cases cited by get Lunt’s case ( 


6 Greenl. (Me.), 412 lates to 


posing this measure, and do not find that they are in-| State legislature to regulate the sa 




























upon the whole, with the position here sought to | interstate commerce yor itever being involved. It 
ined. Some of these cases have already been discussed | that the privilege of selling liquor as a retail dd 
constitutional right, oon’ may be licensed by a St 
nv. Lurman (192 .U. S., 189), strongly relied on by Conway et al. v. Taylor (1 Blackford, 603) 
of this bill, was a case where a State statute for- | It an that a State may grant i 1 
» sale of adulterated food and drugs, and coffee which | to transit from her s! leavil ie 
found to be adulterated for purposes of fraud and nasa the same rights on their own sid It « 
was not permitted to be sold. The Supreme Court | rectly enlighten any issue in thi 
the Constitution of the United States does not secure United States v. Reese (92 U. 8., 214 r} was t 
the privilege of defrauding the public and that the | case involving the fifteenth amend t to the Col 
within the police powers (p. 198). relating to the power of Congress cis] ‘ 
Brewing Company v. Crenshaw (198 U. S., 17) is gov- | ticns in the States, and holding t : 
the Wilson Act of August, 1890, which has several | cases where the wrongful refusal to permit « 
upheld. In this case the court sustained the statute | account of race or col 
iri providing for an inspection of liquors shipped from United States v. Cruikshanks (92 U. § 543) is 
tates upon their arrival, no discrimination being made | case, in which was at issue the validity of an ind 
home and foreign manufactured goods. This doctrine | ing in general terms a ispiracy to deprive 
Wilson Act, making liquors shipped into a State sub- | of his rights, privileges, and immunities u r the 
the laws of the State upon their arrival, is sustained | and to prevent and hinder him in th ( 
r’s case (140 U. S., 545) and many other cases account of his race or color The court, of 
Fitch v. kavinninne (6 Sandf., 492) involved an acticn | the indictment was indefinite cause it did 
ges occasioned by a steamboat collision on the Hudson | right, ete., was amid to he invaded 
R sed upon a State statute requiring steamboats to carry Austin v. Tennessee (179 U. S.,. 343) 1 l 
t il lights in the usual manner on the river, while the | articles of interstate comme: that the 
mgress on the subject provided: “ Every steamboat | right to sell in original p: re vithout 1 
‘ry at night one or more signal lights.” The statute | nessee statute, but that this right d t ext 
ined as not in violation of any act of Congress, im- | original packages. 
that such legislation is within the recognized power of We next have to consider the propriet) f y 
es when not in conflict with any act of Congress. power of Congress and passing this bill. For, 
City of New York v. Miln (11 Peters, 102). Held valid | observed, the power to do a thing l I 
York statute requiring the master of every vessel, within | it are quite different questions, and it 
four hours after arriving, to make a report, in writing, | to exercise a power that plainly exists. 14 f 
names, ages, settlement, etc., of all passengers, as not | a power of Congress does not rob the national 
r the Col eee. that persons are not the subject of | of the Government of authority conferred t t 
e, and neither the clause regulating commerce nor that | stitution, and Congress possesses many powers that it 
ting the States from imposing duty on imported goods | habitually exercise. So it will be well to 
That portion of the opinion which questioned the ex- | question whether the passage of thi ll, « 
power of Congress to regulate commerce was neyer | of Congress to enact it, is to be desired 
zed. (7 How., 429.) The pol i y of this legislation is not vicious, | 
Holmes v. Jennison (14 Pet., 568) was a habeas corpus | trary, it is whe lesome The first « t 
id merely decided that a State court can not surrender to to the conviction that ¢ rress, | r 
rn power a fugitive from justice, but can make punish- | should enact this bill or some l 
ithi n its own courts crimes committed in foreign coun- | or inability of the States, in the » to 
jurisdiction is obtained of the criminal. (7 How., 427.) | powers to protect their citizens from fi 
Groves v. Slaughter (15 Pet., 449, 512) merely de- | casioned by impure and adulterated foods and 
after much discussion of many irrelevant points, that a | failure or their inability to do so, or both tu 
m in the Mississippi constitution of 1832, providing | sity for the exercise by Congress « ts powers to ¢ ’ 
ter May 1, 1833. the introduction of slaves from other | acter of commerce to articles so misbranded or a 
hould be prohibited as merchandise or for sale, was not As heretofore shown, the line between Stat 
ve without legislative enactment. Under Article I, sec- | thority is reasonably distinct rhe State, for tl 
, Constitution of the United States, there is implied the | the lives and health of its citize can forbid 
f the States to exclude slaves until Congress should | terious articles; Congress can forbid their 
; thus materially aid in protecting t! publ fr 
’.—The License cases (5 How., 589, 631) involved the va- | of manufacturers who practice frauds in the 
of statutes enacted by Massachusetts, Rhode Island, and | sale of their ——— The powers of the State 
Hampshire relating to the sale of liquor. There was no | distinct and independent, and t! xistence of the s 


nion of the court as such (see reporter’s statement, p. 504) ; ‘ question the existence of the other. The legislation enacted 
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by the various States does not indicate organized effort to pre- 
yent the imposition of frauds in the sale of food products and 
drugs. This fact urges upon my mind the consideration whether 
Congress can rightfully refuse also to act within the scope of 





its powers. The Government has a power which the States 
can not exercise. That is the power to regulate commerce, to 
deny commercial character to fraudulent or misbranded, adul- 


terated, and unwholesome articles. Why and how would the 
exercise of this power deprive any citizen of any right or any 


State of any power? The power of the State is separate from 
the power of the nation. The State can not exercise the 


national function, which is to regulate commerce between the 


States. The nation can not lessen the inherent power of every 
State to preserve peace and health among its citizens. How can 


it be wrong for Congress to say to manufacturers, “ You can 
not use instrumentalities under our control to rob and oppress 
the public; you shall not claim protection under the Constitu- 


tion from the enforcement of any State statute which seeks to 
prevent fraud and deception; neither will the strong arm of this 





Government be extended to make heavier the burden of the 
States in the exercise of their rights and in the discharge of 
their duties The power to regulate commerce gives Congress 
the right to deny the instrumentalities and benefits of inter- 
stute commerce to persons and organizations who, for profit or 
other purpose, misrepresent their products and thus mislead 

dd id the public. How can any honest man who wants 
to brand his goods object to branding them honestly? Is it 
claimed that the Constitution was designed to shield fraud and 
r uurage deception ? 


If one brands his goods falsely, upon what principle can one 
demand of the Government the use of agencies under its con- 
trol to assist in perpetrating frauds on innocent purchasers of 
his goods? The so-called “ pure-food laws” of the States are, 
in the main, failures. 
power to pass law forbidding impure foods from being car- 

ed as articles of commerce that the failure or inability of the 
States to do their duty could not create that power. But Con- 
ig such power, the inability or failure of the States 


gress havi 


to exercise such powers as they possess only makes the duty of | 


create | 


Congress to act more imperative. Its action does noi 
wer. That power exists, and has always existed since the 
The question of whether a power 


e exercised is independent of the existence of such power, 


Constitution was adopted. 
il] } 


it involves considerations of public policy. As has often 

en id heretofore, power exists for the protection of the pub- 
and it is not always true that every existing power should 
exercised, but when the publie is oppressed, defrauded, de- 
ved, robbed, the time has come for the Government, in the 
exercise of its powers, to do its part in the prevention of such 
ses. Why should the Government not exert its agencies to 


the suppression of the carrying as articles of interstate com- 
merce fraudulent, misbranded, or adulterated articles? It must, 

peculiar mind that objects to the enactment of legis- 
round of public policy when that legislation is 
ress widespread and long-continued abuses, evils 
and none condone. 











I ;ISLATION ON THE SUBJECT IS VARIED AND INEFFECTIVE. 
Alabama, Arkansas, California, Colorado, Connecticut, Dela- 
ware, Fl in, Georgia, Idaho, and other States have food laws, 
| in almost total lack of uniformity among them, and 
t nees no agencies are provided for the enforcement 
that have been enacted, so that the laws in the 

ere dead letters. 

Al: ma her criminal code, has a general statute against 
lulteration of foods by merchants or their sale after they 
e been so adulterated, and other provisions relate to selling 
hol] e bread, adulterated butter, confectioneries, and 
eats, but no machinery is provided for its enforcement, save 


missioner of agriculture is required to investigate 
1argarine and report violations of the law to prose- 








g office re seems to be no legislation relative to mis- 
1 or adulterated drugs, and, from the best information ob- 

t le, the statute is rarely enforced. 
Arkansas, by act of April, 1893, has provided, with reference 

( 4 ) le ° 

W! hall knowingly sell or offer or expose for sale, or bring or 
: ht into this State, or shall have in his or their pos- 
t to sell for food, the flesh of any animal dying other- 


g r, or slaughtered when diseased ; 
the flesh as of one animal, knowing it to be of another 
for sale or sell any tainted, diseased, corrupted, 
some meat, fish, fowl, vegetables, produce, or pro- 
visions of any kind whatever, without making the same fully known to 
the purchaser, or shall sell or offer to sell the meat of any calf which 
was killed before it had attained the age of six weeks, shall be deemed 
guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction thereof shall be punished 
by a fine not exceeding $500 or by imprisonment in the county jail not 
exceeding six months, 


or shall sell or 


all offer 


inwholk 





= 


I admit that if Congress did not have the } 
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| any meal any of said articie, substitute, or compound, the dish 
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The following provisions with reference to oleomargarj;o 


butter are found in Kirby’s Digest, sections 1702, 1703. 1704. 
1705, and 1706: 7 


BUTTER. 


Oleomargarine to be labeled and marked.—Whoever shall sell any artt 
cle, substance, or compound made in imitation or semblance of |ytio. 
or as a substitute for butter, and not made exclusively or wholly of 
milk or cream, or containing any fats, oils, or grease not pr luced 
from milk or cream, shall have the words “ adulterated butter.” .) % 


such substitute is a compound known as “ oleomargarine” or “| athe 
ine,” or if it is known by any other name, the word “ oleomarg: rine.” 
“ butterine,” or such other name as shall properly describe it, s} all b 
stamped, labeled, or marked in printed letters of plain roman e 


not less than 1 inch in length, so that said word or words can nor}. 
easily defaced, upon the top and side of every tub, firkin, box, or 
age containing any of said article, substance, or compound; and {; 
of retail sales of any of said article, substance, or compound, t}, 
shall attach, or cause to be attached, to each package so sold a 
and deliver with said package to the purchaser, a label or wr; 
bearing in a conspicuous place upon the outside of said pac} 
words “ adulterated butter,” or the word ‘“ cleomargarine,” “ Putteyina 
or such other word or words as will correctly describe the artic! } 
stance, or compound sold, as hereinbefore provided, in printed lotto, 
plain roman type not less than one-half inch in length. ‘ 
Defacing of labels, etc., on butter substitutes; penalty.) 
shall sell or expose for sale, or has in his possession with inten 
any article, substance, or compound made in imitation or s 
of butter, or as a substitute for butter, except as provided jn 
1586, and whoever shall deface, erase, cancel, or remove 
stamp, brand, label, or wrapper provided for by this act, or cha: 
contents of any box, tub, article, or package marked, stamped, o 
as aforesaid, with intent to deceive as to the contents of said 
article, or package, shall be guilty of a misdemeanor and, upo: nvic. 
tion, shall be fined in any sum not less than $50 nor more than S500 _ 
Hotels, etc., must indicate nature of butter substitutes.—If any hote} 
inn, restaurant, or boarding-house keeper shall set before his guests af 











holding the same shall have clearly and indelibly marked 

prominent part thereof the words ‘“ adulterated butter,” or the 
** oleomargarine,” “ butterine,’’ or such other word or words a Ay Cor 
rectly describe the article, substance, or compound in said dish or plat 

Penalty.—Whoever shall violate the provisions of section 15x88 
be guilty of a misdemeanor and, on conviction, shall be fined in any 
not less than $5 nor more than $100. 

Definition.—The term ‘“ butter” shall be understood to ' 
product usually known by that name, which is manufactured excly 
from milk and cream. 

Other provisions are found regarding the manufacture ana 
sale of poisonous candies. With reference to native wines jt js 
permissible to sell in original packages, provided the sa 
shall be honestly labeled and contain no poisonous ingredients, 
(Kirby’s Digest, secs. 5096, 5097, 5098, 5099, 5100, 5101, 51g2 


5103. ) 











No provision whatever is made for the enforcement of thes 
laws, except in so far as the law relates to wines. An inspector 
of wines is provided for. In all my experience as a lawyer, 


and from my information as a citizen, I have known of no in- 
stances in which these statutes are enforced, save, perhaps, in 
conjuction with city ordinances in the case of the sale of adul- 
terated butter and milk. 

Many citizens in that State desire the passage of this Dill. 


I have received a large number of letters and petitions from my 
constituents asking my support of this measure. The State 


Association of Pharmacists, while in session at Hot 
sent me the following telegram: 
Hor SPRINGS, ARK., May 11 


Springs 


Hon. Josepu T. ROBINSON, M. C., 
Washington, D. C.: 


The Arkansas Association of Pharmacists in session here request the 
support of all the Arkansas Congressmen to the Mann Dil!. lease 


advise them of our request. 
W. H. SKINNER, President. 
California has passed statutes against falsely labeling dru 





false weights, brands, adulterated foods, drinks, and drugs, 
and defines the words “ drug,” “ food,” “ adulteration,” etc. It 
also has a provision preventing the manufacture of poisonous 
candies; requires oleomargurine to be so labeled; renovated 
butter to bear brand clearly indicating its character to the pur- 
chaser; a record is required to be kept of brands and grades 


of cheese. It regulates the use of imitation products in hotel 
and boarding houses. The California statute is full, and en- 


forced in conjunction with some such act as that proposed by 
Congress now, so as to assist the State by simplifying its dilli- 
culties and keeping out of the channels of interstate commerce 
articles of a clearly objectionable nature, it would, in my judg- 
ment, avail the citizens of that State much. No special officer, 


however, is charged with the duty of enforcing these statutes, 
except in so far as they relate to dairy products, and this duty 
is vested in the State dairy bureau. 

Colorado has made criminal the sale of diseased or adulter- 
ated meat, poisonous foods, adulterated and counterfeit foods, 
tainted and unwholesome food, and has forbidden the adultera- 


tion of drugs and foods under severe penalties. The manufac- 
ture of adulterated liquors is made unlawful, and the importa- 


tion of spurious, poisonous, adulterated, or drugged liquors, oF 
liquors mixed with poisonous substances is punishable with a 
graye penalty. The manufacture and sale of adulterated 


eee 
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liquors is strictly forbidden. The statutes of Colorado contain 
iny provisions relating to dairy products and the enforcement 
of the law in regard to the same, put no provision is made for 

. enforcement of other food drug laws. 

Connecticut has enacted general pure-food and pure-drug 
laws after which this bill seems in many particulars to be 
closely modeled. The manufacture of adulterated and mis- 
»pranded foods is forbidden, and these terms are defined much 
the same as in the proposed bill. Other provisions relate to 
ilecholic beverages, use of injurious drugs in brewing, the sale 
if adulterated liquors, and the inspection by the Secretary of 
Agriculture of sample packages to be procured from the manu- 
facturer. The whole subject seems to be covered in the Con- 
necticut statute, the provisions relating to water and milk 
heing not the least important. 

Delaware has confined her legislation on this subject prin- 
cipally to breadstuff, butter, candy, and fruit, and no officer is 
charged with the duty of enforcing these laws, with the excep- 
tion of those relating to breadstuffs (principally for exporta- 
tion), and the further exception that provision is made for the 
sumpling and inspection of products suspected to be deleterious. 

Florida forbids the sale of diseased, corrupted, or unwhole- 
come food by any person without making known to the pur- 

ser its condition. False packing is also forbidden. The 
statutes cover adulteration of alcoholic beverages, bread, butter, 
candy, and drugs. Here, as in many other States, no provision 
whatever is made for the enforcement of the food laws. 

Georgia makes the sale of unwholesome foods a misdemeanor, 

d authorizes an action for damages by .the person injured 

ainst the seller in case of injury from the same. The sale 
of adulterated food or drink without giving a true analysis of 
the article so adulterated is also a misdemeanor. Careful pro- 
vision is made in regard to the sale of drugged liquors, inspec- 

m being required monthly or whenever desired by either 
buyer or seller. Other provisions in the Georgia statute relate 
to candies and dairy products. Impure, unwholesome, or adul- 
rated milk, imitation butter or cheese, the use of coloring 
iatter in cheese and butter, the sale of oleomargarine without 
iotice that it is oleomargarine, and the use of the same in 
itels without notice to guests that the product is oleomar- 
gaurine are some features of the law. Enforcement of the laws 
relating to liquor is provided for, but no special provision is 
found for any of the remaining statutes. 

Idaho forbids the adulteration of foods and drugs, the sale 
of tainted or diseased food and drugs, the sale of famished ani- 
mals as food, the sale of imitation or adulterated butter, the 
manufacture or sale of adulterated or poisonous candy, the 


anufacf{ure or sale of vinegar containing certain ingredients | 


alleged to be injurious to health; forbids the handling of adul- 
terated vinegar, and requires all receptacles to be marked with 
kind and standard of strength. No officer is provided to en- 
force the Idaho laws. 

Some of the Territories, including the District of Columbia, 
Alaska, Hawaii, and Arizona, have enacted pure-food laws, 
but most of them are without the facilities for enforcing them. 
This brief review of State legislation on the subject reveals 
the fact that with the exception of three or four of the States, 
legislation in regard to pure food is meager, and that which has 
heen passed, in most instances goes unenforced. Thus the public, 
in the very vital matter of the food they consume and the 
medicine they use, is left at the mercy of avaricious manufac- 
turers and dealers, who are constantly poisoning the springs of 
existence by adulterating the food we eat; by selling as pure 
and wholesome poisonous substances that kill rather than sus 
tain, and by practicing many forms of fraud and deception 
which, whether forbidden by State laws or authorized, ought 
not to be countenanced by. the National Government in the con- 
trol of interstate commerce. 

Even if the States had demonstrated a disposition to deal 
efliciently with the subject, the great expense that is occasioned 
them by the failure and refusal of Congress to aid in the con- 
summation of the laudable purpose of protecting the public from 
the injurious effects of poisonous, unwholesome, and adulterated 
foods, makes. necessary this or similar legislation on the part 
of Congress. 

Without the aid of Congress in regulating the transportation 
of foods and drugs among the States, no State can adequately 
enforce its statutes enacted under the police powers for the 
security of the life and health of its citizens. When one con 
siders the multiplied avenues of interstate commerce entering 
and passing through every State in the Union, the countless ex- 
press and freight offices where delivery is made of articles 
shipped from other States, the innumerable points on every 
railroad, the many wharves and landings to which goods are 
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| 


| Shipped from foreign States, it is at once appzrent t! 


it the 
States can not maintain an effective 


system of inspection (with 


|} out great expense), that will enable its officers to ascertain 
| wnether the State laws are being evaded or complied with; 
| when we remember that daily jobbers and merchants are sell 
| ing, over their counters at every market in the State, products 
| Which may impair the health of the purchaser, it would be ditti 


cult in the extreme to estimate the cost and inconvenience to 
the State authorities of maintaining and effectively enforcing 
statutes designed to afford security to the public from the 
dangers of impure foods and adylterated drugs, if at the same 
time the railroads and express companies are permitied to 
carry as commerce every article offered from another State. 
As already observed, the States can not act extraterritorially ; 
they can not regulate interstate commerce; they can not prevent 
the importation of recognized articles of commerce. 

It is this circumstance, the fact that Congress has failed to 


i Aa 
do its part in this matter by exercising its power to keep out of 
the channels of commerce articles that are not to be properly 
recognized as entitled to that privilege—this failure of Con- 
gress to exercise its power has made the State laws relating 


to impure foods ineffective. 

The uniformity that would result from the passage of thi 
bill would be a great benefit to the public. This is a subj 
peculiarly admitting of uniformity, not in its every detail, 
indeed, but in its most important particulars. No State ought 
to want to encourage the manufacture and sale of poisonous 
and adulterated food, and no State should encourage a manu- 
facturing industry which bases its prosperity upon misbranding 
and falsely labeling its products. Under the practical opera 
tion of every reform difficulties arise which can not be anti 
pated. Some of these difficulties are latent, while others are 
devised by the opposition to reform and designed to discounte- 
nance and defeat it. I sbould be glad to see the day when 
every State shall forbid, by statutes fairly uniform, the manu- 
facture and sale within its limits of all poisonous, adulterated, 
and misbranded foods, and when the National Government shall 
deny the character of interstate commerce to all such com 
modities. This legislation will hasten the coming of that day. 

In many of the States there have grown up industries which 
are so far-reaching in their influences that the States fostering 
them have refused to regulate them. Some of these ind vi 





ship habitually into the different States through the common 
earriers of interstate commerce tainted food, meats of animals 
slaughtered while dying from loathsome diseases, the flesh 
of animals which have died before slaughter. Others manu- 
facture large quantities of beverages which they have grown 


accustomed to adulterate for market in the various State 
Others still have made, and are making, fortunes by the 
to a credulous public of simple food stuffs misbranded and 
adulterated with worthless substances. Others are deliberately 
| and wickedly placing upon the markets of the States for use by 
the unfortunates who suffer chronic miseries entailed by 

edity and other afflictions which cause them to seek remedies 
everywhere and apply everything recommended, in the hope 
of getting relief, alleged medicines, loaded 


vith neji ' 
Witt PO mous 





drugs, which temporarily allay pain and thus give promise « 
curative effects. Do you tell me that i iz for Cong 3 
to forbid the transportation, as articles te commerce 
of such products? Do you assert that e could res¢ 
the assistance which Congress would e to existing 
statutes on the ground that it was an interference with the 
rights of the States? Why should the doctrine of State rights be 
invoked in justification of indifference to the public welf 

Do gentlemen here profess that the prevention of t 
to the millions of our population (who have neither the time 
nor the facilities for analyzing their foods) of Ite 
branded, fraudulent, and poisonous foods by denying 1 CO 
merce character to such articles is an invasion of State rig : 
What right of any State will be thus invaded? \V t privilege 
or right of any State, inherent or reserved, will be restri 1? 
Will not each State still retain its power to pa whatever 
statutes it chooses for the protection of the lives, the health, 


the morals of its citizens? Does any gentleman here oppose 
the passage of this measure because it refuses to lend respe 


bility to fraud, because it denies the designation of “ interstate 
commerce” to substances which none can claim should longer 
mask behind that name? I yield to no man in my regard 
the doctrine of local self-government. But that xpre l 
means a government under the laws and Constitution of my 
country by the exercise of every power, whether State or 
national, or both if necessary. It does not mean license rhe 
failure of Congress to pass this measure, or one similar. and 
| to thus deny the character of interstate commerce to articles 
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| Chair hears no objection. 


tainted h fraud or loaded with poison will not strengthen 

or in e right er power of any State, but it will weaken 
the « nee which the public has in this Congress. 

\ e called upon, not to exercise any power reserved to 

1 ;, but to exercise the power delegated to Congress to | 

{ ol The exercise of a power does not create 

di the nonexercise of it destroy a power that exists. 

here of ongressional action is cireumseribed. It ean 

e the States and nullify valid State laws. It can not | 

inu ure for sale within a State where an article 

ifactured nor forbid a sale there. sut it ean prevent | 

the transportation, by common carriers as interstate commerce, 

s recognized to be unwholesome, and prevent their sale 


importer in the original package, just as it has forbidden 

unwhol tea. Congress has the 

‘ over ecommerce between the States that 
ree. Practical experience may develop 

in this measure. It may not be doubted that some 

enforcement. But when the im- 


the importation of some same 


‘ } om me 


ill be met in its 





ional action contemplated, those difficulties do not appear 
must be something worthy of consideration 
are permitting the Government, throt 
ithin its absolute control, to distribute poisons as 
d products as genuine. I must, indeed, 
f morals before I ean justify my failure to 
» power of the States the strength of the nation 
re public from the of t who 
profit above honor and wealth above the rules of fair dealing. 
The citizens of every State are entitled to the combined ac- 
tion of State and nation, each operating within its sphere, to 
ward off the physical and moral degeneracy that must result 
from the long-continued consumption of impure, adulterated, 
nd poi foods. The citizen has little opportunity 
mal inspeetion of the products he consumes and is without 
the means of aceurately determining the genuineness of the 
ks upon. In practical 
rticles we consume until they are served in the most 
levised. Is it incumbent on the Gov- 


ntable. It 


7 
to 


th we igi 


greed hose 


sonous 


can be d 

to the character of interstate commerce every 
lity offered, without regard to its purity or wholesome- 
e question is to answer it. Admittedly the 
regulate interstate commerce. The Congress 
te enterprises in some localities may suffer from 
actment of this law, but an enterprise that thrives by 
ms while it pretends to feed, does not deserve 
in not demand the aid of government to con- 


ve way that 


=. 


e commerce and thus cheat the public. <A fair applica- 
i his proposed law can not harm any 
unfair to assume that the law will 
It is begging the question to assert 
* the Government intrusted with the enforce- 
if it be ¢ i, may be partial and unjust. 


nacted, 
speak no such thing as exact justice. 


‘iples of 
It is 


iforced. 





cing, 
» is a sense of equality before the law, of fair dealing 
l ition, that underlies all our institutions 
ossible the maintenance of order and 
industry. The health and comfort of 
is above any consideration of private 


i 


ikes ] 


dacanarat 


generated citizenship. 
‘e of opposition to this measure is the fear that 
partially, discriminate against legitimate indus- 
cecome a means of oppression, while affording 
ls against which it is directed. But such 
to any statute. The possibility of im- 
reement of a law is inherent in every law 
zw can not make officers honest, ner can 
cy. There is nothing unfair in this bill, 
th some features of it may 
experience and the wishdom of 
yinent, may be relied upon to cor- 
I have no fear that legiti- 
» of this bill Manufae- 
as genuine adulterated 


1 : 
e evi 
— mad 
may ve mace 


enfo 


food nd drugs, ar mmercial b 

‘ must be cross-eyed in 
ims. It is far from any 
any citizen, to discourage 
any authority in the States, and 
d be the effect of passing this bill, 
it. But, honestly believing that 


, ’ 
ley, cia 

heir @la 
thor it or purpose of mibe to oppress 


r husi s, to restrict 


nose 


‘ts as wholesome poisonous | 


rigands who rob the citizen | 


it has over for- | 
necessity | 


the subject is considered, the necessity for Con- | 


eount | 
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legislation of this character is needed, that it is within 
province of Congress to enact it, that it does not impair 
right of the States to govern theniSelves in all matters of | 
concern, and that it will aid the States in protecting their 
zens from the irreparable injuries of impure foods and drus 
cheerfully give it my support. [Loud applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Arka 
has expired. [Loud applause. ] 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I would ask, Mr. Chair: 
leave to revise and amplify my remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
The Ghair understands the 
man from Georgia [Mr. ApAMSON] yields ten minutes to 
gentleman from Maryland. 

Mr. ADAMSON. The gentleman from New 
GOULDEN] desires to be recognized for a moment. 

Mr. GOULDEN. Mr. Chairman, we were all deeply i 
ested yesterday in the able and instructive speech of the 
man from Illinois [Mr. MANN]. 

The exhibition of adulterated and short-weight goods 
shown on the floor of the House speaks in language unmis 
bly for the adoption of a remedy. 

I shall call attention to the salient points in the pending })j}| 
now under discussion, beginning with section 7. 

Section 7 of the House bill relates to the subject of “: 
branding,’ and is the section the provisions of which have given 
rise to the greatest controversy. It provides that the term 
“ misbranded ” shall apply to all drugs or articles of food 


York 


| articles which enter into the composition of food, which 


| any statement, design, or device on the package or label reg 


for 


life we rarely see the | 
at- | 


Neither can it invoke the police powers of | 
npete with honest, legitimate enterprise through | 


ing the ingredients or substances contained therein, or the 

cle as a whole, which shall be false or misleading in any part 
lar; and to any food or drug product falsely branded as to the 
State, Territory, or country in which it is manufactured or 
produced; that also a drug skall be deemed “ misbranded” jf 
it be an imitation of or offered for sale under the name of an- 
other article, or if the contents of the original package have been 
removed in whole or in part and other contents substituted, or 
if it fail to bear a statement on the label of the quantity or 
proportion of alcohol, or of opium, cocaine, or other pois 
substance contained therein. 

It is proposed to offer an amendment to this provision, which 
in effect will provide that the quantity of alcohol or narcotic 
need not be stated upon a pharmacopeia remedy prepared in 
accordance with the pharmacopeia formulary, but that on other 
preparations of drugs the amount of alcohol and of opium, mor- 
phine, cocaine, heroin, alpha and beta eucaine, acetanilid, 
chloral hydrate shall be stated, so that people may be informe 
who purchase prepared medicines whether they are tak 
habit-forming drugs or alcoholic compounds. 

“Food” shall be considered as adulterated if it be an imita- 


IS 


l 
l 


| tion of or offered for sale under the distinctive name of another 


article, or if labeled or branded so as to deceive the purchaser 
or falsely purport to be a foreign product, or, if in package f 
the quantity of the contents of the package be not plainly and 
correctly stated in terms of weight and measure on the outside 
of the package. 

An amendment will be offered to the package provision some- 
what modifying the arbitrary provision, but still protecting the 


| purchaser and the honest manufacturer from the fraud of th 


gain. | 


yased on frauds, can not offset the detriment | 


who wish to cheat and swindle by short weight or measure. 

It ought also to be considered as misbranding of food if tl 
contents of the original package shall have been removed 
whole or in part and other contents placed in the package, 
if the pack» ge fails to bear a statement on the label of the qu 
tity or proportion of any of the narcotic drugs. 

The section provides that an article of food not containi 
added poisonous or deleterious ingredients shall not be dec 
adulterated or misbranded in case of mixture, or compou 
known as articles of food under their own distinctive na 


ro or 


| and not imitations, if the name be accompanied on the lal 


be and 


with a statement of the place where the article has been man 
factured or produced, and also that fcod shall not be deemed 
adulterated or misbranded in case of articles labeled, brande 
or tagged so as to plainly indicate they are compounds, in 
tations, or blends, provided that the term “blend” as us 
therein shall be construed to mean a mixture of like substance, 
not excluding harmless coloring or flavoring ingredients. 

The provisions in the House bill which esvers the subject of 
liquor, as well as other articles of food and drink, is that an 
article shall not be deemed misbranded when labeled, branded 
or tagged so as to plainly indicate that it is a compound, imi- 
tation, or blend, provided that the term “ blend ” as used therein 
shall be construed to mean a mixture of like substance, net ex- 
cluding harmless coloring or flavoring ingredients. 
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Section 13 of the House bill and of the Senate bill provides 
for seizing and confiscating adulterated or misbranded articles 
py process of libel for condemnation. 

“Section 14 of the act proposes to put in permanent statute the 

provisions which have been carried in the agricultural appro- 
priation bill for several years, authorizing examinations to be 
made of imported articles of food and drugs and directing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to refuse entry and delivery when 
found to be adulterated or misbranded. 

The most remarkable thing about the bill under consideration 
is the state of affairs which it intends to correct, to use a para- 
dox. We are so used in these days to having deception prac- 
ticed on us, we have grown so accustomed to it, that we no 
longer realize its enormity. It is taken as a matter of course, 
as part of the status quo of the things we are born heir to, and 
as having perhaps some right to exist. 

Yet when we stop to take thought of the matter, we realize 
that a state of things exists which should bring the blush of 
shame to the cheek of every honest man.and woman or to one 
who is inelined to raise truth and fair dealing only slightly 
above the mad greed for the mighty dollar. [Applause.] 

It would seem that wherever we turn in the business or manu- 
facturing world we meet with deception in many cases on a 
mighty scale. Not only is the very spirit of competition driving 


out all respect for honest representation of wares, but it tends | 


to the imposition of dishonest wares upon an unsuspecting pub- 
] 
much, and its back is broken with the heavy burden of misplaced 
blame; we might therefore be somewhat lenient and endeavor to 
rightfully place a part of the blame. ji 
But in the endeavor to do so we are obliged to fall back upon 
the worst elements in human nature, which impel men to squeeze 
profit from every trade. 
horse deals so liberally sprinkled in popular literature, and with 
the efforts of trusts and millionaires, as elaborated by the sen- 
sational press. These are only samples of what is taking place 


lic Perhaps the spirit of competition is held responsible for too | 


We are all familiar with the famous | 
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in almost every trade and industry, in manufacturing and busi- | 


ness, even at times in the professions and arts. And that 


is 


the sad part of it, that in the endeavor to live and to pursue | 


their lives in a Christian fashion, men will stoop to question- 
able methods, adopting as their motto that rule which 
always been falsely attributed to the Jesuits, “that the end 
justifies the means.” 

And this is the state of affairs which is disclosed after a care- 
ful and cold-blooded analysis, and which the bill under discus- 
sion is endeavoring to correct in certain lines of trade and man- 
ufacture. Prepared foods and food products are so adulterated 


as to either reduce the quality or increase the quantity for the 


| 


has | 


| 
| 


purpose of saving cost of production on the one hand or to in- | 


crease the cash income on the other. Valuable ingredients in 
the natural foods are cleverly, ingeniously substituted by chem- 
als, with the same object in view. Drinks and condiments are 
treated in the same way. But when we take up the matter of 
rugs and chemicals themselves the field grows so vast that the 
nind of no man here is able to grasp it all or to go to the bottom 
of the subject. 
nough has been shown during all the years that pure foods 
have been under discussion by State legislatures and Congress 
prove that the enormity exists; that a cancerous growth of 
iunt proportions has been built up on a foundation of fraud 
and deceit, and that the public has been the victim for so long 
that it might be said to have grown accustomed to it, and to 
lave thrived on it; at least so those who have profited by it 
light claim. This was developed in the recent meat investi- 
tion, so fresh in the minds of the people of the world. [Ap- 
plause. | 
But the one phase of the subject that has received no atten- 
tion is, of course, the moral one. We are so busy hunting evi- 
ence that we do not stop long enough to remember how repug- 
nt all of it is; that misrepresentation has been elevated into 
virtue of business; that men grow rich by stuffing false foods 
into the stomachs of their fellow-citizens, and by trying to cure 
their ills by medicines that produce new ills or which fail to 


cure, 


The bill under consideration aims to put a stop to at least 
some of this fraud and deceit as it may exist in the District 
of Columbia and the Territories and in interstate 
\fter years of agitation Congress has at last decided to inter- 
fere in the interests of the people and to really do something 
in their behalf. It might be interesting to know why it takes 


so many years for a measure of this kind to receive the sanction 
of the people’s Representatives, but the reasons have been given 
so often by advocates of tariff-reduction bills and other acts 

for the real people’s benefit that it would-be idle and useless to | off” doctrine; but if we could only adopt 


commerce, | 





go over them now. It is sufficient to say that the powerful 
manufacturing interests are always more potent with son 


these Representatives than the people themselves—anoth il 


lustration of the intrenched power of the trusts and industrial 
combinations and the lack of organization on the part of the 
consumers. 

However, Congress has at last decided to do something, and 
that something, as embodied in the bill under consideration, is so 
worthy that no one should hesitate about supporting it. The 
only regret is that its provisions are not applicable to the in 
ternal commerce of the States. We might say that this is an 
instance where constitutional limitation prevents us from doit 
something good for the public; but the bill carries a remedy - 
this regret by suggesting that the States may follow the action 


of Congress by enacting uniform laws upon the pure-food qu 
tion, and that the officials intrusted with the enforcement of 


the 
law, in both nation and State, may frequently consult for the 
purpose of fixing exact standards of food products and dru 


As a first step in the right direction the bill is excellent, ar 
gives me pleasure to raise my voice in its behalf and to cast my 
vote for its passage. 

I have but one objection to the bill, and that is to the pro 
vision which exempts foods and drugs intended for foreign c 
merce from the restriction and penalties of the measure. 
that we have made up our minds to protect our own citiz 
from fraud and deception—to do a little needed house ¢ 
as it were—we should not continue to believe that the foreig 
are still fit subjects for such practices and that we can broon 
onto them that which we would not accept ourselves. It n 


A 


x 
¢ 
} 

it 


LIKES 


us look ridiculous when we stop to make such distinctions, and 
it tends to make our foreign customers look with suspicion upon 
all of our commerce. We take no means to conceal the fa 

that fraud can be practiced upon them; that anything can be 
palmed off on them so long as it looks and tastes well and a stiff 


price is charged for it. 
While about it we might 





as well have gone that much fur 
ther and forbidden our manufacturers from selling to the f 
| eigner for genuine what we forbid them selling to our own 
citizens. It requires no stretch of imagination to know why 


this step was not taken. 


It shows that the protected interes 
have not lost all their influence, even though Congress h 


is at 
last decided to pass a pure-food bill. 

But as half a loaf is better than none, and charity begins at 

| home, I am most willing to support this present bill as nded 
in spite of my objection to the foreign-commerce ey : 
and I shall hope that it may not be very long before ¢ 

will remedy the matter and relieve itself and the At 
people from the reproach of perpetrating fraud upon « 
tomers abroad who like and need our products. 

And how strange it is that a measure of this kind, 
do so much good to the people and to prevent so mu 
dealing, should meet with opposition. Of course ev 
that the world or a nation, or even a com Lity 
family, has inaugurated has been bitterly ‘ 
been accomplished after incredible struggles artbu 
It is one of the traits of human nature to stick to the t 
that are, however ill, rather than fly to the w tl 
ills that may be. And in the present instance we h 
ception to the rule. And yet, I repeat, it seems so strange 
a good can only be accomplished after a determined fig 
believe that if a movement was started to abolish the 
of Satan that the usual mighty opposition would at onc 
even in this House. 

Fortunately, the character of the evil and the st | 
remedy are so plain and simple that the opposition ‘ 
easily concentrated and analyzed for what it is wol We 
find that it consists only of those interests which have tf d 
for years upon fraudulent goods imposed up a patient people 
of interests which have grown so large and powerful 1 
resent interference as an impertinence, as a meddling with 
sacred property rights. Although they enjoy no spe l f i 
chise or privilege, they feel that the superstructure which t 
have erected upon the gullibility of the people is sacred by re 
son of its mere existence; and we have the novel spectacle 
a cancer being spared from the knife, even though the b ‘ 
which it festers should dic. That some nece ry an ents 
wil! be adopted before the bill passes goes without saying. 

It is always the same class of people, however, who obie 
the protected interests, clamoring for a continuance of tie pro 
tection, of the aids which have given them life rencth, and 
wealth, and without which they could not thrive ‘ e 
of the people. It would be too much to ex} yvernnie to 
go back to the “laissez faire” days, the days of the Mul 
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times, how many trusts would fall to the ground at once, how 
heat frauds would be exposed and driven out of business? 
In other words, the people demand a “square deal” all around. 


rhe Interstate Commerce Committee has listened to many 
n the subject of pure food, and most of them have been 
j sition; but, of course, they have represented manufac- 
tur interests, who felt that their business would be injured 
] 





y the passage of such an act. Representatives have been lib- 
erally supplied with literature from similar sources, with the 
object of convincing them that the interests of their constit- | 
uel demanded’ the defeat of the bill. And no stone is left 


unturned if it can be made an obstacle to its progress. 














by reason of its rules, we are fast reaching, if we have » 
already reached, a method of legislation which in the fut 
will be known as “committee autocracy.” By the extraor 
nary increase, within a very short time, of departments a 
bureaus we are beginning to emulate, in the executive pray..)) 
of our Government, those States which history denominates 
“Governments of bureaucracy.” “ Committeeautocracy ” ay, 
“ bureaucracy ” are both departures from the methods of oy» 
democratic forefathers and are grave dangers to republics), 
institutions. The one fosters preferential legislation for 
benefit of privileged classes; the other creates an army of 


| officeholders so great as to threaten with destruction our party 


I would like to read a letter received from my friend, Dr. 

Fhomas Darlington, the present commissioner of health in the 

of New York, a man well known all over the country for | 

fiicient services in making New York one of the healthiest 
cit ind one of the best in which to live in the world: 

City or New York, DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, 
Orfrice OF THE COMMISSIONER OF HEALTH, 
New York, March 8, 1906. 
( T LDDN, 
l Vew York City. 

S to your attention to the patent-medicine clause in 
the bill which is now before the House of Representatives, 
sin t will be on this clause that one of the serious attacks upon the 
bill will be made. The clause provides briefly, as you will see by a | 
reading of it, that all poisons contained in patent medicines be stated 
upon the label, and that any patent medicine shall be deemed mis- | 
branded which carries on its label any misstatement. 

This seems to me, and I believe will appeal to you, as an eminently | 
fair a honest proviso. The Proprietary Association of America has 
its representatives in Washington working against the provision, and 
ready to work against the whole bill in case the clause is permitted to | 
remain in it. You have undoubtedly received their literature and 
heard from them in other ways. 

refore I urge you to take into account, no matter what their 
arguments may be, that the patent-medicine section as it stands is 





mp . requirement of fair play, such as to safeguard the public and to 
purchaser know what he is purchasing in the field of proprie- 
Very sincerely, yours, THOMAS DARLINGTON, 


Commissioner. 


This is a sample of the opposition that has been raised to the | 


pure-food bill. But as we have listened to it for many years | 
now 11 have seen how hollow and selfish it all is, we have at 
last determined to ignore it and to do a little something for the 
people. It is a pleasure to be able to say that the people’s rep- 
resentatives are really representing them and not the interests 
that have been greedily preying on them, and I am proud to be 
able to aid by my vote the passage of so worthy an act. 


fashion in tombstone inscriptions by desiring his vote on 
the Philippine annexation question duly carved on his. Let me 
sentiments as to my vote on the pure-food and good- 
questions. [Loud applause. ] 


meat 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Sreriine having 


tak the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the 
Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that 
the Senate had passed without amendment bill of the follow- | 
ing title: 


a1 


HI. R. 20321. An act to provide for the traveling expenses of 
the President of the United States. 
PURE-FOOD BILL. 
The committee resumed its session. 
\DAMSON. Now, Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gen- 
1] n from Maryland [Mr. Grii] ten minutes. 








ir. GILL. Mr. Chairman, there is unquestionably a de- 
m i for the enactment of constitutional legislation by Con- 
under the interstate-commerce clause, by which it shall 

te with the several States in protecting the health and 

ve f our citizens against the ravenous greed of those who 
| injure or destroy them in their unholy and criminal 


and drink. It is my desire to aid as 
e in securing the passage of such legislation as 
e preservation of the purity of food and drink 


r Ion of In th food 


possibl 





f both man beast. But in considering such legislation 
we should not permit ourselves, under the hysteria of the 
moment, to « imperfect measures which may be fraught 
with greater harm to our true interests than the evils which 
Ser . to remedy. In my opinion, danger signals have 

1 hoisted in this Congress, warning us of governmental 

s upon which our country may be stranded if the tendency | 

to enact extreme, crude, ill-considered, and preferential legis- 
| is not curbed. These signals admonish us to seek more 
stently and to observe more carefully than in the past the 


hi demarcation between the powers reserved to the States 
una those granted to the Federal Government. In this body, 


ure wealth through disease-breeding and poisonous | 


» distinguished gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLarK] has | 


government. 

Senate bill No. 88, commonly known as the “ pure-food bi!! ” 
which has been passed by the Senate and for which the Hoyse 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce has propo 
a substitute, is now before us. This substitute is a striki) 
manifestation of the tendency to which I have tried to dr 
your attention. 

In section 10 of the committee’s bill it is provided, an 
other things, that— 


Every person * * #* 


who manufactures or produces for 
ment * © ® 


from any State, Territory, or the District of Co 


bia to any other State, Territory, or the District of Columbia, or to 
any foreign country, any drug or article of food, and every person ) 
* * * exposes for sale any drug or article of food ; 

ceived from a State, Territory, or the District of Columbia other than 
the State, Territory, or the District of Columbia in which he exposes 


for sale * * * such drug or article of food, ete.— 


Shall be required to furnish a sample of such commodity to 
the authorized agent of the Government for the purposes of 


analysis, and by section 11 it is further provided that any such 
person who fails to comply with the terms of section 10 slial! 
be guilty of a misdemeanor. 

Even a superficial reading of this section (10) of the con 
mittee’s bill brings home the conviction that through it Con- 
gress is seeking to regulate manufacturing within the State 
and sales purely intrastate, a function which it is powerless an 
never wis intended to exercise. It is a firmly established prin- 
ciple of constitutional law, that under the interstate clause the 
jurisdiction of Congress extends only to the regulation of com- 


merce among the several States, with the Indian tribes, and 
with foreign nations. By seeking to compel a person “ who 


manufactures for shipment” or “exposes for sale” any drug 
or article of food to furnish a sample thereof to an agent of 
the Government, which sample might furnish the basis of a 
criminal prosecution against him, Congress is trying to trench 
on the police powers of the State. 

One of the many instructive cases in which this principle is 
lucidly stated and the boundaries between the reserved power of 
the States and the powers granted to the Federal Government 
clearly defined is In re Greene, 53 Federal Reporter, 104. 

In this case the court uses the following language: 


It is equally clear that Congress has no jurisdiction over and can not 


| make criminal the aims, purposes, and intentions of persons in the 


| the products thereof, 


quisition and control of property which the States of their residence 
creation sanction and permit. It is not material that such property 
may become the subject of trade or commé 
States or with foreign nations. Commerce a g 
the States, within the exclusive regulating power of Congress, “ con 
sists of intercourse and traffic between their citizens, and includes tlie 
transportation of persons and property, as well as the purchase, sale, 
and exchange of commodities.” (County of Mobile v. Kimball, 102 U.s., 
691-702; Gloucester Ferry Co. v. Pennsylvania, 114 U. S., 203, 5 Sup. 


among the several 


| Ct. Rep., 826.) 


In the application of this comprehensive definition, it fis settled 


| the decisions of the Supreme Court that such commerce begins and tlie 
| regulating power of Congress attaches when the commodity or thing 





traded in commences its transportation from the State of its prod 
tion or situs to some other State or foreign country and terminates 
when the transportation is completed and the property has become a 
part of the general mass of the property in the States of its desti: 
tion. 

When the commerce begins is determined, not by the character of the 
commodity, nor by the intention of the owner to transfer it to anot! 
State for sale, nor by his preparation of it for transportation, but 
its actual delivery to a common carrier for transportation or the actual 
commencement of its transfer to another State. At that time t 
power and regulating authority of the State ceases and that of Co: 
gress attaches and continues until it has reached another State and 
becomes mingled with the general mass of property in the latter State; 
that neither the production nor manufacture of articles or commodities 


a 





which constitute subjects of commerce and which are intended for tr: 
and traffic with citizens of other States, nor the preparation for the! 
transportation from the State where produced or manufactured, pricr 
to the commencement of the actual transfer or transmission thereof to 
another State, constitutes that interstate commerce which comes with 
the regulating power of Congress, and, further, that after the termin 


| tion of the transportation of commodities or articles of traffic from one 


State to another and the mingling or merging thereof in the genera! 
mass of property in the State of destination, the sale, distribution, and 
consumption thereof in the latter State forms no part of interstate 
commerce. (Pensacola Tel. Co. v. Western Union Tel. Co., 96 U. 8., 1; 
Brown v. Houston, 114 U. §8., 622, 5 Sup. Ct. Rep., 1091; Coe v. Errol, 
116 U. S., 517-520, 6 Sup. Ct. Rep., 475; Robbins v. Taxing Dist., 1: ¥ 
U. S., 407, 7 Sup. Ct. Rep., 592, and Kidd v. Pearson, 128 U. S., 1, 9 
Sup. Ct. Rep., 6.) In the latter case the Supreme Court pointed out 





Lot 6. 


thé listinetion between commerce and the subjects thereof, and held 
‘ manufacture of distilled spirits, even though they were in 
t for export to other States, was not commerce falling within the 


ting powers of Congress. 


‘ rlye then, that part of this bill which seeks to regulate 
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t) ,anufacture of a commodity within a State where made, 
: regulate its disposition or sale after its transportation has 
he completed and it has become part of the general mass of 
t] ‘operty in the State of its destination, is valueless legis- 
] and beyond the power of Congress to enact. 
is imperfection, however, is not the only one in this bill. 
I y judgment the House Committee on Foreign and Inter- 
at Commerce has lost seriously weakened the Senate meas- 
1 its attempt to incorporate in this bill an imperfect pro- 
1 safeguarding fair trade by weight and measure. Cer- | 
{ fair trade by weight and measure is not germane to pure | 
{ \ pure-food measure is framed to protect men’s stomachs 
yugh their stomachs, their health and lives. A require- 
! for fair trade by weight and measure is designed to pro- 
bona fides in matters of contract and the observance of a 
standard of morality in commercial transactions. But 
‘ f the subject of fair trade by weight and measure were 
in a pure-food measure, it seems to me that with the | 
t lines which the committee has inserted on this subject it | 
| be impossible to cover so vast a field. It is to be hoped 
1 the consideration of this weight-and-measure provision 
bill the House will not, as it did with the rate bill, as- | 
ie infallibility of the Committee on Interstate and For- 
Commerce, in the end only to have the Senate reform it | 
\ eighty amendments. 
as I have been able to ascertain, there has been no 
d i for a law insuring fair trade by weight or measure. 
B rranting that there were, this paragraph, by which it 
is cht to satisfy such a demand, fails utterly to do so. It 
r s follows: 
the case of food, if in package form, the quantity of the con- 
te if the package be not plainly and correctly stated in terms of 
W t and measure on the outside of the package— 
it ll be deemed misbranded. This paragraph is vitally de- 
fe e in three respects: First, it imposes upon a large and im- 


I nt elass of our population duties and obligations which 
ierous and foreign to them and which, as the paragraph 


I stands, do not compensate the consumer with any cor- 
I nding benefits. Secondly, the word “ package,” as used in 
this section, conveys no such legal signification of the term as 
would render it possible to enforce the penalties provided for 
a violation of this part of the proposed law. Thirdly, there is 
I tional standard of weights and measures, none having | 
ever been established by Congress, nor is any provided for in | 
this bill 


Section 5 of this bill provides “ that the term ‘ food,’ as used | 


] 1, Shall include all articles used for food, drink, confec- | 
t ry, or condiment by man or other animals, whether simple, 
I d, or compound.” This provision is so comprehensive, so 
all-embracing that in its application it affects the business oper- 


s of a large class of our people and all kinds of articles of 
s and drugs. It includes the products of our fisheries, the 
icts of almost every garden and farm in the land, and every 
fication of the natural product when these products enter 
interstate commerce. It affects every farmer, every fish- 

every canner, every preserver or modifier of foods, as 
is every other person who may become the shipper of any 
le of food as defined in this bill. Indeed, the magnitude 


| 





vastness of its application is commensurate only with our 


ilation and the volume of our food production. 
he State of Maryland alone, with a population of a little 
over a million, exported last year upward of 2,000,000 bushels 
sters in cans, buckets, and barrels. There were preserved 
exported by the farmers and canners of that State about 
000,000 tins of agricultural products, including vegetables 
| fruits of every kind and description grown in the State of 
ryland and the surrounding States. Food products and the 
dilications thereof gave to the carriers in Maryland a greater 
ount of freight than any other class of commodities. Hence 
interest of the people of our State in this measure, which 
believe will impose upon them onerous obligations without 
vy corresponding benefits to the consumer. 
What did the framers of this weight and measure provision 
tend its phraseology to embrace? Those who have been im- 
¢lled to study this provision by the belief that it will affect 
m in their business or occupation labor under the impression 
it it seeks to compel the shipper or manufacturer of drugs or 
articles of food to mark on every single unit which may be used 
In making up a package the quantity of its contents in terms 
of weight or measure; that the farmer who ships a crate of 


tT 





strawberries must brand on each small I 
weight or measure of its contents; that the farmer who sh 
a crate of eggs containing a number of ba 
quired to have weighed the quantity 
basket which goes to make up the cra 


of eggs in « 


te and mark each box or 

















parcel therein in order to comply with the re f s 
provision; that the canner who puts up his goods in s l 
sells them by sample is required to mark each tin, which y 
be the units of a larger package, in terms of weight o1 

But dees the language of this paragraph, judicially d 
really mean this? And if it does not mean this, does it avail u 
anything to insert this provision in the bill? 

In Guckenheimer v. Sellers (81 Fed. Rep., 997) the court 1 

Where bottles or packages are fastened ether \ 
placed in a larger box, | el, or crate, or other recep al 
therein, the outside box, bundle, er r tacle, and 
package contained therein, constitutes t rir p 

In the well-known case of Commonwealth v. Schollenl« 
(Pa.) (27 Atl. Rep., 33) the court uses this lang 

Such packages put up with a view to the convenience and ! yf 
transportation and handl in the reg I f > 
original pac s of « _ * . «= ) I 7 g 
to the beginning or first or pi m g I : 
‘ neans ind I el made ut ral p 
bined or bound together in a box, c1 I t i I ! 
original package is such form and size of package as is 
producers or Shippers for the purpose of securi 
andling and security in transportatio 
in the ordinary course of actual con e Ss ! ick 
always made up by putting smaller packages or bundk t tt 
may include any form of receptacle that shall hold 
as a barrel of sugar or salt, a bag of coffee, a chest 1 

Approved in Parson's case, 27 South» Rep., 11 ; @ 

v. State (Nebr.), 27 American State Rep., 7 ) 

The court has here defined separately the word 
and the word “ package,” and its d tion of 
controlled or affected by the adjective “ I 
thereto, which merely serves to identify the | s 
primarily placed in the hands of the carrier : by the « el 
delivered to the consignee. 

The definition of “ package” in this se ¢ ) 
the word “ package” as used in the parag I I dis 
cussing, and would unquestionably permit a I 
label, under the requirements of this ction for bi ! 
outside box, bundle, or receptacle with the weig rm 
of its contents, and such labeling would be a compliance wi 
terms of this paragraph. It would not be necessary for bi 
mark any of the parcels or bundles which go to make up this 
package. As to the packages which the court has defined us 
containing a fixed quantity—such as a barrel of sugar l 
tradistinction to those which are made up of or contain a ! ! 
ber of smaller parcels or bundles, of course there is no qu nm 

; as to where the label should be put It is a ost a 
custom and practice to ship a number of smaller parcels 
| package for convenience in handling in interstate trans 
The small parcel, which is the one that reaches 
and which it would be proper to mark with the of 
value to the consumer, is by the terms of this paragr 
| empted from its operation. We may shed a liitle more lig ! 
| this subject by placing together the language of the first p 
the first section and the language used in the paragraph 
discussion. Thus placed together it reads 
in package form.” Can the word “ package,” ; used he 
mean any other package than that which is delivered 
ment to the carrier to be by him “ introduced” 
State or Territory? If not, then this package, wl s 
to the carrier to be transported to ther S 
is the one which, under this paragraph, sl 
the weight or measure of its contents, and 
packages which it contains, though they may |! ber t i 
sand. If the framers of this paragraph had i 
parcels or bundles whi« h are the units that n > up 
age—such as the smali boxes of strawberries 
of preserved fruits or vegetables in a box—should 
weight or measure brand, then the language emp a to con 
vey that meaning is unquestionably vague, uncert 1, and 
capable of a different interpretation. As it now stands it is 
trap for the wary as well as for the unwary. Certainly su 
foundation is too flimsy and insecure upon which to rt Lie 
| structure of a penal offense. 

Though this vagueness as to the term “ packag« I give 
way to words more specifie and definite, there i 
ment, a graver difficulty to be dealt with in t 
fair trade by weight and measure—one mor g t] 
defect which I have just been discussing. 
fixed a standard of weights and measures f I 
notwithstanding its constitutional authority to so 3 
authorized the adoption of standar 
in various acts has defined certain standards of weights and 
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measures to be used in the custom-houses in the levying of 
duties on certain classes of goods. Complete sets of the 
rious weights and measures in use in the Treasury Department 
and the custom-houses have been furnished to all the States and 
Territories, and, with certain modifications, have been adopted 
by nearly all of them as their standard of weights and measures, 
But the modifications to which these standards of weights and 
measures of the various States have been subjected are so great 
and universal that practically there is a different standard of 
weights and measures in every State. In addition to the weights 
and measures prescribed for the use of the custom-houses, Con- 
gress has legalized a metrie standard of weights and measures 
and authorizes the use of this system in the custom-houses, the 
Government offices, and by the citizens of the several States. 
This act, however, does not undertake to prescribe a system 


rs). 
< 





of weights and measures for the United States, so that we 
baye this condition: The Government has adopted a standard 
of weights and measures for the custom-houses, has prescribed 
the use of another standard—the metric system—in the custom- 
houses, d has legalized the use of the metric system so far 

the citizens of this country may choose to use it. Fifty-one 
States and Territories, including the District of Columbia, have 


each adopted a standard of weights and measures. The use 
of these standards is compulsory upon the citizens of these 
States and Territories, except in so far as the act of Congress 
of July 28, 1866, making it lawful to employ the weights and 
measures of the metric system, may have modified the State 
laws this subject. The acts and resolutions of Congress 
bearing out my statement that Congress has never established 
a standard of weights and measures for the United States are 
follows: Resolution of May 19, 1828; resolution of June 14, 
1836; act of July 28, 1866; resolution of July 27, 1866, which 
read as follows: 
ind be it further enacted, That, for the purpose of securing a due 
conformity in weight of the coins of the United States * * the 
troy pound weight procured by the minister of the United States 
ndon, in the year 1827, for the use of the Mint, and now in the 
the mint at Philadelphia, shall be the standard troy pound 
Mint of the United States, conformably to which the coinage 


on 


as 


. y 
Y ol 








hall be regulated. 

Reso !, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby 
is, directed to cause a complete set of all weights and measures adopted 
as standards and now either made or in progress of manufacture for 
the use of the several custom-houses, and for other purposes, to be de- 
l ed to the governor of each State in the Union, or such person as 
he may appoint, for the use of the States, respectively, to the end that 


a uniform standard of weights and measures may be established through- 
out the United States. 

Be it enacted, ete., That from and after the passage of this act it 

sha lawful throughout the United States of America to employ the 

and measures of the metric system, and no contract or deal- 

leading in any court shall be deemed invalid or liable to objec- 










are weights or measures of the metric system. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the tables in the schedule 
ereto annexed shall be recognized in the construction of contracts 
in all legal proceedings as establishing the terms of the weights 
measures now in use in the United States the equivalents of the 
ts and measures expressed therein in terms of the metric system; 
said tables may be lawfully used for computing, determining, and 
expressing in customary weights and measures the weights and meas- 
ures of tl metric system. 

Be it resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to furnish to each State, to be deliv- 
‘ 

‘ 


weight 
and 


etc . 
1 


1 to the governor thereof, one set of standard weights and measures 

f the metric system for the use of the States, respectively. 

Now, let me submit this question to the framers of this 
weight and measure paragraph of the bill. There being no 
national standard of weights and measures, what standard of 
weights and measures have you adopted in this bill? Clearly 
none. Hence this weight and measure paragraph is utterly 
void and valueless, and should be stricken from the bill. No 
attempt should be made to impose conditions requiring weight 
or measure on the interstate commerce of the country until 
Congress has exercised its constitutional function of prescrib- 


ing a uniform standard of weights and measures for the United 
States. 


But if by any possible interpretation the language of this 
weight and measure paragraph may be made to imply the use 
of the standards adopted in the different States and Territories 


under their laws and those adopted by Congress for its custom- 
houses, its effect on interstate commerce would be disastrous 
and deplorable. The wide and almost universal differences 
between the various State standards of weights and measures 
would breed endless confusion. 

A Maryland shipper of a bag of potatoes labels it as con- 
taining 1 bushel, which must weigh 56 pounds in Maryland. 
He ships it to a commission merchant in Virginia, where the 
same bag of potatoes, marked a bushel, to be correctly marked, 
should weigh 60 pounds. In Virginia the sale of this bag of 
potatoes, as marked in Maryland, would be illegal and fraudu- 
lent. Again, a barrel of turnips, marked 3 bushels in Wis- 
consin, need only contain 42 pounds to the bushel. Shipped 


iuulse the weights or measures expressed or referred to therein } 
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to the State of South Dakota, it should contain 60 pounas 
to the bushel. Its sale in South Dakota as 3 bushels of 
tatoes would also be illegal and fraudulent. If marked 
weight, what weight would be compulsory, avoirdupois or ; 
between which there is a well-known difference? If B¥ measy 
by the dry quart or by the liquid quart? A commodity might 
be composed of a liquid and a solid, which measure would he 
compulsory in such a case? Indeed, the difficulties that pro. 
sent themselves are so great, so complex, that, unless Congresg 
prescribes the adoption of the metric system or some othe, 
uniform system of weights and measures throughout the Uniteg 
States, they would be absolutely insurmountable. 

In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, let me ask why a weight anq 
measure paragraph is incorporated in and is insisted upon 
by the framers of a pure-food bill. There is no public claioy 


' 
Dv 





for it either in the press or by petitions to this body. There js 
even no ordinary demand for it. It could not subserve tho 
purposes of preserving the purity of food. Indeed, it threatens 


to overload the whole structure of this bill and to topple it 
over into the slough of defeat. I do not believe the projoseys 
thereof seek to impose additional burdens on the agricultural 
and piseatorial classes of our people, but they certainly will if 
this provision is adopted. It requires them, directly and indi- 
rectly, to purchase labels, weights, and measures, and to employ 
additional labor. Are they not already sufficiently taxed? Is 
not their real and personal property subjected to State and 
county taxation? Does not Congress mulct ample tribute from 
them by levying tariff duties on their clothing, their food, and 
their implements? Does Congress not exact more from them 
through its internal-revyenue tax on the grain and tobacco prod- 
ucts of the land? Yet, insatiate, you seek further of their 
substance through this delusive- weight and measure clause. 
Are you impelled by an uncontrollable desire to breed new 
trusts in this country? Do you wish to foster a weight and 
measure trust by creating an inordinate demand for their prod- 
ucts, or do you want to provide more spoils with which to fat- 
ten an overprotected paper trust at the expense of the toilers 
of the deep and the tillers of the soil? 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from New 
York {Mr. GoLpDFOGLE] desires to be recognized for five minutes, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
GOLDFOGLE] is recognized. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Mr. Chairman, if Congress will enact 
this pure-food bill into law it will be entitled to the everlasting 
gratitude of the American people. [Applause.] The distin- 
guished gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] gave us yesterday 
a splendid demonstration of the frauds and artifices practiced 
in the use of deleterious and unhealthful food adulterants. He 
ably demonstrated, too, how the public are deceived by the use 
of short weight and measures, and after that interesting exhibi- 
tion and lucid explanation no one in the House can longer doubt 
the necessity of a pure-food law. 

We have been told by some of the distinguished lawyers in our 
body that the bill is unconstitutional. Others of equal legal 
ability have declared that it is valid, and does not conflict with 
any constitutional provision. True, Mr. Chairman, in the enact- 
ment of statutes we ought to exercise care in their framing, and 
reasonable caution that none of their provisions contravene the 
fundamental law of the land. We ought to proceed with care 
not to infringe upon the restrictions and limitations imposed by 
the supreme law of the land. But I see nothing here which 
would make the measure before us invalid. If the doubt as to 
the constitutionality is as great as that expressed on the one 
hand, and the belief in the validity is as strong as that asserted 
on the other, let us in the interest of the public health, in the 
interest of honest dealing, in the interest of life itself, resolve 
that doubt in favor of the bill and let the courts settle the dis- 
puted questions. Let Congress do something now, here at this 
moment, that may lend protection to the health of the citizen; 
that may put a stop, so far as Federal legislation can do it, to 
the frauds practiced on an unsuspecting public, and that may 
help to preserve the life of our fellow-countrymen. [Applause.| 

The recent disclosures of the packing-house scandals, and 
those which prove the putting on the market of unwholesome, 
adulterated food and drink have weakened the confidence of 
the public. We have been shocked at these disclosures, and 
from every section of the country comes a demand for a pure- 
food law. Its passage will restore public confidence; it will 
tell the fraud and the evil doer that the day of money getting 
at the expense of life and health of the consumer is at an end. 
Let us enact such legislation that we may not again be nauseated 
by such reports as we have had from the meat-packing houses. 
The bill will in some measure insure to the publie protection 
against the oil they ought not to have palmed off on them—cotton- 
seed oil. When they buy honey they ought not to have palimed 
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off on them prepared glucose, with a dead bee cunningly thrown 


in to convey the idea they are getting the real product of the bee. 
When they buy canned salmon they ought not to be given 
( ed codfish artfully prepared to resemble the salmon; and 


so on. And when they buy canned goods they ought to be sure 
that punishment is in store for the dishonest canner who would 
put up unwhdlesome or rotten food treated with preservatives. 
ithout going further into the details that require this legis- 
] n, let me express the hope that we shall proceed speedily 
to give to the country a law that will make for honesty of deal- 
ing and for protection of the life and health of our citizens. 
r Applause. ] 


ie CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New 


York has expired. 
tr. ADAMSON. Mr. Chairman, how does the time stand? 
» CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia has thirty- 
( minutes remaining and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
) n] has fifty minutes. 
GOLDFOGLE. Mr. 
pired time if I have any. 
rhe CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has none. 
Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the 
from Maryland [Mr. Smiru] fifteen minutes. 
\ir. SMITH of Maryland. Mr. Chairman, one of the great 
industries of Maryland is the packing of its home products. 
rhe Secretary of Agriculture, Hon. James Wilson, has re- 
cently said that Maryland is the best State in the Union for 
culture and horticulture. 
believe that Maryland offers greater opportunities for the 
successful and profitable growth of diversified crops than any 
other State in the Union, with locations obtainable to suit the 
tastes of the most fastidious, even though they be as many and 
varied as the varieties of the products that so delightful and 
uniform a climate as Maryland can produce. It matters not 
whether they prefer the mountain slope, the hillside, the valley, 
or plain, each can be found in Maryland, either washed by 
the waves of the Atlantic, the waters of the great Chesapeake 
Bay, the placid rivers flowing therein, or the cool rivulets and 
babbling mountain brooks, all of which are in unison for the 
J 
t 
{ 


Chairman, I yield back my unex- 


gentleman 


T 


‘omotion of the growth of crops in spring and summer and 
» protection of the delicate fruit buds of the vine and tree 


of the atmosphere by these waters, might prove to be blasting. 
Everything in the shape of grasses, grains, fruits, and vege- 
tables that grow under similar climatic influences flourish in 
Maryland soil, whether indigenous or otherwise; hence the 
greatest possibility for diversification exists, the advantages of 
which are clearly apparent to the intelligent farmer, for he 
knows full well that if his planting is confined to one or two 
crops, and the season should prove adverse to these, his profits 


would be very small, or, perhaps, the balance on the wrong side 
of the account; when, on the other hand, if he sowed wheat, 
planted corn, strawberries, blackberries, raspberries, can- 
teloupes, melons, potatoes, tomatoes, and other cereals, fruits, 


and vegetables as commend themselves to the market and his 
taste of culture, within the scope of his ability to properly 
cultivate and handle, there cam be no total failure with him 
ny year, because there is never a season in this State so un- 

‘pitious but that some of these crops mature and are profit- 
able, and in most cases the great majority of them. 

Among the Maryland products most commonly canned in the 
ries, blackberries, lima beans, sweet potatoes, pumpkins, and 
oysters, the last named being the product of the great Chesa- 
peake Bay and its tributaries. Pineapples, while not a Mary- 
land product, are also largely canned in Baltimore. Baltimore 

is been called “the cradle of the canning industry,” and ac- 
cording to the best authorities, Maryland not only leads in 


yster canning business, but is also among the first States in the | 


Union in the canning of fruits and vegetables. 

The first patent for a tin can for hermetically sealed food was 
‘ranted to Peter Durand, in England, in 1810. It was brought 
to America shortly after, and Maryland, or more particularly 
Baltimore, was the first place in the United States where the 
packing of fruits, vegetables, and oysters in cans was success- 
fully carried on, although glass was used before tin. Previous 
to 1850 the cans were made by hand; subsequently machinery 
took the place of hand labor. 

The packing of fruits and vegetables extended until the indus- 
try has grown to such immense proportions that it has become 
important to every State in the Union and to almost every 
farmer in the States. Probably the greatest development of 
canneries in Maryland occurred between 1885 and 1895. Great 
increase in machinery, the novel and improved methods of proc- 


‘ing the winter’s frost, which season but for the rarefication | 





te are tomatoes, corn, peaches, pears, strawberries, raspber- 





essing, and the rapid growth of the industry resulted in largely 
cheapening the price of the product. 

According to the history of the packing industry, in 1894 
there were 1,900 known canned-goods packing firms in 42 St 


«# tates 
who operated over 2,000 canneries, of which 25 per cent were in 
Maryland; 


and the total output for that year was computed to 

have been about 700,000,000 cans. The total aggregate value of 
canned goods for 1894, as estimated, was $71,250,000, and 
would have required 58,750 box cars to carry the pack at 500 


cases to the car and two dozen cans to the case. It would have 
required at that time 2,000,000 boxes of tin plate, 30,000,000 
cases, and 700,000,000 labels to complete the pack for shi; 


bp petite. 


The growth of the packing business in Maryland is estimated 
to have amounted to fully 40 per cent in the decade of 1890 and 
1900. 

In Maryland tomatoes are more largely canned than any 
other product of the State, and, indeed, some seasons Maryland 
furnishes at least one-tenth of the pack of the United St: 


In the season of 1902 Maryland packed of this commodity 
alone over 4,000,000 cases of an average standard size of } ; 
cans, 2 dozen to the case, making a grand total of « 
000,000 cans. 

If Maryland furnished 25 per cent of the pack of this country 
in 1894, as claimed, and as statistics seem to show, and has 
increased 40 per cent since, then the pack of all the commodi- 
ties in the State of Maryland to-day should be at least 245,- 
000,000 cans. So far as canning fruit and vegetables is con- 
cerned, Maryland has made a gratifying incr 
quantity, and quality. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, 
impose upon this 
land, 


4 


ver 96,- 


“ase in variety, 
the bill under consideration proposes to 
great industry, not only in the State of Mary- 


but in every other State and Territory of this country, a 





hardship and blow that is not only detrimental to the packer, 
but is also an absolute injury to the farmer who grows the 
crop and the consumer alike, without being a particle of benefit 
to anybody, as intended by this bill—n: et protecting the 


purity thereof and the quantity the can contains. 

The weight of canned fruits and vegetables would not neces- 
sarily have anything to - with the purity or impurity of the 
goods. In other words, canned fruits and vegetables are about 


on a parity with water, as far as. weight is concerned, and a can 
| of water would weigh about the same as a can of vegetables 
packed as solidly as is possible with the vegetable matter as 


grown (the skin and cores being removed), the cans being the 
same size; and especially is this so of tomatoes and most other 
packable agricultural and horticultural products. The tomato, 
for instance, is made up of cells and globule: Ss W hose chief com- 


ponent parts are water; hence the greatest care is exercised 


by the practical, up-to-date canner, in order that the tomato may 
be crushed as little as possible consistent with the requir nd 
necessary rapidity in handling and packing, for the more the 


vegetable or fruit is crushed the less solid 
appears. 
Tomatoes honestly packed 


and more 


watery it 


and subjected to severe freeze 


would deteriorate in appearance, and upon being opened they 
would have a ragged, spongy look, and be much more watery, 
but would not be affected thereby as to weight. This might 
happen after the goods had passed the packer and even the 
jobber and while in the hands of the retailer, and would ly 
| be no fault of the packer. The provisions of clause 3 of section 
7 of this bill are entirely impracticable so far as canned goods 
are concerned, and would benefit no one, but would render a 
successful management of the canning business almo im- 
possible. In the first place, the weight of the solid m il 
put into cans does not always mean the quality. For in 





some fruits, such as strawberries, peaches, and, in f 

might say all fruits and tomatoes, if the; y happen to | | 
soft when put into cans, would not “cut out,” in technical 
phrase, after processing in so good a condition, and would not be 
so valuable to the customer as if a lesser weight of fruit th Ss 
in a firmer condition had been put into the cans. A! ive 
said before, some articles are made up of a greater of 
water, and although the can was packed ful ma 
terial and nothing else was put into it, yet g 
there would be quite a percentage of water L, 
which must vary from day to day, and no livi in Col it 
on his label what weight or measure of solid material ts con- 
tained in the can. He might weigh into a can 32 oun f 
tomatoes, and then after processing and opening the « 18 
solid tomato, when poured out and the liquor drained o ht 
veigh anywhere from 18 to 26 ounces, and if squeezed a little 
would still keep emitting juice and might go down to 15 or 
even 14 ounces. It would all depend upon the condition of the 


fruit. 
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Other articles would be affected in a similar manner, and I 
respectfully submit to you that the proposed law would be ask- 
ing the packers to do something that would be absolutely im- 
possible. Honest canners have no objection to a pure-food law 


if it guarantees to the consumer what its name implies, but this 
section would not accomplish that result, and its adoption would 
be a serious handicap to one of the most important industries 
in this country. Every honest canner and packer would wel- 
come any practicable law that would protect and guarantee the 
purity of the article and the honesty of the pack, but they do 
not want a law that practically cripples one of the greatest in- 
dustries in this country, and places additional cost on the al- 
ready overburdened cousumer in the purchase of many of the 
necessaries of life, and that without a particle of benefit to 


anyone in any conceivable way. Such a “ tariff’ would not 
even benefit a trust. 

Canned goods as packed in Maryland—or anywhere else, so 
far as I know—are not sold on a weight or measure basis. 
The tin cans in which the goods are packed are properly known 


by numbers; for instance, tomatces are packed in No. 3 Mary- 
land standards and in No. 3 Jersey standards and in No. 10 
standards, the latter for use in large quantities. Peas and corn 
are usually packed in No. 2 cans, though sometimes when 
packed for large consumers—hotel and restaurant trade—they 
are put in No. 10 cans; and this is the case with other Mary- 
land-packed products, and I presume it is the rule throughout 
the country; and the can itself, seen by the consumer, is suf- 
ficient evidence of its capacity, sale being made at a convenient 
retail price per can. Just here, too, I wish to speak of pre- 
serves, jellies, and jams, packed in glass jars, which is also a 


great industry in Baltimore city and elsewhere in the country. 
The manufacture of glassware is not such a fine and exact art 
that the glass manufacturers can produce vessels of equal and 


uniform capacity, and each container would have to be weighed | 


and marked separately as to weight and measure, under this 
bill, before it is filled as well as after, or the packers would be 
constantly laying themselves liable for statements which, in the 


nature of things, would be a technical violation of the proposed | ypon the goods have no part whatever in the sale as to qu:l- 


law. I am credibly informed that yariations occur in weight | 
or measure from evaporation and consequent shrinkage. 
statement might be correct when made and incorrect six 


months later. 

The case as it stands in the nine agricultural counties of the 
First distriet of Maryland, Mr. Chairman, is simply this: Our 
armers depend largely, in most sections, upon the canneries for 


is} 0 ing of 


‘ries our laboring people find well-paid work for a considera- 
e period of the year; the value of canning property is a fac- 
* in the taxable basis; for material and labor the packers 
annually distribute large sums of money in the towns and 
rural communities, which is spent at home and stimulates all 
branches of industry, 
houses depends, to a great degree, the progress and prosperity 
of my district, as of other districts in my State and in two score 
of States in this Union. 
a 3-pound can, say, of tomatoes, and selling it through the 
br middleman to the consumer for a 3-pound can, and 
it is short in weight, there might be some excuse for requiring 
him to go to the expense and inconvenience of branding each 
can; but he does not do this. He packs a No. 3 can 
wo dozen of these are put in a wooden case and this case 
is marked “ Two dozen No. 3 Maryland standard,” or “‘ New Jer- 
tandard,” as the case may be. Why should his business, 
mnducted under fixed and recognized methods, be sud- 

‘uly revolutionized and every detail of it be required to be re- 
eal usted, 


d 
fi 
lie 
1] 
\ 


| 


oker or 


separate 
rel ¢ 
1d 1 
Sey S 


now ce 


because the groceryman and the department store ad- 

vertise 3-pound cans that are not 3-pound cans? Certainly 
fraud or dishonesty has been imputed to the packer. The 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] were he familiar with the 
* business would not lay such stress upon the varying 

of No. 3 cans. The Maryland No. 3 is as uniform as it 

( e mad The Jersey No. 3 is slightly larger and is also as 
uniform as ean be made. The dealer who retails canned goods 
knows that when he buys No. 3 Maryland he is getting a can 
that holds, of tomatoes, an average of about 40 ounces; and 
should packer not e honest weight, and should his No. 3 





Maryland or his No. 3 Jersey—and I use these standards because 
they are the ones most generally followed in the East—not come 
up the standard for which he sells them, the inexorable 
laws of trade would doubtless punish him by making it impos- 
sible for him to get the market price for No. 3 cans. As the 
gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Grit] has said, Congress has 
never fixed a standard of weights and measures, and the entire 
effect of this part of the pure-food bill will simply result in 
damage and confusion to the canned-goods industry, without, 


A | 


red to as finding a natural home in Maryland; in the can- | 


If the packer is putting on the market | 
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the products of the soil which I have already re- | 


and upon the operation of the packing | 
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so far as I can see, any benefit whatever to the consumo, 
Should it be enacted into law, the increase in cost of ean d 
goods to the consumer will be considerable, and we all know 
will have it to pay. 

The law would tend to destroy the value of individual }.),.) 
and packages which now have a recognized standing amoys 
consumers, and the copyright of special designs now possess; a 
a large monetary value would be destroyed without any co; se 
sponding benefit to either manufacturer or consumer. Sy) 





Ss 


e- 


ch ® a 
provision is not preperly a part of a pure-food law, so far 
it concerns the canning industry, for which I speak, and is yp. 
necessary, as the goods are sold at a given price per cay o; 


container, and not by weight or bulk, nor is any claim made for 
weight or bulk. The language of subdivision 4 (page 21) of 
the bill in itself fully protects the purchaser from fraud or doe. 
ception in all respects, weight and measure included, by 
hibiting any labels false or misleading in any particular. 

I want to say in regard to labels that every provident canner 
has already purchased his labels for this season's pack, at 
least, and it is frequently twelve or eighteen months before his 
goods are all out of his possession, hence at the proper time | 
shall offer an amendment to the provision in section 16, so fay 
as it may pertain to canned fruits and vegetables. 

Now, let us return to the canned goods themselves. In gp» 
far as it relates to purchase and sale, the goods are neither solq 
nor bought by weight or measure, and the only thing that does 
enter vitally into the purchase or sale is the number of the 
can and the quality of the goods. The cans, being standard sizes 
and as nearly uniform as it is possible to make them, show for 
themselves as to quantity of contents, and samples are opened 
by the salesman or broker and quality exposed to the pur- 
chaser by dumping or otherwise, examination being thoroughly 
made by him, and the sale is conditioned upon the fact that 
the bulk lot when received shall open up and be fully as good as 
the sample by which purchase was made, a part of the original 
sample being retained by the broker and purchaser for com- 
parison and decision. Hence you can readily see that the marks 


ro- 


ity or quantity, and a fairer way of doing business between the 
purchaser and the dealer, and hence the retailer and con- 
sumer, could not be conceived; and since there is no benefit to 
be derived by the packer, dealer, or consumer by the operation 
of subsection 3 of section 7 of the bill, and since it would entail 
an increased price to the consumer and a useless added expense 
to the packer, as well as a practical paralysis of a legitimate 
business, and no good of any kind or character can possibly be 
produced by it, I will ask that lines 3, 4, and 5, on page 21, be 
stricken from the bill. [Loud applause.] 

Mr. MANN. I yield to the gentleman from Minnesota. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, the able and 
exhaustive argument of my colleague, the gentleman from I!i- 
nois [Mr. MANN], last evening completely covered the wlwle 
field and represented the views of the majority of the Comumit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce upon the importance 
and scope and detail of this legislation. 

But there are a few facts of general importance which, in 
this connection, should be a matter of record. 

It is recognized now that the welfare of people and their 
ability to accomplish something for themselves and their fami- 
lies and for the public depends, for a very large extent, upon 
proper nutrition for their bodies. The experience of this Coy- 
ernment in the Tropics, in the Philippines, in Porto Rico, Cuba, 
and Panama shows conclusyely that as soon as men can secure 
proper food in sufficient quantities they are capable of doing 
much more and efficient work and become far better and more 
valuable citizens. But it is needless to go to the Tropics to 
ascertain the truth of such a self-evident fact. One great 
source of the incapacity, poverty, suffering, and degradation in 
our own land, in both cities and country, has been the imperfect 
nutrition of body and brain, caused by deficient quality or qu:n- 
tity of foods. 

Nearly all the civilized governments realize this fact, and 
have enacted laws, more or less stringent, designed to correct, 
so far as possible, the evils of this adulteration and deterioration 
of foods. The majority of the States in the Union have laws, 
more or less wise, and more or less well enforced. About twenty- 


five States of the Union have good laws, very well enforced, 
which have been productive of untold benefits to the peo} 
If all of the States had good pure-food laws, well administere«, 


and adapted to the varying conditions of their localities, there 
would be little need for a national pure-feod law for interstate 
commerce. But it is because there are so many States whic 
have no laws at all, or are not enforcing the laws they do have 
wisely and efficiently, and there is such a woeful lack of unl- 
formity and protection to the people and to the business inter- 
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ests that it now seems to be necessary that Congress should 
exercise its power under the interstate-commerce clause of the 
Constitution for the purpose of protecting all of our people 
against the admitted and manifest dangers of adulterated and 
misbranded foods and drugs. 

fhe State authorities themselves, the food departments of 


many State governments, have urged the enactment of this legis- 
lation. The great business interests of the country—manufac- 
turing, jobbing, and retail—have urged it strongly for their own 
protection, while the great mass of consumers seem to look 
for relief to the Federal Government more than to their local 


authorities for protection from conditions and evils as to food 
prot This situation may be unfortunate under our form 
of government, but it exists, and we have to meet it. 

The present legislation is not designed to supplant any 
State legislation on the subject of pure food, but to supplement 
it and make it the more effective. The State authorities desire 
it. first of all, because it can enable them by cooperation to 
reach the principal offender, who is generally some powerful 
manufacturer outside of the State. The business interests de- 
sire it, because it will tend to produce a uniformity of standard 
foods, of preparation and distribution, and will tend toward 
uniformity of method and practices in the laws themselves and 
in their administration. 

The pending legislation will tend to encourage honesty and 
fair dealing in the great mass of food products and discourage 
the fraud and swindling which has not only tended to impoy- 
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erish the masses of our people, but to threaten their lives, 
health, and happiness. Unéer existing conditions a national | 


pure-food law will inspire confidence among producers and con- 
sumers, and this will improve methods, encourage development 
long proper lines, and decrease prices of good foods to con- 
summers. 


less one has evvimined the matter he will not appreciate 


the immensity of the interests affected by this legislation. The 
United States census for 1900 shows there were 16,187,715 


families in the United States, and by the increase of population | 
during the last six years there has doubtless been a proportion- | 


ate increase of families, so there must now be at least 18,500,000 
families in the United States. The average income per family 
in this country is estimated at something over $500 per annum, 
and nine-tenths of the families spend about three-fifths of their 
annual income for food and drink. Conservatively estimated 


000,000 or more to our people, but, more important still, pre- 
serve their health, increase their capacity for enjoyment, for 
labor, and good work in public and private life. 

In the limited time allotted to me I only wish to particularly 
discuss one paragraph, which has excited much interest on this 


floor, and that is the package provision, so called, being the 
third paragraph on page 21 of the House amendment. The 
members of this committee all realize, from the scope of this 


discussion, the many troubles which the Interstate Commerce 
Committee have had in the preparation and discussion of this 
bill. We have been overwhelmed with all sorts of advice; and 
the one thing which has astonished us is this—the unanimity of 
the one opinion—that everybody is strongly in favor of a proper 
pure-food bill. Everybody has favored the enactment of some 
proper measure. The singular feature to which I wish to call 
your attention in connection with this remarkable unanimity 
is that nearly everyone has a little amendment which he knoy 


vs 


will greatly improve the bill and which generally excepts from 
the operaton of the act the particular business or product in 
which he is interested. The vender of rotten eggs was strongly 
in faver of a pure-food bill, but he wanted an amendment ex- 
cluding his business. The gentleman who manufactured Ja- 


maica ginger out of wood alcohol was in favor of a pure-food 
bill, but he wanted an amendment excluding his business. The 
gentlemen who make adulterated pepper all favor a pure-food 
bill, but they want an amendment excluding their business. 
The gentlemen who manufacture catarrh cures with cocaine 
and like substances, or who manufacture cough cures with 
opium and morphine, or who vend stomach cures or bitters or 
various nostrums with percentage of pure alcohol in them far 
greater than is contained in good whisky—all of these 
ble gentlemen are yery loudly in favor of a 


reputa; 


pro] pure-food 
bill, but they all want a little amendment which shall not 
affect their particular business. 
The gentlemen also who sell short-weight canned goods as 
full-weight product all favor a pure-food bill, but like the rest 
| of them they want an amendment excluding their business. Itis 
the same with nearly everyone in connection with this legislation. 
Your committee was confronted with this sort of condition. 
| From the nature of the subject-matter this bill is necessarily 


on this and other bases, it is fair to assume that fully $6,- | 
000,000,000 is expended in this country every year for foods, as | 


defined in this bill. 

The census of 1900 also shows that there was 
produced at that time of manufactured foods $2,273,880,879, 
and of liquors and beverages $425,504,167; total, $2,699,385,041. 


The vast inerease of all of these industries during the last six | 


years would probably now disclose an annual production of at 
least $3,500,000,000. This does not include drugs or animal 
foods, also affected by this bill, whose production will also aggre- 
gate many millions of dollars. The popular notion as. to the 
vast extent of fraud and adulterations in foods is not sustained 
by the facts. A fair estimate would be that not over one-fourth 
to one-fifth of the feed products are susceptible of being so 
treated, so that probably a billion and a half dollars of an- 
nual production would come within the province of adultera- 
tion. There will be inserted in the REcorp some of the articles 
found to be most adulterated by the official food chemists of the 
various States. Competent authorities have estimated the pecu- 
niary losses to consumers caused by adulteration, but the calcu- 
lation has never been very satisfactory. They vary from 
minimum of $150,000,000 to a maximum of $500,000,000 per 
adnnun.. 

It seems to be fairly safe to assume that if the provisions of 
this bill can tend to produce the good results hoped for it and 
bring about uniformity of laws and administration between 
the Federal Government.and the States, and also bring about 

n improvement and economy of methods and development 
among the business interests affected, that there can be an an- 
nual benefit to the people of at least $300,000,000. 

This shows the great importance of this measure and why 
there has been such an insistent demand for it among our 
people. As I have before stated, the amount of harmful adul 
terations of food has been exaggerated, but, at the same time, 
the situation is very aggravating. The official reports show 
that it has ranged from an estimate of 26 per cent in some 
States to fully 70 per cent in other places, depending upon the 
Amount of consumption and also on a proper enforcement of the 
local law. <A fair estimate is that from 40 to 50 per cent of 
products which can be adulterated are so treated in the coun- 
try as a whole and would be affected by the provisions of this 
act; so the results of this legislation may not only save $300,- 


| branding. 


divided into two 


entirely distinct and different divisions. One 
has reference to 


adulteration, the other has reference to mis- 
The gentleman from Illinois told you truly that the 
amount of adulteration of foods in the United States was not 
as large as many people imagined. i 


It is decreasing somewhat 
| in proportion to what it used to be on account of the rigid « 
forcement of wise pure-food laws in many of the States. But 


annually | Sut 
| the amount of misbranding, of cheating, of swindling by mean 


| of imitation foods, by means of fraudulently prepared foods, by 
means of short-weight preparation, by means of us di es 


Vari 
compelled by competition, is increasing in the United Stat 


| and if there is one thing which needs legislation, it is upon that 


| evil which is constantly increasing 


Lime 
We find this condition, too, in reference to the prepara 
foods: There is a revolution in the manufacture 
tion of foods for consumption. Many foods wl 
merly sold in bulk are now sold in prepared packages. M 


people prefer it in that way, and the manufacturer certainly 





does. It is prepared cheaper and better in some respects. It 
comes to the consumer cleaner and fresher in some respects 
| It is certainly very convenient and attractive and worthy of 


encouragement. So that there is great 
bulk products and the package products. 

Now, the package products are prepared by large 1S, 
having ample capital, able to push their business, having great 
skill, and they are able to do to the best advantage that which is 


competition betwee 


necessary to prepare their products for the market. V 
received many circulars from these manufacturer f 

ous products; and it is a little unfortunate for t that they 
do not agree. The Western Canners’ Association nd 1 

cular which was alluded to by the gentleman from Illinois, in 
which they stated that the cans were prepared as one-pound 
regular, one pound tall, one pound and a half, ete.—-not that 
such was or would be the contents of the can, but that such 3 
the trade name. Others have sent us circulars in wh i 


stated that cans were prepared by standard sizes, that the s 3 


were numbered 1, 2, and so forth; showing that there is a vital 
difference between them as to the names or terms they use in 
describing the size of the cans. But no matter what they call 


the cans, none of them hold the weight of goods to 
term of weight is affixed. 

Now, as a matter of fact, Mr. Chairman, these cans are not 
prepared in pound sizes or in any size which will hold the 
amount of the product which the trade term designa T! 
circular which was sent to us by the canners’ association states 


which the 





ites 
t ° 





caneoneetant 








it they do use cans of various sizes which they call 


pound s, but as a fact can not contain that amount of goods. 
It is absolutely impossible to find a can known as No. 1 pound | 


regular, prepared for fruit and vegetables which wiil hold a | 


| id of prepared fruit or vegetables. Any statement that such 
i pound can is a false statement; and yet these canners notify 
this Liouse that they desire the privilege of sending that can out 


baw ai 


market and hold it before the public as one-pound can, 
which never was made for a one-pound can, and can not hold a 
pound of any kind of fruit or vegetables. Now, what do they 


actually do? As a fact, they prepare it as a standard can, con- 
t ing less than a pound, yet they call it a pound can and it is 


li to the public as a pound can. You examine the newspapers 


' this country; you take any daily paper in any State in the 
Union; you examine any weekly paper, and look at the ad- 


vertisements of some of the grocers, and especially of the grocery 
d rtme of the great department stores in the largest cities 
and the catalogues of the great supply houses and you will! find | 
that the majority of the advertisements are of package products | 
described to be sold by weight and measure, and nearly every | 
single description is misleading, is a deception to the public, | 
because the public does not get the amount set forth in the | 
idvertisement 
Mr. TALBOTT. Will the gentleman yield for a question? | 
Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Certainly. | 
Mr. TALBOTT. Are these advertisements inserted by the | 
canner or the dealer? 
Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Of course they are inserted ky 


the local dealer. Our point is this: The canners want the privi- 
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ern Packers’ Canned Goods Association. Thirteen or four 
States are represented in this association. These powerfy! 
ganizations would agree upon a standard size can, a Nn, 
can, containing so many cubic inches, or such a weight of w: 
and so forth; a No. 2 can, holding so many cubic inches or ; 
a capacity, and a No. 3 can with a certain described cay 
and so on. Those would be the standard-size cans—one «: 
tomatoes, another for peaches, another for berries, anc 
forth. That is what is really done now, but if provided by |jy 
would accomplish two things: First, that a standard-size cay 
could not be sold as a pound can, and when. people called { a 
pound can or saw one advertised as a pound can, the ¢ha 


are it would be one instead of a can 25 per cent short of h 
weight, and if a can was not sold as a pound can, everyone 
would gradually learn it was a standard-size can and would by: 


it for what it actually was. That would prevent fraud ] 
swindling by the advertisements of the department store l 
catalogue houses and those box-car merchants in our W; 
States. 


Again, that standard-can size could not be cut down, could not 
be diminished, as is now so often done, without violating th v. 
The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] yesterday s! ed 


you, and you can see for yourselves right there, that ther 

different sizes of these cans of any one standard, and it 
difference in size is increasing, because the temptati to 
cheat is increasing. That is, the increased competition te to 
diminish the size of the can, as many reputable dealers . 
forced to provide the two stzes—standard size and dimi d 
-in order to hold their trade. So there is a constant op- 


size 


lege to prepare these cans and sell them by weight, as pound | portunity and almost a necessity sometimes in holding or 

ems. They ask the privilege of selling them as pound cans, | building up a trade for diminishing the size of the cai d 

when, as a matter of fact, they are not pound cans. And the | thus meeting an unscrupulous competitor and engage wit! i 

principal reason for this deception is that by such means they | in deluding the public. You may take a No. 3 can for an article 

can better supplant the bulk products which the consumer might | in one place and compare it with a No. 3 can in another @ 

in some cases use if he thought he was getting a full weight. | and you will find a considerable difference in the sizes ot ga 
Mr. MANN. This circular that you have there was not got- | cans. 


ten out by a dealer. 
Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. 
by the Western Canned Goods 
t] i ire of its officers. 


over the signatl 


This circular was prepared 
Association and sent to us| 
In it they ask the privilege | 


of preparing what they term a pound can, which is not a | 
pound can, and the privilege of selling it to retail dealers, who | 
will advertise to the public that the goods are pound cans, when 
s a matter of fact they are not. Now, that practice is in- 
C1 if in this country. That is the way these package men 
are trying to extend their business in competition with the 
bulk trade. Now, we have no right to discriminate as between 
the package men on the one side and the bulk people on the 
other. All we want to do is to require that each one tell 
the truth—tell the people just exactly what their goods are, 
no more and no less. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. May I ask my colleague a 
question? 


Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. 
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. If a can is made which for 
a certain product would be a 1-pound can, would it be a 1- | 
pound can for another kind of product? 


Certainly. 





Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Probably not; but I will come 
to that in a moment. Now, the committee amendment simply 
provides that goods shall be sold by weight or measure of the | 
conte of the can (and now comes the point that is important 
to the canners), provided that the board of secretaries desig- 

1 the bill shall have authority to make regulations con- 
( r the s lard sizes of these cans; and all that is neces- | 
then to be labeled on the can is the standard size that it | 

lly purports to be, so that a standard size No. 1 shall 
be ]} led “Standard size No. 1,” and shall not be labeled a 

A itt ‘ ! 

NORRIS. I-ewant to ask the gentleman if it is the the- | 
( of the committee that by virtue of this provision of the | 
| | | of secretaries, as you call them, will make ¢ | 

d ( ilation by rule as to the exact contents that shall 
1 in these different sizes? 

S of Minnesota. I will tell the gentleman. 

) MARS. And if that is the theory, why would it not 
] g to state in the law itself, so that there may 
be no ] y of misunderstanding? | 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I hardly oe 
li it is necessary to set forth all the details in the bill. It 
\\ id be embarrassing by making too rigid rules for a matter | 
W h yl i to be changed from time to time: but accord- 
ing to our idea they would work out something along this 
line: All of these package manufacturers, or nearly all of them, 


t associations. This one is the West- 


are organized into differen 


| spoken of that, for I want to explain. 


Mr. NORRIS. I want to say to the gentleman that I am not 
asking the question with a view to criticising—— 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. I understand that. 
glad to give the gentleman the information. 

Mr. NORRIS. I want the information, and am only s ig 
light. This agreement between the different manufac rg 
of cans would have no legal effect until approved by this | 1 
of secretaries. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. The views of the manufac- 
turers or dealers would have no effect except advisory. Any 
legal rule would have to be promulgated by this board 


I am very 


a formal regulation by them. Such a rule would be the : yn 
of the board, and hence a law of Congress, but these things are 


always done upon consultation with the trade which is affected 


| by them. 


Mr. NORRIS. Under this bill now, would there be any way 
by which the dealer or manufacturer of cans who did not want 
to make any such agreement could go on just as he please 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Certainly. We do not under: 
take to restrict him, except he must not sell an undersized can 
for a standard can or a pound can, 

Mr. NORRIS. I understand that, but by the use of this word 
he would not need to come clear up to the standard, would he? 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. I am glad the gentleman las 
I am responsible, I sup- 


pose, for the insertion of that word “approximate.” Some 
word like that was necessary in the bill in reference to weight 
and measure, not as to size of package. We have been criti 
cised because we left the door wide open. To my mind it 3 


} 


disclosed last evening by the gentleman from New York and the 
gentleman from Massachusetts that a slight difference in weig! 
necessarily occurs in packing and preparing these cans 
packages. Now, that slight and natural difference in weight i 
met by the word “approximate.” This word, as used in tle 
committee amendment, only refers to weight and measure and 
not to the size of the package. Approximate would be defined 
] 


Let ct 


in the dictionary and, I think, by the court and jury as t! 
nearest possible under the circumstances. That leaves a sn 
latitude, where a latitude is necessary. If we attempt to make 
a rigid standard, it would burden, it would greatly injure, the 
packing business of the country. We have no desire to do that, 
but, on the contrary, desire to help it. What we want to do is 
to make an elastic system which will not injure anybody, t! 
will accomplish something, and that will fix some standard: 
that will encourage the honest dealer to set forth exactly wh 
he has, since he knows that the honest man ean not then un- 
fairly compete by surreptitiously diminishing the size of the 
packages. 





1906. 


Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. Does the gentleman admit that 
it is left to the jury and the judge in each particular instance 
to say whether the law has been violated or not? 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Under the Constitution that is 
the only thing we can do. 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. That is the very thing you can’t 
do. Take a case that occurred in my city—— 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. My time is limited to twenty 
minutes, and I can not allow the gentleman to consume it. 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. The supreme court of my State 
say that leaving it to the jury to say whether or not the law 
has been violated makes the law unconstitutional. 

\ir. STEVENS of Minnesota. I do not see how it can be 
escaped that no man can be convicted of violating any law ex- 
cept by a trial at law. But that is not this case. We lay down 
the law, we provide that a package shall have such a weight, 
which shall be fixed upon it, with a certain exception, and we 
provide that there may be a little necessary variation. 

The inspector only ascertains whether the law has probably 
been violated, and it is his business to try and enforce the law 
as passed by Congress. Under the Constitution the only way a 
man ean be tried for violating the law is by the court. If 
the inspector thinks your man has violated the law, he brings 
him before a court and the court decides whether the man has 
violated the law. If it decides he has not, that settles it, and 
he is discharged. If it decides that he has violated the law, 

finds him guilty, and that settles it. Whether we did or not 
have the word “ approximate” in this paragraph, it must be for 
the court to determine whether the man had violated the law. 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. Will the gentleman pardon just 
one question? 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. I will yield for a question. 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. We have a Jew butcher in my 
town, and the inspector comes along and says: “ You have got 
too much of a certain acid in that sausage, and you are a crim- 
inal.” The next inspector comes along and inspects precisely the 
same sausage, and says: “ You have not got too much in there, 
and it is not a violation of the law.” So he is a criminal one 
day for selling certain sausage, and he is not a criminal the 
next day for selling precisely the same sausage. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Oh, Mr. Chairman, that does 
not meet the situation at all. The man is not a criminal until 
the law by its constitutional processes adjudges him a criminal. 
The inspector can’t do that; he can only bring him before the 
court. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Let me ask the gentleman 
would the canner have a choice of one of three things—to 
state on the package the approximate weight in the first place, 
the approximate quantity in the second place, or to use a 
standard ean in the third place? 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Yes; that is the situation 
exactly. 

Mr. HOAR. I would like to make a suggestion to the gen- 
tleman. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. HOAR. It is not the court which decides whether your 
can is approximately up to the standard. If it were the court 
you would have the same decision in each case, but it is the 
jury which settles whether the can is “ approximate” or not. 
As I followed the gentleman from Illinois here yesterday, he 
had several cans which he exhibited to us which would not 
balance each other on the scales, and from which he argued 
that there had been a fraud, because instead of being a 3-pound 
can, it only weighed 2 pounds and ten and a half ounces. Now, 
there is not one of these cans that the jury would not say was 
approximately of that weight, and that illustrates the danger 


of your standard in that connection, whereas if you provide | 


that the cans should be of the same size, you have a definite 
test from which nothing can depart. If you provide that the 
can, whatever it is, shall contain not less than a certain amount 
you have a minimum standard. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. These cans are not designed 
to be made by weight, but by size, and that is exactly what 
this paragraph provides shall be done, but the trouble is that 
the canners and these dealers desire to sell a size can as a 
weight can. That we desire to forbid, but we believed it neces- 
sary that in their weight and measure packages we should 
provide that there may be allowed to be a slight difference 
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Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani- 
mous consent to extend my remarks in the Recorp. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota asks 
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I yield ten minutes to the 
tleman from Texas [Mr. SLAYDEN]. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, it is with some hesitation that 
I even undertake to assert my right as a Member and to get into 
this debate at all. Legal subtleties have been dealt in by mem- 
bers of the learned profession to such an extent that I think 
they have confused the minds and obscured the thinking of c¢ 
tain gentlemen whom I have always esteemed learned men. I 
shall devote myself to the consideration of this question from the 
point of view of one of the common people, as a Representative 
of the common people, who wants to be neither swindicd nor 
poisoned. 

The country and the Congress have just gone through a period 
of hysteria provoked by a fiction writer’s description of what he 
saw in Chicago. Those days of excitement were marked by 
reports from a special committee sent out to Chicago by the 
President, by messages from the President to Congress, and by 
letters to individual Members of Congress, as well as by broad- 
sides of hot indignation from the newspapers. The House fairly 
fell over itself in its anxiety to yield to a clamoring coi 
uency as broad as the country. Legislation on new lines, and 
drastic to a degree, was put through this body by an almo 
unanimous vote. We were determined, at all hazards, to pr 
tect the meat-eating public from the chance of contan 
food. Now, we have another opportunity, on the same gener 
line of legislation, to protect the people, and Meml 
House who voted for that bill balk at this. I fail to see wh 

I believe that it is susceptible of proof that for every euse of 
ptomaine poisoning caused by the eating of unclean meat thé 
have been a hundred or more cases of poisoning and death fr 
the use of hurtful drugs masquerading as harmless remedies for 
disease. No man who ever ate tainted meat willingly return 
to it. It is so repulsive that it can not get to be a habit. But 
many drugs that destroy the moral sense and enslave the bodies 
and minds of men are eagerly sought for after they have be« 
tried a few times. The people will avoid unclean meat as pesti 
lence, but once they have the habit men who otherwise are 
truthful and honest will lie and steal to gratify their debased 
appetites for drugs. The horror of this drug situation is that 
unfortunates who are ill, or fancy they are, unwittingly get j 


+ 
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habits that bring misery to themselves and ruin to their f 
lies. 

There seems to be a poison adapted to every age, sex, and 
condition. There are soothing sirups that poison the infant 
and make opium fiends out of babies in arms. There are alco 
holic beverages in the guise of medicines for women’s dise 
the use of which, it has been proven, have had a prena 
ence for evil. Drunkards and drug fiends have been made d 
ing the period of gestation by mothers too stupid to comp! 
the effect of their habits. 

Men who would scorn a toddy and can not be persuaded by 
a pleasing compound of mint and other things, honestly and 
frankly presented, will surrender to “ bitters” that are rec 
mended for the stomach’s sake. 


If one may believe what he sees in the portrait gallery of the 
newspapers, those Members of Congress who have not | ! 
restored by somebody’s celery compound have been rejuvenated 
by Peruna. Indeed Peruna seems to be the favorite Con 
gressional drink. [Laughter and applause.} I happen to 


know that it is also a favorite prescription in certain pr 
bition sections. The fact that it makes men drunk quick 
violently, and sometimes viciously has not hurt its standin 


a family medicine. 

Mr. Chairman, in common fairness to this medicine, or this 
drink, whatever it may be, that I have just referred to, I 
think I ought to tell the House the only good thing I ever 
heard of it. Last summer in Texas on a railway train one 
day I overheard a conversation between two gentleman wl 


) 
had met, who were friends. It seems that one of them resided 
under the same roof with his mother-in-hw, and the dove otf 
peace had not always roosted on that rooftree. His friend 


| knew that, and when he came up, after making the usual 


on account of natural and unavoidable difficulties. If they | 
attempt to make and sell a can by weight, there necessarily 
must be left a little leeway, so to prevent opportunities for 
blackmail of honest men, which might come from too strict 
a rule as to such matters. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Minne- 
sota has expired. 


| 


inquiries as to his health, he asked him how things were ¢g c 
in the domestic line. The other replied, “Oh, fine, fine! 1 
introduced the old lady to Peruna two months ago, and she 
has been drunk and happy ever since.” [Prolonged | hier 


and applause. | 


It is notorious, Mr. Chairman, that the opposition to this 
measure is largely controlled, inspired, and directed by @ tre 
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mendous lobby representing the manufacturers of so-called 
“patent or proprietary medicines.” It was stated by Mr. Adams 
a writer in Collier’s Magazine, in that remarkable series of 
articles which he printed last year, and which did more, in my 
judgment, to advance this very much to be desired reform than 
the work of any other single man in the country, that that asso- 
ciation had between thirty and fifty millions of dollars to spend 
each year in protecting the rights of the people who make it, to 
protect the rights of the people who belong to the association to 
poison the people of this country, and to make drunkards out of 
those dupes who thought they were taking harmless drugs. 
Whether those figures are correct or not, I do not know, but it 
is evident, Mr. Chairman, to every man who has studied the 
course of this legislation that there has been somewhere back 
in the dark a tremendous power which has been able to stay the 
hands of the reformer time and time again, when the people 
were demanding protection to their health and their bodies and 
and seemed on the point of getting it. 


4 Y YF no 
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back of it all there has been a power that seemed irresistible. 
Mr. Chairman, what will be the effect of this bill, and what is 

its purpose? I believe that it will promote honesty in trade, 

which is certainly desirable, and cultivate the habit of telling 


the truth,.which, I take it, is equally desirable. It will not 
deny men the privilege of getting drunk on bitters, if they choose 
to do so; but it does say that they shall not be deceived into 
intoxication in the belief that they are taking harmless medi- 
cine It will not take away from the cocaine or opium victim 
the privilege of his poison, but it does say that a man not ad- 
dicted to these drugs shall not be seduced into the habit un- 
knowingly. It does not even deny those who have a taste for 
such things the right to buy adulterated foods and drinks, but 
it does say that those who prefer honest food aud drink shall 
not be swindled with adulterants nor poisoned without knowing 
it by an article of interstate commerce. 

And that reminds me, Mr. Chairman, that there are gentlemen 
in this body who are concerned because they think this bill, if it 


Ss. 


should become a law, will trespass upon the rights of the States. | 
do not believe that section 12, which expressly disavows | 


Chey 
any intention by the act to infringe the prerogatives of the 
States, is a sufficient guaranty. I can not agree with that view. 
The Constitution gives to Congress the right to regulate com- 
merce between the States, and if adulterated food or drink 


merce I would like to know what it is. But, sir, even if we 
should make a mistake in this matter, which we don’t want to 
do and don’t think we are doing, the question is sure to be 
raised and carried to the Supreme Court, and that body, I 
think, can be relied upon to set the matter right. 

My colleague [Mr. Henry of Texas] this morning stated that 
it was not popular to refer to the decisions of the Supreme 
Court, and then did so, and showed that the Supreme Court 
had tected the constitutional rights of the States. I had 
hoped to have time to say a little something further about his 


nr 
pI 
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| has seventeen minutes, and the gentleman from Georgia 
Somewhere | 





made in Chicago and shipped to Texas is not interstate | 
i 


| for this legislation. 
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oil. I can not take that view. Cotton-seed oil ig an honec: 
wholesome product and has merit enough to stand on its ow, 
inherent worth. Certainly we ought not to foster the trade by 
telling lies about it. It should be sold for what it is, and ir 
good as we think it is, it will soon be established on a hich. 
plane as a food product than it has ever had and will comman< 
better price. But whether it is or not, I want to see gqy ya 
dealing in food and drink, and for more than 200,000 Texans I 
declare here and now that we want no trade based on dishones: 
in weight, measure, or quality. [Prolonged applause.] 

Mr. WALLACE. Within less than a week I heard a scien+ifo 
gentleman under oath say that cotton-seed oil was a fair «yp. 
stitute for olive oil. 

Mr. ADAMSON, Mr. Chairman, how much time is there 
maining? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Ma iN] 


») 
a? 


y 


D- 


» 


ADAMSON] has sixteen minutes. a 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Chairman, before yielding the ren 
ing portion of my time I wish to make a statement. My ¢o}- 
league, Mr. Bagriert, of Georgia, is absent. He is very selio) 
absent from this House, and the House knows the reasons of 
his absence now, that it is to attend the funeral of a decease 
colleague. I do not myself remember when he has been absent 
before. He requested me to ask the House, if he did not re. 
turn, permission to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Befor 
closing the general debate I wish to modify that request a |it 
tle, and I now request that in the event he returns during 


l- 


e¢ 
Nn 
1 


e 


reading of the bill under the five-minute rule he may be nat 
mitted to deliver his remarks, and that otherwise he be per- 
mitted to extend them in the Recorp. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I hope the gentleman wil! not 
make his request at this time. If the gentleman from Georgig 
returns during the course of the five-minute debate at a time 
when it would be possible to accommodate him, I think there 


would be no doubt about giving him the time; but the House 
might not wish to make an agreement to give him the time now 
and then have him consume the last half hour. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair suggests to the gentleman from 
Georgia that he make this request during the consideration of 
the bill under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. ADAMSON. That is perfectly satisfactory to me, but I 
thought before closing general debate I ought to eall attention 
to the matter. I now yield to the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. RYAN] sreh time as I have left. 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Chairman, I favor the enactment of a | 
food law. I will not enter into a discussion of all of the provi- 
sions of this bill, as it has been ably presented to the H 
by the gentlemen who have preceded me. There is a demand 
The recent discussion, by the press of the 


nre- 


1s8e 


| country, brought about by the investigations of the packing 


argument, but my time is about exhausted, and I can only re- | 


wind my colleague, for whose character and judgment and 
knowledge of the law I have profound respect, that that court 
is still doing business, and its doors wide open to litigants, and 
that every right of the individual or of the Commonwealth of 
Texas can be determined there. 

I am as jealous of the rights of my State as any man can be, 
but I am even more jealous of the rights of the individuals who 


| 


industry in Chicago and elsewhere have aggravated the demand. 
The people are demanding pure food. They are demanding 
that articles of food shall be correctly labeled and that Con- 
gress prevent, by the enactment of this bill, the adulteration 
or misbranding of foods or drugs. 

In order to fully carry out the purposes of this bill it is 
hoped that the different States of the Union will enact laws to 
conform with the Federal laws, and thus fully protect the peo- 


| ple of this country from the dishonest manufacturers of foods 


| in section 7 of the bill in relation to the labeling of medicine 


and drugs. 
Mr. Chairman, after the decision of the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce to place a more drastic provisi 


Rp 


| or drugs containing any poisonous substances than orizinally 


| decided upon, I communicated with the manufacturers of pr 


compose the State. One of the rights, one of the dearest and | 
most valued rights, of the individual is not to be poisoned or 
swindled by some knave who resides in another Commonwealth. | 
I want to be protected against the conscienceless greed of the 
rascal who sells poison under the label of health-giving drugs. 

I think I heard the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] say 
yesterday that since this agitation began there has been an 

e decrease in the adulteration of food. It was a 
ches ¢ piece of information, and I hope that it is merely the 
eginning of a great reform. I have observed from time to 
time advertisements in the newspapers in which great stress was 
laid on the fact that the commodity offered for sale was pure. 
if we pass this bill, I believe that in a very few months the 
rn pers will all be full of advertisements of good, honest, | 
g d ome articles of food and drink. I do not be- 
lie t hewspapers will eventually lose anything by the 
expulsion of s from their columns, and I know that 

the people will be gainers. [Applause.] 

I he it ed yesierday that olive oil was adulterated by 
mir ¢ \ hi t pM t tage of cotton oil. Some ge itlemen 
{ f l ‘ ne to the view that it will one 
. ur 3 f lustris f these blends of the two vegetable 
oils forced to quit their lying claim that it is all pure olive | 


prietary medicines in Buffalo, N. Y., and I received, amor 
others, a reply from Mr. D. E. Foster, of Foster, Milburn & C 
It is so different from most letters received by Members 
Congress under similar circumstances that I will insert it 
my remarks. The letter is as follows: 


JS 


oS 


’ 
A 
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BuFFALo, N. Y., June 21, 1906. 
Hon. W. H. RYAN, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
Dear Mr. Ryan: Your message advising us as to what your c 
mittee had cut out of the Lovering amendment was duly received 


We thank you very much for your kindness in this matter. We 
believe your cemmittee acted on their best judgment and consci 
tiously in cutting out of the Lovering amendment “ opiun 


and of course it 


however, 


* morphine, 
We might say, 
have put in while 


is useless for us to make any comment 
after all these years of brain wor! 
at Washineton, if you do pass the pure-food 

will certainly be a great relief to you and entitle you to a holid 

The writer is just starting on a fishing trip about 400 miles north « 

Toronto, away up in the Canadian forests. 5 

Mercy sake, Mr. Ryan, what fun I shall have compared with ths 








! 
| 
} rk you are putting in in Washington trying to please every- | 
1 in the end get nothing but “ cusses.” 
ing you again for your kindness, we remain, } 
yours, very truly, 


Foster MILBuRN CO. | 

D. E. Foster, Prest. 

\Jr. Chairman, I will now discuss briefly the provisions of the | 

| iting to whisky, referred to by the gentleman from Ala- 


} Mr. RrcHarpson]. A few words concerning the origin of | 
may aid somewhat to a clearer conception of the subject. | 
j he name itself is not devoid of interest. 


RBARLY HISTORY OF DISTILLED SPIRITS. 


s quite probable that the knowledge of distilled spirits 
mding somewhat closely to whisky was known to the 





a t Egyptians. When the Arabians overran Egypt they | 
‘ 1, among other useful information concerning the Egyp- | 
{ ‘tg and sciences, the knowledge of the art of manufactur- | 
ing tilled spirits from sprouted grain. This knowledge they | 
ca | back with them to their academies in Spain, from whence 
it 1 over Europe. The introduction of the art of making 
Ww into Ireland has been traced to the ancient Phoenician 
tr When the English invaded Ireland they found the 
0 cture of whisky a well-understood art, carried on as a | 
household operation by the inhabitants. The Irish called the | 
S] they distilled “ Uisque beatha.” This name itself smacks 
of aims and traditions of those ancient alchemists who were 
st the water or elixir of life. “ Uisque beatha” means 
water of life. This term was corrupted by the English into 
“Uisquebaugh.” Finally the last syllable was altogether 


dropped, thus shortening the name into “ uisque,” 
as it is now spelled. 

Distillation was practiced a thousand years before the term 
“ whisky ” originated. 

When the term “ whisky” was first used it was applied ex- 
clusively to distilled spirits made from grain which had been 
“t and refined as much as the primitive methods then 

could accomplish purification, and to which coloring and 
ng matters were added. 


or whisky, | 


’ 


] Sd : 4 ; 

‘ll products of distillation which are entitled to be called 
“ sky ” have had coloring and flavoring added to them in one 
ul another. 


The so-called “ straight whisky ” of to-day is a distillate from 
which has been partially rectified, purified, and refined 
which is put into a barrel especially prepared to give it 

th coloring and flavoring. 
If any law is to exclude the addition of coloring and flavor- 


ng from so-called “ blends,” then it should also exclude all 
| sses intended to give coloring and flavoring to so-called 
‘straight whiskies.” 

Distillation alone does not produce whisky, and therefore a 
distiller, as such, does not produce whisky. 


It is what is done to a distilled spirit after distillation that 
d ines whether it is entitled to be called whisky or not. 

gentleman from Alabama states that at the proper time 
| move to strike out the proviso beginning on line 22 and 
ending on line 25, page 21, or to strike out the words “ not ex- 
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It follows, therefore, that the mixing of liquors identical in kind j 
| known by the trade, does not constitute re c on 
_ For instance, a party may mix a materi wi pi other 
liquor, which will not produce either a spurious 
pound liquor, but such mixing fs nevertheless rect t 1 3 
either purifying or refining the spirits, wine, 
mixed. 


From the foregoing it is apparent that a compound 


neither a spurious nor an imitation liquor, and that “l 
whisky is neither a spurious, an imitation, nor a compound 
liquor. 

What is described as compound liquor is known in the trade 


as applied to whisky, as a blend, which usually includes t! 
addition of harmless flavoring and coloring m 


A mixed whisky is a mixture of two straight whiskies with- 


utter. 


out the addition of anything else, and a rect l whisky is a 
whisky made by freeing the high wines from fusel oil l 
ing thereto coloring and flavoring. 
GOVERNMENTAL INSPECTION OF RECTIFIERS AND 
There is as much governmental inspection and supervision. 
not more, thrown around the business of the rectifier, blender 


and wholesale liquor dealer as there is around the bi 
the distiller. 


Section 3319, Revised Statutes of the United States, limits the 
persons from whom a rectifier or wholesale liquor dealer may 


purchase distilled spirits. 


Penalty, $1,000. 
Section 


3517a, Revised Statutes of the United States, pri 


that when a rectifier expects to rectify or compound dist i 
spirits he shall, before emptying any package of d lled spirits 
for that purpose, give notice in duplicate to the collector and sub- 
| mit such package for the inspection of ‘the United States. gaug 
who weighs, gauges, and makes return thereof to the collect 

Section 3320, Revised Statutes of the United States, provides 
that when a package is filled on the premises of a r tifier, 
shall first be inspected and gauged by a United § 3 
who shall affix a stamp thereto, ete. 

Section 3318, Revised Statutes United States, as amended. pro- 
vides that every rectifier and wholesale liquor dealer shall 
provide a book, to be kept in a form prescribed by the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue, and that he shall on the same 
day on which he receives any spirits, and before he touches 
them or alters them in any way, enter in such book the n 
of the persons or firm, from whom and where received, by w l 
distilled, rectified, or compounded, and when and by \y 1a 
spected; the number of wine and proof gallons, the kind of 
spirits and the number and kind of stamps thereon; and before 
he sends any spirits away from his premises he shal 


similar entries, thus keeping a perfect account with the G 


of 


ernment everything which he receives in and everything 
which he sends out. He is furthermore required to keep this 
book open for inspection, and on or before the tenth da each 
month he must send to the collector a transcript covering th: 
preceding month. Any false entry or. failure to kee] b 
is severely punished. 

Section 3277, Revised Statutes United States, requires 


fiers to furnish facilities to internal-revenue offic 


i S ) x 
iding harmless coloring or flavoring ingredients.” and gauge any vessel or utensil on the premises, sul 
I believe that I will show that the distiller obtains his flavor, | a!! the necessary assistance for inspecting the p , Stocks 
in part, by a mixture of grains before fermentation and from | 2nd apparatus applying to such persons, 1 1 at pul 
the charred barrel. The blender obtains his flavor by a mix- he inust open all doors, boxes, packages, and KS Lor ¢ 
ture of whiskies after distillation. tion, under a heavy penalty. 
: Section 3456, Revised Statutes United States, provid t 
NOW AS T OMPOUNDED OR BLENDE ISKY. se -. ; aay 
NOW AS TO COMPOUNDED OR BLENDED WHISK if any rectifier or wholesale liquor dealer f Is to do ar y 
A npounded or blended whisky is neither an imitation nor a spu- | things required by law or does anything prohibited by |! ; i 
hisky if sold merely as whisky, and it becomes spurious or an, specific : ish nt is menti at an eet tial 
n only if sold under some other trade name in connection with no peci i¢ punishment IS rentioned by any othe rp sion, 
vord “whisky.” This construction was placed upon this section in shall pay a penalty of $1,000 and forfeit all the liquors owned 
%, when it was enacted. by bim or in which he may have any interes 
lhe words “spurious,” “imitation,” or “compound” liquor There are about 1,000 real rectifying houses, and a G 
used in the statute in the disjunctive and not in the con- | ment guager is assigned to each, and in add m the 
ctive; but if there were any doubt as to whether they were a large number of speci il its and assistants who « 
d as synonymous terms, it would be disssipated by a con- | inspect these places. 
poraneous departmental construction of the law which was i'r the foregoing, which, how e, not I 
by the then Commissioner of Internal Revenue, Mr. De-/| sions of law relating to the inspection d 1 of t! 
under date of September 16, 1869, which may be found in | business of the rectifier and wholesale liquor d« is ¢ 
lume X, Internal-Revenue Record, page 121, and from which I | ent that it is not possible for him to do any of ft srem 
e the following extracts: things which have been charged to him. It » mol 
fo mix any material with distilled spirits, wine, or other liquor, ble for him to add anything deleterious or 1x ~ 5 
does not result in producing either a spurious imitation or co! for the distiller: and the worst thing which it 
uc r is not rectification. ce 5 s him to add is the purest apd most whol et o 
termine whether the mixing Is rectification or not under this tondnoil P the distiller 
of the statute, you must, therefore, look to the resuit to_ see mt ana int of © GIStilier, = = 
either of the three kinds of liquors named is manufactured by Nothing which he could add could possib 
xing. A spurious liquor is an imitation of and held out to be | fuse) oi], which may be in excessive quant 
imitation liquor is one that is an imitation of the genuine and Straight ast lates. ' ae 
1 owt as such imitation. aa rhe Lord did not put fusel oil into straig 
pound liquor is any liquor composed of two or more kinds | than he made a suit of clothes which you wear. e man- 
$s mixed with any material which changes the original character aetna ese a and ither ata ae WW . 
{ either so as to produce a different kind as known by the trade. \ ufactured articles, and neither is a natural | - 


oer 








esi 90 
fusel oil is in whisky in excessive quantities, it is there because 
of the carelessness or the cupidity of the distiller. 


DECISION OF ENGLISH COURTS. 


The British Parliamentary commission, after taking testi- 
mony for-two years, decided in 1891 that what I have described 
as a blend was whisky; and the issue of the recent whisky 


trinls in London was not, as has been stated, What was whisky? 
Put the issue was whether a distillate made from corn was enti- 
1 to be called “ Scotch” or “ Irish” whisky, and it was very 
properly decided that it was not. 
The old-fashioned name for the raw whisky as it comes from 


the receiving cistern at the distillery was “ wines” or “ high 
wines,” in contradistinction from the first run, which was called 
‘low wine.” In the case of United States v. Eight Barrels of 
Whisky (25 Fed. Cases, 982), a United States court, in 1867, 


: ’ 
tated as fcllows: 


‘ation, 


Vouring the wines into the vat was the first act toward rectific 
i llowed by the rectifying process, thereby changing the 


‘ as 
wines into whisky. 


j Yt 
c, 


And it is pertinent to inquire that if that person produced | 
whisky in 1867, and prior thereto, why does it not still produce 


whisky? At that time there was no bonded period, no bended 
warehouses, no charred-barrel process of refination and purifi- 
cation, and no whisky of the bottled-in-bond variety; yet there 


Wi 


Ss whisky. 

A Wol THE PRODUCTION ALCOHOL. 
Alcohol is produced by fermentation of a mash—something 
>a mush 
m the nonvolatile matters in the mash. 

This separation takes place by converting the volatile matters 

into steam and then condensing it. The result is termed “spirit 
wines,” 

As the result of the first distillation, the product is about one- 
third alcohol and two-thirds water, and hence is called 
wi ies.”” 

By 
duced what is called “ high wines,” 
from 
two-thirds alcohol and one-third water. 


iD ON OF 








rr 


which contain all the way 


If the product is to be put into a charred barrel, it is reduced | 
and one-half alcohol by the addition of more | 


to one-half water 
water. 
The product is then approximately ane-half water and one- 
half ethyl alcohol, with about 0.50 of 1 per cent of fusel oil. 
If you should remove the fusel oil, there would remain just 


the water and the ethyl alcohol, about half and half, and this is 
called “neutral spirits” or “ cologne spirits.” If you should 
then take out all the water, there would then remain nothing 
but alcohol, or what is sometimes called “ double-proof spirits.” 


“ is 


which the word whisky ” 
aters,” which indicates that you can not have 


Usquebaugh, from 
ff . CT 
ld w 


means “ wat 


ter OL W 





wl SS you a ater to alcohol. 

Wi 1e word “ whisky ” was first used by the Irish and the 
Scotch, it referred exclusively to a compounded beverage, consist- 
ing of water and alcohol, to which coloring and fiayoring were 
added; and that is true even to this day, for no matter by what 


pl 


‘ocess Whisky is made, it contains coloring and flavoring which 
has been added in some way. 


TITE COLORING OF WHISKY. 


The coloring of whisky, of the bottled-in-bond variety, is due 
and tannic acid which it extracts from the barrel 
which has been prepared to enable it to do so. The controlling 


to caramel 


vor in such whisky is obtained from the same source, for if 
the same whisky should be put into a barrel made of some other 
kind of wood than northern white oak which has been charred, 


he flavor would be entirely different. 
In this connection I submit a clipping from the St. Louis 
Post-Dispatch of March 21, 1906: 











Y TO LOSE DARK-BROWN TASTE—WHITE OAK SCARCE, COOPERS 
MUST USE INFERIOR WOOD FOR BARRELS. 

if the fears of the National Coopers’ Association, now in session at 
the Southern Hotel, are realized, whisky drinkers must prepare them- 
selves for a radical change in the color and taste of their favorite bev- 
‘ ‘ 

The delegates say that the northern white oak, now regarded as the | 
only timber 1itable for making whisky barrels, is rapidly disappearing, 
and tl t e other material must be used. The barrel of white 
oak i rred side, which causes the formation of a resinous gum 

ween the clear and the solid wood. This gum, it is said, gives 
whisky n f its well-known color and long-remembered taste. 

The association ] appealed to the United States Government to 
preserve the white oak timber from destruction, and at the session 
W day r. Herman Von Schrenk, in charge of the Government 
I} of Agriculture, located at Shaw’s Garden, touched on this topic 

a talk on forestry 

(he officers of the association are: A. S. Ray, Chicago, president; 
James E. Tyler, Baltimore; J. R. Kelly, Kansas City, Kan., and W. J. 
Murray, St. Paul, vice-presidents, and Walker L. Wellford, secretary 
and treasurer. Sixty delegates are present. 
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and distillation only serves to separate the volatile | 


* low | 
the second distillation of these low wines there is pro- | 


a little over half alcohol and less. than half water to about | 


derived, | 
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| ™ 
All whisky equally pure, whether straight, blendid, recetis d 
or mixed, consists only of ethyl alcohol and water plus a f; 
and with the limitation that the things used to produce be 
flavor shall not be harmful or deleterious, the interest of ()\, 
public is fully protected. “i 
My purpose in this matter is that any law enacted shall ja 
made to apply to all whiskies equally and to diserim; 
against none. This Congress should not take a stand fu op 
against the distillers of whisky known as “straight whisi-y» 
or the rectifier of the blended or compounded article. : 

No provision is made to prevent the sale of new strajch 
Whisky of 


ite 


whisky, that is concededly unfit for consumption. 


the bottled-in-bond variety can not be put up and placed 61 tie 

market unless it is 4 years old, but straight whisky in barrejs 
; can be put on the market at the owner's discretion. 

All of the articles made of silent spirits, water, and the 


so-called “ aging oil,” “ beading oil,” and the various essecrc 
and put on the market as whisky are not the blended or rectijjeg 
article and should not be confounded with it. 

The paragraph in this bill in relation to whisky as rep ried 
to the House by the committee is, I believe, the best solution 
of the question. 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Chairman, in order that another phase 
the question may be discussed, I yield the balance of my ti 
to my colleague from New York [Mr. Cockran]. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Mr. Chairman, I venture somewhat relye- 
tantly and quite unexpectedly to obtrude myself in this de) 
| owing to the direction which it has taken. I shall addre 
| self particularly to this side of the House in an endeavor to 
point out the reason why I do not believe the Constitution 
should be invoked, especially by Democrats, against 
| measure as this. 
| I am one of the firmest believers in State rights upon tijis 
| floor. I believe that our Constitution is the most perfect prod- 
uct of human capacity. But why? Because its operation his 
| resulted in the most perfect scheme of government ever esi: 


of 


ie 





such a 


| 
| lished 


on this earth. Now, what is a perfect government? 
A perfect government manifestly is one which affords « 


| plete—absolutely complete—protection to the life, the he.lth, 
| the liberty, and the property of every person subject { 5 
jurisdiction. To the extent that it fails in furnishing this . 
plete protection it falls short of excellence. Wherever through 
any complexity in its structure a wrong is shielded or a rocue 
sheltered from punishment, then an injury to justice is por, 
trated by the very agency established to protect justice, and that 
government stands discredited. When gentlemen, without 
slightest attempt to meet or explain these evidences of crin 
fraud placed upon that table by the gentleman from I! 
[Mr. Mann], yet declare that this measure, by which it is | 
posed to deal with those abuses effectively, is unconstitut 

and that the police power of the State, which has not becna 

to prevent these wrongs, is the only power to which \ 
appeal, they write down a condemnation of our whole 
stitutional system graver than any I have ever heard leveled 
against it. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not believe that our Constitution was i: 
tended by the framers to furnish an effective shield for wi 
or a refuge for criminals, and yet for the last twenty yea 
(I think since the Supreme Court acted upon the reconstruction 


laws) I do not remember having heard the Constitution invoked 
upon this floor except to obstruct some measure of redress 


against a wrong that all conceded to exist and which no one 
could venture openly to defend. 

The late Speaker Reed, who had 
stating philosophic truths, used to say 
& measure was unconstitutional, that meant he did not like 
when there was no reason that one could afford to avow for 
| opposing a bill, it was always safe to try and block its progress 


an epigrammatie way 
when any person dec! 


| by declaring that it violated the Constitution. And _ recent 
| experiences all prove the truth of that statement. Every 
| rogue at the head of a railroad system who gave rebates, and 


shared them, aiways insisted that he railway rate bill 
unconstitutional. Not one of them would venture to defend 
the villainies which perverted the naturally beneficent opera 
tions of commerce into schemes by which some men plundered 
all their fellows, but every one begged you to consider the ¢ 
stitution. When pursued in the State courts they profess 
most tender concern for the integrity of the Union, begging us to 
| guard jealously the authority of this Federal Government, wl 
existence had been maintained in blood and carnage on every 
battlefield from Bull Run to Appomattox. When the IFede 
Government pursues them then they profess deep, tearful, 
vociferous concern about State rights, declaring that for th 
| selves they care nothing—their rogueries are, of course, not to 
| be excused—but what is the roguery of one rascal, however 





1906. 


a ed, when weighed in the balance against the reserved 


| 


of the States which would be invaded and imperiled if 
the infamies were checked and their perpetrators punished. 
XN e on this floor denies that these outrages on health and 
t] wrongs on common honesty described by the gentleman 
f illinois [Mr. MANN] have been perpetrated, but several 
A en declare that the States alone have the power to deal 
\ them, and all this in the face of these impressive and 
0 us evidences that the States have actually failed to pre- 
vel em piled up before our eyes on yonder table. 

\ir. Chairman, if the arguments in opposition to this measure 
be | founded, if the Constitution is indeed a bar to the re- 
di f these grievances and the prevention of these crimes, | 
{ ie Constitution itself stands discredited. If every con- 
ti of the gentleman from Texas were sustained by the deci- | 


ithe Supreme Court, the result would be conclusive proof 
lange or amendment of the Constitution was absolutely 
y to the safety of the citizen. 
ssary, advisable, or permissible. I believe the Constitu- 
it stands approaches perfection already, because I be- 


] ts distribution of powers, instead of being pitfalls for | 


I don’t believe any change | 


and sanctuaries for criminals, is the most effective | 
‘ e ever devised for preventing wrong by assigning to each 
D ent the jurisdiction which it can exercise most effect- 


nd placing in the arsenal of each the weapon it can 
ith greatest effect for the protection of the citizen in all 
its of life, health, and liberty. For that reason, sir, I be- 
Federal Government has ample authority to deal with 
hing by which citizens of one State can affect the well- 
f citizens in another through the operation of commerce. 
ere is not a decision of the Supreme Court in conflict with 


sition. That feature of the Constitution constitutes its 
tle to excellence. When you deny it you impeach the 
( ution, and declare it to be not an agency of civilization, 


barrier to progress, not a protection to life, a shield to 

and a rampart to property, but a disturbance to order 
menace to morals. 

Chairman, let us examine closely the contention of op- 

to the bill. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. HENRY], 

j ng the opposition, has quoted certain decisions of the 

Ss ie Court which have established beyond all question the 

] of a State to take any measures inside its own borders 

may deem essential to the safety and welfare of its own 

That is what is known as the police power of a State. 

But while the State is absolutely free to deal with its own in- 

ternal concerns as it pleases, it is an essential feature of our 

that no State can by law or otherwise interfere with 

ree or restrict communication between its citizens and 

of all other States. The citizen of each State and the 

lucts of his industry can circulate in every other State on 

the same terms as its own citizens and their property. 

\ <crimination can be made, either in the laws or the en- 
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ent of laws by any State between its own citizens and | 


of other States or their wares. The gentleman has 
ta ease where a certain quantity of coffee which had been 
ht into a State and found to be discolored was condemned 


State official under authority of a State law and destroyed | 


the sanction of the United States Supreme Court. Why, 


se, any article found inside a State is subject to its laws | 


itter from whence it may have come. The source of its 
loes not give it any right to exceptional treatment. But 
t be treated exactly the same as any other coffee or meat 
the borders of the same State. But, suppose the State 
fexas or the State of New York to-day, finding that the in- 
m of meat products established by the State of Illinois 
adequate, or finding that although the provisions of law 
nois were adequate yet, nevertheless, corruption on the 
of the local official nullified the restraining statute and per- 
ted goods that were poisonous to be sent from Chicago into 
neither State could exclude from its territory 
goods prepared in Illinois. 
iv, my friend from Texas [Mr. Henry] will say, “ Why can 
the State of New York examine these products when they 
into its borders?” I answer because effective examina- 
Uon at that stage is wholly impracticable. There is only one 
e where inspection can be made effective, and that is at the 
ree of the danger. Canned goods when opened are destroyed. 





State, 


ned 


here is no way by which you can examine the contents with- 
out opening the cans, and therefore you can not inspect them 


“cept by destroying them. Suppese now—and I put it to my 
riend from Texas, who is so good a lawyer that even his ardor 


nh ¢ 
sound legal principle—suppose that the State of New York, in 
View of recent exposures in Chicago, should pass a law—he has 
admitted that no State could pass a law excluding goods coming 


‘ontroversy could not betray him into the assertion of an un- | 


| 
| 





from another State merely because the 














declaring that every package of canned meat « 
State from tate should be opened 
in order to make sure that it conformed to tl 
tablished for similar prod 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I will answer that « 
way—by saying that the State of Massacl 
prohibiting the importation or sale of ok 
chusetts, and the Supreme Court 
chusetts; which answers your question 

Mr. COCKRAN. Well, if the gentleman pleas 


anv other S 


sustained 


answer my question. The case which he quotes has 1 
whatever to the situation, I amassuming. If »§ 
chusetts had permitted the manufactur oleomm 
its own limits, and then had und to |] 
merchandise coming in fro: ther § e, 1 \ 
constitutional, and the gentleman knows it Ww! 
prohibits the manufacture of goods 

importation of the same goods. WI] s 

lishes for its own products it can apply to 1 prod 
States withinitsown borders. The l 

be produced within its own borders it 

into its limits from without its borders. ¢ 

pared in its own territory it can inspe { 

tion. Canned goods brought f: oO r St 3 
only by opening each can, and such inspection is des 
the gentleman knows. The brilliant rhetorie of the 
from Texas invites us to vindicate the Constitution by 
the commerce which the Constitution is established 
Canned meats have become an important featur 
ply in every State of the Union. The developme: 


industry has cheapened the cost of living and I: 
its condition. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the g¢ 
Mr. MANN. I yield the gentleman t! 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is recogni: 
minutes more. 
Mr. COCKRAN. 


I do not know that I will need 


ts in its own jurisdiction? 





TS — 
‘ ° | eun 
c - | er real 


system of inspection in 
that other State was considered imperfect, but the State « l 
investigate, he says, each separate package—supp Ne york 
State should pass a law based on th&t theory, provid i 
every kind of meat entering its limi not w 4 l 
Chicago, but from any foreign city ild be o l exa 
ined, while meat prepared in its own canning factori le i | 
inspection at the time and place of preparation by it n offi 
cers, should be exempt from any further examination, do 
body believe the Supreme Court of the United St ld 1 
erate such a law? Would it not be held upon this te 
ment of its character a restraint, a prohibition of s | 
commerce between New York and Illinois, and 1 er 1 ( 
trine laid down by Marshall, which has been the sti t fore 
in maintaining peace between the States 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Will the gentleman ad? 

Mr. COCKRAN. With great pleasure. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Does the gentleman « 1 that t 
State of New York would not have the authority pl le 

| the punishment of any individual in New York y hould 
port or sell an article of impure food or poiso1 

Mr. COCKRAN. But, Mr. Chairman, we or 
here of is! ut prevention. 

Mr. l Chat is prey om 

Mr. ww, the gentleman tC ex - 

Mr. HENRY of Tex That the lentical « l u 
asked me. And if you will yield to me one moi l ¢ 
you an instance. 

Mr. COCKRAN. I do not want a colloquy wit! - 
man; I can not allow an extraneous discussion | id 
me to be interposed in an ument which I to 
the committee. The gentleman has made a s lid u 
and I am trying in less time and with much less abili oO 
an imperfect one. When the gentleman realizes i am 
handicapped in time and qualific . 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I will t interrupt the { ; 
because he evids ntly does not wish to answer. 

Mr. COCKRAN. You have asked 1 a questi id I ‘ 
answered. The gentleman evidentiy regards enti l 
punishment as synonymous. I hold to | 
ferent, absolutely incompatible and inconsistent wi 
Prevention obviates any necessity or reason in ; 
Punishment is inflicted only where prevention f I 
will ask you this question now, and you can answer it, ye r no 

Suppose canned meats were prepared in New Yi ( . 
could the State of New York, having established a system of in- 
spection at the time and place of preparation wh believed 
entirely sufficient for the safety of its own citiz Ss a 


l a <€ 
4 
’ NI 
} | 
rv 
P } 
y 
: “ 
> 
é 
I 
Li 
eT ~ 
gre if in 
1 . 
oO 
ft j 
( 1 
; 
A 
} 
{ 
seve Th 








~) f > 
S202 


time. But I would like to say to the gentleman from Texas 
and to other gentlemen who have taken a similar position that 
no effec 
poisonous or dangerous cahned meats coming from other States— 
except an inspection of each package, which would involve de- 
truction of the commodities against which the precaution is 
n—that fct jus this measure. Nay, more, it 

s the passage of this bill an imperative necessity of our na- 
mal well-being. The gentleman knows that if the State of New 


as live 


Litlce alone tifies 





Lililice 


tT) 
il 


York had a law permitting meats to be canned under condi- | 


tions of inspection considered adequate to protect the health of 


the State and its people, it could not constitutionally provide | 


that similar goods coming in from outside should be opened for 
inspection when the opening would destroy their value, for that 


I 
would be a discrimination against foreign commerce. 


precaution can be taken by one State against | 


Yet, that | 
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the oculy method of inspection that could be effective, for | 


} 


clearly one State can not 
‘ting the manner in which food products are prepared by its 
citizens even when they are intended for interstate commerce. I 
k again, Is there any other way by which we in New York can 
protect ourselves? There is but one, and that is for the Federal 
Government itself to undertake inspection at the time and place 
of preparation of all canned meats or inclosed packages ef food 
intended commerce between the States. Yet this system 
the opponents of the measure insist is in violation of the Consti- 
Are we to be told that one city, through the avarice of 
or the corruption of its officials, can imperil the 
other community because the Constitution of the 


spe 


iis 


for 


tution. 
its government, 


health of every 


nter another for the purpose of in- | 


United States limits the power of any State to impose restric- | 


tions on commerce with another State? That salutary restraint 
made effective on each State by the decision of John Marshall 
was one of the most valuable among the four leading principles 
established by him, which furnish foundations for the four con- 
stitutional pillars that sustain this noble governmental struc- 
ture under which we live. 


Mr. HENRY of Texas rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentle- 
man from Texas? 

Mr. COCKRAN. I yield to a question, if the gentleman will 
nut it. 
Mr. HENRY of Texas. I hold, briefly, that the inspection 
laws do not come from the commerce clause of the Constitu- 
tion 


Mr. COCKRAN. I do not yield to the gentleman to answer a 
question and ask it afterwards. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. If you are unwilling for me to ask it 
in my own way, I will adjust myself to that. 

Mr. COCKRAN. If you wish to ask a question, put it; but 
I beg that you will not answer it first and ask it afterwards. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I yielded to you. 

Mr. COCKRAN. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. 
from the Constitution, but they were reserved to the State. My 
contention is that in the inspection the State has the right to 
provide for the inspection of any article that is deleterious to 
the health of the people that 
absolutely destroying that article if necessary; but they have no 
power to put unreasonable impediments on the commerce com- 
ing from another State. That fairly states my position. 

Mr. COCKRAN. I am delighted to hear this account of the 
gentleman’s position. statement has probably shed some 
light upon his own mind, but I do not know that it has helped 
inake clear my pathway. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I have been endeavoring to state my 
ition for the benefit of the committee, not exclusively for the 
efit of the gentleman 
Mr. COCKRAN. I have no doubt at all that it will edify the 
mmittee to understand the gentleman’s position. I resume 
now the effort to state mine. The gentleman insists the State 


Wie 
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State through its commerce endangers you in Texas or me j) 
New York, if we admit there is no power anywhere adequate { 
our full protection, then we write down the condemnation of 
whole system. 

But, sir, I believe that the power exists and that it is amnle 
I believe it is at our hands here in this body and in the Sensia 


( ur 


Wherever the Constitution denies a State the right to exe;. ee 
any power for its own protection it is always because the pyro. 
tection can be secured more completely by the Federal Goy, 

ment. If my State has not itself power to take effective pen. 
caution against the rottenness of Packingtown, it is because +) 
Federal Government steps in with its own legislation for my pyo- 
tection, and when it throws the shield of its protection aroung 
me I feel vastly more secure than if New York were exhaustine 
all its power in my behalf. For the sword wielded by the 
United States is long enough to reach from the banks of the 
Hudson or of the Rio Grande to Chicago, or anywhere else within 
the country, and is strong enough to thwart, defeat, strike dowy 
any nefarious enterprise conceived in cupidity, maintained jp 


corruption, and menacing your safety or mine. [Applause.) 
Mr. Chairman, I protest against any narrow, short-sighted 

ception of our Constitution which, while professing reverence foy 
its words, thwarts its purpose and by making it a barrier and ap 
obstacle rather than an effective aid to justice, perverts jts 
spirit and discredits its character. If the Federal Goverp- 
ment should undertake to interfere with the personal condyct 
of the citizen, to declare what I may eat or do personally jy 
my own city of New York, it would be an invader and an 
intruder in the lawful domain of the State, and that strete) of 
its power would destroy or at least impair its value. But while 
it stands at the frontier of every State leaving it absolutely free 
to regulate all its internal affairs, but preventing it from inipsir 
ing by the operations of commerce the security of healil, or 
property in any other State—while it occupies that attitude, | 


| admire its perfection as much as I appreciate its protection, 


The legislation proceeds exactly upon these lines. I am sure 


| every Democrat believing in States rights should be the first to 
| sustain and assert every lawful power of the Federal Govern- 


ment, as he should be the last to sanction any stretch of its au- 
thority beyond those bounds fixed by the Constitution to main 
tain State and nation as agencies of the highest efficiency f + 
the protection of every citizen in the safety of his life, } 
liberty, and property. And the limits of each are not d 
to ascertain or define. As I said in the course of a colloouy 
here this morning, wherever a condition affects the people of 4 
State, the government of that State must deal with it. Whoer- 
ever, by the disposal of its products through trade, it affecis 
directly the conditions of people in other States, it touches that 
commerce between States which the Constitution empowers the 
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| Federal Government to regulate, and which it must have full 


I yield if you are ready to put the question. | 
Now, the inspection laws do not come | 


power to regulate, or else its authority is a sham and a snare. 
The gentleman admits the Federal Government can regulate 
interstate commerce. Surely he will not pretend that it can 


| regulate commerce between the States so as to require railways 


come into that State, and by | 


should exercise the power of inspection and the only mode of | 
effective inspection open to it is one that involves destruction of 
the commodity inspected. If such a method of inspection would 
not be an unreasonable impediment on commerce I am a poor | 
ju of impediments. If this view of the gentleman from | 
Texas be sound, our Government in its distribution of powey, | 
instead of being the most efficient plan ever devised for the 


suppression of wrong and the vindication of justice, is a com- 
plex, puzzling, incomprehensible series of labyrinths where the 
footsteps of justice when pursuing crime go astray, and where 
the 
perpetration of-fresh enormities. [Applause.] That is not my 
conception of the Constitution under which I live, and which 1 
lk Vo. 
its limits on all matters affecting its own citizens. 
by the corruption of its officers or the laxity of its laws any 


«rongdoer finds an asylum where he can plan in security the | 





| 


| an inference from anything that I said; 
We all believe that the State can do what it pleases inside | 
But when | 


to put brakes on certain trains and to fix rates for the trans 
portation of goods for the promotion of my convenience and yet 
be without power to regulate it for the protection of my existence. 
I submit, Mr. Chairman, that this statement of the proposition 
renders further argument in its favor entirely superfluous. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Will the gentleman allow me to 
him a question? 

Mr. COCKRAN. 
a question. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Then you say that Congress has the 
power to regulate interstate commerce. If it has (and I admit 
that it has to regulate interstate commerce), has it the power to 
send into another State an article admitted to be poisonous and 
injurious? 

Mr. COCKRAN. Has Congress the power to do it? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Yes. 

Mr. COCKRAN. I do not think Congress has any such thing 
as a poisonous article of food within its possessions. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Under the power to regulate, I con- 
tend—— 

Mr. COCKRAN. Why, certainly it has. You can not 
power to anybody, that it may not be possible—— 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I thought a moment ago you argued 
that it had not the power to poison the people, and yet you 
admit it has the power to send in a poisonous article under its 
power to regulate. 

Mr. COCKRAN. 


With pleasure. I yield to the gentleman for 


3 


I do not know how anyone ean draw such 
but much that has 
occurred in the course of the day has given me a high opinion of 
the luxuriance of the gentleman’s imagination. [Laughter.! 
I do not say this in disparagement or criticism. The orator 
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must be luxuriant in imagination or he could not be so fervid 
in speech. I do not think anything that I said justifies his 
statement. But misapprehension of my words has been so 
persistent I will repeat the proposition I have been trying to 
( blish. The State being without power to interfere with 
rstate commerce, and being also without power to protect its 
( ens against the invasion of poisionous goods by inspection at 
the place where they are canned, which is the only protection 
t would be effective, the power to protect it must be in Con- 
ss, or else the whole constitutional system is radically and 
fatally defective: You and I believe that perfection in any con- 
titutional system must consist in its adequacy to protect every 
itial right of the citizen. The gentleman asks if Con- 
cress itself could permit poisonous articles to be sent through 
the channels of commerce. Since Congress has the power to pro- 
tect, of course it can abuse this power. All power may be 
used. The possibility of abuse is an essential and available 
incident of government. You can not place a gentleman in the 
r of this House to enforce order but that he himself may 
hecome an agent of disorder. 
administer justice between 


r ( 


Cll 


parties but that it may become 


corrupt and make itself an engine to perpetrate the grossest 
injustice. This power of Congress to regulate commerce be- 


tween States so that it may not be perverted from a beneficent 

em of mutual cooperation and improvement into a scheme 
of mutual injury and wrong may be abused. To say that is 
simply to say that our Government is the product of imperfect 


iman nature and necessarily shares the limitations of its 
source. But it is the best system ever yet established by the 


genuity of man. It never yet has sent 
nto any State, as the gentleman seems to 
it sees poisoned articles now on their way 


a poisoned article 


You can not establish a court to | 
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apprehend it may. | 
into all the States | 


rom many different sources of fraud, injury, and poison flour- | 


shing in several States either by toleration of the State govern- 
‘nts or by laxity in the enforcement of their laws. By this 


| the Federal Government standing at the frontier of each | 


State will say to the sender of goods from other States: “ Here- 
ter when you undertake to enter these markets with a pack- 
age about the contents of which there is any mystery you must 
with its character written plainly over its surface.” 
\pplause.] That is the sum total of this legislation, and we 
who support it are the true upholders of State and National 
chts, for by asserting each to the widest limit we uphold the 
power and maintain the complete security of both. [Applause.] 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I yield six minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. SULLIVAN]. 
Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, no man 
can attempt to discuss the Constitution in two or three minutes, 
but I think I shall be successful in that brief space of time in 


ao SO 


. : . ° | 
disposing of at least one of the arguments of the gentleman from | 


New York [Mr. Cockran]. I have heard only two reasons ad- 
vanced for this bill. One is the convenience of manufacturers 
who, by reason of conflicting State laws, would be obliged to 
put up goods in different ways in order to meet the requirements 
these States. That is an argument of convenience only. The 
other argument has been made by the gentleman from New York 
Mr. CocKran], and it is this, that with respect to one class of 
soods, namely, canned goods, the States have no power to pro- 
themselves against the impositions of canners in other 
States, because he asserts that if such canned goods are opened 
r inspection they will be destroyed. He asserts that a 
sequence that would be regarded as a discrimination by the 
vy of one State against the citizens of another which would 
uot stand the test of the Constitution. 
‘ir. COCKRAN. Provided—— 
ir. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. 
I have only three minutes. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 
Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Now, then, let us 
he argument of the gentleman from New York. 


Ce le 


oO 


tect 


as 


I must decline to yield, as 


analyze 
He must con- 
that the canner in the State of New York selling his goods 
to the inhabitants of New York can lawfully be subjected to 
n inspection of such goods. The State of New York may place 

inspectors in his factory, thus compelling him to put up and 


sell pure goods to the people of New York. 
rhe argument of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cock- 
RAN] therefore amounts to this, that although the citizen of 


New York engaged in the packing or canning business must 
submit to inspection, his competitor in the State of New Jersey 
heed not, forsooth, because to inspect his canned to 
destroy them and therefore to discriminate unlawfully against 


’ . 
fooUs 18 


him! By what logic can it be maintained that a State may 
discriminate against its own citizens in that manner? If you 
concede the argument of the gentleman from New York you 
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must admit that any goods coming from one State into a ond 
State in a can, in a bottle, in any package of that kind, can not 
be inspected, and therefore that the State i 


is powerl ss to resist 


the frauds of canners, packers, and shippers in other State 
To state the proposition is to answer it. It is sin ply mon- 
strous. I do not believe that the Supreme Court would hesi- 
tate for a single moment to uphold a law of the State of New 
York which submitted canned goods from other States to in- 
spection by the officers of the State of New York at some point 


of time in order to protect the health of the inhabitants of the 
State of New York. 





Mr. COCKRAN. Mr. Chairman, I will ask the gentleman 
from Illinois to yield to me for a moment. 

Mr. MANN. I yield to the gentleman the balance of the 
time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has two minutes r n- 
ing. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Massa- 
| chusetts [Mr. SuLLIVAN] has made a most admirable argument 
against a thing I did not say. It is the easiest thing in the 
world to establish a man of straw and then, without serious 
damage to your shoe leather, kick him into the gutter. I 
did say this, and the gentleman, by his evasion of the ques- 
tion, confesses the strength of the position. I said that if the 
State of New York established a system of inspection f 
canned goods—for goods canned inside its own limits—at tl 
time and place of preparation, and then provided that ever 
article of canned goods entering its borders should be opened 


for inspection, that in effect would be 


ordering them destroyed, 


and the Supreme Court would hold such a provision to be 

restriction upon commerce with another State, and therefore 
unconstitutional. If the gentleman, weighty though his author- 
ity may be, should dissent from this view, I must still hold to 
the same opinion, and I do not believe any lawyer beside him- 


self would differ from me. 


Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman 








Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, if I have any further time I 
shall be very glad to add to the gayety of nations by yielding it 
to the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time fixed by the rule adopted by the 
House for general debate in the committee has expired, and 
under the rule the bill will be read through as a single para 
graph. At the conclusion of the reading amendments will be 
in order to any part of the bill. The Chair desires to state 
that if gentlemen desire to make points of order against any 
part of the substitute they should do so immediately upon the 
conclusion of the reading and before amendments are acted 
upon, since after an amendment has been offered and acted 
upon it will be too late to make a point of order. The Clerk 
will report the bill. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MANN. Under the rule adopted, is it necessary to read 
the bill, or only the committee amendments 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the rule provides that 
the committee amendment in the nature of a substitute shal 
be read. Without objection, it will be read. 

Mr. ADAMSON. What is the proposition, Mr. Chairman? 

The CHAIRMAN. That the substitute be read in lieu of 
reading the Senate bill, and the Chair is of the opinion that the 
rule so provides, 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I understood the Chair to say 
that this whole amendment would be read as one section 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair so stated, and th el 


stands that 
Mr. 


graph? 


it is required by the rule. 
GAINES of Will it be read as one para- 


Tennessee, 


The CHAIRMAN. Yes; as one paragraph. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I would like to 
ask the gentleman from Illinois a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Min may 
proceed. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I notice that there are two 
prints of the proposed committee amendment me bhegins on 
page 18, lines 8 and 9, and the other begins on page 19, line 3. 
Which of these is the correct print? 

Mr. MANN. The one that begins on page 19, line 8 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary rs 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it 

Mr. SHERLEY. At what time will points of order to end- 
ments be in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. When the amendments are of 

Mr. SHERLEY. Are they to be offered at any time after the 


reading? 
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The CHAIRMAN. 


Only one amendment is to be pending at a 


tin eC 

Mr. TALBOTT. Are they to be offered as the paragraphs | 
are read? 

the CHAIRMAN. No; not until the reading of the sub- | 
stitute is concluded. Then gentlemen will be recognized to 


offer amendments to any part of the substitute. 

Mr. TALBOTT. I understood the Chair to say that the bill 
would be read through as one paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair so stated. 

Mr. TALBOTT. When will points of order to the sections 
be in order? 





The CHAIRMAN. Points of order should be made immedi- 
ately upon the conclusion of the reading of the whole bill. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, is the substitute 


going to be read clear through and then be read again by sec- 
tions for amendment? 
The CHAIRMAN. No: the amendments will then be in or- 
- to part of the bill. 
GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I suppose that following 
sual these amendments that are proposed by the 
e will be first in order. 

CHAIRMAN. The members of the committee will be 
fil recog usual The Clerk will read the substitute. 


- 1} . . 
S 101lOWS: 


any 


custom, 


Zed, as 


State or Territory or the District 
n her Territory or the District of Co- 
foreign country, or shipment to any foreign coun- 
j » of food or drugs hich is adulterated or misbranded, 
aning of this act, is hereby prohibited; and any person 
deliver for shipment from any State or Territory or 
olumbia to any other State or Territory or the District 
or toa ign country, or who shall receive in any State 
the District of Columbia from any other State or Terri- 
trict of Columbia, or foreign country, or who, having 
‘liver, in original unbroken packages, for pay or other- 
leliver to any other person, any such article so adul- 
“i within the meaning of this act, or any person 
er for sale in the District of Columbia or the Terri- 
an} aduiterated or misbranded foods 
to export the same to any foreign country, 
and for such offense be fined not ex- 
and upon conviction for each sub- 
$300 or be imprisoned not exceeding one 
the court: Provided, however, That 
penalty of imprisonment as provided 
committed the offense charged: Provided 
deemed misbranded adulterated 
his act when intended for export to any for- 
yacked according ‘ations or 
directions of the f rm purchaser when no used in the 
in conflict with of the foreign 
is intended to pped; but if said 
- offered for sale for domestic use or con- 
shall not exempt said article from the oper- 
isions of this act. 
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yenized in the United States 
for internal or external use, 
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Suc. 6. That for the purposes of this act an article shall be @& i 
to be adulterated : 
in case of drugs: s 


First. If, when a drug is sold under the standard recognized jin 


United States Pharmacopeia or National Formulary, it differs froy, ; . 
standard of strength, quality, or purity, as determined by the tes; : 
down in the United States Pharmacopeia or National Formulary 01 i 
at the time of the investigation. : ; 

Second. If its strength or purity differ from any other prof 1 


standard or quality under which it is sold. 

In the case of confectionery : 

If it contain terra alba, barytes, tale, chrome yellow, or other mi I 
substance or poisonous color or flavor, or other ingredient delet 
or detrimental to health. 

In the case of food: 

First. If any substance has been mixed and packed wit. it so 
reduce or lower or injuriously affect its quality or strength. 

Second. If any substance has been substituted wholly or in part for 
the article. F 

Third. If any valuable constituent of the article has been who! 
in part abstracted. 

Fourth. If it be mixed, colored, powdered, coated, or stained 
manner whereby damage or inferiority is concealed. 

Fifth. If it contain any added poisonous or other added delete) 
ingredient which may render such article injurious to health: Pi: 
That when in the preparation of food products for shipment the) 
preserved by an external application applied in such manner tha 
preservative is necessarily removed mechanically, or by macerat 
water, or otherwise, the provisions of this act shall be constru 
applying only when said products are ready for consumption. 

Sixth. If it consists in whole or in part of a filthy, decompose 
putrid animal or vegetable substance, or any portion of an anima! 
for food, whether manufactured or not, or if it is the product of a 
eased animal, or one that has died otherwise than by slaughter. 

Sec. 7. That the term “ misbranded,” as used herein, shall apply to 
all drugs, or articles of food, or articles which enter into the com 
tion of food, the package or label of which shall bear any stat 
regarding the ingredients or substances contained in such article, 
statement shall be false or misleading in any particular, and t 
food or drug product which is falsely branded as to the State, 4 
tory, or country in which it is manufactured or produced. 

That for the purposes of this act an article shall also be deemed to 
be misbranded : 

In case of drugs: 

First. If it be an imitation of or offered for sale under the na 
another article. 

Second. If the contents of the original package shall have ly 
moved, in whole or in part, and other contents shall have been d 
in such package, or if it fail to bear a statement on the label 
quantity or proportion of any alcoho! therein, or of any 
cocaine, or other poisonous substance which may be contained t 

In the ease of food: 

First. If it be an imitation of or offered for sale under the disti 
name of another article. 

Second. If it be labeled or branded so as to deceive or mislead the 
purchaser, or purport to be a foreign product when not so. 

Third. If in package form, the quantity of the contents of the 
package be not plainly and correctly stated in terms of weight or s 
ure, on the outside of the package. 

Fourth. If the package containing it or its label shall bear any st 
ment, design, or device regarding the ingredients or the subs 
contained therein, which statement, design, or device shall be 
misleading in any particular: Provided, That an article of food w 1 
does not contain any added poisonous or deleterious ingredients ll 
not be deemed to be adulterated or misbranded in the following cases: 

First. In the case of mixtures or compounds which may be 1 or 
from time to time hereafter known as articles of food, under their n 
distinctive names, and not an imitation of or offered for sale und 
distinctive name of another article, if the name be accompanied o 
same label or brand with a staiement of the place where said a e 
has heen manufactured or produced. 

Second. In the case of articles labeled, branded, or tagged so as to 
plainly indicate that they are compounds, imitations, or blends: 
vided, That the term “ blend ”’ as used herein shall be construed t i 
a mixture of like substances, not excluding harmless coloring or fl I 
ing ingredients: And provided further, That nothing in this act shall 
be construed as requiring or compelling proprietors or manufacturers of 
proprietary foods which contain no unwholesome added ingredie ) 
disclose their trade formulas, except in so far as the provisions - 
act may require to secure freedom from adulteration or misbrand 

Sec. 8. That no dealer shall be convicted under the provisions of 8 
act when he is able to prove a guaranty of conformity with the 
sions of this act in form approved by the rules and regulations I: 1 
provided for, signed by the manufacturer or the party or parties l 
whom he purchased said articles: Provided, That said guarantor . 
sides within United States. Said guaranty shall contain the 
name and address of the guarantor making the sale to the dealer, l 
said arantor shall be amenable to the prosecutions, fines. and 
which would otherwise attach in due course to the dealer u r 
the provisions of this act. 

Sec. 9. That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of Agriculture to 
fix standards of food products when advisable for the guidance of : 
officials charged with the administration of food laws and for the I! 
mation of the courts, and to determine the wholesomeness or unw! 
someness of preservatives and other substances which are or may 3 
added to foods; and to aid him in reaching just decisions in such 
ters he is authorized to call upon the committee on food standards 
the Association of Official Agricultural Chemists and the commitic: 
standards of the Association of State Dairy and Food Departments, and 
such other exports as he may deem necessary. And upon request 
to the Secretary of Agriculture prior to reaching any decision as 
vided for in this section, by any manufacturer or other person i! 
ested, asking for the appointment of a board to determine the w! 
someness or unwholesomeness of any preservative or other subst 
which is or may be added to foods, and concerning the use of w! 
the person making the request has an interest, it shall be the duty) 
the Secretary of Agriculture to appoint a board of disinterested 
perts, which board shall consist of five members, one of whom shal! 
an expert toxicologist, one an expert physiological chemist, one an 
pert bacteriologist, one an expert pathologist, and one an expert p! 
macologist, which board shall meet at the city of Washington, D. C 
elsewhere, at the call of the Secretary of Agriculture, and pass upon 
such questions after proper notice and hearing granted to the person 


7a 


the 














1906. 


king such request. The compensation of the members of such board 

ll be fixed by the Secretary of Agriculture. 
sec. 10. That every person who manufactures or roduces for 
pment and delivers for transportation within the District of Colum- 
or any Territory, or who manufactures or produces for shipment 
delivers for transportation from any State, Territory, or the District 
Columbia to any other State, Territory, or the District of Columbia, 
or to any foreign country, any drug or article of food, and every person 
who exposes for sale or delivers to a purchaser in the District of 
Columbia or any Territory any drug or article of food manufactured 
or produced within said District of Columbia or any Territory, or who 
exposes for sale or delivers for shipment any drug or article of focd 
received from a State, Territory, or the District of Columbia other 
the State, Territory, or the District of Columbia in which he 
es for sale or delivers such drug or article of food, or from any 
m country, shall furnish within business hours and upon tender 
full payment of the selling price a sample of such drug or article 
ood to any person duly authorized by the rules and regulations 
‘in provided for to receive the same, and who shall apply to such 
ifacturer, producer, or vendor, or person delivering to a purchaser, 
such drug or article of food, for such sample for such use, in sufficient 


1 n 


ntity for the analysis of any such drug or article of food in his | 


i ession, 
c.11. That any manufacturer, producer, or dealer who refuses to 
uply, upon demand, with the requirements of section 10 of this act 
be guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction shall be fined 


exceeding $100, or imprisoned not exceeding one hundred days, 
both. And any person found guilty of manufacturing or offering 
sale, or selling, an adulterated or misbranded article of food or 


in violation of the provisions of this act may, in the discretion 

the court, be adjudged to pay, in addition to the penalties herein- 
ore provided for, all the necessary costs and expenses incurred in 
pecting and analyzing such adulterated articles which said person 
may have been found guilty of manufacturing, selling, or offering for 


Suc. 12. That this act shall not be construed to interfere with com- 


‘ce wholly internal in any State, nor with the exercise of their 
police powers by the several States; but foods and drugs fully comply- 


with all the provisions of this act shall not be interfered with by 
the authorities of the several States when transported from one State 
another so long as they remain in original unbroken packages, 
except as may be otherwise defined by law or provided by statutes of 
United States. 
Sec, 18. That any article of food or drug that is adulterated or mis- 
anded within the meaning of this act, and is transported or being 
nsported from one State to another for sale, or if it be sold or 
offered for sale in the District of Columbia or any ‘Territory of the 
United States, or if it be imported from a foreign country for sale, or 
intended for export to a foreign country, shall be liable to be pro 
led against in any district court of the United States within the 
district where the same is found and seized by a process of libel 
r condemnation. 





lisposed of as the said court may direct and the proceeds thereof, if 
ld, less the legal costs and charges, shall be paid into the Treasury 
the United States, but such goods shall not be sold in any State 
contrary to the laws of that State. The proceedings of such libel cases 
shall conform as near as may be to proceedings in admiralty, except 
that either party may demand trial by jury of any issue of fact joined 
) such case; and all such proceedings shall be at the suit of and in 
name of the United States. 
Sec. 14. That the Secretary of Agriculture is authorized to investi- 
te the character and extent of the adulteration of foods and drugs, 
and whenever he has reason to believe that articles are being imported 
from foreign countries which by reason of such adulteration are dan- 
gerous to the health of the people of the United States, or are of kinds 
which are forbidden entry into or forbidden to be sold or restricted 
sale in the countries in which they are made or from which they 
re exported, or which shall be falsely labeled in any respect, either by 
he omission of the name of any added ingredient or otherwise, or in re 
rd to the place of manufacture, or the contents of the package, shall 
a request upon the Secretary of the Treasury for samples from 
‘inal packages of such articles for inspection and analysis; and the 
retary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to open such original 
and deliver specimens to the Secretary of Agriculture 
the purpose mentioned, giving due notice to the owner or consignee of 
ich articles, who may appear before the Secretary of Agriculture and 
ive the right to introduce testimony; and the Secretary of the Treas- 
y shall refase delivery to the consignee of any of such goods which 
e Secretary of Agriculture reports to him have been inspected and 
ilyzed and found to be any of the kinds mentioned in this section: 
Provided, That the Secretary of the Treasury may deliver to the con- 
signee such goods, pending examination and decision in the matter, on 
ition of a penal bond of the full invoice value of such goods, to- 
gether with the duty thereon, and on refusal to return such goods for 


t 
the 


} 
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ckages 
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And if such article is condemned as being adulter- 
ated or misbranded, within the meaning of this act, the same shall be | 


for | 


ny cause to the custody of the Secretary of the Treasury, when de- | 


nded, for the purpose of excluding them from the country, or for 
‘ purposes, said consignee shall forfeit the full amount covered by 
he bond. 

Sec. 15. That the term “ territory ” 
the insular possessions of the United States. 

16. That this act shall be in force and effect from and after its 

ssage: Provided, however, That no penalites herein named shall be 

sed until after the expiration of one year from the passage eof 
act. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
who desire to make points of order. 

Mr. TALBOTT. Mr. Chairman, I intended to make a point of 
order against the paragraph, or section 7, but I shall not do so 
now. I desire to state, however, that at the proper time I will 
move to amend by striking out the paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman will be recognized for that 
purpose. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Chairman, I understand that all points 
of order were reserved. 

The CHAIRMAN. No points of order are reserved at all. 
Unless points of order are made before the first amendment is 
acted upon, the points of order will not be considered. 


mpc 
I 
The 


as used in this act shall include | 


| the committee, will forbid puttin 


) ~ 
SYYD 

Mr. ADAMSON. 
all points of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not think that that can be 
done, unless by unanimous consent. 

Mr. MANN. I object. 

Mr. ADAMSON. I have no points of order myself: I only 
desire to hold it open for my colleague. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, by direction of the committee, 
I offer the following amendment: 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 19, line 3, after the word “ health,” ins 
malt, or spiritous liquor or compound or narcotic dr 


The CHAIRMAN. 
ment. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
what it is. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
report the amendment. 

The amendment was again reported. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I can explain the amendmet 
a word. This is the provision of the bill that relates to « 
fectionery, and the amendment which I offered, by direction of 


Then, if it is necessary, I desire to reserve 


rt “or any 


The question is on agreeing to the amend 
Mr. Chairman, I want to find out 


Vithout objection, the Clerk will again 


g into confectioners 


vinous or spirituous liquors or narcotics. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. 


Or Ca 


Is it for the purpose of doing away with 
the so-called “ rock-and-rye drops?’ 
Mr. MANN. I do not know whether they are “ rock-and-rye 


drops,” but I have here a collection, which I will be glad to let 


bm I i tO 


the gentlemen of the Horse sample, where intoxicants ar 





{ st ld 
to children in the form of candy, which ought not to be tole 
ated. This amendment is also offered at the request of the 
Treasury Department, which has called attention to the con- 
siderable importation of candies recently filled with alcoholie 


spirits in bonbons and chocolate candies, and the committee 
thought it was desirable not to permit the children to eat candy 
containing narcotic drugs, cocaine, 
form. 

Mr. GROSVENOR and Mr. GAINES of Tennessee rose. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman from Ohio wish to ask 
question or to take the floor? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. To take the floor. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. One moment, then. Does this bill 
prohibit the making of candy, say, in the city of Nashville, con- 
taining these ingredients, or does it prohibit such candy from 
being sent from one State to another? 

Mr. MANN. It simply forbids sending it from one State to 
another. 


opium, or alcohol in 


any 


a 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, the very interesting de- 
bate which has progressed in this House for six hours has 
developed some singular and phenomenal ideas in regard to 


the operation of the Constitution of the United States and it 


ts 


effect upon interstate commerce and is effect upon intr 
commerce. The gentleman from New York [Mr. ¢ <RA? 
who is always eloquent and sometimes logical [laughter], has 


planted himself upon a' proposition that is far-reaching and in 
the highest degree important if true. The proposition is that 
if there is carried on in one State of the Union a business in 
the form of manufacturing or any other business that in its 
consequences is likely to be deleterious and injurious to ‘ 
common weal of the country in the matter of health or peac« 
or any of the interests of citizenship, and the legislature of that 
State fails to suppress the evil and fails to prevent the spread 


of that evil to other States, then it is the duty of Congr 


£ Ss to 
legislate for the destruction of the evil and to invade by lay 
the State which is delinquent and put an end by legislation to 
| the wrong being done. If that be so, Mr. Chairman, ti We 
are truly at the end of even the police power by the State 
being exclusive. It has occurred to me to give an illustration 
of where the gentleman has landed in the pursuit of this elo- 
quent chimerical proposition of his. There is carried on in 


| the city of New York a business that is recognized by civiliza- 


The Chair will first recognize gentlemen | 


| 
| 
| 


tion as an evil and vice that, permeates its victims and carrie 


evil and contamination in its wake wherever it goes. 
These houses in New York are contiguous to the States of 


Connecticut and New Jersey. The State of 
its duty to suppress those houses, and that 
ing disease into the States of New Jersey and Connect t 
are entitled to be protected by the General 


New York fails in 


. 7 : 
DUSINeSS 18 sprenc 


Governme! 


the proposition of the gentleman from New York, but the State 
of New York is delinquent. It does not suppress the wrong or 
does not shut up those houses. It does not prevent the d 
of that contamination of morals and health, and therefore, said 
the gentleman from New York logically, because that is the 


inevitable logic to which he is driven, it the duty of t! 


iS 














S996 


Congress of the United States to at once proceed to regulate 
t business in the city of New York and to suppress the 
and destroy the evil. 
Now, there is the whole of it. and that is where we are in- 
evitably driven to by such logic as the gentleman has used. 
Mr. COCKRAN. I would like to ask the gentleman a ques- 


~ 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ohio 
[ Mr. GRosvENOR] has expired. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Mr. Chairman, can I move to strike out the 
last word? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can not. The substitute 
we are considering is an amendment in the first degree; the 
amendment proposed by the committee is an amendment in the 
second degree, and a motion to strike out the last word would 
be an amendment in the third degree. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that my time may be extended for two minutes so that I can 
al er that question. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Gros- 


vENoR] asks that his time may be extended two minutes. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. COCKRAN. I did not hear the beginning of the gentle- 
man’s rema but as to the portion I did hear, I desire to 
ask him if he does not make a distinction between the personal 
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condu of individuals and the commerce between States as 
affecting the jurisdiction of the Federal Government? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not when it comes to applying it 
to the logic of the gentleman from New York [Mr. CocKRAn]. | 
I do not believe any of it, not only of the gentleman’s argu- 


ment, but what I argued myself. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] 
offers an amendment which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 20 strike out lines 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, and 21 and insert in 











lieu thereof the following: 

* Second. If the contents of the package as originally put up shall 
have been removed, in whole or in part, and other contents shall have 
been placed in such package, or if, when the article contained be not 
described in the United States Pharmacopeia or National Formulary, 
and not the prescription of a regular licensed physician, the pack- 
age fail to bear a statement on the label of the quantity or proportion 
of any aleahol, morphine, opium, cocaine, heroin, alpha or beta 
eucain chloroform, cannabis indica, chloral hydrate, or acetanilide, 

r y derivative or preparation of any of such substances contained 
ther 1: Pro ed, however, That it may be proven as a complete 
defense to any accusation or prosecution for failrre to state the quan- 
tity or pro; mm of alcohol as above required that the quantity or 
pro] ym of alcohol contained in any package does not exceed the | 
q or proportion prescribed by the United States Pharmaco- 
pei the National Formulary as a solvent or preservative of the 
active necessary constituents of the medicine or preparation in such 


CcKAE 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 


| Or 
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mission or board making up the Formulary as to the valy of 
these different medical properties for different things, 1 
among other things the necessary amount of alcohol ag a ¢o). 
vent or preservative. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Who appoints them? 

Mr. MANN. They are appointed by the medical societi, 
and the pharmaceutical board, not Government appointee: 
any sense whatever, although some of the Government offi, 
are on the board. But all of the State statutes recognize ; 
Pharmacopeia, and we thought it was proper that Congress 
should follow the same line and also recognize it. The yj ] 
feature of the proposition is that morphine, opium, co. 
cholorofcrm, cannabis indica or hasheesh, choloral hydrate, 
other remedies named therein shall be made known if inelyded 
in the article. 

I inserted in the Recorp of yesterday a large number of 
cases, partly of deaths caused by opium in medicine and partly 
of habit formed by the use of medicine where the person | 


| no knowledge that opium, morphine, or cocaine was included 


in the medicine. I think it is only fair to the public that 
of these substances shall be made known in these remedies 
We do not provide that they shall be made known in the 
pharmacopeial remedies, because they are all published anq 
fully known to the trade, and it is only the trade which make 
use of these pharmacopeial remedies. 

Mr. BRICK. May I interrupt the gentleman for a ques 

Mr. MANN. I yield to a question. 

Mr. BRICK. As I understand the gentleman from _ {ili- 
nois, this amendment would allow a proprietary medici) 
be made from the Pharmacopeeia and from the Nationa] For. 
mulary, and that when they are so made they need not | 
published on the label, even though they contain opium o 
anything else of the character mentioned in this amendment. 
Is that true? 

Mr. MANN. That is true, Mr. Chairman, and 


it is 


4LiSO 
true that it can only be sold under the name in which it ap- 
pears in the Pharmacopeia, and can not be sold as patent 
medicines are often now sold, under high-sounding naines 


tending to make the people believe that there are substances 
in them which will cure the disease, when it is pure fancy. 
We do not want to interfere with the sale of proprietary phar- 
macopeeial remedies under their own proper names. That 
is all. 

Mr. BRICK. But a person might have taken opium and 
cocaine or any of these deleterious drugs and not know it if 
the patent medicine used was constructed out of the Pharmaco- 
peia. Is that true? 

Mr. MANN. Well, the gentleman 

Mr. BRICK. Is not that the fact? 

Mr. MANN. There is no doubt that people can buy coecai: 
and buy opium in pharmacopeeial remedies ; but it is practically 
impossible for them to use pharmacope@ial remedies as _ pro- 
prietary. Nobody, in the first place, will pay four prices for a 
pharmacopeial remedy because it happens to be sold 





e 


as a 


.patent medicine, when at the first drug store they meet they 


can find identically the same thing under the same name 
per cent of the cost of the proprietary article. Now, the 
gentleman comes in here, not himself, but his proposition, from 
the people engaged in the proprietary-medicine business, wish- 
ing to prevent what they think would be an injury to their 
business. 

Mr. BRICK. I ask the gentleman this question: Would it 
not be a benefit for any proprietary medicine, whether it 
made from the pharmacopeeial remedies or from any ot! 
remedy, that the amounts of these drugs should be put upon 
the label, and without injuring anybody? Would it not b 
good for everybody to have that upon the label, and would it 
not be fair to everybody? I ask the gentleman from Illii 
that. 

Mr. MANN. It would be of benefit if the amount of opium 
cantained in every proprietary medicine is put upon the label, 
and I believe it will be if this provision becomes law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired 

Mr. MANN. I ask five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. PERKINS. I would like to ask the gentleman this ques 
tion: His provision provides that if it be a prescription of 2 
regular physician, then, as I understand, this section does 
apply? 

Mr. MANN. It does not apply. 

Mr. PERKINS. Well, now, of 


20 


Ss 


[After a pause.] 


course, there are regular 


’ licensed physicians by hundreds of thousands. 


Mr. BRICK. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend the amend- 
ment proposed by the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Brick] is not in order. The gentleman’s amend- | 
ment would be an amendment in the third degree. He ean be 
recognized later on to offer his amendment. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I want to make an inquiry of 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN]. 

Mr. PAYNE. I suppose this amendment is debatable? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is not in order to make an 

Iment. 
PAYNE. I asked if the amendment was debatable. 

rhe CHAIRMAN. The Chair will first recognize the gentle- 
man from IHinois [Mr. Mann]. 

\ir. PAYNE. The Chair was about to put the question, and 
t} was the renson I took the floor. 

» CHAIRMAN. Nobody had.risen when the Chair put the 
Gi il, 
"Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, this amendment provides that in 
all medicines not included in the Pharmacopeia or National 
Formulary there shall be on the package or label the quantity 
or proportion of the narcotic or habit-forming drug. The Na- 
tional Formulary is made up each year by committees of the 
various medical and pharmaceutical societies of the United 
States and is a recognized standard, recognized by statute in 
almost if not every State of the Union. The Pharmacopceia is | 
the decennial report covering the same substance, and in 
the Pharmacopeeia and the National Formulary appear the 


records of these distinguished gentlemen constituting this com- 


Mr. MANN. We put the provision in reference to regular 
licensed physicians in because the only place where it would affect 
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,iv is either the District of Columbia or the Territories of | provision we have brought in is « 


nited States. It does not affect and could not affect the 
r trade in cities. It would not affect putting up a pre- 
mm in New York, St. Louis, 6r any other town in the coun- 
ause it is not interstate commerce. We did not think 

was any reason for making a different rule in reference 
District of Columbia or with reference to the Territories. 
\ ind no special reason for requiring that the amount of 
tices should be put upon every physician’s prescription. It 

i be a matter of considerable burden both to the phar- 

t and the physician and without any practical value; and 

i not believe there was any occasion for making an excep- 
th réference to the District of Columbia. 

PERKINS. I should like to ask another question. 
MANN. Certainly. 

PERKINS. Suppose a man makes a patent medicine and 
largely, but the prescription for it is prepared by a reg- 
ensed physician. Why, under this provision, could he 

ll it, not one prescription, but hundreds of thousands of 
tons, and be protected, because his patent medicine 

| be the prescription of a regular licensed physician? 

MANN. Oh, not at all. 

PERKINS. Why not? 

MANN. Simply because it is not the prescription of a reg- 

sed physician. 

PERKINS. A regular licensed physician makes the pre 
m for a cure for consumption, we will say. Can not that 

i to a thousand people as well as to one person? 

MANN. It can not. A physician’s prescription is the 

ption in a particular case. That has been decided in the 
yurts. 

FINLEY. I should like to ask the gentleman from Illi- 

n charge of the bill, Do you think it would be a hardship 
naker of proprietary and patent medicine to print on the 

the ingredients contained in the medicine? 

MANN. We gave consideration to that question, as to 

W her we should report in favor of requiring that every pro- 
ry medicine offered for sale shduld contain a_ printed 
ent of the formula. We did not see any reason why it 

S | be done, and we could see a number of reasons why it 
i not be required that a man who had a proprietary med 

should disclose to his competitors and to the trade his 
ula. 

FINLEY. Is it not true that in some countries, notably 

rmany, this is required to be done in all cases? 

MANN. I am not able to inform the gentleman. 
FINLEY. That is my information, and I only wished 

1 ‘aw out the fact if the gentleman did not think that the 

] vy was a good one. 

MANN. Well, personally, I do not know, but I would 

Personally, I do not know but what I would stop 
doctors’ prescriptions; but I am very confident that the 

try has not yet reached the point where it wishes to have 

l done. 

JONES of Washington. What is the real purpose of 

ig this statement on the label? Is it to advise the pur- 
r as to the amount of alcohol or these different ingredients 
iined in the package? 

Ir. MANN. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Why is it that if this article is 
\ined in the National Formulary you do not require the in- 
ients to be stated on the outside? Not one person in a 

usand will ever see the National Formulary. I never saw 


1 c SO. 


\ir. MANN. I presume not, and probably the gentleman never 
ight a National Formulary article. 
Mr. JONES of Washington. I do not know whether I did or 


Ir. MANN. No; that is something that is sold to the trade. 
medicine is bought by the druggists. They know what they 
rhe gentleman does not buy those except on a physician's 
scription. 
Mr. JONES of Washington. Oh, I see. I wanted to under- 
id it. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. What is the objection to having a state- 
nt of the contents on these National Formulary articles as 
ell as the others? 
Mr. MANN. I do not know that there is any special objec 
n. ‘The pharmacists have a national association. They have 
council, and that council has agreed to require that there shall 
be stated upon the label of the packages, not only these narcotic 
medicines, but a great many other articles, so that the physician 
and the druggist may know what is contained in the article. I 
am not certain but that ought to be in the law, but it is a great 


anything else we have had. 
| Here the hammer fell. | 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, | 


portant subject in this bill. 





I 


ee 


erer | 
more particularly to what oO 
The revelations made by Mr. Samuel 
thoroughly investigated this subject, 
know the man very well. He is ae 
a reliable man as well as a most 
vestigator. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentlema 
long enough to add my voice to in 
que tion? 

Mr. PAYNE. I am most glad to 
ment. Now, the original text of 1 
understand what it means: 

Second. If the contents of the ori 

moved, in whole or in part, and othe 

package, or if it fail to 1 
quantity or proportion of any alcoh ¢ 
or other poisonous substance which may 


And be 


ho loophole the re. 


some loopholes in the committee amendment. 


not the prescription o 


fa re 


Now, I understand the gentleman 


! ad been 


prescription to a patient 


It seem 


from 


Lilinois 


held over and over again that that 

and nothing more. 

me we can not assume that. There are de 
some rascals among the most 


There are 


the profession of the law. 


[| Laughte 


will do most anything for money 
nake most any kind of prescript 


n i 
that Mr. Adams made he showed that 








cine venders needed somebody to te 

bility or to testify as to the propriety of 
they were advertising they found doctors 
testify that they were adequate and not hi 
to come up and father the prescription by 
are foisted on the public. Peeple take the 
what substances are contained in f] ‘ 
They take it sometimes for the alcohol 
they found that there was more alcohol 
in the ordinary bottle of whisky of the sa 

Here they leave a loophole by the comm 
the prescription of a physici Why not 
language of the bill, which seems to be pl 
this proposition, rather th: ro out into 
do not believe that these a1 1 
who was anxious to have proper remedie 
medicines. 

I do not believe these ndme s 
friendly to the medical professio h Ww 
friends of these infamous remedies that 
and foisted on the public I do 1 
from, but I fear—the gentleman fri I] 
brain. I can hardly credit his stat 


]? ,Y 
iast mal 


he is the author of this, I hoy 
hope he is prepared, as far 


in the world whose stat 


fully covers the subject. 1 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairm 


minutes. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gent 





the purp 
[| Applause. ] 


mous consent that he have five n 


Nt 
rhe 


» was no objection 


Mr. MANN. The original prov 


gentleman praises was one W 


seemed to me at first, as it «ck 


York, to be unequivocal 


S 


to be with 


and yet when I commenced to make 
not interested in the matter ! 


was, I 


ase 


substances ” 


ertained that no 


would cover. 


Doctor 


n he first framed the second section 
stitute, because I believe he has a plainer b 
will cover and answer all 
no apparent loophole. 


hich I drey 


W 


Chemistry, and other gentlemen high 


that the 


expression was on 


e 


itsel/ 


start would lead not only to litigati 


fusion worse confounded in the dru 


know what was covered by 
stances,” 


because the quest 


hn ot 


deal broader than the provision we have brought in, and the | or not might depend on the quantity whi 





Li 


2 


to 


rout 


S997 





S998 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





JUNE 29 


May 





Mr. PAYNE. That explains the first part of the gentleman’s 
amendment, but it does not throw any light on the other. 
Mr. MANN. I haven't got to that yet. 


Mr. I1UMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Chairman, if there is 
so much difficulty in determining what poisonous substances are, 
why not strike out the word “ poisonous” and let everybody 
know all the substances in medicine, whether poisonous or 
otherwise. The gentleman made the assertion that we want to 
know what we are drinking and what we are eating. Why not 
let us know what we take for medicine? 

Mr. MANN. Well, Mr. Chairman, permit me to say that this 
is the first time that any provision looking in this direction has 
ever been brought before the House. There never has been ¢ 
suggestion made, so far as I know, in Congress covering this 
question until this provision was brought in. 
of our good friends who have had their attention called to it 
want to go to the ends of the earth when they ought to know 
that reforms like this move somewhat slowly and that the at- 
tempt to get too much means that you get nothing. I would 
rather have the substance of the meat than to drop my meat 
while seeking for the shadow in the waters beneath me. 
{Laughter and applause. ] 

The other provision was suggested to me by an inquiry as 
to the effect when I asked various pharmacists of the city in 
reference to a provision of this sort, without their knowing any- 
thing about what was in the bill or what was proposed to be in 
the bill, 
prescription it would be practically impossible to place upon the 
little box or the label the whole quantity or contents each time, 
and that there was no occasion for it, in their judgment. 

Mr. PAYNE. There would not any of that into 
state commerce: that would be entirely local. 

Mr. MANN. It would be controlled in the District of Colum- 
bia. The gentleman could not get a physician’s prescription 
filled in the District of Columbia without having stated on the 
box or the label all of these things. And I say to the gentle- 
man that that is the only reason this appears. 

Mr. PAYNE. Why not, then, put in the language limiting it 
to physicians’ prescriptions in the District of Columbia? 


inter- 


r 
go 


Mr. MANN. I don’t know that there would be any objection 
to that. 

Mr. PAYNE. That would carry out the gentleman’s idea, 
and it would close this loophole which I think exists. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I am frank to say to the gen- 


All at once some | 


and they said in making up the ordinary physician’s | 





| contain poison, if they do contain poison. 


tleman that I did not believe personally, and I hardly believe | 


yet, there is any loophole there. 
leave any loophole of that kind, if there be such. 


Mr. PAYNE. Of course the gentleman does not. We all un- 
derstand that. 
Mr. MANN. I may say to the gentleman on that point that 


that part of the amendment did not come from anybody inter- 


I certainly have no desire to | 


ested in the matter of proprietary medicines. The Propri- 
etary Medicine <Association did present to the committee 
an amendment which would have permitted them to use 
any of these narcotics in small quantities without placing | 
that fact upon the label. We declined to accede to that 
reque but the rest of the amendment was never suggested | 


by the association, and the Proprietary Medicine Association is 
bitterly opposed to that provision in the proposed amendment. 





tleman has written it, and he will not agree to modify jt. 


only way is to vote it down and see if the committee eay es 
amend it. 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I ask yy ini- 
mous consent to be permitted to offer a suggestion to the go, in. 
man from New York. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from West Virginia asks 


unanimous consent to proceed for a moment. 
tion? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I would |ijo 
to offer this suggestion to the gentleman from New York, as to 
whether an amendment of this sort would meet his dbjection, to 
insert, after the words “licensed physician,” the words “ { 
person actually his patient?” 

Mr. PAYNE. Possibly that would cover it. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I will ask unanimous consent to 
modify my amendment by inserting the words just suggested py 
the gentleman from West Virginia. . 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks wnani- 
mous consent to modify his amendment by inserting the words 
suggested by the gentleman from West Virginia, and the Clerk 
will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert, after “ licensed physician,’ 
his patient.”’ 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the gentleman’s mogi- 
fying his amendment as requested? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, I want to say just a word to 
the House about the committee amendment. I appreciate the 
good work which has been done by the committee, and I ap- 
preciate the intelligence and industry and the ability which the 
gentleman from Illinois has manifested; but it seems to me 
that his first opinion was far better, as the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Payne] has said, than his last. That is a per- 
fectly simple, straightforward amendment, designed to compel 
every manufacturer of ‘patent and proprietary medicines in the 
United States to put labels upon the packages stating that they 
I desire to add to 
the tribute which the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne} 
has paid to Samuel Hopkins Adams, who, in Collier’s Weekly, 
has given the result of the most careful, painstaking, intelligent, 
and valuable work in the study of a great evil that has ever 
been given to any similar subject in the history of the United 
States. 

I know Mr. Adams. I know that he indorsed this bill in the 
language in which it came from the committee. As dairy and 
food commissioner of our State, I have had some experience 
analyzing these medicines, and had occasion to know something 


Is there objec. 


0a 


the words ‘“‘to a person actually 


in 
in 


about them, and I know that it is absolutely true that many 
of them were worthless, and a great number of them » of 
great damage to the public health, and that hundreds and thou- 


sands of the graves of this country have been filled because of 
the use of pcisons which they contained, which the people have 
taken not knowing that they contained them. The general pur 
pose of this bill is to protect the public health, and it is to se- 


| cure honesty in trade and to enable people to know just exactly 
| what they get. 


This bill as originally reported from this committee provides 
for that, and I want to say another thing, that of the numerous 
poisons which are given in the committee amendment now 


| fore the House, not all the poisons that enter into these medi- 


Mr. PAYNE. Will the gentleman modify his amendment by 
inserting the words “in the District of Columbia?” 

Mr. MANN. Oh, I do not think so at this time. Let that 
wiit until we see what we can do in conference. 

Mr. PAYNE. After this amendment is voted in there is no | 
power to amend it. It would not then be in order. If it is 


done at all, it must be done now. 
Mr. MANN. I think it is safer to let that wait. 
to consider the matter. 


I am willing 


sary. 
Mr. PAYNE. It should be considered now. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to pro- 
ceed for two minutes. 
The CHAIRMAN. 
unanim consent 


jection? 


York asks 
Is there ob- 


The gentleman from New 
us to proceed for two minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from Illinois 
refuses to that amendment, I submit to the committee 
that there is no other way except to vote his amendment down, 
and then he can offer it again with those words excluded, be- 
cause if we vote this amendment into the bill it is out of order 
to try to amend it afterwards. A motion could be made to 
strike it out, but no other motion would be in order, and it can 
not be amended. If we accept the amendment just as the gen- 


aecept 


It can be fixed in conference, if neces- | 


cines are named. I have the authority of one of the best chem- 
ists in the United States for this statement. This bill as a 
whole is infinitely superior to the Heyburn bill, as the gentle 
man has said. Let us not take from it one atom of its excel- 
lence and virtue, and I ask this committee to vote down the 


| committee amendment and accept the phraseology of the bill as 


| 
| 
| 


the Interstate Commerce Committee first framed it in wisdom 
and in good faith. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I think that the present 
section of the bill that the House is considering is the most im- 
portant section in the whole bill. There is nothing that the 
people of the United States need protection against more than 
they do the poisons in proprietary medicines. Now, I think 
the gentleman from Illinois, in offering his amendment, !iis 
weakened his bill. I think it is leaving the door wide open to 
deceive the people and allow the people of the United Stites 
to be sold poisonous drugs. _ Now, as the matter has been illts- 
trated to me, and as I understand it, it is simply this: That if a 
woman goes to a drug store to get medicine for her child and the 
druggist offers to sell her, after the passage of this bill, Mrs. 
Winslow’s soothing sirup that has got opium in it, he would 
have to paste across that bottle a label stating that there |s 
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opium in that bottle, and she will refuse to buy it beeause she 
will not give the child opium, but the druggist will turn around 

| say, “ Here is paregoric, which is just as good.” Paregoric 
is one of those formulas that he can sell that is made up by the 
National Formulary. 

Under the terms of the amendment of the gentleman from 
[jlinois, although paregoric has opium in it, the very substance 
she does not want to give to her child, yet under the terms of this 
amendment there will be no guard against that; there will be 
nothing ox the bottle to warn her that if she gives the child 
paregorie she will be giving it opium, and I say this amendment 
ought to be voted down and the door closed to any deception of 
that kind. 

Mr. BRICK. Mr. Chairman, I understand, as a _ parlia- 
mentary inquiry, that if this amendment is adopted, presented 
by the committee, that no other amendment can be made under 
the rule. Is that right? 

The CHAIRMAN. If this amendment is voted in, then this 
I —y cule ir amendment can not be amended. 

Mr. BRICK. Then it must stand as voted. 

The CHAIRMAN. It stands unless that, including other dis- 
tinct matter, should be stricken out. 

Mr. BRICK. Under those circumstances, Mr. Chairman 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, in the same line I want to 
make an inquiry. I want to know if the Chair’s attention has 
been specially called to the special rule under which we are act- 

x when he suggests we can not offer any amendment except 

1 as comes from the committee? The Chair has already held 
we are to consider the committee amendments first, but shuts 
off our offering any amendment at all until they are through, 

| when they are through we will have confirmed that part of 





the bill and that will shut out offering any amendment unless | 


some other part of the bill. Now, that is not contemplated. 
I understand by the rule that we are to be allowed to try first 

i perfect the substitute. My point is, we are to perfect a 
substitute and then have the right (I agree we may do it in this 
way) to offer amendments, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state after the committee 
amendments are offered, after members of the committee have 
ome recognized who desire to offer amendments, the Chair will 

cognize any other gentleman desiring to offer an amendment. 

or KEIFER. To any part of the bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. To any part of the bill. 

Mr. KEIFER. Well, I have no objection to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not recognize gentlemen to 
offer amendments to strike out language that has been inserted 
in an amendment from the floor. 

Mr. KEIFER. That would be the general rules, Mr. Chair- 
man, but under the rule that we are acting we are shut out from 
offering an amendment. We have either got to vote it in or 
vote it out when it comes from the committee. 

ie CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of that opinion. 

Mr. KEIFER. That excludes us in having any voice at all in 

‘tecting any amendment coming from the committee, which I 

nk is not contemplated by the rule of day before vesterday. 

Mr. DALZELL. It is very easy for the committee to vote 
down this certain amendment, and then the or 
rfected as the committee may see fit. 

Mr. BRICK. That was just what I was asking the question 
out, which I think the House fully understands at the present 
ne, ‘and while one particular item here might have been per 
cted, there are several others, so for that reason I ask that 

House vote down this amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the amendment should be voted down, 

her amendments may be offered. 

Mr. OLMSTED. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. OLMSTED. This amendment is to strike out lines 16 to 
"1 and substitute other matter in the place of those lines. Now, 
iat being done, would it be in order to strike out all from 

lines 11 to 21, including the part amended, and insert new 

matter? 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair is of the opinion that it would. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I think that if the gentle- 

from New York [Mr. Payne], who criticised the committee 
mendment, had given more attention to this subject he would 
not have been so hurried in his commendation of the text and 
his reprobation of the amendment. The trouble with the gen- 
tleman is that he has only taken a cursory glance at the text of 
this amendment. It provides: 

Or if it fails to bear a statement on the label of the quantity or 
proportion of any alcohol therein. 

Every tincture that is to be found in a drug store contains 
alcohol. Alcohol is necessary for the preservation of the drug. 
It is necesary as a solvent, in order that solution may be had. 


iginal text may be 





Now, under the origin: ] provision that the gentleman thinks 


is so admirable it was necessary to state the quantity or propor- 
tion of that alcohol in every one of those tinctures. Do you 


desire that? 


In the great majority of instances it is entirely 
unnecesarv. 


Probably the .gentleman has in mind the purpose of pre- 
venting the sale of those drugs that beget and er the 
alcoholic habit. Under the provision as we have it in the 


amendment it seems to me that we can accomplish that pur- 
pose without putting the druggist and chemist to the necessity 
in every instance of stating the quantity of alcohol that is in 
the tincture, yet, if we follow the advice of the gent! D 
from New York [Mr. Payne], that is what will have to be d 

Mr. DALZELL. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. DALZELL. Would not the objec ‘tion the gentle i 
suggests be met by adding the proviso contained in the 
mittee amendment to the original text 2 

Mr. HEPBURN. No; I think not, for the reason that w 


given by the gentleman from Illinois. Who is to define what 
is a poison? The dangerous poisons, those that we most fre- 
quently come in contact with, are named in this amendment of 


the committee, and we will have the good result of having them 
named here. 


Mr. PAYNE. Now, they might be named in the original 


text and they might be inserted by the committee in the 

original text and still not leave this loophole about physicians 
Mr. HEPBURN. That is one of the difficulties which e 

committee met. All of the physicians jumped onto the 


provision at once, and said that we were putting up 
chemists the necessity of stating the contents of t 
scriptions in every case. 

Mr. PAYNE. Would any physicians put it on? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Very few, I think. 

Mr. DALZELL. Why not insert in the original text the 
poisons that are named in your committee amendment? 

Mr. HEPBURN. There is still another objection to the pro- 
vision of the amendment. The burden of proof will be upon 
the defendant to establish the fact that no more of alcohol is 


used than is necessary as a solvent of the real ingredients. 

Mr. PAYNE. I want to suggest to the gentleman—he has 
en advertisements, and I have, of people se ¢ patent me 
cines who desire the people to write to th confidentially, 
state their symptoms, etc., and they will pré e. It is very 
easy to have a physician to prescribe, and p ribe the for l 
that is meant by the advertisement, which is a patent med x 
Now, under this provision, I do not see why they would not go 


on without any label showing what the contents are. 
Mr. HEPBURN. Well, is not the number of those cases very 
rare? 


PAYNE. Oh, I do not know but one singk 








ing house of that king doing that kind of bu 2S now 
they have got to say that on the label before g ¢ into business, 
why, there may be a great many of them. 
Mr. QOOrEE of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I would | to 
pimike a SULLE stion to the cu i LLee, Bef re t = 
from Pennsylvania and the gentleman from New Yt 
their suggestions covering this paragraph, I had written out l 
amendment which I think will meet every objection. \ 
wh the committee amendment—the last amend it id 
a \dopt the following in its stead: 
ond. If the contents of the package as 
oe been removed, in whole or in part, and 
i} been placed in such package, or if it shall f 
the label of the quantity or p: “t 
cocaine, heroir al] et 
chloral hydrate, or acetanilide, 
any of such substances « tained t ein: J 
it be proven as a compl 
cu for failure to state the 
a re qui red, that the quantity or ] 
in any package does not ex d ( i 
by the Unite 7 States Pharmacopeia « the N 
solvent or preservative of the active 1 
medicine or preparation in such package 
Mr. Chairman, this amendment would p ‘ve all of 1 


' 


better features of the last amendment proposed by 
mittee, and it would also remove from it the vitally 
“ature rel 


able fé ating to physicians’ prescriptions, so 

pointed out by the gentleman from New Yo Mr. J] 

I can not conceive of a valid reason why any | s 

United States should be permitted upon his’ mere 

to send to anybody anywhere cocaine or cannal i 

chloral hydrate, or acetanilide, or any other of e drugs h 


| are lumped under the general head of poisol 


| bill is that it contains the words “or other poi 


originally presented unless there be a label on the | 
telling exactly what it contains. The troub 
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stances.” It thus leaves the prosecuting officer, or the jury, 
or somebody else to determine what would be properly inc inded 
under the expression “other poisonous substances.” The last 


the committee omits the general lan- 
and specifies what these 


amendment proposed by 


guage “other poisonous substances ” 


substances are. Now, strike out “ physicians’ prescriptions,” 
which words, in my judgment, should never have been in the 
bill, enumerate these poisons, and put in the proviso concern- 
ing the quantity or proportion of alcohol prescribed by the 
Pharmacopoeia or the National Formulary as a solvent .or 
preseryitive, ete, and you have what would help to make an 


effective law. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
ment. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was rejected. 


The question is on agreeing to the amend- 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Second. If the contents of the package as originally put up shall 
have been removed, in whole or in part, and other contents shall have 


en placed in such package, or if the package fail to bear a statement 


on the label of the quantity or proportion of any alcohol, morphine, 
opium, cocaine, heroin, alpha or beta eucaine, chloroform, cannabis 
indica, chloral hydrate, or acetanilide, or any derivative or prepara- 
tion of any of such substances contained therein: Provided, however, 
That it may be proven as a complete defense to any accusation or 
prosecution for failure to state the quantity or proportion of alcohol 
as above requ red that the quantity or proportion of alcohol contained 
in any pac does not exceed the quantity or proportion prescribed 
by the It aited States Pharmacopeia or the National Formulary as a 
solvent or preservative of the active necessary constituents of the medi- 
cine or preparation in such package. 

Mr. PAYNE. I notice that you leave out the words “or 
other poisonous substances.” I presume there is a good reason 
for it. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the amendment which I have 
now offered is the same amendment which I offered before, 
leaving out the provision with reference to the Pharmacopeia 


and prescription of a regular licensed physician, so that it will 
provide that the label must state the quantity or proportion of 
the drug contained. The gentleman from New York inquired 


why we leave out the words “other poisonous substances.” I 
will say to the gentleman from New York that I have asked a 
great many persons who are familiar with such matters, who 
gave me a list of all the drugs the taking of which becomes a 
habit. These names include that entire list. 


The reason we did not insert “other poisonous substances,” 
said before, is because no one knows what are poi- 
substances. It might and would give rise to a great 
litigation, not about anything that injures anyone at ali, 
in the prosecution of the law, for the purpose of 


as I have 
SonouUSs 
deal of 


but possib ly 


defining what were the poisonous substances. It could do no 
good. We have included by name all those which are habit 
forming, as I believe; at least, I consulted with the distin- 
guished gentleman referred to by the gentleman from New York, 
Mr. Samuel Hopkins Adams, and have iaserted more names of 
medicines than he could furnish to me. I consulted with a 
member of the National Council of Pharmacists in reference to 


the same matter. 
beyond the number 
Bureau of Chemistry, 


number 
poisons 


The has een somewhat enlarged 
of originally given to us by the 
and I think it includes all those which in 


any way become deleterious by their use. 

Mr. PAYNE. I am well satisfied with the explanation of the | 
gentleman. 

Mr. ADAMS. I hope that the House will stay by the original 
language of this act. There is on reason on earth why that law 
can not be enforced. There are no practical difficulties in the 
way. I want to say to my friend from Wisconsin [ Mr. ¢ a 
that the method of procedure, under this Dill as originally 
drawn, is this: That an officer of the Government arrests some- 
body engaged in interstate commerce selling a proprietary 
medicine which contains poison of some kind, and he must go 
into court and establish that fact, and you have got to establish 
any fact in court when you take a man thera 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The language of the original 
act is 

Or any opium, cocaine, or other poisonous substance, 

Mr. ADAMS. That is correct. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Do you not think it is a great 


deal better to make the enumeration? 

Mr. ADAMS. I do not think it is when the enumeration does 
not cover all possible contingencies, and the phrase “or other 
poisonous substante ’’ does cover it; and if the administrative 
officers of this law have reason to believe that some article not 


enumerated here is poisonous, 
in court, 
Mr. 


one 


and they think they « 
then we have a law which can be enforced. 
MANN. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Apams] 
of the strongest advocates of pure food and drugs, not 
this House, but in the country; but in this case he i 


‘an prove it 


only in 


mistaken. The original provision of the bill as we reported j; 
before we had given it as full consideration as we did after. 
ward, is 

Opium, cocaine, or other poisonous substance. 


Now, the patent medicine men claim that the amount of these 
other substances which they use in their medicines is 


ho 
poisonous, and it would become the duty of the Government os 
der the original bill not only to establish the amount in the 
but to establish, for instance, that the one-sixteenth of a grain 
of heroin to the ounce, which patent medicines use, is poisonoys. 
They would need to establish that before each jury that tried , 
case, whereas, as the provision which we propose reads, the fact 
of guilt is established when you establish by analysis the 
presence of any portion of the drug in the medicine. That was 
the reason for the change; and although I know that the 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. ApAmMs] has no heart or syy- 


pathy with the proprietary medicine people engaged in the sale 
of opium or cocaine and these other poisonous substances, the 
people who are now selling acetanilid as headache medi 
pray that the original amendment shall prevail. 

Mr. YOUNG. I should like to ask the gentleman a question 
for information. As I understood the reading of this amena- 
ment, it went into the bill at page 21, at the end of line 2. Is 
that correct? 

Mr. MANN. No; at page 20, line 16. 

Mr. YOUNG. Then it is in lieu of the amendment that you 
formerly offered? 

Mr. MANN. Yes. 

Mr. ADAMS. I want to say that the statement of the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. MANN] with reference to the attitude 
of the proprietary-medicine and patent-medicine people of the 
United States regarding this clause is a very great surprise to 
me. I know absolutely that if there is anything they fear in 
this bill it is the clause under discussion as first reported, 
There is no reason why an officer of the Government, adminis- 
tering that law, if he has reason to believe that any medicine of 
any kind contains poison, can not produce the specific evide nce 
upon which he bases that reason, and there is no reason why he 
should not go into court and give it; and if he is right, the 
court will sustain him, as it should, and if he is wrong, the 
court will turn down his case, as it ought to do. This language 
is simple, direct, specific, possible of enforcement, will do in- 
justice to no particular interest, and I hope every amendmen 
will be voted down and the language of the original bill enacted 
into law. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I should like just a moment to ask the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, the member of the Interstate Commerce 
Committee in charge of the bill, as it does not seem likely that 
within the time allowed under the rule any of us outside of that 
committee will have 





the opportunity to offer any amend- 
ments—— 
Mr. MANN. I think there will be opportunity. 


Mr. OLMSTED. Not at this place in the bill, if the committee 
amendment shall be adopted. I ask whether you would have 
any objection to incorporating this as a part of your amend- 
ment: 

That the quantity cr proportion of opium or morphine need not be 
stated unless the proportion in such package contains more than two 


grains of opium or one-fourth grain of morphine to a fluid ounce, or, if 
a solid preparation, to an avoirdupois ounce. 


I will say that this was suggested to me by an eminent and re- 
spectable druggist, for whose judgment and fairness I have a 
very high regard. 

Mr. MANN. I will say to my friend from Pennsylvania that 
that amendment, and even more along the same line, have been 
suggested to a great many people by a great many very eminent 
and respectable people engaged in the making ‘of proprietary 
medicines, each one satisfied if the proportion of narcotics 
which he puts in his medicine is excepted from the bil). The 
committee is not willing to agree to the amendment which the 
gentleman suggests or to anything along that line. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Where the amount is so small that it would 
do no harm, my proposition is to specify so small a proportio! 
that any statement would be unnecessary. 

Mr. MANN. That is exactly what the proprietors of thes 
medicines say. Acetanilide would be another, and they claim 
that that is not a poison and it is used in more than 300 differ- 
ent remedies. 

Mr. OLMSTED. My suggestion relates only to opium and 
morphine. It is a little unjust to the proprietors of medicines 
to say, in broad terms, that this contains poison if there is only 
a trace of it in it, and the limit can readily be so fixed. 

Mr. MANN. We do not require them by the bill to say—al- 
though I am not sure that we ought not to do so—that it contains 
poison; we only require them to say that it contains, say, opium, 
and state the amount or proportion that they put in the medicixe. 
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of all the drugs of this kind put in medical preparations the 
two worst by long odds are morphine and opium, which the 
gentleman’s amendment would except. 

~ Mr. OLMSTED. Well, that depends on the quantity—on the 
roportion contained in the medicine. 

Mr. KEIFER. If the gentleman will allow me, I understand 
it strychnine is a poison. 

Mr. MANN. Yes; I believe so. 

Mr. KEIFER. Would it be governed by your amendment as 
it is now? If anyone wanted to fall into the strychnine habit, 
would it be covered by this amendment? 

Mr. MANN. One never falls into the strychnine habit unless 
he is getting ready to go to the grave. 

Mr. KEIFER. Oh, yes; they take it for the complexion, and 
use it all over the country. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MANN. It is certain that the gentleman from Ohio does 
pot need to use either strychnine or arsenie for the best com- 
plexion in the House. [Laughter.] 

fhe CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered | 

| 


th: 


by the gentleman from Illinois. 
The question was taken and the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following committee | 
amendment: 
The Clerk read as follows: 
| 
On page 21, at the end of line 2, insert “or, if the contents of the | 
pacl » as originally put up shall have been removed in whole or in | 
part and other contents shall have been placed in such package, or, if 
it fail to bear a statement on the label of the quantity or proportion of | 
any morphine, opium, cocaine, heroin, alpha or beta eucaine, chloro- | 
form, cannabis indica, chloral hydrate, or acetanilide, or any derivative 
or preparation of any of such substances contained therein.” 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, this is simply a proposition to in- 


sert practically the same amendment as to narcotic drugs, so as 
to provide that if they are put in food they shall be labeled to 
show the contents, it being feared that if they were driven out 
of the medical field they might attempt to put it up in the form | 
of food and sell it in that way. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment. 
The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. | 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment: 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 22 strike out lines 19 and 20 and insert in lieu thereof the 


following: 

“That for the purpose of carrying out the provisions of this act it 
shall be the duty of the Secretary of Agriculture, from time to time, | 
to determine and make known standards of the various articles of food | 
in compliance with the definitions and provisions of this act.” 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, most of the Members on the 
floor have a copy of the committee amendments. I did not offer 
the package amendment next because that would give rise to } 
considerable debate, and I thought it might be well to run 
through some of the other amendments that probably would not 
cause debate. 

The provision in the bill makes it the duty of the Secretary | 
Agriculture to fix standards of food products when advisable 
the guidance of officials. Now, there was a fear that that 
provision of the bill as it was framed was conferring a legis- 
lative authority upon the Secretary which might render the 
provision unconstitutional, and hence we propose to say, fol- | 
lowing the opinion of the Supreme Court in the tea case, that | 
for the purpose of carrying out the provisions of the act the Sec- 
retary shall fix the standards in accordance with the provisions | 
of the bill. : 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois ask that 
the amendment which has been reported shall stand over? 

Mr. MANN. Oh, no; I offer the amendment to be considered 
now. 

Mr. 
quiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Is it in order to offer a substitute for 
the amendment proposed ky the gentleman from Illinois? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks not. The matter 


of 
for 


CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary in- 


| 
that | 


we are considering is a substitute for Senate bill No. 88. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It is a motion to strike out and in- 
sert, 

The CHAIRMAN. A motion to strike out and insert is in} 


order. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The amendment, I understood, offered 
by the gentleman from Illinois is a motion to strike out and 
insert, and my recollection is that under the rule an amendment 
in the form of a substitute in the third degree is in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not in order. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I desire to be recognized in opposi- 
tion to the amendment, just briefly. Mr. Chairman, the sub- 





stitute I proposed to offer, if it had been in order, would have 
provided that the food provisions contained in the bill shall 
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| ready to bale their hay, or in the threshing, it 





DOT 


belleve 
exterled 


relate only to food for human consumption. I do not 
that the stringent provisions of this bill ought to be 
to hay and corn and oats, and numerous other kinds of fouds 
for cattle, horses, hogs, dogs, and cats. Now, there is a pro- 
vision in the bill that makes a bale of hay, for instance, that 
may contain any percentage of decomposed hay or any small 
percentage of decomposed oats adulterated within the meaning 
of the law. In section 5, page 18, in defining the term “ foud,” 
defines it as follows: 

The term “food” as used herein shall 


food, drink, confectionery, or condiment 
whether simple, mixed, or compound. 


all articles 
man or 


include 
by 


used for 
other animals 


It seems to me that provision will bring on all kinds of 
barrassment. Among other provisions an article is declared to 
be adulterated if any substance has been mixed or packed with 
it so as to lower or reduce its quality or strength. I know 
thing about the science of farming. If a little oat straw should 
be mixed in with a bale of hay, the food would be adulterated, 
and the farmer who produced it would be liable to prosecution 
under the provisions of this law, if he undertook to ship any of 
it out of the State. The sixth subdivision provides that if a 
product consists in whole or in part of a filthy, decomposed, or 
putrid animal or vegetable substance, ete. 

Now, if there should be a small percentage of hay decomposed 
like all farmers find at the bottom 


elMm- 


SOl 


of a stack when they g 


che 


Is 
within the meaning of this law, and the farmer that undertakes 
to send hay out of the State prepared in bales of that kind would 
be guilty of a crime. I do not believe this bill, with its s 

gent provisions, ought to be made applicable to food for horses, 
cattle, dogs, and hogs. I do not believe that the situation 
the country requires any such drastic legislation to protect 
food for farm animals, live stock, other animals aside 
I was somewhat surprised to find that provision 
‘by man or other animals,” and subse 


adulterated 


1ts Strih- 


in 
the 
from man. 
in the bill— 


juent provisions seemed 


to lose sight of “ other animals,” but no exception whatever is 
made. I shall at the proper time offer a motion to strike out 
the words “or other atimals,” in ihe fifth section of the bill, 
and it was my purpose when I rose in opposition to this amend- 


ment to attempt to work in a substitute providing that the food 
provisions of the bill shall not be applicable to any kinds of 
foods except those for human consumption. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the argument of the gentleman 
has nothing to do with this amendment, and I eall for a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken; and the an 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the followi 
which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I do not know what the gen- 
tleman is about to amend, but I submit that he should take the 
smendments up in order. The rule under per 


ndment was agreed 


to. 


ig amendment, 


which we are operat- 


ing says we should operate under the five-minute rule, l 
therefore except by unanimous consent the gentleman can not 
go from page 22 to page 21 and then to 19 and then to some 
other page. I submit they should be taken up seriati 

Mr. MANN. I understand the gentleman to be wi 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the rule, as the Chair understands 
it and as the Chair has suggested, the gentleman can do that 

Mr. MANN. If it be the desire of Members of the House to 
take up the package amendment now, I am perfectly willing to 


do so, but I did not think the House would care to take that 


to-night. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 23, in line 13, after the word “Agriculture fol 
lowing: “for the purpose of aiding him in deter! ing ; 
someness or unwholesomeness of any such pre 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, I would like to know 
the scope of the amendment. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, there was some ques to 
whether under the bill as it stood it became the duty of the 
board provided for in the bill to determine and finally settle the 

| question as to the wholesomeness of preservatives or 

that board was merely advisory. It was the intent of tl 
committee when first reporting the bill that the la 

that the special board appointed was merely advis 
Secretary of Agriculture. The amendment that oft 
simply provides that without question. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. This is a very important sect 16 
of the most important administrative sections in the bill—and 
I would like to know whether it is the understanding of the 
gentleman in charge of the bill that the standards provided in 
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section 9, the section under consideration, are to be accepted 
official and constitute the basis of criminal prosecution in 
the courts, or is the question of fact open for consideration in 
the courts? 

Mr. MANN. Why, it is certainly open for consideration in 
the courts, but this is the basis for the criminal prosecution. 
It is absolutely necessary that there should be some standard 
fixed before anybody can determine on the part of the Govern- 
ment whether prosecution shall be inaugurated or not, but, of 
course, it finally rests with the court to determine whether, as 
a matter of fact, the article is adulterated or is unwholesome, 
under the provisions of the act. 

Mr, CRUMPACKER. Then, an indictment or information 
would not be good under this bill, if it charged simply that a 
person failed to comply with the food or drug standard, as fixed 
by the law? 

Mr. MANN. 


as 


It would not. 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. What does the phrase mean, in line 
22, “and for the information of the courts?” If the standard 


is to be fixed officially and it is not to constitute a basis of an 
indictment or a penal prosecution, why do you say “for the 
information of the courts?” 


Mr. MANN. That it may be introduced in evidence in the | 
courts. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It is to be admissible in evidence, is it? | 

Mr. MANN. That is what it amounts to. | 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I do not believe this section makes it 
admissible. It does not provide it shall be admissible in evi- 
dence. 

Mr. MANN. I think “for information of the courts” will 
admit it in evidence when presented in proper form. I have 


no doubt of that. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I would like to ask the gentleman, 
Does the gentleman undertake to make a certificate of the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture evidence against a defendant in a crim- 
inal case? 

Mr. MANN. Evidence that that is the standard which has | 
been fixed by the Secretary of Agriculture; not evidence that 
the person is guilty of a misdemeanor. 


Mr. PAYNE. That is not involved in this amendment, is it? 

Mr. MANN. It is not particularly involved in it. 

Mr. PAYNE. Now, the gentleman from Indiana is talking | 
about that which seems to be harmless. See if we can not get | 
time to amend the other part of it. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. That is not harmless: it has a good 
deal of significance when read in connection with other provi- 
sions. 

Mr. PAYNE. It does not make much difference whether we 
get at this or not if we leave the other in—— 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman 


will permit me, when we get to that part of the bill I will move 
to strike it out, because it is contrary to the Constitution of the 
United States and the constitution of every State in the Union. 
Mr. CRUMPACKER,. And of every individual in the country. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. If the gentleman will allow me a word, I 
think I can say to my friend—— 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. I ask unanimous consent for five min- 


uUtLeCS LIOTe, 
» CHAIRMAN, Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The text as it stands; I would like to 
have the gentleman from Missouri take a copy of the bill and 
look at re 25: “It shall be the duty of the Secretary of Agri- 
culture, for the purpose of aiding him in determining as to the 
wholesomeness or unwholesomeness of food.” Now, that is all | 
there is of it. It need not have been put there at all. He 
m t have used their advice for any purpose. But in order to 
] t the Secretary of Agriculture so that he should not permit 
the board to become a finality the limitation is put and—— 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It seems, by implication at least, to 
provide that the Secretary of Agriculture is to fix a standard 
which shall be a basis for criminal prosecutions—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. ‘That is true, 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The text as it stands will not bear that 
construction, in my judgment—will not bear that interpretation. 


I certainly do not believe we ought to confer upon the Secretary 
Agriculture the power to fix a standard and then convict a 
man of crime, fine him, and send him to prison because he does 
not comply with the standard. That would be department-made | 


of 


law. 
Mr. ADAMS. Will the gentleman permit me? | 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. I believe the law ought to provide that 
whoever sells forbidden kinds of foods or drugs or medicines | 
may be amenable to the penal provisions in the bill, 
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Will the gentleman allow me to offer a gyo 


ve 


Mr. ADAMS. 
gestion? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I will. 

Mr. ADAMS. The object of this bill is to frame a law which 
will enable the Secretary of Agriculture to get all possible jp. 
formation, so that when he desires to prosecute he will haye all 
of the information he can get. It does not confer any 
tional authority of law upon him. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It authorizes the Secretary of Agri. 
culture to collect this information and fix standards for foods 
and drugs, among other things, for the information of the 
courts. What is the business of the courts in this connection? 
To try criminals, men who are put on trial for violating jts 
provisions. a 

Mr. ADAMS. yill the gentleman permit me to answer the 
question? It does not make any difference whether the phrase 
“for the information of the court” goes in or not. This com- 
mission is established for the purpose of endeavoring to arrive 
at a series of correct standards as nearly as possible by scien- 
tific judgment for the information of the Secretary and for the 
purposes of prosecution. Now, when the Secretary of Acri- 
culture goes into court and undertakes to try a case, the opinion 
of that commission comes in there simply as a part of the eyi- 
dence, just as the gentleman from Illinois says. It is not con- 
clusive. You can not make it conclusive. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. If the gentleman from Wisconsin js 
eorrect in his interpretation of the law, I have no criticism to 
make of it, but if this section of the bill will authorize the Sec. 


addi- 


| retary of Agriculture to fix a standard, the violation of which 


shall subject citizens to fine and imprisonment, then I o)ject 
to it. 

Mr. ADAMS. It does not. 

Mr. PAYNE. Why does not my friend from Indiana [Mr, 
CRUMPACKER] let the amendment pass? It has no effect upon 
his proposition. After the committee amendments are agree to 
he can then make a motion. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I will let it pass. 
can help it in any way. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 


I do not think I 


ment. 


The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ulinois offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 23, at the end of line 23, Insert the following: 

“Foods complying with the standards fixed by the Secretary of 


Agriculture, as provided in_this section, may bear upon the label the 
inscription ‘ United States Standard,’ but such inscription, or words of 
similar import, shall not be used as descriptive of any article of food 
which does not comply with the standard so fixed, under penalty of 
being deemed misbranded under the provisions of this act.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed t0. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Many] 
offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 26 strike out section 14 and insert as section 14 the fol- 
Owilig: 

“The Secretary of the Treasury shall deliver to the Secretary of 
Agriculture, upon his request from time to time, samples of foods and 
drugs which are being imported into the United States or offered for 
import, giving notice thereof to the owner or consignee, who y 
appear before the Secretary of Agriculture and have the right to i! 


duce testimony, and if it appear from the examination of such 
ples that any article of food or drug offered to be imported into the 


United States is adulterated or misbranded within the meaning « ; 
act, or is otherwise dangerous to the health of the people of the United 
States, or is of a kind forbidden entry into, or forbidden to be sold or 
restricted in sale in the country in which it is made or from whic! 
is exported, or is otherwise falsely labeled in any respect, the 
article shall be refused admission, and the Secretary of the Trea 
shall refuse delivery to the consignee and shall cause the destru: 
of any goods refused delivery which shall not be exported by the « 
signee within three months from the date of notice of such refusal 
under such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe: 
Provided, That the Secretary of the Treasury.may deliver to the 


| signee such goods pending examination and decision in the matter « 
| execution of a penal bond for the amount of the full invoice value o! 


such goods, together with the duty thereon, and on refusal to return 
such goods for any cause to the custody of the Secretary of the Tré 
ury, when demanded, for the purpose of excluding them from | 
country, or for any other purpose, said consignee shall forfeit the 1 
amount of the bond: And provided further, That all charges for st 
age, cartage, and labor on goods which are refused admission or de! 
ery shall be c by the owner or consignee, and in default of su 
payment shall constitute a lien against any future importation mad 
by such owner or consignee.” 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the amendment is substantially 
an amendment that is already in the bill, but redrafted in con- 
formity with the opinion of the Treasury Department in con- 


nection with various provisions, 
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Mr. CRUMPACKER. I understand under this provision the 
Secretary of Agriculture has power to decide whether a cargo 
of goods imported from a foreign country is adulterated or mis- 
branded, that his decision is final, and that the goods must be 
destroyed or exported and returned without any further inves- 
gation or power of review. That is true, is it not? 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman has about the same understand- 
ing of the matter that I have. That is the existing law. 

[Cries of “ Vote!” ] 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Who fixes the invoice value? 

Mr. MANN.. The invoice value is first fixed by the person 
who makes the entry and, second, by the board of appraisers, 
which determines the invoice value if it is requested. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Then, if he gives a bond for the 
invoice value with the duty added, he takes the goods and sells 
them, provided he will pay the bond? 

Mr. MANN. He may. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Although the goods are mis- 
pranded and fraudulent in every way, as well as poisonous? 

Mr. MANN. It is within the discretion of the Secretary of 
Agriculture to advise that that be done. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Does not the gentleman think 
that that bond, in view of the fact that the undervaluation was 
apparently indulged in by the importer’s false invoicing, ought 
to be very much larger than the face value, when it will permit 
him to take false, fraudulent, and poisonous goods and sell 
them at that invoice value? 
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Mr. MANN. I do not think that if it were made ten times | 


more than the value we could recover any more than the value. 
The amount was stated by the Agricultural officials who have 
charge of the existing law which covers the case, and the form 
of the proposition was suggested by the Treasury Department, 
which deals with the matter. 


Mr. PAYNE. If the gentleman will allow me to suggest, | 


“appraised value” would be better than “ invoice value.” 

Mr. MANN. The “invoise value” is the suggestion of the 
Treasury Department. 

Mr. PAYNE. With all due deference, “appraised value” 
would be better. 

Mr. MANN. I am not familiar with that. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. In the investigations the gentleman 
made, does he know of any instance in which food was delivered 
under the provisions of this existing law, the bond given, and 


the product sold, and the goods were afterwards adjudged to be | 


improperly imported? 


Mr. MANN. The law as it now exists does not provide for | 


the delivery of the goods; but the Agricultural Department 
requested that provision be inserted in the law, because they 
said in many cases it was a great hardship to hold goods in 
storage instead of delivering them to the parties. 

Mr. HINSHAW. I would like to ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion, because I do not know that I understand this provision 
vet. If these goods are refused admission, then the entryman 


may give a bond, and the bond stands in lieu of the goods. | 


Now what may he do with the goods? 7 
Mr. MANN. He may do whatever he pleases with them. 
Mr. HINSHAW. Lie ean not bring them into this country. 


Mr. MANN. They are already in the country, provided the | 
Secretary of the Treasury delivers them to him, which he 


is not required to do, and probably will not do, unless it is 
suggested that it should be done by the Department which 
has charge of that matter; and the Agricultural Department 
and the ‘Treasury Department have authority under this sec- 
tion to stop the goods. If the Agricultural Department ad- 
vises the goods be turned over by the Secretary of the Treasury 
to the consignee, it will be done upon giving a bond: and if 
the goods finally, for any reason—usually misbranding—are 


held not to be subject to import, the man must either return | 


the goods or pay to the Government the full value. I think it 
sufficiently guards against bringing goods into the country 
which are adulterated. 

Mr. HINSHAW. In the meantime the adulterated goods 
may have been sold. 

Mr. MANN. That is true. 

Mr. HINSHAW. As pure goods. 

Mr. MANN. That is true. We take that chance. 

Mr. HINSHAW. ‘This is simply a penalty, but that does 
not protect the man that bought them. 

Mr. MANN. That is true. 

The question was taken and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MANN. I offer the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


1 On page 28 strike out section 16 and insert as section 16 the fol- 
owing: 

“ Sec. 16. That this act shall be in force and effect from and after 
its passage: Provided, however, That no penalties herein named for 
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misbranding shall be imposed until after the expiration of eighteen 
months from the passage of the act, except the penalties provided in 
section 14.” 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I would like to ask the gentle- 
man a question about a provision here. The section, in effect, 
says that when the goods have been properly examined and 
passed with the regular label on the package, and the package 
gets into the State and comes in there in the regular, original, 
unbroken package, would it interfere with the power of the 
State to take charge of it if it had spoiled? Suppose that in 
transmission it becomes deleterious; suppose it has under- 
gone some change by reason of the atmosphere or otherwise}; 
suppose it is in a condition of fermentation, or from any con- 
dition that you may discover by looking at it or otherwise 
examine it it had become deleterious. Is there anything in 
this bill that prevents the State from absolutely taking charge 
and destroying it? 

Mr. MANN. I would suggest to my friend from Tennessee 
that if it becomes fermented or deleterious to health it at once 
becomes subject to the provisions of the act, and is covered by 
that provision of the section. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. What provision? 

Mr. MANN. It is deleterious goods. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Suppose it becomes deleterious 
of its own act while in transmission? 

Mr. MANN. Then it does not fully comply with the provi- 
sions of the act. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. In that condition, does the State 
take charge of it, or the Federal Government? 

Mr. MANN. Either one. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I am afraid your section does not 
say that. 

Mr. MANN. We do not need to say that to the State author- 
ities. They have control, although the section does expressly 
provide against interfering with the police powers of the State. 
The United States authorities would have control of it if they 
obtain possession of it first. It would be a violation of both the 
Federal and State law, if there be a State law on the subject. 
It is a violation of this law, in any event. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. With that explanation I feel 
more satisfied than I was. I want to help the gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 
now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Currier, chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill S. 88, and had 
come to no resolution thereon. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same 

H. Rh. 16290. An act to modify the requirements of the act en- 
titled “An act to promote the education of the blind,” approved 
March 3, 1871; 

H. R. 15513. An act to declare and enforce the forfeiture pro- 
vided by section 4 of the act of Congress approved March - 
1875. entitled “An act granting to railroads the right of w 
through the public lands of the United States;” 

H. R. 20210. An act to authorize the city of St. Louis, a cor- 
poration organized under the laws of the State of Missouri, to 
construct a bridge across the Mississippi River ; 

H. R. 118. An act to amend sections 713 and 714 of “An act 
to establish a code of law for the District of Columbia,” ap- 
proved January-31 and June 350, 1902, and for other purposes ; 

Hi. R. 20119. An act to authorize the village of Oslo, Marshall 
County, Minn., to construct a bridge across the Red River of the 
North ; 

H.R. 19181. An act to grant a certain parcel of land, part of 
the Fort Robinson Military Reservation, Nebr., to the village 
of Crawford, Nebr., for park purposes ; and 

H. R. 16785. An act giving preference right to actual settlers 
on pasture reserve No. 3 to purchase land leased to them f 
agricultural purposes in Comanche County, Okla 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills of 
the following titles: 

S. 4109. An act to increase the efficiency of the Bureau of 
Insular Affairs of the War Department nd 

S. 6146. An act to authorize the Back River Bridge Com- 
pany to construct a bridge across the west or smaller division 
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Mr. MANN. There were none. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. The bill was put in form by Genera) 
Mackenzie, the Chief of Engineers. ; 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and was accordine!+> 
read the third time, and passed. 7 

On motion of Mr. ALEXANDER, a motion to reconsider the lac 
vote was laid on the table. : 

By unanimous consent, the corresponding House bill (H. 
20248) was ordered to lie on the table. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I present 9 
conference report and statement on the District of Colum)! ia 
appropriation bill (H. R. 18198) for printing in the Recory 
under the rule. 

The SPEAKER. The conference report and statement 
be printed under the rule. 

FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL, 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I call up the conferen 
report on the fortifications appropriation bill (H. R. 14171) and 
ask unanimous consent that the statement be read in lieu of -the 
leport. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa calls up the « 
ference report on the fortifications appropriation bill and as 
unanimous consent that the statement be read in lieu of the 
report. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The conference report and statement are as follows: 

CONFERENCE REPORT. 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (II. R. 
14171) “making appropriations for fortifications and other 
works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the procurement 
of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other pur- 
poses,” having met, after full and free conference have agreed 
to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 
follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 4. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ments of the Senate numbered 2 and 5, and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1, and 


Li. 


> 


| agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 


” 


sum proposed insert “ five hundred thousand dollars;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 3: That the House recede from its d 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 8, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
sam named in the last line of said amendment insert “ one 
hundred and sixty-five thousand dollars; ” and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 6: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 6, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert “four hundred thousand dollars;” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

WALTER I. SMITH, 

J. WARREN KEIFER, 

JOHN J. FITZGERALD, 

on the part of the House. 
Gro, C, PERKINS, 

F. E. WARREN, 

JNO. W. DANTEL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


Managers 


The Clerk read the statement, as follows: 
STATEMENT. 

The managers on the part of the House, at the conference on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 14171) making appropriations for 
fortifications, submit the following written statement in ex- 


| planation of the effect of the action agreed upon and submitted 


in the accompanying conference report on each of the Senate 


amendments, namely: 


f { ‘ tiver f i Wheeling Island, West Virginia, to the 
Cpt ) ‘ 

SENATE BILL REFERRED. 

I 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bill of the following 

tar 1 from the Speaker’s table and referred to its 
te committee indicated below: 
{Ln act to provide for the erection of a public build- 

‘ y of Great Falls, Mont.—to the Committee on Pub- 

Buildings and Grounds. ; 
‘TED TO THE PRESIDENT FOR HIS APPROVAL. 

\I WACLIITER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that this day they had presented to the President of the 
U1 d States, for his approval, the following bills: 

M. BA \n act for the relief of John W. Williams ; 

Hi. R. 4580. An act for the relief of Blank & Parks, of Waxa- 
! hie, Tex 

H.R. 5221. An act for the relief of Edward King, of Niagara 
Falls, int state of New York: 

H. R. 18600. An t to amend section 10 of an act of Congress 
approved June 21, 1898, to make certain grants of land to the 

rerri f New Mexico, and for other purposes ; 

H.R. a8526. An act providing for the subdivision of lands en- 
tered uw { tion act, and for other purposes ; 

H.R. 9343. A t iding for the resurvey of certain town- 
ship Wd i Lf uuty of Baca, Colo.; and 

H. R. 16472. An t ! ing apprepriations for the legislative, 
executive, and judicial ises of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1907, and for other purposes. 

MASSA( OF JEWS IN RUSSIA. 

Mr. COUSINS Ir. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
take from the Sp er’s table for present consideration Senate 
joint 1 lutign G8, expressing the sympathy of the people of the 
United St ith the Hebrews on account of the massacre of 
members of their race in Russia. 

The SPEAKER Che gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
( sent to take f n the r’s table the following Senate 

! lu 1 and eonsi ime at this time. The Clerk 
li re t tl nt tion 
Phe Clerk re s f : 
et | e people of the United States are horrified by | 
epo f t I f I ews in Russia, on account of their 
al ig i t ved thereby have the hearty sym- 
I I a 

Mr. COUSINS. I move the adoption of the joint resolution. 

The SPEAKER Is there objection to its present considera- 
tion? 

| re is no ol } ih 

The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading; and it 
was accordingly 1 i the third time. 

[Mr. GOLDEFOGLE addressed the House. His remarks will 
ppe he fter. ] 

On metion of Mr. Coustn 1 motion to reconsider the last 

te was laid on the table 

WATER SUPPLY, BUFFALO, N. Y. 

rl SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 6493) to 

horize the city of Buffalo, N. Y., to construct a tunnel under 
I h and Niagara River, to erect and maintain an inlet 
| therefrom, and to construct and maintain filter beds for 
t purpose of supplying the city of Buffalo with pure water; 

r House bill being on the Calendar. 
rhe bill was read, as follows: 
( ted, That it shall be lawful for the city of Buffalo, in the 
New York, to construct and maintain a tunnel undei ake Erie, 
Rive Biack Rock Harbor, and the United States lands known 
I er, extending from a point 1,000 feet, more or less, south- | 
the Hlorses R light 11,000 feet to the present pumping | 
f the cit f a and to erect and maintain an inlet pier 
1, said et be located not more than 1,100 feet south- 
easter! if e present He shoe Keef light. Also to construct and 
filte beds bet the new channel in Black Rock Harbor 
I it I and nding from the northerly line of Hudson 
i 1 ng t of the new channel not more than 3,300 
That the top of the said tunnel shall be located at 
st 40 fe mean lake level, and that the city of Buffalo shall 
from sunset to sunrise on the inlet pier at its own 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. I should like to ask by what commit- 
tee that bill i ported ? 

Mir. RYAN. It is reported by the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerc ind is approved by the Secretary of | 
Wir 

Ir. BURTON of Ohio. Are the suggestions of the Depart- 
I t en om ad n tl yi119 

MEANS j \ 
BURTON of Chio. Antl there were no objections by the 
War Department? 


On amendment No. 1: Appropriates $500,000 instead of $600,- 
000, as proposed by the Senate, and $310,000, as proposed by 
the House, for the purchase, manufacture, and test of mountain, 
field, and seacoast cannon. 

On amendment No. 2: Inserts the provision proposed by thie 
Senate, making available an unexpended balance of $39,502.16 
for the alteration and maintenance of seacoast batteries. 

On amendment No. 3: Appropriates $165,000 instead of $125,- 
000, as proposed by the Senate, for the erection and equipment 
of a powder factory. 


On amendments Nos. 4 and 5: Appropriates $260,000 for the 
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= 
construction of seacoast batteries in the Hawaiian and Philip-| stances in order to establish an offense against liv f 
islands, instead of $600,000, as proposed by the House, for i as Ss .o ae _ , ae te 
ast batteries in said islands. | strength, or be substituted wl olly or 
, amendment No. 6: Appropriates $400,000, instead of $565,- | if any valuable constituent of an 
as proposed by the Senate, and $200,000, as proposed by the | Sed ene ene ea a 
House, for seacoast cannon for coast defense for the insular | article or product. when sold or offered for sale, shall d 
sj ns. | de ce Ve the j I naser 
bill as finally agreed upon appropriates $5,053,993. being aera giving an illustratior - ich of the: 
00 more than as it passed the House, $225,000 less than | tere a sq , eames ; 
sed the Senate, $1,693,900 less than the law for the cur- | The box, ars 
‘ar, and $3,899,119.90 less than the estimates submitted | f° oe eo ee S w 
1 Congress. | vat . 2 
WatLter I. SMITH, It i that s V se, and 
J. WARREN KEIFER, Bed a oe ee See Se 
Joun J. FITZGERALD, oe , stcnn a 
Managers on the part of the House. | pur efore ad rted 1 t l 
oi t then in f 
UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, is this a complete and | M 
1 us agreement? | ., The sta ute sets forth under what 
SMITH of Lowa. It is. .s re rae e A ; . oth a 1 1 } ' 
nference report was agreed to. sider under this heading o 1  ¢ n of mis 
tion of Mr. Smiru of Iowa, a motion to reconsider the | , “©, Purpos f this part the si was 
te was laid on the table. fdas as Releteetas teonaiiones 7s : 
OSAGE INDIANS IN OKLAHOMA TERRITORY. —— ae © aoe is led to b : 
CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, I present conference report and | kind,’but inferior in character and « 
nt on the bill (H. R. 15333) for the division of the lands | ,,A‘ter defining under what circumstances an art : 
ds of the Osage Indians in Oklahoma Territory, and for | jp the foltowin: ions 
purposes, for printing in the Recorp under the rule. l 
SPEAKER. The conference report and statement will be 
under the rule. 1s t ar 
LANDS OF THE MENOMINEE INDIANS, WISCONSIN. . 


CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, I present conference report and | 
one 


ent on the bill (H. R. 13372) to authorize the sale of | 
on certain of the lands reserved for the use of the 

















































inee tribe of Indians, in the State of Wisconsin, for d 
ig under the rule. 
SPEAKER. The report and statement will be printed : i 
the rule. . ‘ 
PURE-FOOD LEGISLATION. . ‘ 
BENNET of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous | rv s rf 
t to print in the Recorp an opinion of the attorney- es read WwW : 
g | of the State of New York on pure-food legislation. f int he lecis 
SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the | t, and tha 
‘man from New York? 
e was ho objection. “+ i ; { 
» opinion is as follows: 
STATE OF NEW YORK, ATTORNEY-GENERAL’S OFFICE, } I 1 
Albany, March 21, 1906. | _ 
honorable the COMMISSIONER OF AGRICULTURE, 
Libany, N. Y. 
You have called to my attention the details concerning certain 
ducts, and requested by opinion in regard to the provisions of i 
11 of the agricultural law, familiarly known as the “ pure i : 
eral rtment has been 1! 
té i ¢ and |} ¥ l 
t 2 indicat a 
* for the | I d 
t} he 1 FE if 2 
he } ' ‘ 
ay i ve Se i 7 | 
Ly at the outset that it is not possible to lay down ar 1} a 
interpretation which would be applicable to every case, in © 
1 with this statute, for the reason that in practical operation th: l gees 
many different propositions presented in relation to t j I I 
n or misbranding of food pt ts id be made 
ver, I shall endeayor to : ute to the extent, at s and t l 
f expressing my opinion on certain lines, so that the ur ay : : ; ia a 
ty which now exists may in some degre relieved. It is urged that, assum a 
; ‘ - : : } 1 } } } = @ ; 
e act is entitled “An act to amend the agricultural law relative | the pub , oe on gaae ' ae 
the sale, adulteration, or misbranding of food and food product said, even thougn the powder may De compos 
ws 1903, chapter 524.) h, for example, as Sugar, Calves 
I leals with food which is adulterated and food which is mis e . aq KnOW — 
is for its two general purposes, first, the prevention of the mann- | ‘ ation may not be sci "ss 
ind sale of food which is injuriows or deleterious, and second, | tration.) : - 
ruarding of the public against misrepresentation or de ! : ’ 
ADULTI ATION. on , a e, e rd I } 
The statute describes an article of food shall be deemed to be adul not mean, where no 
l. Briefly s ed, the purpose is to prevent (1) the addition of in is practiced, that a st 
or deleterious ingredients; (2) the reduction in « ity o1 exception rather t! 
i f an article of food so that such product thus reduced i 1 fr net Ss) t 
or tend to deceive the ser; (3) substitution for p 1s hful v : 
d tion, and (4) the abstraction of a valuable constituent of an though s 
ticle of food for purposes of deception. it is recog d as 
In other words, section 165, from subdivision “first” to “sixth,” | When, therefore, a harmless i ! 
usive, has to do with the quality, strength, character, and genuine nd put up with lab 
of food. The subdivisions of the section to which I have ist srepre tatio in 
d are not difficult of interpretation. If an article of f S : col wit 
added poison ingredient or any ingredient which \ , t the t f e % 
h article injurious to the health of the person consumin j r if known to the public by t r 
consists of de aposed j or vegetable substance o on < t was dot 3 int ed 
hyl or wood alcohol or r lated preparations therefrom, l iid not e a iw 
e is to be deemed adulterated under the statute, and it is 1 - ingredients which wer ) 





sary only to show the existence of these injurious ingredients or sub- | vided they were sold undet 
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| terpretation of this statute, 


In any event, the question is not so clear as to authorize a construc- 
tion hich might do grave injustice in the case of products not mis- 
leading and not harmful to the public health. 

So far as I can ascertain, the words “own distinctive name” in this 
connection have not been judicially construed. The same language is 
used in substance in the bill now pending in Congress, and even the 
committee to which it was referred has not a settled view of the mean- 
ing of this term. (See Report of Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce No. 2118, House of Representatives, 59th Cong., 1st sess., 
inder date of Ma irch 7, 1906.) 

It seer to therefore, at the interpretation to be given to the 
phrase “ their own di peeetina ‘ae is the one which I have hereto- 
fore indicated. 

rhe exception ‘‘ Second,” relating to articles labeled, etc., so as to 
plainly indicate that they are mixtures, etc., applies, in my opinion, 
to mixtures, compounds, I inations imitations, or blends which have 
not a distinctive name in the sense of an arbitrary name, or which 
from their name, label, brand, or tag indicate that the constituent ele- | 
ment of the mixture, compound, combination, imitation, or blend is 
some known substance. 

The object of this portion of the statute was that where a person 
was buying a mixture, compound, etc., represented by label, brand, or 
tag to be composed in part of a known food, that such person suld be 
informed as to the constituent elements of such mixture, compound, etc. 

o illustrate, using the word “Sahara” above referred to: As I 
have pre sly stated, “ Sahara” standing by itself could deceive no 
1 ut reparation sahara’’ was sold as “ Sahara calves’ 

e labels ds were calculated to convey to the 

































































haser that with the addition of water ‘“ Sahara 
’ foot jelly, then the purchaser should be informed 
to the calves’ foot jelly there were also, as constituent 
food, si r and a wholesome herb, naming it. 
d as ara strawberry jam,” and there was only 
re ‘rry juice in the preparation, the tent 
t haser should know what other constitu 
r mixture, to wit, the jam. 
be shown that the jam consisted of 
and apples. Sor ie «other strawberry 
alled, t consist of strawberries, inulated sugar, and | 
peaches, and the purchaser would thus be informe a. in accordance with 
the statute, as to “the character and constituents”’ of the compound, 
mixture, etc. | 
The addition of the word “ Sahara” to the other words ‘“ strawberry 
jam’ does not make “Sahara strawberry jam” a distinctive name 
within exception * First ” of the statute. The point is that strawberry 
jam, with whatever prefix or other description, conveys to the mind of 
the ordinary purchaser that the mixture or « oneal is made of 
strawberry juice and sugar, and does not convey to the mind of the 
purchaser that there is another constituent or ingredient, to wit, apple 
or peach or whatever it may be. 
I have endeavored to make clear that when the public buys “ Sahara,” 
a jelly powdel no representation is made as to the contents of that 
food, and so long as the food is harmless it can be sold without dis 
closing the constituents thereof, because it has its own distinctive 
name within the meaning of the statute. When, however, the public 
buys “Sahara strawberry jam,”’ the purchase is made bec ause it is a 
strawberry jam, and the word *“ Sahara” merely indicates a particular 
brand of the compound or mixture, strawberry jam. 
Let me illustrate further. Suppose that upon the package in which 
‘** Sahara,” a jelly powder, is sold there is also added the word “ straw 
berry” or the words “strawberry flavor.”” The intention is to convey 
to the public mind that the flavoring is obtained from the strawberry. 
If, as a matter of fact, no strawberry is used, but the flavoring is ac 
quired through some vegetable compound or chemical process, thx 
becomes the duty of the vender to give the constituents of the flay 
or to otherwise make clear by label, etc., that the strawberry fl 
is artificial 
i ticult to elaborate with illustrations. Suffice it to say. that 
rule on this branch of the subject may be stated as follows: 
e the article of food is held out to the public in such mann 
ordinary purchaser would be deceived, then that such article 
nde in the meaning of the statute. 
i » disclosures of trade formulas the statute provides 
need not be disclosed in the case of proprietary 
h cont no unwholesome added ingredients, except in so 
provisions of the act may require it to secure freedom from 
n or imitation. A proprietary food may be defined as a 
1 is the property of a particular person or persons by virtue 
er of combination, or name or method of presenting to the 
public by label, brand, tag, ete. 
It is difficult to define under what circumstances it wonld be neces 
s , under the act, to disclose a trade formula. Such disclosure would 
‘ id upon the facts of each particular case. It might be that the 
d preparation had an acid, which in very sm: quantities might 
harmless, and yet be irmful in large proportions, and it might 
in order to protect the public, to require the disc] of 
‘ ' 
There is another illustration of importance which may be made in 
n with this part of the act. Let us take the constituent cle 
rf * sa above referred to, to wit, sugar, calves’ foot j 
iay ne he Suppose that the herb had the flavor of t 
‘ v | é paration was sold as “ Strawberrine.” The pul 
» believe that the strawberry flavor in the prepa- 
t s AW rry ruit. 
ion itself was not deleterious to health, yet 
i de n inst which th e sti itute is ‘intende d to safe 
s t ration, w ild be sold under the 
‘ f = * ‘ d not lly sold under the 
! I in the character and constituents of 
s le n ted upon the label, brand, or tag 
I IVES 
I that it the intention of the statute that 
the « nd nt 1 be given of all preservatives. 
( MIA rE! 
When artificial joring is used and such coloring is composed 
! es, I am of the opinion that the wee, brand, 
it the coloring is artificial, and th: in ich 
‘ rr ha tl vice of using some ment phrase 
red or of setti forth on the label, tag, et 
e I ! f tl coloring matter. In any event, it must 


be | 
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made clear by either of the methods just referred to that the col 
is artificial and not natural. 

I think that the foregoing sets forth with sufficient detail the ge 
propositions in relation to the interpretation of this statute. 
course whether an article is misbranded within the terms of jho 
statute, as construed herein, must depend upon the whole situati 
the name, the label, the brand, the tag, the advertisement—in } 
the manner in which the article of fcod is held out to the public. 

I may say, in conclusion, that, if it is practicable, it would he « 
for your Department to pass upon the names, labels, brands, tags 
wherever request is made, in good faith, so to do by manufactur - 
venders of foods. 1 

In view of the uncertainty which has prevailed in regard to th: 
I think you are entirely justified in 
a reasonable time to recall any misbranded goods, pro d 
that such goods are not adulterated so as to contain ingredients | 
ful - health or are not imitations or substitutions of other 
calculated to deceive the public. 

Opinions of this office from time to time in specific 
to make clear the general propositions here set forth. 

Yours, respectfully, 


dealers 


cases will rve 


JULIUS M. Mayer, 
Attorney-General, 


NIAGARA FALLS. 


Mr. BURTON of Ohio. 
the bill H. R. 18024, with 
Niaraga Falls bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the 
gentleman from Ohio? 

There was no objection. 


Mr. Speaker, I ask for the repri: 
Senate amendments numbered, 


of 
the 


request of the 


RIVER AND 
BURTON 


HARBOR IMPROVEMENTS, 


Mr. of Ohio. Now, 


Mr. Speaker, I call up the 
bill H. R. 20266, an act to amend an act entitled “An act 
authorizing the condemnation of lands or easements needed 


in connection with works of river and harbor improvements at 


the expense of persons, companies, or corporations,” approved 
May 16, 1906, on the Speaker’s table, and I move that the 
House nonconcur in the Senate amendments and ask for a con- 
ference. 

The motion was agreed to. 


The SPEAKER appointed as 
House Mr. Burton of Ohio, 


conferees on the part of the 
Mr. Bisuor, and Mr. BANKHEAD. 


REPRINT OF IMMIGRATION BILL. 


Mr. HAYES. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
reprint of the bill H. R. 4403, as last reported, and of the last 
report. It is the immigration bill, and the supply is entirely 
exhausted. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California asks unani- 
mous consent for the reprint of the bill and report referred to. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD, by unanimoys consent, was given leave of 


absence indefinitely. 
Mir. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 


The motion was agreed to. 
‘cordingly (at 5 o’clock and 48 minutes p. 
m. 


adjourned until to-morrow, at 11 o’clock a. 


A 
Lo 


m.) the House 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, 


munieations were 
as follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a 
copy of the journal of the House of Delegates of Porto Rico, for 
the second session of the third legislative assembly—to the 
Committee on Insular Affairs. 

A letter from the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, 
submitting a report on the improvement of the Anacostia Flats 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, tra 


the following executive co:n- 


taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 


ns 


mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the brig Delaware, James Dunphy 
mas ter—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be pri 

. letter from the assistant clerk of oo Court of Claims, tr: 
m {ti iz a copy of the conclusions of t and law in the Fre 
spoliation cases relating to ihe ot aa Nancy, James Step! 
son, master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 


printed. 
A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, tra! 
— ga of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
poliation relating to the - ——, master—to the 


C ‘ommitte e on Claims, and ordered to be printe< 





copy 


CASES 





S-EPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 
of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein 
ed, as follows: 
r. GROSVENOR, from the Committee on the Merchant Ma- 
and Fisheries, to which was referred the bill of the Senate 
6255) concerning licensed officers of vessels, reported the 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4993) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 
BURNETT, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
h was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16804) providing 
for the use of $3,000,000 of the money that would otherwise be- 
( a part of the reclamation fund for the drainage of certain 
] : in North Carolina and Virginia, and for other purposes, 
ed the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 4994); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state 6f the Union. 


» 


Under clause 


ne 


il, 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


> 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
s of the following titles -were introduced and severally re- 
{ | as follows: 
Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 20354) for 
» enlargement of the public building at Hot Springs, Ark.— 
» Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
Mr. VOLSTEAD: A bill (H. R. 20355) to authorize drain- 
f certain lands in the State of Minnesota—to the Committee 
Publie Lands. 
Mir. HAMILTON: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 178) pro- 
¢ for the improvement of the harbor at South Haven, 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
Ry Mr. BURTON of Ohio: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 179) 
ing for the improvement of a certain portion of the Mis- 
sis i River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


CONGRESSIONAL REC 


Mr. GILL: A resolution (H. Res. 601) requesting the 

t of the United States to transmit to the House of 

R entatives such official information as he may secure con- | 
e the details of the recent massacre of the Jews in|} 


tok, Russia—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
By Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska: A resolution (H. Res. 602) 
uesting the Secretary of State to obtain certain information 
ng operations of savings banks in foreign countries, for 


ntation at the second session of the Fifty-ninth Congress— | 


» Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A resolution (H. Res. 603) providing 
r the consideration of the bill H. R. 8444—to the Committee 
ules, 


R 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 


following titles were introduced and severally referred as | 


ows: 


Mr. AIKEN: A bill (H. R. 20356) granting an increase of 
nsion to Mary T. Mathis—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BEALL of Texas: A bill (H. R. 20357) granting an 
rease of pension to Jane Auldridge—to the Committee on 


By Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 20358) grant- 


r an increase of pension to Charles Rea—to the Committee on | 


d Pensions. 


] Mr. CAMPBELL of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 20359) granting | 


rease of pension to Malissa Thomas—to the Committee on 
aulid Pensions. 
By Mr. GARBER: A bill (H. R. 20360) granting an increase 
pension to Henry 8S. Webb—to the Committee on Inyalid 


Mr. HASKINS: A bill (H. R. 20361) granting an increase 
pension to George T. Wetherell—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 20362) granting a 
n to Hartford Matherly—to the Committee on Invalid 
ms, 

Mr. MOORE: A bill (H. R. 20: 
ision to Otis FE. Rush—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MURPHY: A bill (H. R. 20364) 
record of V. B. Gatewood—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 

By Mr. RHODES: A bill (H. R. 203865) for the relief of Wil- 
liam Nevin—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20366) for the relief of Adaline Cole—to 


Pensi 
By 
of pel 
By 


Ty 


Oo 


>) 


granting an increase 


the Committee on War Claims, 


to correct the mili- | 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 20367) granting a pe to J 
Schacht—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20368) granting a pension to Robert \ 
Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 208369) granting a pension to Willis Cole— 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 20870) granting an increase of pension to 
Jonas Mathews—to the Committee on Invalid Pensio 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20871) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Russ—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20372) granting an increase of | on to 


Andrew J. Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 20373) 


granting an increase of p ion to 
Thomas H. G. Lester—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20374) granting an increase of pension to 
James Gillam—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPIGHT: A bill (H. R. 20375) for the relief of the 
estate of William Joslin, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. WALDO: A bill (H. R. 20376) granting an increase 
of pension to Michael McDermit—to the Committee on Inva- 


lid Pensions. 
Also, a bill 


R. 20377) to correct the military record of 


(H. ) 
to the Commit 


Daniel Reardon tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WEISSE: A bill (H. R. 20378) granting a pension to 

Rosina Stoll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
PETITIONS, ETC 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions 1 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows 

By Mr. AIKEN: Paper to accompany bill for lief of 
T. Mathis—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Petition of Henry Dor Ison et al., 
for Senate bill 3638, relative to retirement of nonce < ed 
officers, petty officers, and enlisted men of the Army, ‘ 
and Marine Corps—to the Committee on Military Affa 

Also, petition of A. Gray, of St. Louis, Mo., for the 
Cyprian Claymorgan, praying for : yn to secure to the ! 
the property ceded to said Cl iorgan wu er & a l 
claims—to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

By Mr. BEALL of Texas: Paper to accom] ll for relief 
of Jane Auldridge—to the Committee on P* ns, 

By Mr. BENNET of New York: Pet ; of s 1 th 
sand persons in New York, New Jersey, i Ivar 
against the Dillingham-Lodge-Gardner bill—to 1 ( ttee 
on Immigration and Naturalization 

By Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania: Petition of tizens of 
Pennsylvania, against additional restrictive | n relative 
to immigrants—to the Committee on Immigration and Natura 
zation. 

By Mr. CROMER: Petition of Joseph G. Leffler ¢ a 
Muncie, Ind., for an amendment to ¢ é r { 
restriction of immigration—to the Comn | 
and Naturalization. 

ty Mr. DALE: Petition of Michael B t 
sections of the immigration bill he Ce ] 
tion and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Chicago Fede ( ] I 
18752 (the Pearre bill)—to the Com J 

Also, petition of Washington Camp No ( 
Sons of America, Scranton, Pa., for ft j 
the Committee on Immigration and Nat 

Also, petition gf Municipal Art Leagu \ 
Federal art commission—to the Committee « e | 

Also, petition of Chicago Federation of I 
injunction laws—to the Committee on the Judi 

Also, petition of Fleetville (Pa.) Grange, Ne 
food bill—to the Committee on I I é I ( 
meree, 

Also, petition of J. U. Hopewell, for amend ’ 
laws making 1 all paid p subscri] s ( 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads 

Also, petition of Grange Ass ciation of P ly for m 
food bill—to the Committe on Interstat I { 
merce. 

Also, petition of Master Plumbers’ Association of §S 
for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to t ( 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of National German-American Alliance of PI 
delphia, against further action on pending immigration | 
to the Committee on Immigration and Natura tion. 

Also, petition of Hon. P. A. Philbin, publisher of the Citizen, 
for making all paid paper subscriptions legal—to the Co ee 


on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
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Also tition of The New Immigrants’ Protective League, 
for le r distribution of immigrants—to the Committee on 
limigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. DAWSON: Petition of Hawarden (lowa) Commercial 
Club, rainst the parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

Also, petition of United German Societies of New York, for 
furtherance of arbitration treaties—to the Committee on For- 


eign Affair 
Also, petition of American citizens of German descent adopted 
at Cooper Union, New York, favoring negotiation of arbitration 


trenties—io the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. DRISCOLL: Petition of New York State Canned 
Goods Packers’ Association, for the pure-food bill—to the Com- 
inittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. FLOOD: Petition of Charles W. Straughan, for re- 
dress of grievances suffered in courts of the District of Colum- 
bina—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


By Mr. 
Order Good 
liquor selling in all public buildings—to the Committee on Al- 
ohoiie Liquor Traflic. 

By Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of heirs of Alexander C, Stockard—to the Committee on 
War Claim 


By Mr. GOEBEL: Petition of citizens of Cincinnati, against 


FULLER: Petition of Grand Lodge, Independent 





the immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 
By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of Order of Knights of Labor, 


1403, relative to increase of head tax on im- 
on Immigration and 


Senate bill 
to the 


against 
migrants- 


tion. 


Committee 


iy Mr. GROSVENOR: Petitions, in form of letters, protest- | 


ing against the passage of the eight-hour bill, from the follow- 
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JUNE 23, 


2, after the words “ from hey” 


and, in line 22, after the words 
to insert “ lading or;” so as to make the | 


“or other conveyance;” in line 1 
to insert “ or other conveyance ; ” 
* superintend the,” 


“ 











la 
read: 
Be it enacted, etc., That section 2871 of the Revised Statutes of ‘ 
United States is hereby amended so as to read as follows: : 
“Sec. 2871. Upon arrival at any port in the United States; ; 
steamship or other conveyance from a foreign port or place, or : 
the arrival of a steamship or other conveyance from another port in 
| United States belonging to a line designated by the Secretary of . 
Treasury as a common carrier of bonded merchandise, the collects, of 
customs, with the concurrence of the naval officer, where there is , 
upon or after the issuing of a general order, shall grant, upon ); > 
application therefor, a special license to lade or unlade the ea; f 
said vessel or other conveyance at night—that is to say, between ; 
set and sunrise; but before any such special license is granted {ho 
master, agents, or consignees of the vessel or other conveyance i 
execute and deliver to the collector a good and sufficient bond. 
approved by him, conditioned to indemnify and save the collector } 
less from any and all losses and liabilities which may occu 
occasioned by reason of the granting of such special license. And y 


Naturaliza- | 





Templars of the United States, for prohibition of | special license or of any general order, 


liability of the master or owner of any such steamship or oth 
veyance to the owner or consignee of any merchandise landed fro; 

or other conveyance shall not be affected by the granting of sy. 
but such liability shall co : 
until the merchandise is properly removed from the dock where 


same may be landed. The collector, under such general regulation 3 
the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe, shall fix a uniforn i 
reasonable rate of compensation for like service, to be paid by the 


master, owner, or consignee whenever such special license is granted 
and shall collect and distribute the same among the inspectors assig i 
to superintend the lading or unlading of the cargo.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and 
amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

JOURNAL OF PORTO RICO. 

VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 


} 


the 


The 


} cation from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, pursn- 


ing cities: Jacksonville, Fla., Chicago, Ill., and Battle Creek, 
Mich.—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. LAMB: Petition of Methodist Preachers’ Meeting at 
Richmond, Va., and vicinity, East Hanover Presbytery, Baptist 
Conference in Richmond, Va., and Y. M. C. A. mass meeting, 
Richmond, Va., for Sunday closing of the Jamestown Exposi- | 


tion to 


the Select Committee on Industrial Arts and Expo- 


sitions. 


McKINLEY of Illinois: Petition of Ralph Jefferus 


By Mr. 
et al. of Charleston, IIL, against pipe-line amendment to rate 
bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MOORE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Otis 


EE. Rush—to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. SPIGIIT: Paper to accompany bill for relief of estate 
f William Joslin—to the Committee on Claims. 


oO 








By Mr. WEISSE: Petition of The New Immigrants’ Pro- 
tective League, for better distribution of immigrants—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of National German-American Alliance, for 
furtherance of treaties of arbitration—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affaii 

Also, petition of Board of Trade of Chicago, for efficient in- 

tion of meat-packing products—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 
SENATE. 
SaturpDay, June 23, 1906. 

Prayer by Rev. Joun VAN ScHAICcK, Jr., of the city of Wash- 

ton 

The retary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s 
p | s, when, on request of Mr. Lopce, and by unanimous 
( t, the further reading was dispensed with. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal stands approved. 
UNLADING OF BONDED MERCHANDISE. 


ask unanimous consent to take from the Cal- 


Mr. LODGE. I 
1 '> = ‘ y . +7 HQ” 2 } > ; 
Rk. 7099) to amend section 2871 of the Revised 


endar the bill (H. 
atutes. 
ry read the bill; and there being no objection, the 


The Secret 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 


Senate, as in 


eratron, 


The bill had been reported from the Committee on Commerce | 


with amendments. 

: amendments after the 
in line &, 
conveyance ; ” on 
“lade or;’ 


rhe were, on page 1, line 7, 
steamship,” to insert “or other conveyance; ” 
the word “steamship,” to insert “or other 

» 2. line 1, after the words “ license to,” to insert 
2, after the word to insert “or other convey- 
in line 5, after the word “ vessel,” to insert “or other 


conyeyance;” in line 11, after the word “steamship,” to insert 


és 


in line ‘vessel, 


word | 
after | 


ant to law, a copy of the journal of the house of delegates of 
Porto Rico for the second session of the third legislative assem- 
bly of Porto Rico; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pacific Islands and Porto Rico. 

FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi 
eation from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting the conclusions of fact and of law filed under the act 
of January 20, 1885, in the French spoliation claims set out in 
the findings by the court relating to the vessel schooner Nancy, 
James Stephenson, master; which, with the accompanying payer 


| was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to | 


printed. 
He also laid before the Senate a communication from the as- 
sistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting the con 
; of fact and of law filed under the act of January 20, 1855, 
in the French spoliation claims set out in the findings by the 
court relating to the vessel brig Delaware, James Dunphy, n 
ter; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BRow NING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bill and joint resolution: 

8S. 6493. An act to authorize the city of Buffalo, N. Y., to « 
struct a tunnel under Lake Erie and Niagara River, to erect 


sons 


| and maintain an inlet pier therefrom, and to construct and m 


tain filter beds for the purpose of supplying the city of Buffalo 
with pure water; and 

S. R. 68. Joint resolution expressing the sympathy of 
people of the United States with the Hebrews on account of the 
massacres of members of their race in Russia. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to 


th 


| the reports of the committees of conference on the disagrecing 


votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to 
the following bills: 


H.R. 18372. An act to authorize the sale of timber on cert:in 
of the lands reserved for the use of the Menominee tribe of 


Indians, in the State of Wisconsin ; 

Ii. R. 14171. An act making appropriations for fortifications 
and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the 
procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for 
other purposes ; 

Pi; ae 2 3’. An act for the division of the lands of the Osage 
Indians in Oklahoma Territory, and for other purposes; and 

H.R. 16953. An act making appropriations for the service of 
the Post-Oflice Department for the fiscal year ending June 560, 
1907, and for other purposes. 

The message further announced that the House had dis‘ 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 20266) to 
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end an act entitled “An act authorizing the condemnation 
of lands or easements needed in connection with works of river 
d harbor improvements at the expense of persons, companies, 
or corporations,” approved May 16, 1906, asks a conference 
th the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 


ihereon, and had appointed Mr. Burron of Ohio, Mr. BisHop, | 
i Mr. BANKHEAD managers at the conference on the part of | 


the Hiouse. 


rhe message also announced that the Speaker of the House | 


had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were there- 
upon signed by the Vice-President : 

S. 4109. An act to increase the efficiency of the Bureau of In- 
sular Affairs of the War Department; 


S. 6146. An act to authorize the Back River Bridge Company 


to construct a bridge across the west or smaller division of the 
Ohio River from Wheeling Island, West Virginia, to the Ohio 
S re: 


I. R. 118. An act to amend sections 713 and 714 of “An act 


to establish a code of law for the District of Columbia,” ap- | 


proved January 31 and June 30, 1902, and for other purposes ; 
Hi. R. 1326. An act granting an increase of pension to Ora P. 
Howland ; 
H.R. 14171. An act making appropriations for fortifications 
| other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the 
procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for 
other purposes ; 


Il. R. 15513. An act to declare and enforce the forfeiture pro- 
yided by section 4 of the act of Congress approved March 8, | 


1875, entitled “An act granting to railroads the right of way 
through the public lands of the United States; 

I}. R. 16290. An act to modify the requirements of the act en- 
titled “An act to promote the education of the blind,” approved 
March 3, 1871; 

Il. R. 16785. An act giving preference right to actual settlers 
on pasture reserve No. 3 to purchase land leased to them for 
agricultural purposes in Comanche County, Okla. ; 


HI. R. 18529. An act to authorize the sale of certain lands to | 


the city of Mena, in the county of Polk, in the State of 
Arkansas 3 

Il. R. 19181. An act to grant a certain parcel of land, part of 
the Fort Robinson Military Reservation, Nebr., to the village of 
Crawford, Nebr., for park purposes ; 

H. R. 19682. An act authorizing the Commissioners of the Dis- 


trict of Columbia to permit the extension and construction of | 


railroad sidings in the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
Hi. R. 20119. An act to authorize the village of Oslo, Marshall 
County, Minn., to construct a bridge across the Red River of the 
North ; 

H. R. 20210. An act to authorize the city of St. Louis, a cor- 
poration organized under the laws of the State of Missouri, to 
construct a bridge across the Mississippi River; and 

H. R. 20321. An act to provide for the traveling expenses of 
the President of the United States. 

PETITIONS. 


4 


Mr. GAMBLE presented petitions of sundry citizens of Avon, 
Hurley, Heela, Chancellor, Freeman, Centerville, Canton, and | 


lerney, all in the State of South Dakota, praying for the passage 


of the so-called “ pure-food bill,” and also for the Government | 


inspection of all meat products; which were ordered to lie on 
the table. 
Ile also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Parker, 


Bonesteel, Evarts, Oacoma, Fort Pierre, and Presho, all in the | 
State of South Dakota, and of Sioux City, Iowa, praying for | 


the adoption of a certain amendment to the argicultural appro- 
priation bill providing for the Government inspection of all 
meat products; which were referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 

Mr. PLATT presented a petition of the Union Stock Yards 


Bank, of Buffalo, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation | 


granting protection to the live stock industry of the country; 
which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. DILLINGHAM, from the Committee on Immigration, to | 


whom was referred the bill (H. R. 15442) to establish a Bureau 
of Immigration and Naturalization and to provide for a uni- 
form rule for the naturalization of aliens throughout the 
United States, reported it with an amendment and submitted a 
report thereon. 

Mr. CARMACK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon; 
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| A bill (H. R. 18911) granting an increase of pension to 
Frances Becker; 

A bill (H. R. 19048) granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
V. Malone; 

A bill (H. R. 19047) granting an increase of pension to Susan 
C. Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 19180) granting an increase of pension to Larsey 

Solt; 

A bill (H. R. 19177) granting an increase of 
Elizabeth Kerr; 
A bill (H. R. 19221) granting an increase of pension to Emma 
| Byles; and 
| <A bill (H. R. 19253 
Charles H. Thompson. 

Mr. McCUMBRER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
| was referred the bill (S. 5402) granting an increase of pension 
| to C. M. Lyon, reported it with amendments, and submitted a 
| report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 19659) granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
S. Miller, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
| and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (H. R. 14163) granting an increase of pension to 
| Jerome Lang; 

A bill (H. R. 1549) granting an‘increase of pension to Louis 
| H. Gein; 
| <A bill (H. R. 17782) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Scott; 

A bill (H. R. 18544) granting an increase of pension to John 
W. Coates: 

A bill (H. R. 18606) granting an increase of pension to Maria 
A. Maher: 

A bill (H. R. 19118) granting an increase of pension to Effing- 
ham Vanderburgh; 

A bill (H. R. 6201) granting an increase of pension to George 
| W. Laking; 

A bill (H. R. 18657) granting an increase of pension to Nich- 
Olas Schue; 
A bill (H. R. 19317) granting an increase of pension to Sa- 
mantha B. Marshall; 

A bill (H. R. 19352) granting an increase of pension to Philip 
Killey ; and 

A bill (H. R. 19686) granting an increase of pension to Orrin 
S. Rarick. 


nsion to Jane 


granting an increase of pension to 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGES. 

Mr. BERRY. I report back from the Committee on Com- 
merce, without amendment, the bill (S. 6483) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to legalize and establish a pontoon railway 
bridge across the Mississippi River at Prairie du Chien, and to 
authorize the construction of a similar bridge at or near Clinton, 
Iowa,” and I submit a report thereon. This is a bill the senior 
Senator from Wisconsin |Mr. SrooNer] is very anxious to have 





passed. In his name I ask unanimous consent that it may be 
considered at this time. 
The Secretary read the bill: and there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 
eration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


WASHINGTON AND WESTERN MARYLAND RAILROAD. 
Mr. WHYTE. I am directed by the Committee on the D 


' trict of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (II. R. 12086) 
to amend an act entitled “An act to incorporate the W: g 
| ton and Western Maryland Railroad Company,” to report it 
favorably without amendment, and I subn a report thereon. 
I ask unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill 
The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, the 
| Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 
eration. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
| dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
| MISSISSIPPI RIVER DAM. 
Mr. NELSON. I am directed by the Committee on Cor 
| to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 19431) permitting 
building of a dam across the Mississippi River between 
| counties of Stearns and Sherburne, in the State of Minnesota, 
| to report it favorably without amendment, and I submit a report 


thereon. I ask for its present consideration. 
The Secretary read the bill; and there being tio objection, the 


pac ener 
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Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 
eration. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
FRED DICKSON. 
Mr. SMOOT. I report back favorably from the Committee 
n Claims, without amendment, the bill (H. R. 9528) to reim- 
se Fred Dickson for loss of his tools during the fire which 
d the engine house at Fort Duchesne, Utah, September 
i9, 1902, and I ask for its immediate consideration. 
The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, | 
the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its con- 


ration. It proposes to pay Fred Dickson $155.65. 
‘he bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 





| 
| 


CODE PREPARED BY THE STATUTORY REVISION COMMITYEE. 
FULTON I am directed by the Committee on the Re- | 


vision of Laws to report favorably the concurrent resolution of 











Mr. PATTERSON. I ask that Senate bill 3245, creating tha 
Mesa Verde National Park, be recalled from the House of |: 
resentatives. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordepag 

Mr. PATTERSON. I enter a motion to reconsider the 
by which the bill was passed, with a view to its indefinite , 
ponement when it is returned. 


\ 


GUN CARRIAGE FOR RIPLEY, TENN. 

Mr. WARREN. I am directed by the Committee on Mili: 
Affairs, to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. J 
160) authorizing the Secretary of War to furnish a certain 
carriage to the mayor of the city of Ripley, Lauderdale Cc, 

Tenn., to report it favorably without amendment, I 


Call 
attention of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. CARMACK] to the 
joint resolution. 

Mr. CARMACK. I ask unanimous consent for the pr t 
consideration of the joint resolution. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution; and there being yo 
objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded 
| to its consideration. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 


amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time 
passed. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 6516) for the relief « he 

estate of Q. K. Underwood, deceased; which was read tw 
its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the | 
mittee on Claims. 
CULLOM intreduced a bill (S. 6517) granting a 
crease of pension to William C. Hall; which was read twi : 
its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 


Mr. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 6518) granting an increase of 
pension to William H. Stiles; which was read twice by it le, 
| and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming introduced a bill (S. 6519) to revise 
and amend the United States Statutes relating to the commit- 
ment of United States prisoners to reformatories of States; which 


the House of Representatives, which was referred to that com- 
ee on the 20th instant. 
| desire to say that there is a provision in the resolution pro- | 
viding for the payment of the expenses from the contingent 
funds of the Senate and of the House. I understand, therefore, 
that the resolution will have to he referred to the Committee 
to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 
The Committee on the Revision of the Laws recommends an 
amendment, striking out “ four” and substituting “ five,” in line 
3; so as to make it read “five Senators.” I wish to inquire 
whether the amendment can be acted on before the resolution 
res to the co mittee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
will be read. 

The SecreTary. On page 1, line 8, before the word “ Sena- 

‘s,” strike out “ four ” and insert “ five.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The co nt resolution as amemled was referred to the 
Cx ttee to A it and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Ss as i | > 

] cue H of Re esentatives (the Senate concurring), 
1 t a joint gs] committee appointed, consisting of five Sena- 

to be ointed t Vice-President and five Members of the 
| of J sel s pointed by the Speaker, to examine, 
1 it to Congress recoil ndations upon the revision 

1 i iti of vs pre red by th atutory Revision Commission 

‘ a rized to revise and codify the laws of the United 
State eand th the said joint committee be authorized to sit during 
t ecess of ( SS 1d to employ necessary clerical and ether 

; to order such printing and binding done as may be re 
in the transaction of its business, and to incur such expense as 
e ¢ ed 1 y, 4 1 such expense to be paid in equal propor- 
from the contingent funds of the Senate and House of Repre- 
ives 
GRAND 1 INDEPENDENT ORDER OF ODD FELLOWS OF THE DISTRICT 
OF COLUMBIA. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I am directed hy the Committee on the 


District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 6448) 
to authorize the Grand Lodge of the Independent Order of Odd 
Fellows of the District of Columbia to sell, hold, and convey 
certain re estate, to report it favorably without amendment. 
i ask for its present consideration. It will take but a moment. | 
The Secretary read the bill, and, there being no objection, the | 
S te, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded te its con- 
eration. 
bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. or- 
i to be eng sed for a third reading, read the third time, 
1 passed 
MESA VERDE NATIONAL PARK. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
froi he House of Representatives. 
| bill (HL. R. 5998) creating the Mesa Verde National Park 
\ ead 1 by its title. 
PAT RSON. I have called the attention of the Com- | 
n J lic Lands to that bill, and I am authorized by the 
‘ to juest its immediate consideration and passage. 
I « addi 1 that a similar bill passed the Senate 
on tl th of April and is in the House. If this bill passes 
I will tl ask ecall of Senate bill 3245 and its indefinite 
] ) 
i VICE-PRESIDENT The Senator from Colorado asks 
u imous « nt for the present consideration of the bill. 
The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Co itt ( the Whole, proceeded to its con- 
leration. 
ill was 1 rted to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


a 


was read wice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. MALLORY introduced a bill (S. 6520) to correct the 
naval record of Francis F. Thueilin, deceased; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE introduced a bill (S. 6521) granting a pen- 
sion to Abbie J. Daniels; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


FIVE CIVILIZED TRIBES. 


Mr. CARTER submitted an amendment authorizing the Se 
retary of the Interior to reexamine the enrollment records « 
the Five Civilized Tribes, ete., intended to be proposed by him 
to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was ref 1 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be print: 


@ 


KLAMATH INDIAN RESERVATION. 

Mr. FULTON submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $3,000 to complete the surveys of the lands in the KI! 
math Indian Reservation, ete., intended to be proposed by hii 
te the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be print: 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I ask unanimous consent for the prese! 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 15506) authorizing the pat 
ing of certain lands to school district No. 57, Nez Perces County, 
Idaho. 

Mr. LONG. Is the morning business finished? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has not been concluded. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I shall have to object to the consideration of 
anything but the routine morning business. | 


+ 


The agricultural 
appropriation bill has been waiting for some time. 

Mr. HEYBURN. A number of bills have been 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I shall have to object until the agricultur 
appropriation bill is sent to conference. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made. 

DEBTS OF SANTO DOMINGO, HAITI, AND COSTA RICA. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, at the last session of Congr 
the Senate passed a resolution for the printing as a Senate coc- 
ument of certain statements made from the Thirty-first Aunt 
Report of the Council of the Corporation of Foreign Bondholders 
for the years 1904 and 1905. That related more particularly 


passed by 








1906. 


to the debt of Santo Domingo and Haiti, and perhaps of Costa 
Ri al. 

I have now extracts from the same paper of a later date and 
some other extracts, which I desire to have printed in the Rec- 
orp and also as a document, for the purpose of bringing to the 
attention of the Senate the opinion and the attitude assumed by 
the highest financial authorities in Europe in respect of out 

ituation in regard to the debts of what we might call the 
“bankrupt States of America.” 

rhe paper that we printed last year was of immense service, 
I think, to the Government and people of the United States and 
the Senate, and I wish now to print in the REcorp and also to 
have printed as a document the following: 


COSTA RICA DEBT. 

1. Extract from the Times, London, June 2, 1905. Money market 
article (Page 13.) 

». From the Financial News, London, June 3, 1905. Editorial enti- 


‘Costa Rica external debt.” 
3. From the South American Journal, London, 
Lee article headed “ The Costa Rica debt.” 
le headed *‘ Costa Rica debt.”” (VPage 605.) 
labular statement amount (which is in pounds sterling) 
bt prices during 1904, highest and lowest; name of bonds, 
quotations therefor. (Page 624.) 
‘rom the ‘Thirty-second Annual Report of the Council of the Cor 
n of Foreign mndholders for the years 1904—5, issued October, 
London. 


(Page 4.) 
June 3, 1905. 
(Page 604.) 


City 


of of the 


latest 


> 
> 


190 
I think it is very importent, Mr. President, that the attitude 
assumed by the great financial powers of Europe in respect of 
our obligations already assumed, or pretended on their part 
that we have assumed, for the guarantee of the debts of these 
ller American Republics, should be known to the Senate, 
because in our action here upon anything that occurs of a 
icial character relating to any of these Republics we must 

be governed in a large degree by what these financial authori- 
ties assert are our obligations, as we must either accept them or 


\ ust refuse to accept them. 
‘iv opinion is that the time has arrived when it is necessary 
for the Government of the United States to take a definite stand 


on that subject and not to permit any foreign government, such 


as Costa Rica, by its negotiations, by the stipulation of its 
financial arrangements with bondholders of London, to fix a 
liability upon the United States for the redemption of their 

ht. Of course it is a presumptuous act, an outrageous thing 
to do, but it is done by Costa Rica, for instance, in recent 


tiation, and these men accept it abroad and their highest 
‘inl authorities quote these acts as if they were obligatory 
upon the United States. 

w, what I want to do, and all I want to do, is to get this 


information from these sources before the Senate. It has re- 
quired a good deal of work on my part to get these things 
from the highest official financial sources in Europe. TI think 
the Senate will find that it is of very great advantage to have 
+) 


these papers printed. 

It is nothing to me; I care nothing about it personally at all; 
but I have felt it was my duty, being a member of the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations, to bring this subject to the attention 
of the Senate. The print, when made, will not be long. It 
will be a short print. Perhaps it will cover three or four pages 
of the document, and altogether, perhaps will not cover more 
than three columns in the Recor 

Mr. SPOONER. I have just come into the Senate Chamber. 
Will the Senator kindly indicate. just what these papers are? 
I have no doubt he has already stated it. 
Mr. MORGAN. I will read the list I have here. 
1. Extract fr the Times, 1905. 


‘ 
‘ 


m London, June 2 Money market 


articl (p. 18). 
”. From the Financial News, London, June 3, 1905. Editorial en- 
titled ** Costa Rica external debt” (p. 4). 


+] 





Further | 


rom the South American Journal, London, June 3, 1905. City | 
ofii rticle headed “The Costa Rica debt” (p. 604). Further article 
] 1 “Costa Rica debt” (p. 605). 

ular statement of amount (which is in pounds sterling) of the 
a prices during 1904, highest and lowest; name of bonds, latest 
quotations therefor (p. 624). 


t. from the Thirty-second Annual Report of the Council of the Cor 
poration of Foreign Bondholders for the years 1904 issued October, 
1205 London. 
Mr. SPOONER. That is only for information? 
Mr. MORGAN. Entirely for information. 
I ask, Mr. President, that the papers I have referred to may 
printed in the Recorp and also as a document. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
The papers referred to are as follows: 
[Extract from the Times, London, June 
THE MONEY MARKET. 
The council of foreign bondholders communicate the summary of an 
agreement made between the Government of Costa Rica and Messrs. 
Speyer & Co., of New York, with reference to the settlement of 
debt of the Republic. The proposals were considered by the committee 
of Costa Rica bondholders at a meeting held to-day, and the committee 


vs 


9 


, 1905.) 


the 
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unanimously resolved to recommend their 
ing of the bondholders, to be convened a 
been ratified by the Costa Rican Congress. 
ble for the fact that the United States 
fulfillment of the terms. The following 
mary : 

“The Republic will create and issue it 


for $11,500,000 (United States gold), date 
interest from that date. The loan may 
for the purpose of exchange for the out 


Railway gold bonds for $1,449,000. 
“The bonds are exempt from al 


i taxes, 


acceptance 


1 
( 


Th 


n 


tandin 


and will 


a 


nny 


il 


r 
‘ 


1, 1955, or previously, by the operation of a 
of at least 1 per cent of the nominal amount of 
as from January, 1910, by monihiy installments 
“The loan will be secured by a first charge 
by the Republic, whether imposed on imports 
cured, if the customs receipts prove insufficient 


monthly payments for interest, sinkir 
} 












































fund, and ex} 


eficiency be not paid by the Republic, by a first 
to the charge in respect of the $1,449,000 Paci 
the amounts receivable by the Republic on the sale 

* Holders of the refunding bonds and Messrs. Speyer 

| entitled to apply to the Ur d Sta f America for 
any violation of and for aid in the enforcement 
the refunding bonds. 

“Arrangements have been made with Messrs. Spey 
the latter will act in the conversion of t \ 
B bonds of the present exterior debt of the R 
vision will be made for the retirement for p 
respect of arrears of in rest ms onds } 
January 1, 1897, on the basis of the agreemen §.4 
ment in cash of the interest accruing from April 1, 

>, on the same basis on such bonds 3 ill be 

ym. 
‘he holders of both the A and B bond 
titled, in addition to payment in sh of tl 
ceive such a nominal amount of tt 
duce an income equivalent to th I 
bonds under the arrangement of 
[Extract from the Financial News, London, J 

One of the most striking t ! 
has been the upward mov in y 
of defaulting South and Centr Amer 
Rica “A” and “B bonds rose in 
spectively, and since t commen I f 1 ‘ 
tions of both have considerably re im < I 
is n to a large extent ted I the 
been made between tl Gover t of Costa R 
& Co., of New York [ V V pt las 
of yesterday), s t r itior \ 
on the one hand, and ceptan the « 
other hand After the exy n t 
of Cord » bonds, it uld not be 
congressional rat n: but, so fi 
will be neit! Itvy nor undue ¢ t 

| external bond! 1 are likely the 
mendation of the council of toreign l 
has in it two highly importa clau n 
finality in th ‘tilement 

The clau we er to ar 3 follow 

“If the amounts received from cus ar 
and default is made by the Rep either ir 
then, upon the r est of either | y the a 
dent of the United States of i the Rey 
the matter for arbitration to The Hagu 
bunal should cease » eX r de ne t 
United States President should s f 
such President, be submitted to 1 I 
them as provided in the agreeme! 

rhe phrase logy of the clause is a little ’ 
one is quite explicit 

‘It is also provided that the holders « I 
Messrs. Speyer & Co. shall be ent 1 to apy 
America for protection a t al violation 
enforces ent of the agr I i nd ert I ng 

It is obvious that these s would 1 iv 
agreement without the sanct he United Sta 
that, in accordance with t ’ t I t 
trine, that Government will only | { 
sure so long as she fulfills her « g 3 h 
agreement thus |! 1 new Ceparture ! 
portant results f tir Spanish-Ar n §S 
creditors, 

In the pa the treatment which Costa Rica |! 

has been, f course, utt i 
t; but in tl respect she 
n the majority of the S&S 
urposes, as Lord Ave I 1 
ir, the public debt f ¢ i 
two loa e issued, one f Oo 
and 2 | nt sinking f a I 
2 dschmidt, and the « - for £2,4 ) 
rest and 1 per cent sinking fund, for \ 
ter were sponsors. ‘The first loan w . i I 
} cent and 74 per cent, respectively, ar 1 pre 
rot a much smaller per ge of the second 
curious evidence given | re the foreign loans 
vears ago: but that a matter between t ‘ 
agents—the bondholders were in no way 
of the proceeds of the loans from their ] 
fault took place, and for eleven wear} t 
nothing; and in 1885 they made the : 
Rica, on the principle that half a loaf we 

‘he principal of the debt outstanding ! 
£2? 000,000, divided into £525,000 [ A is 
bonds, the interest being permanently it 
of 6 per cent and 7 per cent, while for « 
the bondholders accepted £22 1 in s f ( 
Company. The rate of amortization was lowered 


| 
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Ag some compensation for these reductions, the bondholders were of $4.85 per £1, in London, at Messrs. Speyer Brothers, and at 2.750 
given the special security of “customs notes,” which the Government | guilders per dollar in Amsterdam, at Messrs. Teixeira de Mattos Broth- 
\ rt to sue each year up to the sum required to provide for | ers. - 
t ervice, tl ‘notes’ being preferentially acceptable in pay- The bonds are exempt from all taxes, and will be repayable on July 

rf stoms duties It was also provided that the old bonds should | 1, 1955, or previously, by the operation of a cumulative sinking fy; i 
ined yIlnteral security until July 1, 1904. For eight years | of at least 1 per cent of the nominal amount of the loan, to be payable 
on ISS5 reement was observed; but no sooner had the | as from January, 1910, by monthly installments, and to be applied y 
eon handed over to the Government than default again took | Messrs. Speyer & Co. in the purchase of bonds at not exceeding par and 
1 urrently, the Government discontinued the issue of the | interest, or by drawings at par and interest, thirty days’ notice at 
notes,” least of the drawings to be given. The Republic reserves the right to 
Oo UY ter, in 1897, a fresh arrangement was sanctioned, | at any time pay any further sums to the credit of the sinking fund. 
vhich the interest on the A and B bonds was reduced from 5 The loan constitutes a direct obligation of the Republic, and wil! be 
to 3 per cent in the former case and 24 per cent in the latter; | secured by a first charge on all customs receivable by the Repub! 
nking fund was suspended for twenty years, and the coupons in| whether imposed on imports or exports, and also secured (if the « 
mounting to £250,000, were funded into noninterest-bearing |-toms receipts prove insufficient to meet the necessary monthly paymer 
cates for £100,000, redeemable in twenty years by a sinking for interest, sinking fund and expenses, and if such deficiency be n 
of £5,000 per annum. The debt payments were to be (but, iff | paid by the Republic) by a first charge (subject only to the cha: 
of fact ‘ver were) paid in monthly installments, and in the | respect of the $1,449,000 Pacific Railway bonds) on the amounts receiy- 
‘ f def t for six consecutive months the rights of the bond- | able by the Republic on the sale of liquors. 
d ie 1885 agreement were to be ipso facto revived. The A customs agency (to be designated by Messrs. Speyer & Co. un 
has continued since October, 1891, despite every effort on | default shall have been made by the Republic, when the design 
f 1 council of foreign bondholders and its representatives | may be made by the President of the United States of America, and, 
{ e the Government of Costa Rica to act honestly toward the | failing him, by Messrs. Speyer & Co.) is to be established, and is 
} iers Under all the circumstances, those bondholders would be | have the sole right to issue (1) certificates with which all cust: 
} tly tit n insisting that the arrangement of 1885 should | upon imports and exports receivable by the Republic are alone to 
oe ted to: t to do so would be to prolong the default for a quite | paid, and (2) (if the proceeds of the issue of the above certificates sha 
i te period, and, upon careful consideration, we are confident in any month be insufficient, and such deficiency shall not be met by th: 
v wi iccept the terms of settlement proposed. The total | Republic) certificates in which alone the purchase price of all liq 
iness of the R blic funded and unfunded. amounts to | sold by the Republic shall be payable. 
s 000, while the 1 issue is to be 5 per cent refunding United The agency is monthly to remit to Messrs. Speyer & Co., of Now 
« d bonds for $11,500,000; but it may be increased to | York (who are to act as agents and bankers of the Republic in Am 
S] ,000 for tl purpose of exchange for the outstanding 6 per | ica, Great Britain, and the continent of Europe), for the service of 

t Pa Rail me ‘ for $11.449,000. the loan, one-twelfth of the amount necessary to provide for inter 

l nd interest is to be payable in New York, or, at the | sinking fund, and expenses. ; 
h opti at a fixed rate of exchange of $4.85 per £1, in London. The Republic is under obligation so long as any of the bonds remain 
ir inking fund 1 been fixed at 1 per cent (at least), payable in | outstanding not to create any further charge or hypothecation in 

hly inst ents. and to be applied by Messrs. Spever & Co., in the | ority or to ranking pari passu with the bonds, and also not (without 
rchase of nds, at not exceeding par and interest, or by drawings | the assent of Messrs. Speyer & Co., after notice to them) to vary or 
nar and interest. The loan to be secured by a first charge on all | change the customs on exports or imports, or assign, pledge, or other- 
ms receiv e by the Republic, whether on imports er exports, | Wise deal with the right of manufacture of liquor. 
jeficient if m good by the amounts receivable on the sale If the amounts received from customs is at any time insufficient, 
10rs Phe ston enue has risen steadily from $1.238.000 in | and default is made by the Republic, either in payment or othery 
1900 to $1.676.000 last vear. while the liquor revenues have fallen in | then, upon the request of either party to the agreement, or of 
ime pe $424,000 to $335,000. after being as low as | President of the United States of America, the Republic is to forth- 
000 in rhere is ample security for the loan if the Govern- | With submit the matter for arbitration to The Hague Tribunal, or in 
: t choos norably. and, as the holders of the A and B]| case that tribunal should cease to exist or decline to act, or the Re- 
ds are t in addition to payment in cash of the rears | public and the United States President should so agree, the matter 
of interest, to receive such a nominal amount of the new 5 per cent | Can, on request of such President, be submitted to three arbitrators, 
is as will produce an income equivalent to that payable under the | toe be appointed by them as provided in the agreement. 
S97 arrange! t. they have reason to feel ve erateful alike to the It is also provided that the holders of the refunding bonds and 
il of foreign bondholders and to Messrs. Speyer & Co. for bringing | Messrs. Speyer & Co. shall be entitled to apply to the United States 
ta we e, if tardy, termination of what threatened to be a | America for protection against any violation of and for aid in the « 
permanent default. : forcement of the agreement and the refunding bonds. 
. Arrangements have been made with Messrs. Speyer & Co. whereby 
the latter will act in the conversion of the series A bonds and series 
[Extracts from the South American Journal, London, June 3, 1905.] B bonds of the present exterior debt of the Republic, and wh« 
a ‘ er provision will be made for the retirement for cash of the certificates 
COSTA RICA DEBT. ; : : ; : 
in respect of arrears of interest on such bonds from January 1, 1855, 

Fluctuating between highest and 17% as the lowest, and open- | to January 1, 1897, on the basis of the agreement of 1897, and fer pay- 
i this vear 28. Co a A bonds have this week advanced to 583, | ment in cash of the interest accruing from April 1, 1901, to July 1, 
! h of th provement having taken place quite rece Un- | 1905, on the same basis on such bonds as shail be tendered for con- 
‘ tedly e current quotation is a record one, and has, I understand, | version. 

rought about by he purchases on behalf of Messrs. Speyer in The holders of both the A and B bonds will upon conversion be en- 
‘ the f ng ing t announced yesterday. Costa | titled, in addition to payment in cash of the arrears of interest, to 
Rica fault s g bondholders are to | rrat receive such a nominal amount of the 5 per cent new bonds as will 
ted on ¢ ich gives st a value to their bonds. which | produce an income equivalent. to that payable in respect of the A and B 
re ¢ ndebted to Mes Spever. Of « se, great | bonds under the arrangement of 1897. 
A in fit e not philanthropi and it is believed th behind The Republic is to primarily apply any balance of the proceeds of 
1 they have, at least, the support of the United States | the bonds received by it to the payment off of the floating and consoli- 
Gove ent. Several clauses in the agreement would seem to point to | dated debts of the country. 
tl for it wor appear that the new loan is to be specially ‘ured ition 
ul 1 the Republic’s customs receipts, which are to be collected through 
ustoms agency to be desi ted by Messrs. Speyer, but should de- Stock and share list—South American stocks, bonds, etc. 
t take pla then designations may be made by the President of the 
i d State who, in another clause, also has the right to request COSTA RICA. 
Rica to st it any disputes or questions arising to arbitration. ——— 
I ders of Costa Ri bonds will get £50 of the new 5 per cent | |Prices dur- 
f it bonds, plus arrea of interest in cash, which should justify : Sink-| ing 1904. Last Latest 
‘ better pl than that now ruling. They are expected to com- | Issue| Present |*; —— T. kk week's — 
A : , 7 , . H o's { Name of stock. | quota- 
. price of fully 80, and in some quarters par is looked for. It is | Price.) amount. |p g High-, Low- quota- | tions 
] 1 that Messrs. Speyer have other Central American defaulting | ‘lest. | est. tions, | 
§ in hand (City office.) 
pees 
&. Pt 
The council of foreign bondholders communicate the summary of an ] ~.....- 625,000 |...... |} 288} 173 Bonds A—3 per cent-__.... | 68 53) 58 59 
ent made between the Government of Costa Rica and Messrs. | -...-..- | 1,475,000 |...... 25} | 134 | Bonds B—2} per cent-...- 46 47; 5O 51 
& ¢ of New York, with reference to the settlement of the | 
Tv} roposals were considered by the committee TF a , =o 
Itica bondholders at a meeting held on Thursday, and the com. | Dividends paid April and October. 
! lv resolved to recommend their acceptance by a public | [Extracts from the thirty-second annual report*of the council of the 
! f the bondholders to be convened as soon as the agreement corporation of foreign bondholders for the years 1904—5.] 
i by the Costa Rican Congress. . . 
is as nary, in United States gold, of the indebted- (Page 10.) ° 
? i Cc; At the time of the publication of the last report there were six 
B t (outstanding April 1, 1905): Spanish-American debts in default, viz, those of Colombia, Costa Rica, 
doht cee Lae, i at en a ea $11, 690, 925. 00 Guatemala, Honduras, and Venezuela, and the Buenos Ayres Cedulas 
i ioe aes ene eh Pe ee 692. 215. 00 It is satisfactory to state that two of these debts, the Colombian and 
Railway bonds_..........._... 1. 449° 000. 00 Venezuelan, have been settled on terms which, all things considered, 
(b) Unf t (outstan z January 1. 1905) : . a may be regarded as fair, especially in the case of the former. Nego- 
1. | finn _____. $991. 928. 24 tiations are proceeding for a settlement of the Costa Rica debt and o 
2 ¢ tel 4a 458. 38° 44 the Buenos Ayres Cedulas, and it is to be hoped that arrangement 
ee eae 1. 450. 210. 68 | ™8Y be effected in both cases in the near future. 
oe ee Although rumors have been afloat that the two worst of the de- 
15 922 KEN Ra faulting States—Honduras and Guatemala—are about to make pro 
0, 250 DoD, 68 in ° ‘ ne . : . . ? 
, posals to their creditors, no offer has been submitted by eith of 
blic will create and issue its per cent refunding United | them to the council. It is certain, however, that sooner or later these 


ionds for $11,500,000 in denominations of $1,000 and $500, 





arer, and dated July 1, 1905, and carrying interest from 

§ The loan may be increased to $13,239,000 for the purpose 

of exchange for the outstanding 6 per cent Pacific Railway gold bonds 
for $1,449,000. 

Principal and interest of refunding bonds payable at Messrs. Speyer 

& Co., New York, or, at the holders’ option, at a fixed rate of exchang 


defaulting countries will realize that the absence of all credit, and 
the fact that the money markets of the world are closed to them, 
outweigh any sacrifices they might have to make in order to pay 


their obligations to the bondholders. 

The past year has witnessed a very remarkable appreciation in 
the market value of Spanish-American securities. The following 
table, showing the comparative prices of the bonds of eight of these 
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ries at the end of September of each year from 1901 to 1905, in- | mated to the council that they wor s { f 
sive, is of interest: ment, no such offer was forthco in € ’ 
< ~ — were informed by Messrs. Spey it 
} 1901. 1902. 1903. | 1904. 1905. agreement had been entered into t 
| York house. The following epit ‘ ) 
— - —~— ——- — —— | the council by Messrs. Speyer Broth« 
a Ts i pe IP a 14 24} 4 | 44 The Republic of Costa Rica. Epité f = 
i ia at ea 163 29 26 | 56 May, 1905, made between the Repu ge 4 I 
a gS ie oe 15 19 | 194] 46 Speyer & Co., of New York, bankers 
REN ckoceiinssatdwens saxdbeasaaun 13 21 | 24 | 39} OBJ} ( { 
si ties tees Kbbdinimmaitind mene 5 5 6 i ™ : : 
NE wi cstacivacednapoeaiiedidiehis 57} ei] 88 | ‘3 | in be eee eee ae 2 oe et : 
Rp ame aera to x 29 35 | | penitates dine Gahan GO dees otter ! , 
scnttens shepebaeis : 49} | 583} B94 | of State of the United States of . 
ORES OIE ESR Fae 26 29 | 823) 42 51 a . nited . i 
| 7 3) has for its object t t of t ‘ 
5 eae __ | the Republic by the issue of ref Q d 
appreciation in value between 1901 and 1905 has been approxi- The following is a sul in U. 5S. A. gold 
y as follows: of the Republic as set out in schedule “A” to 1 
Per cent. PRESENT INDEBTEDN rit} 
i Ri a aaa aaa ae erty e aenetenrreepanstinr eatery nine eereaas -- | (a) Bonded debt (outstanding April ist, 1905): 
l vice i e fe — = | . 
: = . ; ‘ 
wras onus on OO —e oOnds 1 My 
= soa panitigteiiaasisie eee ee ae Rea | (b) Unf nding J | ; 
NO ceatiiesay a pict abd = te il wee ae 20 | r ‘ 
PS pic we as Ea ik ae eee ee Sai ae ap es ey 
a ta i a al ek ea 7 ; — pe, 39 ‘ . 
( 
is understood that the increase in values is largely due to the - - 
i that the recent utterances of President Roosevelt with regard to . 68 
{ Monroe doctrine were intended to indicate that the United States And the following is a mm 1 < - 
( ment would not allow the Spanish-American Republics to take | taken at. sient ae ad 
ntage of the protection afforded them by the United States in order | ope SE oS x 
ide the payment of their liabilities to their foreign creditors, and | eystoms i at nee few , 
if they did not, in the President’s words, “act with decency in| ,, ae ye ee ee ae 
trial and political matters, keep erder, and pay their obligations,” | 5; wv ’ S, toe 
United States would take steps to compel them to do so. It is 1201 “= panes . . A, OSU 
y to be hoped that this may prove to be the case. ‘The attitude L902 : , . sé - 3 1), 58 
United States Government in connection with Panama, Santo 1903 a emer ea . UsS 
», and Guatemala, which is dealt with in the appendix of this LvU4 , a 
can not, however, be regarded as affording the English bond- And also of the statement in s ed 3 
rs much cause for congratulation. les of liquor taken at 464 cents 
(Pages 16 and 17.) 1900 . $ 
sta Rica.—In June last Messrs. Speyer Brothers informed the core a. 15 
( il that a provisional agreement, which included the settlement of | 47,5 : 
external debt, had been arrived at between their New York h sone 
i the Government of Costa Rica. The agreement provided for 1904 - 
e of a new debt of $11,500,000 United States gold, bearing interest AM W ; 
» per cent, and with a sinking fund of 1 per cent to ce rence in >» Rk will create nd g 5 ' , » 
0, which was to be applied to the conversion of the existing ex t rold nds for $11.500.000 in ¢ fs TY e 
{ 1 and of a portion of the internal debt, and to the payment ‘ eare nd dated July 1, 1 l 
of all the arrears of interest on the external debt and of stamp | sueh d i ] loan may be eased to $1 .O000 f 
etc., in connection with the new issue. The holders of A and B |} of « inge for the tanding 6 t ] R ! 
vere to receive 60 per cent and 50 per cent, respectively, in new for $1,449,000. i 
n account of their capital, besides the cash payment for arrears, Principal and interest of f lin 1 
ing in the case of A bonds to £12 15s. and in that of B bonds | & Co., New York, « t the h 1 i 
to £10 12s. 6d. The new loan was to be secured by a st charge on | of $4.85 per £1 st in Lo \ Ss 
toms receipts and collaterally by a second charge on the re-| 2.5 guilders per d Ay t i 
on the liquor revenue. A customs sncy, charged with the issue | Brothers ; 
ificates by means of which all were to be paid, was ‘ ' 
iblished and designated by Mess yer & Co., of New Y« The bonds . ey 
e agreement contained a provision that in the event of a defa 1st of J a 1 = ne 
place, this agency might be designated by the Presi of the | fund « Shee A enn cas : , - 
y >} ¢ 1 
oposa were considered by the committee, who resolved that ies Ny ie Ne a : 
would be prepared to recommend them to the acceptance of the ; : * } aaa . } 
olders, provided that they were first ratified by the Costa Rican ice cae 4 a cs -: 
Unexpected difficulties have, however, arisen, and as far { . "4 : f 
ouncil have been able to ascertain, no decision has been arrived | ¢ ne as shi : ; P 
Congress. it is understood that a new government will shortly | - . 
int >» and that no further progress can be made until Con- 
i les in the spring of next year am CO! S at ‘ 
(Pages 118 and 119.) —iat tad ; - 
COSTA RICA. toms : i f } 
eee ee a Se ee Se eee a ee ee eB si oot I I res k , ! I 
a ee es eh Ooo Re ) t 
t g 00°] 
2, 000, 000 by tl he t s 
Coupons in arrears: col N 
January, 1895, to January, 1897, inclusive__.___-_~- inte 200, 000 | . on a ' ; . \f 
October, 1901, to April, 1905, inclusive.-........~-- -- 400,000 | goranit shall have Side teas "] 
2, 600, 000 | aa ae ateeces i gl ' . 
COSTA RICA COMMITTEBR. "attain aihee ae 1) 
Right Hon. Lord Avebury, chairman, imp nd I v 
‘ir G. Barham, d f the é 
Claud Bishop, esq. in any ! l it l 
lion. Sir C. W. Fremantle, K. Cc. B. the R ) rt 
>. G. Bruce Gardyne, esq. r sold by Repu ! 
\ ter Hentley, esq. Rt ‘ 
I’. G. Horne, esq. — ; : 
I’. Praed, esq. rl ger : y to! \ f 
Van Raalte, esq. York r .< 
( | Sharp, esq. a L, . I , 
( surgey, esq. . . ‘ 
it. EX. Tomkinson, esq. 1D ind i s 
Richt Hon. R. BE. Wodehouse, M. P. I I N ro 
J. W. Phillips, esq., M. P. a ‘ 
Secretary, James P. Cooper, esq. 1 ¢ nding not to t 
Seeuntiag ei ei ee 000 t r I pari 
tion (January 1, 1905) 7 ae . $31, 340 1s t of M 8. 5 wf 
|, San Jose—population bs ‘ . 24,500 | ‘ the Is OF ¢ 
J debt per head (including arrears of interest)_.._. £7 16s. 11d. | W'S© § WIR tHe Figur Of | 
1) lent, Don Ascension Esquivel. . ATION IN CA 
[Pages 122—126.] If the at nt received 1 . 
REPORT er a eee ee os 
= tEPORT. then, n the re of « 
as le Service of the external debt of Costa Rica has remained in total | President the 1 S 
cerault during the past year. with subi the n f 
Although the Government of Costa Rica has several times inti-1 in case that tribut ould t, ~ 







































































Republic and the United States President should so agree, the matter 

can, on request of such President, be submitted to three arbitrators 
t appointed by them as provided in the agreement. 

It is also provided that the holders of the refunding bonds and 

{ Speyer & Co. shall be entitled to apply to the United States 

of America for protection ainst any violation of and for aid in 

the enfoi< nt of the agreement and the refunding bonds. 

CON SION OF EXISTING A AND B BONDS. 

Arrangements have been made with Messrs. Speyer & Co whereby 

t r ill act in the conversion of the series A bonds and series 

I; the present exterior debt of the Republic, and whereby 

Pp sion wi made for the retirement for cash of the certificates 

ct of arrears of interest on such bonds from January 1, 1895, to 

vy 1, 1897, on the basis of the agreement of 1897, and for the 

| it in sh of the interest accruing from April 1, 1901, to July 1, 

05, on the same basis on such bonds as shall be tendered for conver- 

‘the holders of both A and B bonds will upon conversion be entitled, 

n to payment in cash of the arrears of interest, to reccive 

t nominal amount of the 5 per cent new bonds as will produce an 





to that payable in respect of the A and B bonds under 
1897. 








nt ot 
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Mr. DICK. I will say in response that the chairman of the 
Committee on Cuban Relations is entirely familiar with ; 
matter, and with my request. He offers no objection to it. 

Mr. WARREN. I should be glad to look at it, if there ig , 
objection, and it will come up in the morning hour at our next 
session. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
tion will go over. 


Objection is made, and the reso}y- 


SUITS UNDER ANTITRUST LAW AND INTERSTATE-COM MERCE LAW, 

Mr. LONG. I offer a resolution and ask unanimous cons nt 
for its present consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Attorney-General be directed to furnish the s 
ate with a statement of all suits instituted by the Department of 
Justice under the Sherman antitrust law and’ the interstate-commerec 
law, and the disposition made cf such suits. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 


Mr. CULBERSON. I ask the Senator from Kansas from 
what time does he propose to call for this information? 

Mr. LONG. I did not understand the Senator’s inquiry? 

Mr. CULBERSON. The resolution proposes that the Attor 


ney-General shall be directed to send to the Senate information 
as to suits instituted under the Sherman law. From what 
time shall he begin to state the suits? 

Mr. LONG. All suits. 

Mr. CULBERSON. By every Attorney-General since the act? 

Mr. LONG. Certainly. A part of this information is in a 
certain document, and the purpose is to complete that state- 
ment. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Let the resolution be read again. 

The Secretary again read the resolution. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Upon reflection, I am inclined to think 


\ 


that it is the proper construction of the resolution that it 
covers all suits instituted by the Department of Justice under 
the acts. 

Mr. LONG. Certainly; that is the purpose of it. 


Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I am very glad the Senator 
from Kansas has offered the resolution, but I want to offer an 
amendment to it. I will state it: 

Also a separate statement of suits brought under the s ] 
kins law,’ giving date when suits were brought, character of 
suits, and the final disposition of the same. 


Mr. LONG. That will be included. 

Mr. FORAKER. It might be included under the reference 
to the interstate-commerce act, but I want to have it included 
particularly. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Ohio. 





The Secretary. Add at the end of the resolution the fol- 
lowing: 

And also suits brought under the so-called “ Elkins law,” including 
their character, dates, and finai disposition. 

Mr. FORAKER. “ When brought, the character, and final 


disposition.” 
Now, Mr. President, before that is agreed to, while it 
fore the Senate, | wish to make a few remarks upon it. 
I want that information because I think it will show, when it 
is brought to the attention of Senators, what I have been « 
tending for here without very much success for the last five « 


is be- 


| six months, that we have got all the law now on the statut: 


books, or would have if amended as I proposed, if it be on! 
properly enforced, that is necessary to correct every evil that 
anybody has made complaint of in this Chamber since the r 
bill diseussion commenced. 

I wish in this connection to call attention to the fact that 
under the Elkins law there was first the Wichita case, as it 
was called, reported in 189 United States, where the Supreme 
Court of the United States held that under the Elkins law a 
community could maintain a suit against a railroad for an i 
junction to enjoin a discrimination against it in the making of 
rates for it and other communities with which it may be in 
competition for markets. 

Then that was followed by the Fairmount coal case. I do 
not want to be tedious about this, and I will therefore indicate 
just enough to show the character of these cases. That was 4 
West Virginia case, a suit in mandamus, where the complaint 
was that a mine operator was being discriminated against in 
the allotment of cars. A mandamus was allowed and the pro- 
ceeding was sustained. The court made a finding of what his 


| proper allotment of cars was and made an order in accordan 


I It is to primarily apply any balance of the proceeds of 
t ! i by it to the paying off of the floating and consolidated 
det ¢ tne ¢ intry. 

Dated June 1, 1805. 

‘ ttee, having considered the terms as above proposed for 
the settle it of the external debt, resolved that, provided the agree- 
ment v ified by the Costa Rican Congress, they would recommend 
t! » the acceptance of the bondholders. 

M peyer tl » hopeful that the agreement would have 
hee t by the end of June, but unexpected diffi 
cu { dela ‘ ir as the council have been able to 
‘ in, the f n ‘ of the matter has been postponed 

l af tions, whi are to take place toward the close of the 
1 if ‘ 

Judging from the account given by the President and the finance 
n of the cial condition of the country and the large sum 
expended on the payment of internal obligations, the conduct of the 
Costa Rican Government in allowing the external debt to remain for so 
long a period in total default is deserving of the strongest condemna- 
tion 

E. G. RATHBONE. 

Mr. DICK. I submit a resolution and ask for its immediate 
consideration. 

e resolution was read, as follows: 

t the petitions in the case of E. G. Rathbone, and 

\ t o1 inving papers, including Senate Doc it No. 367, 

I in tl ft Secretary of the Senate, be te yrarily with- 

‘ n f said files, and 500 copies of the same be printed as a 
‘ I for the u of the Senate. 7 

Mr. ILOPKINS. Ought not those matters to be looked into 
a little before they are printed as a document? 

Mr. DICIX. The matter has been looked into by the com- 
mittee of which the Senator from Illinois is a member. They 
ct i the files of the Senate, and the request is in part fol- 
] r a resolution by the Ohio legislature asking that this 
l r be inquired into. I hope the Senator from Illineis will 
isist upon an objection to so fair and reasonable a re- 

Mr. WARREN. My attention was distracted in another direc- 
1 I will the Senator what the proposition is. 

Mr. DICI The proposition is to print 500 copies of the 
1 mm and } ers in the case of E. G. Rathbone, a matter in | 
\ 1 the files are very complete but which have never been 
printed. These are for the use and information of Senators | 

during the recess, since it is now too late in this session to take | 
the matter up by the committee to which it was referred. 

{ WARREN. Is it anything that has been presented to a 
‘ tt f the Senate heretofore? 

DICK. How does the Senator mean? 

Mr. WARREN. Has the subject-matter been before any one 
‘ ( es of the Senate? 

Mr. DICK Not in this Congress. 

Mir. WARREN. I will say to the Senator, I recall that in the 
Col ittee on Military Affairs a full hearing was had on a sub- 

hich brought up the so-called “ Rathbone matter.” Major 
Rathbone was present and the report of the hearing then had 
rinted. I think before that the matter in part or as a 
had been considered by the Committee on Cuban Rela- 
Perhaps the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Burn- 
|, the chairman of that committee, can tell us something 

| ut if. 

Ir. DICK. The matter at the present time by proper refer- 
ence is with the Committee on Cuban Relations, and not with 
the Co1 ttee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. WARREN. I understand the Senator then refers to 
what was 1 ve the Committee on Cuban Relations. 

Mr. DICK lf am not familiar with what was before the 
( nittes | Military Affairs. At the present time this whole | 
matter is with the Committee on Cuban Relations. 

Mr. WARREN. I will ask the Senator if it will suit his pur- 


ose as well to let the resolution lie over a day until the chair- 
the Committee on Cuban Relations can look at it, also 
» chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs? 


“Y ¢ 
ith @)i 





with it. The case went to the circuit court of appeals, and 
there, with the Chief Justice of the Supreme Court of the United 
States presiding, that decision of the circuit court was affirmed. 

So in those two cases you have, first, the fact established that 








1906. 


vou can maintain an injunction suit to protect a locality from | against an individual; and that it prohibits 
iscrimination; and, in the second place, that you have a legal | crimination, but it also prohibits e 
emedy, a prompt, efficient one, that you can avail yourself of at | I have been contending that the only le; 
iy moment when you can go to the court-house with the proper | to enact was legislation that would br 
eading and file it to protect you against discrimination ia the | the Elkins law, so as to make it 
‘tment of cars. 


} 


Haven coal 
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ery kind of 
lation tl 
oaden 

more avail: 


effective than it already is. I have be 








‘hen that was followed by the Chesapeake and Ohio and the | that was necessary was that the Department of Ju 

it is termed. That was the case in| enforce that law, as they are now doing day by 
h it was held by the Supreme Court of the United States | they have enforced it in the cases which I have 
rebates could not be given under the guise of fixing a price In the Washington Post of this 1 


lis mornng we have 
a commodity 


railroad company itself was as-| column the following headline I am not going 


A s 


ing the right to sell and make delivery of; that under the | article, but only the headlines to indicate the 
vision of the Elkins law which prohibits discrimination by | what follows: 


levice whatever that kind of a practice was prohibited. WAR ON STANDARD 


BEGUN BY MOODY—CRIMINAL PI 


‘hen eame the Pabst Brewery case, decided only a few weeks _ a [. OFFICERS : — THE ELK ~ a 
7 ; 7 - : 3h SOUGHT EF CONVICTION RESULTS RE PRO 
it Milwaukee, where it was held that private car lines, re- | ie ; : 


, rator care 
es as those were prohibited by the Elkins law, and that 
the filing of a bill of complaint the court would imme- 


\ 


| now come the last cases, which were decided a few days 
t Kansas Ci 
‘ed that the shippers and the railroads were violating the 
state-commerce law and were liable under the Elkins law 
in injunction to restrain them, and that they were guilty of 
nspiraey, for which they have been convicted and sentenced 
yesterday, as shown by to-day’s newspapers. 
‘ry interesting case, and I want to call attention 
and have it go into the Recorp, so that Senators may see | but still 


twas a 


ins law fits every one of these cases. In the C., B. and Q. 

s at Kansas City, Senators will remember, an agreement 
entered 

‘h a certain rate of freight was to be paid. This rate and 
published rate at the date of the contract were the same. | | 

I r, after that agreement had gone into effect, the railroad 
fit to increase its published rate, so that the contract rate 
the published rate after that increase differed; to allow 
‘contract rate was therefore to allow a concession below the 
blished rate. 


others, according to the testim w hi 

completely—as completely as the glove fits the hand—the | introduced, were equally liable, and that it S 
the officers of the law to indict all of those other 

ceeding upon the assumption that they all woul 
into between the railroad and the shippers by | Now, what I want to bring to the attention of 


ry 
ils, 


n the trial of the shippers and the brokers who made that | 
angement that 


4.0010 : 
; 


penitentiary and the other to three months in the peni- 
tiary. 


BAILEY. 


} 


lilty 7 


it I have not been ¢ 


' the bill stated a case, allow a temporary restraining | counsEL. 
1, as they did in that case, which could be made final, as it | 
s in that 


The court held that the contract was no de- | 
, but only a device, and that these shippers were guilty of | 
r and the railroad of granting a rebate or an unlawful 
sion, or whatever it may be thought fit to call it, and 
it was in violation of the Elkins law, which prohibits any 
h advantage by any device whatever. It was also found | 


they were 
y act, and yesterday the shippers and the railroad were 
fined $15,000 under the Elkins law, and two of the de- 
lants—the 


: Mr. President—— 
he VICE-PRESIDENT. 

to the Senator from Texas? 
Mr. FORAKER. 
Mr. BAILEY. 


Does the Senator from Ohio yield | never placed upon the statute book than t 


Certainly. : 
Could there have been a conspiracy toe violate | Mr. BACON and Mr. LONG addressed tl 
laws of the United States without all of those people being | The VICE-PRESIDENT. T! 
I think the Senator will agree that there could not. | ognized. 

‘le to understand from reading the ac-| Mr. BACON. Mr. Pr 





NEY-GENERAL SUGGESTS CRIMINAL PRO‘ DINGS 
, icing charges, brokers’ commissions, and all such | hMPLOYEES OF THE STANDARD OIL COMPAN R Al 
| OF LAWS REGULATING INTERSTATE COMMER AND 
| BATES AND OTHER UNLAWI L iI I 





TION OF AFFAIRS OF THE “ OCTOI ro BE 


| st column on the same page of to-day’s W 
the following headlines: 
Pras ial ‘Pp ; : ae BOTH FINE AND JAII SENTENCI I 
ity, the cases of the C., B. and ‘Q., where it was | exsrs—prErENDANTS MAKE APPEAL—COURT M ; 


JECT TO INDICTMENT. 
What is meant by that part of the headline “ of] 
indictment” is this: The court, in rendering i 
nounced that not only those who were bet 
had been shown to have been guilty of viol 
liable to the fines and to the punishment t it 


that to strengthen that law as I propose 
proposition. It is something that involve 





| us in the prohibition of offenses against publi 
punishment of offenders. By simply doing 
injuriously affect nobody we could perf 


already familiar with, that has alrear 


guilty criminally under the con- law. 


This completely vindicates all that has be 


| spect. Therefore it is, Mr. President, that when 
brokers who negotiated the arrangement—were | morning’s paper that the conferees had not r 
d heavily, one being fined $6,000 and the other being fined | ment upon the railroad rate bill I was not 
in addition one was sentenced to four months in | it would be a great blessing if they should | 
| or, they agreeing, that we would exercise our 
| condemn it and prohibit it from ever 
a more unnecessary law, or a moi nis ef-1 


aa Lt 
if there, and it will not take more than tw 
for every Senator here to find it ou 


le penator 


sid 


nt in is that some of them seem to | sires to speak to the resolution, I shall 
ve been punished criminally and others were not. | Mr. LONG._ I will yield to the S 


Mr. FORAKER. 
count of the case. 


Well, Mr. President, I have not a full ac-| Mr. BACON. I merely wish to off 
I am familiar only with that which appears | resolution. Does the Senator desir 


the newspapers, and I observed what the Senator from Texas | offered by the Senator from Ohio [ Mr. I 


s called attention to; but the fact remains that all who were | will yield that he may do 


nished were found guilty of violating the Elkins law, and Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President—— 
ihat the shippers and the railroads were all alike fined each in The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the v1 
the sum of $15,000, and that, too, under the Elkins law. yield to the Senator from Vermont? 

If anybody has escaped, it was not the fault of the law. | Mr. BACON. I do. 

Mr. BAILEY. And that will give the country great satisfac- Mr. PROCTOR. I wish to appeal to the § 


n. Now, if they will follow that by putting every man who | that he ask that his resolution be laid aside, 
olated the Wikine law into prison for conspiracy to violate | to lead to some discussion, and it will be easy t 
. they will have done very much to vindicate the authority of | It is very important that the agriculttr 
the Government. 
Mr. FORAKER. 


if 


ry? 





1s 


should be sent to conference. We have other 


indeed, Mr. President; and that is | utive business at 35 o’clock—and it will lb 
precisely what I have been calling attention to for the last | discussion goes on, if the agricultural | 
live or six months. 


i I i 


I have been saying that the Elkins law | ference to-day. If the Senator will consent 


prohibits every discrimination, no matter what the character | tion aside, I will then move that the agi 
of it may be, no matter whether it be against a locality or } bill be laid before the Seuate. 


at ti cls, 


| That is in the first column of the first page; we 
ase a few months later when the case was fully | the la l 


| tion; something that does not involve the confer 
power upon the Commission; something that involy 
ment; something that conforms to the rules that have ; 


ted, and with its enforcement all over the untry 
| not be any doubt about the breaking up of all 1 
tices that have been complained of. What I « 
further is that all this good work is being done 


; not only every dis 
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under the so-called Elkins law, when brought, character, and final qi; 
position thereof. : 

The Attorney-General is further directed to report to the Sen 
what portion of the special appropriation of $500,000 heretofore mado 
to enforce said laws has been disbursed and the manner of such ¢ 
bursement. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, let the resolution go oyer. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under objection, the resolution 
over. 


or 


AGRICULTURAL 


Mr. PROCTOR. I move that the agricultural appropriation 
bill be now laid before the Senate. 


APPROPRIATION BILL. 





Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Vermont 


yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I rise to claim the floor 
as a matter of privilege. 
Mr. PROCTOR. TI can not yield for any other business, 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Under this order of business—— 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Vermont moves 
| that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the agricultura| 
appropriation bill. That is within his right; and the question 


| is on 


Mr. LONG. Mr. President, of course I am aware that the 
resolution, having been introduced to-day, is subject to objec- 
tion. I had no idea that it would lead to discussion, and I have 
no objection to laying it aside. I therefore ask that it go over 
until after the disposition of the agricultural appropriation 
bill. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
BAcon | entitled to the floor. Does he yield to the Senator 
from Indiana? 

Mr. BACON. I understood I had the floor, although I have 
not had the advantage of it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair had recognized the Sen- 
ator. 

Mr. BACON. I only yielded to the Senator from Vermont 
[| Mr. Proctor]. I do not desire to interfere with the purpose of 
the Senator from Vermont, and will not occupy the time of the 
Senate further than to offer an amendment to the resolution, 
nd then I shall be perfectly willing that it shall go over, if 
that be the desire of the Senator who offered the resolution. 

Mr. FORAKER. Before the resolution goes over, I desire to | 
say a word. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I desire to say, Mr. President—— 

Mr. BACON. I hope I may have an opportunity to offer the 


amendment. 

Mir. BEVERIDGE. I do not intend to object to the amend 
ment being offered, although if the Senator does not permit me 
to say what I want to say I shall raise the point of order against 
it. I merely wish to say that after the amendment is reported 
I shall ask that the whole matter go over. 


Mr. BACON. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. FORAKER. Before it goes over I want to say a word. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment intended to be 
proposed by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] will be 


stated. 


The Secrerary. At the end of the resolution it is proposed to 
add the following: 

The Attorney-General is further directed to report to the Senate 
what portion of the special appropriation of $500,000 heretofore made 





to enforce said laws has been disbursed and 


bursement. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I simply desire to say, in order 
that my offering of the amendment may not be misconstrued, 
that it was with no purpose of criticism, but simply that we may 


the manner of such dis- 


have the necessary information to guide us in whatever future 
appropriation we may find it necessary to make. 
Mir. FORAKER. Mr. President, I merely want to add a 


two to what I said a moment ago; and that is that 
Interstate Commerce Commission now doing the best 

it has ever done in all its history in prosecuting as an 
executive board or commission the work of investigation. That 
is the kind of work to which such a board is properly adapted— 
to “take off the lid” and let us see what there is under it. As 
they 
Railroad ie thing has been disclosed that the Elkins law 
does not fit and prohibit and punish if that law be only prop- 


sentence or 
the 


work 


is 


not ol 


|} Senator 


; me, 


his motion. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. One moment, if the Chair will pardon 
Under this order of business, as I understand the ru 

is my right to ¢all up a privileged resolution lying on the table. 
I have been on my feet here for some time trying to do that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is of the opinion that the 
Senator from Vermont is in order. The Senate can either 
adopt his motion or reject it. It is a matter for the Senate to 
determine. The question is on agreeing to the motion of the 
Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. PROCTOR. There is an absolute necessity of considering 
the matter of referring this bill to a committee of conference jj)- 
mediately, and I regret very much that I can not yield to the 
from Wisconsin. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, the Senator from Wisconsin de- 
sires to call up a resolution which is on the table subject to 
eall in the morning hour, and of course, while the Senate can dis- 
place that, that, as I understand, would be the business in order, 
in the absence of any direct vote of the Senate to the contrary. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that the 
right to call up is merely a matter of courtesy, and that a motion 
would take precedence. 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, if such a motion is sub- 


| mitted it must be put to a vote, I take it, and the Senate so 


have progressed in the investigation of the Pennsylvania | 


order. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. It must be put to a vote. The 
Senator from Vermont moves that the Senate insist on its 


amendments to the bill disagreed to by the House of Repre- 
sentatives and disagree to the amendment of the House to the 
amendment of the Senate No. 29, and agree to the conference 
asked for by the House. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. If it becomes necessary for me to do so, 
I shall take the time in discussing that motion which I would 
have taken in calling up the resolution. I sought the recogni- 
tion of the Chair to say to the chairman of the Committee on 
Agriculture that I would yield for the present, because I had 
been assured by the chairman of the committee that the agri- 
cultural apvropriation bill would take probably not more than 
thirty minutes. I sought recognition to say to the chairman 


| of the committee that I would yield any right which I had to 


erly enforced. So, too, it is with the Standard Oil Company. 
Mr. Garfield made a report recently in which he detailed a 
creat many things of which he made complaint. I do not know | 
what the facts are, for his statements are denied, but assuming 
that they are all true, the Elkins law would punish that com- 
pany for all those things, and the law we are about to pass will 
not reach one of them. I will venture to say, further, that the 
Kikins ww applies to every one of them; and no man here or 


elsewhere has suggested an offense that the Elkins law does not 


i. 


Mr. LONG. I desire to ask the Senator from Georgia if he 
desires to discuss the amendment? I have no objection to it. 
Mr. BACON I have no such desire. The statement I de- 


red to make was that I did not offer the amendment in criti- 


sm, but simply with a desire to get information. 

Mr. LONG. With a slight modification of the amendment 
presented by the Senator from Ohio, I think the resolution 
might be adopted. 

rhe VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the amend- 


ment proposed by the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. LONG. 1 to the Senator from Ohio a modifica- 
tion of his amendment to the resolution. I think the resolution 
includes what the Senator has offered in his amendment; and 
I have no objection to:it with a slight modification. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It may be better for the Secretary 
to read the entire resolution as it will read if amended. 

The Secrefary read as follows: 


suggest 


Resolved, That the Attorney-General be directed to furnish the Senate 


with a statement of all suits instituted by the Department of Justice 
nder the Sherman antitrtist law and the interstate-commerce law 
and the disposition made of such suits, including all suits brought 





» 


claim the floor before 2 o’clock if I might have unanimous 
consent at 2 o'clock to take up and discuss the resolution lying 
upon the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
made by the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. GALLINGER. What is the request? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That at 2 o’clock the Senate take 


up and proceed to discuss the resolution lying on the table. 


Mr. KEAN. Let the request be modified so that the resolution 
will be taken up after the conclusion of the agricultural appro- 


| priation bill. 


Mr. PROCTOR. I would vote for a motion to take up the 
resolution to which the Senator from Wisconsin refers imme 
diately after the appropriation bill is sent to conference. 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Ah, Mr. President, but at 3 o’clock 
there is already a unanimous-consent agreement that we £0 


into executive session. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I do. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I desire to ask the Senator from Ver- 
mont if his only purpose is to move a reference of the agricul- 
tural appropriation bill to conference? 
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Mr. PROCTOR. Certainly. I made the motion several days 


. . j 
ago, but there was some debate upon several items in amend- 


ment No. 29, and so the bill has not been sent to conference. 
rhere is something more—I hope not a great deal—to be said 
on that matter. No time will be taken by me. I hope the bill 

ill be sent to conference within the hour. I had hoped that 
it might be disposed of immediately. The motion to send it to 
conference is pending. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I simply rose, Mr. President, thinking 
that perhaps the motion of the Senator from Vermont might be 
adopted without further discussion, and that the Senator from 
Wisconsin could proceed with his resolution. 


"" I did not suppose 
that the motion of the Senator from Vermont would provke 


further discussion. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It will. 

Mr. CULBERSON. That is the reason I made the inquiry. 
If it will provoke discussion, however, of course the suggestion 
will not hold. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
from Vermont to move 


The Chair understands the Senator 
that the Senate insist on its amend- 





ments to the bill disagreed to by thé House of Representatives, | 


and disagree to the amendment of the House to the amendment 
the Senate numbered 29, and agree to the conference asked 
for by the House. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I understood the Chair to submit to 
the Senate my request for unanimous consent, and I have not 
understood that any objection had been interposed to it. 


rhe VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will again submit the 
request. Is there objection to the request? 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I object to the request, and I wish to 


vgest to the Senator from Wisconsin that in making this 
jection it is not made in the least in any spirit of antagonism 
to his resolution at all; on the contrary, I want his resolution 
considered as much as anybody else does. But, Mr. President, I 
suggest, as a way out of this difficulty, that we agree that as soon 
as the motion of the Senator from Vermont is considered and 
concluded and the appropriation bill is sent to conference, the 
resolution of the Senator from Wisconsin shall be taken up and 
discussed and disposed of, if possible, by 3 o'clock. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I would not, Mr. President, have sub- 
tted even a request for unanimous consent this morning, 
terposing it before the consideration of the motion to send 
the agricultural appropriation bill to conference, if the resolu- 
tion which I introduced, and which has been lying on the table, 


W not nearly, if not quite, as important as the consideration 
of the matters which provoke debate in the agricultural appro- 


priation bill, as I shall make entirely plain to the Senate when 
I have the opportunity to submit the evidence in my possession. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I object to any agreement. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. If objection is made to that request, I 
submit this— 

Mr. GALLINGER. I rise to a point of order. 
motion of the Senator from Vermont is debatable? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair holds that the motion 
to take up the message of the House requesting a conference 
is not; but the motion to agree to the conference asked by the 
Llouse is. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is my opinion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Unless by unanimous consent. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I am not debating the motion; I am 
submitting a request for unanimous consent, to which I do not 
believe any Senator will object. 

VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that to 
request for unanimous consent an objection was interposed. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I so understood; but I wish to submit 

another request. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair holds that the only 
thing before the Senate is the motion made by the Senator from 
Vermont. The Senator from Vermont moves that the Senate 
nsist on its amendments disagreed to by the House of Repre 
sentatives, and disagree to the amendment of the House to the 
ainendment of the Senate numbered 29, and agree to the confer- 
ence asked for by the House. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, do I 
hold that that motion is not debatable? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. No; the motion is debatable. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then, Mr. President, if it is debatable, I want 
to occupy the floor for a moment to call the attention of the 
senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor], in charge of the bill, to 
what I believe the courts would hold to be a fatal defect. It 
authorizes the Secretary of Agriculture to have made— 


I if the 


ask 


lhe 


the 


The 


understand the Chair to 


An examination and inspection of all cattle, sheep, swine, and goats 
before they shall be allowed to enter into any slaughtering, packing, 


that nothing except a drastic inspection law can now rescue the 
beef industry as related to the farm and the packing industry 
as related to the great cities from almost utter demoralization. 
Nothing can do that except a law which shall give the pub! 
confidence in what they are to eat. Therefore, it seems to me 
of the very greatest importance not only that we pass a la 
but that we pass one that shall stand the test of the courts 
It looks to me as if the provision to which I have just called 
the attention of the Senate—and that same vice, if vice he 
| runs through every provision of this amendment—is bring 
this case precisely within the rule laid down in the case of th 
United States The Knigh t ie effect that you 
can not go into a manufacturing establishment—and, after all, 


| that is what these packing houses 


meat-canning, rendering, or similar estab! 
be slaughtered and the meat and meat 
used in interstate or foreign commerce. 


shment in 
food products thereof are to be 


hich they are to 


I am deeply anxious to see this Congress enact a 


law that will 
restore confidence at home and abroad in the cleanliness of our 
methods and in the wholesomeness of our meats. Whatever 
may be said about the origin of this controversy and wherever 
the blame should be placed, there can be absolutely no doubt 









are to determine 
| ticular part of their manufactured articles uld enter into 
interstate and foreign commerce and what particular part of 
them would be contined to intrastate commerce. 

This amendment assumes that the inspector can do that 
Congress has no power to authorize any such procedure: bu 
Congress does possess a power, clear, undisputed, and amp! 0 
accomplish the very purpose which all of us have in our d 
under its power to regulate commerce among the States nd 
with foreign nations. It is entirely competent for Congress t 
say that a given article, except in a given ndition, is not 
fit subject for interstate and foreign commerce. Even that 
power may be grossly abused, but that power, in my judg nt, 
exists. 

It is, in my opinion, a simple matter to provide an inspection 
law which will be unassailable in any court. If I were to draw 
it, I would provide that hereafter it shall be unlawful trans 
port from any State to any other State, Territory, or the Dis 

| trict of Columbia, or from any State to any foreign nation, any 
meat or meat products unless they have been inspected in the 
following manner—and I would then prescribe regulations to 
which every packer must conform in order to have his product 
| become the subject of interstate commerce. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Texas yield 

| to the Senator from Indiana? ’ 

Mr. BAILEY. I do. 

| Mr. BEVERIDGE. In the suggestions the Senator made, | 
| whom would he have this beef inspection? 

Mr. BAILEY. Precisely as you are going to have it done in 
this amendment. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Then even under the Senator’s provision 
it would be inspected by a Federal inspector? 

Mr. BAILEY. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. In the packing establishments 

Mr. BAILEY. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. So that, after all, the matter wi ’ 
back to an inspection of th® meat in the place, if you to 
eall it so, of manufacture by a Federal inspector. 

Mr. BAILEY. Very true. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Then I can not see the diffe 
tween that and the method provided in the bill 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, the manner in which you do a 
thing frequently determines your right to do it. N 
here will contend that the Federal Government could ! 
inspector into one of these packing houses to e 
| and punish the packer if he denied acce to this . 

The power to superil d the el ss of 
establishment in any State of this Union State i 
Federal power. The power to prescribe the rules by which 
manufacturing is governed is a State and not a Federal p 
But the power to determine what may enter otf 
commerce is a Federal and not a State power. When you 
vide that a product shall not enter interstate commerce 
after it has been inspected according to your laws, 
pens? Every packer who seeks to engage in ipterstat 
eign commerce must allow his meat to be inspected; but th 
only penalty you can put upon him is to deny | Oo 
interstate and foveign commerce if he refuses or f s to con 
ply with your law. You can not make it a crime. You can not 
say that he must open his doors to inspection and authorize the 
inspectors to superintend the interstate and foreign commodity, 


as distinguished from the 


say: 


intrastate commodity: but you « 


in 


“Unless you permit this man to inspect this meat as we 
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’ 
prescribe, you shall not be permitted to engage in interstate It may be contended that it is an attenuated distinction yo. 
and foreign commerce with your product.” tween supervising the production as a matter of right, and super- 

Mr. President, I do not think that distinction is a mere refine- | vising it as a condition precedent to engaging in interstate co. 
ment. There will be Senators and there will be great lawyers | merce. Suppose the bill gets into court—and it is very apt to 
outside of this body who will contend with great force of rea-| go there—it would not go there in the present conditio) 
son that even the provision as I suggest it can not be sus-| of the public mind; my own epinion is that the pack 
ti 1 in the courts. With all due deference to them, I ex-| will now submit to anything which will restore public . 
press the confident opinion that the Federal Government can | fidence in the wholesomeness of their products. But af 
exclude from it any article which it deems unfit to enter inter- | it has been on the books a while, and public excitement anq 
state and — commerce, but the Federal Government can | the publie horror at these astonishing disclosures have 
not assume » police supervision over the canneries and packing | sided, and some man dressed in the authority which 
houses of this country. gives him—and it is a most extraordinary authority in so), 

I merely venture to suggest to the conferees that even if they | particulars—will seek even to abuse this authority, and they 
do not entirely agree with my apprehension as to the constitu- | this question will go to the courts. If the Senator will reaq 


of the amendment as it comes from the House, 
wil rree that the 


tionality 


they 
form I have suggested relieves the question 








from legal difficulty, so far as it can be relieved. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President- 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Texas yield 
to the Senat or from Vermont? 

.8 AIL Eb I do. 

{ PROCT mR I think I understand the point the Senator 
from T I 3, and it strikes me favorably. I should like 
to ; a personal favor, if he will put in form, in writing, 
the he yuuld propose, and I will promise that it shall 
have earnest consideration by the conferees. I do not see that 
it would materially interfere with the purpose of the measure 
or its effick nC) 

Mr. BAILE It would not interfere in the least, because I 
would caine the inspection almost exactly like that provided 
here, and you could not provide it too drastic to suit me; but | 
I would still save the point that the only punishment to a 
pac * who refuses is that he can not engage in interstate and 
tor h commer 

The Senator from Vermont will permit me to illustrate my 
view. If the people of Llinois are willing to allow the packers i 
in the city of Chicago to prepare meats out of diseased animals 
or in an unclean way, it is not a matter in which the people of 
Texas or Vermont have any concern, unless those citizens of 
Illinois undertake to ship that unwholesome meat to Vermont 
or to Texas. Then we do have an interest, and it is the very 


fact of that interstate interest which gives jurisdiction to the 
General Government. If the State of Illinois sees fit to allow 
the packeries to be conducted in a wrong way, and if the 
packers choose to confine themselves to intrastate commerce, 
they put themselves beyond the jurisdiction of the General Gov- 
ernment, and we must let them pursue their own way in IIli- 
nois, according to the law of Illinois. 

I am as ardent an advocate of States rights as any man 
living. It is sometimes a question in my own mind whether I 
do not carry my doctrine to an extreme limit. But earnestly 
‘ I advocate the doctrine of States rights, I will never insist 
that in a matter which concerns the people of the several States | 
the IF ederal Government is powerless to act. 

. WARREN obtained the floor. 

\ir. McCUMBER. I wish to ask the Senator from Texas a 
question, if the Senator from Wyoming will yield. 

ir. WARREN. Certainly. 

Mr. McCUMBER. If I understood correctly the statement of 
the Senator from Texas, it was to the effect that the Federal 
Government has no authority to punish for the offense of ship- 


ping goods that have not been inspected, except to prohibit the 
producers from ing them out of the State. 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator did not quite understand me cor- 
rectly, if he understood me to say that. I say that the Federal 


ship] 








G t 4 determining that a given article is not a fit 
subject for interstate commerce, has the power to make it a 
r any man to make that article the subject of interstate 

» or transportation. 

Mr. McCUMBER. The Senator will agree, will he not, that 
W » the General Government can not make it an offense to 
1 any article in any State unless an inspection is had, yet 
it ake it an offense, punishable by fine or imprisonment, 
for producer to attempt to introduce such an article into 
interstate connnerce without such inspection? 

Mr. BAILEY. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I understand that is what this bill in- 


tends to do. 

Mr. BAILEY. Let the Senator read this provision. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I admit that as it was read it seemed to 
me that this bill attempted to punish production without inspec- 
tion, and I agree with the Senator, if that is true, it must be 
unconstitutional. 

Mr. BAILEY. It not only attempts to punish the production, 
bst it assumes a supervision over production. 





the amendment he will find that it says: 


For the purpose of preventing the use in interstate ccmmer: 
foreign commerce, as hereinafter per es. of meat and meat food ; 
ucts which are unsound, unhealthful, unwholesome, or otherwise 
for human food, the Secretary of Agriculture, at his discretion, 
cause to be made, by inspectors appointed for that purpose, an ex 
ination. 

And then follows the authority which I referred to a moment 
ago that assumes the power of the Federal Government to 1 
the inspection first. It has no power to do that, because w 
the inspectors come to exercise that power and to deter 
which one of the sheep they are charged with the duty of 
specting is to go into interstate and which into intrastate ¢oi- 
merce—when they come by the carload, sheep and swine and 
cattle—it is simply impossible to determine, and that imp 
bility, the court has said, is sufficient to prevent Federal ju 
diction over such a question. But as they all in wit 
reference to whether they are to become the subject of i 
state or intrastate commerce, the Federal Government can 


or, 
£0 


| that not one of these shall ever become the subject of inters 
| transportation unless everything killed in this slaughterh 


is killed under this specific and definite inspection. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I do not intend to use much 
time. This matter comes before us in what seems to be a 
rather unusual way, and I may say that I am sorry that it 
up in this form. We have a rule, or if not a rule, a 
eustom, which provides that matters in disagreement between 
the House and Senate upon the passage of a bill by both Houses 
shall first go to a committee of conference without instructions: 
that subjects shall be submitted for a full and free confere: 
fut this matter having been brought up in this irregular or i 
fermal way, and having been discussed a couple of hours with 
arguments on only one side of the question, I deem it necessary 
in the interest of the live-stock men to take up at least 
peint which has been under discussion. 

As to the packers, I have neither authority 
in any way stand or speak for them. They are ordinarily able 
to take care of themselves, I assume. The cattlemen and the 
packers are always at variance and upon different sides of 
the equation. It is true they are engaged in a business in 
which both are interested, but it is also true that one is thie 
seller and the other the purchaser, which involves them 
stantly in rivalry. The live-stock men of this country believe, 
and I believe as firmly as EF believe that any bill has passed 
this Congress at the present session, that if this charge is made 


comes 


nor disposition to 


against the packers, such charge—eyery dollar of it 
be collected from the cattlemen and also collected from the 


consumer, thus giving the producer less for his product and 
making the cost higher to the consumer. The injustice of suc! 
a result is obvious. We have legislated here for years, and the 
agricultural bill is full from start to finish this year, as alw 
before, of appropriations for investigations concerning vari 
products and things, every last one of which is at the exper 

of the Government. 

Why should the poor cattlemen, because they may be in r 
mote sections and not sufficiently represented in the halls 
legislation, be made a sacrifice in this case and charged up 
with $3,000,000 for the next year for general meat inspection o! 
the United States? 

This whole matter of the meat-inspection amendment to tle 
annual agricultural appropriation supply bill has been mi 
unusual. It is a matter of great and- vital interest. It 
matter which I am glad to have considered and legislated for; 
and, as I was remarking two days since, when I was taken from 
the floor by the expiration of the morning hour, we are all 
alike agreed as to certain points—cattlemen, packers, and 
sumers alike. We only disagree as to some of the minor ones. 
We all agree that this inspection is necessary, and that we are 
bound to provide for it. 

But, Mr. President, Senators will recall that the meat-inspec- 
tion amendment was put into the agricultural appropriation 
bill without a word of discussion. A measure of many pages 


is a 


col- 
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was presented, and by an individual Senator, who moved its 
insertion as an amendment in the agricultural bill. The meas- 
ure had not been before any committee for consideration—a 
most unusual proposition. I suppose if I had been present— 
unfortunately I was away—I should perhaps have done ex- 
actly as other Senators did—let it pass, because the object 
sought was a very meritorious one. Sut I should have ex- 
nected then, as I expect now, that, after the matter was once 
inserted, it should have consideration at the other end of the 
Capitol, and then further consideration by the conferees, and 
nossibly still later consideration on this floor, if the conferees 
should report a disagreement. 

When I first saw the account of this in the newspapers I was 
on a railroad train en route to Washington and could not, of 


course, be influenced by the cattlemen or by the packers, and | 


when I read it and the action of the Senate I was immediately 
convinced in my mind that there was a portion of the amend- 
ment which would have to be remedied somewhere and at some- 


time during the consideration of this legislation, and that we | 


would have to put the charge for inspection upon the United 
States as a whole rather than to impose it upon the cattlemen. 
Why should the cattleman be called upon to pay more than his 
part for the examination of this meat? He stands in the same 
position as the consumer, for he is himself a consumer. If the 
Government pays it, he pays his full part, and if it comes in 
the way of direct taxation, all his property bears it in just pro- 


portion. Why should he pay all the expense when he and the 
consumer are alike interested? The consumers are far more 


interested, for that matter, in this question than are the cattle- | 


men. 


And yet you would have the cattleman, after his product 
} 


as left him and gone to the manufactory—you practically do 

in this amendment—charged with the entire expense of the 
nspection of raw and finished product, and you would provide 
everywhere else, in all other industries of every nature. and 
kind, that the United States shall pay the cost of all inspections, 
excepting alone live stock and its products. 

Mr. President, we now have in our bill appropriations for in- 
vestigations of the white fiy and the brown-tailed gnat and the 
bobtailed beetle, and the Lord only knows what else, all at the 
expense of the United States. There are large appropriations 
investigating losses caused by these insects. Since 
after expending a hundred thousand dollars or more upon the 
brown-tailed gnat, is it wrong to charge the United States a mat- 
ter of two or three million dollars for the examination of the im- 
meat product, which the greatest industry of the 
entire line of American industries? It amounted last year to 
nearly a thousand million dollars. What is an expense of 
§2,000,000 to that? A mere bagatelle. 

The Senator from Indiana |Mr. BrevertpGEe] day before yes- 
terday seemed quite excited about the probability that here- 

er we should not provide for this inspection, if left to Con- 
to do it. Is that a fair proposition? Is it fair to pre- 
sume that those who come after us will be less honest and less 

ral and less decent than we are? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wyoming 
vield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. WARREN. I do. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It is not an imputation upon the honesty 
of these wha may come after us. It is merely a statement of a 

ll-recognized truth, and perhaps a wise one, all things con- 
lered, that the last thing a Congress can be gotten to do is 
) increase an appropriation. I will ask the Senator if he does 
t think, from his long and useful experience as a practical 

lator and a Senator who has had a great deal to do with 


ense is 


ress 
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Mr. PROCTOR. 
Mr. WARREN. 


Mr. President—— 
I beg pardon. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wyomin 
yield to the Senator from Vermont? 
|} Mr. WARREN. I do. 
Mr. PROCTOR. It strikes me there is a little w nes i 
| the Senator’s comparison between the gypsy moth, the bi 
tailed moth, and beef. The brown-tailed moth comes to u a 
|} sad dispensation from Providence, while the beef comes from 
the packers, and we can hardly hold Providence responsible fo 





when, | 


the latter. 
Mr. WARREN. 


One is the act of God and the other is the 
act of the packers—is that it? 
Mr. PROCTOR. But we can hold the packers responsible 
for good beef. 
Mr. WARREN. I fail to see the difference, because both are 
expenditures to protect and better the condition of the indu 


tries of the United States. 

As to the question asked by the Senator from Indiana, I 
to say to him that I have served longer on the Senate Commit 
tee on Agriculture than any other man now in the ite. I 
have had under consideration—together with other Senators 


sen 


every bill since the annual agricultural appropriation bills have 
been sent to that committee, with the exception of this year 


remember that 


of Agriculture 


when I was absent a part of the time. I 
there has been any time when the Departme 
has asked of the committee a certain amount for certain ex- 
penditures in the way of inspection that it has not received it. 
The Department did not estimate for $3,000,000 this year 


do 


noft 
ni 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will say in reference to that, so that I 
may not be misunderstood, that I think, from the information 
I have upon the subject, no criticism whatever can be made 
of the Committee on Agriculture; that it, I understand, at all 
times has met the demands of the Department when the facts 
were laid before it. 

What I point out to the Senator is this: Taking Congres 
as a whole, there has not been a large enough appropri n 

| secured, and the fact that we are now appropriating $3,000,000 


a year permanently instead of $750,000 is absolute proof of that. 


If, as the Senator says, hereafter the busi uires it, we 
will appropriate $30,000,000 for this inspect el e 
ous condition arises which the Senator himself foresees, that 
as this business grows the appropriations ; grow: and if 
the system of making appropriations for inspection for « 
industry that requires inspection is to be applied to all 
country, it will soon become such a drain upon the T: 

that it can be reckoned only by the tens of millions. 


scientific and just way is that every industry which needs 
inspection ought to pay for that inspection 


Mr. WARREN. When that time comes let the tail. go h 
the hide, let this industry go with others, but do 


the I 
single this out as the only one industry that ist pay 





enforced Government inspection, and thus lay a burden upon 
class of people but for whom many great stretcl of 
would still be a howling wilderness, au yp ple who ve ot ti 
influence in the halls of Congress which other erests 
be sure, but a deserving, loyal people ne Ss. rie 
| should not, in the examination of their products, make th pay 
the cost, through the packers, of this Government inspection, 
while every other industry in the United States—fruit and ve 
tables and all other products which farmers and others raise— 
are inspected at the expense of the United States. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Dees the Senator from Wy y 


ppropriations for many years, that it will be many a year be- | 


fore Congress can be induced to raise the $3,000,000 permanent 
ppropriation provided for in this bill? 

Mr. WARREN. I am glad the Senator has asked me that 
question. The history of the Senate and of Congress ever since 
| have had any connection with it proves that it is always 
ready to make adequate appropriations for manifestly proper 
purposes, and would be ready to extend this $5,000,000 to 
30,000,000 if necessary; if the industry became large enough 
und the necessities were great enough. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The answer to that is the fact which is 


now before us, to wit, that for years the present appropriation | 


has been notoriously and admittedly inadequate. The facts 


have been placed before the committee, but notwithstanding that | 


we have not been able to get an appropriation above $750,000. 
Chis is proved by the fact that now the bill proposes to increase 
that appropriation at one single stroke 400 per cent. If it 
right now to appropriate $3,000,000, certainly it was wrong here- 
tofore to appropriate only $75 


$750,000, 
Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I have—— 


will not go into extensive speech mal 


| with 


be | 


yield to the Senator from Indiana? 
Mr. WARREN. I yield for a 


que 








Mr. BEVERIDGE. If the Senator objects 

Mr. WARREN. I yield. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I wish to call his attentior 
The Senator’s passage eloquent, but not con 
I can not permit the Senator to state, without showing him the 
error of his statement, that this industry is singled 
cause national banks must pay for their inspection, and 
grants pay for their inspection, and oleomargarine pays for its 
inspection, and others. I shall not interrupt the Senator again 

Mr. WARREN. The Senator is at the end of his list. The 
“and others ” will not appear, for there are no more. 

And none of those mentioned is in the slightest degree parallel 
the case at issue. The Senator from Indiana says that 
immigrants pay a head tax upon entering this country. Well, 
why shouldn’t they? They pay the ocean ste: 


whip fare 


LO 
| get here, and there is no reason why a man from another 
| country who wishes to come here and avail himself of a‘l the 


benefits of this Government, this great rich Republic, should not 








pay an entrance fee. The Senator pays an entrance fee when he 
‘ to a circus. I pay an entrance fee when I go to the 
theater, but all these things, like the flowers that bloom in the 
ring, have nothing to do with the case; have no parallel, no 
larity, no intelligent comparison. 

rake national banks: They are not examined for their 
anitary condition or wholesomeness, but they are checked 
ip by aecountants, and it is true that the banks pay for this 
nting work. ‘The banks pay in the first instance, but now 

let us see from whom they collect it. Why, from everybody ; 
from the body politic. National banks are everywhere in the 
United States. All classes do business with them. Therefore, 
if 1 charge the cost of this inspection up to their various 
customers, by including it in their running expenses, and by 
making their business pay a certain profit above expenses, just 
as a merchant charges up the freight when he estimates the 
cost he will charge his customers for his goods, they touch 
‘ 1 and every one just as if the Government levied the tax 


directly upon all the people, whereas in this live-stock inspection 


the men upon whom it falls are a little handful, comparatively 
speaking—those who furnish animals for slaughter—so there 
is no parallel, or level, or comparison in this case. 

Again, as to oleomargarine: On this you collect the fine im- 
posed for the permission to manufacture a counterfeit, an adul- 
terant, if you please, the intention being to have it fall upon the 


in this ease, to 
those who 


material—which 
but more especially upon 


the r 


the packer 


one who furnishes 


some extent, is 


s aw 
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have rancid, spoiled butter, which ought to be thrown into the 
sewer, but instead is furnished to the oleomargarine makers for 
renovation. The consumer, through this Government inspection, 
is informed of what he is buying, knows that he has a tax to 
pay, and pays it, because even then, with the tax, he can buy an 
adulterant, wholesome, perhaps, in his estimation, but still less 
expensive than the genuine. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. ‘To show how inaccurate the Senator is, 
the Senator from North Dakota gives me another illustration— 
that of grain. 

Mr. WARREN. And its inspection is paid for in this very 
appropriation bill. The grower may pay for State inspection, 
but the United States inspection is paid for by the United 
state 

Mr. BEVERIDG Yes; by a special tax for that purpose. 

Mr. WARREN. “No: this bill directly appropriates for the 
pi se of inspection of wheat, and the bill, as it lies here before 
me, is irrefutable proof of what I say. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator can have his quarrel upon | 
this subject with the Senator from North Dakota. I shall 
not rrupt the Senator again, except to say this: The Sen- 
tor i king his speech upon the assumption that the “ poor 
cattleman ” will pay the cost of inspection. That is a statement 
which I deny. In my opinion, and in the opinion of many | 
other men who have studied this question, the packers will 
pay, and the truth of it is found in the fact that Mr. Wilson, 


their representative before the House committee, said that the 








cost of inspection would come.out of the packers’ pockets. 

Mr. WARREN. Ah, he stated that in a technical sense. I 
have looked it up. Of course they will pay it in the first in- 
sta and Mr. Wilson is not going to expose his hand or 
purpose in his testimony. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. May I interrupt the Senator? I promise 
him not to take his time any more. If it be true that the 

lemen must pay for this inspection, as those who represent 
them say, and if it be true that the consumer must pay the 
cost of the inspection, as some others say, then why is it, if 
t packers not going to be injured, that the packers 
| “pe objected to this payment? 

Mir tREN. That is the assertion of the Senator from 
I : 1 have not the slightest scintilla of proof that the 
] rs have had anyt poe ¢ to do with it except to object in | 

ral tern It was s “1 here yesterday that these various | 
t s asking that the Government and not the growers pay 
! tion charge probably originated in Chicago with the 
] and as proof of that the fact of their similarity was 
‘ rhe § r from Vermont read from four or five differ- 
‘ iich it was said originated in Chicago. I have not 
‘ ce to sustain that. I have evidence, on the contrary, 
t! they originated with stock associations. The different live- 
st associations would send out to their members the shortest 
form they could. Take the telegrams as they come to me. | 
There are many scores of them—several hundred, in fact. They | 
do not bear the earmarks of having been instigated by the 
! ers or of having originated in Chicago. Mr. President, I 
will come back to that point a little later with some telegrams 
Il have here. 


| 
| 
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of the country knew that this inspection fee could be collecte 
from the packers, and at the same time something—anythine 


could be put into this legislation to absolutely prevent ¢), 


packers from recouping themselves from the stock raisers 9 
consumers, they would not raise a finger or file a telegram 
write a letter to prevent the enactment of the proposition 


] 


make the packers pay the fee. The stock raisers of this country 


have not been making the profit they should have made dur; 
the past ten years, when the price paid by the consumer { 
beef, mutton, and pork is considered. In fact, the stock raic 
of the West dependent upon that industry alone has not } 
able to keep out of debt. 
he does not blame the general policy of the Government 
reference to the live-stock industry, but he does blame ; 
packer, the middleman, who, as he believes, has through « 
binations beaten down the price paid for the live animal 
put up the price of meat to the consumer. 
the stock raiser is not asking to have this inspection fee }); 
by the Government through any love he bears for the pac! 
Now, as to the matter of appropriations, I have served a f 
years upon the Senate general Appropriations Committee, 
I am not willing that the Appropriations Committee or {| 
Congress shall stand under the accusation that they are ) 
willing to provide for every reasonable expense of the Unit 


States, and especially so in respect to anything that proyi 
for better sanitary conditions, more wholesome food, or 


higher standing of our industries, in the way of Government 
spection or otherwise. 

The Senator expressed some alarm that if we should n 
more than $3,000,000 hereafter we would not appropriate 


As stated befor 


, 
bey 


l 


He does not blame the consumey: 


i 


1 


Does the Senator know how fast our annual appropriations are 


growing? I looked last night at a few figures. Going pb: 
but ten years, the sundry civil bill has grown during i 
time from about $35,000,000 to about a hundred and 
million dollars. It is true $25,000,000 of the sum appropriat 
in the present sundry civil bill is for the Panama Canal, 
even then we 
ten years ago. 
Look at the miscellaneous appropriations. 
we had a third of a million or less, and they are now reac! 
over three and one-third millions. Look at the deficien 
and you will find that you are 
times as much in deficiencies as you were ten years 
Look at your Navy. You then appropriated $29,000,000 


nually, and now you appropriate over $100,000,000. Look 
the Army. You appropriated then $23,000,000 for the Ar 
and you now appropriate over $72,000,000. For the P 


Office 
now appropriate nearly $200,000,000, or at least something 1i 
one hundred and ninety-odd million dollars. 
Department appropriations were then three and one-third mill 
dollars, and now, without this proposed addition, they are al 
$8,000,000. Here are the District of Columbia appropriati 
which also have been growing, and if not in the same proporti 
they have more than doubled in that length of time. 

Does that look as if Congress does not provide for the 
cultural and other interests of the nation? Is the charge | 
that there is any disposition on the part of Congress tow: 
cheeseparing in the appropriations, or that Congress its 
is actually doing that? 


establishment you then appropriated $87,000,000, and you 


x 
f 


“l 


ut 
have a bill more than twice as large as it was 


We find that then 


g 


appropriating many, many 


uy, 


i 


The Agricul Iture 


I 


These are the approximate figures, which need be glanced ai 


only to show how little foundation the Senator has for the | 


lief that Congress dees not keep pace in appropriations of pu 
funds with the growth of the country 


1. | 1 


906 
I Rs 5 iio iatiatiiimnsictesialkescenteendemebedenaneoae | 35,009,000 | $105,000 
DD, hn cicnihounens icbcncs ited aatietakdnenigdadhaete 29, 009, 000 100, 000 
MIU cache seintsinals sosthaioaaitan tiie eecielntatiaa a wndkikiniaintas | 23,000,000 | 72,000 
I In iad i aml Ts ee De 87,000, 000 200,00) 

IID 5 sii -. oicccsecestersoes chasergeetnada Mee tae hienetbiaalarvameee 8, B00, 000 | 8,0) 
Wtutet ok Qubeneiiie........ ocuavnicaccabcsarsnaoael | 5,700,000} 10,00 
II issn ritcintin inca sscesskaiitedsihibeinibien dak iaidecaids cialis | 300, 000 3, B00 
NE Sicenas ocbansed cob edelene edaneebae 183, 300, 000 498, 300 


Thus for these items alone we 
and nearly three times 





appropri: ite more than ty 
as much money as we did ten years : 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President—— 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wyomi! 


yield to the Senator from Indiana? 
Mr. WARREN. I do. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. 
the appropriations are growing enormously. 
Mr. WARREN. 


Why, then——- 
So is the country growing enormously in 


I would state right here that if the stock raisers and farmers | industries. 


The Senator knows, as we all know, that 


it 





1906. 


SEVERIDGE. Why, then, should we add to these enor- 
appropriations, which are mounting on the upward scale, 
new appropriation? It is $3,000,000 now, but if the prin- 
be once admitted no one can tell how much it will be in 
ture. 

WARREN. I have confidence that those who come after 
ill be as wise as I am, and that those who come after the 

S tor may possibly be as wise as he is, and that as the in- 
, es of this country grow and the expenses required to 

ct them grow they will be met. It is nonsense, arrant 
se, to express a fear of what those who will come after 

going to do or not do when we know that the country 
tood for a hundred years and more, and it has been re- 

ly solvent all the time. 

s about to say when interrupted by the Senator that 

uliarity of the original introduction of this measure sug- 
hat we ought not to be too stiff-necked in our adherence to 
‘biage of that first production. 

CARTER. Mr. President 

VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wyoming 
to the Senator from Montana? 

¥> 


WARREN. I do. 

CARTER. The Senator suggests that this inspection 
¢ e made as a matter of economy—economy of a very high 
‘ From my observation and such information as I have 

hb! 


ble to obtain, if the packers were required to pay 6 or 8 
per head for the inspection of stock they would deduct 
ir from the man from whom they purchased and add 
$5 to the person to whom they sold. I have not any doubt 
ver that this fee would be deducted from the price paid 
stock raiser. 

WARREN. There is no doubt of it. 
. CARTER. Multiplied by ten and added to the man who 

( med or purchased the product multiplied by a larger sum. 
BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator from Wyoming permit 
isk the Senator from Montana a question? 

WARREN. Certainly. 

BEVERIDGE. I understand that the packers are net 
to making a profit. 

CARTER. No suspicion has arisen in our section of the 

( try that they are. 

BEVERIDGE. I think they would not be particularly 

( sed to any scheme by which they could increase their 

s. If this is an admirable scheme for increasing their 

a scheme by which they can take from the price they 

| the cattleman and add to the price they charge the con- 

er, it will swell their profits by millions. If that be true, 
why is it that the packers are so earnestly resisting the 
pu x of the fees upon them? From the very first of this con- 
sy until now the packers have vigorously, aimost savagely. 
1 the payment of the fees for inspection, and it was so 
} 

r. WARREN. I can tell the Senator why. 
‘ir. BEVERIDGE. It was stated that that was their posi- 
by their representative before the House committee, Mr. 
n, who objected to the system of the packers paying the 


WARREN. I can tell the Senator why. 

CARTER. Mr. President—— 

VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wyoming 
| to the Senator from Montana? 

WARREN. I do. 

CARTER. The Senator from Indiana well knows that 


t kers, in and out of season, have opposed this inspection 
e entirely. 

BEVERIDGR. And this particular provision. 

CARTER. The opposition to the payment of the inspec- 
1 fees was the stand made in the last ditch. The stock 
I ‘understands what the fixing of fees means in the market 
] of the animal he offers for sale. I have no doubt that 
I time, intimidated somewhat by public clamor, desirous 
( vering a market lost through alleged abuses, the packer 
\ d, perchance, not apply to the farmer the full penalty 
{ would ultimately be applied; but unquestionably in due 


the farmer would pay the freight, and the consumer would 
it also. 

WARREN. Mr. President, the Senator from Montana, 
scribing what may happen with the charge for all the in- 
on expenses, reminds me of the old story of the miller 
cient times when every grist of grain was tolled at the 
hboring custom gristmill for the expense of grinding. 1e 

had nine sons, and on reaching the mill when the grist 
crinding, he would say, “ Sam, did you toll Deacon Brown’s 

?” “Ves father.” A little later, “ Robert, did you toll 
grist?” “Yes, sir.’ “Dan, did you toll that grist?” 





“Yes, sir.” And so on down thr t] ] u 

sons had said they had tolled grist. Then 

| would say, “ You are all a pack of 4 ied liars | 
| it myself.” [Laughter.] That is probably { 
packers would do if you collect fees f t W 
pay. 

But the Senator from Indiana iS ¥v { 
to paying for the inspection providing th 
| selves from the live-stock men? N is 
| everybody ought to see it. An in 
| of the Government, by the Governm 
United States stamp will pass curr every 
| picion, with nations and individuals, while on 
| let those people in Germany and 
fighting for years against the introdu n of me 
| have the advantage of saying to their cus i 
| tion amounts to nothing, because it sim 
| cheating us; the packer hires thes¢ " r me 
under his pay and under his influ ES 
stamp of the United States would not ‘ 
the way of a guaranty and what does < 

| industries where the United State s the ¢ 
men hired by itself and paid from tl mn f 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does 1 Sen 
yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. WARREN. I do. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I wish to say » the Senat 
oming that I will withdraw the question I asked 
shall not ask him any other que because I y 
the bill go to conference to-day. We have : 
agreement made to take up itt > 
therefore I hope he will not wer the I 
him. 

Mr. WARREN. I think that is an invi t 
marks short. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Not at all. I do not r 
ator speaks until 3 o’clock, only I want to get the | 
ference. 

Mr. WARREN. I will say I am very sorry to hay 
in this case at all. I think the Senator from Indiana 
greit service to the nation in introducing this subje 
ting it into the agricultural appropriation bill, |} It 
one of those escapades, one of those elo] nts in 
where haste forbade very much clothing, or vers h f 
or deliberate consideration; and therefore you sho 
the Senate to yw k at it and stick to it Cc I 
wise, sound, well-considered, se 1 meas la 
and language, when, as a matter of fact, it 1 hi 
sidered in committee, and you should me us t 
whole as originally presented, 1 ith g tl 
Representatives, the Speaker of the Ho ( the P s 
United States, and many Senators believe that the 
duced by the Senator fr Indiana, as od as i 
much as it means, can possibly be | d l b 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator I 
to an answer to that, because I want to get l 

| to-day. 

Mr. WARREN. I notice the Senator’s hast it 
brings him to his feet: Ordinaril Say S 
conferees should stand for the w rf é 
is certainly no rule of honor, none 
would prevent our conferees fro! 
certain points, and accepting ar l w { 
made to the amendment. nis es 
considerati n of +? » Al ne é hy 

I had supposed fr reading ews s 
arrived at a complete all-around un S } 
and that we had what might be « Re ve 
Cannon-Wadsworth bill.” The S« r l 
have gone to conference without ord of 
mensure. He ought To thank tl e who h 
There would be honor enough for all, and Ss 
diana sheuld not object to be ( ( f 
that elass, and he should not ¢ go 
down the ages of time as the Be ‘idge i] 
could as well have accompanied with him the ] 
United States, the Speaker of the House, and 
the Agricultural Committee on the other side as 
this great and admittedly meritorious me \ 
a Bland-Allison and a Hepburn-Dolliver | V 





a Roosevelt-Beveric 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. 


Mr. 
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PI 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
| yield to the Senator fron 


Ind 


"esik 


Does 


¢ 


re 
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Mr. WARREN. With pleasure. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I want again to say to the Senator that 
he is not going to induce me to make any reply at all, for it is 
necessary to get this bill to conference at once. 

Mr. WA oar N I observe that. 

Mr. BEVER DGE. That brings no answer from me. 
this bill to go a conference to-day. 

Afr. WARREN. I observe that 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am going to say 
times more to the Senator, if necessary. 

Mr. WARREN. Undoubtedly; that would be quite like the 
genial Senator from Indiana. Mr. President, I was most will- 
ing to trust leaving this work to the conferees in the usual 
way. But without consultation with me, and unlike the usual 
way, this discussion was sprung here the other morning and I 
had some seven minutes before 2 o’clock and the special order 
to answer the eloquent speeches of the Senator from Indiana, 
the Senator from Massachusetts, the Senator from North Da- 
kota, the Senator from Vermont, and others. I am as anxious 
as the Senator is to see this bill get into conference, and I am 
more anxious, probably, than he is to see the conferees recede 
from this one point and let the cattlemen feel that they are not 
trented as enemies of their country. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. What does the 
other point? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
yield further to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. WARREN. I do. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. What does 
other point t date on the cans? 

Mr. WARREN. The Senator put me in’such haste to accom- 
modate him in his desire to get the bill to conference that I 
said beforehand I would take up but one single matter and 
discuss it, and I will leave the canning date to him, in con- 
fidence that he will do what is right about it. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is right. 

Mr. WARREN. I have more confidence in 


I want 


that two or three 


Senator say about the 


? 


Senator say 


the 


the Senator’s 


figures and dates than I have in his experience about cattlemen | 


in the field and on the ranges—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE, I will say—— 

Mr. WARREN. I have a good deal to say if I had the time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wyoming 
yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. WARREN. With pleasure. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. 
perience about cattle and cattlemen than I have; 
he think about the date on the cans? 

Mr. WARREN. I thank the Senator for his compliment 
help in getting me along and making my speech short. 

he would like to have me go into that can subject. 
BEVERIDGE. I would be glad to have the Senator’s 
1 about the date on the cans. 
WARREN. Then, will the Senator withdraw his intima- 
that I should hurry through? 
BEVERIDGE. I 
timation. 
WARREN. 
have the 


> 


and 


or his 


the Senator’s 
proper measure, 


utmost confidence in 
‘rush the ean” and to bring in the 
» ean find both can and contents. 
pleases, and I will undertake to follow him. [Laughter.] 
NVERIDGE. I do not know what the Senator means. 
answer to my be, an for his opinion about putting 
Inte on the cans? If he is satisfied with it, 1 am. 
WARREN. It is true, even though figures which roll 
the tongues of eloquent Senators oftentimes have great 
terror in this body, it has without a word of protest and inside 
of ten minutes voted $50,000,000 for a certain object. I am 
are that when you get into millions and give it your par- 
ular enunciation expressive of vastness and awe that this 
nditure of $3,000,000 seems large. But you are 
about a large industry. You are talking about an industry 
value of the annual product of which, 
ed States census for the last year, was almost a thousand 


wherewith 


t his 


illion dollars. 

This enfortenebe medical or surgical operation, if I may 
term it such, which you are about to perform—have in part per- 
formed with trade and has cost the live-stock men 
many millions of dollars already. And now, in God’s name, let 
us have it over with the quicker the better, and let the 
patient recover. But let us do it right while we are about it, 
and not wrong the loyal, honest live-stock growers on range and 
farm. A billion dellars of packing-house products alone, and 
$200,000,000 of that is what we export to other countries. 


interferes 


soon, 
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I will concede the Senator has more ex- | 
but what does | 


He can “rush the can” as | 
| join 
| . 

| serving class, and but a small class, shall pay that total expense 


talking | 


according to the | 
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Now, if there is any one thing that all political parties and 
all Congresses have agreed upon during all the time since the 
foundation of this Government to the present it is that ex 
from our manufactures and from our fields, but especi: ily. 
our manufactures, is the great interest which we should 
and the great accomplishment for which we should strive and 
endeavor. There is no doubt about that. Here we haye an 
industry which annually is exporting merchandise worth &: 200.. 
000,000. It seems to me that we should provide proportion. {eo ly 
for that great industry, and when the little brown-tail gna 
gets a hundred thousand or more in this appropriation bill 
surely the bulls and cows and sheep and hogs, which bri 
thousand million every year in meat products, are entitl 
$3,000,000 from the Government for inspection fees. 

If you are going to have an inspection of this product, ; 


It is 
to the interest of the United States and the people as a whole, 
leaving out private interests, that that inspection shall be one e of 
the highest and best, so far as the regard of foreign natio) 
concerned as well as our own. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wyoming 
yield to the Senator from Georgia? s 

Mr. WARREN. I do. i 

Mr. CLAY. I wish to ask the Senator from Wyoming, who 
acquainted with the stock business, is such a Jaw 
as this necessary to give the people pure food? I notice that 
in Illinois (and I believe it is on account of transactions jp 
Illinois that this law has been recommended to Congress) there 
is a law upon the statute books of that State which makes jt 
a penal offense for any party to sell or offer to sell any impure 
food, or to kill for purposes of sale diseased cattle; and the 
laws of that State require strict inspection of the slauchter-. 
eattle killed for 
in Missouri proyide 


’ 
Orts 
from 


Seek 


a 
a to 


the purposes of food. I see that the laws 
likewise—— 

Mr. WARREN. And so do the laws of Wyoming. 

Mr. CLAY. And the laws in Kansas provide the same thing. 
If these laws in the States for the inspection of cattle, making 
it a penal offense to sell impure food, are strictly enforced, how 
would it be possible for diseased meat to be sold to people 
throughout the country? 

Mr. WARREN. The Senator's 
take pleasure in answering it. 


point is well taken, and I 
I answer it this way: If every 
State had such a law and executed it, there would be nothing 
left for the Government of the United States to do except to 
look after strictly interstate commerce, in the way of inspection 
of products that leave this country and which must have the 


| inspection stamp of the United States Government to insure 


their acceptance and best sale in foreign countries. 
be all. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President 

Mr. WARREN. One moment, until I finish. That is the 
reason why heretofore (and I call the attention of the Senat 


That would 


| from Indiana to it) we have only appropriated seven or eight 
believe I will prefer to stick to my 
| pected the States to take 
Then I will compliment him, and I will say | 
ability to | 
| for. 


It is because we have ex- 
eare of this matter. We have put 
enough money to the credit of the inspection fund to provide for 
just so much of it as we felt the legitimate interests would cal! 
Now, the Senator from Indiana believes, and some others 
with him, in an inspection of larger caliber, and I am ready to 
him, but I am not willing that one class of people, a de- 


or nine hundred thousand dollars. 


when no other industry is thus treated. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. WARREN. With pleasure. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I would supplement the suggestion of the 
Senator from Georgia by suggesting further that the Senate 
has recently passed a pure-food bill, which, taken in connection 
with the meat laws of the several States, assuming their ei- 
forcement, would constitute a complete and sufficient remedy 
for the evil that is complained of and sought to be remedied by 
this bill. 

desire further to say that it was only for Congress to pro 
vide a method of inspection supplemental to that already pro- 
vided for in that bill, if it thought it necessary. I doubt il 
any further legislation is necessary on the subject. . 

Mr. CLAY. With the permission of the Senator, Mr. Presi- 
dent—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


from Wyoming 


Does the Senator from Wyoming 


| yield to the Senator from Georgia? 


Mr. 
Mr. 


WARREN. 
CLAY. 


I yield. 
The pure-food bill deals with articles of inter- 








and 


the 
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state ecommerce to be transported from one State to another. 
wish to call the Senator’s attention to this bill. It provides 
at the inspector appointed by the Secretary of Agriculture 
shall have the right to go into a State and inspect the slaughter 
neps, and if the slaughter pens are not properly constructed 
cr ventilated, then the inspector has the right to destroy them. 
This bill also provides that he shall have the right to inspect 
the beef after it is killed, and if it is impure, to destroy it; and 
jhere is no appeal from his decision. The inspector appointed 
to go into the States and examine the cattle and the beef is 
sole arbiter as to whether or not it is impure, and there 
no appeal from his decision whatever in regard to a matter 

of so much impertance. 

Mr. WARREN. Mv. President, it is idle for the Senator from 
Indiana or other Senators to say that it is a usual thing to 
charge the inspection against parties engaged in business. 
Hie cites the two eases, national banks and oeleomargarine. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Will the Senator yield to me? 

Mr. WARREN. I do. 

\ir. McCUMBRER. I just wish to say to the Senator that, 
while the Government of the United States does not charge 
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Mr. NELSON. Not the farm eattle. I have had a small 
amount of cattle to ship and sell every year, and I have not had 
a protest from any of the farmers of Minnesota. The protest 
has simply come from the packers—the men running the pack- 
ing establishments. Not a farmer in my State 
paying this. 

Mr. WARREN. Has the Senator had a lot of telegrams and 
letters asking him to see that it was paid by the packers? 

Mr. NELSON. I have had a lot of what [ eall “ machine 
telegrams,” made to order at the expense of the packers. That 
is the only kind. 


has ob ter 


to 


Mr. WARREN. But I ask him whether the farmers whom 
he so valiantly represents here have been wiring him asking 


that this provision shall carry; that the packers shall pay 


Lika tne 

cost of inspection instead of the United States. 
Mr. NELSON. The farmers are in favor of a proper inspee- 
tion. They are qu:te ready that the packers shall the cost 


of it, even if it comes out of them. They regard the matter of 
a few cents, 6 or 8 cents a head on a steer or a cow, 4 or 5 


| cents on a hog, and 2 or 3 cents on sheep, as a small matter, 


for the inspection, we pay for the inspection of every bushel | 


of wheat that is sent out of our State into interstate commerce ; 
pay for its weighing, we pay for its grading, we pay for its 


inspeetion, whether it be in any terminal market in the United | 


States, ranging all the way from about 25 cents per car to 75 
cents per ear, whether wheat, corn, oats, barley, or any other 
qreal that we sell upon the markets. 

Mr. WARREN. By the arrangement of those interested in 
business they have provided that there shall be a fee paid, so 
t their grain, their corn, and their wheat may be graded and 


{ shall know what is red this and brown that and blue the | 


other, ete., that they may sell on the market. It is a part of 
e preparation for the market of their product. It is not an 
nspection to see whether it is rotten or wholesome. It is 
simply a part of the preparation, the expense, just the same as 
threshing or cutting is, so far as grading the wheat and 
corn is concerned; and they have a right to tax themselves 
it, if they wish. 
Mr. NELSON. Mr. President—— 
‘he VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wyoming 
yield to the Senator from Minnesota? 
Mr. WARREN. I do. 
Mr. NELSON. Is it not the purpose of this inspection, or of 
y scheme of inspection related to this subject-matter, to make 
the article merchantable, to make it a matter of interstate 
commerce? Now, if a certain class of men are engaged in an 
industry and in order to give them a proper market, in order 
to get the full benefit of interstate commerce they should have 
it inspected, why not have them pay the expense, because it is 
for their benefit in order to make that product merchantable? 
Mr. WARREN. If the Senator from Minnesota will show me 
2 way that we ean force the packers to pay that and not charge 
to the eatthlemen, I have no fault to find with the proposition. 
Mr. NELSON. I want to say to the Senator from Wyoming 
that he does not represent the only cattlemen in this country. 
There are the range cattlemen who ship their cattle into the 
irkets in a flood in certain seasons of the year, but the whole 
utry is covered with a lot of small farmers who are ship- 
ping eattle every week of the year to Chicago and to other great 
Those cattlemen are not here objecting to this bill. 
is simply the range ecattlemen. So of all the men who furnish 
hogs that are slaughtered and enter into interstate com- 
‘ce, and a geod deal of our meat products are hog products. 
product does not come from the men who raise the range 
le. The Senator talks as though this was simply a question 
ween packers and the men who range the cattle. 
Mr. WARREN. I do not talk that way. 
Mr. NELSON. It is a matter that the consumers are equally 
rested in and the men who raise cattle on small farms and 
rnish the steady supply of cattle throughout the entire year. 
Mr. WARREN. Just so. The Senator can not provoke any 
quarrel with me about that. IL accept his intimation that I 
w nothing about cattle raising except on the range. But I 
| say to the Senator from Minnesota that I have been en- 
ced in the cattle business all the way from Cape Cod to the 
ky Mountains, and I know about as much as a man ean 
w who has all his life been interested in it of the differ- 
S between the farmer, stockman, and the range cattleman. 
nt to say to the Senator that when you beat around you 
| where the men stand. 
farm eattle; if they must be shipped to the packers, they 


] its. 
| 


the 


It matters not whether range cattle | 


all the same interest; and they are all asking that this | 


‘nse Shall be put upon the Government. 


and they are not objecting to it. 

Mr. WARREN. Very well Then this is the condition the 
Senator wishes us to believe exists, that all the stockmen we have 
heard from all over the United States stand upon one side of 
the question, and that is that the Government shall pay the in- 
spection, and hence it is assumed by him that all the balance 
not heard from shall stand on the other. That is the Senator's 
argument, is it? If so, he is dead wrong. It is safer and 
nearer the truth to assume that all those not heard from stand 
with the balance, and if heard from would supplicate that the 
Government pay for this inspection. 

Now, Mr. President, right at that point, talking about tele- 
grams that are machine made, I have explained that. rhose 


telegrams have been sent, as the Senator from Vermont [Mr 


Proctor] said, in five or six different forms. I find the stock 
association of one State has sent to its people out on the fron- 
tier—away from the telegraph office, away, perhaps, from the 
mail, or sent by mail on horseback—* There is danger of our 
interests being injured; you should telegraph your Congress- 


man;” and what is more natural than to give them a form? 

But the bulk ef my telegrams have not run that way. I have 
in my hands a couple that came in when this matter first came 
up, and before they could possibly have heard of the suggestion 
that telegrams were concocted in Chicago and sent out. 

I have one here from the Hon. Ora Haley, of Lara 
a man who has been in the cattle business proper in some 
capacity in probably more than half the States of this Union 
a man whose business now is very large, a man who has been 
in both branches of the Wyoming legislature, was a Presiden- 
tial elector two years ago, and has held other 
a man who is in the banking business as well, who is largely 
interested in eattle every day in the year, buying or selling 
oer grazing, ete. He has for years. been either president 
high officer of the Wyoming Live Stock Association. 
send his telegram to the desk and have it read, and see if it 
sounds like a machine telegram. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
will read the telegram. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


publie offices; 


Without objection, the 


Hien. F. E. WARREN, Washington, D. C.: 





The discussion of packing-house methods has to 
the live-stock interests of the West It is impos OW h, 
because the evil effect is not yet fully developed, and | only h t 
it may not result in disaster. Lvyery stoc! ‘= Wwe in 
favor of a most rigid inspection law it y t 
great injustice to place the n the p rf 
course, that the preducers ultimately y the \ 
peeple are interested in pure food, and so let ‘ in in x the 
expense. Kindly give a copy of this to Senator CLark and Mr. M 
DELL, and we all hope that our delegation will ay 3. 

i) \ I 

Mr. WARREN. Now, Mr. President, that is simply a repre- 
sentative telegram. As I said a few mornings since and before 
I supposed this subject would be called up on the floor for de- 


bate, I was receiving a great many messages. I did not pro- 
pose to burden the Recorp, and I sent up one as a sample, on 
that came from as representative a live-stock man as there 
in the United States. 

I am sending now to the desk and ask to have read at : 
from a man who represents money loaned by trust co es 
and others to various live-stock men, one who is I h 
them and who knows their feelings, who is inte ed | 
pretty largely in cattle as well as through thi 
that have the cattlemen’s interests at heart 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary 
will read. 
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The Secretary read as follows: 
DENVER, COLO., June 21, 1906. 
Senator F. E. WARREN, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 
Stock growers are united in wanting the benefit of complete inspec- 


tion, but believe the purchasers of the product would lack confidence in 
certificate issued if such service is paid for by those inspected for the 
packers. Furthermore, the number of consumers benefited is far in 
excess of the number of producers whose product is inspected. This 
being a matter where the whole people are concerned, and to tax the 
producer by causing the packers to pay this fee would be unfair, won't 
you impress on the Senators the damage delays are causing the stock 
growers ? 
A. E. DE RICQLES. 
Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, that telegram expresses the 


idea that if we are to_have an inspection we ought to have one 
that will inspire confidence all over the world. On the other 
hand, referring to what the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 
NELSON] has said, the consumer is interested. He is the man 
of all others who is interested. Then let him pay his part of it 
and let the stockman pay his. If we look through this agricul- 
tural appropriation bill we find many things very generously 
provided for, of which the Senator has spoken. We find pro- 
vision made for the boll weevil, for the gypsy moth, for the 
flight of birds which are taken care of; the fowls are taken 
care of—the health and habits of fowls are promoted by an 
annual appropriation. Why not tax the hens the tenth part of 
a cent each? You are going to tax the other part of the barn- 
yard, if you tax the cow. 

The poor cow is to be taxed from 5 to 8 cents, because she 
happens to be a cow, and is destined for the packer, but the in- 
spection of the turkeys and the geese and the hens and the 
ducks that frolic around her is paid for by the United States. 
Somebody may say that as to the birds of the air that fly over 
the farm and over the man who is milking the old cow in the 
barnyard, and as to the hens that cackle, the ducks that quack, 
and the geese that gabble, it is proper that they should all go 
free, but the poor cow has got to pay from 5 to 8 cents, not- 
withstanding that added to these the insects, the fauna, and 
the flora, and, in fact, everything in sight except the cow, re- 
ceivyes attention, investigation, or inspection at Government 
The Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor] says it 


expense. 


will be from 3 to 5 cents a head; the Senator from Minnesota | 
| Mr. NELSON] says from 5 to 6 cents; but when we get to the | 


enthusiastic Senator from Indiana [Mr. BEVERIDGE], who last 
| he assumes that it will be 8 or 10 cents on every head of 
neat stock. We do not know what it will be. 

When we come to insects in the barnyard, miscellaneous in- 
sects, those that crawl and those which fly in the air, their 
inspection is provided for and paid for by the United States; 
but the cow must be under a special act, because she comes 
under the head of “ cattle” to be killed for meat. 

Mr. NELSON. Does the Senator regard the meat packers as 
miscellaneous insects? 

Mr. WARREN. I will leave that to the Senator from Min- 
nesota to decide. He can not get any sympathy from me for 
the packer. 

We appropriate money to provide for the general cereals, 
and to provide particularly for the orchards and the fruits 
which we raise, and for the insects that attack the fruit. But 
the poor cow alone must pay. 

It is true that you put a tax on oleomargarine a few years 
igo. I suppose that was because oleomargarine has some rela- 
on to the cow; I do not know why otherwise it was done; but it 
s different with the meat products. You say to the world oleo- 
nargarine is simply, as it was declared by many Senators on 


spoke, 


his floor, an imitation, a counterfeit, a fraud; and that is the 
e2son you put an internal-revenue tax on it. You put it on 
ecause those who wanted to eat this cheap imitation article 
would pay the tax. 

It seems to me we are going too far when we come to the 
cattlemen to yoke them up with oleomargarine manufacturers 
iy, “ Now, cattlemen, pay your assessment, no matter 
whether you can continue your business or not. Under the tax 


t 
I 
t 
I 
I 


and 8 


that may be laid we will assess you 3, 5, 6, 8, or 10 cents a head. 

rhe Senator from Vermont says, with a twinkle in his eye 
and a good deal of satisfaction, that we have got a nice bunch 
of money in the Treasury out of that oleomargarine tax. We 
taxed the producers of that article much more than it cost to 
carry the law into effect. I see in that twinkle the proposition 


that he proposes to pile up millions upon millions of dollars in 
the Treasury of the United States by a sliding tax of 3 or 5 
or 8 or 10 cents per head upon meat stock, and which is a tax 
against the cattlemen. 

Mr. President, the mode of doing business by the packing 
houses $s one that may not be understood by those who have no 
interest in the business, but it is different from almost every 
other market where ‘purchases and sales are made. On the 
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one side packing houses and their products are governed by tho 
world’s price for which they can dispose of their product, y 1 
may say that they have got us in the hollow of their hand jy 
this country, because they are butchering practically all th. 
live stock. 

Well, now, passing that for the moment, here are $200,000.00 
of exports of meat, etc., that have to go out to all the differe)+ 
markets of the world. They have to meet the cheap cattle if 
Australia and of New Zealand; they have to meet the live stoq: 
of all the world when they send out that $200,000,000 worth of 
meat. Therefore these packers can not force the price of meat 
upward beyond a certain standard. Upon the one side in the 
disposition of their products there is a check. Now, turn to tie 
other side. How do they purchase? They have their check jy 
the standard of the price they get. Then they have certain ex. 
penses that they must incur in their business. Therefore, when 
you put upon them a burden of a certain amount, it must come 
out of the raw material; that is to say, out of the cattle they 
buy. How can they do that? I will tell you. 

It is a fact that by the utilization of everything except the 
bleat of the calf in the packing house they have arrived at a 
cheapness of slaughter and manufacture of meat that has 
wiped out pretty nearly all competition. Therefore the catt}e- 
man is compelled in many parts of the country to ship his 
eattle to the packer; there is no other available market. As 
to the wheat and other crops, they are bought where there is 
a standard. The man who raises and sells them near home 
pockets his money and is through with the transaction. But 
when you come to live stock for slaughter, after they are 
loaded on the cars they are taken down over the railroads to 
the stock yards at Chicago or Omaha or Kansas City or St. 
Joseph or St. Louis or at Buffalo, and then you must take your 
chance on whatever price you can get. 

There is no standard, as there is in the case of wheat and 
corn, and there is no way by which a standard can be fixed, 
as there is in the case of cereals. In the case of cattle you 


have a perishable product that is losing value every hour it is 
in the yard and deteriorating every moment of time. If you 


hold it over but one day you have a loss, perhaps, of 25 cents 
a hundred, and you are absolutely compelled to take what is 
offered you. 

The price is fixed upon one side—the world’s price for 
meat—but on the other you can not get a regular price fixed, 
and you have to take the price that is offered on the day you 
arrive. What would be mere natural than that any additional 
expense to the packer shall be taken out of the man who 
There are stockmen who have been shipping 
their stock to the packing houses ever since that industry was 
inaugurated. They know the packers; they know the manner 
of collecting for expenses. Do they know whether or not they 


| will ultimately have this inspection tax to pay, or do the Sen- 


ators, who represent other industries and who are not inter- 
ested in this particular industry, best know? Who know best, 
the cattlemen who have been associated with the packers all 
this time, or do others with no experience? 

As expressed in one of these telegrams, live-stock men want 
this inspection to be thorough; they want such an inspection 
as all the world will take as final. They do not want it said 
that the meat product has not had an adequate inspection, be- 
cause Armour and Swift and Nelson Morris and others are pay- 
ing the inspectors themselves as their own hired men. 

Of course when it comes to the matter of inspection, a man 
who is thoroughly posted upon it will understand it; but you 
take the ordinary individual, who has given no special atten- 
tion to it, and let him read or hear somebody say that the in- 
spection is to be paid for by the packers and he will have no 


| confidence in the Government stamp obtained in that way. 


The inspection law which I am supporting, and which we 
are all supporting, I hope, is, in my judgment, a severe blow to 
the packers. In my judgment, the next severest blow is to 
make the Government pay it, holding aloof entirely from any 
communication with them, except that they shall bend their 
necks entirely to the will of the Government under the law. 
When the Government inspects Armour’s meat, as now, it is 
sold on Armour’s trade-mark. When you put an _ inspection 
mark by the United States, when you put a stamp on every 


| can—I am coming back to that can again—you have made tlic 


manufacturer of every can equal, so far as the United States 


inspection is concerned. Armour’s trade-mark and Swifts 
trade-mark and Nelson Morris’s trade-mark go to the four 
winds, so far as the standard is concerned—everything goes 


under the inspection of the Government, because the Goyerl- 
ment upon all has placed its inspection mark, and it becomes 
Uncle Sam’s trade-mark. 

As to the great monopoly of the packers, I want to tell you 
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that if you wish to do anything to hold the prices where they 
are and not raise them upon beef, you want to see that in your 
legislation you do not put any load upon the cattlemen. The 
eattlemen’s profits day by day are diminishing in the United 
States. Where they raised cattle a few years ago cotton now 
grows; Where they raised cattle a few years ago corn is now 
produced. You can not afford to put the farmer and stock 
raiser down under an expense that will greatly diminish the 
number of cattle unless you wish to raise the price of beef. 

I want to say to you, looking at the question from all sides, 
that I believe you are doing the very best act that it is possible 
to do if you have this inspection by the Government itself, and 
have the Government pay for it. As I say, this little matter 
of $3,000,000 is a mere bagatelle in this great industry. If it is 
well guarded, the industry will flourish. ; 

Mr. President, I have telegrams here from bankers in New 
York and Boston, whom I know personally. I know they are 
interested in the men who have their money upon the ranches 
and the farms and who are stock raisers. They know the stock- 
men themselves are asking that this inspection shall be paid for 
by the Government. I have here their telegrams and letters, all 
reading one way: “ Have the United States Government pay 
the inspection.” I will not burden the record with them, as it is 
already too long. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wyoming 
yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. WARREN. Certainly, I yield. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I am exceedingly anxious not to delay the 
ordering of this bill to conference, but if the Senator from 
Wyoming will permit me, I should like to have a letter read 
by the Secretary from the president of the Corn Belt Meat 
Producers’ Association, representing practically the whole live- 
stock interest in the State of Iowa. I do that only because I 
desire to have their views expressed, considering the fact that 








that State is the chief live-stock producer in the United States. | 


Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I do not know what the con- 


tents of the letter are, but I want to hear from a locality of that | 


1 


kind, whether it may be upon the one side or upon the other. 
The people of Iowa are, as the Senator says, in the possession of 
more live stock to-day than the people of any other State in 


the Union, and the stock is in the hands of simon-pure farmers, 


and not on the ranges of the scalawag range cattlemen. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, the 
Secretary will read the letter sent to the desk by the Senator 
from Iowa. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

BUCKINGHAM, Iowa, June 2, 1906. 
Hon. J. P, Dotitver, Washington, D. C. 


My Dear Srr: I thought perhaps you might wish to know what the 
tockmen think of the Beveridge meat-inspection bill. It seems too bad 
hat this whole matter has got into the condition that it has. It 

ms to me that this investigation could have been made and a proper 
nspection law put into effect without so much notoriety and a conse- 
suent loss to the live-stock industries of this and other States. I ap- 
preciate, however, that it is too late to make any change or to find 
fault over what has been done. In the first place, the stockmen have 

n for some time urging the necessity of a more thorough and com- 
plete method of inspection. ‘This has been agitated by members of our 
association and other individuals for a long time. We have felt that 
the only way to insure the best returns for our products was to place 
them above reproach in every way and every particular. 

rhe present 
lieve, with this exception. 


1 
1 
( 


We feel that we must necessarily bear a 
large burden of this expense. The business is going to be demoralized, 
fact, it is demoralized, without part of the expense being borne 
the stockmen, and we are willing to do our share. The only point 


appeals to me is that in the matter of inspection the fees should | 
benefited | 


paid by 


the law. 
urden. 


the Government or by the ones that are to be 
We do not feel that we should be made to bear all of 
If the bill is passed making the packers or the different 
npanies bear the expense of the inspection, as I understand it to 
id, it only means that that amount will be charged off from the 
the live stock brings in the different markets. This, in my 
nion, would be a greater burden than we should be charged with. 
there not some way this inspection can be put into effect, as strong 
id complete as possible, but making the inspection fees out of appro- 
ations made by the General, Government? It seems to me the only 
uestion is whether or not this business is to pay the expenses of an 
inspection that rightfully belongs to the people at large. 
would like to have you give this matter your earnest consideration 
nd let me know how you feel in regard to it. We have known for a 
time that the inspection on all meat products that were used at 
me was not sufficient. We have urged that this be made more com- 
ete and carried on in a manner that would leave no opportunity for 
t the kind of articles to be written as are now prevalent in the 
press. This kind of notoriety is one of the most serious menaces to 
the business we have at the present time. 





Thanking you for your many kindnesses and the good work you have 


done for the live-stock interests of this and cther States, I remain, 
Very truly, yours, 
A. L. AMES, 
President Corn Belt Meat Producers’ Association, 


Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, does that bear the stamp of 
the packing house? In my judgment, it is an honest letter from 
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bill meets the hearty approval of the stockmen, I be- | 


} 








honest people, and represents the farmer and stock grower of 
one of the thickly-settled States and not the rangemen of the 
West who furnish range cattle. I commend this letter par- 
ticularly to the senior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Netson]. 
Let him square it with his remarks of a few minutes ago. 

Mr. President, not only is the cost of the various services I 
have enumerated paid by the Government, but there are many 
others. There is, for instance, our quarantine service, applying 
to live stock as well as to people, and paid by the United States. 
We might as well say that the expenses of our Light-House Sery- 
ice, with its light-houses along the coast, shall be taxed upon 
commerce, and that it shall be charged up to the vessels as 
they go by. We take pleasure in paying our part of it, though 
we may live in the heart and center of the country, re- 
moved from the seaboard. 

We expect that the expense of everything of that nature will 
be distributed all over the coutry and not charged up to one 
small class of people. Every man and every woman does or 
should eat meat. All are interested alike in the purity and 
wholesomeness of it. Then why not let all pay it, instead of 
charging it to a small number of men interested in a not too 
well paying business, the farmers and others interested in live 
stock? 

I have endeavored to explain, and I again call attention to 
the peculiar situation regarding the marketing of live stock, 


far 


| and to the fact that it is really a commission-house business 


between live-stock grower and packer. You really consign 
your stock. It amounts to that. There is not one-tenth of 100 
per cent. of stock on the ranges starting for market that is sold 
and paid for before it starts or upon any price calculated upon 
or promised until it reaches the market; but it fixed upon 
that day and paid for at the price offered by those who control 
the market on that day. 

I have some figures here, Mr. President, showing the magnitude 
of this industry which I will ask to have inserted in the Recorp. 
There is very much more that I should like to say, but I am as 
anxious as any Senator present to get this matter into confer- 
ence. 

Under the circumstances and in the way in which this matter 
came before us, I think we have a right to ask our own con- 
ferees to recede without opposition on this one point, the House 
provision being asked for by this great industry, and I trust 
that the conferees will make no resistance whatever to taking 
the House proposition as to the payment by the United States 
of the cost of inspection. 

As to the other matters in connection with this amendment, 
its constitutionality, and so forth, I leave that to those better 
able to debate it—the great lawyers of the Senate. I send to 
the desk the statement to which I have referred, ask that it may 
be printed, and I drop the matter for the present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, the 
statement referred to by the Senator from Wyoming will be 
printed in the Recorp. 

The statement referred to is as follows: 

OFFICIAL REPORT DEPARTMENT AND LABOR, JUNE 2 

Exports of meats and meat products from the United 
eleven months ending with May aggregated over $180,000,000 hese 
figures for eleven months show a larger exportation of meats and meat 
products than in the corresponding period of any other year in the 
history of our export trade, and show an increase of practi v 6 
cent when compared with the figures for 
1896, a decade earlier. 

The total value of meat and meat 
year 1906 will approximate 
that of any earlier year. 

All parts of the world are purchasers of American provisions. 7 
lard exports of 1905 went direct from the United St t t 
different countries and the larg: 
Kingdom, valued at $17,500,000. 

Bacon, which stands second 
products exported, goes li 
1905 practically 
worth exported. 

Great Britain by far largest purchaser of American 
products. Of the $75,000,000 worth of b ham, 
canned beef exported in 1905, the United Kingdom took 
worth, or practically 90 per cent of the total; of the 
meats, valued at $100,000,000, she took $S80,000,00 
the $40,500,000 worth of cattle exported 
$36,750,000 worth. 

Mr. GALLINGER. 
but a moment. 


is 


OF COMMERCE 





prod ts export da 


S$200,000,000, 


colonies, st quantity to 
in importance 
irgely to the United 
$21,000,000 worth out 


in the value of meat 
Kingdom, wl 


the total of $25,500, 





ol 


is the meat 

resh beef, and 
in $66,000,000 

total expo 

’ worth, while 


in the same year she 


Mr. President, I shall detain the Sen 
After the wretched and revolting exposé tl 





has been made of the condition of things in the packing houses 
at Chicago, I have very little sympathy for the men who are 
engaged in that industry, men who have made their mill ~ 
and their tens of millions, and who, if they had been 1 of 
publie spirit and correct impulses, would have had tl pack 
ing houses as free from filth and disease-breeding conditions as is 


this Senate Chamber. They have absolutely neglected the con- 
ditions that ought to have existed, and have horrified not only 
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this country, but the nations of the world, because of the condi- 
tions that were found to exist there. 

Mr. President, I want an inspection of meats in Chicago, an 
inspection as thorough as human ingenuity can devise. I feel 
like felicitating myself and my associates in this Chamber, in 
view of what has been spread before the world, that we are per- 
mitted to be here to-day. Almost every day I hear of the illness 
of some friend, and very often the information comes to me 
that it is due to ptomaine poisoning. Why should it not be, 
considering what has come to us as a matter of record knowl- 
edge? 
Il have listened to the reading of the letter which was sent 
to the desk by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. DoLiiver] and the 
telegrams which were sent to the desk by the Senator from 
yvoming [Mr. WARREN]. They are for a rigid inspection, but 
they want the Government to pay for it. I recall the fact that 


Artemus Ward once said that he read and had been told that 
boils were good for the health of the human family. He said 
he had made an investigation of that and found it to be true, 


but he wanted the boils to be on the other fellow. [Laughter.] 


So, Mr. President, these people think inspection is necessary, 
and they say it ought to be thorough in the interest of human 
health, but they want the Government of the United States to 
pay for inspecting meats which, if they did their duty, would 
not need an inspection. 

I do not believe that the Government ought to have this bur- 
den of $3,000,000 placed upon it for next year and $5,000,000 
the next, and perhaps $10,000,000 in a few years, for inspecting 
the meats that pass through the slaughterhouses of the great 
city of Chicago and other cities of our country. I do hope, Mr. 
President, that on this point the conferees on the part of the 
Senate will stand unflinchingly and will not yield, and that this 


ren 1 


iy be placed where it properly belongs. 
I do not see why it could possibly fall upon the producers— 
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Mr. WARREN. At the request of the Senator from Indiana 
[Mr. Bevertpce}], whom I love as I would a brother, I refrained 
from entering upon a discussion of the canning business; put 
I want to ask, simply to get the opinion of the Senator now on 
the floor, whether he feels any apprehensions that if we require 
the placing of labels on meats, the demand of the consumers 
and their desire to know the date will cause us to go further 
and provide for the labeling of all canned food products? [| 
do not know that I should oppose such a movement; in fact 
I am rather of the opinion that if a bill should come here next 
winter to take up this whole subject, I might favor it; but | 
should like the Senator’s opinion, whether he thinks it would 
not end with the date of inspection being placed on all food 
products put up in cans, in bottles, or in any other sma]! 
packages? 5 

Mr. GALLINGER. I should hope that that would be the re- 
sult, Mr. President, because I believe that when a citizen of this 
country purchases an article which has been canned and put 
upon the market, he has a right to know whether it is one 
year or ten years old, and he has a right to protect himself 
from consuming a product that, because of its age, is possibly a 
detriment to health and life. 

Mr. President, that is all I meant to say. I want these labels 
to protect the people from imposition. I want the inspection to 
be so thorough that there can be no doubt that it will carry 
out the purposes we all have in mind, and then, Mr. President, 
I want the Government to be relieved from paying for the 
inspection, which is so slight upon the producer or upon the 
men who slaughter the animals as to be a matter of very 
little consequence. If it costs the farmer or the producer only 
6 or 8 cents to have a cow or a steer inspected, it is not going 
to do any great harm to the man who raises cattle on the 
ranges or elsewhere, even if he has to pay for it. But, as | 
before said, I see no reason why this burden thould be placed 
upon the producer at ali. On the contrary, we should legislate 
so as to place it upon the packing houses of the great cities of 
the country. as is contemplated by the Senate amendment. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, the first consideration with 
respect. to meat products is that they shall be produced under 
cleanly and healthful circumstances, The inspection covers 
that point up to a certain degree only. After the materials haye 
been produced, it is equally important that they shall reach the 
consumer in a condition which will not be detrimental or 
jurious to his health or offensive to his ideas as to what he will 
consume. There is nothing about which the human rice i 
more particular or in respect tc which it insists upon its righis 
with greater emphasis than that of selecting its food, each i: 
vidual for himself, and he has a right to know all about the 
article of food that he is about to consume. He has a right to 
know it from the party from whom he obtains the product. 
There is no more important, in fact, in my judgment, there is 
no provision as important in connection with this matter as 
that of the date upon the inspection stamp of the gvods 
whether it be in cans, or whether it be in carcass. 

It is not sufficient to provide in this bill that canned goods 
alone shall bear the date of inspection. As has been 
by the Senator from New Hampshire, they should berr the 
date when the article was placed in the can, so that you may 
know just how long that article has been on hand and form 
your own judgment as to whether you desire to take it or n 

It is the habit of the canners in the great centers in which 
that industry is carried on to ship their stale goods as far from 
home as possible, and I have seen opened in the camps on t! 
frontier meats that had been in cans for four and five 
before they reached the retailer, and had remained on the 
of the retailer perhaps over a season. It is to prevent that ¢ 


sugeested 


Un 


| dition that this inspection should be urged and that the lal 


upon the can should bear the date when the article was placed 
in it. 

But that is not all. The carcasses of meat that hang in cold 
storage, after they have been there four months, enter upon 


| condition of disintegration that is injurious, that results in the 
| outside fat of the carcass becoming from day to day more unfit 


| that the fat is unfit to be eaten. 


the men who raise and sell the cattle to these packing houses— 
aus the Senator from Wyoming contends. My fear is, in view 
the conditions that already exist, that it will fall upon the 
msumers, i ad of the producers. These packing houses 
form the ; meat trust that makes it impossible for a farmer 
New England to raise cattle for the market, because the 
n who sell it are boycotted by this great trust; and I appre- 
| 1 that, if the packers are made to pay the cost of the pro- 
1 in ction, they will find a way to raise the price of their 
meats beyond the exorbitant price that they have been asking 
consumers to pay for the last ten years. I know of no 
why this tax should be placed upon the cattlemen, but 
eve f it should be, it seems to me that it is more a matter of 
that that great industry, which has not been 
ing very much until this exposé came of conditions in 
vo, should bear the burden, rather than that the taxpayers | 
( 1e « ‘ountry should be compelled to do so. 
Mr. SCOTT. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
Phe VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
1 to Senator from West Virginia? 
GALLINGER. Certainly. 
i SCOTT. I want to ask the Senator if he thinks that, in 
{ ‘ of these inspectors being appointed by the Govern- 
then being paid by the packers or the purchasers of 
they could be held to a strict accountability? Would 
under such conditions, in a short time favor the men 
1 y them their salaries? 
‘:ALLINGER. I do not think so, Mr. President. We do 
vd ulty with our bank examiners in that regard. 
»1 i duty, notwithstanding they are paid by the banks 
intry. It seems t uch a suggestion is a reflection | 
e men who would represent this Government in perform- 
I lent, I will pass on. I have only one other 
I desire to make, and that is that I trust this bill, 
rgzes f onference and becomes a law, will ade- 
( | de f the labeling of all the canned products of 
1 ¢ establishments of the country. I believe 
t] has come to the consumers of this country 
| ( ( ns under which foods have been canned 
1! sold to tl » of the United States. I hope that a | 
! on is in the l 1 if it is not, I trust that it will be 
‘ t—that all ned products should have not only the 
of ins tion placed upon them, but the date at which the 
luct itself was placed in the receptacle. 
Ir. WARREN. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a 
e VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 


re yi to the Senator from Wyoming? 
Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 


for consumption, until to-day you can go into the best res- 
taurants and hotels of this country and call for a cut of roast 
beef with the outside fat on it, and when the waiter brings it 
you it is a mere piece of lean meat with no fat on it. You : 
him about it, and he says it is necessary to cut that fat off 
cause it gets rancid and strong in cold storage. 

The same is true of a steak. You may buy the choicest cuts 
of steaks to-day in the best restaurants and hotels, and you find 
Why? Because the meat has 
remained in cold storage beyond the period where cold will pre 
serve it in a healthful condition. Have you not seen, those of 
you who have observed it, that after about three montlis in 


is 


be- 
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storage the outside fat upon the carcass takes upon itself a 
yellowish green tint? It is the result of the process of disin- 
tegration resulting from cold, which is the equivalent of the 
disintegration that results from heat. 

So I say that not only should the cans be stamped as to the 
date when the article was placed in it, but that the carcasses 
that hang in cold storage on Pennsylvania avenue here, for in- 
stance, which have been there sometimes for perhaps more than 
two years, should also be stamped. Remember the investiga- 
tion only a few weeks ago in Pittsburg, where it was found that 


in the elegant marble-lined cold-storage receptacle of one of the | 


| Pay ededy 


hotels in that city carcasses of meat had hung about four years. 
Of course it can not become putrid and offensive to the smell 
when it is under the influence of the condition of freezing that 
pertains to cold storage. But it is not necessary that meat 
should become putrid or offensive to the smell in order that it 
may contain ptomaine poisoning. 

I know of an instance where a carcass of choice meat from 
one of the big packing houses in Chicago was sent to a camp 
of workmen. 
ally fine appearance. It was packed cold, solid, almost frozen; 
and it put about eighty men in the hospital inside of twenty- 
four hours, because it had been in cold storage for over two 
years, and the conditions that I have suggested had come about. 
These facts are not isolated. You can duplicate them hun- 
reds and thousands of times on the frontier where they bring 
back to us the cattle that we raise on our ranches. 

I have no sympathy for the cold-storage system. 
up in a city in which I lived. Five years 
erusade against cold-storage meat, and I 
tarily eaten a mouthful of it since that time. 


I broke it 


It was purchased because it was of exception- | 
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| strike 
ago I started on a | 
have never yvolun- | 
I drove out of | 


business in that city the representative of Armour and the Chi- | 


cago packing houses by persuading the community in which I 
lived to patronize only the meat dealer who bought his cattle 
in the country in which he lived and slaughtered them and 
prepared the meat in a cleanly way and handed it over his 
counter free from these objectionable features. By creating 


that sentiment there we built up a prosperous dealer in meat, | 


who bought our own cattle from our own ranches and our own 
farmers and sold it to the community. Public sentiment would 
do much to drive it out. I believe the best condition in the 
cattle business exists when every farm has its little bunch of 
fat cattle and sends them to market with about an inch or an 
inch and a half of fat on the ribs, fresh killed and cool, and 
prepared for consumption. It distributes the business locally 
throughout the country. 
centration of capital, this concentration of what they call enter- 
prise in the city of Chicago? It had better be distributed 
among a thousand farmers and a thousand communities in the 
country. 


in charge of the bill desires to use the few remaining minutes. 
Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, my motion is pending. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 

that the Senate insist upon its amendments, disagree to the 


amendment of the House to the amendment of the Senate No. | 


The Senator from Vermont moves | 


Who is benefited by this great con- | 


29, and agree to the conference asked for by the House of Rep- | 


resentatives, the conferees on the part of the Senate to be ap- 
pointed by the Chair. 


The motion was agreed to; and the Vice-President appointed | 


as conferees on the part of the Senate Mr. Procror, Mr. Hans- 
BROUGH, and Mr. SIMMONS, 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 


BrowNnineG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had dis- | 


agreed to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
19844) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1907, and for 
ether purposes, asks conference with the Senate on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. Tawney, Mr. Smiru of Iowa, and Mr. Taytor of Alabama 
managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of 
the House of Representatives, disagreeing to the amendments 





~ 
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NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. HALE submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing yotes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
18750) making appropriations for the naval for the 


service 


| fiscal year ending June 30, 1907, and for other purposes, having 


met, after full and free confere: have agreed to recommend 
and do recommend to their respective Houses follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 1, 
32, 33, 3 38, 47, and 55. 


a 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 


ice 
us 
9 


o- 
. Ov, 


ments of the Senate numbered 2, 3, 5, 11, 12, 14, 16, 17, 19, 20, 
21, 22. 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 4, 


45, 46, 48, 49, 50, 52, 53, 54, 57, 58, 59, and 63; and agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 6: 
ment of the House to 
bered 6. 

Amendment numbered 7: That the Senate agree to the amend- 
ment of the House to the amendment of the Senate numbered 7. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 8, and to the same with 
amendments as follows: 

In line 10 of said amendment strike out the colon and insert 
in lieu thereof a period. ; 

In lines 10, 11, 12. 13, 14, 15, 16, and 17 of said amendment 
out the following: “Provided, That hereafter the pay 


That the Senate agree to the amend 


the amendment of the Senate hum 


agree 


and allowances of chaplains shall be the same, rank for rank, as 
is or may be provided by law for officers of the line and of the 
Medical and Pay Corps, all of whom shall hereafter receive the 
same pay on shore duty as is now provided for sea duty: And 


provided further, That the present pay and allowances of any 
officer now in the Navy shall not be reduced: Provided further,” 
and insert in lieu thereof, as a new paragraph: 

“That all chaplains now in the Navy above the grade of lieu- 
tenant shall receive the pay and allowances of lieutenant-com- 
mander in the Navy according to length of service under the 
provisions of law for that rank, and all chaplains now in the 
Navy in the grade of lieutenant shall receive their present sea 
pay when on shore duty: Provided, That naval chaplains here- 
after appointed shall have the rank, pay, and allowances of lieu- 
tenant (junior grade) in the Navy until they shall have 
pleted seven years of service, when they shall have the rank, 
pay, and allowances of lieutenant in the Navy; and lieute1 
shall be promoted, whenever vacancies occur, to the grade of 
lieutenant-commander, which shall consist of five m« 
when so promoted shall receive the rank, pay, and 
of lieutenant-commander in the Navy: Provided further, TY) 


com- 
ants 
tmbers, and 


allowances 


ait 


: | nothing herein contained shall be held or construed to increase 
I will not occupy more time, as I understand the chairman | the number of chaplains as now authorized by law or to reduce 


the rank or pay of any now serving.” 


In line 17 of said amendment, commencing with the word 
“That,” have a new paragraph; and in lines 17 and 18 of said 
| amendment strike out the words “pay and;” and in line 21 of 
said amendment strike out the words “ pay and.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 10: That the Senate agree to the 


amendment of the House to the amendment of 
bered 10. 

That the House recede from its disagreement 
ment of the Senate numbered 15, and agree to the same with an 
amendment follows: In said amendment. the word 
“ million,” strike out the words “ three hundred thousand ;” and 
the Senate agree to the same. 


the Senate nuim- 


to the amend- 


as ‘ter 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 18, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In line 5 of said amendment strike out 

| the words “immediately available and to be;” and the Senate 


of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 19844) making appropriations | 


for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1907, and for other purposes. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate insist on its amend- 
ments, and agree to the conference asked for by the House, 
the conferees on the part of the Senate to be appointed by the 
Chair. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Vice-President appointed 
as the conferees on the part of the Senate Mr. Hate, Mr. Per- 
KINS, and Mr. Berry. 





agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 36, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In the last line of said amendment stri 
out the comma and the words “to be immediately available; ” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 37, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 


“two million nine hundred and fifty-two thousand four hundred 
and fifty dollars;” and the Senate agree to the sar 
That the House recede from 


its disagreement to the amend 


ment of the Senate numbered 51, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In line 6 of said amendment, after 
the word “ graduation,” insert the following: “or that may 
occur for other reasons;” and the Senate agree to the same. 
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oe 
i That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend. | Mr. CARTER. I do not know of any precedent for the 
ment of the Scnate numbered 60, and agree to the same with | abrogation of a unanimous-consent agreement. 
an amendment as follows: In said amendment strike out the | Mr. TILLMAN. Except by unanimous consent. 
words “one million” and insert in lieu thereof the words “ five | Mr. MALLORY. If the Senator from Montana will permit 
hundred thousand; ” and the Senate agree to the same. | me, I do not care to interfere with the unanimous-consent agree- 


rhat the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- | ment. I do not propose to consume any very considerable 
ment of the Senate numbered 61, and agree to the same with | «mount of time in the remarks I propose to make in this sub- 
n amendment as follows: On page 76 of the bill, at the end ject. 
of line 5, insert the following: “ But this provision shall not | Mr. HALE (to Mr. Carrer). Held up for a few minutes. 
apply to or interfere with contracts for such armor already Mr. MALLORY. I think probably it would be very well to 
entered into, signed, and executed by the Seeretary of the | go into executive session under the unanimous-consent agree- 
and the Senate agree to the same | ment, and I will as soon as possible thereafter resume what I 
hat the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- | have to say. 
of the Senate numbered 62, and agree to the same with Mr. CARTER. In view of the statement made by the Senator 
cunendment as fellows: In lieu of the sum proposed tmsert | from South Carolina [Mr. Tiriman], if this matter can be dis- 
{ 


75.829:” and the Senate agree to the same. posed of by 3.30 o’clock, while not desiring to modify the unani- 
On amendment humberes i 13 the committee of conference | mous-consent agreement, I will enter the motion and have it 
lave been unable to agree. | pending. 
EvucENE HALE, Mr. HALE. That is all right. We will be all through by that 
GEo. C. PERKINS, time. 


Mr. CARTER. With the understanding, of course, that the 
motion will be made at the moment the conference report is 
disposed of, if it shall be disposed of at this time. 

Mr. HALE. The motion is made and withheld. 

Mr. MALLORY. In response to the resolution which I have 
just read the Secretary of the Navy communicated to the Sen- 
: ; : : ate his views as embodied in the report made to him by the 
Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President, before the question is put ole ie el a - 

r. MALLORY ir. Pi = ee t See eet ae ee , .| Chief of the Bureau of Yards and Docks, and that report is as 
on agreeing to the report, | desire to make a few observations | follows: 
relating to amendments 32 and 33 in the naval appropriation oc a a e ae as ; - 

: an as ’ os ‘ ‘ . . ‘ A the presen Ime 1ere is no dry doc 0 arge eapaci y upon 1a 
vi] nen oO 3 yu » penate ny e al . > as - . . : f 
bill. A endm« = No. 32, | -~ on by the — Committe und Gulf of Mexico which is accessible at all times. The s teel floating dry 
adopted by the Senate, provided an appropriation of a hundred | dock at New Orleans Naval Station has sufficient capacity to receive 
thousand dollars “toward construction of a graving dock of | the largest battle ships, but experience has shown that it can not be 

crete and granite, to cost, in all, $1,400,000,” at the Pensacola | 6°" inted u o- as being available at all times for such vessels, because of 


Managers on the part of the Senate. 
Gro. EDMUND Foss, 
H. C. LOUDENSLAGER, 
ADOLPH MEYER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


ae ne oe | limited depth of water. 

Navy-Yard, Pensacola Bay. |} There is ‘- present no other dry dock south of New York of such 
I » by the report of the committee that the Senate con-| capacity, and none such is now authorized for any point south of 

es recommend that the Senate recede from the amendment. | Charleston, 8. C. Under this present situation a continuous sever 

hay wmmoniatwk 4 ake of the Senate conferees i he mat- | tenths of the southern and eastern coasts of the United States is with- 
have no complaint to make of the Senate conferees in the mat- | out a dry dock of sufficient size and at all times accessible for the dock- 

ter: in fact, I personally feel under some obligations to them for | ing of a large part of its Navy afloat. 
ilding out against the contention of the conferees represent-| This is a situation which ought not to exist longer than is absolute! 


: aaa Be hic «a meeiionm B before allowing unavoidable. Congress has recognized the desirability of proper dock 
ing the House against this amendment. ut before allow1g | ing facilities upon the southern coasts by instituting inquiries through 
the matter to go to a vote I desire to present te the Senate as | boards of officers oe = — — ae the a meagp Spier have 
lili ‘nim te 2 the reasons whv one er j : “2 | strongly appreciated such need; and commanding officers of squadrons, 
b nee : — = _ - — why I th ught proper to introduce in their reports to the Navy Department, have dwelt upon the advan- 
this amendment at the present session. tages to be gained by such provisions, having felt their need when cruis- 
It is not a new project, Mr. President. As long ago as |.ing Le those. and adjacent a — interests of our —eeneeanint are 
: ne 1002 Reade eer : : as ss ieee apidly increasing to the south of our own territory, and events are 
November, aoa : introduced a resolution in this body directed ees in that part of the world which bid fair to require tle con 
to the Secretary of the Navy, requesting him to inform the Sen- | tinual presence of a considerable naval force. It has already proved 
ate whether or oa it is desirable, in the interest of the Navy, | inconvenient to repair to the north coast for docking facilities, and it 
that the Government of the United States should construct and am mg occur that their absence in southern waters would prove a 
oe * . . a calamity. 
own a graving dock, of capacity sufficient to dock the largest | ~ Phe harbor of Pensacola Bay is the best upon the Gulf of Mexico 
battle ships of the _* at some port on the coast of the United | (indeed, epee the me ere ees) Se eee establish Fy dry 
ll ae the Gulf of rian: and if i > 4 yment - os , | dock of the largest class. The entrance to e harbor is now of sufli- 
ro es ——- Gull Mexico ; nd if, in his judgment, the same¢ cient depth, the situation is favorable, and the expanse of water is fine 
is ¢ sirabl , to also inform the Se nate at what port on si aid coast | and ample for the assembly of a squadron or fleet. 
suc h dock should be located and the probable cost of the same The Bureau recommends the graving type of dock. It is better 
when completed. suited to the docking of vessels, safer and more convenient, and should 
wy Senet eee at resoluti he Secretary of the Navy ad- | 2!¥ays be adopted, except under local conditions rendering the location 
n response to that resolution the Secretary o le Navy ad- | or founding impracticable. 
dressed a communication to the Senate, a part of which I will | Replying specifically to the inquiries in the resolution of the Senate 
of the 19th ultimo, the Bureau would state that it is desirable to con- 
‘ARTER. Mr. Presid struct a graving dock large enough for the largest battle ships of the 
CARTER. Mr. President—— , Navy upo m the Gulf of Mexico, and that the navy-yard upon the bay 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Florida | of Pensacola is the point where it should be located. Its probable cost 
ld to the Senator from Montana? would be $1,300,000. 


Mr. CARTER. I eall attention to the unanimous-consent The Secretary of the Navy adds: 


creement heretofore obtained, and with the permission of the | wnite concurring in the view of the Bureau of Yards and Docks that 

Senator from Florida, in conformity with that understanding, I | the construction of such a dry dock is desirable, I must say in addition 

iove that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive | that many other — works not yet undertaken ought, in the larger 
interests of the Navy, be given precedence. 


President—— | ‘That was Secretary Moody, in December, 1903. The last 


“? 





The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is the order of the Senate. the New Orleans Naval Station. The two docks at the Pen- 
Mr. HALE. ‘Then I shall call up the conference report on | sacola Navy-Yard are floating docks—one a wooden dock, and 
the other the iron or steel dock which the Government, for 

Mr. TILL Ms \N. In order to relieve the situation as far as | some reason quite inexplicable to me, allowed itself to be 
I can, I suggest to the Senator from Montana that unless the | cajoled into purchasing from the Spanish Government after 
Senator from Florida, who wants to discuss this report, shall | our recent war with Spain. It is a dock of 10,000 tons capacity. 
tuke more time than I think he will, it will be agreeable to me | It requires about 45 feet of water in which to sink it in order 
to wait, and if no one else is pressing for the enforcement of | to admit vessels that are capable of going into it. There is 
the unanimous-consent agreement, I will not feel aggrieved if | no other port on the Gulf of Mexico, except perhaps New 
the mate goes along for a while. We will not consider the | Orleans, and no port on the Atlantic coast at which that dock 
agreement as at all abrogated. ean be used. 


[ALI 
the VICE-P ee SIDENT. Does the Senator from Montana report of the Secretary of the Navy, Mr. Bonaparte, in taking 
’ i to the Senator from Maine? } up this question, recommends again unqualifiedly the construc- 
” Mr. CARTER. I vield. tion of a graving dock at the Pensacola Navy-Yard. From 
I IIALE. Is this in accord with a unanimous-consent | Charleston, S. C., where there will be a dock, down to Galves- 
nereement of the Senate? ton, the last deep-water port on the Gulf of Mexico, is a coast 
Mr. CARTER. It is. line from 2,500 to 3,000 miles in extent. Between those two 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is. points there are three floating dry docks. There are two now 
Mr. PENROSE. It was made yesterday afternoon. | at the Pensacola Navy-Yard, and one, as this report states, at 


Monday morning 





1906. 


ee 





But in addition to that objection there is a very serious one 
in the fact that this dock is of a capacity which is neither one 
thing nor the other. That is, the nominal capacity of the steel 
dock is too large for small vessels and too small for our armored 
cruisers and battle ships. It could not take on a battle ship 
or any of our first-class armored cruisers. Practically it has 
accomplished nothing. Since being located at Pensacola the 
Government has permitted, certainly on one occasion and pos- 
sibly on several others, merchant vessels to be docked in that 
dock, and so far it has been so good. But for any purpose con- 
nected with the Navy it is absolutely useless and might as well 
be sold for junk. 


| that need repairs you may have the 


The small dock at the Pensacola Navy-Yard is, as I have | 


said, of wood. It is a dock of 2,000 tons capacity, and can 
take on it our smaller gunboats and smaller cruisers. It is 
used constantly and is very effectual in assisting the adminis- 
tration of naval affairs down in those waters. But it is too 
small for any vessel above eighteen hundred or two thousand 
tons displacement, and is practically useless for any purpose 
other than very minor repairs. 

The Navy Department, Mr. President, as the Chief of the 
Bureau of Yards and Docks has indicated in this report, is 


disposed to discourage the building of floating docks, for the | 


reason that when you come to put a vessel of 15,000 or 16,000 or 
17,000 tons into a floating dock there is always an element of 
serious danger. 
ports, if any, of the United States, unless they are dredged out 
for that purpose, can be found a sufficient depth of water in 
which to use effectively one of these large docks. It was re- 
ported to the Naval Committee that the dock the construction 
of which was recommended by the Secretary of the Navy, to be 
located somewhere on Chesapeake Bay, would require a depth 
of 60 feet of water in order to sink it to enable a vessel to get 
into it. 

in which such a depth of water can be found. In the harbor of 
Pensacola there ‘is a point very close to the navy-yard at 
which 9} fathoms, or about 55 or 56 feet, of water can be found, 
and that, I think, is the deepest water of any that can be found 
to any extent in any of our ports, except, perhaps, the Mississippi 
River in front of the city of New Orleans. 

The harbor at Pensacola has a depth of water on the bar of 
31 feet. It has been the rendezvous for the North Atlantic 
Squadron for several years past until this spring. Last spring 
a year ago every battle ship on the Atlantic coast, from the 
latest built at that time down to such vessels as the Massa- 
chusetts and the Texas, entered that port and remained there 
for a month or more, engaging in target practice every day, 
soing outside of the port into the Gulf of Mexico. There is no 
question whatever as to the depth of water being amply suf- 
ficient for the present needs of any of our naval vessels. Pen- 
sacola Bay is 30 miles long, with an average width of about 6 
miles, and the nations of the world could send their entire 
fleets there, and they could be safely anchored within that 
harbor. 

Below the city of Pensacola, some 5 miles by water and 7 
by rail, is situated the navy-yard, which is somewhat unique in 
its relation to the country adjacent. 

As early as 1827 the Government realized the advantages of 
establishing a navy-yard at that point, and it reserved an area 
of about 24 miles in length and about a mile in width on which 
to construct this navy-yard. As time elapsed the -navy-yard 
was built up, and it stands there to-day equipped with all the 
essary buildings, with machine shops, foundries, blacksmith 
s, boat shops, and all the requirements for a first-class yard. 
; not, in fact, in the condition of a first-class yard because 
Congress has ever since the civil war been somewhat reluctant 


Tt 


to add any very great improvements to it; but of recent years 
new buildings have been erected, new machinery has been in- 


talled, and to-day the yard is in a position to perform whatever 
duty in the way of repairing vessels of the Navy that it would 
be likely to be called on to do in the event that a dock were 
‘ated at that point. 
Mr. President, I was struck with an argument that was used 
a gentleman elsewhere with reference to a matter of this 
kind, in arguing that it was undesirable to establish a graving 
dock, because it would require an additional expense for the 
necessary machinery, buildings, ete., in order to carry out the 
programme of repairs that would be prosecuted for vessels 
brought to such a dock. 
Mr. President, the Navy of the present day is an expensive 


In addition to that, it is a fact that in very few | yard or naval station, with a dry dock, at Gua 
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appliances in close proxim- 
ity to that dock which are necessary to use 
and the fact that the Government will h 
because of the presence of the dock is no argument 1inst the 
establishment of the dock if it is necessary. 
Along the Atlantic coast, from Portsmouth, N. 
Norfolk, at a distance of certainly not n an 
apart, will be found a line of docks provided by the Gove 
That is no reason why we should protest. I think it ve 
proper that these necessary accessories to the Navy should 


provided for. But, Mr. President, from the harbor 





ton, 8S. C., as I have said, to Galveston, Tex., a coast | 
certainly 2,500 or 3,000 miles, there is not a dock into whi 
of the larger vessels of the Navy can be placed. 

The Panama Canal is about to be built. We will nec 
have to keep a fleet in the Gulf of Mexico, as was the case an 
terior to our civil war. There is no telling what complicat s 
may arise between us and Mexico, or between us and Centr 
America or the West Indies, and the argument for the establish 
ment of a naval base on the Gulf of Mexico is unansw: le. 
To have that naval base complete it is essential that you should 
be able to make all the necessary repairs at that base without 


having the necessity of sending vessels up into the northern 
waters. 


The Government, it is said, contemplates establishing a navy- 


ntanamo, in Cuba. 


| That may be, and it may be a good idea, but, Mr. President, 


| the necessaries for that service. It 


Guantanamo is in a foreign country. 


It is on the south side of 
Cuba. 


It is cut off from the United States by many hu 


dreds 
of miles of water. The only way of getting your material there 
is by shipment by sea, and great difficulty, I think, will be 
found in handling the repairs on ships that have to go to G 


A : , | tanamo for that purpose. 
There is no port in the United States that I know of | 


At the Pensacola Navy-Yard you have already supplied all 
is in close communication 
with the iron region of Alabama. It is only comparatively a 
few hours from Birmingham, and a shipment can be made from 


the town of Birmingham right into the yard itself without 


| change or unloading freight. 


affair; it is something that necessarily must cost the Govern- | 


ment a great deal; and it would be absurd to say that an argu- 
ment based on such a proposition as that would be listened to 
with patience by those who are interested in the development of 


ihe Navy. Necessarily if you have a dock for repairing vessels | the part of the Senate. 





sirmingham, as is well known, is becoming the Pittsburg 
the South. Even at this early day the rolling mills of Birming 
ham are capable of doing most of the work that would be ne 
sary in the ordinary repairs of a battle ship or an 
cruiser. If the Navy Department, through those gentlemen 
whose duty it is to give this subject careful consideration, ree- 
ommend that such a dock as this should be established 
port, I can see no reason in the world why Congress should tal 
the stand that it is not desirable. 

We have every reason to urge not based upon a secti | 
claim. I do not undertake to compare the great number of 
docks that are in existence along the coast north of Chr 


armored 


Bay with the great paucity of docks south of Chesapeake Bay 
That comes naturally, probably as a result of tl rs tl 
could not control. But the day has come now, Mr. Pres 


when if we propose to administer our Navy with a view to 
best conservation of the interests of the Navy 
not locate all the appliances and macl 





aad — 

of the Navy in an extremely northern section of the | 

I thought it proper, Mr. President, to make these observations 
because it has been apparent to me that t! so 
which has not been considered by many Members of ¢ eres 
The necessity for a graving dock on the Gulf of Mexico at the 
particular point na lin this bill is impr l upon the Senat« 
by the recommendat I of the Depart ent lI © [rol 1903 
to the present time, and I hope that whilk conferees on this 
occasion have been compelled to give way, the lea embodied 
in the amendment will take root, and th hen the nex 
appropriation bill is presented we will be 


troversy, to provide for this very much n« 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question 


1 AeTres 
conference report. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate fu r insist upo 
remaining amendment and : for a confe e with the I ! 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from M: ‘ 
that the Senate further insist upon the r ! y 
amendment numbered 13, and ask for a furthe 
the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Chair s on 
the part of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Vice-President yinted 
Mr. Hate, Mr. Perkins, and Mr. TILLMAN as th mnferees oO 


of 


at this 


Ul Ulh© 





oe 
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EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


In pursuance of the unanimous-consent agree- 


Mr. CARTER. 
LO" the Senate proceed to the consideration of 


ment, Lo that 


SiNess, 





r) on was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
cousideration of executive business. After one hour and fifty- 
four minutes spent in executive session the doors were reopened. 

INVESTIGATION OF INCIDENT AT WHITE HOUSE. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I give notice that on Tuesday next, if I can 
find the opportunity, I will call up Senate resolution No. 126, 
( ting the Committee on the District of Columbia to investi- 
gate the circumstances concerning the arrest of Mrs. Minor 
Morris, ete. 

SUNFLOWER RIVER BRIDGE, MISSISSIPPI. 

Mr. McLAURIN. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 19854) to authorize the board 
of supervisors of Sunflower County, Miss., to construct a bridge 

"bs Sunflower River. 

Phere being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. KEAN. Mr. President, I do not like to object to this bill, 
but I am a little mystified as to the geography. I do not know 


where Sunflower County and Sunflower River are. I should 
like the Senator from Mississippi to tell me. 

Mr. McLAURIN. As “Clip,” a traveling correspondent of the 
New Orle Pic asures all distances from Brandon, I 
suppose he would answer that question by saying it is about a 
hundred and fifty miles northwest of Brandon. 

Che bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ins 


ayvune, mi¢ 


RESURVEY OF CERTAIN TOWNSHIPS IN NEBRASKA. 





Mr. BURKETT. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 17411) for the resurvey of cer- 
tain townships in the State of Nebraska. 

Phere being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

TERMS OF COURT AT BIG STONE GAP, VA. 


Mr. MARTIN. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 11029) to authorize the holding of 
regular term of the district and circuit courts of the United 


States for the western district of Virginia in the city of Big | 
Stone Gap, Va. 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 


Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

is reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ANIMALS IN THE DISTRICT. 


» bill wi 


dered To 


PROTECTION OF WILD BIRDS AND 












Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent 
at this time for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 181938) to | 
pre t the killing of wild birds and wild animals in the Dis- | 
trict of Colu in. which was reported by direction of the Com- | 
mittee on t District of Columbia with an amendment. I ask 
for its consideration at this time in order that the bill may be 
st to the House of Representatives for concurrence in the 
{ if 

‘being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
V » consider the bill, which had been reported 
f ( nittee on the District of Columbia with an 
n section 6, on page line 16, after the word 

to lnsert: 
t ict sh revent the hunting of game birds on | 
sti Rive ‘ Eastern B north of the | 
1 the mars on the Virg a shore of the | 
f eA Bridge: Provided, That said birds | 

in 200 yards of any bridge or dwelling. 
er nt was agreed to. i 
\ reported to the Senate as amended, and the | 
ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be 
read the third time, and passed. 
. STRI ft. NI PERCES COUNTY, IDAHO. 
M IeY] tN. Task u us consent for the considera- | 
the bill (11. R. 15506) authorizing the patent- 
iii s to school district No. 57, Nez Perces County, | 
i 

S ry read the bill; and by unanimous consent the | 
st s Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its con- | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





consideration of the bill (H. R. 19916) withdrawing from entry 
| certain public lands in Chouteau County, Mont., and leasing 





JUNE 23, 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 

dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MEDALS FOR MILITARY SERVICE IN THE PHILIPPINES, 

Mr. WARREN. I am directed by the Cominittee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was refererd the bill (H. R. 16018) providing 
medals for certain persons, to report it favorably without 
amendment, and I.ask unanimous consent for its present con 
sideration. 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection 
the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its eo) 
sideration. It directs the Secretary of War to procure a bronze. 
medal to be presented to each of the several officers and enlisted 
men and families of such as may be dead, who, having volm 
teered and enlisted under the calls of the President for the 
war with Spain, served beyond the term of their enlistment to 
help to suppress the Philippine insurrection. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, o) 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN LEWIS YOUNG. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I desire to ask for the consideration of tly 
bill (H. R. 5681) for the relief of John Lewis Young. 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, 
the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its con 
sideration. It proposes to pay to John Lewis Young, of Wash 
ington, D. C., late captain Company C, Ninth Regiment Iowa 
Cavalry Volunteers, $150, being for the value of a horse lost }) 
him in service during the war for the suppression of the rebel- 
lion. 

Mr. SPOONER. Was the horse killed? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. It died from exposure, without any fault 
on the part ef Captain Young. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

FLORENCE LAMBERT. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. At the request of my colleague [Mr. ALtt- 
son], who is not able to be present, I ask unanimous consent, 
on his behalf, for the consideration of the bill (S. 4387) for the 
relief of Florence Lambert. 

The Secretary read the bill, and, there being no objection, 
the Senate as in Committee of the Whole proceeded to its con- 
sideration. It proposes to pay to Florence Lambert, who was 
permanently disabled while engaged in the employment of the 
United States Government at Frankford Arsenal, in the State 
of Pennsylvania, on or about September 3, 1898, $2,500. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 


| dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 


and passed. 
PUBLIC 
Mr. CARTER. 


LANDS IN CHOUTEAU COUNTY, 


I ask unanimous consent for the immediate 


MONT. 





the same to the board of trustees of the Montana College of 
Agriculture and Mechanic Arts. 

There being no objection, the Senate as in Committee of the 
Whole proceeded to consider the bill. It prevides that section 
22, in township 35 north, range 24 east, Montana meridian, 
set apart and withdrawn from entry or settlement under 1 
land laws of the United States, and shall be leased unto the 


| board of trustees of the Montana College of Agriculture and 


Mechanic Arts, situated at Bozeman, Mont., for the period oi 
ten: years, for the purpose of maintaining thereon experiments 
in so-called “dry-land farming” and other experimental farim- 
ing operations, 

Mr. KEAN. Is there a report accompanying the bill? 

Mr. CARTER. I presume there is a report, but it has not 
been printed. 

Mr. KEAN. I think the Senator from Montana ought to « 
plain the extent of the public lands which the bill withdraws. 

Mr. CARTER. It is one section only, for dry-land farming 
experimeiits. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BATESVILLE POWER COMPANY. 

Mr. BERRY. I ask unanimous consent to call up at this til 

for consideration the bill (H. R. 18106) granting to the Bates 


ville Power Company right to erect and construct canal and 
power stations at Lock and Dam No. 1, upper White River 


Arkansas. 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of th 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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MERCHANDISE FROM THE PHILIPPINES. 
Mr. LODGE. 
pines, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 19756) to amend 
section 2844 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, and 
to provide for an authentication of invoices of merchandise 
shipped to the United States from the Philippine Islands, to 
report it without amendment, and I ask unanimous consent for 
its present consideration. 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its con- 
sideration. It proposes to add to the section referred to the 
following proviso: 

Provided, That the authentication may be made by the collector or 

deputy collector of customs in the case of merchandise shipped to 
the United States from the Philippine Islands. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
lered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

A. A. NOON. 

Mr. SMOOT. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration 
of the bill (S. 8789) for the relief of A. A. Noon. 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, 
the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its con- 
sideration. 

Mr. SPOONER. 
bill read again. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
quested. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That there 

Treasury of the United 8 
f A. A. Noon, of 


I should like to hear the first part of the 
The Secretary will read it, as re- 
be appropriated, out of any money in 


tates not otherwise appropriated, for th¢ 
Provo, in the State of Utah, the sum of 








07.55, the same being the amount of judgments and costs against 
suits by the Government of the United States for the extraction 
g 1ite from lands within the Uncompahgre Indian Reservati 


mm. 
locations made in good faith and believed to be without the 
f tl servation. 


} 1 
the said r« 


Mr. SPOONER. 


On its face it seems to be rather a peculiar 
. SMOOT. Mr. President, in 1884 and 1885 Oakes and Ben- 
had a contract for surveying the Uncompahgre Indian Res- 
and under their survey made. 
oon and th iated with him interested in the mat 
located those claims, and they thought they were upon the 

‘ Jand, as Oakes and Bennett’s survey at the time did not 

le these ited claims within the Uncompahgre Indian 
servation. There was a dispute in 1898 as to the boundary 
e of the Indian reservation, and a resurvey was made, and 
resurvey, made by Dougall, brought the claims within the 
vation. Mr. Noon was sued for the value of the gilsonite 
had been extracted from the mine, and judgment was ren- 

| against him in the district court at Salt Lake for the sum 
urteen hundred and odd dollars, and that judgment was 


on, 


these locations were 


se assoc 


7 
1oc 


] 


is gilsonite was taken from a claim located by him when 
uught he was upon the public domain, and he had no in- 
tention whatever of defrauding the Government in 
bill simply proposes to rt him for the 

lgment secured against him and paid by him. 
SPOONER. I like to object to the bill; but it 
¢ took gilsonite from a mine which did 


any way. 
imburse amount of 
: ‘ 
co no 


t} 


s that this gentleman 


mg to him, but which belonged to the Government. He 

i e gilsonite, as I understand. The Government sued him 
secured a judgment, which was paid. Now, if what he 
1 from the gilsonite equaled the judgment which the 


iment obtained against him, he is where he started, and 
ll be by this appropriation just that much ahead. 
SMOOT. Mr. President—— 
VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the 
to the Senator from Utah? 
SPOONER. Certainly. 
SMOOT. I wish to say that the judgment which the 
ernment obtained against Noon was for the exact amount he 
ved for the gilsonite, but Mr. Noon had paid for the mining 
and had paid the freight on the railroad, and, in fact, he 
the first place spent a great deal more money than this 
opening the mine to take out the gilsonite. He is out thou- 
nds of dollars more than this sum in the money which he 
in developing the mine. 
Mr. WARREN. May I ask the Senator from Utah a question? 
Mr. SMOOT. Certainly. 
Mr. WARREN. Was this survey made by Government sur- 


Senator from Wisconsin 


} 


Mr. SMOOT. The survey was made under contract with the 
Government. 
Mr. WARREN. Did the party locate the claim under the 
ed States mining laws, as he had the right to do? 





sideration. It provides that section 85 of the 
shall be amended to read as follows: 

Sec. 85. That a Delegate to the House of Repre 
United States, to serve during each Congress, sh: 
voters qualified to vote for members of the house of 
the legislature. Such Delegate shall possess the q 
for membership of the senate of the legislature of H 

Such election shall be held on the first Tuesda 

| day in November of every even year and at such | 
nated by the secretary of the Territory rhe 


| 





Mr. SMOOT. 


I am directed by the Committee on the Philip- | WS filed in the regular mining record office 


He did. The report shows { 
The bill was reported to the Senate without 


dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
and passed. 
GOVERN ME 


NT OF HAWAII 


Mr. WARNER. I ask unanimous < 


sent to 
(H. R. 18443) to amend the act to provick 


| the Territory of Hawaii, approved April 30, 1900. 
The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimo 
| Senate, 


as in Committee of the 


Whole, 








be such as the legislature of 
is made by the Territorial 





riai iegisiat 


» the ballot 


and shall be of the same general form as th 
of representatives to the legislature. 

The method of certifying the names of ¢« d 
ballot and all the conduct of the elk n of ] 
formity to the general election laws of the Ter: 

The person having the greatest number of votes sl 
the governor duly elected, and a certi shall 

Every such Delegate shall have a seat in the H 
tives, with the right of debate, but not of ing. I 
occurring in the office of Delegate, the governor 
directed to call a special election to fill such vac 
ever, That no vacancy shall be f l 
of the e ati ; ere ion t 

The e Tert of | x 
alter « rt of 1 nD l 
ing those r 





action 
or repealed by Congress. 


The bill was reported to the Senate with 
] 


dered to a third reading, read | 

SUITS UNDER ANTITRUST LAW AND INI 

Mr. LONG. This morning I submitted ; 
was laid aside in order that the conference 
cultural appropriation bill might be ocet 
ment was presented by the Senator from ¢ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator f 
he present nsideration of esolu 
morning, which was laid over. 

Mr. KEAN. The Senator Indi ‘Ir 
I understood, objected, and t fore 
under the rule, until the next day 

Mr. LONG. I did not und 

Mr. KEAN. It can not be taken up ) 
jection of the Se! r from I I 
lution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT The ¢ 
tior » hold « u l aft t o 
The obi lid not ie 
there object to its 
hone. 1j0es sen } 1 K 
proposed by the Senator from ¢ 

Mr. LONG. The S« Cx 

Mr. LODGE. Let the re ition he l 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The S« 
quested. 

The Secretary read as f ‘ 

Re l I 
Justice under the S 
Soa meal ; 

di ti S t a i 
I nt yr. 

I At y-( 

t t f e spé 
} oa } 
aeuee . it. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have some dou! ibout 
the amendment offered by the Set 
phrased. I do not think the re t 
in his absence. I shall want to make sor 


Mr. KEAN. Let it go over. 

Mr. FORAKER. Just a word, 
g about for the Senator 
that I noticed in the Ri D { 

week, that the information 
torney-General to the House on somebody 
not be in 
was given to the 





same 


the exact form here call 
House. I saw it. 


Mr. LODGE. Let the resolution go over, M! 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution 


Hawaii may designate, ar 


ed 


eno 


—_s 


— 


v 


ww 
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SURVEY OF THE EVERGLADES OF FLORIDA. 

Mr. MALLORY. I ask unanimous consent to call up and put 
on its passage the joint resolution (S. R. 65) directing the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture to cause a survey of the Everglades of 
Florida to determine the feasibility and cost of draining said 
Iverglades, and for other purposes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the joint reso- 
lution indicated by the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. KEAN. I do not think it can be passed now. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. Under objection, the joint resolu- 
tion will lie over. 

Mr. MALLOR 
the joint resolution. 

Mr. KEAN. Certainly. 

Mr. MALLORY. The other day, when this joint resolution 
was up, I was asked if this land belonged to the State of Flor- 
ida—it had never been surveyed—and I answered, without hav- 
ing made special inquiry, that it did not, but that it would ul- 
timately go to the State of Florida. Since then I have been 
informed that it has been patented to the State of Florida, al- 
though it never was surveyed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under objection, the joint resolu- 
tion will lie over. 


The 


I desire to make one statement concerning 


JOHN E. PHELPS. 

Mr. PILES. I ask for the consideration of the bill (S. 3535) 
to authorize the President to appoint John E. Phelps, late briga- 
dier-general of volunteers, first lieutenant in the United States 
Army, and place him on the retired list. 

There be 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The first amendment reported by 
the Committee on Military Affairs, in line 5, striking out the 
words “ brigadier-general of volunteers ” and inserting “ 
Second Arkansas Cavalry Volunteers,” 
bill was under consideration yesterday. 
will be stated. 

The Srecrerary. After the word “ lieutenant,” in line 8, in- 
‘and the retired list is hereby increased by one for the said 
purpose: Provided, That no pay, allowances, bounty, or other 
emoluments shall become due or payable to the said John BE. 


The next amendment 


sert ~ 


Phelps for any period prior to the passage of this act.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 


amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill to authorize the 
President to appoint John E. Phelps, late colonel Second Arkan- 
is Cavalry Volunteers, first 
Army, and place him on the retired list.” 

PLATT NATIONAL PARK. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I introduce a joint resolution proposing 
that the name of the Sulphur Springs Reservation be changed to 
the Platt 
present consideration. 

fhe joint resolution (S. R. 69) 
Springs Reservation be named and hereafter called the “ Platt 
National Park” was read the first time by its title, and the 
second time at length, as follows: 

/, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 

rized and directed to change the name of the Sulphur Springs 

R ion, an Indian reservation now in the State of Oklahoma, for- 
in the Indian Territory, so that said reservation shall be named 

ter called the ** Platt National Park,” in honor of Orville 
Platt, late and for twenty-six years a Senator from the State 


1 


<) 


directing that the Sulphur 


Hitchcock 











Connecticut and for ny years a member of the Committee on | 
Indian Affairs, in recognition of his distinguished services to the In- 
dians and to the country. j 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the joint resolution? 


here being no objection, the joint resolution was considered 
n Committee of the Whole. 


Mr. BRANDEGEE. 


I desire to have a letter from the Secretary of the Interior 
read 

Mr. PENROSE. Let it be printed in the Recorp. 

Mr. BRANDEGEER. Very well. 


The 
Recorp without reading. 
Che letter referred to is as follows: 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, June 23, 1906. 
Ifon. Frank B. BRANDEGER, 
United States Senate. 


Str: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your communi- 
cation dated the 22d instant, inclosing a copy of the proposed * Joint 
resolution directing that the Sulphur Springs Reservation be named 


and hereafter called the * Platt National Park.” 


‘ing no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the | 


colonel | 


was agret o when the | : ; ; [ aOk 
, A d to Vv |} Black Hills Forest Reservation, in South Dakota. 


In connection with the joint resolution | 


VICE-PRESIDENT. The letter will be printed in the | 
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| cutions. 


lieutenant in the United States | 





JUNE 23 


’ 





You request to be advised whether said resolution will * accomplish 
the object desired.” 

You are informed that, in my judgment, said resolution will legally 
change the name of the Sulphur Springs Reservation to the “Platt 
National Park.” 

I fully indorse the proposition and am heartily in favor of the passage 
of said resolution. , 

Respectfully, E. A. HItTcHCOCcK, Secretary. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrosed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

PROTECTION OF BIRDS. 


Mr. OVERMAN. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(H. R. 18190) to protect birds and their eggs in game and bird 
preserves. 

‘The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its con- 
sideration. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Forest Reserya- 
tions and the Protection of Game with an amendment, on page 
2, line 3, after the word “court,” to insert the following pro- 
viso: 

Provided, That the provisions of this act shall not apply to the 
Black Hills Forest Reservation, in South Dakota. 

So as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That it shall be unlawful for any person to hunt, 
trap, capture, willfully disturb, or kill any bird of any kind whatever. 
or take the eggs of such birds on any lands of the United States which 
have been set apart or reserved as breeding grounds for birds by an 
law, proclamation, or Executive order, except under such rules and 
regulations as may be prescribed from time to time by the Secretary of 
Agriculture. , 

Sec. 2. That any person violating the provisions of this act shall be 
deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and shall, upon conviction in any 
United States court of competent jurisdiction, be fined in a sum 
exceeding $500 or be imprisoned for a period not exceeding six monihs, 
or shall suffer both fine and imprisonment, in the discretion of the 
court: Provided, That the provisions of this act shall not apply to the 





The amendment was agreed to. ‘ 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the biil to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


APPEALS IN CRIMINAL PROSECUTIONS, 


Mr. NELSON. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 15434) to regulate appeals in criminal prose- 
The bill was reported unanimously by the Judiciary 
Committee. It has been read, and the amendment suggesied 
by the Senator from Colorado |Mr. TELLER] was adopted. 

Mr. KEAN. I do not see the Senator from Georgia | Mr. 


| CLay] here. 


National Park, and I ask unanimous consent for its | 








Mr. NELSON. The Senator from Georgia has withdrawn the 
objection he made to the bill. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 

has been agreed to. 

Mr. NELSON. The amendment to the amendment has been 
agreed to. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. And the amendment of the com- 
mittee in the nature of a substitute has been agreed to as 
aunended. 

Mr. NELSON. Yes. 

Mr. KEAN. I do not—— 

Mr. NELSON. ‘The Senator from Georgia has no objection to 
the bill. He has agreed that I may c¢all it up at any time when 
he is not here. It is a bill reported unanimously from the Ju- 
diciary Committee, and a number of members of that committee 
are here to-night. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. KEAN. I should like to hear it read, first. 

Mr. PENROSE. It has been read. 

Mr. NELSON. Let the substitute be read. 
to read the bill as passed by the House. 

The Secrerary. The amendment strikes out all after the en 
acting clause and inserts: 

That a writ of error may be taken by and on behalf of the United 
States from the district or circuit courts to the Supreme Court or the 
circuit courts of appeals, as prescribed in an act entitled “An act to 
establish circuit courts of appeals and to define and regulate in certain 
cases the jurisdiction of the courts of the United States, and for other 
purposes,” approved March 38, 1891, and the acts amendatory thereof, 
in all criminal cases, in the following instances, to wit: : 

From the decision or judgment quashing or setting aside an indict- 
ment ; b 

rom the decision or judgment sustaining a demurrer to an indict- 
ment or any count thereof ; ss 

From the decision arresting a judgment of conviction for insufficiency 
gf the indictment ; 

From the decision or judgment sustaining a special plea in bar, when 
the defendant has not been put in jeopardy. 


The amendment to the amendment 


Is there objection to the present 


It is unnecessary 











e 
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The Secretary. At this point the Senator from Colorado [Mr. | Carolina [Mr. OverMAN] withdraws his objection to the Dill 


TeL_teR| offered the following amendment to the amendment, 
which was agreed to: 


Provided, That if on such writ of error it shall be found that error 


in the ruling of the court during the proceeding or trial and the verdict | 


was in favor of the defendant, such verdict shall not be set aside. 

The remaining paragraph of the substitute reads as follows: 

In all these instances the United States shall be entitled to a bill of 
exceptions as in civil cases, 

Mr. SPOONER. 
at all relevant to the bill itself. 

Mr. NELSON. It did not seem so to me, but the Senator from 
Colorado asked me to present it to the Senate. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the bill provides for an appeal after ver- 
dict. I want to be heard against it. 

Mr. BACON. It does not in any particular relate to a matter 
where there has been a verdict, as I understand it. 

Mr. NELSON. 
amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SPOONER. The proviso appiies to trial after verdict. 

Mr. KEAN. 
shall have to object to its consideration. 

Mr. NELSON. There will be no debate. I move to recon- 
sider the vote by which the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MALLORY. I should like to hear the amendment of the 
Senator from Colorado read again. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be again read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Provided, That if on such writ of error it shall be found that error 
in the ruling of the court during the proceeding or trial and the ver- 
dict was in favor of the defendant, such verdict shall not be set aside. 

Mr. SPOONER. 
to the bill. 

Mr. NELSON. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 
I did not myself think it was relevant, but I agreed on behalf 
of the Senator from Colorado, inasmuch as he was going away, 
to offer the amendment. 

Mr. SPOONER. If it is incorporated in the bill, it may en- 
large by construction the scope of what precedes it. 

Mr. NELSON., I think it would. 

Mr. SPOONER. I am opposed to changing the universal rule 
on that subject—giving the Government an appeal after ver- 
dict in a criminal case. 

Mr. NELSON. Will the Senator allow me to move to recon- 
sider the vote by which the amendment was agreed to? 


Mr. SPOONER. I have no control of the matter. I think 


the Senator from Colorado must have misapprehended the | 


ype of the bill itself. 

Mr. NELSON. I move to reconsider the. vote by which the 
amendment of the Senator from Colorado was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Minnesota moves 
to reconsider the vote by which the amendment as amended was 
agreed to. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

Mr. NELSON. I now ask that the amendment to the amend- 
ment be disagreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
to the amendment is disagreed to. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I understand that the substitute for the 
House bill is before the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The substitute is before the Senate. 

Mr. HEYBURN. And the Teller amendment has been strick- 
en out. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has been stricken out. 

Mr. HEYBURN. So the question is on the substitute? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The substitute was agreed to as in 
Committee of the Whole on June 19. If there be no further 
aunmendment, the bill will be reported to the Senate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 

mendment was concurred in. 

Mr. SPOONER. Let me make an inquiry of the Senator. I 
understand this applies only to questions which arise before the 
mpaneling of the jury. 

Mr. NELSON. Where the party has not been put in jeopardy. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is plain in the bill? 

Mr. NELSON. It is plain in the bill. It does not go any 
further, 

Mr. MALLORY. 
iudgment? 

Mr. NELSON. Not to a motion in arrest of judgment, only 
lor insufficiency of indictment; not for any other ground. 

Mr. MALLORY. That is, after the verdict is rendered—— 

Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, I object to the bill. 

The VICK-PRESIDENT. Under objection, the bill goes over. 

Mr. NELSON subsequently said: The Senator from North 


Does it not apply to a motion in arrest of 


I do not understand that the amendment is | 


I move to reconsider the yote by which the | 


If the bill is going to lead to any discussion, I | 


That proviso has no earthly applicability | 


which was under consideration a moment ago. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I withdraw my objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The bill is in the Senate and open 
to amendment. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I think the provision with reference to the 
arrest of judgment should be stricken out, because that is after 
verdict, and the appeal in that case would raise the very ques- 
tions that are suggested by the Teller amendment. The whole 
record would be up in that case. The Teller amendment was 
very properly disagreed to and the bill should be amended by 
striking out the provision with reference to the right of review 
from a motion in arrest of judgment. 

Mr. NELSON. Let the Senator make that motion. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I make that motion. 

Mr. FULTON. I wish to suggest to the Senator that I think 
he surely is mistaken about the necessity of striking out that 
provision—the motion in arrest of judgment based on a defect 
in the indictment. There ought to be no objection - 

Mr. HEYBURN. But the bill does not limit it to that. 

Mr. FULTON. A party is convicted and judgment is ar- 
rested because the indictment is said to be defective. 
ernment claims that the indictment is good 

Mr. HEYBURN.* I should like to hear that provision read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be read. 

Mr. KEAN. Mr. President, let the bill go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under objection, the bill goes over. 


| 
| 
| 


The Govy- 


OHIO RIVER BRIDGE. 


Mr. PENROSE. I ask for the present consideration of two 
bridge bills in western Pennsylvania. I ask leave to call up 
the bill (H. R. 19566) to authorize the Coraopolis and Osborne 
Bridge Company to construct a bridge over the Ohio River. 

The Secretary read the bill: and there being no objection, 
the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its con- 
sideration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
| dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MONONGAHELA RIVER BRIDGE. 

Mr. PENROSE. I ask for the present consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 19850) to authorize the Monongahela Connecting 
Railroad Company to construct a bridge across the Monongahela 
River in the State of Pennsylvania. 

The Secretary read the bill; and, there being no objection, 
the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its con- 
sideration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHESAPEAKE AND DELAWARE BAYS. 


Mr. ALLEE. I ask for the consideration of the joint resolu- 
tion (H. J. Res. 21) authorizing the President of the United 
States to appoint a commission to examine and report upon a 
route for the construction of a free and open waterway t 
nect the waters of the Chesapeake and Delaware bays 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution has been read. 
Is there objection to its present consideration? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate witl 
amendment. 

Mr. MALLORY. I beg to inquire if this contemplates fol- 
lowing the route of the old Chesapeake and Delaware Canal. 

Mr. ALLER. It fives authority to examine several d fferent 
routes connecting the Delaware and Chesapeake bays. 

The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


SUBSEQUENT ENLISTMENTS, ETC. 


Mr. McCUMBER. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 158) amendin 


section 2 of joint resolution approved July 1, 1902, construing 
the act of June 27, 1890, and for other purposes. 

rhe Secretary read the joint resolution: and there being no 
objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded 
to its consideration. It proposes to amend section 2 of joint 


resolution approved July 1, 1902, so as to read as follows: 





Sec. 2. That in the administration of the pension laws any e! ed 
man or commissioned officer of the Army, including 1 i 
teers, and militia, or any appointed or enlisted man ! s i 
oflicer of the Navy or Marine Corps, who was norably di ved 

| from any subsequent contract of service ent d him d g¢ tl 

late war of the rebellion, shall be held ‘ idered » | een 
honorably discharged from all previct ontracts of service com- 
missioned officer or enlisted man previously entered into by him with 


i the United States during said war: Provided, Ti 
| appointed man or commissioned officer served not 


it such enlisted or 
less than six months 








un¢d r subsequent enlistment, appointment, or commission; that 

! ervice under any said subsequent enlistment, appointment, | 

‘ n was faithful, and that he did not receive by reason of 

it, appointment, or commission any bounty or gratuity | 

t 1 from the United States in excess of that to which he would | 

( tled if h id continued to serve faithfully until honor- 

ed und ‘ contract of service previously entered into 

1 in the Army, Navy, or Marine Corps, during the war 
it 

Mr. WARREN. I should like to ask the Senator in charge 


of the joint res 


sIntion to make a brief explanation of it. 


‘ 
‘UMB 


Mr. Met iR. Under the present law, if an enlisted sol- 
dier who was not honorably discharged renders subsequent 
Si ce of six months and is then honorably discharged, that 
will be considered as an honorable discharge from the previous 

Mr. WARREN. In other words, this effects a correction of 
I record ? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Yes; it corrects the law so that the soldier 
wl served six months subsequently, and then afterwards 
served faithfully for three additional months, is entitled to an 
honorable discharge. You will see that under the law as it 
now stands you would have to take the last service instead of 
the service subsequent to the first, but prior to the last, and 
if t last service was less than six months an honorabe dis- 
charge therefrém would not operate as an honorable discharge 
from the first service. This is to correct that, and also to 
make it apply to those who were privates during first enlist- 
ment and who afterwards came into the Army and served as 
commissioned officers. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 


t 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 


GEORGE STOLL AND OTHERS. 


Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. 
consideration at this time of the bill (S. 1430) for the relief of 


Geo! Stoll and the heirs of Charles P. Regan, Marshall Yur- 
ley, Edward Lannigan, James Manley, and John Hunter. 
The being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 


ider the bill. It appropriates $6,545, 


Whole, proceeded to con 






} 





I ask unanimous consent for the | 
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nel from June 


| States of class 9 at La Paz, Mexico, to fill an original yacan 





JUNE £3. 





Mexico be printed and placed in equal proportions at the 4d: 
posal of the governors of the respective Territories. 

Mr. KEAN and Mr. LODGE. That ought to be done by 
joint resolution. ; 

Mr. CARTER. I desire to state that the request as it ori: 
nally came to me would have placed it under the rule, but by 
estimate made this order can be made without a resolution , 
without reference to a committee. 

Mr. LODGE. Why should that come out of the conting 
fund of the Senate? 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator had better do that by resoluti, 

Mr. CARTER. If there is objection to the course I } 
proposed, I will withdraw the motion. 

Mr. KEAN. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock and 20 minntes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, June 25, 1906, at 1° 
o’clock meridian. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate June 23, 1906. 
CONSUL-GENERAL. 


Clarence Rice Slocum, of New York, now consul at Weimar. 
for promotion to be consul-general of the United States of ¢| 


5 at Boma, Kongo Free State, to fill an original vacancy. 
CONSUL. 
George B. McGoogan, of Indiana, to be consul of the Unit 


MARSHAL. 
C. G. Brewster, of Texas, to be United States marshal for th 
southern district of Texas, vice William M. Hanson, resigne 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
ARTILLERY CORPS. 
Lieut. Col. John D. C. Hoskins, Artillery Corps, to be colonel 
from June 22, 1906, vice Pratt, retired from active service. 
Maj. William B. Homer, Artillery Corps, to be lieutenant- 
22, 1906, vice Hoskins, promoted. 
Capt. Henry C. Davis, Artillery Corps, to be major from Ju 
1906, vice Homer, promoted. 
INFANTRY ARM. 
To be first lieutenants, 
Second Lieut. Wallace McNamara, Twenty-seventh Infantry 
from June 380, 1905, vice Wagner, Fourteenth Infantry, 


1 
i. 


7 


9° 


may 


| moted. 


Second Lieut. William J. Schmidt, Twenty-sixth Infantry 
from July 17, 1905, vice Harris, Twenty-second Infantry, 
signed. 

Second Lieut. David A. Henkes, Twenty-eighth Infantry, from 
July 20, 1905, vice Knabenshue, Fifteenth Infantry, promoted 
Second Lieut. Guy E. Bucker, Second Infantry, from July 

1905, vice Knox, Seventh Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Robert G. Peck, Twenty-seventh Infantry, fr 
July 28, 1905, vice Powers, Twentieth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Robert J. Binford, Fifteenth Infantry, f 
July 28, 1905, vice Bell, Seventeenth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. John A. Brockman, Seventh Infantry, fro: 


| July 29, 1905, vice Clark, Ninth Infantry, resigned. 


Second Lieut. Robert W. Adams, Second Infantry, from 


| August 8, 1905, vice Drouillard, Thirtieth Infantry, promoted. 


Second Lieut. Sheldon W. Anding, Eighth Infantry, from 


| August 8, 1905, vice Crimmins, Nineteenth Infantry, promot 


Second Lieut. William G. Murchison, Eighth Infantry, f 
August 11, 1905, vice Wills, Twelfth Infantry, resigned. 
Second Lieut. Charles C. Finch, Eleventh Infantry, from 


| August 15, 1905, vice Weeks, Twenty-first Infantry, promot: 


Second Lieut. John 8. MeCleery, Twentieth Infantry, from 


| August 21, 1905, vice Love, Twenty-first Infantry, promoted 


Second Lieut. Elvin H. Wagner, Seventeenth Infantry, f: 
August 30, 1905, vice Richards, Twenty-third Infantry, 4 
missed. 

Second Lieut. Thomas W. Brown, Twenty-seventh Infantry, 
from September 2, 1905, vice Harrison, Twenty-first Infantry, 


=" 


| resigned. 


in full ps t for property condemned and appropriated by 

the ¢ rn t of the United States on the Fort Bridger Mil- 

itary I tion, to be paid to the following named and de- 

‘ | persons and parties and in the following amounts, as | 
assessed by a board lawfully convened for that purpose, to wit: | 
To ¢ rge Stoll and the heirs of Charles P. Regan and the heirs 

f Marshall Turley, $3,845: to Edward Lannigan, $800; to the 

be of James Manley, $1,500; to the heirs of John Hunter, 

XS i 

bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
ce 1 to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
| sed 
COMPETENCY OF WITNESSES. 

M FORAKER. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
cons ration of the bill (HH. R. 7065) to amend section S858 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States. 

be r no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of ths 
1 proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to amen 
§ 1 SOS of the Revised Statutes so as to read as follows: 
858. The competency of a witness to testify in any civil action, 
! 1 the courts of the United States, shall be deter 
li the State or Territory in which the court is held. 
» bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- | 
cd i to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
WORKS OF RIVER AND HARBOR IMPROVEMENT. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of 
t House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 20266) to amend an act entitled 
*An act authorizing the condemnation of lands or easements 
I 1 in connection with works of river and harbor improye- 
I it the expense of persons, companies, or corporations,” 
al “i May 16, 1906, and requesting a conference with the 
S on the ¢ creeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

MALLORY I move that the Senate insist upon its 
amend! ts d reed to by the House of Representatives, | 
agree to the conference asked by the House, and that the 
conferees on the part of the Senate be appointed by the Chair. 

motion was agreed to; and the Vice-President appointed 


Mr. Marwory, Mr. Netson, and Mr. GALLINGER as the conferees 
on the part of the 


PROPOS! 


Senate. 


D PRINTING OF STATEHOOD ACT. 


Second Lieut. Otis R. Cole, Nineteenth Infantry, from Septeim- 
ber 10, 1905, vice Waldo, Seventeenth Infantry, resigned. 

Second Lieut. Shelby C. Leasure, Fourteenth Infantry, from 
September 12, 1905, vice McConnell, Ninth Infantry, deceased. 

Second Lieut. Daniel E. Shean, Sixteenth Infantry, from Se) 
tember 22, 1905, vice Patterson, Twenty-ninth Infantry, retire 


| from active service. 


Mr. CARTER. I move that 25,000 copies of that portion of | 
the statehood act relating to Oklahoma be printed and placed 
at the disposal of the governor of Oklahoma, and that 20,000 | 


copies of the same act in so far as it relates to Arizona and New | 


Second Lieut. Charles F. Herr, Nineteenth Infantry, fr 
September 22, 1905, vice McCook, Second Infantry, promoted. 


——; 





1906. 


—— 





INFANTRY ARM. 
To be first lieutenants. 
r Second Lieut. Vernon W. Boller, Twentieth Infantry, from 
June 17, 1905, vice Childs, Twelfth Infantry, promoted. 
Second Lieut. Fred H. Turner, Twenty-third Infantry, from 
October 4, 1905, vice Coleman, Thirteenth Infantry, ‘promoted. 
Second Lieut. Edwin C. Saunders, Twenty-ninth Infantry, 
‘rom October 6, 1905, vice Pond, Third Infantry, promoted. 
Second Lieut. Walter Krueger, Thirtieth Infantry, from 
October 10, 1905, vice Merrill, Twenty-third Infantry, promoted. 
Second Lieut. Beverly C. Daly, Thirteenth Infantry, from Octo- 
r 11, 1905, vice Wetherill, Thirteenth Infantry, promoted. 
Second Lieut. Asa L. Singleton, Fifth Infantry, from October 
24, 1905, vice Norwood, Twenty-third Infantry, resigned. 
Second Lieut. Arthur L. Bump, Eighth Infantry, from October 
q 9, 1905, vice Murphy, Twenty-fifth Infantry, promoted. 
Second Lieut. Willis IE. Mills, Ninth Infantry, from October 
30, 1905, vice Baldwin, Twenty-fourth Infantry, promoted. 
Second Lieut. Gilbert A. McElroy, Thirteenth Infantry, from 
October 30, 1905, vice Brandle, First Infantry, deceased. 
Second Lieut. Harry W. Gregg, Fourteenth Infantry, from 
November 2, 1905, vice Shields, Twelfth Infantry, promoted. 
Second Lieut. Sylvester C. Loring, Twenty-seventh Infantry, 


be 


from November 11, 1905, vice Burr, Fifteenth Infantry, resigned. | 
Second Lieut. William E. Roberts, Twenty-second Infantry, | 


from November 15, 1905, vice Cooke, Tenth Infantry, promoted. | 
Second Lieut. Staley A. Campbell, Seventeenth Infantry, from | 


November 


my 


1905, vice Conger, Eighteenth Infantry, promoted. 
Second Lieut. John R. Brewer, Twenty-third Infantry, from 
ecember 25, 1905, vice Kemper, Sixth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Leo A. Dewey, Seventeenth Infantry, from 


Second Lieut. John P. McAdams, Eleventh Infantry, from 
January 2, 1906, vice Saxton, Twenty-third Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Nolan V. Ellis, Eleventh Infantry, from January 
4, 1906, vice Thorne, Twelfth Infantry, promoted. 


Second Lieut. Richard Wetherill, Nineteenth Infantry, from | 


January 12, 1906, vice Snyder, Sixth Infantry, dismissed. 


Second Lieut. John B. Barnes, Twenty-ninth Infantry, from | 


January 18, 
moted. 

Second Lieut. Thomas T. Duke, Fifth Infantry, from January 
24, 1906, vice Aloe, Twelfth Infantry, promoted. 


1906, vice Howland, Twenty-third Infantry, pro- 


Second Lieut. Harry A. Wells, Twenty-ninth Infantry, frora | 


February 5, 1906, vic2 Browning, First Infantry, resigned. 
Second Lieut. George W. Harris, Ninth Infantry, from Feb- 
ruary 5, 1906, vice Buchanan, Twenty-third Infantry, dismissed. 
Second Lieut. Edward G. McCleave, Twenty-ninth Infantry, 
from February 7, 1906, vice Booth, Eleventh Infantry, retired 
from active service. 


Second Lieut. John K. Cowan, Eighteenth Infantry, from Feb- | 


ruary 7, 1906, vice Hamilton, Fourteenth Infantry, resigned. 


Second Lieut. Pat M. Stevens, Twenty-third Infantry, from | 


February 17, 1906, vice Fealy, First Infantry, promoted. 
Second Lieut. George S. Gillis, Twenty-sixth Infantry, from 
February 18, 1906, vice Burbank, Sixth Infantry, dismissed. 
Second Lieut. Jacob Schick, Fourteenth Infantry, from Feb- 
ruary 23, 1906, vice Schindel, Sixth Infantry, dismissed. 
Second Lieut. Deas Archer, Twenty-sixth Infantry, 
February 24, 1906, vice Freshwater, Twenty-ninth 
dropped for desertion. 


from 
Infantry, 


ond Lieut. John J. Fulmer, Twenty-seventh Infantry, 
n March 3, 1906, vice Rowell, Eleventh Infantry, promoted. 
Second Lieut. Kelton L. Pepper, Twenty-seventh Infantry, 


from March 5, 1906, vice McClelland, Tenth Infantry, dismissed. 
Second Lieut. Harry S. Malone, Twenty-sixth Infantry, from 

March 7. 1906, vice Pike, Eleventh Infantry, deceased. 

1d Lieut. Francis C. Endicott, ,Fifth Infantry, 


Seco! from 
ond Lieut. George C. Mullen, Twenty-first Infantry, from 

rch 20, 1906, vice Hardenbergh, Fourth Infantry, resigned. 

Second Lieut. Frederick E. Wilson, Twenty-seventh Infantry, 
March 23, 1906, vice Drum, Twenty-third Infantry, pro- 

oted. 

Second Lieut. Henry Hossfeld, Thirtieth Infantry, from March 

1906, vice Campbell, Fifth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. John J. Mudgett, Fifth Infantry, from April 5, 
vice Allison, Seventh Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Wilford Twyman, Twenty-ninth Infantry, from 

May 17, 1906, vice Halpin, Eighth Infantry, retired from active 


rvice, 
ond Lieut. William St. J. Jervey, jr., Twenty-seventh In- 
try, from May 24, 1906, vice Korst, Seventh Infantry, re- | 


Second Lieut. Channing E. Delaplane, Eleventh Infantry, 
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‘ember 28, 1905, vice Barnes, Eighteenth Infantry, promoted. | 


ch 10, 1906, vice Crockett, Twenty-fourth Infantry, resigned. | 





S035 


1906, vice De Witt, Twenty-first Infantry, pro- 


Or 
<0, 


from May 
moted. 


Second Lieut. Dwight B. Lawton, Thirtieth Infantry. from 
May 25, 1906, vice Morton, Sixteenth Infantry, promoted. 

| Second Lieut. Laurance O. Mathews, Twenty-cighth Infantry, 

| from May 31, 1906, vice Breckinridge, Tenth Int iutry, promoted. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 


Ezecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 23, 19 


EDUCATION. 


to be Commi 


COMMISSIONER 
Brown, of 


Oo! 
Elmer E. 
eation. 


California, 


i 


ssioner of Edu 


CONSUL-GENERAL, 


Edward L. Adams, of New York, now secretary of the lega- 


| 
| tion and consul-general at that place, for promotion to be 
| consul-general of the United States of class 6 at Stockholm, 





| Sweden. 


| CONSUL. 


| José*de Olivares, of Missouri, to be consul of the United 
| States of class 7 at Managua, Nicaragua. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 
George E. Cousens, of Maine, to be collector of customs for 
| the district of Kennebunk, in the State of Maine. 
APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE. 
J. Carlyle Wilmer, of Maryland, to be appraiser of merchan- 


dise in the district of Baltimore, in the State of Maryland. 
NAVAL OFFICER OF CUSTOMS. 
J. Stuart MacDonald, of Maryland, to be naval officer of cus- 
toms in the district of Baltimore, in the State of Maryland. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Ensign John C. Fremont, jr., to be a lieutenant (junior grade) 
| in the Navy from the 7th day of June, 1906, having completed 
three years’ service in his present grade. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) John C. Fremont, jr., to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy from the 7th day of June, 1906. 

P. A. Paymaster David C. Crowell to be a passed assistant 
paymaster in the Navy, with the rank of lieutenant, from the 
15th day of April, 1906. 

To be passed assistant paymasters in the Navy, with the rank 
of lieutenant, from the 7th day of June, 1906: 

James A. Bull, 

Frank T. Watrous, 

Arthur 8. Peters, 

Edwards S. Stalnaker, 

Chester G. Mayo, 

Jere Maupin, 

James F. Kutz, and 

Arthur 8S. Brown. 

Asst. Naval Constructors Julius A. Furer and William B. 
Fogarty to be assistant naval constructors in the Navy, with the 
rank of lieutenant, from the 15th day of April, 1906. 





Asst. Naval Constructors Sidney M. Henry and Lewis B. 

| McBride to be assistant nayal constructors in the Navy, with the 

; rank of lieutenant, from the 7th day of June, 1906. 

Civil Engineers De Witt C. Webb, Walter H. Allen. and James 
V. Rockwell to be civil engineers in the Navy, with the rank of 


lieutenant, from the 7th day of June, 1906. 
Commanders. 

The following-named commanders, who have al 
firmed, to take rank from the da et opm 
correct the dates of their promotions caused by the 
of Lieut. Commander Franklin J. Schell, 


tes 


wl 


no Was aue tor pro 
| motion and retired before qualifying therefor : 

John G. Quimby, to take rank from July 1, 1905 

James H. Glennon, to take rank from July & 1905: 

| Percival J. Werlich, to take rank from September 8, 1905 

William R. Rush, to take rank from September 9, 190; 

Harry S. Knapp, to take rank from September 30, 1905: 
William L. Rodgers, to take rank from December 27, 1905; 
Roy C. Smith, to take rank from January 7, 1906; 

Robert 8S. Griffin, to take rank from January 22, 1906; 
Albert N. Wood, to take rank from February 10, 1906; 

Edward Lloyd, jr., to take rank from February 12, 1906: 
Richard M. Hughes, to take rank from February 19, 1906; 

Frank W. Bartlett, to take rank from February 28, 1906; and 

Frederick C. Bieg, to take rank from April 13, 1906. 
Midshipman Charles A. Harrington to be an ensign in tl 

Navy from the 2d day of February, 1906. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 
George H. Brown, of North Carolina, to be collector of in- 


| ternal revenue for the fifth district of North Carol 
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POSTMASTER. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Benjamin F. Barnes to be postmaster at Washington, in the 
District of Columbia. 
POSTMASTER AT WASHINGTON, D. C. 
The injunction of secrecy was removed June 23, 1906, from 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





JUNE 23, 


Mr. Speaker, I think there is no oppositi 





Mr. OLMSTED. 


® n 

to the resolution. 

Mr. TALBOTT. There is no minority report, and under { 
conditions there was nothing else for the committee to do. 

The resolutions were agreed to. 

. MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. ParkKINson, its reading 

clerk, announced that the Senate had agreed to the reports of 


the committees of conference on the disagreeing votes of the { 
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bills of the fo 
lowing titles: 

H. R. 18198. An act making appropriations to provide for the 
expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1907, and for other purposes; and 

H. R. 15333. An act for the division of the lands and funds of 
the Osage Indians in the Oklahoma Territory, and for other pur- 
poses. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 19844) making appropriations for 
sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year end. 
ing June 30, 1907, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bill of the following title: 

H. R. 19680. An act directing the Secretary of War to cause an 
examination and survey to be made of Coney Island channe!}, 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bil] 
of the following title; in which the concurrence of the House 
of Representatives was requested : 

S$. 4953. An act for the purpose of acquiring national forest 
reserves in the Appalachian Mountains and White Mountains, 
to be known as the Appalachian Forest Reserve and the White 
Mountain Forest Reserve, respectively. 

SENATE BILL REFERRED. 


Under clause 2, Rule XXIV, Senate bill of the following ¢ 


itle 


| was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to its appro- 


| 


priate committee, as indicated below : 
8. 4953. An act for the purpose of acquiring national fore 
reserves in Appalachian Mountains and White Mountains, to be 


eT 


| known as the Appalachian Forest Reserve and the White Moun- 


tain Forest Reserve, respectively—to the Committee on 
culture. 


Agri- 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 1326. An act granting an increase of pension to Ora P. 
Howland; 

H. R. 14171. An act making appropriations for fortifications 
and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the 
procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for 


| other purposes. 


the nomination of Benjamin F. Barnes to be postmaster at 
Washington, D. C. The vote this day on his confirmation re- 
sulted—yeas 36, nays 16, as follows: 
YEAS—36. 
A Clark, Wyo. Hansbrough Nelson 
& n ( m Hemenway Penrose 
leg ] Heyburn Piles 
y ] igham Hopkins Smoot 
I tt Dolliver Kean Spooner 
! m I Kittredge Sutherland 
] 3; Flint Lodge Warner 
( ‘ lorake1 McCumber Warren 
p Gamble Millard Wetmore 
NAYS—16. ‘ 
Clay Latimer Martin 
l 1) ] McCreary Patterson 
I n I'razier McLaurin stone 
( Gallinger Mallory Tillman 
NOT VOTING—37. 
Al h I Ww Long Proctor 
A ! len McEnery Rayner 
A n j »is Money Scott 
Al y ] Morgan Simmons 
IL ' iy Newlands Taliaferro 
I Ice Fulton Nixon Teller 
( k, Mont. Gearin Overman Whyte 
rke, Ark, Hale Perkins 
( e Knox Pettus 
( rson La Follette Platt 
EXTRADITION WITH JAPAN. 

The injunction of secrecy was removed June 23, 1906, from 
a2 supplementary extradition convention between the United 
States and Japan, signed at Tokyo on May 17, 1906. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Saturpay, June 23, 1906. 

The House met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. HENry N. CoupDEN, D. D. 

‘The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved 

DEPUTY COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker, I call up a privileged 
bill, H. R. 19749, to prescribe the duties of deputy collectors of 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized to appoint a deputy collector of customs and other 
‘ oms office at ports and subports of entry in the several customs | 
‘ ion districts, and deputy collectors thus appointed shall have au- 
thority to receive entries, collect duties, and to perform any and all 
f ns prescribed by law for collectors of customs, subject to such 

ions and restrictions as the Secretary of the Treasury shall pre- 
P , That whenever the Secretary of the Treasury shall 
nt a deputy collector at a port of entry where there is no collector, 
desis te the collector through whom such deputy shall report, 
bond of such deputy shall run to the Government and the 
shall ancially responsible directly to the Government. 

Mir. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker, this is the unani- 
! report of the Ways and Means Committee. The bill was 
d 1 by the Treasury Department. As I understand it, there 
’ © no opposition on the part of anybody. The purpose of 

bill to give the deputy collectors at subports of entry all 
the privileges of a collector at ports of entry in order to save 
ptains of vessels from being obliged to go from the sub- 
» the ports of entry. 
WILLIAMS. This is not the administrative customs 
] 

Mir. HILL of Connecticut. Oh, no; this is a bill with which 
the ntleman is perfectly familiar. 

‘| ly rdered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
W read the third time, and passed. 


Mr. OLMST!I 


Committee No. 2, I present the following report and resolution: 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Db ELECTION CASE—COUDREY V. WOOD. 


Resolved, That Ernest E. Wood was not elected to membership in the 


sf » of Representatives of the United States in the Fifty-ninth Con- 
nd is not entitled to a seat therein. 
R ed, That Harry M. Coudrey was elected to membership in the 
House of Kepresentatives of the United States in the Fifty-ninth Con- 
gress, and is entitled to a seat therein, 


Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Elections | 


i 


H. R. 18529. An act to authorize the sale of certain lands to 
the city of Mena, in the county of Polk, in the State of Arkansas: 

H. R. 20321. An act to provide for the traveling expenses of 
the President of the United States; and 

H. R. 16953. An act making appropriations for the service of 
the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 39, 
1907, and for other purposes. 

CONTESTED ELECTION CASE, HOUSTON VY. BROOCKS. 


Mr. DRISCOLL. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Com: 
on Elections No. 3 [ submit the following privileged resolut 
which I send to the desk and ask to have read: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That A. J. Houston was not clected a Member of the ! 
ninth Congress from the Second Congressional district of Texas, 
not entitled to a seat therein. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the reso- 
lution. 

The question was taken; and the resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the views of Mr. BANNON, a member of the committee be printed 
with the report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 


mous consent that the views of Mr. BANNoN, a member oi 
cominittee, be printed with the report. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I call up the 
conference report upon the District of Columbia appropriation 
bill, and I ask unanimous consent that the statement be read in 
lieu of the report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts calls up 
the conference report on the District of Columbia approp!!s 


1906. 


n bill, and asks unanimous consent that the statement be read 
lieu of the report. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
» Chair hears none, and the Clerk will read the statement. 

(he conference report and statement are as follows: 


CONFERENCE REPORT. 

rhe committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
isi98) making appropriations to provide for the expenses of 
government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1907, and for other purposes, having met, after 
and free conference have agreed to recommend and do 
recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

hat the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 1, 12, 


13, 14, 15, 26, 39, 40, 48, 44, 45, 46, 53, 60, 61, 62, 63, 69, 71, T2, 74, 
79, 81, 85, 91, 92, 93, 96, 97, 99, 100, 1038, 104, 117, 119, 122, 123, 
125, 127, 128, 129, 148, 150, 157, 159, 163, 168, 170, 172, 178, 188, 
193, 196, 199, 200, 202, 208, 209, 211, 212, 213, 216, 237, 240, 245, 


946, 248, 250, 258, and 261. 


iat the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 


ments of the Senate numbered 2, 4, 5, 7, 8, 10, 16, 17, 18, 19, 21, 
22, 27, 28, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 41, 47, 49, 54, 55, 56, 57, 


58, 59, 64, 65, 66, 67, 68, 70, 73, 75, 78, 80, 83, 84, 87, 89, 94, ¢ 


9S, 101, 102, 108, 109, 111, 118, 114, 116, 120, 124, 126, 180, 131, 133, | 


bd | 


135, 136, 187, 138, 139, 140, 141, 142, 143, 
152, 154, 155, 156, 160, 161, 162 


—— 


134 144, 145, 146, 147, 
151, 165, 171, 174, 176, 177, 179, 
180, 181, 182, 183, 184, 186, 187, 190, 1974, 201, 204, 205, 206, 207, 
910, 215, 217, 218, 219, 220, 221, 222, 223, 224, 225, 226, 230, 231, 
236, 241, 242, 249, 252, 258, 254, 255, 256, 257, 260, 262, 2¢ 
266, 267, 268, and 269, and agree to the same. 
endment numbered 3: That the House recede from its dis- 
ment to the amendment of the Senate numbered 3, and 


to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 


oro > 
2 IDs 


964. 265, 
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| disagreement to the amendment 
| and agree to the same with an amendment as fol! 
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of the Senate 
of the sum proposed insert g 
dollars;” and the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 48: That the House ri le 
disagreement to the amendment 


“twenty-eight tl 





of the Senate numb 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the fol 
“by the Commissioners for any other purpose than to visit 
points within the District of Columbia as it may be necess: 


to visit in order to enable them to inspect or inform themsel 
concerning any public work or property belonging to th« 
District or to do any other act necessary to the administr: 
of its affairs;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 50: That the House recede from it 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 50, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
the sum proposed insert “two thousand seven hundred and 
fifty dollars ;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 51: That 





the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 51, and 
| agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 


the sum proposed insert “ ninety-eight thousand three hundred | 


” 


fifty-nine dollars;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

endment numbered 6: That the House recede from its 
ment to the amendment of the Senate numbered 6, and 
ag to the same with an amendment as follows: At the end 
of said amendment, after the word “ five,” insert “and the Com- 


dis- | 


missioners of the District of Columbia are hereby authorized to | 


l any excess taxes paid on such returns by reason of such 
ialty;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

{\mendment numbered 9: That the House recede from its 

disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 9, and 

agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
number proposed insert “ three;” and the Senate agree to the 
endment numbered 11: That the House recede from its 
creement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 11, and 
to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
sum proposed insert “ fifteen thousand eight hundred dollars; ” 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 20: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 20, 
cree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
number proposed insert “ four;” and the Senate agree to 
wie Salve, 

\;mendment numbered That the House recede from its dis- 
ag nent to the amendment of the Senate numbered and 
to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
§ roposed insert “one thousand five hundred dollars;” and 
nate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 24: That the House recede from its dis- 
ent to the amendment of the Senate numbered 24, and 
to the same with an amerdment as follows: In lieu of 
im proposed insert “one hundred and seventy-eight thou- 

§ six hundred and eighty-seven dollars;” and the Senate 

ag to the same. 

ndment numbered That the House recede from its dis 
ient to the amendemnt of the Senate numbered 25, and 
ag to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 


ana 


on 
23: 


"9 
mews 


tha 
tut 


20: 


the n proposed insert “ one thousand dollars;” and the Sen- 
ee to the same. 

\niendment numbered 29: That the House recede from its dis- 
ent to the amendment of the Senate numbered 29, and 
to the same with an: amendment as follows: In lieu of 
hn proposed insert “ forty-five thousand and twenty dol 
and the Senate agree to the same. 
idment numbered 38: That the House recede from its dis- 
ent to the amendment of the Senate numbered 38, and 
to the same with an amendment as follows: Omit from the 

inserted by said amendment the words “ chief of circu 


lepartment, one thousand dollars; 
ame, 


ndment numbered 42: That the House recede from its 


and the Senate agree 





| disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 


the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
“ For the of erection of suitable tablets to mark historical places 
in the District of Columbia, to be expended under the direction 
of the Joint Committee on the Library, five hundred dollars ;” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 


oo 


52: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 52. and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 2 of 
said amendment, after the word “ where,’ insert the rds 
*, on account of the character of the work.;” and the § e 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 76: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 76, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
“Girard street, between Twelfth street and Brentwood road, 
northeast, grade, four thousand five hundred dollars;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 77: That the House recede from its 


numbered 77, and 


agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Insert after 
said amendment, as a paragraph, the following: 


“* Massachusetts avenue, from S street to Belmont road, grad 


, £raace 
and improve, five thousand nine hundred dollars.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 82: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 82, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
sum proposed insert “one hundred and twenty-three thousand 
five hundred dollars:” and the Senate agree to the sa 

Amendment numbered 86: That the House recede rom 3 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered & 1 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Add el 
said amendment as separate paragraphs the following: 

“For purchase or condemnation of an approach to the Ana- 
costia end of the new Anacostia Bridge, id 1 g nd 
improving of such approach, and grading and iproving the 
extension of Monroe street to the Eastern Branch o e Poto- 
mae River, and for constructing a suitable bridge to carry said 
extension of Monroe street over the tracks of the Baltimore 
and Ohio Railroad, all in accordance with plans approved by 
the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, fifty-four thou- 
sand dollars, or so much thereof as may be necessary, and the 
said Commissioners are authorized to enter into a ntr with 
the said railroad company or other parties for the constru 
tion of such bridge and approaches; and the Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia are hereby authorized and « cted 
to acquire, by purchase or condemnation, the land necessary 
for the extension of Monroe street with a width of si feet 
from Harrison street northward to the Anacostia River and of 
the south approach to the new Anacostia Bridge, with a width 
of sixty feet. to connect with said extension of Monroe street 
by a curve passing over the tracks of the Alexandria brane! 
of the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad and such condemnation 
proceedings as may be necessary fer this purpose shall 
ducted under the provisions of subchapter one of chapte 
of the Code of Law for the District of Columbia, and su ! 
as are necessary to pay the expense of said cond )- 
ceedings and to pay any damages or excess of da y ( 
benefits that may be allowed to owners of land take by 
appropriated: Provided, That such m of this « l 
be borne by the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Compan, is 


provided in section ten of an act entitled ‘An 
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for a tion railroad station in the District of Columbia, and 
for other purposes,’ approved February twenty-eighth, nineteen 
hundred and three, and said sum shall be paid by the said 
to the Treasurer of the United States, one half to the 


1}? 
ti 


company 


credit of the District of Columbia and the other half to the 
credit of the United States, and the same shall be a valid and 
subsisting lien against the franchises and property of the said 


Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company, and shall be a legal 
of said company in favor of the District of Co- 
lumbia, jointly for its use and the use of the United States as 
aforesaid, and the said lien may be enforced in the name of 
the District of Columbia by bill in equity brought by the Com- 
missioners of the said District in the supreme court of the said 
District, or by any other lawful proceeding, against the said 
saltimore and Ohio Railroad Company: And provided further, 
That the Anacostia and Potomac River Railroad Company shall 
pay toward the balance of the cost of the construction of said 
approaches and bridge over the said tracks of the Baltimore 
and Ohio Railroad Company the sum of three thousand seven 
hundred and fifty dollars, to be collected in the same manner as 
the cost of laying pavements between the rails and tracks of 
street railways, as provided for in section five of ‘An act pro- 
viding a permanent form of government for the District of 
Columbia,’ approved June eleventh, eighteen hundred and sey- 
enty-eight, and paid into the Treasury, one-half to the credit 


indebtedness 
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of the United States and one-half to the credit of the District | 


of Columbia. 
“And the Anacostia and Potomac River Railroad Company is 
hereby authorized and directed to construct and operate a 


disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 90, anq 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of tho 
sum proposed insert “ two hundred and forty thousand dollars: » 
and the Senate agree to the same. ; 

Amendment numbered 105: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 105 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert “two hundred and fifty thousang 
dollars;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 106: That the House recede from jis 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered {0¢ 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert “eighteen dollars ;” and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 107: That the House recede from jts 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 107, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In liey 
of the sum proposed insert ‘“ twenty-five dollars ;” and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 110: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 110, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In liey 
of the matter stricken out by said amendment insert the fol- 
lowing: “ For officers: For superintendent of public schools, fiye 
thousand dollars; two assistant superintendents, at three thou- 
sand dollars each; secretary, two thousand dollars; clerk, one 
thousand four hundred dollars; two clerks, at one thousand 


| dollars each; one messenger, seven hundred and twenty dollars: 


double-track street railway along the said south approach and | 


of Monroe street for herein, to intersect 


existing tracks at 


extension 
with 


provided 


its 


Monroe and Harrison streets, said | 


ine to be completed and equipped by September thirtieth, nine- | 
teen hundred and seven, and within thirty days thereafter the | 


said Anacostia and Potomac River Railroad Company shall re- 
move its rails from and restore the paving on the portion of its 


line hereby directed to be abandoned, to wit: Along Harrison 
or Bridge street, lying west of Monroe street and on the present 
Anacostia or Navy-Yard Bridge: Provided, That the said Ana- 


costian and Potomac River 


tailroad Company shall, within sixty | 


days after the completion of its new line herein specified, pave | 


that portion of the approaches to the Anacostia Bridge now being 
constructed and Monroe street extended lying between 


of such character as the Commissioners of the District of Co- 
lumbia may determine: And provided further, That when in 
the judgment of said Commissioners they shall deem it safe and 
proper 
the necessary conduits and appurtenances to. operate a street 
railw 
authorized and directed to notify said Anacostia and Potomac 
River Railroad Company to construct such necessary conduits 
and appurtenances over much of its line lies between 
the said new bridge and Franklin street, Anacostia, and upon 
failure or neglect of said railroad company to complete the 
work of installing such conduits and appurtenances within six 
months after the date of such notification said railroad company 
shall be subject to a fine of not less than twenty-five dollars 
for each and every day during which it fails or neglects to in- 
stall such conduits and appurtenances, which fine shall be re- 
covered in any court of competent jurisdiction at the suit of said 
Coinmissioners. 

“And the Anacostia and Potomac River Railroad Company is 
hereby required to pay a final sum of fifteen thousand dollars 
toward of construction and the use of the new Ana- 
costin River bridge, in addition to any sum to be paid or ex- 
pended by said Anacostia and Potomac River Railroad Com- 
pany for approaches, and in addition to any sums required to be 
expended by said railroad under existing law for construction, 
maintenance, and repairs, and the said sum of fifteen thousand 
dollars is hereby declared a valid and subsisting lien against 
the franchises and property of said street railroad company, 

d shall } legal indebtedness of said company in favor of 
the District of Columbia jointly for its use and the use of the 


SO as 


the cost 


» 
a 


United States. And the said sum when paid or collected shall 
be paid into the Treasury of the United States, one-half to the 
credit of the United States and one-half to the credit of the 


District of Columbia.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment nu.abered 8S: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 88, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
sum ptoposed insert “one hundred thousand dollars;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 90: That the its 


House recede from 


lines | 
two feet exterior to the outer rails of its track, said paving to be | 


to construct over the newly filled approach to said bridge | 


ay by the underground or conduit system they are hereby | 


| in all, seventeen thousand one hundred and twenty dollars: 


and 
members of the board of education shall serve without compen- 
sation; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 112: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 112, and agree to the same with 
the following: 

In lieu of the matter stricken out by said amendment insert 
the following 

“For teachers: For one thousand five hundred and seventy- 
seven teachers, to be assigned as follows: ; 

“For director of intermediate instruction, two thousand six 
hundred dollars; 

“For thirteen supervising principals, at two thousand two 
hundred dollars each; 

“For supervisor of manual training, two thousand two hun- 
dred dollars; 

“For principals of Central, Eastern, Western, Business, 
and M Street high schools, five in all, at two thousand dollars 
each ; 

“For principals of McKinley Manual Training School and 
Armstrong Manual Training School, two, at two thousand 


| dollars each; 





“For principals of Normal School Number One and Normal 
School Number Two, two, at two thousand dollars each; 

“For principal of Jefferson School, one thousand nine hun. 
dred and twenty dollars; 

“For twelve heads of departments in high schools, at 
thousand nine hundred dollars each; 

“For principal of Stevens School, one thousand eight hun- 
dred and ninety dollars ; 

“For principal of Franklin and Thomson schools, one, 
thousand eight hundred and thirty dollars; 
“For director of primary instruction, 

hundred dollars ; 

“For principals of Force, Peabody, Dennison, and Lincoln 
schools, four in all, at one thousand seven hundred and teu dol- 
lars each; 

“For principals of Wallach, and Van Buren and Annex 
schools, two in all, at one thousand six hundred and fifty dollars 
each; 

“For principal of Abbot School, one thousand six hundred 
and twenty dollars ; 

“For two high school teachers, at one thousand six hundred 
dollars each; 

“For principals of Seaton, Henry, Webster, Grant, and Gales 
schools, five in all, at one thousand five hundred and ninety 
dollars each ; ° ; 

“For directors of music, drawing, physical culture, domestic 
science, domestic art, and kindergarten instruction, six in all, 
at one thousand five hundred dollars each; 

“For principals of Towers, Jackson, and Blake schools, tliree 
in all, at one thousand four hundred and seventy dollars each; 

“For assistant director of primary instruction, and one mal- 
ual training school teacher, two in all, at one thousand four 
hundred dollars each; 

“For principals of Johnson and Annex, Brookland, bmery, 


one 


at one 


one thousand eight 
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Garnet, Randall, and Birney and Annex, six in all, at one 
thousand three hundred and ninety dollars each ; 

“For principal of Mott school, one thousand three hundred 
nd thirty dollars ; 

‘For assistant directors of music, drawing, physical culture, 
ymestie science, domestic art, and kindergarten instruction, 

incipals of Berret, Curtis, Sumner, and Cook schools, five high 
hool teachers, three manual training school teachers, and 
two normal school teachers, twenty in all, at one thousand three 
hundred dollars each; 

“For principals of Adams, Morgan, Hubbard, Polk, Phelps, 

rse, Twining, Hilton, Maury, Edmonds, Lenox, Brent, Small- 
wood, Bradley, Sayles J. Bowen, Addison, Fillmore, Corcoran, 
Weightman, Toner, Ludlow, Blair, Taylor, Madison, Webb, 
Wheatley, Pierce, Takoma, Tenley, Brightwood, Monroe, Con- 
cress Heights, Cranch, Buchanan, Carbery, Hayes, Eckington, 
Briggs, Montgomery, Banneker, Logan, Jones, Lovejoy, Wilson, 


Garrison, and Bell schools, forty-six in all, at one thousand two | 


hundred and seventy dollars each; 
“ For principal of Bruce School, two high school teachers, and 
three manual training school teachers, six in all, at one thou- 
two hundred and thirty dollars each; 
“For principal of Garfield School, one thousand two hundred 
d ten dollars ; 
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ers, school officers, and other employees of the board of educa- 
tion of the District of Columbia, approved June nit en 
| hundred and six, may be substituted therefor: P ided further, 
| That in assigning salaries to teachers no discrimination shall be 
| made between male and female teachers emp! {int sme 
| grade of school and performing a like cl: of duties; and it 
| shall not be lawful to pay, or authorize or r ire to be paid, 
from any of the salaries of teachers herein p led, any por- 
tion or percentage thereof for the purpose of : t ries 

of higher or lower grades. 
“ Night schools: For night schools for pupils, and teachers of 


‘For one high school teacher, one thousand two hundred dol- | 


‘For principals of Ross, and Gage schools, two in all, at one 
thousand one hundred and ninety dollars each; 

‘For principals of Harrison, Dent, Arthur, Amidon, Wormley, 
Patterson, Langston, Slater, Giddings, and Ambush schools, ten 

all, at one thousand one hundred and sixty dollars each; 


1" 


For principals of Reservoir, Benning, Hamilton, Woodburn, 


night schools may also be teachers in the day schools, twel 
thousand dollars. 

“For contingent and other necessary expenses of 
schools, seven hundred dollars. 

“ Kindergarten supplies: 
sand five hundred dollars.” 

And the Senate agree to the same 


CS 


For kindergarten supplies, two thou- 


Amendment numbered 115: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 115, 
| and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
| of the sum proposed insert “three hundred dollars;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 118: That the House ede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 118, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows In lieu of 


Stanton, Langdon, Chevy Chase, and Petworth schools, eight in 


t one thousand one hundred and fifty dollars each; 
For principals of Greenleaf, Tyler, Phillips, Magruder 
Anthony Bowen, Syphax, and Cardozo schools, twenty-three 
school teachers, five manual training school teachers, and 
rmal school teachers, forty-one in all, at one thousand one 
red dollars each; 


lor principals of Industrial Home, and Reno schools, two in 


t one thousand and seventy dollars each; 
For principals of Blow, Douglass, Payne, and Simmons 
§ is, seven manual training school teachers, three teachers 


( 1usie, one teacher of drawing, and one teacher of physical | 


ire, sixteen in all, at one thousand and forty dollars each; 
ror one grade teacher, one thousand and thirty dollars; 
“For principal of Military Road School, one thousand and ten 
a rs $3 
or teachers of normal, high, and manual training schools, 
( v-nine in all, at one thousand dollars each; 
x four, at nine hundred and ninety dollars each; 
For five, at nine hundred and eighty dollars each ; 
or eleven, at nine hundred and fifty dollars each ; 
‘or one, nine hundred and twenty-five dollars ; 
r four, at nine hundred and twenty dollars each; 
r eleven, at nine hundred dollars each; 
lor one, eight hundred and ninety dollars; 
lor four, at eight hundred and seventy-five dollars each; 
r eighty, at eight hundred and sixty dollars each; 
‘For six, at eight hundred and fifty dollars each; 
or two, at eight hundred and forty-five dollars each; 
For eleven, at eight hundred and thirty dollars each; 
or fourteen, at eight hundred and twenty-five dollars each; 
r two hundred and seventy-eight, at eight hundred dollars 


t 
ir five, at seven hundred and seventy-five dollars each; 
r twelve, at seven hundred and fifty dollars each; 
r sixteen, at seven hundred and twenty-five dollars each; 
r two, at seven hundred dollars each ; 
one hundred and fifty-five, at six hundred and seventy- 
f lars each; 


two hundred and forty-one, at six hundred and fifty 
d each; 

r twenty, at six hundred and twenty-five dollars each; 

r three hundred and nineteen, at six hundred dollars each: 
r three, at five hundred and seventy-five dollars each; 

ir three, at five hundred and fifty dollars each; 

r nineteen, at five hundred and twenty-five dollars each; 
ir thirty-four, at five hundred dollars each ; 
n all, one million two hundred and eighty-one thousand and 


I n dollars. 

ovided, That when a salary in any class or group shall be 
V d by resignation or otherwise the salary required to be 
P ) the teacher or officer promoted to fill such vacancy under 
uA 


| 


and agree to the same with 1 Iment as follows: lieu 
of the sum proposed insert “forty-four thousand two hundred 
and fifty-five dollars;” and the Senate agree to the same 
Amendment numbered 153: That the Ho re n its 
| disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 153, 
and agree to the same with an a dment as | . 
of the sum proposed insert “twelve thousand seven h l 
and forty doliars;” and the Senate agree to 1 
Amendment numbered 158: That the House 1 le f its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbers 158, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as fo lieu 
of the sum proposed insert “four thousa vo hu nd 
twenty dollars;” and the Senate agree to same. 
Amendment numbered 164: That the House ‘ f y 
disagreement to the amendment of e I 164, 
and agree to the same with an al nt I 
of the sum proposed insert “one hundred t 
dred and sixty dollars;” and the Senate agree to tl! 
Amendment numbered 166: That the H« 
disagreement to the amendment of the Set | 
and agree to the same with amendments as | 
In lieu of the sum proposed ins« ‘twenty t $ 1d a. 
On page 52 of the bill, in line 9, after tl :-s 
the word “ brick.” 
And the Senate agree to the sa 
Amendment numbered 167: That the H e r i 
| disagreement to the amendn f Ss I 67, 
and agree to the same with an amendment s follows lieu 
of the sum proposed insert “thirty-seven thousand five | ired 
dollars ;” and the Senate agree to the same 
Amendment numbered 169: That the House recede f 1 its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numl i 169, 
and agree to the same with an amendment f ws lieu 
of the sum proposed insert “ sixty-seven tl sand five | lred 
dollars: ” and the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 173: That the House recede 
disagreement to the amendment of the 
and agree to the same with an amendment s f v 
f the sum proposed insert “ forty-eight thousand five red 
and sixty dollars;” and the Senate agree to t : 
Amendment numbered 175: That the House ri its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate ! ed 175, 
and agree to the same with an amendment follows: In Heu 


| of the sum proposed insert “twenty-five thousand dollars;” 
visions of an act to fix and regulate the salaries of teach- \ and the Senate agree to the same. 


the sum proposed insert “ninety-six thousand seven hundred 
dollars; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 121: That the House recede from it 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 121, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
sum proposed insert “ forty-five thousand dollars; ” and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 





Amendment numbered 132: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 132, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Att 1 of 
line 1 of the said amendment, the word “ at,” ins t “ or 
near;” and the Senate agree to the same 


Amendment numbered 149: That the House recede fron 


disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 149, 
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Amendment 
disagreement 


numbered 185: That the House recede from its 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 185, 
and gree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert “* four hundred and eighty dollars; ” 
and the Senate a<ree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 189: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 189, 
and to san with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert “two thousand nine hundred and 
eighty dollars;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 191: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 191, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter stricken out and inserted by said amendment in- 
sert the following: “ bailiff, six hundred dollars; three charmen, 
at three hundred and sixty dollars each;” and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 192: That the House recede from its 
disngreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 192, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert “ twenty-three thousand two hundred 
and fifty dollars;” and the Senate agree to the same. 


‘cree 


Amendment numbered 194: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 194, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 


” 


of the sum proposed insert “six thousand dollars;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 195: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 195, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert “ eighteen thousand seven hundred 
dollars: ”’ and the Senate agree to the same. 





Amendment numbered 197: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 197, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert “four hundred cCellars;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 198: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amencment of the Senate numbered 198, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 





of the sum proposed insert “ fourteen thousand four hundred 
dollars;”’ and the Senate agree to the same. 
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Amendment numbered 203: That the House recede from its 
disngreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 203, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert “fourteen thousand three hundred | 
and sixty dollars; ’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

\mendment numbered 214: That the House recede from its | 
disncreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 214, 


and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
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of the sum proposed insert “six thousand seven hundred and 
twenty dollars;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 239: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 23), 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In liey 
of the sum proposed insert “eighty-one thousand three hundred 
and twenty dollars;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 248: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 24: 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In liey 
of the sum proposed insert “seven thousand four hundred and 
sixty-eight dollars;”’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 244: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 244, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert “seventeen thousand one hundred and 
forty-four dollars;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 247: That the House recede from jts 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 247, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert “ five thousand four hundred dollars: ” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 251: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 251, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In liey 
of the sum proposed insert “three thousand seven hundred dol- 
lars;”’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 259: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 259, 
and agrée to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum named in said amendment insert “three thousand 
dollars;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

¥. H. GI.iett, 
WASHINGTON GARDNER, 
A. 8S. BURLESON, 

Managers on the part of the House. 


J. H. GALLINGER, 
GEO. PEABODY WETMORE. 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 


The Clerk read the statement, as follows: 
STATEMENT. 

The managers on the part of the House at the conference 
on the disagreeing yotes of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. 
18198) making appropriations for the expenses of the goyern- 
ment of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year 1907 submit 
the following written statement in explanation of the effect 
of the action agreed upon and submitted in the accompany 


ing 


| conference report as to each of the amendments, namely : 


In lieu | 


On amendments Nos. 1, 2, and 3: Strikes out the increase 


| of $90 proposed by the Senate in the salary of the secretary to 


of tl um proposed insert “nine thousand four hundred and 
eighty dollars;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 227: That the House recede from its 
dis ment to the amendment of the Senate numbered 227, 
and »cree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu | 
of t im named in said amendment insert “ fourteen thousand 
dollars: ’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

iment numbered 228: That the House recede from its 

disag ment to the amendment of the Senate numbered 228, 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu |} 

of the sum named in said amendment insert “ eight thousand | 
doliars:”’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

\ ndment numbered 229: That the House recede from its | 
d rreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 229, 
sud agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum named in said amendment insert “eight thousand | 
live |] lred dollars; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 233: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 233 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum named in said amendment insert “three thousand 
dollars: and the Senate agree to the same. 

\ iment numbered 234: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 234, 
al g to tl ame with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum named in said amendment insert “three thousand 
dollars: ” and the Senate agree to the same. 


Amendment numl 
eement to the 


ered That the 
amendment 


Ilouse recede from its 
of the Senate numbered 235, 


disagi 


the Board of Commissioners, and restores the salary of the 
junitor of the District building to $1,200, as proposed by the 
Senate. . 

On amendments Nos. 4, 5, and 6: Appropriates $500, as _pro- 
posed by the Senate, instead of $100, as proposed by the House, 
additional compensation to the assessor, and inserts the 
provision proposed by the Senate authorizing the acceptance 
of returns of gross earnings made by companies or corporat 
to the assessor on or before October 18, 1905, as if the same 
had been made on the 1st day of August, 1905. 

On amendments Nos. 7 and 8: Appropriates for an additional 
clerk at $1,200 for the excise board, as proposed by the Se 

On amendments Nos. 9, 10, and 11: Appropriates for an ad 
ditional inspector at $1,200 for the personal tax board, and 
increases the amount for extra clerk hire from $1,000 to $2,000. 

On amendments Nos. 12 and 13: Strikes out the provis 
proposed by the Senate for an additional messenger at $450 in 
the auditor’s office. 

On amendments Nos. 14 and 15: Strikes out the provision pro- 
posed by the Senate for a hostler and laborer at $365 in the 
coroner’s office. 

On amendments Nos. 16, 17, and 18: Strikes out the provision 
for one market master at $600, as proposed by the Senate, and 
increases the amount for labor for cleaning market houses from 
$1,800 to $1,920. 

On amendments Nos. 19, 20, 2 
engineer’s office: Increases the salary of 
$600 to $625 


as 


ns 


99 992 


, 22, 23, and 24, relating to the 
a skilled laborer from 
provides for 4 oilers at $600 each, instead of » 
as proposed by the Senate and 3 as proposed by the Hous 
provides for 5 firemen at $875 each as proposed by the Se: 
instead of 6 firemen at $840 each as proposed by the House, 20! 


provides for salary of superintendent of stables at $1,500, instead 
of $1,950 as proposed by the Senate, and $1,200 as proposed 


and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum named in said amendment insert “ four thousand 
dollars: and the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 238: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 238, 
end agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu | the House. 


1906. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 








On amendments Nos. 25, 26, 27, 28, and 29, relating to the 


, , 


street-sweeping office: Provides as follows: For astable foreman 


as proposed by the House ; strikes out the proposed increase of 
$300 proposed by the Senate in the salary of a clerk, and makes 
verbal corrections in the text of the bill. 

On amendments Nos. 31 and 32: Fixes the compensation of a 
statistician in the department of insurance at $1,500, as pro- 
posed by the Senate, instead of $1,400, as proposed by the 
House. 

On amendments Nos. 33, 34, 35, 36, and 37, relating to the 
surveyor’s office: Provides, as proposed by the Senate, as fol- 


| 


lows: For an assistant computer at $825; for an additional | 
rodman at $825, and increases the amount for temporary serv- | 


ices from $4,000 to $4,500. 

On amendments Nos. 38, 39, 40, 41, 42. 48. 44, and 45, relating 
to Free Public Library: Provides for a children’s librarian at 
$1,000, and for three additional pages at $240 each, as proposed 
py the Senate; strikes out the increase proposed by the Senate 
of one chief of circulating department at $1,000, one assistant 
at $720, and three attendants at $360 each; appropriates $7,500. 
as proposed by the House, for the purchase of books, instead of 
$10,000, as proposed by the Senate, and $3,000 for binding, as 
proposed by the House, instead of $3,500, as proposed by the 
Senate. 

On amendments Nos. 46, 47, and 48: Appropriates for contin- 
vent and miscellaneous expenses of the District government 
$40,000, as proposed by the House, instead of $42,000, as pro- 
posed by the Senate, and inserts the provision proposed by the 
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On amendment No. 88: Appropriates $100,000, instead of 





| $150,000 as proposed by the Senate and $44,000 as proposed by 
at $1,000, instead of $1,050 as proposed by the Senate and $900 | 


the House, for suburban sewers. 
On amendment No. 89: Appropriates $40,000, as proposed by 
the Senate, for east side intercepting sew 


r from boundary 
sewer to Brookland. 


On amendment No. 90: Appropriates $240,000, instead of 
$250,000 as proposed by the Senate nd $225,000 as proposed 


by the House, for sprinkling, sweeping, and 





On amendment No. 91: Appropriates $2.5 1 by 
the House, instead of $10,000, as pro} ysed by e, for 
cleaning snow and ice from cross walks a d gu 

On amendments Nos. 92 and 95: Appropri is pro- 


posed by the House, instead of $15,000, as pro] osed by the Sen 
ate, for improvements at the bathing beach. 
On amendments Nos. 94 and 95: 


Appropriates $500, as pro- 


| posed by the Senate, instead of $2,000, as proposed by the House 


Senate concerning the use of horses and vehicles belonging to | 


> 


the District of Columbia. 
On amendment No. 49: 


Appropriates $1,000, as proposed by | 


the House, instead of $2,000, as proposed by the Senate, for ju- 


dicial expenses. 

On amendment No. 50: Appropriates $2.750, instead of $2,500 
is proposed by the House and $3,000 as proposed by the Senate, 
for expenses of the coroner's office. 

On amendment No. 51: Appropriates $500 for the erection of 
tablets to mark historical places in the District of Columbia. 

On amendments Nos. 52 and 53: Excepts from the provision 
requiring the use of book typewriters in the office of the re- 

rder of deeds cases where the use of a pen may be found neces- 
sary; and strikes out of the bill the provision proposed by the 
Senate authorizing the recopying of certain records in the 
ofiice of the recorder of deeds. 

On amendments Nos. 54, 55, 56, 57. 5S, 59, 60, 61, 62, and 63: 
Appropriates $70,000, as proposed by the Senate, instead of 
$46,666, proposed by the House, for paving streets and avenues 
‘n the different sections of the city; and strikes out the specific 
provision inserted by the Senate for paving certain other stip- 
ulated streets. 

On amendment No. 64: Appropriates $50,000, as proposed by 
the Senate, to be paid wholly from the revenues of the District, 
or opening alleys and minor streets. 

On amendments Nos. 65, 66, 67, 68, 69, 70, 71, 72, 73, 74, 75, 
76. 77, 78, 79, 80, 81, and 82: Inserts all of the specific ap- 
propriations proposed by the Senate for improving certain 
county roads and suburban streets, except the following, which 
are omitted, namely: Brookland avenue, streets in American 
University Park, Albemarle street, Chesapeake street, Florida 
avenue, Minnesota avenue, and Fifteenth street. 

On amendment No. 83: Appropriates $25,000, as proposed by 
ihe Senate, for extending Massachusetts avenue from Wis- 
consin avenue to Nebraska avenue. 

On amendment No. 84: Appropriates $300,000, as proposed by 


the Senate, instead of $275,000, as proposed by the House, for | 


repairs to streets, avenues, and alleys. 
On amendment No. 85: Appropriates $6,000, as proposed by 
the House, instead of $9,500, as proposed by the Senate, for re- 


nlacing and repairing sidewalks and curbs around public reser-, 


vations and municipal buildings. 

On amendment No. 86: Appropriates $275,000, as proposed by 
the Senate, for continuation of work on the reconstruction of 
the Anacostia bridge; and in connection therewith inserts an 
appropriation of $54,000 on account of the approach to the Ana- 
eostia end of said bridge, requiring the Baltimore and Ohio 
Railroad Comparry to bear a part of the expense, and also re- 
quiring the Anacostia and Potomac River Railroad Company to 


contribute $15,000 toward the total cost of said bridge, all of | 
which provisions are fully set forth in the conference report | 


as printed in the REcorD. 

On amendment No. 87: Appropriates $38,000, as proposed by 
the Senate, instead of $37,500, as proposed by the House, for 
cleaning and repairing sewers. 
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for public scales. 

On amendments Nos. 96 and 97: Appr priates $2,000, 
posed by the House, instead of $3,000, as proposed by the Sen 
for public pumps. 

On amendments Nos. 98, 99, and 100: Makes v rbal corr ons 
in the text of the bill, and strikes out the appropriation ol S500, 
as proposed by the Senate, for reconstructing whart al i sea 
wall adjacent to the morgue. 

On amendment No. 101: Appropriates $6.200, as proposed 


the Senate, for condemnation of insanitary buildings. 

On amendments Nos. 102, 103, and 104: telating to the el 
trical department, appropriates $13,000, as proposed b; 
Senate, instead of $12,000, as pro wosed by the House, for gen | 





supplies; strikes out the appropriations proposed by the > 
of $1.000 for a telephone switchboard in the oftice of the 


(  % 
intendent of police and $1,700 for im} ent o l 
boxes. 

On amendments Nos. 105, 106, and 107: Relating to tl hting 
of streets by gas, appropriates $259,000, Imstes 1 of $2 a 
proposed by the Senate, : nd $240,000, as proposed by the House, 
for such lighting, and fixes the rates to be paid therefor at $15 
per lamp per annum for flat-flame bur ; stead of S20, as 
proposed by the Senate, and $15. as proposed by the House, and 
at $25 per lamp per annum for incandescent-mantle burn 
instead of $26, as proposed by the Senate and $2 iS ] sed 
by the House. 

On amendments Nos. 108 and 109: Appro riates $95,000 S 
proposed by the Senate, instead o} $80,000, as proposed by e 
House, for lighting streets by electric are lamps, and fixes 1 
rate per lamp per annum at €85, as proposed by the Sena 
instead of $80, as proposed by the Hou: 

On amendment No. 110: Appropriates fot the « ers and 
employees in the office « f the superintendent of sch 3s in 
cordance with the act recently passed by Congress rt culating 
their number and compensation. 

On amendment No. 111: Appropriates for two attendance offi 
cers at $600 each for the public schools, as pro} lL by the 
Senate. 

On amendment No. 112: Appropriate for the te 0 
public schools of the District of Columbia ‘ \ 
the number and rates of compensation | vided in the act 
cently passed by Congress I culating the s e. 

On amendments Nos. 118, 114, 115, 116 117, 1118: R Y 
to janitors of public buildings, increases 1 salaries of thos 
receiving £540 to SOOO; of those recely . ae i’ to S42 3 
posed by the Senate, and of those recelvil $240 
stead of $360, as proposed by the Senate, appropl es $6,000 
as proposed by the Senate, instead of So , as pl 
the House, for care of smaller buildings l rented 1 l 
strikes out the provision proposed by the Senate for 
netmaker for repairing school furniture, at $1,000 

On amendments Nos. 119 and 120: Strikes out the n 
proposed by the Senate for rent of storage and S 
and appropriates, as proposed by the S« te, $27,372 
amount required to rent, equip, and care for ry ! l 
for increased enrollment caused by the operation of the « 
pulsory-education law. 

On amendment No. 121: Apropriates $45,000, instead of 
50.000 as proposed by the Senate and $40,000 as proposed by 
the House, for repairs and changes in plumbing in school | 


ings. 

On amendments Nos. 122 and 123: Strikes out the appro} 
tions proposed by the Senate of $7,200 to complete the « 
| ment of the New Business High School and $6,000 for the 
| physics department in the Central, Eastern, Western, and M 
Street high schools. 

On amendment No. 124: Appropriates $40,000, as propost d by 
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the Senate, instead of $39,000, as proposed by the House, for 
nses of the public schools. 
nendment No. 125: Appropriates $2,000, as proposed by 


contingent exp 


On 0. 
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the Ifouse, instead of $2,500, as proposed by the Senate, for 
I hase of pianos for school buildings. 

On amendment No. 126: Appropriates $54,000, as proposed by 
the Senate, instead of $53,000, as proposed by the House, for 
text-books and school supplies. 

On amendments No 127 and 128: Appropriates $1,500. as 
proposed by the Hou instead of $2,000, as proposed by the 
Ss fo ol playgrounds, and strike out the appropria- 
tion ‘opored by the Senate, for plants, etc., for school 

On al ent No. 129: Strikes out the appropriation of | 
: 13, Pro] | by the Senate, for purchase of additional land 

the Ar rong Manual Training School. 


On amendment No. 130: Authorizes the construction of an 
S-room building to relieve the McCormick School, to cost not 


exceeding $60,000, as proposed by the Senate. 
O idments No. 131 and 182: Appropriates, as proposed | 
by » Senate, $35,000 for a school building in Brightwood Park 


30,000 for a school building at or near Deanwood. 


( ndments No. 133, 1384, 135, 136, 187, 188, 139, 140, 141, 
142 , 144, 145, 146, 147, 148, 149, 150, 151, 152, 153, 154, 155, | 
157, and 158, relating to the Metropolitan police: Appro- 

] t for i ficers and men of the Metropolitan police in 
‘ e with the number and compensation prescribed by 
the act passed the present session of Congress; appropriates 
$4,000, as proposed by the Senate, instead of $3,500, as proposed 
by the House, fuel for police stations; strikes out the 
ippropriation of $2,400, proposed by the Senate, for a site for 


a station house in Anacostia; strikes out increase proposed by | 
the Senate of compensation to the superintendent of the House 
of Detention; and increases the salaries of two clerks from 


$720 to $900 each, and of four drivers from $400 to $540 each, 


roposed by the Senate, for the House of Detention; appro- 
ites $2,000, as proposed by the Senate, instead of $1,500, as 


<1 by the Hous 
d strike 


for fuel and other expenses for the har- 
1d the appropriation of $700, proposed 
te, for repair of harbor boat. 

nents No. 159, 160, 161, 162, 163, 164, 165, 166, 167, 
relating to. the fire department: Appropriates for 
‘xpenses and for increase of the fire department 


S ou 


—S la 





f vs: 

i epairs and improvements to engine houses and grounds, | 
$8,000 as pr <li by the House, instead of $9,000 as proposed 
by the Senate: for repairs to apparatus, $10,000 as proposed by 


1 


the nate, instead of $9,000 as proposed by the House; for pur- 
hi of hose, $15,000 as proposed by the Senate, instead of 
$12.000 as proposed by the House; for fuel, $14,000 as proposed 
by the Senate istead of $12,000 as proposed by the House; for 
purchase of horses, $13,000 as proposed by the House, instead of 
$15,000 as proposed by the Senate; increases the amount for 
chemical engine company at or near Benning from $12,000 as 
proposed by the House to $20,000, instead of $24,000 as proposed 
by the Senate: appropriates $37,500 for new engine house on 
Washington Heights instead of $35,000 as proposed by the House 
nd $40,000 as proposed by the Senate; and strikes out the ap- 
pl iation of $5,800 proposed by the Senate for a steam fire 

On amendments Nos. 170, 171, 172, 173, 174, 175, 176, 177, 178, 


179, 180, and i81, relating to the health department: Strikes 
ion proposed by the Senate for two sanitary and 

at *h; provides for an inspector of 
ucts, at as proposed by the Senate; strikes 
n for one clerk at $900, proposed by the Senate; 


$25,000 instead of $30,000, as proposed by the Sen- 


the provi 
$1.000 ear 


$1.200, 
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to the police court, appropriates, as proposed by the Senate, for 
an assistant engineer at $720, one fireman at $360, and three 
charmen at $360 each; strikes out the provision, proposed by 
the Senate, for four additional bailiffs at $600 each, night watch- 
man at $630, and matron at $600; appropriates $300, as pro- 
posed by the House, instead of $500, as proposed by the Senate, 
for repairs to building, and $6,000, instead of $8,000, as proposed 
by the Senate, and $5,000, as proposed by the House, for fur- 
nishing new police court building. 

On amendments Nos. 196, 197, 1974, and 198, relating to th 
justices of the peace: Provides for their salaries at $2,000 i: 
stead of $2,500 each, as proposed by the Senate; makes a 
allowance of $400 instead of $900, as proposed by the Senate. 
and $250, as proposed by the House, for rent and clerical sery 


| ices for each justice of the peace. 


On amendments Nos. 199 and 200: Provides for three messen- 
gers, at $720 each, as proposed by the House, instead of seyen 
assistant messengers, at $720 each, as proposed by the Senate, 
for service in the court-house. 

On amendments Nos. 201, 202, 203, and 204, relating to th 
board of charities: Provides for a stenographer at $1,200, 
proposed by the Senate, instead of $1,080, as proposed by the 
House; appropriates for traveling expenses $200, as proposed } 
the House, instead of $400 as proposed by the Senate; a 
strikes out of the bill the provision proposed by the House r 
quiring that all appropriations for charities and corrections 
disbursed by the disbursing officer of the District. 

On amendments Nos. 205 and 206: Appropriates for an engi 
neer at $720 for the Washington Asylum, as proposed by t! 
Senate, instead of an engineer at $600. 

On amendment No. 207: Appropriates $200, as proposed hy 
the Senate for payment to beneficiaries under the act to m 
it a misdemeanor in the District of Columbia to abandon or m 
lect to provide for the support and maintenance by any pe! 
of his wife or his or her minor children in destitute or nm 
sitous circumstances. 

On amendments Nos. 208, 209, 210, 211, 21 214, 215, and 
216, relating to the Home for the Aged and Infirm: App: 
priates for the chief engineer at $72 


2, 213 


“~~ = 


720, as proposed by the Ser 
ate, instead of $600, as proposed by the House; strikes out 
other previsions proposed by the Senate for increase of « 
pensation and for additional employees in the institution ; 
priates $4,000, as proposed by the Senate, for the laund 
plant, and $4,000, as proposed by the House, instead of $5,000, as 
proposed by the Senate, for additional land. 

On amendments Nos. 217, 218, 219, 220, 221, and relat 
to the Reform School for Girls: Appropriates for two addition 
teachers of industries, at $480 each, as proposed by the Senate; 
appropriates $12,000, as proposed by the Senate, instead 
$10,000, as proposed by the House, for general expenses, 
$3,000, as proposed by the Senate, for repairs to buildings. 


999 


a, 


. } 
anil 


On amendments Nos, 223, 224, 225, 226, 227, 228, 229, 230 
231, 232, 233, 234, and 225: Strikes out the appropriation 


$104,000, proposed by the House, to be expended by and in t! 
discretion of the board of charities for medical charities 
the District of Columbia, and appropriates as proposed by 1 
Senate specific amounts for each medical charity. 

On amendments Nos. 236, 237, 238, and 239, relating to t! 


- avd, ave, 
soard of Children’s Guardians: Fixes the salary of the ag: 


| at $1,800 as proposed by the Senate, instead of $1,500 as pr 


300, as proposed by the House, for the enforcement | 


isions of acts to prevent the spread of certain diseases ; 

tes $120, as proposed by the Senate, for rent of 2 

strikes out the provision proposed by the House for cer- 

t pecial employees in the smallpox hospital; strikes out 

n of $500, as proposed by the Senate, for an 

i und wagon; appropriates $3,500, as proposed by 

t] tead of $2,500 as proposed by the House, for 
en ney fund to enforce the drainage of lots. . 

O endments Nos. 182, 183, 184, 185, 186, 187, 188, and 189, 
relating to the juvenile court: Provides for a janitor at $540, 
a vosed the Senate; appropriates $1,000, as propused by 
the Senate, instead of $200, as proposed by the House, for com- 
pe ion of jurors, and $480 instead of $600, as proposed by the | 
Senate, and S300, as proposed by the House, for rent; $900, as 
proposed by the House, instead of $1,200, as proposed by the | 
Senate, for miscellane 


us expenses. 


i amendments Nos. 190, 191, 192, 1938, 194, and 195, relating 


| 
| 


posed by the House; strikes out the provision for a probati 
officer at $1,200, proposed by the Senate. 

On amendments Nos. 240, 241, 242, 243, 244, 245, and 246 
relating to the Industrial Home School: Strikes out the i 
crease proposed by the Senate of the salary of the florist fr 
$600 to $720; and increases, as proposed by the Senate, 
salary of the farmer from $360 to $480 and of the cook fr 
$216 to $240; appropriates $1,000 as proposed by the Hoi 
instead of $2,000 as proposed by the Senate, for repairs a: 
improvements to buildings; and strikes out the appropriati 
of $800 as proposed by the Senate for a reserve pump and mot 
On amendment No. 247: Appropriates $5,400 instead of $6,0' 
as proposed by the Senate, and $5,000, as proposed by the House 
for the Washington Hospital for Foundlings. 

On amendment No. 248: Appropriates $5,400, as proposed by 
the House, instead of $6,000, as proposed by the Senate, ft 
St. Ann’s Infant Asylum. 

On amendments Nos. 249, 250, and 251, relating to the munici 
pal lodging house: Appropriates $1,200, as proposed by t! 
Senate, instead of $1,000, as proposed by the House, for sala! 
of the superintendent; and strikes out provision for a cler 
at $720, as proposed by the Senate. 

On amendments Nos. 252, 253, 254, and 255, relating to the 
Temporary Home for ex-Union Soldiers and Sailors: Appr: 
priates $1,200, as proposed by the Senate, instead of $1,000, «1s 


or 
25 
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proposed by the House, for salary of the superintendent, and 
$3,500, as proposed by the Senate, instead of $3,700, as proposed 
by the House, for maintenance; and makes a verbal correction 
in the text of the bill in the paragraph relating to the Hospital 

' for the Insane. 

4 On amendments Nos. 256, 257, 258, 259, 260, and 261, relating 
to the militia: Appropriates $1,500, as proposed by the Senate, 
instead of $400, as proposed by the House, for lockers and furni- 
ture for armories; increases the compensation of the custodian 
in charge of property and storerooms, as proposed by the Sen- 
ate, from $900 to $1,000; appropriates $15,000, as proposed by 
the House, instead of $17,000 as proposed by the Senate, for 
expenses of camps, instructi 
cruises, and provides that $3,000 of the sum appropriated for 
these objects for 1906 shall be available for rifle practice and 


- 





proposed by the Senate, instead 


of $300, as proposed by the House, 
for general 


incidental expenses; and strikes out the appropria- 
tion of $6,800 proposed by the Senate for a building for use of 
the Naval Battalion. 

On amendment No. 262: Appropriates $100,000, as proposed by 
the Senate, for water meters. 

On amendments Nos. 263, 
water department: Appropriates for an additional clerk at 
$1,000, as proposed by the Senate, in the revenue and inspection 
branch, and inserts the provision, proposed by the Senate, 

the payment to the Hoily Manufacturing Company of the 
sum of $6,880. 

On amendment No. 267: 
pended for certain personal services 
‘ public works in the District at $60,000, as proposed by the Sen- 

ate, instead of $50,000, as proposed by the House. 
On amendments Nos. 268 and 269: 


264, 265, 


and 266, relating to the 






for 
Tol 


out of appropriations for 


hn, practice marches and practice | 
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Fixes the amount that may be ex- | 


Inserts as a separate sec- | 


m the provision proposed by the Senate, authorizing for the | 


scal year 1907 advances out of the Treasury to meet any deficit 
that may occur in the revenues of the District of Columbia dur- 
ing that year and makes correction in the number of a section. 
F. H. GILietr, 
WASHINGTON GARDNER, 
A. §S. BURLESON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, this is the 
inanimous report of the conference committee, and while the 
bill is not in many respects we would like to have it, we 
think it is fairly satisfactory. I move the adoption of the con- 
ference report. 

Mir. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the gen- 

nan from Massachusetts to yield to me for a moment, until 
a request for unanimous consent. 

GILLETT of Massachusetts. I will yield to the gentle- 


as 


Vir. 

1) 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I have this morning 
hed me, at my own request, by my friend, Mr. H. W. Taft, 
opy of the indictment found a few days ago by the Federal! 
i jury in New York against McAdams & Forbes Company, 





11S 
ill 


New York, a branch of the tobacco trust. It is a new pro- 
ng, based in the main on new laws, and very valuable for 


liouse and the country to read. I therefore ask unanimous 
it that it may be printed in the Recor». 
fhe SPBAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani- 
is consent to print in the Recorp a copy of the indictment in 
of the United States of America against the McAdams 
lorbes Company, of New York. Is there objection? 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

rhe SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York objects. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I am very much 
prised at the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne}. 

he SPEAKER. ‘The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
i from Massachusetts, on the adoption of the conference 


isa 


question was taken; and the conference report was 


SWEARING IN OF A MEMBER. 


Coudrey ap} 
Oith of office pre 


eared at the bar of the House and took th 
scribed by law. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

TAWNEY. Mr. I a unanimous consent to 
from the §S ker’s table the sundry civil appropriation 
to noncencur ik 


the Senate amendments thereto, and to 
for a conference. 


SPEAKER. 
ous consent to take from the Speaker’s table the sundry civil 
ropriation bill, to nonconcur in the Senate amendments, and 


Mr. Speaker, sk 


pea 
I 


Lhe 


The gentleman from Minnesota asks unani- 


S . 7 he xd : et | conference report on the post-office appro} 
repair of practice ships for that year; appropriates $500, as | : , , 


9043 


[After a pauss 
announces the follow 
Tv Cc. 


Mr. TAWNEY, } 





to ask for a conference. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none, and the Chair 
conferees on the part of the Hous« 
of Iowa, and Mr. Taytor of Alabama. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
have printed the sundry civil bill with the Senate amend 
numbered. 





Ai » 


The SPEAKER. Without objection, it will |! d 
There was no objection. 
POST-OFFICE AP! TION 1 


Mr. OVERSTREET. 
report on the post-office sik 1 
consent that the statement be read in lieu of the report 

The SPEAKER. The 


MT. 


appropriation bill, and 


ge 









uranimous consent that the statement be read l 
report. Is there objection? 

There was no obje mn. 

The conference report and statement are 

CONFER E REPORT 

The committee of conference on th or ' > 4) 
two Houses on the amendments of the § t LR 
16953) making appropriations for the s l ) 
Department for the fiseal year ending J 7 
other purposes, having met, after full l fre 
agreed to recommend and do recommé ) 

Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amend t 1 
27, 28, 39, 40, 41, 49, 50, 52, 53, 54, 55, 56, 57, 58, 59, Gf ( 
67, 68, 70, 71, 72, 73, 76, T7, 79, and 80. 

That the House recede from its disagreemen ‘ 
ments of the Senate numbered 1, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8. 15 7 
19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 29, 30, 31, 32 f 7, 38 
44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 66, 69, 74, 75, and 82: and 

Amendment numbered 9: That the H ! 
agreement to the amendment of the § te 1 
agree to the same with an an dn t as follo 
the word “ thirty-five” and rt th I st 
and the Senate agree to the sa! 

Amendment numbered 10: That the House r 
agreement to the amendment of t Si ! 
agree to the same with an amendment as : 

“ five hundred and fifty-four thousand seven |! l 
and insert “ five hundred and ninety-nine th ind one 
and fifty ;” and the Senate th 

Amendment numbered 12: That the Hor le f it 
agreement to the amendment fo the $ e nul k 32Z l 
agree to the same with an am i 
the word “ninety-four” and insert the \ — i 
and forty-seven;” and the Senate agre« 

Amendment numbered 14: That the 1] $ 
disagreement to the amendment of S 
and agree to the n with ) s 
out the words “one hu l and 
“ ninety-five ;” and the § are o 1] 

Amendment numbered 16: That the ! 
disagreement to the amend nt of the Senat I l 1 
and agree to the same \ if so 
out the word “eight” and ! 
Senate agree to the same 

Amendment numbered 42: That the I 
disagreement to the amendment of 
and agree to the same wi 
out the words “three hundred and 
words “two hundred and Htty -* and s 
same, 

Amendment numbered 48: That the H 
disagreement to the amendment of the S« te numl | 
agree to the same with an endment foll 
the words “eight hundred and thirty ” l 
*“ eiceht hundred: ” and the Senate agree to the s 

\1 dment num! 150: I t the H 
disagreement to the : endment of the Sen: hu ‘ , | 
agree to the same with an l it as foll In ] 
the matter inserted by said amendment i t tl ll 

“That the Postmaster-General shall requir 1 rail 
rying the mails under contract to comply with tl 
said contract as to time of arrival and depart , 
and it shall be his duty to impose and coll s ; 
for delay when such delay is not caused by u lable 
dents or conditions.” 
| Amendment numbered 51: That the Hoi I de fi 
| disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 51, 
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agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the | By the action of the conferees, submitted in the accompany- 
matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: | ing report, the House recedes upon amendments involving an 

“For pay of freight or expressage on postal cards, stamped | increase of $208,430. The Senate receded on amendments in- 
envelopes, newspaper wrappers, empty mail bags, furniture, | volving $789,900. 


equipment, and other supplies for the postal service, except The bill as passed by the House carried $191,487,568.75. 
postage stamps, two hundred and fifty thousand dollars. And As agreed to by the conferees the bill carries $191,695,998.75, 
the Postmaster-General shall require, when in freightable lots Amendment No. 1: This amendment reduces the appropria- 
and whenever practicable, the withdrawal from the mails of | tion for advertising purposes by $1,500. 

all postal cards, stamped envelopes, newspaper wrappers, empty | Amendment No. 2: This amendment authorized three experi- 


mail bags, furniture, equipment, and other supplies for the | enced postal officials to investigate postal conditions, and was 
postal service, except postage stamps, in the respective weigh- | disagreed to. 

ing divisions of the country immediately preceding the weigh-| Amendments Nos. 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, and 12: These 
ing period in said divisions, and such postal cards, stamped en- | amendments refer to the post-office inspection service, and the 
velopes, hewspaper wrappers, empty mail bags, furniture, equip- | effect is to authorize the increase of salaries of a portion of the 
ment, and other supplies for the postal service, except postage | inspectors and rural agents by the terms of the amendment 


stamps, Shall be transmitted by either freight or express;” and | transferred or merged into the post-office inspection service. 
the Senate agree to the same. Amendment No. 13: This amendment restores the appropria- 


\;inendment numbered 63: That the House recede from its | tion for per diem allowance of inspectors to the amount ecar- 

disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 63, and | ried by the House bill. 

eree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out Amendment No. 14: This amendment increases the appropria- 
the words “thirty thousand” and insert the words “ twenty- | tion for compensation of clerks and laborers at division head- 
ven thousand five hundred;” and the Senate agree to the} quarters $5,000 over the amount carried by the House bill, 

me, Amendment No. 15: This amendment merely changes the 
Amendment numbered 64: That the House recede from its | phraseology. 

disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 64, and Amendment No. 16: This amendment increases the appropria- 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out| tion for miscellaneous expenses at division headquarters by 
the words “thirty-two thousand five hundred” and insert the | ¢1.900. ; 
words “ thirty thousand; ’”’ and the Senate agree to the same. | Amendments Nos. 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, and 22: These amend- 

Amendment numbered 65: That the House recede from itS| ments result in the promotion of four superintendents from 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 65, and | salaries of $3.000 each to salaries of $3.200 each. 
agree to the same witl» an amendment as follows: Strike out Amendments Nos. 23, 24, and 25: These amendments permit 
the words “seven hundred and ninety-three thousand six hun- | tyo private secretaries to postmasters at salaries of $2,400 each 
dred ”’ and insert the words “eight hundred and seventy thou- instead of one at that salary and one at $1,700. ; ‘ 
sand; and the Senate agree to the same. Amendment No. 26: This amendment grants discretion to the 

Amendment numbered 78: That the House recede from its dis- | postiaster-General in assignment of compensation of employees 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 78, and | jy ojtices of the first and second classes in accordance with the 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out of | smount of business transacted in such offices. 
the amendment “ exclusive of holidays and Sundays,” and substi- Amendment No. 27: This amendment granted leave of ab- 
tute for the proviso the following: “ That in the discretion of sence to clerks in offices of the first and second classes, exclu- 
the Fo ae General the pay of any rural carrier on a water) sive ef Sundays and holidays, and was disagreed to. . 
route who furnishes his own power boat and is employed dur- Amendment No. 28: This amendment restores to the House 
ing the summer months, may be fixed at an amount not exceed- bill authority for expenditure for temporary clerk hire at sum- 
ing seven hundred and twenty dollars in any one calendar . ; ‘ 
year; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 81: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 81, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter stricken out by said amendment insert the following: 
“That hereafter no article, package, or other matter, except 


Bal 


mer and winter resorts. 

Amendment No. 29: This amendment increases by $25,000 the 
appropriation for necessary and misceilaneous items connected 
with first and second class post-offices. 

Amendments Nos. 30, 31, 32, 33, and 384: These amendments 
result in authorizing three additional superintendents of the 





: : salary and ; vance divisi rj > Si » grade of pay and 
postage stamps, Stamped envelopes, newspaper wrappers, postal “9 : and : ae no — eee aoe the same sl ide of yey ene 
ecards, and internal-revenue stamps, shall be admitted to the pt . aiem as those a empnyed. aS 

Amendment No. 35: This amendment reduces by $25,000 the 


mails under a penalty privilege, unless such article, package, or 

other matter, except postage stamps, stamped envelopes, newspa- 

per wrappers, postal cards, and internal-revanue stamps, would 

be entitled to admission to the mails under laws requiring pay- | 
ment of postags;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 83: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 83, and | 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
the word *“ Committee” wherever it appears and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ Commission,” and add at the end of said | General. ‘ 
amendment the words “out of any money in the Treasury not Amendment No. 42: This amendment increases the appropria- 
otherwise appropriated, to be paid out on the order of the chair- | tion carried by the House bill for inland transportation by star 
man of the Joint Commission;” and the Senate agree to the | routes by $150,000. 

, Amendment No. 43: This amendment increases the anpropria- 
JESSE OVERSTREET, tion for inland transportation by steamboats and other power 

J. J. GARDNER, |. boats $25,000. 
JOHN A. Moon, | Amendments Nos. 44, 45, and 46: These amendments result 
Managers on the part of the House. | in authorizing pneumatic-tube service at the cities of San Fran- 
301ES PENROSE, cisco and saltimore in addition to the authorization in the 
A. S. Chay, House bill, and increase the authority for annual pay by 
Managers on the part of the Senate. Seer and permit contracts for such service for a period of 

- ke en years. 

rhe Clerk read the statement, as follows: | Amendments Nos. 47 and 48: These amendments authorize 
STATEMENT. | an additional $5,000 expenditure for rent of mail-bag repair 

The managers on the part of the House of the conference on shop and expenses incident thereto. 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of | Amendment No. 49: This amendment authorized a lease for 
the Senate to the bill (1. R. 16953) making appropriations for | ten years for buildings for postal supplies and also for mail-bag 
the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year | repair shop at an annual rental of not exceeding $35,000. This 
ending June 30, 1907, submit the following written statement | amendment was disagreed to. 
in explanation of the effect of the action agreed upon in the | Amendment No. 50: So far as this amendment referred to tli 
accompanying conference report on each of the Senate amend-| weighing of the mails in the western division incident to the 
ments, namely : earthquake in California on April 18, 1906, it was disagreed to. 

The Senate made eighty-three amendments to the bill, inyolv- | That portion of the amendment relative to authority for the 
ing an increase of $998,330. Postmaster-General to require railroads to maintain the terms 


appropriation for letter carriers and substitutes at offices en- 
titled under existing law to city-delivery service. 

Amendments Nos. 86, 37, and 38: These simply change the 
phraseology relative to incidental expenses in the city-delivery 
service. 

Amendments Nos. 39, 40, and 41: These amendments restore 
the provision of the House bill relative to travel and miscella- 
neous expenses in the office of the First Assistant Postmaster- 


f 











1906. 


of their contracts relative to the time of arrival and departure 
of mails was agreed to with an amendment. 
Amendment No. 51: This amendment relates to 
drawal from the mails at periods near the weighing 
the general supplies of the postal service and was 
with a change of phraseology. 
Amendments Nos. 52, 54, 55, 56, 57, 58, 59, 60, 61, and 62: 
These amendments, relative to the appropriation for railway 
postal cars and railway mail service, were disagreed to. 
1iendments Nos. 65 and 64: These amendments, relating to 
per diem allowance for assistant superintendents of the railway 
iil service, 


on the total allowance. 
Amendment No. 65: This amendment relates to appropriation 
lectric and cable-car service and 


the with- 


agreed to 





apt 
ede, 


for inland transportation by el 
was modified so as to provide $70,000 less than the appropriation 
carried by the House bill. 

4 





ire of the money for special facilities on the trunk lines from 

Vashington to Atlanta and New Orleans, and was agreed to. 

No. 67: This amendment, authorizing payment 

indemnity for loss of registered articles in the international 

ils, was disagreed to. 

Amendment GS: This amendment results in an increase 
of $100,000 for the manufacture of adhesive postage stamps. 
\mendments and 70: These amendments were so 
dified as to prohibit the contract for the manufacture of ad- 
sive postage stamps with any department or bureau of the 
yvvernment below the cost of such work to the Government. 
Amendments Nos. 71 and 72: 

manufacture of stamped envelopes and postal cards, restore 

» am authorized by the House bill. 

({\mendment No. 73: This amendment restores the 
travel and miscellaneous expenses in the office of the Third 
stant Postmaster-General to the amount authorized by the 
e bill. 


Inve 
menaini¢ 


enament 


‘ 
vO. 


Nos. 69 
y 


; 
its 


teu 


nt No. 74: 
tion for stationery, including money-order offices. 
nendment No. 75: 
‘opriation for wrapping twine and tying devices. 
mendment No. 76: This authorized $500,000 additional for 
l | delivery service, and was disagreed to. 

\mendment No. 77: This amendment 
of addresses by postmasters and rural carriers, and was 
a ‘reed to. 

\mendment No. 78: The amendment relates to the authori- 

n of fifteen days’ annual leave to rural carriers with pay, 
| was agreed to with an amendment placing such leave of 
nee on the same basis now enjoyed by city carriers. The 
viso in amendment No. 78, relative to pay of rural carriers on 
er routes, was agreed to with an amendment. 

\mendment No. 79: This amendment gave permission to 
patrons on rural routes to use any kind of a box, and it was dis- 


t i 


rreed to. 
(\mendment No. 80: This amendment restores the appropria- 
{ carried by the House bill. 

\mendment No. 81: This amendment relating to the admis- 
to the mails under penalty privilege was disagreed to and 
uended form accepted. The amendment as agreed to pre 

vents the udmission to the mails under penalty privilege of arti- 


periods of | 


were so modified as to make a change of $2,500 | 


Amendment No. 66: This changes the proviso in the expendi- | 


| 





These amendments, relative to | 


amount | 


This increases by $10,000 the appropria- | 


This amendment increases by $25,000 the | 


authorized the colleec- | 
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( and packages, except stamped paper, unless such articles | 


packages would be entitled to admission to the mails under 
laws requiring payment of postage. 
mendment No. 82: This amendment provided that the pro- 
nm did not 
Congress, and was agreed to. 
\inendment No. 83: This amendment authorizes the appoint- 
t of a joint commission of Congress, consisting of three Ser- 


apply to any committee composed of Members of | 


s and three Members of the House, to investigate and report | 


tive to second-class mail matter. This amendment 


ed to with some amendments changing the phraseology. 


was 


JESSE OVERSTREET, 
J. J. GARDNER, 
JouHn A. Moon, 
Managers on part of the House. 
Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. 
tion of the House to a 


Speaker, I merely wish to call the 
slight and unimportant error as it 


red in the printed copy of the report, both in the Recorp | 
e House at the time the report was submitted to the House 


n the Recorp when the report was submitted to the Senate. 
error was that the amendment No. 50 was noted as one of 
several amendments from which the Senate 

as a matter of fact. that amendment was agreed to with 
mendment, The original report submitted to both Houses 


had receded, | 





















and the Journal of both Houses were correct. I move the ado] 
| tion of the report. 
Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I regret exceedingly that tl 
ferees have rejected the Senate amend } } *] tting 
on rural mail routes to use boxes of w 1 or metal « r ¢ 
make without being approved by the Post-Offi l if 
That amendment could have been so changed by th 
of conference as to have conformed to the bill I trod 1 | 
giving the Department the ver to regu by | ; 
such general rules and regulations as 1 t be neces y to 
protect the mail and make it convenient for the carrier 
not lost hope of getting favorable action on bill: 
ing this session I think by the time the next ses ( 
Congress convenes the Committee on I t-Offices 1 ] 
Roads will have heard enough from their constitu t 
| fright and get busy. 
Mr. Chairman, I am getting letters almost without 
indorsing my bill and urging me to push it. 14 I 
nearly alike that to read one is to read all I 1 1 
the time of the House reading those letters, nor \ I 
permission to insert them in the Recorp, but I | 
time of the House to read one letter, as it is fr State « 
the present Postmaster-General, and I very mucl é 
Mr. Cortelyou know what the people of his own St hink « 
my bill. I am afraid our eminent Postmaster- l is rel 
ing altogether upon the suggestions and advice he sub 
nates in his great Department and is not giving suffi t I 
the good hard, practical common sense of the f t] 
country. 
The letter is as follows: 
CHAUTAUQUA C Pos a 
J n N. J 
lion. T. W. Sims, 
Washinaton,. dD. ( 
My Dear Mr. Sims: Chautauqua ¢ (N. Y.) ‘ 
in session ass led June 15 106 i 
introduced 1 1 April 30, w i 
rural mail rout t mut 1 x s fit 
pl il of the Post-Office Depar \ i 
tice he patrons < route t . 
il oved box. We =, | é . 
Cl it a Countv P a Grange I V 
6,000 ] rons of Hu dry 
I received your speech of April 28 and 30 r S 
Respectfully, y« 
A. A. VAN ¥ ft 
This letter is of a kind that burdens 1 You l 
remember that the rmers who are the patrot f these 
routes are not the kind of people who rush t 1 th 
complaints, but who vote as they complain. Mr. ¢ t 
remarkable view to take that the farmers are so intelligent and 
so well educated that we ust, at the cost of 1 \ | sO 
dollars, supply them with daily mail and yet they » simple 
and so disregardful of their own ests that a few clerks and 
subordinate Department off Is p ey i of 
boxes these same farmers ist us 1 W » 1 
| mail. 
| - , . - 
I now read a letter from the Postmaster- ral f $ 
| { 
( 
| S1 In the C N I 
erected by ] i 
route to the 
pre ved boxes yC ire q i say 
I ask tl I h Assi | er-( 
us know where the pe N « 
that guilty of wha s I 
In that connection I have the or to s 
ferred to existed to a very large extent prior » Au ! 1, 
a matter of fact exist in isolated t 
to furnish a complete re rtr irdir 
date mentioned, because of the f that - 
of the rural service re stol d in an é i a 
much time and la ‘to search through t I i 
are a few of the cases disclosed an ¢ i 
| office : ; ; 
| “At Big Sandy, Tenn., a large list of patrons 1 I g wooden 
| boxes was reported, with state! t tror 1 post ‘ i oO 
tober 31. 1905, that all the wok i Xe us 
i that office were poor, being such boxes as the patrons ] i 
| none of them safe or waterproof 
“At Ashland City, Ten, quite a numbe f n ‘ 5 
boxes are reported in use, one on route N 
| “At Albany, Oreg., among a large number of nonay | 
| reported one oil can on route No. 1; one stovepipe and ‘ 
| route No. 3. 
| “At Minooka, Ill., is reported one w len tobacco ! \ 
1, and on route No. 4, one box, wood and ; 
“At Washington, Pa., route No. 4, a stovepiy 
route No. 10, a tin can. 
“At Union City, Tenn., route No. 1, a stovepipe nd or ’ 
routes from that office large number of wooden xi 
“Under date of April 29, 1902, the p te it Me I 
porting on the condition of boxes on t teen 1 f t t 
office, states that out of 1,600 patrons all t 100 } ed ap 
proved boxes, the remainder having wooden ces of a j S I 
cluding soap and cigar boxes.” 
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rural routes in the Highth Con- 
should be stated that the per- 
boxes in this district is quite low, which is un- 
that most of the service in that district has 
1 since the promulgation of the order of the Postmaster- 
i J 02, requiring patrons of rural delivery to 
roved boxes. The office of Big Sandy, 


h reference is above, in the 


on 
it 


in 
Tennes 


boxes 
of 
ined 


the 


district 


use 
see, 


p nden 
ol conden 





made is 
no objections on the part of the 
rural delivery h laving x boxes made 
, a < r ] lations an individual may h ive his box 
ma to orde i led it conforms to the specific ations, and in order 
r the rural delivery service the 

been considering a propo sition 
sting regulations, so that in 
the approval of a box mannu- 

to ‘the po stm aster at the post-office 
iinds the box conforms to 
irtment id author 


pproved by the VPost- 














e 


CORTELYOl 
master-General. 


iirman, I have the honor to represent the Eighth dis- 
rict lessee, referred to in the letter just read. In the 
eech referred to I had nied that the conditions referred to 
rmer atement the Post-Office Department, then 
1 in my district. I said further that ever 
istrict had more pride than to be a 
l icter of boxes in use. No 
nt ane a careful e 
report from the postmaster at 
district, was all that could 1 found. 
distri ct in a vehicl nt 
‘nn rural box in 
routes and are giving as 
for which our friends in the 
to heve an almost fanatical fondness. 
the letter just read from the honorable Post- 
1 I wrote to the honorable Fourth Assistant Post- 
asking when the rural routes from Big Sandy. 
were established, and received the following reply: 


irom 





Ve 


se 
and 
Will 


good 


| no 
h 


i 
atic 
atuis- 


my 
seen a woode le suis 
* on 
metal 


irtment 


use, 
star Ss 
i 
t 


boxes *OST- 


seem 
1aster-Gener 
master-General, 


Tenn., 


Post-OFFIceE DEPARTMENT, 
‘ouURTH ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, June 22, 


THE | 


1906. 


of June 


tes from 


19, 
Big 


find below the 
Benton County, 


you will 
Sandy, 


2, 1903. 
mber 1903. 
uber 2, 1903. 
a a 


ber 





he 
LDE 


P. V. Dr GRraw, 
Assistant Postmaster-Gencral. 
the routes at Big Sandy 
and one September 1, 1904 
1903 and one in latter part 
den boxes were not permitted to 
rural carriers at those dates were 
wooden Notwithstanding, 
Postmaster-General just 


Fourth 
three 
of 
be 
not 
as 
read, 


£ 
> 





routes, and 
mail in 
lett lr’ 
sig Sandy, Tenn., 


oxes Was Tel 


us on rural 


tted to put boxes. 


ap rs from the of the 
with statement from the postmas- 
all the wooden boxes in use 
being such boxes 
none of them safe or water- 
tablished before the Post- 
an order that none but approved 
reasonable that the statement 
these routes were established 
1903, m« than a year after the order of the 

f October 1, 1902, requiring all patrons of 
ide themselves with approved boxes, I do 
hat I do not believe the report. I chal- 
» its truth upon what appears to me to be good and sufli- 





tober 31, hat 

‘our routes from that office were poor, 
wuld pick up, 

outes had 

had made 

would 


but as none of 


S 

and 

ser beeen es 

e used it seem 
, s 


re 


V 


i 
not hesitate to Say 1 


rrounds, | demand an investigation; and if the report 

i is I believe it is demand “that the postmaster, in- 
<] or whoever made it be discharged from the public 
Chairman, I do not know whether it is known to the Post- 
miuster-General or not, but it is a fact, that at least some of the 
pectors and special agents sent out to look over these rural 
rou seem to be imbued with a spirit of enmity to the rural 
service that they have almost a supreme contempt for poor 
people who reside in dwellings not altogether as good as these 
gentlemen would have them. They act in a way to magnify 
their self-assumed authority. They often make very unbe- 


amination } 
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were | 


a lars ge list of patrons maintaining poor | 


JUNE 23, 





fi 

coming remarks about the roads and the people. These lofi 3 
gentlemen do not have to travel the roads often, and if th. 4 
earriers are willing, for the salary they receive, to perform thx a 
duties and travel the roads as they find them, and deliver t! ha 
mails on schedule time, I can not see why these Departme 4 
officials want to deprive these good people of this service, w] f 
pay the taxes and who, of all people, stand most in need of fr “ 
rural mail delivery. a 
I find that these inspectors often use the most unbecoming : 
language and make all sorts of threats as to what they will " 
with the service if their views are not adopted by the patron \ 
I often find that both patrons and carriers are afraid to make 2 
ports of this bad conduct for fear the routes will be dis i 
tinued. I often get letters from people I know, that are r 4 
table and truthful, telling of these things, but always say 1 % 


keep the matter quiet, and ask me to do what I can to r 
the routes in vice. I am in receipt of such a letter of t! 
19th of this month, and will read it, leaving out names of 
sons and places: 


ser 


- —, TONN., June 19, 19/ 
Hon. =. W. 

DEAR MR. 
who has heret« 


Sims, Washington, D. C. 
Sims: We have had with us a 


fore been 


1 Mr. — 
connected with the Chicago 


, route ins; 
territor 





He stated to my patrons that they would not be served unies 
provided approved boxes, and so advised me. He also said tha 
guessed he would discontinue the service. Patrons do not wish 
be at the expense of buying boxes and then lose the service, so t 

| do not know what to do. The said Mr. ———— was very disres) 
ful of the South. He said that colored ladies were just as wi 
| a smile and tip of the hat as white ones, and insisted that carri 


them that respect. He was very disagreeable to ride w 
be glad if you will se nd us a true gentieman to ins t 
and then we will be contented with his disposition of same 
Very respectfully, 


Ww 
shall 
routes, 


shx 








P. S.—Please keep my name confidential. 

This letter is from a carrier on a rural route in my dist 
He is a truthful man, but he is afraid if his name be given 
will lose his place. I have often received letters like th 
but of course never filed them, as the writers were afraid t 
might lose the service altogether. I am going to 


insist 
L1Li51i 


the gentleman who wrote the letter just read to permit 

give his name and that of the inspector to the Postmas 
General. I do not believe for a moment that any such « 
duct would be upheld by the postal authorities. I think 


would be promptly removed from the public service, as 
ought to be. What right has a postal official from the N 
or elsewhere to go down South on official duties and i 
such duties to engage in a lecture to a 


of attending to 
earrier on his social duties and attentions to negro wo1 
advising and directing an educated and gentlemanly 


ving the mails to tip his hat and smile to “co! 
ladies.” No wonder that such a man as this finds fault 
the rural service, complains of the roads and lack of 
Iie is so enraged because the rural carrier with whom he 

the honor to ride was not tipping his hat and smiling at all 
the negro women he chanced to meet that he threatened to 
discontinue the service. 

Mr. Chairman, if, patrons were permitted to put up boxe: 
either wood or metal, subject to such rules and regulations as 
the Department may prescribe as to size, convenience to road, 
weatherproof, ete., we will be rid of the expense of paying 
lot of self-opinionated, stuck-up inspectors for going over t! 
country putting in their time smiling and tipping their 
at negro women and teaching rural carriers to do the 
The carriers, being sworn officials of the Post-Office De} 
ment, can report either to the Post-Office Department d 
or to the postmaster at the emanating office as to whethe! 
not patrons are complying with the rules and regulati: 
the Post-Office Department, and do it just as well as a ! 
salaried inspector, and save all the expense of the travel 
the inspector, and thus reducing the number of inspectors 

If we keep on as we have been going in the last few years 
will have more inspectors of one kind or another than we 1i1 
men in the Regular Army and costing as much or more n 
to maintain them. I think it is time to get rid of some of 
army of useless inspectors, and by permitting patrons of r 
routes to put up just such boxes of either wood or meta! 
serves the purpose for which they are used, subject to the 
and regulations of the Post-Office Department, and all ins 
tion of same to be made by the carriers on the routes wil! 
additional compensation, we will get rid of the expens 
maintaining a great number of inspectors now being 
this way, and so far as results go we will be just as well o 
not better. 

From the letter of the Postmaster-General read at the beg 
ning of my remarks it appears that he is now considerine 
change in existing regulations so as to permit patrons to pu' 


man carr 


1 


use 


“yt 
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up boxes to order by having them approved by the postmaster at 
the county seat. This is a step in the right direction, but I 


hope he will abandon the idea of requiring approval by the post- | 


1 
naster at the county seat. If it is thought necessary to have 
the approval of a postmaster, why not let the postmaster at 
1 emanating office approve the boxes for the routes from that 
office? My plan is to have the carriers on each route approve, 
ier disapprove. I would have the carrier report on cases 





re the regulations were not complied with only, going on 
the presumption that patrons will comply with the regulations 


and reporting only those who do not, either to the postmaster at 





the emanating office or to the Department. If all the routes in 
a county started from the county seat, then it would be practical! 
and convenient to have the boxes approved by the postmaster 

th nty seat. But in fact many more routes emanate from 
offices other than the county seat than do from the county seat. 
In m: eases patrons would have to carry their boxes 20 miles 
in order to have them approved by the postmaster at the 


county seat. This seems to me to be an unnecessary and unwar- 
ranted inconvenience to the patron. 

We had just as well go to the most practical common-sense 
methods at once, as we will in 
so-called “common people” have an ice hat they | v 
few things themselves, and they will not readily submit to the 


long-continued use of red-tape circumlocution office methods. 


the end do this very thing. The 


I hope the Postmaster-General will not draw the line on the 
use of good, well-constructed wooden boxes when. he make 
his contemplated change in existing regulations. In my dis- 


trict there is an abundance of good, cheap lumber, and it is 
both cheaper and more convenient to use wood than metal. In 
my State a good wooden shingle roof will last eight or ten 
years, often much longer, without paint or repair. They in fact 
last much longer and require painting much less than any kind 
of a metal roof. The same will be true as to good weoden 
mail bexes. They will last much longer and be just as good 
and weatherproof as metal boxes and can be manufactured 
much cheaper. Then why require patrons to use metal? ‘There 
are no real valid reasons why wood should not be used, and 
others can only be surmised. 

Mr. Chairman, wood was used ages before metal by primitive 
man. The human race as well as the animals of earth and 
fowls of the air were saved from utter extinction by a wooden 
box. This box was water and weather proof, as shown by its 
remaining in perfect condition and afloat during the longest 
spell of rainy weather and highest waters ever known, accord- 
ing to sacred history. The Son of Ged was born in a wooden 
house, laid in a wooden receptacle, and died on a wooden cross; 
and yet it is claimed by the. Post-Office Department that : 
wooden rural mail box is not good enough for a simple Ameri- 
can citizen to use as a receptacle in which to receive a postal 
card or a county newspaper. 





Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask 
the gentleman from Indiana a question. Is there any provision 
in this bill permitting the transmission of silver and other coins, 
of bonds, ete., as provided in the bill reported yesterday by the 
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. TAwNery] so as to relieve the 
lreasury of the expense of the express charges which are so 
oppressive? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. There is no reference to that in this 
bill. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The gentleman has: not intro- 
duced or reported any such bill. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. There is no such bill before the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. I move the adoption 
of the report. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The question is on the adoption of the con- 
ference report. 

The question was taken; and the conference report was 
agreed to 

OSAGE INDIANS IN OKLAHOMA TERRITOR’ 


Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference report 
on the Osage allotment bill. : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas calls up a 
conference report on the bill the title of which the Clerk will 
report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

H. R. 15373. An act for the division of the lands and funds of the 
Osage Indians in Oklahoma Territory, and for other purposes. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
statement be read in lieu of the report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas asks unanimous 


consent that the statement be read in lieu of the report. Is} 























The conference report and statement are follows: 
CON : ' 

The committee of confer 
two Houses on the amend nts « Senat ] H 
15333) entitled “An act for 
funds of the Osage Indians in ¢ . 
other purposes,” having t aft e 
have agreed to recommend a 
tive Howses as follows: 

That the Senate recede f 
4 

That the House recede d 
ments of » Sey } } 1 1 > ~ 
7, 19, 2, Zi, B. 23, BS, Ba 7, 28, 2 
ind 37 } 1 

Nimes , 1 Oy : lf S 
} Ce] if To rl “Se ! 1 
agree to es ew 3 
the words rred by the S« I 
out, and insert, afte 
he Secretary of the Interio nd S 
a re 

Amendment num! ad i2 the |} | 
agreement to the a1 Iment < 
agree to the same \ 1 an ame! 
the ns lahoma n l t 
Phat the st us lands shall be no 
three years from the approval of this : é nt 
cates of competency are issued or h < e » | 
aliottee, unless otherwise provided by Congres nd 
Senate agree to the s 

Amendment numbered 13: That e Il 
disagreement to the amendment of the S 
gree to the same with an amend . 
the word “ten” and insert “ forty:’ 1 t S 
the same 

Amendment numbered 14: Th the Ho recede fi 
disagreement to the amendment of the Sen ered 14 
agree to the same with an ndment . QS } 
the word “ten” and insert “ forty; ” l the S 
the same. 

Amendment numb t the I 
disagreement to the f the S f ! ! 
agree to the same lment 
the matter stricken nate mend 
provided further, That no n iz of or | 
said mineral or minerals shall be permitted o he | 
selections herein provided for without the \ ( 
the Secretary of the Interior: Provided, he , That 
herein contained shall be construed as affe ; 
isting lease or contract;” and the Senate agree to tl 

T ~ 
t ‘ 
\V 
Ve t} 7 
‘ i 
Mana son ti 
The statement was read, as follows: 
STATEMEN 

Statement of the manag on tl i 
committee of conference the 
Houses on the amendments of the 
15333) entitled “An t for the divis 
of the Osage Indians in Oklaho1 r l 
purposes.” 

The House recedes froi ts d v1 { Ling 
1, 2, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 15, 16, 17, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 2, 26 i 
28. 29. 30. 31, 32 1, 35 1 37 

The Senate recedes id ‘ 11 24 

The House agrees to the Senate Ln N 3, 12, 
14, and 18, with ame 

Amendment No. 1 authorizes the S tary of the I 
pass upon applications for enrollment 
the date of the approval of this act. 

Amendment No. 2 strikes out the prov l 
list of names, which is fully provided for in 


the bill. 
Amendment No. 3 provides for the allotme f | thos 
who fail to make their own selections by the | ted States I 


there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and} dian agent, subject to the approval of the S 
Interior. 


the Clerk will read. 
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Amendment No. 4 is substantially the same in reference to 
lands selected by minors. 

Amendments Nos. 5, 6, 11, and 12 are in reference to the 
taxation of the surplus lands of the Osage Indians. The amend- 
as finally agreed upon by the conference committee pro- 
that the surplus lands shall be exerept from taxation for a 


ments 
vide 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 13372) to authorize the sale of timber on certain of the 
lands reserved for the use of the Menominee tribe of Indians, in the 
State of Wisconsin. 


The conference report and statement are as follows: 


CONFERENCE REPORT. 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
13372) to authorize the sale of timber on certain of the lands 
reserved for the use of the Menominee tribe of Indians, in the 
State of Wisconsin, having met, after full and free conference 
have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 


| ment of the Senate, and agree to the same with an amendment 


| as follows: 


period of three years except where certificates of competency 
are issued or in case of the death of the allottee and unless 
therwise provided by Congress. Your managers thought this 
was the best disposition to make of the amendment of the | 
senate. 
\mendments Nos. 8 and 9 change the manner of making | 
the appointment of the commission which is to supervise the 
tion and the division of the lands. As amended, the tribe 
given one member of the commission, while the other two 
to be appointed by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, | 
the approval of the Secretary of the Interior. 
\inendment No. 10 is a change of phraseology. 
\inendments Nos. 18 and 14 change the amount of land 
which certain persons owning improvements are permitted to 
v from 10 to 40 acres. 
\inendment No. 15 requires the appraisement of the town- 
ission to be approved by the Secretary of the Interior. 
endment No. 16 limits the House provision which con- 
tinued the provisions of the appropriation act for the year 1906 
to the pages of said act which apply to the Osage Reservation. | 
Amendment No, 17 is a change of phraseology. 
Amendment No. 18 prohibits any mining or prospecting for 
minerals upon the homestead-of any of the Indians without the | 
approval of the Secretary of the Interior, but provision is made 
that nothing in said item shall be construed as affecting any 
valid or existing lease or contract. 
Amendment No. 19 is a change of phraseology. 
Amendment No. 20 strikes out section 5, which is made un- 
necessary by an amendment which was agreed to when the bill 


passed the Hous 


, but by oversight section 5 was retained in the 


\mendments Nos. 21, 28, 25, 28, 30, 34, 35, and 36 simply 
changes the numbering of the sections. 

Amendment No. 22 is a change of phraseology. 

Amendment No. 26 gives the right to parties to whom lands 


1 
} 


are de for their sole use and benefit, not only to control 
the lunds, but also the proceeds thereof. 

\mendment No. 27 provides that leases given on lands for the 
benefit of tndividual members of the tribe shall be subject to the 
appr val of the retary of the Interior. 

Amendment No. 29 strikes out the section creating a county 
out of the Osage Indian Reservation, as this has been already 
provided for in the statehood bill. 


mé 


Amendment No. 51 makes it unnecessary for a new election 
to be held this year. As the tribe has just had an election, it 
wis thought to be unnecessary to require another before 1°08. 

Amendment No. 32 is made necessary by amendment 31, and 
changes the word “six ” to “ eight.” 

Amendment No. 83 authorizes the Secretary of the Interior to 
remove any member of the couvcil for good cause. 

Amendment } i strikes out section 15, which provided for 
the ratification of the act by a vote of the members of the tribe. 
Chis was deemed unnecessary, as the tribe has already virtually 
voted upon t ct, and it has been an issue among the members 
for a number of years, and at the election in 1905 the tribe was 
Imo itnimous for the measure. 

Your managers recommend the adoption of the report. 

J. S. SHERMAN, 

CHARLES CURTIS, 

Wm. T. ZENOR, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the adoption of the 
rr he 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas moves to agree 
to the conference report. 

fhe question was taken; and the conference report was 
greed to 

On motion of Mr. Curtis, a motion to reconsider the vote was 
laid en the table. 

LANDS ri1E MENOMINEE INDIANS, WISCONSIN. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the con- 
ference report on the Menominee Indian bill, and I ask unani 
mous consent that the state nt be read in lieu of the report. 

The SPEAKER. The genileman from New York calls up the 
conference report on the bill indicated, and asks unanimous con- 
sent that the statement may be read in lieu of the report. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] ‘The Chair hears none, and 
the Clerk will report the title. 


In the forty-eighth line strike out “ five” and insert 
and the Senate agree to the same. 
J. S. SHERMAN, 
CHARLES CURTIS, 
Wa. T. ZENoR, 
Managers on the part of the House, 
Rospert M. La FOLLerTs, 
Ropvert J. GAMBLE, 
Wma. J. STONE, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
The Clerk read the statement, as follows: 
STATEMENT. 

The Senate struck out all of said bill after the enacting clause 
and inserted in lieu thereof a provision in reference to the sale 
and disposition of the dead and down timber upon the territory 
named in the bill, the Senate’s provision being that this cutting 
should be done through the instrumentality of the business 
men’s committee of the Menominee tribe, and the sales should 
be made under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior. 
The money necessary for carrying on the cutting, measuring, 
and disposal of the timber was paid for out of the Menominee 
fund in the Treasury, the sale to be under the direction of the 
Secretary of the Interior, and the proceeds to be used first to 
reimburse the Menominee fund in the Treasury and thereafter 
one-fifth of the net proceeds to be disbursed by the Secretary 
for the benefit of the Indians, and the other four-fifths to be 
deposited in the Treasury for the -benefit of said Indians and 
to draw 5 per cent interest. 

The House agrees in this amendment amended so as to pro- 
vide that the fund deposited in the Treasury should draw 4 per 
cent interest rather than 5. ‘ 


” 


“ four; 


J. S. SHERMAN, 

CHAS. CURTIS, 

Wma. T. ZENor, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the 
report. 
The question was taken; and the conference report was 


adopted. 

On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, a motion to reconsider the vote 
was laid on the table. 

PURE-FOOD BILL. 

The SPEAKER. Under the special order the House is in 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
for the further consideration of the pure-food bill, and the 
gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. Currier] will take the 
chair. 

Mr. CURRIER took the chair. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend page 16, line 5, by striking out the word “all” and inserting 


in lieu thereof “any of.” 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, that amendment is offered at t! 
suggestion of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. De ArmMonp] to 
correct what might be an ambiguity in the text. I ask for a 
vote. 

Mr. KEIFER. Do I understand the gentleman has 
cluded offering amendments at the instance of the committee? 

Mr. MANN. Well, I have another amendment to offer at the 
instance of the committee, I will say to the gentleman. 

Mr. KEIFER. I just wanted to be sure about that. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MANN. I offer the following amendment. 


con- 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend page 27 by adding at the end of section 15: ‘“‘The word 
‘person’ as used in this act, shall be construed to import both the 


plural and the singular, as the case demands, and shall include corpora 
tions, companies, societies, and associations. When construing and 
enforcing the provisions of this act the act, omission, or failure of any 
officer, agent, or other person acting for or employed by any corpora- 
tion, company, society, or association within the scope of his employ- 
ment or office shall in every case be also deemed to be the act, omission, 
or failure of such corporation, company, society, or association, as well 
as that of the person.” 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, that amendment simply defines 
the word “person” in the act, so as to include corporations, 
companies, associations, ete., and also that the officer, agent, or 
other person acting for the corporation shall be guilty within 
the scope of his employment as well as the corporation itself. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the gentle- 
man to inform me what part of the bill this amendment pro- 
poses to amend? 

Mr. MANN. ‘This is to amend at the end of section 
insert at the end of section 15, page 27. 

Mr. BARTLETT. 
again? 

The CHAIRMAN. 
again reported. 

There was no objection. 

The amendmeut was again reported. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. MANN] has just offered an amendment which pro- 
poses to extend the scope of this bill in the way of creating 
additional objects for criminal prosecution in the Federal 


courts, 
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Without objection, the amendment will be 


nish full opportunity for the hundreds of inspectors and spies 
that are to be employed under this act to harass, annoy, and 
rsecute the people of this country. 

Mr. Chairman, I oppose this amendment, because it an 
effort on the part of the General Government to undertake 
to enforce police laws, a power which the General Government 
does not possess except in the District of Columbia and the 
Territories ; and in those portions of the territory of the United 
States over which the States have exclusive jurisdiction the 
United States has no police power to be exercised in the States. 
Of course, what I say in reference to that may with equal force 
be applied to the main provisions of this bill, and, in fact, 
might be applied to the entire bill, except that part of the bill 
which proposes to make crimes and offenses in the District 
of Columbia and the Territories. 





is 


May I ask to have the amendment read | 


While very innocent looking, this amendment will fur- | 
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(11 Peters, U. S. 















R.) the Supreme Court of the United States 
declare in no uncertain terms what the powers of the Stat 
in reference to the subjects embraced in this bill, and 1 t! 
following language: 
A State has the same undeniable and unlimited jurisdiction « 
persons and things within its territorial li I n 
when that jurisdiction is not surrendered or res ined by the ¢ 
tution of the United States 
It is not only the right but the bounden and solemn dut s 
to advance the safety, happiness, and prosperit i ) 
provide for its general welfare by any and every t hy 
it may deem conducive to these ends when the | t 
lar subject or the manner of its exerci d 
strai y the Constitution of the United 
All tl powers which relate to merely municipal legislation, or 
which may be more properly called internal police, e not surrendered 
or restrained, and consequently in relation to these the aut 
State is complete, unqualified, and excl 
In the opinion rendered by Judge Barbour the state t 
made that these positions are considered “as impregnabl I 
defining what is meant by the “ police powers” of the Stat 
court said: 
Every law came within this descripti erned 
of the whole people of a State or any ind lu it, 
| related to their rights or duties; whether it respected m 
as citizens of the State; w tl in t pu 
whether it related to the right ry Is « f proj y of 
people of a State or « y indi 1 within it, and vy se ¢ i nm 
was within the territo limits of the State, and upon the persons and 
things within its jurisdiction. * * * 
In the case of United States v. De Witt, 9 Wallace U. 5. 


Congress has no power or authority to seek to enforce police | 


regulations within the States; the duty of protecting all its 
citizens in the enjoyment of equality of rights; to impose 

traints and burdens upon persons and property in the con- 
servation of public health, good order, and prosperity was orig- 
inally assumed by the States, and it remains there; it always 
belongs to the States; this power of the States was not sur- 
rendered to the General Government, and is essentially exclu- 
sive in the States. 

The views of the minority of the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce of this House were presented by myself on 
March 14 last, and have been printed in the Recorp of yesterday. 
In those views I have collected and cited the numerous decisions 
of the Supreme Court of the United States, and quoted in full 
from those which fully sustain the propositions I have stated. 


re 


This bill, as it comes from the committee, fs based upon the | ; 


idea that because the police laws of the States may not be 
satisfactory, or because they may not be forced to the satis- 
faction of all, therefore the Congress of the United States 


should invade the States and do that which, up to this hour, it 
has never been able to do—enact laws to prevent frauds, impo- 
sitions, and adulterations of foods in the States; a power 
which Congress does not possess, never possessed, and one that 
this act will prove futile to establish. This duty belongs ex- 


clusively to the States, and from the evidence produced before | 


our committee the States are performing this duty efficiently, 
and those who chiefly seek this legislation are the food manu- 
facturers who have been compelled to obey the State laws on 
the subject of pure food. These manufacturers clamor for a 
national law which shall be “ uniform,” and which will permit 
them to override and annul the various State laws on this 
subject. I do not believe that Congress can so legislate as to 
prevent the States from protecting the people of the States from 
frauds or imposition in the matter of foods, and being of that 
opinion I can not support this bill. 

That I may not be regarded as having made a statement which 
is unsupported by authority, I will call attention to some of the 
decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States. 

In the case of The Mayor and Aldermen of New York v. Miln 


pp. 41-45, the Supreme Court, in an opinion rendered by Chief 
Justice Chase, said: 
AS a 


police regulation, relating exclusiv 
































te t | 
the States, it can only have effect w e 
Congress excludes, territorially, all State legislat ‘ 
| the District of Columbia. Within 8S 
| tutional operation. This has been so frequ yd l 
| results so obviously from the terms of the Constitution, and hi 
1 so fully ex d and supported on former « sions (License 3, 5 
How = ssenger s, 7 How., 283; Licer j 
{70—72 U. S., XVIII, 500—and the ises ted that w it 
inn s to enter again upon the dis 
But it is claimed that the Congress has the power to 3 
legislation under the “commerce clause” of the C 
The Congress does not derive : hy power to e t police | 
within the States from this section of the Constitution M 
cases have been decided by the Supreme ¢ rt of the 1 1 
States on this subject. I will call attention to only two w h 
in my judgment are conclusive on this sul 
The first is the case of Plumley v. Massachusetts (155 U. 8. 
p. 461). The opinion of the court as d i 1 ] 
Harlan, in which there was a dissenting i ! t 
Chief Justice, Justice Field, and Justice Bri 
I quote from the opinion: 
If there be any subject over which it w 1 t S 
have p ry mntro nd the power to gi ‘ 
ought not to be suppos 1 was intended to ‘ erandoerad ¢ ie a 
eral Government, it is the protection of t 1 
deception in the sale of food prod ~ Ss 
indirectly or incident iffect ide il 
one State to another State 
But that circumstance does not show tl 
illud tent with tl power « ; 
m¢ For, as said t S \ 
({ : In « el ( : 
( t was ne intended s 
‘ jects relating to t he 
i y the legi tion might y i 
ntry Legi n, in ft 
nd rsons e red in j ( t 
‘ the Consti And it 
he Sta t « te 
relating ‘ y ‘ 
‘ \ ind ¢ I 
‘y it e ( i is Wit 
nd y ‘ iged il 
} rp S 
In the case of Crossman v. Lurman (192 U. S he § 
Court of the United States, without dissent fr 
while Chief Justice Fuller and Justice Brewer we still m 
the bench and participated in the hearing and decision, up l 
the case of Plumley v. Massachusetts (155 U. 8.) 
In the opinion we find the following: 
‘he power of t State to rest s 1 der 
ons id Pp ert i the onserv: n of t ) } +} o . 
ind prospe $ a power originally d Lvs nging t S 
not irrendered by them » the Gene ( 1 
rest ed by the Constitution of United 8S 
exclusive It is not to be do ed that t | : 
regulations of police remains with the individual States, ; t 
be assumed by the National Government. 
The court also said: 
that legislation forbidding the sale of de« ful imitations of arti S 
of food among the people does not abrid inv pri wre a -— 
citizens of the United States, nor in a just sense interfere with the 
freedom of commerce among the several States It is legis ion which 
can be most advantageously exercised by t States themselves 
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The court cite the Plumley case with approval, and said: 




























































i \ ntention here urged to show that the law of New 
¥ repugnant to the Constitution of the United States was fully 
‘ ex nsidered and negatived by the decision of this court in | 
Plu ) Massa etts, supri In that case the law of the State of 
[ t forbidding the sale of oleomargarine, which was artifi- 
pplied » a sale in Massachusetts of « orig 
article which had been manufactt ired ar 
f Illinois. In the com < 
\ i g to the subject, it wa 
if tl “t which mi the States ought 
t } ( and ft | ) ct to which 
( os S ide dered to the 
i pr n igainst 
: 1 et rislation may 
deed nd tly o1 icider ly af preducts 
I 1 one State to another § cumst: 
' ’ f the iract uded to are inconsistent 
t rs of Col te commerce among the States. For, as | 
S « ! Alling (93 U . 99, 103): ‘In con- | 
‘ $ lation of commerce it was never intended 
the States off from legis ating ; on all subjects r i to the 
nd safety of their citizens, though the 1 might 
t the commerce « f the « yuuntry. Legislati in a gr 
\ y affect commerce and persons en aged in it without 
( ing a ion of within the meaning of the Constitution. 
i it ma f Lid generally that legislation of a State not 
gain ner iy o ts ulations, but rel : 
es 1 liabilitic ‘ and only indir¢ 
1 t oy t of « erce, is of obligat ; 
within tert rial jurisdiction, whether on land or water 
or ¢ ged in 1erce, foreign or interstate, or in any ot! her pursuit.’ ”’ 
| 
nosed t tl ers of a compound which has 
be nt » > into believing that it Is a | 
par ood i agerly by people in 
‘ i i ted he Constitu in making a 
it ag tl ill of the State in which it is offered for 
I of reumstar t is al ‘igins ickage an 
be ea su t f ordinary affic. W I ling to accept 
view We are of opinion that it is within the power of a State 
ri from its market any compound manufactured in another 
whi has been artificially colored or adulterated so as to cause it to 
k lil in arti f food in general use, and the sale of which may, 
1 of si loration or adulteration, cheat’ the general public 
I in which they may not intend to buy. The Constitu- 





e United States does not secure to anyone the privilege of 


a 

lost of the ites he ive enacted pure-food laws and enforce 
them. There a no necessity existing, even if the plea of neces- 
sit uld justify Congress in endeavoring to enact police laws 


\ roof of this asse ethon [ call attention to the testimony be- 
fore the committee on that subject. I quote from the hearings: 


M BARTLETT. Most of the States, if not all, have what they call | 


food laws, and most of them have commissioners—how many of 

















) rm \ Nearly all the States have food laws, and about 
per Ss a few more, of them have provided for the enforce- 
e | S rhe others are j st leew without any methods of 
t;:a n so far as I know, in those States the laws are not 
1 But wiere the law provides for a machinery to enforce the 
] n most States it is enforced ve ory rigidly. That is all brought out 
i t s ent. 

M ETT. That is what I want. So you say that where they 
have { t e food laws and appointed food commissioners or 
oft ‘s to watch the enforcement of them, they are enforced very 

I r WI Yes; very efficiently, as far as the State can go. And 
I ay th Mr. Chairman, that in every State, I believe, where the 
‘ ict of the legislature, I believe in every other case these standards 
hav en adopt “d by the food commissioners in toto. 

witness is the Chief of the Bureau of Chemistry of the | 
De} tment of Agriculture and has had more influence in bring- 
i out this legislation probably than any one man, he in fact 
in drafting the House bill we are now considering. 
Chairman, I am not authorized to speak for any other 
Sti but I do know that the State of Georgia has enacted laws 
for protection of her people in the matter of foods; and I 
ert that we have enforced those laws in the past and will 
» do in the future without the assistance, inter- 
: id he Federal Government. We claim the right 
“1 to our State to protect the health of the people of 
( via by our own State laws and to enforce those laws in our 
urts against everyone whether they be citizens of the 
r whet! they reside in other States. On another oceca- 
[ referred to the laws of Georgia on this subject, and I now 
t what I then said: 
f Georgia has a number of laws upon her statute books in 
f ] food and st the selling of falsely branded 
0 ‘ ie is, cr impure food. - 
we e found, commencing with section 456 of the Crimi- 
nal Code of Ge , Of 1505, in article 16 down to and including sec- 

I yn to some of these provisions in 
i ( i f 

. te , of ering for sale of any unclean, im 

S ns 457, 458, and 459 prohibit “the sale of imitations of butter 

! se as butter and cheese 

Sections 459 to 465 prohibit the sale of any article designed to be 


substitute for food products, 


; except as they shall be marked 
nded as such substitutes. 
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Sections 446 to 468 punish the sale of unwholesome provisions, un- 
wholesome bread, drink, or pernicious and adulterated liquor. 

And it is made the duty of the grand juries in the several counties 
to specially inquire into all the violations of these laws and make pre- 
sentments against the viclators of these laws. 

The whole of article 17, containing section 470 and sections follow- 
ing to 484, inclusive, prohibits the saie of adulterated and impure 
drugs, and prescribes penalties for the violations of these provisions. 

Upon an investigation of these laws of Georgia, as contained in these 
sections, it will be seen that the State of Georgia has made ample pro- 
vision for the protection of its people from imposition and injury fr 
the sale of impure food, adulterated food, foed products, and adul 
terated drugs. The grand juries of the State courts in Georgia ar 
intelligent and upright men, and can be depended upon to indict vio! 
tors of the law; and the trial juries are intelligent and honest 
as efficient in the enforcement of the law as the juries in the F 
eourts. So far as Georgia is concerned there is no necessity for thi 







Mr. Chairman, I had intended when this bill was up for gen- 
eral debate, had I been present, to undertake, even though 
might have been a futile and useless undertaking, to call the at 
tention of the House to the reasons why the bill should n 
become a law, except as it may affect the District of Columbi 
the Territories, and those places over which the United Stat 
has exclusive jurisdiction. I was absent necessarily. I don 
intend now, even if the committee was kind and graciou 
enough to permit me to do so, at his stage of the session or th 
stage of the consideration of this bill to detain the committ: 
with those views. I have very decided views upon the subje 

I have undertaken to put them in the minority report that w: 
presented, and the House has had them printed. Even at t 
risk, Mr. Chairman, of being laughed at or scoffed at for making 
the statement that many of the provisions of this bill in m 
judgment violate the fundamental law of the land, I will rep¢ 
that statement, which I have endeavored to sustain by the 
decisions of the courts, even at the risk of being criticised and 
held up to the House and the country as a constitutional law- 
yer, a claim which I nowise make—TI will insist that tuis bil! 
violates the Constitution of the United States. But I conso 
myself, Mr. Chairman, when that criticism is made upon th 
of us who assert that the Cengress of the United States can and 
| does, and has many times enacted laws- 
| The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

| Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I ask for five minutes mor 
Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the gentlem 

| may have permission to conclude his remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Apaqw- 
soON] asks that his colleague [Mr. BARTLETT] may have time to 
conclude his remarks. Is there objection? 

Mr. PAYNE. There are other important amendments, and we 
have to debate some of them. I ebject. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Chairman, then I ask that my colleagu: 
may have fifteen minutes. 

Mr. BARTLETT. No, sir; I am a member of this committe 
which reported this bill. I do not ask any indulgence. I wa 
absent from the general debate necessarily—the first time |! 
have been absent from the House in years. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Chairman, I think the gentleman ought 
to have time. 

Mr. KEIFER. 
of time. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I do not desire any indulgence either fro! 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Kerrer] or the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Payne}. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the gentleman hay: 
five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would state that at ten min- 
utes of 4 o’clock the committee must rise and report the bill 1 
the House. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I will ask the gentleman fro! 
Georgia how much time he desires. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Will the gentleman from 
| MANN] allow me one suggestion? 

Mr. BARTLETT. I will consume but five minutes more. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I move that the gentleman fro 
Georgia may have ten minutes. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I want but five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Many] 
asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from Georgia may 
have five minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I have served some year 
in this House. I have never been absent in a debate or 41) 
creat question, or any question at all, at any time, except whic 
it is impossible for me by reason of physical disability of som 
kind to be here. And I appreciate the courtesy of my frien 





Mr. Chairman, it is outside of the limitation 


Illinois [Mr. 


| 


speak for five minutes longer, and I appreciate the courtesy 0! 
| the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] who has objected 


from Illinois [Mr. Mann] who asked permission for me t 


¢ 





a 
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Mr. Chairman, as I started to say, it does not affright me at all 
because gentlemen may criticise those of us who stand up and 
assert that the United States Congress has its powers limited by 
the Constitution and that there is legislation it can not enact. 
Those who occup; tion of critics and carpers at us who 


the pi 
criticise us as constitutional lawyers, do 


thus believe, and who 
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on the subject of food, but it is not 


history of the country and 
Federal 
people of the country and to all 
efficiency to any single State 


we | 














own State, where 
not affect my opinions. I might retort, Mr. Chairman, that some | duties are largely to attend to 
of those who make those assertions are neither constitutional | and cheese, cid ind a ft 
lawyers nor any other kind of lawyer. [Applause on the Demo- sioner recently “la bu 
cratie side.] But. Mr. Chairman, fortified ; lL am ras I be | five lifferent prodnet he 
lie La Dp] i me this | uets which he « nined \ 
bill by the d if the Su] ne C t 3,| adulterated. In his bullet ) 
I bold place my inior } sioner 
rei h 1 which t un-} Pp t 
try id which has for it urpose in its wild moments the de- | I interested 
sti » al ul of ti vw of the State governments | linois on the subject « | 
ind of all govern t except that asserted to be possessed | The Omaha World-Herald 
the United State sress; and I shall oppose this endeavor, | cate 1 food prod 
unlawfully as I maintain, to carry out that purpose to cen-| Co oner Redfern in the 
tralize all power in the Federal Government. } th three ths. The 
I Hold in my 1 isions of the court in reference to | be, adulterated and colored with su 
the subject of food and food products, in reference to the power | ¢ Mr. R 
of tl tates to protect the health of the States and the morals In the | t tin of t 
of the people of the States; which declare that the States are | ! 2 to the condition 
suj ie and no power of Congress can take away that supre! se a y« bees 
acy or destroy it; nor can Congress assume to enact and enforce | seem to ! es i 
within the States laws which are solely the exercise of the | 15 Be nae, 
] Dp rs. The Gene | Government has no police power int Ov oulte . hide t 
wit! the States, and all efforts to confer such power must ytherwise give the I I 
fail, else we have arrived at that period in the history of this mae Sas ms 
confederated Republic when all power has been federalized in borax Doctor Wiley, of the 
one single government, when the old-time idea of independent | says: ‘Borax when nt 
and sovereign States are but a memory of the past. : “ee S eo can 
For myself I do not desire to interfere or to take them away. iets an 1y i 
these rights of the States, and I will not be found joining with | to rep : 
those who desire to destroy them. - ' os ’ 
Before I conclude I want to call the attention of this Hous line, a 
to a statement made by the Speaker of this House in a speech ; ®Usar, it 1 
delivered by him at the beginning of this year to a Republican | ; ¥ : . 
club in the city of Philadelphia. Coming from the sage states I z of 
man who fills that chair, a man of long experience in public wae On a 7 
affairs and in this House, I desire to put it in the Recorp so that aha T 7 
the country may know the views that he has upon this subject ! 
and the efforis now being made to centralize all power in the | *°" eager ge ep ; v should 
Federal Government. I quote from that speech. Said Mr. | dition was f @q- 2 
CANNON: s, ‘ i 
REPUBLIC’S GREATEST DANGER. ~ It is hoped t at il 
In my judgment the greatest danger to the Republic ‘3 from the | articels of at 
citizen who refuses or neglects to participate in governing in local, That is ' ! 
State, and national affai d seeks protection from the government | many of the ibs ft zh 
to which he does not contribute according to his ability or means. In | the : tl ! sentati l 
my judgment the danger now to us is not the weakening of the Federal oO su t 
Government, but rather the failure of the forty-five sovereign States to | of ‘ ducts y of W at 
-xyereise respect sly ir un ion their jiurisdicti« ouching ll . 
ona Hare’ thet nen be tee Bone nt ~eermment: This ‘a amr dea n vt | The hist ry of ull these matte 
come from the desire of the Federal Government to grasp power not |.able properly to control the 


conferred by the Constitution, but rather 


from the desire of citizens of 
the respective States to cast upon t ] 





I e Federal Government the respon- 
sibility and duty that they should perform. 
If the Federal Government continues to centralize we will soon find 





that we will have a vast 
inefficient if not corrupt. 


bureaucratic gover 
[Loud applause. ] 


ment, which will prove 

I commend the wise words of our distinguished presiding offi- 
cer to Republicans and alike. Let us aid him in 
halting the onward march to centralization and bureaucracy—let 
us preserve our Republic from inefliciency and corruption. 

In vain will who the doctrine search the 
of the Constitution find one word that authorizes the Congress 
of the United States to exercise police powers within the domain 
of the State. Equally futile will be the effort to find a decision 
to authorize it. 

Mr. Chairman, the States of this Union, the most of them, 
have enacted pure-food laws, and they enforce them, at least to 
the satisfaction of their citizens. From the evidence before the 
Cominittee of Interstate and Foreign Commerce, of which L am 
aon iber, it appe 


States ; 


Democrats 


those assert 


pages 


laws 


ars these are being enforced in 
and to the States under the Constitution is granted 
power, and not to the General Government, to protect its people 
in its health, its morals, and general welfare. Against the pros- 
titution of the Constitution which would rob the States of this 
power, or usurp it, I enter my sincere and earnest protest. 
{Loud applause. } 

The CHAIRMAN. 
ment. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I ask permission to extend 
my remarks in the Recorp. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HINSHAW. Mr. Chairman, we have in our State a law 


} 


The question is on agreeing to the amend- 


the | 


signed for interstate commerce, 


Federal Government alone 
facture and sale of those food 
so vitally interested. [Loud a 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
few remarks about 
power of Congress to ¢ 


and the power of the States t 


I shall vote for this bill, ame 
the best that we can now 1} 
thing should be done to hel; 


aid the States in enforcing t! 
If Congress prohibits the 


impure foods, it will lessen 


the purpos 


a 


ntrol it 


( 


ed 


Territories in enforcing their purs 


evil, to a large extent, from comi 


and thus the State 

perfectly enforced With this 

bill and try to make the pendi! 
Congress has complete pow 

preme Court 

Trust Company, to 


has 


commerce. We prohibited foreig 


acts in the days of Jefferson a 


whisky 


many objectionable products be 
another under laws based on t 
stitution. We prohibit mono; 

prohibit contracts made in Fe 
noxious trusts and combinatio 


Court passed on this very questi 


and Territor 


being shipped to the h 


) 


supervision of all matter 


i 
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standing is that this bill has been based as completely as pos- | State in enforcing it. 


‘ 


sible on this 


commerce Clause, which gives to Congress the right 
to “ prohibit ” 


or regulate Federal commerce, which includes the 
it to be prepared to be shipped in its pure and 
proper state from one State to another, ete. 
[ do not disagree with a single proposition of the law, that I 
announced by my friend from Texas [Mr. Henry] yes- 


I think he misapplied the law to the particular case now in 


1 i, to wit, this bill. Local, domestic, or State commerce is 
tely und the control of the several States. Federal | 

e—that is, interstate and foreign commerce—when 

( rt does not act, may be curtailed by the States, in so 

far as it obnoxious to the police laws of the States: but 

( tak complete control of the Federal com- 

! e, the States can not take charge of and control that same 


| why? FBecause Congress has taken complete 


( rol; the two authorities are then in conflict, and, by the | 
} f the Conestitutiar he Feder aw is “pret 

1e ¢ itution, the Federal law is the supreme 

land. The Congress may abuse this power. So may | 


These powers exist, but should be wisely exercised 


Mr. Chairman, I shall not quote any law. I have not 
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has the committee the time for me to do that. I 

| t myself with referring the House to a very per- 
opinion of the Supreme Court of the United States, re- 

| in 154 United States Reports, page 209, in the case, 
Covington Bridge Company v. Kentucky, where the commerce | 


Justice Brown. In that case the court 
ciiures, first, that the State commerce is controllable by the 
Stat only, except, of course, such incidental interference as 

ibsolutely necessary to execute some express grant of power 
1 to Congress; the second class of commerce is that Fed- 
commerce which may be obnoxious to the morals and 
health of the State which the States can police when Congress 
h failed in part or entirely to take charge of and regulate, 
and the third class is where Congress takes complete control of 
the Federal commerce and regulates it. It is these three classes 
that are alluded to by Mr. Justice Brown in this very elaborate 


Mr. GARRETT. 
tion? 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 


Mr. GARRETT. 


Will my colleague allow me to ask him a 


qu 


Certainly. 


f » the police power to provide expressly that they shall not 
rfere with a package branded according to the rule set up | 
by the Department in this case? 


Afr 


ir. GAINES of Tennessee. 
yesterday, because I did not fully understand that provision; 
we can not make a perfect law the first time 
y. the provision goes too far, but the gentlemen 
in charge of the bill do not think so. We can try to change 
that. We should make this law now as perfect as we can, and 


of Congress and the States are fully discussed by | 
distinctly de- | 
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This discourages the whisky evil and 
builds up the State. ; 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Are you in favor of aiding the States 
by passing a law that will prevent the shipment of intoxicating 
liquors into the States? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I want the Federal Government 
to help the States to do that very thing, and also stop the send- 
ing of deleterious products into the States, thus aiding local 
laws and upbuilding States rights. We are striking now that 
way at an evil the States can not or have not controlled. Let 
Congress aid the States to control. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Tennes- 
see has expired. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I ask unanimous consent to 
print in the Recorp two brief newspaper extracts on ‘this sub- 
ject. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Tennessee to extend his remarks in the Recorp? 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman did not ask to extend $%is re- 
marks generally, and I do not want him to print in the Recorp 
any indictments or court records, as he suggested this moyning. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I am not talking about that now. 
These newspaper extracts show that the authorities of the State 
of Pennsylvania condemned 3,842 pounds of bad beef yesterday 
and found 104 impure samples of food out of a total of 120 
samples. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee asks 
unanimous consent to print in the Recorp the newspaper ex- 
tracts to which he refers. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 

ALL BAD BEEF BARRED NOW-——3,842 POUNDS CONDEMNED BY HEALTH IN: 
SPECTORS LAST WEEK. 

Director Coplin yesterday completed his report that will be made to 
the board of health next ‘Tuesday concerning the meat inspection con 
ducted recently by the inspectors of the health department. He said 
he felt satisfied that none but good meat was coming into the city, 
because shippers were alarmed at the rigid investigation made by the 
neat ir Tors 
mM Tbe shippers, according to information received by Director Coplin, 
are now shunting all cars containing any but the best meat to nearby 
towns, to prevent any poor meat getting into our market. 

The report of the inspection will show that for the week ending on 
June 16, 3,842 pounds of meat were condemned, and that 800 inspec- 
tions were made of city slaughterhouses. 

There were 60 slaughterhouses condemned at unfit. Of 41 live ani- 





' mals inspected, 12 were killed and the meat condemned. 


Do you think it will aid the States to en- | 


I made an inquiry about that | 


in the next session of Congress or soon hereafter we can per- | 


I know of no one who will do his part better or more 






ure and dirty thing, whether it is in a State commerce 
or commerce between the States or wherever it is. If there are 


State ] 


the Federal Government to join hands with the State authori- 
ties and to prevent noxious foods and products being trans- 
ported from one State to another. Do that and you aid the 
States and help save the people from these evils in a great 
ineasure, 

Mr. Chairman, I am happy to see the great moral wave that 
is veeping all over this country. There is reform going on 
in everything throughout the United States. In all of the 
States the people are getting into the saddle, and in another 


year the man with unclean hands will not be permitted to hold | 


office and the unclean thing will not be permitted, and the guilty 
ones Will be published, whether rich or poor. 

Mr. HLENRY of Texas. You say you want the Federal Goy- 
ernu to join hands with the States and aid the States in en- 
forcing the law? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. 


Exactly. 
There are a number of States that 


intoxicating liquors—States like Iowa and Kansas. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Yes, 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Now, instead of passing the Hepburn- 
Dolliver bill, are you not in favor of passing a bill preventing 
the shipment of intoxicating liquors into those States? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Wherever a State has a prohibi- 
tion law I think the United States Government should aid the 


cently than my colleague from Tennessee. I am against | 


| had this trouble and expense. 


iws to crush the evil in local or State commerce, I want | 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 





| 
i 


ARRESTS IN PURE-FOOD WAR—104 oUT OF 120 SAMPLES SHOWED ADUL- 
TERATION. 

The State dairy and fcod commission, under the direction of Dr. 
senjamin H. Warren, has taken steps to prosecute dealers selling 
adulterated produce and meats. Two cases for selling adulterated 
“knackwurst,”’ a kind of sausage, were brought before Magistrate 
Beaton yesterday. They were Leo Zimmerman, of 717 North Second 
street, and Abraham Cohen, of 212 South street. The former was 
fined $57.50 and the latter was held in $500 bail for court. 

Doctor Warren asserts that the investigations of his department 
have shown that there is much adulterated food sold, and that action 
will be taken against several dealers shortly. (Philadelphia Ledger, 
June 23, 1906.) 





Now, if Congress had prevented these bad foods being sent 
intg Pennsylvania, the State of Pennsylvania would not have 
This bill proposes to do that. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following committee 
amendment: On page 23, in line 6, after the word “ prior,” in- 
sert the words “ or subsequent.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 23, in line 6, after the word “prior,” insert “or subse- 
quent.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MANN. I offer the following amendment, which I send 


i to the Clerk’s desk. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 21 strike out lines 3, 4, and 5 and insert in lieu thereof the 
following: 

“Third. If in package form, the approximate quantity of the con- 
tents of the package, at the time put up, be not plainly and correctly 
stated in terms of weight or measure on the outside of the package: 


rohibit the sale of intoxieatinge li 4 : : - | Provided, That the use of particular sizes of packages established by 
prohibi he sale of intoxicating liquors and the importation of | ;ecognized custom of trade may be authorized and 


ermitted by and 
in accordance with rules and regulations established from time to time 
under the provisions of section 2 of this act.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I desire the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has recognized the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. SHERMAN]. 


Mr. Chairman 





& 
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just for a moment, to submit a request for unanimous consent? | 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois desires to 
submit a request for unanimous consent. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, this is the “package amend- | 
ment.” In the form in which it is presented to the committee, 
owing to the parliamentary situation, this is not subject to 
amendment in Committee of the Whole. The Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce have no desire, especially in 
reference to a new proposition. of this sort, to attempt in any 
way to bind the Committee of the Whole, and I ask unanimous 
consent that the amendment which I have offered may be 
treated as an amendment in the first degree and subject to 
amendment in the second degree. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent that the amendment just reported may be con- 
sidered as an amendment in the first degree. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Is that just what the gentleman wants? 
Does he not want the provision in the bill to be regarded as an 
amendment of the first degree? 

Mr. MANN. No; I want this amendment to be treated as an 
amendment in the first degree for the purpose of amending in 
the second degree, and not beyond that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent that the amendment just reported may be consid- 
ered as an amendment in the first degree, subject only to amend- 
ment in the second degree. That does not involve the proposi- 
tion of a substitute. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the 
following amendment. 


Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman from New York yield to me | 
| 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. Escu having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, 
by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that the Senate 
had passed without amendment bills and joint resolution of 
the following titles: 

H. R. 19451. An act permitting the building of a dam across 
the Mississippi River between the counties of Stearns and Sher- 
burne, in the State of Minnesota; 

Hi. R. 12086. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to in- 
corporate the Washington and Western Maryland Railroad 
Company ; 

H.R. 9528. An act to reimburse Fred Dickson for loss of 
his tools through the fire which destroyed the engine house at 
Fort Duchesne, Utah, on September 19, 1902; 

H. R. 5998. An act creating the Mesa Verde National Park; 
and 

H. J. Res. 160. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of 
War to furnish a certain gun carriage to the mayor of the city 
of Ripley, Lauderdale County, Tenn. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the bill of the following title; in which the con- 
currence of the House of Representatives was requested : 

H.R. 7099. An act to amend section 2871 of the Revised 
Statutes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of 
presentatives to return to the Senate the bill (S. 3245) creating the 
Mesa Verde National Park. 


PURE-FOOD BILL 





The committee resumed its session. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by striking out all after the word “ third,’ on page 21, line 

up to and including the word “ package,” on line 5, and inserting 
in licu thereof the following: “If in package form and the conterts are 
stated in terms of weight or measure they are not plainly and co 
rectly stated on the outside of the package.” 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the Chair understand that this is 
an amendment to the amendment just offered? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It can be considered as an amendment to 
the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, 
stitute is in order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire it to be treated as an amendment 
to the amendment offered by the gentleman from Illinois. I 
will modify it so as to make it read: “ Strike out all after the 
word ‘form’ and insert what I have sent to the desk.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the proposed amend- 
nent. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out of the amendment all after the word “form” in the first | 
line, and insert “and the contents are stated in terms of weight or | 


measure they are not plainly and correctly stated on the outside of the | 
package.” 






The Chair does not understand that a sub- 


Mr. SHERMAN. Now, Mr. Chairman, may we have the Clerk 
report the amendment as it would read if adopted. Let the 
paragraph be read as it would read if the amendment were 
adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Third. If in package form and the contents are stated in terms of 


weight or measure they are not plainly and correctly stated on the 
| outside of the package. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to discuss 


very briefly this amendment. In the first place, Mr. Chairman, 
this bill is a bill to provide for pure food. It is a bill which 
relates to quality and not to quantity, a provision to protect 
not the pocketbook so much as it is the stomachs of the Amer- 
ican people. 

I take it that it is not the desire of this committee to change 








trade conditions, to impose upon those who have been inter 
ested in a particular line of industry for decades a provision 
which is onerous. Certainly it is not the desiré of this co: 

tee to so legislate unless the conditions are such that the sa 
demand for such legislation, unless frauds are perpeti 1 on 
the consumer to such an extent that they should be prohibited 
and prevented. 

Now, the facts are, Mr. Chairm: ta lara jority 
of all the products of the canning compan tl intry, 
whether they be inclosed in tin or in glass, are sold by the 
package and have been so sold for decades. The cans which 
have been presented by the distinguished gentleman from Illin 
do not bear upon their labels any stat nt as to the ght 
or quantity of the contents of the package, and it has n heen 
the custom of the trade to so label packages, and if t | 
been sold by weight, it has been by people, not those who 
facture the product, but by the retailer who perpeti 1 th 
fraud on the consumer. 

It is practically a ridiculous or impossible proposition to say 
that a man who puts up jelly by the jar all label that ; 
glass, as to the amount, either in weight or quantity, that it 
contains. The buyer cares nothing about the weight; the house 
wife knows nothing about the weight; she has been accusto i 
to purchase jelly by the package, by the glass, and she nm 
vives a thought to the que stion whether it weighs 8 oi es, 6 
ounces, or 12 ounces. The package is before her and 
what it is, and so purchases it for what it d Ss 
true of catsup; the same is true of corn, peas, beans, and all h 
products. The fact is that the tical can f | h « 
modity weighs from 2 to 4 ounces less or more than if fille l 
with another commodity. The \ tic in \ ht 
way from 2 to 4 ounces, depending upon tl co 
closed in the can, when the cans a absolute 
size. It is also true that the commodity put vy 
in the year or in another, canned during an ex nely dh 
a very wet season, will differ a trifle year by year. So t 
is impossible in the conduct of the business to regulate t! 
of the can and use the same label in June or in Au 
use the same label in 1904 and 1905, and have the ‘ 
case correctly state the quantity of the contents of 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gent! in f ( 
York has e) : 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask unanimous consent that I 
ceed for five minutes. 

Mr. GRATIAM, l isk unanil us ¢ that the c 
man’s time be extended tive minutes. 

Mr. MANN. I : that the gentleman may have 
utes, as he rem nts that side of the q 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman fr [llinois asks tl the 
gentleman fix New York may have ten 1 ites Is 
there objection’? 

Chere no object 

Mr. DALZELL. If t gentleman's a ea he 
adopted, the canner would not be obliged to put al s 
to weight or quantity on the can. 

Mr. SHERMAN, No. 

Mr. DALZELL. But if he did put it on, then it must be 
put on correctly. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes. 

Mr. DALZELL. That is the purpose of the amend 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, will the g¢ 
man yield? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Does the gentleman know enough 


about the tinning business, or does anybody else in the 
know enough, to tell whether it is difficult to make 
of substantially the same size or not? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is not at all difficult to make tin cans 


j of the same size, but they will vary a little in weight at all 
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times, depending upon the weight of the tin of which the 
can is made. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
substantially the same size? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is absolutely impossible to make bottles 
of identically the same weight. For instance, let me illustrate, 
if I may, to the gentleman from Missouri. In connection with a 
representative of the Curtice Brothers’ concern of Rochester, 
one of the most reputable business houses in this country, who 





Is it difficult to make bottles of 
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put up millions of jars and cans of the best product of fruits | 


and vegetables known to the trade, he and I together weighed 
fifty glass jars of catsup. They were all made in the factory 
and supposed to be identical. They were all filled. I will defy 
any man who saw any one of those fifty bottles to determine 
which one, if any, weighed one single fraction of an ounce more 
or less than the other. Yet those fifty bottles varied in weight 
from 13 ounces to 15.1 ounces, and the firm had done its level 
best to have each one of those packages weigh 14 ounces. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
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of the contents of the package. That would revolutionize trade 
conditions. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. The gentleman does not understand 
quite the purpose of my inquiry. What I am trying to get at 
is the evil I think exists by having vessels, of glass or tin or 
other material, purposely made small. Now, for instance, take 
a fifth or fourth of a gallon, or take one can that would hold 
liquid, say 1 quart, and another can that would hold fifteen- 
sixteenths or fourteen-sixteenths or thirteen-sixteenths or 
twelve-sixteenths. Now, I think the most fraud perpetrated is 
the putting off upon unsuspecting individuals a-comparatively 
small can for a full-sized can, and if that can be met, it seems 
to me that all correctible features as to this would be covered 


| by the legislation. 


Does the same rule apply as to | 


Mr. SHERMAN. I do not know what may be done in the 
whisky trade. Seemingly the gentleman’s question has refer- 
ence to that. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. 
well. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 


Oh, no; it has reference to cans just as 


sut in the trade the product of which is 


; contained in tin cans there is no thought of making a can 


which will contain any less than it is supposed to contain, and 
never has been. 
Mr. DE ARMOND. 


Say you are a jobber in cans. You can 


| order a lot of cans that will contain approximately—of course 


class jars as to bottles? That is, that it is impossible to make 
them the same? 
Mr. SHERMAN. That rule would apply to anything that is 
put 1 gi It is physically impossible to make each one | 
of glass containers weigh precisely the same. 
ir. CLARK of Missovyi. I have heard from people who know 
a g leal ut bott that quart and pint bottles are de- | 
lil 1 | ie drink short. [Laughter.] I don’t | 
kre ythi bout it myself, but I am asking for information. | 


Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman is now talking about bottles 


which contain the product of corn, I suppose, which is grewn in 

imtry. I am talking about bottles in the main which c¢on- 

tain some substance other than corn, either in its liquid or 
solid form. 

Mr. GRAHAM. 


Ney d< 


his « 


Mr. Chairman, I will ask the gentleman from 
ris to permit me to make a statement in answer to the 
gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I yield. 

Mr. GRAHAM. These bottles are all blown by the breath of 
the giass blower, and he can not regulate that breath so as to 
make all the bottles alike. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Nobody wants to put an unreason- 
able hardship on the makers of cans or bottles or jars. If they 
can make them of substantially the same size, they ought to be 
made to do so. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
the same weight. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 


It is impossible. 


Well, they can not make them of identically 


And if they can not, there is no 


sense in putting it in the law. 
Mr. JONES of Washington. Did the gentleman from New 
York find any of those botiles overweight? 


Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly; just as many as underweight. I 
would like to call attention to the fact that if the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. CLark] will take any one of these cans be- 


fore us and fill it with oats grown on his farm, and then fill it 


with oats grown on an adjoining farm, he will undoubtedly find 
a difference in the weight. It is impossible to have the weight 
Ul me, 


Mr. MADDEN. 
Mr. SHERMAN. 
Mr. MADDEN. Do the 
in this country put labels on the cans indicating the quantity? 

Mr. SHERMAN. They do not, and they never have. The 
ined-goods product is sold by the package and it always has 
been. Let me read this amendment: 


Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Yes. 





it can not be exactly—fifteen-sixteenths of a quart. Now, thx 

if you do that, you will sell those to the wholesaler for fifteen 
sixteenths size; he will probably sell them to the retailer for 
fifteen-sixteenths of a quart, but the retailer may sell them io 


| the customer for a full quart, which, I think, is where there is 


foreign traders in canned goods sold | 


the most deception. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Thai can not be done under the amendme 
which I have offered. If the quantity is stated, it must be cor- 
rectly stated. My amendment says if the contents of the pack- 
age are stated in terms of weight or measure they shall be 
plainly and correctly stated, and that, I think, should be done. 
I do not believe the public should be deceived, but I do not want 
this House to say to a trade that has been selling in package 
form for some quarter of a century without any regard to the 
contents of the package, where the housewife is not deceived, 
where the housewife knows what she is buying, I do not wan 
the House to say, “ You must label this package,” where 
would be necessary, in order to have precisely the same weigh 
in the can, to have your labels vary year by year, or possibl) 
month by month, as to the commodities as well. I say that this 
provision here is a full and ample protection; that it does pre- 
vent precisely what the gentleman from Missouri desires to 
have prevented. It does prevent the selling to the people 
package of any substance which is supposed to weigh a pound 
and having it marked a pound unless it contains a pound. I' 
permits the sale of a package for a package, and let the package 
show for itself what it is; but if we attempt to say that is 
pound package or a pound jar or a pound can, there must be 
a pound in the receptacle. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. That was a matter I was directing at- 
tention to, not by way of criticising-—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I ask 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not ask a further extension. I do not 
wish any more than my fair share of time; but I thank thle 
gentleman for his intended courtesy. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I desire simply to support 





| the amendment offered by the gentleman from New York, and 


If } » form and the contents are stated in terms of weight or 

I ill be plainly and correctly stated. 
l dor impel a statement of the weight or measure. 

I do not wish to permit the canners or any other manufacturers 
or lucers in this country to deceive the public, and what little 
I ve done in this House will demonstrate that fact. 

\ DE ARMOND. Is it not a fact that both with reference | 
to ginss vessels and tin vessels they are frequently made pur- 
pos f small size? Is not that reaily the evil to be guarded 


rather than the matter ef weight? 

Neither the glass vessel nor the tin can is 
J ontaining special amount in pounds 
or ounces, but the sizes have become standardized in the trade 


vithout any reference to what they weigh, and they have been 

» « with in r decades, and no purchaser from 
ny canner ¢ gests anyt ut the weight in the can. 
They are not known by weight and they never have been known 
by weight The proposition offered by the amendment, offered 
by the gentleman from Illinois and by the original provision 
of the bill, is t ‘| the trade to do what it has never done— | 
lal ciiher in quarts or pints or pounds or ounces 


| to the canners. 


support of my position I desire to have read a letter from 
packing house in my Congressional district, a firm of individu 
whom I take great pleasure in certifying are men of the high 
character, 2 member of whom is president of a canning associa 
tion of some ten or twelve States. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

CHILLICOTHE, OHIO, April 16, 1% 
Hon. Cuas. H. Grosvenor, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: I have taken the liberty to wire you, per inclosed c 
calling your attention to at least one undesirable feature in 
Heyburn pure-food bill now pending. I practically covered this gro: 
in my letter of the 30th ultimo. The feature to which I referre 
including on each package the weight of the package. After const 
ing with a good many of the canners in the Central West, it Is 
general impression that this feature of the bill would bring no ¢£ 
results to the consumers, and that it would be an expensive operat! 
Packers’ cans that are now being used are practical 
of uniform size, and they are manufactured and sold in the follow 
sizes: No. 1 standard, No. 1 tall, No. 13, No. 2, No. 24, No. 3 standa 
No. 3 tall, and No. 10. i 

In putting up canned goods a certain amount of liquor is necessari!s 
used in the way of brines or sirups. None are packed absolutely dry, 


| so that the weight of the can would be no protection to the consume! 


| 


as the cans weigh practically uniformly when filled with fruit or ves: 
tables and with the proper amount of brine. Of course there is 2‘ 
slight variation, owing, principally, to the inability to built automat 

machinery that will fill cans absolutely correct. However, as above 
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stated, it woulda be no protection to the consumers, unless the law would 
provide that the net contents of the can weigh a given amount after 
the liquor has been drained off. It is the effort of every honest packer, 
who is looking for reputation and prestige in the trade, to give the 
consumers an honest product and as much goods in the can as can 

tently be put therein. ‘The quantity of the fruit or vegetable put 

lepends largely upon the packer’s method. 

ra certain process of sterilization goods can be packed somewhat 





can dene: 














drier than under another. Both processes would probably be consid 
ered first cla an< ate. A great many of the products are put 
into the ca a I 1 ile there is approximately 








tom a uni- 
there echt variation. would be a great 
expense, and curtail the output of an up-to-date plant, to undertake 
weigh every can accurate . an absolute weight. strikes me 

and I think I am expressing the sentiment of all honest *kers who 
are catering for the good will of the consumers—that this feature of 
the bill is unnecessary, and that it would be a handicap to the packers, 
who are the most ardent rs of the pure bil. As the 
presiding offi of the ackers’ Canned Association, 
which includes several red representative canners the Central 
States, I feel that I a1 essing their almost 


form amount, 





Si 





or It 









food 









Goods 
in 
inanimous 


opinion 









f when I suggest that tl ire of the bill be el nated. The pack 
ers in the association, of which I have the honor to be the head at the 
present time, are unanimously and most emphatically in favor of a 


pure-food law which wil! compel the 
use the best methods and | it up goods that are absolutely free from 
deleteri or unhealthful stances. While they are unanimous on 
this point, I believe that they feel that the feature in the law to whic 


manufacturers of canned goods to 





ious 









I have called your attention is not essential and is impracticable. 
] A to be practicable in this respect would require a good deal of 


al informati 
be 






and knowledge 
any ion to the 
to be an expensive handi 

I hope you will pardon n 
this subject. 


in 
consumers. 
ip to the « 
ill 3 ie for encroaching upon yo 
However, the importance of this matter 
fraternity is so great that I feel that the above should be 
your attention. While I am very busy at this time, if 
, nd if it ld arr zed, I would feel that it 
the committee and gi them any 
they feel I am in position to give. 
With best regards, I a , very 


order to frame 
On the 
ning ind 


that 
hand, it 


it 
other 


so 


it 
is 


prote 














“ 
pro 






thought ne« 
is my duty 
information on the 


he 





ou to zo 


subject 





+t 


m yours respectf 


ully, 
L. A. SEARS, 
President of Wests Canned Goods Association. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. hairman, I ask unanimous consent 
to print in connection with the letter the statement of the asso 
ciation to which the gentleman refers. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp by the insertion of 
the document to which he refers. Is there objection? [After 
The Chair hears none. 
he statement 


rn Packers’ 


Mr. Ch 


is as follows: 


Dear Sir: Referring to subsection 3 of of the 


section 7 















N S85, as amended by the House, known as the “ weight or measure 
clause of the | food bill,” we, the Western Packers’ Canned Goo 
\ssociation, packers of fruit# and vegetables, desire to present the fol 
ing suggestions for amendments to the bill as it now reads: 
ction 3 of the bill ferred to provides that an article of food 
R f be deemed misbranded: 
4 ‘If in package form the quantity of the contents of the package be 
G I plainly and correctly s®ated in terms of weight or measure on the 
de of the package.” 
; Since this bill was reported the following amendment has been agreed 
pon by the committee having it in charge, to be offered on the floor of 
liouse of Representatives: 
rhird. If in package form, the approximate quantity of the contents 
q the package, at the time put up, be not plainly and correctly stated 
q t of weight or measure, on the outside of the package: Provid« 


t 





the use of particular sizes of packages established by recognized 
om of trade shall be authorized and permitted by and in accord- 


with rules 
the provisions of 


and reg 


ulatior established from time to time under 
section 


2 of this act.”’ 





ve rcest the following changes in subsection 3, which we think 
ld remove tl objectionable feature and make the regulation ap- 

le to canned fruits and vegetables. This amends by striking out 

e words “‘at the time put up” and inserts “except fruits and vege 


in hermetically sealed packages, 
ion,” making it read follows: 
Third. If in package form, the approximate quantity of the contents 
package be not plainly and correctly stated in terms of weight 


reserved by process of sterili- 
I oI 












ri ure on the outside of the package, except i the ise of fruits 
i vegetables in hermetically sealed packages, preserved by process of 
ation: Provided, ete.” Also the word “shall” in place of 
y”’ be authorized. 
lhe adoption of any provision which requires the quantity of 


the 
either exactly, approxi 


: ; 


if ntents of the can to be placed on 
ws mat or the minimum quantity, will serve no useful purpose to the 
er, is impracticable, would not accomplish the purpose sought, 
d add largely to the expense of packing, and its enforcement would 
4 prove a menace to a most important indusiry. 

We are heartily in favor of the pure-food requirements of the com- 

ttee bill, as is every packer in the country, for the effect of its en 
I ent will be to give the people confidence in the purity of canned 


the « 


an, 


3 ; and vegetables and largely increase consumption. 
: rhe gross weight of the can printed on the label, or the net weight of 
4 { ntents of the can printed on the label, would be practicable for 





sold 
} 


by weight, but impracticable for canned fruits and 
in he 


‘rmetically sealed cans. 
he truth is, the weight measure on the can would 
no protection to the consumer. The value of the contents of a 
is based upon its solid contents to some extent; but a far greater 
is produced by the ction, excellence, and succulency of the 
. For instance, a full can of a given size of coarse string beans, 
of peas of the ls r siftings, would not be worth, in eating merits, 
riminating nsumers as much as a can of the same size packed 
one-ha the net weight of the same vegetable in just the 
stage of maturity to get the best results as to flavor and excel- 


vegetables 


or be meaningless 


sel 
soduc 











niv 
niy 


has been said that the consumer has been imposed upon by the 
ition in the size of the cans. We wish to state that there is no 
Variation in the size of standard packages. 
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| 
| 


to | 


} 


The 1-pound regular, the | like 








1-pound tall, the 14-pound, the 2-pound, the 23-pound, and the 3-pound 
sized packages are made from a standard scale fitted down to the t . 
second of an inch, and they are never any different If you ¥ 1 


write for a price on a 1-pound sized tin to any nut of different 








I ‘ man 
ufacturers of tin cans in this country, all would } 

and would quote you identi y the same si i \ 
tion of these different sized packages has grown t I Is and 
requirements of the consume if a small fa 

can of peas, they want it because it is su é 

If another family wants a 14 of | : 
ea i that it is a little f 1 t 


pound size, and will satisfy their needs. The d rent ed n 
which canners are packi ! 
l 1use rs desire 


vec consume 



















































In no case ! a stand x a 
1 of measurement whi n 
and packers of canned frt l ndard 
ziven in terms of measure, : 
of pounds. It simply gives tl { i 
which the goods are packed. A 
give you the standard sizes of ow in p i 
tr one knows just w t hese pacl 
e the density or rravity f 
vis he fact that canned fruits and v« s ! 
the | id and are never said to we ) junds 
a pe d, but are called und, 2 ! 
sary to have any stand » ¥ ‘ 
goods, except possibly ha ; “x ; 
l-pound size, or other or » ¥ I 
would be no objection i 
be used in each case at ’ lard y \ ‘ 
the standard to be acc ne remen na 
In canned vegetal il tl Z S$ weig \ a 
nd the contents, incl t v t f t 
Y to + ld to preserve and flay ’ tT Ws TY 5 
be t contents of the can | mount of li ! 
To il ate: You might pack i f of id 
out adding any water or liquor, 
ripe and little overcooked in tl é 
would « ate and a large per cent of w 
oung tender, su le 
n ( 
to the conditions t 
CR. 
l fr I ! 
I to estab t l 
put into t cans, as l ! 1 ! 
‘lass of products must be | 1 ‘ d Vv 
+ staple products corn, peas, i ft ; put 
the cans by machinery, which fill the 
f from sixty to ninety ca! ut 1 t 





the 
ly 


aut 


cans pass to the cay 


the cans r ly for the final | f ste 


matic process tl 











will vary more or less, according to the consiste of the 

The above represents the unanimous opinio f « 
posed of canners in the follow States: Ol M I 
diana, Iowa, Nebraska, Miss« K s, K ‘ 





W is« 
Yours, respectfully, L. A. SEARS, P 


mnsin 





























Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I am in entire symp y Ww 
the general motives of this bill, but I a fraid ti ve 
liable to make some serious mistak d e bus ss of 
country more harm than good. i I - favor 
the amendment of the gentlemar m New Y« Ly 
afraid, if taking statements » in t o 1 de ( 
his amendment would be ent y withou ’ i 
amendment I agree to in every respect if it wou 
efficacy at all. It is unnecessary, i vy opi 
quite as clear and distinct language t! me pl sion 
ready twice in this bill. 

In the same section to which the amen ! "e 
will be found two provisions Covel ry , Q 
by his amendment. Turning to page 20, in st i 

That the term “ misbranded”’ : ns 
or articles of food, or articles whi ) 
the package or label of which sh s 
ing edients or st st l i 1 in s 
shall be false « i n ar I 

Then take the paragraph following, the o | ' We 
be a 1, the fourth on page 21] We find ‘ this 
as f 

If ps ka its 
sien. <¢ cle ‘ eg ¢ li t l 
t ein wi tat S P 
in any particular 

In substance the same thing is in section 1 of bill. 

Now, what is propsed by the amendment off 1 by tl 
tleman from New York [Mr. SHERMAN] is to s in the tl 1 
paragraph : 

If in package form the quantity of the cor 
not plainly or correctly stated in terms of v 

That is only to make in the same secti three erations 
the necessity of the label being a truthft ! 
does not reach what I understand the committee « vd t 


is that all packages are to be labeled 
If the gentleman from Illinois will give attention, I 
to know whether he claims, 


as Was 
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the general debate, that all packages are required to be branded 
or labeled that go into interstate trade under the bill. 

Mr. MANN. Under the amendment that was offered all pack- 
ages would be required either to have on them weight or meas- 
ure of the contents, or to have on them, subject to the rules and 
regulations, that standard sizes, giving the size. 

Mr. KEIFER. Aside from the proposed amendment? 


Mr. MANN. Without naming in that case the weight or 
measure. 
Mr. KEIFER. Aside from the proposed amendment offered 


by the gentleman from Illinois and from the clause contained 
in the three lines on page 21, I want to know whether the bill 
in general terms requires a branding of all packages. 

Mr. MANN. It does not include a branding of all packages. 
It provides against a misbrand. 

Mr. KEIFER. Then, Mr. Chairman, what I think is best to 
do is try to amend the amendment proposed by the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. MANN] so as to make it clear, and not merely 


to reiterate here that the branding shall be truthful, for that is | 


already provided for. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I ask to have just a moment 


ris 
ill 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent to proceed for one minute. Is there objection? 

Mr. KEIFER. Make it five minutes. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Five minutes. 

BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I object. 

KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I was trying to get the gentle- 
man time to help him out, and now he objects to my request. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Tat- 


EOTT] is recognized. 


Mr. 
Ty 
My 
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Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the objection. 
The CILAIRMAN. The Chair will again state the question. 
The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous consent to proceed 
for five minutes. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 


Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I offer this excuse for asking a 


little more time, that there are in my district several of the | 
largest canning establishments in the United States. They can 
in the proper season tomatoes, but more largely, along the 
valley of the Scioto, in Ohio, they can sweet or sugar corn. | 
There are thousands and thousands of acres devoted each year 
to the raising of corn for these canneries. They daily can many 
thousand cans, and if they have to mark each can, either as to 


weight or measure, they can not carry on their business at all. 
I only wish that this bill shall be such that the canners can 
make a fair branding. They are entirely willing that an honest 
brand shall be required, but if an impossible or impracticable 


brand is required they will probably be driven out of a business | 


of great interest to the people of this country. This would be a 
calamity and unnecessary in this legislation. 


And let me add to what has been said by the gentleman from 


New York [Mr. SHerMAN]. If you will take corn from the 
saine field in a certain condition and ean it, heat it, take it out 
of the same yat, put it in the cans of the same size, hot, seal 


and then puncture it to let the steam off, and then cool it 


and afterwards close it, and weigh two cans treated in that 
way it will be a coincideace if they will weigh exactly the same, 
because the evaporation or something else will vary. They are 
perfectly willing, as I understand it, that the size of the cans 


in each case shall be honestly branded. 

Mr. TALBOTT. Mr. Chairman, I represent a district that is, 
perhaps, as much interested, or more so, in this proposition 
n any other in the country. 
geaced in canning in that district I represent desires to interfere 
the enactment of a law providing for pure food. 

to enactment of legislation that will interfere with 
the business that they are the pioneers in. The pioneers in the 
industry were in my district. In 1870 the first census 
vas taken of the canning industry. The capital invested was 
hout $2,000,000, and only ninety-seven establishments. In 


[Cries of “* Vote!” [ 


S 


acid 


object the 


Cunning 


there were in this country 2,182 establishments, and the in- | 
crease of establishments from 1900 to now, 1905, is 2,687. 

Now, our people contend, Mr. Chairman, that this industry, 
that has flourished and been developed without Federal legisla- 


tion, is an industry that has given to the people of this country 
a pure food, cheap vegetables, almost as good as in the natural 
They would not object to the enactment of this para- 


state. 


They do | 


Now, not a single gentleman en- | 
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on that subject. The canning season is only about six weeks in 
a year. Can you expect an industry like this to undertake to 
put either the approximate or correct weight on 2,500,000,000 
cans in that short period? Gentlemen, it is impossible. If they 
were to try to do it, they would have to weigh each can to itself, 
Corn raised on one farm will weigh more per quart or per bushel 
than corn raised on another farm. Tomatoes raised on one 
property will weigh more per bushel than those raised on another 
property. The character of the soil has much to do with it. 
A rich piece of land will raise good tomatoes, good corn, good 
peas, and will give the highest weight. Poor land raises in- 
ferior goods, and goods of less weight. Our people are as honest 
as any people in the land. They would comply with a provision 
like this if it were possible; but it is not possible; and I want to 
state to the committee that the impression sought to be made and 
possibly was made on the Members of this House and the people 
of the country, that the canners were guilty of putting upon the 
country and upon the market short-weight cans—that is not 
true. You can take and examine every can of tomatoes, corn, 
peas, or whatever they contain on that table, and you will find 
on the can as it was bought by the gentleman from Illinois no 
weight mark whatever. Therefore it was given to the dealer 
without any weight upon the can, and if any fraud has been 
perpetrated upon the people, you are after the wrong fellow. 
You want to get after the dealer. [Applause, and cries of 
“ Vote! ’’] 

Mr. GRAHAM. Mr. Chairman, I shall support the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from New York, and I most heartily con- 
cur in all the arguments he has made. In addition I desire 
to call attention to a few objections to the bill as an original 
proposition. First, as I stated in reply to the gentleman from 
Missouri, it is impossible under the present system of manufac- 
ture to blow glass bottles so as to contain actually the same 
weight or contain the same quantity. The manufacturer may 
have molds prepared for the manufacture of particular sizes, 
but according to the strength of wind of the glass blower, as 
he blows into the mold, the bottle may be light or heavy. It is 
impossible to have them of exactly the same weight, and manu- 
facturers would be constantly laying themselves liable for mis- 
statements by reason of those variations, no matter how slight, 
Second, in regard to the variation of weight and measure of 
contents of packages, they may vary on account of evaporation 
and consequent shrinkage, and that variation will necessarily 
increase as time elapses from date of original packing. 

Mr. PRINCE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
question? 

Mr. GRAHAM. 
Mr. PRINCE. 
being blowing it? 

Mr. GRAHAM. 

Mr. PRINCE. 
gage the blow? 

Mr. GRAHAM. 

Mr. PRINCE. That is the point I wanted to ascertain. 

Mr. GRAHAM. Third, because food products are not sold 
on a weight or measure basis, but in packages so put up as to 
sell at a certain convenient retail price, as for 5 cents or some 
multiple of five. 

Fourth. Because it tends to destroy the value of individual 
label and packages which have obtained a recognized standing 
among consumers and are copyrighted as special designs. 

Fifth. Because such language is not properly part of a food law 
and not necessary since the packages are sold as such without 
any claim of weight or bulk. 

Sixth. Because the language of subdivision “ Fourth,” page 
21, fully protects purchasers from fraud and deception, not only 
as to weight and measure but in all respects, by prohibiting any 
label which may be false or misleading in any particular. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, speaking to this amend- 


him a 


Certainly. 


Does each bottle hay to be blown by a human 


Yes, sir. 
You have no machinery by which you can 


No. 


| ment, I desire to call the attention of the House, and especially 


1900 | Pay ‘ 
| passed a law similar to this amendment, and that the supreme 


graph if it were possible to comply with the provisions of it. 
There are two billions and a half of cans manufactured in this 


conntry in a year. The canning period or the canning season 
in this district for tomatoes, corn, peas, beans, and all those 
vegetables is short, and not one word is included in the hear- 
ings before the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce 


of gentlemen from California, to the fact that the legislature 
of the State of California, in the exercise of its police authority, 


court of California, in a recent case, that of Robert Dietrich, 
decided that act to be unconstitutional. If the State within its 
own border can not undertake to prescribe this sort of a police 
reguiation, then surely the Congress, which has no right to eX- 
ercise police powers within a State, can not do it. I send a 
statement of the decision to the Clerk’s desk and ask that it be 
read in my time. : 

The CHAIRMAN. It will be read in the gentleman's time. 

The Clerk read as fellows: 


MAY SELL BUTTER WITHOUT MARK ON LABEL—ROBERT DIETRICH, CHARGED 
WITIL VIOLATION OF A RECENT LAW, WINS IN THE SUPREMDB COURT. 
The supreme court yesterday discharged Robert Dietrich, a grocer, 

from the custody of the sheriff, where he was placed some time 
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ago for the violation of a recently enacted law providing for the mark- 
ing of packages of butter containing less than 6 pounds or more than 
one-half pound—in other words, the statute requiring the exact weight 
to be printed on packages of butter for sale is declared unconstitu- 
tional and void by that body. ‘ 

Some time ago Dietrich was arrested, convicted, and sentenced to 
imprisonment for disposing of butter on which the exact weight was not 
printed. Immediately afterwards Dietrich applied for a writ of habeas 
ccrpus. As a result of this decision, dealers will be allowed to sell 
quantities of butter which have been put up in any shape that they may 
desire without marking their weight—in fact, according to the hold- 
ing of the court, a dealer may continue, if he is so inclined, to use the 
short-weight system, whereby the customer will get much the worse of 
the deal. 

The court holds with the petitioner that the law mentioned is uncon- 
stitutional, on the ground that it is an unwarranted restriction on_the 
citizen's constitutional right to his property. In rendering the dew i- 
sion, which affects every retailer of butter in the city, Justices Shaw 
and Sloss added dissenting opinions to that prepared by Justice Mc- 
Farland. 

The general decision of the court was rendered on the principle that 
the legislature can not impose an onerous and unnecessary burden upon 
property and business and the right of contract, except when this may 
be done under police power for the protection of the public hea‘th, 
morals, and safety. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Now, Mr. Chairman, the dissenting opinion 
only undertook to say 
power of the State. The majority opinion held that it could 
not be done at all. Now, I should like to know under what au- 
thority Congress acts in enacting a law of this sort? Probably 
Congress can prohibit the transportation of articles by means 
of interstate commerce. Congress has no right to undertak 
to enforce a police regulation like this. Surely, Mr. Chair- 
man and gentlemen, if the State can not within its own bor- 
ders enact a law of this character, as is sought to be done in 
this bill, with reference to the size and weight of packages, 
Congress goes far beyond its authority when it undertakes to 
a 
ao it. 


| Mr. 
See Appendix. | 











[Mr. FLOOD addressed the committee. 


Mr. HAYES. Mr. Chairman, it strikes me that the only 
possible justification we can have for passing legislation of 
this kind, which will necessarily revolutionize the trade cus- 
toms in many industries, is the prevention of fraud upon the 
purchaser and consumer. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
MANN] last night gave us a demonstration of different sizes of 
cans and packages. I submit that any good housewife can dis- 
cover the difference in the sizes without the quantity being 
printed on the packages at all. 

Mr. MANN. But the distinguished gentleman from New 
York [Mr. PAYNE] was unable to distinguish the sizes, even 
after a careful examination and comparison. 

Mr. HAYES. Then I submit that there is no prohibition 
in the law which prevents the purchaser putting the pack- 
age on the seales and determining its weight. But I believe 
that any housewife will very soon discover which is the larger 
can or package. 

There are many instances where goods, like crackers, are put 
up in packages, where it would not only be almost impossible, 


See Appendix. ] 
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in is to give the people pure food, and not to legislate as to the 
exactness of the quantities that they shall get in a package. 

In order that the committee may understand the feeling of 
the people in my district, I ask permission to have read from 
the Clerk’s desk a letter from Hon. Walter O. Hoffecker, a for- 
mer Member of this House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


J. H. 





HOFFECKER CANNING COMPANY, 
Smyrna, Del., March 31, 1906 


Hon. H. R. Burton, Washington, D. C 
My Dear Sir: Concerning the pure-food bill passed by 






































e Senate 
February 21 last and now before the House, beg to call your att 
tion to section 7, subdivision 3, page 21, reading as follows: “ If 
in package form, the quantity of the contents of the package be not 
plainly and rrectly stated in terms of weight or measure on the o 
side of t package,” it will be misbfa: ( As president of the 1 
State Packers’ Association, which organization embraces tl eading 
canners of the States of New Jersey, Delaware, : 1 Maryland, and t 
eastern shore of Virginia as members t of, I rite y 
soliciting that you will use your best endeavors d infh 
this part or section of the bill either elimir l o1 ad 
to canned goods. This provision, if enforced, would ¢ \ 
| hardship on canned-goods packers, for t I n that : 1 
roods of eve ry de ption are fi 1 
as there is no ur y in the « } s i 
applied to 1 \ prese 
uniformity in weight fake tomatoes, f Y 
well aware that tl is nothing les to 
When the seasor ad I 1 Ww it t 
an entirely diver Di rug i 
the same nei rl lit 
and if the tomato s | rt 
weigh as he y a 1 with ite : 
juicy. To « el eve 1 I 
i ‘. They ave ut l y to 
help to take eare t! e ob! 
ean it would resul is i 1 
} tro > and ex] £ vy in to 1 
sumer, and no j 
Car ned ro ts 1 N ' ‘ + ? 
) may be, the can is ¢ is is l y 
| reas ibly demand. t f ss 
yet it exists in every OV If 
} no deception to the « 1 . n n tl 
ner as to oblige him to weig!l ] ve | d 
weights for the same size can’ ¢ t as t 
> the mercl t lling « the ll « I l 
nd wel 
4 her ] ical j ibility wit! t u dt ind 
to the I int deali in ers in title 1a 
re the e « 1 and nd 1 1 
in e, and no pa c use he 1 
\ it favor upon y ( : ents in tt 
busi 3 al » of 
dr T ~ ‘ } | i 
t! ing V 
elit d | VV l rtily in 
v t of « v ( e t i 
me it ) rrespondir 
Sine ng that as packers we may have your eart t and 
| hearty ce in this matter, I am, 
| fery tru yours, W. OG 


but utterly useless to burden the producer and dealer by a pro- | 
vision of this kind, because the package speaks for itself. So | 


with many other things. 

I submit that the amendment of the gentleman from New 
York covers every possible need for legislation of this kind. 
If the weight or the quantity is stated on the package, then it 
should be correctly stated, but I can see no possible object in re- 
quiring every industry in this country that puts up goods in 
packages to state on the outside of the package the weight or 
quantity. It would not only revolutionize the trade in many 
industries, but would be a very onerous requirement upon al- 
most all of them. I hope the amendment of the gentleman from 
New York will be carried. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that I 
may proceed for fifteen minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent that he may proceed for fifteen minutes. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MANN. I first yield to the gentleman from Delaware 
{Mr. Burton] to allow him to speak in his own time. 

Mr. BURTON of Delaware. Mr. Chairman, since this matter 
has been before Congress I have received a great many letters 
irom constituents in my district, interested in the canning 
business, and all agree that such a thing as absolute accuracy 
in weight or measure is an impossibility, or, at least, without 
Weighing each package, and this would entail so much expense 
that it would make the industry unprofitable. I agree with the 


gentleman from New York that the thing we are most interested 
XL——5B67 








The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentlem 
has expired. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the gentleman may have one minute . 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks t 
the time of the gentleman from Delaware be extended one 
minute. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BURTON of Delaware. Mr. Chairman, it is a very ¢ 


| matter for men to say that the objection on the part of the 
| canners to striking out this paragraph of the pro i] $ 
because they are disposed to cheat. The letter I have just rend 
is from a man I know personally, once representing my Si: 
this House. He is president of the Tri-State Packers’ As 
tion, from the three States of Maryland, Delaware, and Ni 
Jersey, and I know that he would not make a stat nt he did 
not believe to be absolutely correct. He says it is in sible 
make uniform-weight cans and packages, and now. ( 
man, I took the trouble to weigh two car of t toes. 
I have no doubt made at the same factory and put up i 
State of Maryland, one at Vienna and the other at R i Sun 
and there was nearly one-quarter of a pound difference in 
weight between the two cans. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent to extend my remarks in the Recorp. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent 
to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BURTON of Delaware. All of the gentlemen from whom 
I have had communications agree that they are in mr l 
national pure-food law, showing by that sentiment that they 
have no disposition to pack unwholesome or im] f 1 prod 
ucts, and therefore it can not be said that they are in opposi- 
tion to the principles of this bill, but they are unwilling to be 


compelled te incur such an expense as would 


make their busi- 
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ness unprofitable. There is no doubt of the fact that a very 
large part of the pack of 1906 has been sold, based upon the cost 
nroduction, and, in some instances, with a guaranty 
g packed in the same way as heretofore; and 
‘e than fair that such pure-food law as may be passed 


of previou 


+} 7 } Be 
ol e goods be ! 


ul this particular subject at least shall not apply to goods 
packed prior to January 1, 1907. 

Now, it is my judgment that a uniform standard of cans 
should be in some way adopted for this whole country, and that 
J es should be made, as nearly as possible, of uniform size, 


ag i] 
1 marked Nos. 1, 2, 3, ete 


‘ as suggested by the gentleman 
from Illinois [ Mr. 


MANN] in his proposed amendment. But in 

all bability the cans for the pack of 1906 and the greater part 

07 have been contracted for and in many cases manufac- 

tured, and a law compelling that a uniform standard to date 

( er than from January 1, 1907, would render worthless 

ih n nds of the cans that have been manufactured in good 
faith and stored ready for use. 


se cans are all made by machinery, and from an examina- 


tion that I have made of the packages that have been before 
{] fouse it is very clearly shown that the different States | 
} classes of machinery which, while they may be uniform 

it particular State, differ in size from those manufactured 


indoubtedly in the future enact a law for cans 








0 n size throughout the country, and I would suggest 
1 e be given through the Department of Agriculture that 

i-a law would be advocated by that Department, in order 
t the manufacturers of tin cans ee the country 
rH it be prepared for what certainly will, and of right should, 
be ena d jni law. 

Mr. PADG I [. Mr. Chairman, I am friendly to this bill and | 
expect to vote for it. I believe we should put forth every 
I mable effort to suppress fraud, and at the same time I favor 
and shall vote for the amendment offered by the gentleman from | 
New York |Mr. SHERMAN], because I believe it is adequate and 
meets the conditions. We should aim to destroy affirmative 

ls. I believe that the people of the United States are | 
nt to buy intelligently a 10-cent can of tomatoes or of 
] :. If we prohibit the publication on the can of a mis- 
statement, we can trust to the intelligence of the people to trade 
for an of tomatoes as well as we can to trade for a mule ora 
hors We might as well require the height of a horse to be 
! 1led upon him as to requir ‘e the weight to be branded on a 


C: rf atoes. 
Mr HU MP HREY of 

| it happens, 
before us, they are a little less than they appear to be? A can 
1 would suppose to be a 2-pound can, comes a little under it; 
yend can, a little under 1 pound. That goes all through 

{ » packages; they are a little bit less than the purchaser 
Would the gentleman think that 


Vashington. 


iin how 


they contained. 


Was incidence or an accident? 
Mr. TALBOTT. If the gentleman from Tennessee will per- 
mit, I will answer. The weight marked on those cans is placed 


there by the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I do not mean the weights 
all. I mean you take the cans of tomatoes and the cans of 


pe and they all have a little less than anyone would sup- 
™ they contained. 

TALBOTT. Is the weight stamped on the can 

. HUMPHREY of Washington. No. 

MANN. Does the gentleman think that the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce extracted any part of the 
co nts of the cans? 

Mir. TALBOTT. I mean to say that with all the canned 
¢ l tomatoes, corn, peaches, and everything—as they come 
f the packer, there is no weight stated on them. 

Mr. MANN. That is true. 

rs (LB TT. If any fraud has been perpetrated upon the 
people, it is by the dealer—the retailer—and not by the canner. 

HU MPI IREY of Washington. The canner made it possi- 
ble for him to perpetrate the fraud by putting up a can that 
Wis apparently not what it actually was; putting up what 
a] » be a 2-pound can when it weighs less than 2 pounds. 

Mr. TALBOTT. The canner helps to do nothing of the kind. 

» canner boug! standard can, and filled it with tomatoes 
or peas or corn-and put it on the market, and if anybody has 
be cheated it is by the retailer. 

STEVENS of Mi: nesota. Then why isn’t the canner 
willing to put upon the can that it is a standard can? 

ir. TALBOTT. The gentleman will understand that the 
canning season in this country for all kinds of goods is only 
from four to six weeks, depending on the climate.- 


a 3 | breath. 
Then, will the gentleman | bre 


in all these cans which are exhibited | 


| bottle, and that machine 


Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. That has no connection with 
this question. Why isn’t he willing to label the cans “ No. 1 
ean,” “No. 2 can?” 

Mr. TALBOTT. Hasn’t the customer got eyes so that he 
can see? Does not the purchaser buy with his eyes open? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Why is not the canner 
willing to state the truth? 

Mr. TALBOTT. The canner 
and be accurate about them. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. 
want to tell the truth? 

Mr. TALBOTT. They do want to tell the truth. 

Mr. PADGETT. Now, Mr. Chairman, in conclusion I want 
to state in answer to the question put by the gentleman from 
Washington that these cans do not purport to state how much 
the contents weigh. The cans do not affirmatively deceive 
anybody. I say that the people are competent to judge of the 
weight and the size of a can of tomatoes or a can of corn as 


can not make those statements 


Why do not the canners 


| much as they are to purchase a horse or a mule or a cow, or 


anything of that kind in the markets of the country. We might 
as well require the age of a horse to be stamped on his shoulder 
and his size and height in hands plainly marked on his side 
as to require the weight of each can of tomatoes or each can 
of corn to be stamped on the can. 

Mr. ADAMSON. When we reach the stage which we are 
doubtless rapidly approaching, the Government will indicate 
and regulate the mule and horse trade when it performs its 
paternalistic duty, and establish regulations for that matter. 

Mr. MANN. Well, it would save a good deal of swindling 
in the gentleman’s country if they would regulate the mule 
trade. 

Mr. PADGETT. In answer to the gentleman from Illinois 
I want to say that the only trade we have from his sectio1 
of the country is when we go up there to buy. We never sell 
there, and if there is any swindling, the gentleman can see 
where it lies. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ADAMSON. I thought the gentleman was going to an- 
swer me instead of the gentleman from I1llfnois. 

Mr. GRAHAM. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a question of privi- 
lege. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. GRAHAM. Inadvertently a few moments ago, in respond- 
ing to the interrogatory of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Mann], I stated that all bottles were still blown by the human 
I want to correct that statement. There are now in- 
ventions whereby machine-blown bottles are made. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not discover any question 


| of privilege in what the gentleman has stated. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman may be given sufficient time to retract all of his 
statements. [Laughter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman may proceed by unanimous 
consent, but he certainly has not as yet stated any question of 
privilege. 


Mr. GRAHAM. The machine now injects the air into the 





The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is not stating a question 
of privilege. He is out of order unless he is permitted to pro- 
ceed by unanimous consent. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that my colleague may proceed long enough to make his remarks 
entirely correct. I ask unanimous consent that he may be per- 
mitted to proceed for three minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent that his colleague may proceed for three 
minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GRAHAM. Mr. Chairman, I desire to state that although 
in making that answer I was inadvertently mistaken, yet the 
force of my argument is the same, because this machine varics 
the same as the human breath. The operator may have that 
air which penetrates the bottle of a little greater force, and thus 
make the glass therefore lighter. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Well, some breaths are stronger than others. 
[ Laughter. } 

Mr. WACHTER. And is it not also true that the amount of 
glass taken up for the bottle varies in different cases? 

Mr. GRAHAM. That is also correct. 

Mr. LAMAR. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
have read the following letter, which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Florida asks unani- 
mous consent to have a letter read. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


APALACHICOLA, FuLa., May 9, 1906. 
Hon. W. B. LAMAR, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C, 

My Dear Sir: The undersigned, who is engaged in the packing busi- 
ness in the district represented by you in Congress, respectfully calls 
your attention to subsection 3 of section 7 of the pure-food bill, which 
applies to canned goods and reads as follows: 

“Tf in package form th 
not plainly ar rrectly 
outside of the package.” 

The adopti m of t 
packed by us would 
its contents stan 
ticable 





e 
{ 
st 


ated in terms of weight or measure on the 





ped on the outside of the same, an entirely imprac- 
procedure, which would 





management of our business almost impossible. 
There is no cbiection to the pure-food bill if it guarantees to the 
consumer what its name implies; but this section would not accom- 


plish the purpose sought, 
to this important ir 
Yours, respt 


nd its adoption would mean a serious menace 
stry in your district. 


tfully, JOHN G. RUGE. 


Mr. SHERMAN. 
this amendment - 
Mr. MANN. Oh, I wish the gentleman would not do that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not mean to close debate now, but I 
wish merely to fix a time. 

Mr. MANN. All of the debate on this amendment has been 
on the gentleman’s side so far. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I was going to say in thirty minutes, which 
was to be under the control of the gentleman from Illinois | Mr. 


Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate on 


Mann], but if the gentleman does not desire such a motion 
made I shall not make it. 


Mr. HOWELL of Utah. Mr. Chairman, I am heartily in favor 
of the amendment proposed by the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. SHERMAN]. It has been clearly established that it is im- 
practicable in the process of canning fruits and vegetables to 
obtain a uniformity of weight in each can. Now, I concede that 
the object sought by the committee—to prevent. imposition and 
deception upon the public—is entirely praiseworthy, but I am 
constrained to hold the opinion that the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. MANN] underrates the intelligence of the American con- 
sumer. The manufacturer of reputable goods of full measure 
and superior quality has no fear of an unscrupulous compctitor 
who stints his measure and disregards the quality of his goods. 
His ways will find him out and bring about his undoing. The 
honest, reputable canning establishment will triumphantly sur- 
vive and drive out of the market all such dishonest concerns. 

The consumer can easily protect himself against short weight 
and similar deceptions without the aid of this legislation. 1 
have received many protests from the manufacturers of canned 
protesting against this provision of the bill. Tomatoes 
and fruits are canned in large quantities in my State. The com- 
panies engaged in this industry are all conducting a strictly 


my 





Loot 


benefit no one and render a successful | 


quantity of the contents of the package be | 


tis would mean that each can of fruit or oysters | 
have to be separately weighed and the quantity of | 
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honorable business, and in a large degree contribute to the gen- | 


eral prosperity. Their product has won a high standard of 


excellence, and they are jealous and watchful of their stand- | 


ing and reputation. They know better than those not familiar 
with the practical business what is an obstacle and a hardship 


upon them. It is manifestly unwise to hamper and annoy 
these beneficial and necessary industries. This legislation hus 
grown out of o demand for protection to the public health | 


‘ather than to guard the pocketbook. 


Its paramount object is 


and ought to be the prohibition of deleterious and injurious | 


foods and drugs. The public are helpless against the artful and 
unscrupulous adulterations whick are palmed off on them. 
Many of these have been shown to contain substances that are 
detrimental to health, and much fraud and deception has been 
practiced upon the people. 
1 demand for relief. 


This measure is the result of a uni- | 


vers If it meets the hopes and expecta- | 
tions of its friends, which I beiieve it will, in purifying and ren- 


dering wholesome the foods and drugs that enter into daily 


consumption, its founders and promoters may well deserve the | 


name of “ benefactors.” 

We may not be able by this measure or any other to abso- 
luteiy prevent fraud and deception, and it is a debatable ques- 
tion how far the Federal Government ought to enter upon this 
extensive and unlimited field where the end sought is purely a 
monetary one. It is plainly evident, however, to anyone who 
the subject a moment’s consideration that the small pro- 
tection to the pocketbook attempted by this provision respecting 


vriy 
Ziv 


food packages is insignificant and unworthy of public considera- | 


tion compared to the gross frauds and deceptions practiced upon 

the public in the great multitude and variety of manufactures 

other than food products. I hope the pending amendment will 

be adopted. 

WILLIAM W. 

parliamentary inquiry. 
The CHAIRMAN. 


Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a 


The gentleman will state it. 
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Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. 


Is it in order at this time to 
offer amendments to this bill? 











The CHAIRMAN. It is not in order now until this id- 
ment is disposed of. 
Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Then I shall ask un 
consent to offer an amendment to the first section and let I 
| considered as pending. 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I shall object to that t] 
time. 
| The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that I 
| may be permitted to proceed for fifteen minutk 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from I] 
| mous consent that he may be permitted to proceed for fifte 
minutes. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr: MANN. Mr. Chairman, the | ling ] 
so-called “ package amendment.” TT I 
one which will require that all p: res be « l 
the quantity of the contents in the way of w 
else under regulations established | the S es 
Treasury, of the Department of Commerce 1 | nd 
the Department of Agriculture they s! be 
ard size which they purport to } lost ed l 
this controversy seems to center around the « 
sition—are in standard-size packages. Cans are known as No. 
1, No. 1 tall, No. 14, No. 2, No. 24, and No. 3. They are not ld 
by the trade as 1-pound, 2-pound, 3-pound car ‘ lt! 
in the very circular letter which the canners 
they refer to these cans as 1-pound, 2-pound, and 3-pound 
cans, and, as I read to the House the other day, tl 
only advertised by the stores as 1] 2-p ! | 
cans, but commonly are called by 1 s C4 
there were no variation, it would 1 ! 
whether they were marked or not. If the I ll ! 
true to the standard size, so far as canned 5 e concerned, 
there would be no occasion for this amend t. but as I wish 
to endeavor to demonstrate to this commi ! n No 
cans, for instance—and I take that size simply for illustratio 
there is a variation in the size of the cans, : tion int led 
to defraud the purchaser, a variation intended to ve 
producer by limiting the quantity that is p 
And the proposition which js submitted he « 
upon this question is far more for the protection of the hon 
producer, the honest canner, than it is for dv el } 
cause it enables him to put up his goods in s rd 
knowing that some less honest canner shall ‘ is 
purporting to be No. 3 and containing less, at le 
Mr. BURTON of Delaware. I would like to ask 
man 
Mr. MANN. I am perfectly willing to yield to questions 
I beg to say to the House that I have asked for as little time 
I thought I could get along with. If I have any time left, I 
perfectly willing to yield to questions then. Now, for il 
here are two cans [exhibiting], each marked “ to tor | 
ean is sold for a 8-pound can—not marked 
is so marked—packed by a Baltimore firm. 
2 pounds 54 ounces. 
Mr. WADSWORTH. How will the customer rw th 
ceryman’s scales are correct? 
Mr. MANN. All I can say about these scales is ; 
furnished by the Bureau of Standards as | g 
Mr. WADSWORTH. Let me ask the g 
| how will the customer know that the s ‘ 3 
are correct? 
Mr. MANN. These are not scales in 1 ry 
| place; these are scales supplied by the Bi of Standard 
| the Government. If the gentleman will px t e to pr ! 
with my illustration, I will be very greatly obliged That 
as it stands, as I say, contains 2 ] ls £ S 
3-pound can, supposedly. Now, gentlem« 
these cans vary in weight, a rding to the f 
tents, according to the th ot i n nat s 
tomatoes weigh more than } . Very ¥ we W 
and see how much this v l 
not opened the can until now. Filling 
filled with water, and not full, it w 
Mr. GAINES of Tenness is th 
Mr. MANN. More th it does : ‘ 
dently there is a little differnce in the s ( 
the can of tomatoes and the can of { l 


little fuller with water, but p 
Mr. CROMER. How much did it weigh 1 the water? 
Mr. MANN. Practically the e, but trifle mors It is 
fair to say to the House that none of these cans i 


$ filled quite 
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full; undoubtedly there {is a little difference in favor of the 
specific gravity of tomatoes. They are a trifle heavier, but none 
of these cans in my observation has yet been filled full with 
any article. Now, that is no reflection upon the article, because 
of course all canners and all gentlemen understand it is abso- 
lutely impossible to have any of these cans filled full of any 
of these articles, because they are filled with heated material 
and there is a shrinkage after they are cooled. But that was 
a can of tomatoes made in Baltimore; a No. 8 size can. It 
weighed 2 pounds 54 ounces. Now, I have a can that weighs 
2 pounds 94 ounces, the same number can—— 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Where is it made? 

Mr. MANN (continuing). New Jersey. So far as standard 
size is concerned, this one is standard size. The smaller can | 





is not No. 3 standard size. That can was a fraud upon some- | 
body. It purported to be a No. 3 can, and it was not a No. 3 | 
can. It was sold for a No. 3 can and was not a No. 3 can. 
Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman weigh the empty can? 
Mr. MANN. I will in a minute if the gentleman wil] pardon | 


me. Now, the difference between these two cans was a quarter 
pound. Gentlemen, see that this can filled with water 
weighs more than the can of tomatoes. The specific gravity of | 


of a 


the two is practically the same. Now, the gentleman wants 
the cans weighed. [After weighing the can.] That can weighs 


six ovmeces and a quarter, or a trifle more. [After weighing the 


other can.] That can weighs five ounces and a half. 
Mr. SHERLEY. What is the difference between the weight? 
Mr. MANN. The difference is three-quarters of an ounce. 
Mr. WACHTER. Are they both the same sized can? 
Mr. MANN. No; I said that one was a smaller-sized can 
than the other. 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. You said that one was a fraud, 
and now you say that one of them is not. 

Mr. MANN. One of them is a real No. 3 standard size, and 
the other purports to be a No. 8 standard size can, bought in the 
trade for a No. 3 standard size, but it is not. Now, I am sorry 
that the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] for the moment 
absent. 

Mr. WACHTER. Will the gentleman permit a question? 
the 5-pound standard size supposed to be a 3-pound can? 

Mr. MANN. A 38-pound standard size is not supposed to be a 
3-pound can. The 8-pound standard size weighs, gross, includ- 
ing the weight of the can, about 2 pounds 10 ounces. There is 
a variation from 2 pounds 93 ouhces sometimes to 2 pounds and 
il It does depend somewhat, not upon the specific 
gravity, because that is almost the same as water, but a little 
bit upon how full the can happens to be. But while the gross 
weight is given as 2 pounds 10 ounces, on the average 6 ounces 


is 


Is 


ounces, 


of that is can. 

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman yield for a brief ques- | 
tion? 

Mr. MANN. If the House will be considerate enough to ex- 


tend my time a little. 

Mr. MONDELL. I simply wanted to ask the gentleman what 
was the widest range in weight between the different cans of 
tomatoes he has found, in ounces—how much they differ? 

Mr. MANN. I think the widest range I found in tomatoes 
was between 2 pounds 44 ounces and 2 pounds 104 ounces, gross. 
Mr. MONDELL. Probably one was the standard so-called 
-pound can” and the other the so-called “23 pound can.” 

Mr. MANN. Yes. Now, the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
PAYNE], who is quite keen of intellect—not only quite keen, but 
extremely took the trouble the other day to examine a 
couple of packages I had on the desk here, and after an exami- 
nation and careful comparison of them, stated on the floor of 
the House that evidently they were the same sized cans, but 
that they weighed differently. [After weighing cans.] That 
they weigh differently is easily noticed here. Now, I should 
have said that possibly they were of different sizes. I am sure 
that no housewife by looking at them could tell whether they 
were of different sizes—perhaps they are the same size. I have 
no way of telling except by looking at them. The gentleman 
{ New York, after a careful examination, insisted that they 
were the same size, and hence that the difference in weight 
must be on account of the contents. The only way I know of 
1 
| 


SO 


esting that is by weighing them. That may be the case. 
\fier weighing can.] That can weighs, with the contents, 2 
pou ids 54 ounces, 


Mr. WACHTER. Where is that from? 

Mr. MANN. That is from Maryland. 
weighing the other can.] We want to give Maryland her due. 
There is one that weighs 2 pounds 34 ounces. That is the only 
instance, I may say to my beloved friend from Maryland, where 
I found that the Maryland goods weighed more than the goods | 
from the other States. And, wishing to give Maryland the ! 


[Laughter.] [After 


benefit of any doubt, I make the illustration. That [indicating] 
is a Maryland can that weighs 2 pounds 54 ounces, the other 
weighs 2 pounds 34 ounces. The difference may be in the 
weight of the can, for all I know. [Weighing the can.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

The question is on agreeing to the amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the gentleman may be given such further time as he desires. 

Mr. MANN. I do not wish to take that. I will take ten min- 
utes. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent that he may proceed for ten minutes. 

Mr. MANN. One of those cans with the contents weighed 2 
pounds 54 ounces and the other weighed 2 pounds 34 ounces, 
and the difference in the weight of the cans is one-half ounce. 

The difference in the weight of the contents was 14 ounces. 
One and one-half ounces is not a great deal, but a considerable 
difference in these cans. [Pouring water into the can.] Already 
a great deal more than there was by weight. Gentlemen can 


see. I weighed the cans, and the ean is filled a little too full of 
water. A can full of water weighs considerably more than a 


can purporting to be filled with fruit. Now, in this case I find 
there is no appreciable difference in the weight of the contenis 
of the can with water and the same can when filled with fruit. 
These were marked “extra heavy sirup,” these fruits; and 
these were peaches, and the weight of the contents in extra 
heavy sirup was half an ounce more than the same with water. 

Mr. LACEY. May not steam bubbles have accounted for the 
difference? 

Mr. MANN. Of course, as I stated before to the gentleman, 
no one complains because the cans are not filled level full with 
fruit, because it is impossible. The cans are filled full of the 
article when heated, and that is as full as they can be filled and 
solder them up, properly enough. <A gentleman made the state- 
ment here the other day that there was a difference of 6 ounces 
in the weight of the same class of article, depending upon 
whether it was new or old. I wish to say to the House that 
there is not a difference of 1 ounce in weight in the contents of 
a can, whether it is new peas or old peas. You can take new 
peas that are perfectly fresh and juicy, and can them, and then 
take a can of old peas, and fill the can with water, and there is 
not a difference of weight of half an ounce to the can. 

The same runs through all, and I will not take up the time to 
open a lot more cans. But perhaps it would be better—— 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I wish to ask the gentleman 
short question. 

Mr. MANN. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. It seems that they have trouble 
about making these glass measures, because they have to blow 
them in a certain way. What is the difference between that 
and the one that the apothecary has, for he has an absolutely 
perfect 2 and 38 ounce, and so on, yials—from which he 


a 


one—2 
sells, on orders, strychnine and various other medicines? 
Mr. BURTON of Delaware. There never was a perfect one. 


Mr. MANN. The talk about the difference in‘ glass measures 
is all moonshine. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I thought so. 

Mr. MANN. Of course it is impossible to make any two 


things in the world identically alike. That never has been done 
by man or God. It is not possible to make two glass bottles 
identically the same size, but there is practically no difference. 
Does anybody think here that a bottle of liquor containing a 
pint and a half was intended to have put into it 2 pints? 

Mr. WACHTER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. MANN. I ean not yield. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. MANN. I ean not yield now, because I have not time. 
Now, I wish to call the House’s attention to this fact: We are 
not asking that these canners shall stamp their standard-size 
can with the quantity in the can. What we ask is that author- 
ity be given by which a man should, if he uses a No. 1 standard 
size, stamp it “ No, 1 standard size,” and use a No. 1 standard 
size; and if he uses a No. 3 standard size, stamp it as a No. 3 
standard size or put on the label “ No. 3 standard size;” and 
if he uses No. 2, let him stamp that as No. 2 standard size. 
We do not ask them to do an impossibility, and I dare say that 
if this provision becomes law it will within eighteen months, 
the time that it goes into effect, be the most popular leg- 
islation with the legitimate canners that was ever put upon the 
statute books. [Applause.] Why should a man who is using 2 
No. 3 standard size can to put up tomatoes be forced into compe- 
tition with a man who uses a short-weight can for the benefit 
of the department stores, for the benefit of the mail-order 
houses, in competition with the legitimate trade? We do not 





6 
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ask an impossibility ; we ask a fair thing for the fair producer 
and the fair thing for the purchaser and the customer, and I 
think if gentlemen fail to adopt this amendment at this time 
they will all regret it, and, in my judgment, if it should not 
become a law at this session of Congress it will not be long 
before the people will demand an even more stringent provision. 
I hope that the amendment of the gentleman from New York 
will not prevail. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Just a word. I think the 
particular amendment of the gentleman from New York ought 
to be discussed for just one moment, so this committee can judge 


as to its effect. It provides, if I heard it read correctly, that | 


where goods are labeled as to weight or measure, the weight or 
measure of the goods in the package shall be correct, under pen- 
alty of being misbranded. The effect of that would be, as 
to canned goods, that there would be no weight or measure at 
all placed upon any canned package in the United States. 
That provision really would prohibit such statement, for the 
reason that these cans are made not for weight or measure, but 


in standard sizes. They are not made to be sold for weight or | 


measure, and could not be labeled as to weight or measure, 
but they would be sold by weight and measure just the same. 
There is nothing in this bill to prohibit just exactly what 


these canners ask for in this circular, the privilege of calling | fraud are raised, the whole commerce stops, bec 


their standard-size cans weight cans and selling them as they 
do now to be worked off on the public as cang sold by weight. 
They would not label them weight cans, they would not have 
to label them weight cans, but they would sell them for weight 
cans. The dealer would advertise them as weight cans to 
the public just exactly as they do now. The department stores, 
the catalogue houses would advertise them in the great news- 
papers as cans of so much weight and as holding so much 
goods. The public would buy them as weight cans, just as 
they do now. Yet they would be standard cans under the size 
of the standard without any label to inform the public of the 
swindle, just as now. The amendment of the gentleman from 
New York would allow that kind of a fraud to be perpetrated, 
and would rather encourage and legalize it because furnish- 
ing a cover for its perpetrators, and for that reason ought not 
to be in this bill. 

Mr. CROMER. I should like to ask the gentleman from IIli- 
nois, if there is a can known to the trade as a “standard,” 
why do you seek in your amendment to compel the man who 
uses the standard can, and who, according to your construction, 
is honest, to go to the trouble of labeling his can? Why not com- 
pel the men who use other than the standard cans to label their 
cans ¢ 

Mr. MANN. All we propose to do is to have him label 
it “ Standard can,” so that they will know whether it is standard 
or not. 

Mr. CROMER. That is the trouble—— 

Mr. MANN. Oh, there is not the slightest trouble about 
printing on a label “ Standard No. 1,” any more than there is 
in printing a picture of a peach. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman 





The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. The | 
question is on agreeing to the amendment offered by the gentle- | 


man from New York. 

The question being taken; on a division (demanded by Mr. 
MANN) there were—ayes 97, noes 52. 

Mr. MANN. I ask for tellers. 


Tellers were ordered; and the Chairman appointed Mr. SHeEr- 
MAN and Mr. MANN. 


The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 
112, nces 45. ° 

Accordingly the amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The committee amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend the pend- 
ing amendment by striking out all after the first word “that” 
and inserting the language which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That from and after the passage of this act all articles of food or 
drugs transported into any State or Territory, or remaining therein 
for use, consumption, sale, or storage therein, shall, upon arrival in 
such State or Territory, be subject to the operation of and effect of 
the laws of such State or Territory enacted in the exercise of its police 
powers to the same extent and in the same manner as though such 
food or drugs had been produced or manufactured in such State or 
Territory, and shall not be exempt therefrom by reason of being intro- 
duced therein in original packages. 

Sec. 2. That the term “food” as used herein shall include all 
articles used for food, drink, confectionery, or condiment by man or 
other animals, whether simple, mixed, or compound. That the term 
“drugs ” shall include all medicines and preparations recognized in the 
United States Pharmacope@ia or National Formulary for internal or 
external use, and any substance or mixture of substances intended to 


be used for the cure, mitigation, or prevention of disease of either man 
or other animals, 
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| measures, the whole bill would go to the country as a piece 
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Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Chairman, this is the proposition sub- 
mitted by the minority in the views which they have presented. 

Gentlemen on this floor have expressed solicitude about pro- 
hibition States, and have declared a willingness to have the law 
so enacted that the prohibition sentiment in those States may be 
respected and their laws enforced. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this simply enlarges the provisions in 
the bill enacted in this Congress some years ago, relating en- 
tirely to the liquor question, and provides that as to all food 
and drugs, whenever they have reached the confines of a State, 
they shall be subject to the laws of that State. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if we could emasculate every section in 
this bill, as we have just emasculated the one about weights and 

iy 
waste paper, of no effect and no harm to anybody, and ¢ 
nobody any good, except those who are seeking to break ¢ 
local regulations, in the insane cry for uniformity. Under that 
amendment, if a man professes nothing, of course he has noth 
ing to perform, and the section is left ridiculous. 

The Federal Government has the power under the Constitu- 


J 





tion to see that interstate commerce runs in regular current 
in regular course of trade through all States; but when i 
reaches a State line, and questions of mol r of deceit o 


and the State alone has the power and the duty to regul: 
‘ 


questions of morality and fair dealing within the State, no mat 


ter whence the subject of complaint comes. You can not get 
around it at all. I invite all gentlemen who are willing to pro 
tect the laws of the prohibition States, and ail gentlemen who 

1 all the States, to vote for 


are willing to permit fair deaing ir 

this amendment. There is no such thing as uniformity. 

+ Mr. SHERLEY. I would like to ask the gentleman if th 
amendment he proposes is what is known as the Wilson <A 

Mr. ADAMSON. Yes; amplified. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Amplified in what respect? 

Mr. ADAMSON. As to all articles. 

Mr. SHERLEY. It doesn’t make it a 
but after delivery. 

Mr. ADAMSON. After it has been deposited inside the Stat 
and then the fact that it comes in in the original p: 
no difference. 

Mr. SHERLEY. The gentleman understands that the Wilson 
Act as construed by the Supreme Court a 
livery to the consignee? 

Mr. ADAMSON. Yes; 
livered inside the State. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Before delivery? 

Mr. ADAMSON. I understand so. 

Mr. SHERLEY. This is a copy of the bill known as tl 
“ Hepburn-Dolliver bill,” extending it to other articles. 

Mr. BARTLETT. If the gentleman will permit me, I want 
to say that I drew this bill and introduced it it e H 
It is a copy of the bill I drew, and it is a copy of the Wilson 
bill applied to food and drugs. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Then it only applies after delivery to 
consignee, as construed by the Supreme Court. 


Mr. BARTLETT. It is the Wilson bill, except as to tl 


pply before delivery 





ppiles oniy alter de- 


and this applies to goods when de- 





| ject-matter. The gentleman from MKentucky will remem! 


that I conferred with him about it before I introdu it 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Chairman, I was proceeding to 
an observation on another phase of the subject, and I fe 
this interruption will consume my time, and I ask un: 
consent that I may have two minutes more 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Georgia asks 
his time be extended five minutes. Is there obje 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ADAMSON. I was about to speak of the idea which 
pels manufacturers and others to seek uniformity id to 
their goods on communities contrary to regulati Oo 
communities. I want to say that the idea of wu 





chimera; it is not practical in law; it is net practical through 
out the confines of this great country. It is not true to ture: 
itis an anomaly and an aboriionin nature. One star differs from 
another star in glory, the leaves differ, men differ, all things 
differ. The notions of things and the people in the differ 
States differ. The fundamental ideas of honesty and fair «d 


ing differ among different people in different sections, and 


takes all these things to make a great country like th I say 
to you again, what the States object to is not that the people 


! 


are unable to attend to their own business and not that the 
folks are unable to legislate for their own protection in a Stat 
like half a dozen I could name, which show themselves able to 
take care of themselves and do not want the interference « 

other people, They object to the effort on the part of Congress 


e 
ol 
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to force into them contrary to their laws, contrary to their in- 
terests, contrary to their ideas of right and justice, commodities 
and goods that are calculated to deceive and rob and swindle. 

I know of a great many States in which the people instead of 


asking Congress to help them to protect the morals and lives 
and health of the people ask only that other people let them 
alone; that their right under the Constitution be recognized to 
protect themselves from folks in other communities and prevent 
them from injuring, violating, and overriding local rights and 
Jocel intelligent common sense. This country is only made up 


iggregated intelligence and honesty of the people, and any- 


body who deprecates the virtue and intelligence of his own 
St and appeals to these Halls to seek superior intelligence 
and honesty from the Federal Government in the administra- 


tion of the affairs of his people, derogates from the character of 
his people and degrades the State in which he lives. [Applause.] 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to state for the informa- 


tion of the committee that while this is not a substitute tech- 
] ly, it is in effect, and the Chair will treat it as pending 
au vill not put the question on it until amendments affecting 
tbe bill have been acted upon. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I offer the 
following amendment. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 


ir. SHERLEEY. I understood the gentleman from Georgia 


to offer an dment, and ! understood the Chair yesterday 
to state that 1idments would be considered as offered. I 
su se they are open to discussion. 


The CHAIRMAN. This amendment is a substitute, and it is 


an amendment to strike out the entire paragraph. Under the | 
rules, before the question is put on that amendment, amendments 
secking to perfect the text will first be put to the committee. 

Phe Clerk read as follows: 


Add after the word “ ingredients,” line 25, page 21, “and that does 
I nilict with any of the provisions of sections 6 and 7 of this bill.” 


Mir. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, there were 
St thing over 105,000,000 gallons of imitation whisky dis- 
posed of, consumed, and sold in the United States last year. 


little over 2,000,000 gallons of whisky in its original integ- 
rity was consumed by the people of the United States. The 


United States census declares the most of that 105,000,000 


s to be made of “neutral spirits and drugs.” I have al- 
ways been, as I took occasion to say briefly yesterday, an ear- 


advo ate 

I desire 

is bill a 
adulteration. 
I sire that there shall be no discrimination as to the ap- 
ion of adulteration or misbranding any product included 
food list. We have no justification in conscience or law 
this bill that applies to one food product 


of the pure-food bill. I am equally that to-day, 


ainst any food products, either in mislabeling or 


, 


mn ine 


4 : ] ee : 
U¢ mike a rule nD 


above all things else to avoid any discrimination | 


i 








ALL 
d not to another. My amendment is simple and plain and 
easily understood. It is, on the twenty-fifth line, page 21, of 
t bill, after the word “ ingredients,” to add “and that does | 
n mflict with any of the provisions of sections 6 and 7 of 
tl ill.” 


‘ 


f we mean to do what is consistent with the spirit of this 


b if we mea xe » any subject-matter in this bill | 7 oe p 
mean not to exclude any subject-matter in this bill | form with the provisions of the bill that I have pointed out 


under the definition of food, under which whisky is included— 
t] ill adopt this amendment, and for this reason: That 
stands, in the provision for “ blend,” in lines 23 
page 21, “‘not excluding harmless coloring and flavor- 
rredients,” it stands a provision palpably and in- 
nally in conflict with the definition that is given of 
‘ated and misbranded food in the first clause of the bill 
to aduiterated food. It reads (page 19, line 5): 
» has been mixed and packed with it so as to reduce 
affect its quality or strength. 
substance has been substituted wholly or in part for 


a 
— & 


9 a | 
re 


as 





1) ‘ 
ously 





colored, powdered, coated, or stained in a 
inferiority is concealed. 


to “misbranded” in 


mixed, 
I or 


aamage 


with reference this bill as de- 


the 


8-year-old whisky. What does the “rectifier” do? He takes 
a half pint of fresh new whisky, right from the still and puts 
it into the quart bottle that contains the thimbleful of 8-year- 
old whisky. Thus far he has complied with the law in blend- 
ing “like substances.” Then he puts in his different chemicals 
and drugs, his oils, his prune juice, his flavoring or rye es- 
sence, his bead, and his aging chemicals, and with those things, 
between sunset and sunrise, he makes his blended whisky and 
marks it “ Hight-year-old whisky,” “Pure old Kentucky 
whisky,” and it goes to the whole country as a genuine straight 
product. 

Mr. WANGER. Mr. Chairman, 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I yield. 

Mr. WANGER. Do I understand the gentleman to say that 
he regards the drugs and oils to which he has referred as like 
substances to whisky? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. No; I did not say that. I 
say that when you put the half pint of fresh whisky just come 
from the still into the quart bottle where the thimbleful of 
S-year old whisky is, you have got “like substances blended.” 
Then you have, under the provisions of this bill, on line 24, 
page 21, to put in your “ harmless coloring and flavoring ingre- 
dients "—that is tosay, the rectifier gets his oil of Bourbon from 
Ohio, his prune juice from New York, his bead oil from Massa- 
chusetts, and aging oil from Michigan, and with the thimbleful 


will the gentleman allow 


| of real whisky and the half pint of fresh whisky he in a few 


hours turns out a full quart of his imitation whisky. ‘That is 
what you want put in, and that is what you make up the bal- 
ance of the quart of whisky with, and that is what makes these 
105,000,000 of gallons of whisky that the census pronounces 
“neutralized spirits and drugs.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani- 
mous consent that I may be permitted to proceed for five 
minutes. 

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- 
mous consent that he may be permitted to preceed for five min- 
utes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WANGER. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman another question. Does the gentleman regard these oils 
and drugs as harmless articles? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I do; but as imitation, and 
as deceiving the public, and intended to deceive by being mis- 
branded and adulterated. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. It makes counterfeit whisky. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Because they mix a half 
pint of fresh new whisky with a thimbleful of old whisky, and 
that is “ blending like substances.” Then they put the coloring 
and the flavoring matter in, giving it age, flavor, and smooth- 
ness, and the next morning they mark it “ pure whisky,” “ whis- 
ky 8 years old.” There is where the imitation comes in. 
Why do you not want to apply to this great product of whisky 
the same standard that you apply to labeling foods and to mis- 
branding foods? What is the reason for it? Ah, Mr. Chairman, 
there is the test. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. How do you propose to stop it? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. By simply making it con- 


as to adulterated and misbranded goods. If it be labeled or 


| branded so as to deceive or mislead the purchaser, if it has those 


| sists of. 


concomitants in it, if it is new fresh whisky and one thimbleful 
of 8-year-old whisky and has this oil and, caramel with prune 
juice and various other ingredients unknown to anyone, let 
them mark it as such. You have never heard yet of a botticd- 
in-bond whisky man undertaking-to mark his whisky in imita- 
tion of the spurious and “ neutral spirits” whisky. Oh, no; it 
is the neutral spirits dealer who marks and brands his iu 
imitation of the bottled-in-bond whisky. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. How do you want this whisky 
marked so that you can tell it? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I would like to have it 
marked as “blended whisky,” and stating the ingredients in 
plain and simple terms—that is, what the blended whisky con- 
That is all. If a man wants to drink it, let him do it. 


| | am trying to make the whisky man put the truth on the barrel, 


| rectly. 


fi provision as to blending conflicts directly with the 
first paragraph of the subdivision on page 20: 

‘ an imitation of or offered for sale under the distinctive 
= nd. Tf it be labeled or branded so as to deceive or mislead the 
p r, or purport to be a foreign product when not so. 

I desire, Mr. Chairman, to make a practical illustration of | 
this Let us take, for example, an empty quart bottle and 


put in it one thimbleful of S-year-old whisky, and set beside 
quart bottle filled with 8-year-old whisky. You 

then, in one bottle one thimbleful of 8-year-old whisky 
in the other quart bottle sitting beside it a full quart of 


it another 


have 


| 


as we require them to label the different foods and medicines cor- 
That is the broad and comprehensive meaning of this bill. 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. And the gentleman is also trying 


| to protect the real 8-year-old whisky. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Yes; I am trying to pro- 
tect that of which the Government gives a guaranty of its 
purity—the bond and bottle whisky, or any other whisky that 
is straight and correct. 
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Mr. CLARK of Missouri. This very section provides that Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I 


yield to the gentleman 

they shall plainly indicate blends or imitations. from Missouri. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Yes. Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Chairman, if I understand the gen- 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Pure whisky is as white as water, | tleman from Alabama, his objection to the coloring is put upon 
is it not? this ground, that in the regular way whisky can be only colored 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Yes. in an oak cask after years of being there. That by l 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. And the coloring that is in the | oring matter whisky can be colored in an hour 








whisky, the ved liquor, as it is called, comes from the charred | as to deceive the buyer. Do I understand the gentleman cor 
inside of oak barrels, does it not? | rectly? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Well, that is supposed to Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. That is exactly correct 
be the fact—that is, you put in the charred Sauaed the original | that between sunset and sunrise they will bring « next morn 
product that comes from the still—ethyl alcohol and secondary | ing, with all these concomitants of coloring matter, yori 
products. ete., a barrel of whisky, that they mark on th "_ 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The white whisky? ; Kentucky whisky, age 10 years.” 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Yes; and it stays in there Mr. SHERLEY. Now, will the gent! n tell the House at 
for four years under the bottle and bond law, and it gets from | what period of time the coloring of whisky by t charred 
the charred barrels certain colorings and certain flavoring that | rel became the regular method of doing th 
never can be acquired in any other way. Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Oh, I « | M 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I desire to ask this question: If | Chairman. What has that to do with this q 
you put this whisky—that is, the original white whisky—in a Mr. SHERLEY. I think it has a great | 
barrel and it gets its coloring from the oak barrel, what differ- Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabar Mr. ¢ i I t 
ence does it make if some other harmless coloring substance is | fied that there are good, reput: gent 
put in the whisky? | business because it is allowed, and all ] 3 f 1 1 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Because it is an imitation. | bill is that when you go to sell me anything you put the i 
Why are you not willing to mark it on the barrel just exactly | Rame on the barrel or the jug, so I can tell wh 1 am 
what it is, regardless of whether what has been added to it is | ing; and I will tell you further than that 
“harmless” or not? Mr. BARTLETT. Your amendn vil y Vv 1 mean 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I would have everything marked that you would not have any other kind of whisky except what 


+7 


. . . "Ee ] x tt vi‘? 
if I was drawing the law; but I am asking you the question ae “o> nf eine a ake = Not | i 
. : + aes : all ; hi Mr. SH: N ¢ Alabama. Not at all; it « son 
What is the difference in principle between the white whis! : th: yg er eee ; . t 
. ' te eC t 1OF ral( 1a \ 
colored with the charred oak barref and the same whisky col- | ™C@?™ ‘at, ; y 











; 7 : ‘ Mr. BARTLETT. I differ with the gentleman. want t 
ored with something else that is harmless? Boone > ay a a3 Foes 2 : th t a lend : a er daar 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Simply it is different; that | cree ae een aan nee, undue the wuidanee en arti 
by keeping it in the charred barrel four years it acquires age, tic vs a the Ge rent bs ee ae * aa hisky = 
pik ¢ > wovernment as the rmOTTLer yy LIS 
; \' am avor. . ‘TY ‘ ™ . . - . ‘ 
COtee, Sa ee ‘ . : P a at Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. No. I think not, for as I 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That is a different proposition. 


: said in my remarks yesterday, the committee that rep 1 the 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. It acquires age and color, | },t¢joq¢-in-bond act said it was an assurance to the purchaser 
and the other is an imitation and put off on the public as being =r . ; ; 
the true and genuine article, made by flavorings and colorings 
that are harmless. 
The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I ask for five minutes for the gen- 
tleman, so I can ask him a.question. 
Mr. STANLEY. I want to answer the question of the gentle- 
nan from Missourt. : whisky that is 8 years old? 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I yield to the gentleman s , 


of purity. 
Mr. BARTLETT. The gentleman is not famili 
statute of the States, then. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Aiabama. I think I am. I s 
differ with the gentleman from Georgia [| Mr. BARTLETT] 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. One of your pr it 
a whisky that is made in twelve kours should not be k l 





Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. That is it. I have st l 

from Kentucky. , . ’ : ° . ¢ 8 ‘ it plainly. 

Mr. STANLEY. The color of whisky is an indicia to its it. Ate of Seemeense That te one of the frauds ti 
quality and its age. ought to be stopped. Does not whisky get red \ . os 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I understand that. Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Y« t lire 

Mr. STANLEY. You put your white whisky into a charred | eolor. 
oak barrel, and you can not go there the next day and draw out Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. And you want to p1 t tl 
red liquor; you can not go there the next month and draw out Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I do. And e 
liquor with a proper color; you can not go there the next year | give it a flavor by beading of some kind, with s 
and draw it out. soap, and they put it in and mark it, and put it out to 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Now, I will tell you what I am | try for 8-year-old whisky. I am simply contending, Mr. | 
willing to do. I am willing to vote for a proposition to put | man, if you please, for a trut hful declaration by | 
a label on the whisky barrel so it will tell how old it is. mark, and I do not think any discrimination s ld 

Mr. STANLEY. Iam with you. this bill between this great product and any other 1 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. But I do not see why it hurts Mr. BARTLETT. I did not expect this : d 
whisky to put harmless color or sweetening into it. My own | from a member of the committee, because I ler 
judgment about that is that the more harmless color and | committee was agreed upon that point. 
sweetening matter you get into it the less damage the whisky | Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. If the gentl 1 fr 
is going to do, because you are not getting:so much whisky. | Georgia will allow me to interrupt him a mo! , | will sa 
[Laughter and applause. ] that I told him a few minutes ago, sitting right there, that I 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. But you would rather have | intended to offer this amendment and I offered it with the full 
surely a pure article, if you want to drink it, than an imitation. knowledge and consent of the Committee on Inter ik 


You do not want to have all of these drugs, prune juice, ex- | eign Commerce, because I objected to the ] 

tracts, ete., as the census report calls it, and probably a little | mittee. I told the gentleman that, sitting rig here. 

wood alcohol thrown in for good measure. Mr. BARTLETT. Yes, sir; you did. That is the first time 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Why can not you reach the object | I had heard of it. 

you are after by requiring these people to put on the bottle, the| Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. You heard it then. 

jug. or barrel the age of the whisky? Mr. BARTLETT. Yes, sir; I did. That was the first time 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. And the other concomitants | I heard of it. 

of the whisky, or substantially so, sufficient at least to inform a | Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. You heard it then. 

purchaser what he is drinking. | Mr. BARTLETT. Yes; I did. Mr. Chairman, I made that 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. What are the other concomitants? | statement and I adhere to it. In connection with this end 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Why, the aging oil, the} ment now offered, if adopted it will destroy that provision in 

prune juice, the rye essence, the bead—these are some of the} the bill, which permits harmless coloring or flavoring ingre- 

coloring ingredients that enter into this imitation whisky. dients to be added to whisky when blended or rectified. I will 
Mr. DE ARMOND rose. say that the whole effort behind the pure-food bill, as it was 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentle- begun and continued, has been a contest between the bottled-in- 

man from Missouri? bond whisky people and those who are rectifiers or who produce 
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blended whisky, the bottled-in-bond whisky people insisting 
that no one ought to be permitted to sell whisky except them- 
selves, claiming that they are the only manufacturers of good 
whisky or pure whisky. I have not the time to detain the 
House with a discussion as to the merits or demerits of the one 
or the other. Both are bad enough. I do know that each one 
of them, both the bottled-in-bond and the blended or rectified 
whisky, contains poisonous substances, and I do know that rec- 
tified or blended whisky as hereafter made and offered for sale 
under the provisions of this bill when it becomes a law will be 
no more injurious than the bottled-in-bond whisky, the best of 
it, because under this bill, if it becomes a law, the blender will 


have to take two whiskies of the same character—that is, 
straight whiskies—and blend them together, either by reducing 


their proof or adding to them harmless ingredients or coloring 
matter, or by doing both. 


The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. RICHARDSON] just now 
stated that the Government of the United States did not take 
the same care with reference to inspection of rectifiers and 


blenders as it does to the original manufacturer of whisky. 
I beg to call the attention of the House to sections 3317, 3318, 
5519, and 8520 of the Revised Statutes, and to various other 


statutes, and to the constructions that have been put upon them 


by the Treasury Department, in which all care is observed to 
prevent fraud or the introduction of impurities. Not a step | 
can be taken by the rectifier or by the blender which is not | 


inder Government supervision. And the effort here made to 
ostracise one kind of whisky and put the Government stamp of 
approval on another ought not to find its way into an alleged 
pure-food bill. 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. 
question? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Yes. 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. 


May I ask the gentleman a 


The gentleman from Alabama 


in which presented, permitted a man to take a thimbleful 
of old whisky and fill up the balance of the vessel with new 
whisky and call it whisky eight years old, and put it upon the 
inarket as eight-year-old whisky and sell it. Is that true? 

Mr. BARTLETT. I do not think it is. But under the provi- 
sions of this bill you can not do it, because every section it is 
proposed to amend defines what a blend is—that is, a blend is 
the mixing of two similar substances, two similar kinds of whis- 
kies—and the amendment that was put upon it provided that if 
you add to it harmless ingredients for flavoring and coloring it 
should not be against the provision that defines blending. The 


Senate bill defined “blending” to be the combining of two | 
similar substances. I offered the amendment in the committee, 


nd it was agreed to by the Committee on Interstate and For- 


eign Commerce, which permits the use of “ harmless coloring 
and flavoring ingredients,” and if the pending amendment is 


fopted it will virtually emasculate that provision and destroy | 
: + | that if any rectifier or wholesale liquor dealer fails to do any of 


the business of the manufacturers of blended and rectified 
whiskies. A word in reference to the character of blended 
whisky, Mr. Chairman, and I am through. All whisky, when 


originally distilled, is white or colorless. 
Now, anybody who has the idea that the color of whisky comes 


from age is not informed on that subject. My friend from Ten- | 
nessee |Mr. GAINES] asked about that. You may take whisky 
ud put it in glass for years, and it would still be white. It 
neither color nor flavor by age. These qualities are ac- 
quired from the way it is treated or kept. 


‘he Commissioner of Internal Revenue, Mr. Delano, under 
date of September 16, 1869, which may be found in Volume X 
Internal-Revenue Records, 


which I quote the following extracts: 


> 


fo mix any material with distilled spirits, wine, or other liquor, 
which does not result in producing either a spurious imitation or com- 
I id lig is not rectification. 

I ne whether the mixing is rectification or not under this 





stat see 
quo named is manufactured by 
imitation of and held out to be 


‘ ist f the ; you must therefore look to the result to 
whether eiiher of the three kinds of liquors 
the mixing. A spurious liquor is an 


tation liquor 
is such imi 


A compound 


is.one that is an imitation of the genuine and 
ion. 
any liquor composed of two or more kinds of 





liquor is 





ts mixed with any material which changes the original character 
of cither so as to produce a diferent kind as known by the trade. 
It follows, therefore, that the mixing of liquors identical in kind as | 
known by the trade does not constitute rectification. 


For instance, a party may mix a material with spirits, wine, or other 
liquor, which will not produce either a spurious, imitation, or com- 
pound liquor, but such mixing is nevertheless rectification if it results 
in either purifying or refining the spirits, wine, or other articles thus 
mixed. 

‘rom the foregoing it is apparent that a compound liquor is 
neither a spurious nor an imitation liquor, and that rectified 
whisky is neither a spurious, an imitation, nor a compound 
liquor, 





page 121, rendered a decision, from | 
| 








What is described as “compound liquor” is known in the 
trade and applied to whisky as a “blend,” which usually in- 
cludes the addition of harmless flavoring and coloring matter. 

A mixed whisky is a mixture of two straight whiskies, with- 
out the addition of anything else, and a rectified whisky is a 
whisky made by freeing the high wines from fusel oil and add- 
ing thereto coloring and flavoring. 

There is as much governmental inspection and supervision, if 
not more, thrown around the business of the rectifier, blender, 
and wholesale liquor dealer as there is around the business of 
the distiller. 

Section 3319, Revised Statutes of the United States, limits 
the persons from whom a rectifier or wholesale liquor dealer 
may purchase distilled spirits. Penalty, $1,000. 

Section 33817a, Revised Statutes of the United States, provides 
that when a rectifier expects to rectify or compound distilled 
spirits he shall, before emptying any package of distilled spir- 
its for that purpose, give notice in duplicate to the collector, 
and submit such package for the inspection of the United States 
gauger, who weighs, gauges, and makes return thereof to the 
collector. 

Section 3320, Reviseé Statutes of the United States, provides 
that when a package is filled on the premises of a rectifier it 
shall first be inspected and gauged by a United States gauger, 


| who shall affix a stamp thereto, ete. 


Section 3318, Revised Statutes of the United States, as 
amended, provides that every rectifier and wholesale liquor 
dealer shall provide a book, to be kept in a form prescribed by 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, and that he shall on the 
same day on which he receives any spirits, and before he 
touches them or alters them in any way, enter in such book the 
name of the persons or firm from whom, and where received, 
by whom distilled, rectified, or compounded, and when and by 


; : ago ega | whom inspected, the be vine and proof gallons, the 
{[Mr. RicHARDSON] just now stated that this bill, in the shape | whom inspected, tl number of wil I 5 


kind of spirits, and the number and kind of stamps thereon; 
and before he sends any spirits away from his premises he shall 


| make similar entries, thus keeping a perfect account with the 


Government of everything which he receives in and everything 
which he sends out. He is, furthermore, required to keep this 
book open for inspection, and on or before the 10th day of each 
month he must send to the collector a transcript covering the 
preceding month. Any false entry or failure to keep the book is 
severely punished. 

‘ Section 3277, Revised Statutes of-the United States, requires 
rectifiers to furnish facilities to internal-revenue officers to ex- 
amine and gauge any vessel or utensil on the premises, and to 
supply all the necessary assistance for inspecting the premises, 


| stocks, and apparatus applying to such persons, and for that 


purpose he must open all doors, boxes, packages, and casks for 
examination under a heavy penalty. 
Section 3456, Revised Statutes of the United States, provides 


the things required by law or does anything prohibited by law 
and no specific punishment is mentioned by any other provision, 
he shall pay a penalty of $1,000 and forfeit all the liquors 
owned by him or in which he may have any interest. 

There are about 1,000 real rectifying houses, and a Govern- 
ment gauger is assigned to each, and in addition there is quite 
a large number of special agents and assistants who continually 
inspect these places. 

By reference to these sections it is apparent that it is not 
possible for him to do any of the disreputable things which have 
been charged to him and to which my friend from Alabama has 
called attention. 

Mr. Chairman, everybody who has studied the question knows 
that blended or rectified whisky is no more injurious than 
straight or bottled-in-bond whisky—that the coloring of whisky 


| does not come from age, but that it comes from ingredients added 


to it, or it comes from the barrel or from the wood in which 
it is placed. It is not dependent on the age but on the coloring 
matters which are added to it or which it extracts from the 
wood; and I will not vote to destroy one legitimate business in 
order to build up another—certainly not to establish a whisky 
trust. That is all I desire to say on this subject. {Loud 
applause. ] 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
to be heard half a minute. 

The CHAIRMAN. Wait a moment. 
gentleman may proceed for one minute. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I do not know anything about 
the “age” of whisky. I do not know anything about making 
whisky. 

The CHAIRMAN. 


I ask the House to permit me 


Without objection, the 


There is but little more than an hour left 


1906. 


to the committee, 
order. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, if the committee will bear 
with me, I shall endeavor to tell what little I may know in 
regard to the manufacture of whisky, in order that I may aid the 
committee in voting intelligently on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Alabama. 

Whatever may be the difference of opinion as to the wisdom | 
of this bill among Members, I presume that all men here are | 
a unit in the desire that if we have a pure-food law, its purpose 
and result shall be purity of food and drugs rather than dis- | 
crimination against competitors in trade. [Applause.] The | 
reason I am on my feet to speak on this matter is because there | 
has been a persistent attempt on the part of certain Members 
in the whisky trade to use the Congress of the United States to 
legislate them into prosperity and their competitors out of pros- 
perity. To make legal their particular method of manufacture 
and to make illegal other particular methods of manufacture. 

Now, there is on the statute books to-day an act known as | 
the “ bottled-in-bond” act. It gives peculiar advantages to | 
the distiller, against which not one word of complaint has been 
had; but when, not satisfied with that act, they undertake to | 
proscribe every man who does not put his whisky out to the 
public under the “ bottled-in-bond” process as being a fraudu- 
lent dealer, it is proper to protest. I stated to the gentleman 
yesterday; and he has had twenty-four hours to take up the 
challenge, that if he could show me a line on the statute books | 
that went to secure the wholesomeness or purity of whisky, in | 
the true sense of the word purity, I would support an amend- 
ment such as he has offered, and he has not yet shown it to me. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. strongest reference | 
that I made then and can make now is the guaranty of an act | 
of Congress saying that that whisky bottled in bond was a 
pure whi 


and no business will be done until we cd 


The 


rhisky. 

Mr. SHERLEY. There not anything in the bottling-in- 
bond act that says that. If one of the pages will bring me the 
bottle of Overholt whisky on the table there, I can state to the | 
House what the green stamp does say. It carries six 
things to the knowledge of the purchaser. It carries the knowl- 
edge that a certain distiller manufactured it. It carries the | 
knowledge that the distillery is located in a certain internal- | 
revenue district. It carries the knowledge that the whisky 
was made at a certain time, that it was bottled at a certain 
time, that it a certain proof, that the tax of $1.10 was 
paid on it, that nothing has been added after distillation but | 
water, and that is all it does guarantee. Now, what makes the 
purity of whisky, and how is it made? Whisky may be made 
out of corn, rye, barley, and various other grains. Its quality 
depends largely upon the quality of the grain, the quality of | 
the yeast, the cleanliness of the mash tubs, ete., and the proper | 
distillation. There is not one line of the internal-revenue law 
that an inspection of the grain to see whether it is a 
pure grain or a musty grain; not a line which Jooks to see 
whether the culture of the yeast be a proper culture, or whether | 
it contains bacteria which are harmful. There is not a line | 
to say that when the whisky is distilled it is properly distilled, | 
so as to get rid of the first run or the last run over, which con- | 
tain the worst elements in whisky. 

There has been a lot of talk about neutral spirits, about 


is 


some 


is 









looks to 





OL 
cologne spirits, as if that was some bugaboo to scare people. 
Those who know anything about the manufacture of whisky | 
know that the purest ingredient in it is the neutral or cologne | 
spirits. It constitutes from 98 to 99 per cent of all whisky of | 
full proof, and it is absolutely pure. It contains the medicinal | 
property in whisky. The more of ethyl alcohol, which is the 
neutral spirit, you have in whisky, and the less of fusel oil, the 
purer whisky you have. 

Now, in the old days, before the internal-revenue tax came 
into existence, whisky was made by distilling neutral spirits 
from the grain and afterwards adding coloring or flavoring 
matter. The Kentucky whisky was shipped to Cincinnati, then 
the great market—sent there as white whisky and then colored 
and flavored to suit the purchaser. But subsequently it was 
discovered that by putting it in a charred barrel the whisky | 
would, in the course of time, take a color and flavor; that the 
flavor increased and the color increased with age. In other | 
words, they discovered another process of adding to the whisky 
coloring and flavor. Instead of adding the coloring and flavor 
directly by putting caramel in it to flavor and adding col- | 
oring matter to suit the public taste, they added these by | 
taking a white-oak barrel, charring that barrel, and from the 
tannin of the oak and the char of the barrel they would get the | 
flavor and color. Now, under the bottling-in-bond act, whisky | 
has to stay in the warehouse four years before it can be bot- 
tled. There is no guaranty to any man who buys bottled-ia- 
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bond whisky that he is getting a high-grade whisky, that the 
grain out of which it has been made has be« 


1 properly selected, 


that the yeast is a proper yeast, that the distillation has been 
proper. Under existing law it is absolutely possible to take 
whisky made at the time when the beer vats are sour, and the 
whisky itself is sour and musty, so mean that the slop of it 


would hardly be drank by cattle, and to 
the distillery, roll that barrel a re 
it stay there four years, 


run that into a barrel ; 
ristered warehouse, let 
bring it out, bottle the w 


into 








vhisky under the 
seal of the United States Government, and impose it upon the 
| public as pure whisky. If you wanted to legislate for purity, 
you ought to undo instead of piling up more law. There is not 
a “ bottled-in-bond ” man who does not advertise “ the Govern- 
ment guarantees the purity of my whisky. See the green ip 
of Uncle Sam.” And yet, in point of fact, he knows that the 
only guaranty is that the whisky has gone through the dist 

| into the warehouse and has been bottled without anyt g el 
added. Now, the thing added may or may not improve the 
whisky. In this connection I want to say that there is rreat 
distinction between fine blended whisky and what is popularly 
called “ rectified whisky.” There is a great misuse of the term 
“ rectifying,’ which has become, in the mouths of some genile- 
men, something fearful. Yet what does it mean? To make 
right; to purify. That was the original and true meaning of 


the word “ rectifi ation.”’ 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. If 


he gentleman will par- 















don me, the gentleman said that we used very flippantly the 
vord “ rectify,” and that it was a great bugaboo. The gentle- 
man will let me read to him section 3244 of the Revised Statutes, 
and then tell me if he thinks he is right: 

Every person who shall, by mixing such spirits, wine, or ot iquid 
with any materials, manufacture any spurious, i! ation, or ) d 
liquors r sale under the name of whisky, brandy, gin, 1 
spirits, cordials, or wine bitters, or an : ak 
a rectifier and as being e1 red in the business of rectify 

Mr. SHERLEY. Now, Mr. Chairman, the n has 
illustrated extreme fairness by reading one-hal t law. 
Now, in order that we may have all of the law d not 
from a circular, but from the Revised Statutes. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. 


applied to the rectifying. 


I read all that portion that 























Mr. SHERLEY. All that applied to your contentior I do 
not mean to say that the gentleman did it intentionally, but th 
gentleman has been supplied with a lot of misinform | 
people who have an object, and he has been made the 
scious means of giving to the House false inf L. 

Here is the law which defines what a recti 

Every person who rectifies, ‘ r 
wines by any process other than by ot t l 
from mash, wort, or wash, through « l 3 :, 
until the n i t f i l d V I 
liquor dealer 3 in s ) t 
keeps ! tus e p i 
Cisti every | 1 W \ t 

} or tI "it 

Now comes the part which the gentleman read- 

shall, by ich spirits, wine t r Ww 
at i 
bit n , sl i I d 
ng enga ged in the business of rect 

Now, what was the purpose of that Was it f ie 
purpose of branding one particular man as engaged in ; 
mate pursuit and another as engaged in an illigiti pu 
Not at all. The purpose was to collect $200 from I 
who rectified a certain quantity and $100 if he r 
smaller quantity. That was the sole purpose. It l 
law, not a law undertaking to define purity. It « sa 
great many people engaged in a great many different a- 
tions. A high-class blender stands just as high in tl 1 
and is just as honorable and high class a man as is the d 
tiller. The trouble with the public generally is that it | 
impression that whisky must be one way in order to 
The gentleman would have Congress legislate the l 
use of the word “whisky” to a process that has not bes n 
existence much more than fifty years, and’it would put or f 
existence and deny the use of the word “ whisky to tl 
makers of whisky by processes that have existed over o1 
dred and fifty years. It is to that sort of legislation under 
name of “ pure food” that I object. If you want to have 
regulation of the whisky business, have the Government 
the grain when it goes into and is ground in the hopp ve 
the Government inspect the yeast and see that it is p > have 
it inspect the vats; have it inspect the sanitary condition of th 
distillery.and the~warehouses, and then if you have the proper 


kind of a distiller, a man who knows his business, you may get 
a pure whisky, but you will not get it by virtue of any law that 
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is now in force. This matter has been thrashed out in com- 
mittee—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that I may be permitted to proeeed for three minutes more. 

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky asks unani- 
mous consent to proceed for three minutes. Is there objection? 

rhere was no objection. 

Mr. SHERLEY. It was thrashed out more thoroughly in 


committee than it possibly can be here. 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Does the gentleman not think it 
is fraud for a man to sell whisky that is only two years ol@ 
as whisky that is eight year old? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Unquestionably. 

i +AINES of Tennessee. How are you going to stop that? 

Mr. SHERLEY. There is not anything in this act that will 
" nt a man selling whisky immediately made as six-year 

hisky. There are a lot of things which are and ought to 

be p ited. We do not desire, however, to compel one man 
to n his Inbel things that will carry to the popular mind 
tl i. that his whisky is impure, using the word “ impurity ” 
now in its rightful sense, and to have another man, who may 
] » the greatest of impurity in his whisky, simply because 
th nufactu has been by a different process, exempted 
4 o ] lj 


The thing that is poisonous in whisky 
fusel oi It may be in bottled-in-bond whisky and usu- 
bottled-in-bond whisky in a higher percentage than it 
>] } ndeaA whi , 

i ’ . 
I will ask the committee to 
further time if he will allow me to ask him 


- l ‘ sy 
Ir. RICHARI 


wmivo Thp 
ive ihe 


ISON of 


rentleman 






th question. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I would like to read to the 
genticman the definition of the supreme court of Kentucky as to 
W rectifier is. That is the gentleman’s own State and the 
SU] ne court of that State. They say: 

] f shows that the rectifiers and blenders take a barrel of 

draw off a large part of it, filling it with water, and then 
‘ r er chemicals to make it proof and to give it age, 
rhe proof also shows that from 50 to 75 per cent of the 
WW 1 in United States is blended whisky. it is a cheaper 
a nd there is a temptation to simulate the more expensive 
W 


lhe CHAIRMAN. 
x is expired 
fr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani- 
that the gentleman may be permitted to proceed 
for three minutes. 


The time of the gentleman from Ken- 


CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman from Kentucky may proceed 
for tl » minutes. Is there objection? 

was no objection. 
1 RICHARDSON of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I would 
like to ask the ntleman what he has to say to that definition. 

SHERLEY. I have no special dispute with the defini- 
tio t is true that rectifiers do put in cologne spirits or 
neut pirits, an article purer than the whisky itself. It is 

Ise that some rectifiers make bad whisky. It is also true 


ittled in bond whisky is bad whisky. I am not con- 
t e class are all saints and the other all sinners. 
it t position t I object to in the gentleman from Ala- 


hai 


a ED: 


| 
| 


I [ RicHARDSON]. He undertakes to ascribe virtue to 
ne class and to deny it to another. 
in conclusion, I desire to say that this committee has worked 
nd weeks on this matter. They have had full hearings 
the matter, and there was not a subject canvassed | 
] é y than tl subject was. The committee has brougit | 
| in it visdom, and I maintain that this Committee 
p Whole can follow with better judgment the wisdom of | 
the whole Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce than | 
{ the wisdom of one member of that committee. [Ap- 
plause 
p STANI y rose 
HAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from nek? 
Mi CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of 


order that debate on this paragraph is exhausted. 
ie CHAIRMAN 


rl The Chair sustains the point of order. 
Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Chairman, I hope the gentleman will 


ce that point of order. The debate on this is very im- 
and there has but one side of this question been dis- 

during all that time. 

ir. CRUMPACKER. I do not like to—— 

Mr. STANLEY. I hope the gentleman will allow me five 


WiULeSs 


P, CRUMPACKER. I will not object to the gentleman from 


Kentucky addressing the House for five minutes. 
“ Regular order! ’’] 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the Chair understand the gentleman 
from Indiana to withdraw the point of order? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I will not object to the gentleman from 
Kentucky addressing the committee for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky is recog- 
nized for five minutes. 

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Chairman, in the limited time of five 
minutes it would be impossible to answer the gentleman who 
has epitomized all the arguments of the skilled attorneys for 
the rectifiers of whisky that have ever been uttered before this 
or any other committee. [Applause.] I want to say to you in 
the beginning that I will not make the confession that the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky has made that this is a trade war be- 
tween two aspiring sets of distillers, and that I defend one of 
them. This is not a contest between two makers of whisky. 
I represent no special interest. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Does the gentleman mean to imply that I 
stand here as the representative of any special interest? 


[Cries of 


Mr. STANLEY. Not at all. I take your word for what you 
say. 

Mr. SHERLEY. All right. 

Mr. STANLEY. I mean to imply you admit this is a con- 


flict between two special mterests, one of whom you defend. 

Mr. RYAN. And the other you espouse. 

Mr. STANLEY. No, I stand here in the name of the 
health of the American people; in the name of honesty in busi- 
ness; just as much for honest whisky as for honest everything 
else. 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. STANLEY. No; I do not yield to anybody. [Applause.] 
I want to say this, that I have no objection to a man blending 
two kinds of whisky, but I do object to his making any kind of 
whisky “while you wait.” Here is a quart of alcohol, 100 
proof strong. It will eat the intestines out of a coyote. It will 
make a howling dervish out of an anchorite. It will make a 
rabbit spit in a bulldog’s face. It is pure alcohol, and under the 
skill of the rectifier he will put in a little coloring matter and 
then a little bead oil [illustrating]. I drop that in it. Then I 
get a little essence of Bourbon whisky, and there is no connois- 
seur in this House who ean tell that hellish concoction from the 
genuine article; and that is what I denounce. [Applause.} 
I say that the coloring matter is not harmful; I say that the 
caramels are not harmful; but I say that the body, the stock, 
of the whisky I made is rank alcohol, and when it gets into a 
man it is pure hell. [Applause.] 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. STANLEY. I decline to yield; I can not answer a 
twenty-minute speech in five minutes and carry on a colloquy. 
I say to the gentlemen of this House that no man is so ignorant 
that he does not know that there is nothing purer than alcohol. 
Alcohol 100 proof can be made out of rotten potatoes; it can be 
made out of a garbage barrel; it can be made out of a dead 
body, or anything else that will decay. Being pure it must not 
be implied that it is not harmful. Raw alcohol and new whisky 
are deleterious to the health of every man who drinks them; 
and by the adding of coloring and flavoring matter these sub- 
stances are falsely sold as old whisky by the rectifier. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MANN. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman may 
continue for five minutes. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. 

Mr. MANN. 


sir. 








I object. 
Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the 


| gentleman may have five minutes more, and that I may have 


five minutes on this amendment. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. I object, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. The question is on 
agreeing to the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Alabama. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. LAWRENCE. Mr. Charman, I offer the following amend- 


ment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I ask for a 
division. 

Mr. MANN. I think that the request comes too late. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 


RICHARDSON] was seeking recognition for a division, a divsion 
will be had. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 34, nays 76. 

Soe the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. LAWRENCE. Mr. Chairman, now I desire to offer an 
amendment which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 





1906. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
LAWRENCE] offers an amendment, which the clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert at the end of the second committee amendment the follow- 
ing: “Provided, however, That dental preparations not made for pub- 
lic use, sale, or consumption, nor designed nor intended to be injected 
into the system, or used for internal ingestion into the stomach of 
human beings, but used for treating cavities in teeth and allaying 
the pain thereof, when sold direct to registered dentists, or through 
dental depots, for dental purposes, are exempt from the provisions of 
this act. 

Mr. LAWRENCE. Mr. Chairman, I shall occupy the atten- 
tion of the committee but a moment. This is an amendment | 
which I introduce at the request of a constituent who is a | 
physician and who manufactures a remedy used in dental 
practice. He feels that an injustice will be worked if he is 
obliged to publish the formula of his remedy, and he writes | 
me as follows: 

The pure-food bill as reported contains this provision: “That for 


the purpos es of this act an article shall be deemed to be misbranded 
if it fail to bear a statement on the label of the quantity or propor- 


tion of any alcohol therein, or of any opium, cocaine, or other poi- | 
sonous substance which may be contained therein. 

Every drug I use in my preparations is a “ poisonous substance” 
if ingested into the stomach. But my remedies are not used in that 
manner. They are made for, and can only be used by, dentists and 
dental supply houses. They are not sold to the public. My prepara- 
tions contain some of the prohibited drugs. If I am compelled to 
make my formulas public, they will be imitated; and since inexperi- 
enced hands can not properly compound them, the desired effect will 
net be produced. ‘The Pp ublic, instead of being benefited, will be in- 
jured. My remedy, properly compounded, saves the teeth and also 
saves the patient 'teden spending so much time in the dental chair. 


The pure-food Dil, 

where the public eat, drink, and 

gstomac h, both for food and drugs. 
ar 


[ly remedies are for a different purpose- 


as I understand it, is to safeguard the public health 


ingest different substances into the 





are not to be ingested into 


he stomach. Let me add that my remedies are not made for public 
use, sale, or consumption, but are employed only by physicians and | 
dentists. | 

Mr. Chairman, I very heartily approve of the pending bill. | 


The committee having it in its charge has done splendid work, 


and I shall vote for it with great pleasure. I am confident 
that its passage is demanded in the public interest. I wish, 


however, to ask the gentleman from Illinois if the committee 
earefully considered this feature, and if he can not accept the 
amendment I have offered to the bill? Will it not prevent such 


a hardship as the gentleman whose letter I have read ealls 
attention to? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the matter is not at all new to 
the committee. We all had communications from the same gen- 


tleman. There was some justice in his complaint in reference 
to the statement as to all “ poisonous substances,” but that has 
been eliminated by the amendment which was adopted yester- 
day; and the only provision in the bill as it now stands affect- 
ing the gentleman’s remedy is the requirement that there shall 
be stated upon the package the amount of cocaine contained 
therein. This remedy contains cocaine. It is true it is not 
for internal use. On the other hand, I consulted with a large 
number of dentists in reference to this matter, and they in- 
variably told me that in their judgment every package which 
was made for their use containing cocaine ought to have on it 
the name “ cocaine,” with the quantity, so that in using it they 
would know that they were using it and how much. [Ap- 
plause.] I therefore hope the amendment will not prevail. 

rhe CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CROMER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask unanimous 
consent to extend my remarks in the Recorp. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


an amendment, which I 


Add at end of section 12: “ Provided, That nothing in this act shall 
be construed as repealing, modifying, or panes chapter 728 of the | 
Acts of Congress, approved August 8, 1890 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, I will ask the gentleman in 
charge of the bill [Mr. Mann] if this amendment would not be | 
satisfactory? 

Mr. MANN. Let me ask the gentleman from Iowa if the 
Section he quotes is the originel Wilson law in reference to the 
transportation of liquor? 

Mr. LACKY. It is the original Wilson law. 

Mr. MANN. Then the amendment is perfectly acceptable to 


The CHAIRMAN, The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
if. 


The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. | 


| 
me, 2nd I hope it will be adopted. 


me) 
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Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. Crarik] 
offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 17, amend by striking out the words between the word 
* aforesaid,” in line 10, and the word “after,” in line 17. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I will read the 
whole sentence, and show what I want to strike out: 

Any party so notified shall be given an opportunity t heard, under 
such rules and regulations as may be prescribed as aforesaid, and if it 
appears that any of the provisions of this act have been violated by 


such party, then the Secretary of Agriculture 
facts to the proper United States district 
results of the analysis or the examination 
ticated by the analyst or officer making such exami 
oath of such officer. 


My motion is to strike orft all after the word 


shall a once certify the 
attor y, with a copy of t 
nf? eel 





under the 


nation, 


atoresaid 


down to and including the word “ officer,” at the end of the 
sentence. 

One of two things is true about the part I move to strike 
out. Either it is absolutely no good whatever, and has no 
efficacy to it or common sense in it, or it is undertaking to 
make a certificate of the Secretary of Agricniture and his 
analyst to be used by the district attorney as evidence against 
a man in a criminal court, where he is defendant ag ta 
criminal charge, and that is against the ¢ titution of the 
United States, and against the constitution of every State in 


the Union. I am unwilling to be a party to stultifying myself 
and the House of Representative and the entire American Con- 
gress by putting into this bill a thing that every man who ever 
poked his head inside of a criminal court knows is unconstitu- 
tional, and it is preposterous. [Applause.] 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I think- the gentleman is en- 


tirely mistaken as to what would be the meaning of the lan- 
guage of the act. The provision of the bill requires that afte 
the Secretary of Agriculture has made an examination and has 


given the defendant an opportunity to be heard 
opinion of the Secretary of Agriculture there h 
tion of the law, he shall certify his opinion a1 
the analysis to the proper district attorney 
the district attorney to commence proper 
else would the Secretary of Agriculture do l 
For what purpose do we have it required that in pl 


that if in the 
s been a viol 
the results of 
a foundation f 
prosecution. W! 


as 


with 








mencing a prosecution in the district in y th ! 
found we have an examination first made by the Secretary of 
Agriculture, and if in the opinion of the authorit he 
have been adulterations or misbranding, then he refers it to 
the district attorney, and he furnishes the district attorney | 
opinion? That opinion is not a matter of evidence at all. It is 
the basis upon which the district attorney pr Is; and 
stead of being, as the gentleman from Missou ld su t 
in violation of the rights of the person, it save rights « ! 
person by requiring that before he shall be prosecuted tl 
ter shall pass through the hands of th w officer and 
through the hands of the Agri ultural De} 

Mr. KEIFER. Let me suggest ere » provision in 


bill that makes the certificate evidence in a criminal 
tion. 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. What do they send it for, tl 

Mr. KEIFER. They send it there as information, so that he 
may institute proceedings. 

Mr. MANN. Why, certainly. 

Mr. KEIFER. It can not be made evidence against him |! 
fore a jury. 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. If my c t. 
me, I will state to the gentleman from Misso1 
the purpose of saving the man from factious suits at the hands 
of petty officials. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the ond- 
ment. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend section 12, page 25, by striking out lines 15 to 20, i 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENA’ 

The committee informally rose; and the Speaker hi . 
sumed the ehair, a message from the Senate, by Mr. Pa 30 
its reading clerk, announced that the Senate had insisted upon 

| its amendments to the bill (H. R. 18537) making approy 

| for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year « , 
June 30, 1907, disagreed to by the House of Representatives, 
had agreed to the amendment of the Senate No. 29, had 
agreed to the conference asked by the House of Representatives 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had 
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appointed Mr. Proctor, Mr. HANssroucH, and Mr. SIMMONS 
as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted 
upon its amendments to the bill (H. R. 19844) making appro- 
priations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1907, and for other purposes, dis- 
agreed to by the House of Representatives, had agreed to the 
conference asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Hate, Mr. PERKINs, 
and Mr. Berry as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to 
the bill (H. R. 18750) making appropriations for the naval 
service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1907, and for other 
purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills 
of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House of 
Representatives was requested: 

S. 6488. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to legalize 


and establish a pontoon railway bridge across the Mississippi 
River at Prairie du Chien, and to authorize the construction of 
a similar bridge at or near Clinton, Iowa; and 


S. 6448. An act to authorize the Grand Lodge of the Independ- 
ent Order of Odd Fellows of the District of Columbia to sell, 
hold, and convey certain real estate. 

PURE-FOOD BILL. 

The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Chairman, it is impossible in five min- 
utes to satisfy anybody on the question of the power of Con- 
gress to exclude from the channels of interstate commerce im- 
pure food. For myself I have no doubt that the power exists 
under that clause of the Constitution which gives Congress the 
power to regulate commerce. I have no doubt of the wisdom 
of the exercise of that power. 
to insp ct 
power conferred. I voted upon that principle for the meat- 
inspection law recently in this session of Congress. But, Mr. 
Chairman, this power has its clear 
the power itself; and I voted against the quarantine bill, be- 


power beyond its just limitations; and I conceive that section 
12 of this bill is far more vicious and subject to the contention 
inade then on section 7 of the quarantine law. 

Now, gentlemen who have not read this—and doubtless there 
are many who have not—I invite your attention to section 12, 
and I invite your attention to the word “but” and the words 
following, and I invite your attention to the word “ except ” and 
the words following as a limitation upon the character of the 
declaration in the words of the first three lines. 
three lines declaring that “ This act shall not be construed to 
interfere with commerce wholly internal in any State nor with 
the exercise of their police powers by the several States,” there 
is a limitation. 


But 
Says these other lines— 
But foods and drugs fully complying with all the provisions of this 


2 shall not be 


interfered with by the authorities of the several States 
-d from one State to another so long as they remain in 
packages, except as may be otherwise defined by law 
by statutes of the United States. 
rts the direct: proposition that if any article begins 
surney that such package transported and deliv- 
carriage terminated as an interstate-commerce 
transaction may, because of its form and size and its color or 
its weight, be still hedged about by the Federal power and the 
police power of the State absolutely suspended so long as the 
condition of the package is not changed. I say that is illogical, 
contrary to every theory of our Government, and ought not to 
get into this bill; and I am not saying this now as a captious 
objector to pure-food legislation, because I am in favor of the 
iain provisions of this bill. 

More than that, the words beginning with the word 


en transport 
1 mn} 1 


‘ 
roken | 


hnterstate j 


“ ex- 


cept” assert the power of Congress to legislate in the future 
over such unbroken packages within a State and destroy and 
nullify the State’s authority in such cases. This is a monstrous 


doctrine, subversive of all the decisions of the Supreme Court of 

the United States and destructive of the police powers of the 

States. I can net support the bill if this language remains in it. 
| Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I shall be very brief. The gen- 
tleman says he opposes this provision for the same reason that 
he opposed the provisions of section 7 of the quarantine bill, 
which passed the House by an overwhelming majority of both 
sides. The same reason for the quarantine bill applies to this 


I have no doubt that the power | 
the food is a necessary power in the execution of the | 


limitations—as definite as | 








provision. As amended by the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Iowa, it unquestionably does not affect the whisky, 
trade or the oleomargarine trade between States, and I can see 
no objection to it, except the old bugbear of States rights, which 
some of my genial friends from Texas have not received by in- 
struction, but by inheritance. 

I ask for a vote. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, I hope that the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Burcress] will be 
adopted. There are some of us here who may have old-fash- 
ioned ideas, but whether we have or have not, we can and will 
vote for this bill if this amendment is adopted, and we can not 
vote for it if it is not adopted. 7 

The gentleman draws an analogy between this provision 
which we wish to strike out and that in the quarantine bill. 
There is positively none. The quarantine bill provided that 
after a train had been inspected and found to be free of 
disease, and the commodities and passengers upon it had been 
inspected, that it could be carried on through and beyond a 
State which had State quarantine laws against yellow fever 
into a State that had none; and this bill provides that this 


| original package may be carried into the State and landed there, 


regardless of the laws of the State, whatever they may be. 

Mr. BURGESS. I do not wish the gentleman to misunder- 
stand me. I agree with him that there was room for disagree- 
ment among Democrats as to section 7, but there is no room for 
difference as to this section. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I am answering the argument made by the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann]. The gentleman from 
Illinois said that the provision in the quarantine bill was the 
same as this. 

Mr. BURGESS. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. 
for it. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Illinois stated that the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. Burgess] was opposed to this pro- 


vision for the same reason that he was opposed to section 7 in 


That is not the case. 
And he said there was the same reason 


| the quarantine Dill. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. Then allow me, who on this floor defended 
section 7 of the quarantine bill to the best of my poor ability 


; : as ; ; | as perfectly consti ions yithi > DOW » Neder: 
cause I conceived that section 7 of that law carries the Federal | _ tly 5 titutional and within the pOwes of the Federal 


Government, to say that it bore no sort of analogy to this pro- 
vision, and that whereas that was, in my opinion, constitu- 
tional, this is, in my opinion, obnoxious to the charge of vio- 
lating the spirit if not the letter of the Federal Constitution. 
The Federal Government has a right to regulate interstate 
commerce. It has no right to land anything in a State which is 
contrary, in the opinion of the State authorities, to the public 


| health, the public morals, or the public policy in that State. 


After the first | 


The difference between the two is this: The Federal Govern- 
ment has absolute and plenary power in connection with the 
regulation of interstate commerce up to, but not beyond the 
point where it strikes the reserved police powers of the States 


| In the quarantine bill nothing was attempted to be done except 





to protect a train engaged in interstate-commerce transit across 
a State until it got to a State that had no law against its stop- 
ping. This undertakes to protect the article itself in being landed 
in the State; and I sincerely hope that the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from ‘Texas [Mr. BurcrEss] can prevail, if for 
no other reason than the old one our ancestors gave when they 
first passed the law for the toleration of religion, “ out of re- 
gard for tender consciences.” [Applause.] 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. An amendment is not in order at this 
time. There is an amendment pending. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I make the point of order that debate 
on the pending amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. MANN. I ask for a vote; but wish to say that if this 
amendment should be adopted it would prevent, for instance, 
the city of St, Louis from furnishing southern Illinois 

The CHAIRMAN. Did the Chair understand the gentleman 
from Indiana to make the point of order? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I make the point of order that debate 
on this amendment is exhausted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. The 
question is on agreeing to the amendment. 

The question being taken, on a division (demanded by Mr. 
WILLLIAMS) there were—ayes 42, noes 90. 

Accordingly the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. I offer the amendment which I send to 
the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 22, add a new paragraph, after line 6, as follows: 

“Provided, That goods sold under an established distinctive or de- 


scriptive term shall not be deemed misbranded if label correctly and 
fully and plainly describes the goods,” 
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Mr. SOUTHARD. Now, Mr. Chairman, this is a bill to pre- 
vent the manufacture and sale or transportation of adulterated 
or misbranded or poisonous or deleterious foods, drugs, medi- 
cines, and liquors, ete. This bill is not intended to interfere 
with any legitimate industry, is not intended to prevent or inter- 
fere with long-established trade conditions where they do not 
result in any injury, deception, or fraud oa or against the pub- 
lic, and I want to call your attention to one or two paragraphs 
in this bill. 

Section 7 provides that the term “ misbranded” used herein 
shall apply to all drugs or articies of food or articles which 
enter into the composition of food, the package or label of which 
shall bear any statement regarding the ingredients or sub- 
stances contained in such article, which statement shall be false 
or misleading in any particular. 

Now, on the next page, beginning at line 138, it says: 

In the case of mixtures or compounds which may be now or from 
time to time hereafter known as “articles of food” under their own 
distinctive names, and not an imitation of or offered for sale under | 
the distinctive name of another article, if the name be accompanied 
on the same label or brand with a statement of the place where said 
article has been manufactured or produced. 

Now I want to call your attention to the situation where a | 
great wrong may be done if this amendment is not adopted. It 
is this: There are a large number of articles manufactured and 
sold under distinctive names and titles where no fraud or in- | 
jury is occasioned by such manufacture and sale. To give one | 
instance or illustration, here is an article called “ cold cream.” 
It has been manufactured for more than twenty years under 
that name of “cold cream.” Everybody knows, every lady in 
the land who has perhaps used more or less of it knows, that it 
is not cream, and yet “cold cream” is the distinctive name of 
this manufactured article. I say everybody knows; almost 
everybody knows that that is so. Now, gentlemen know that no 
fraud is possible by the sale of this article under that name. 
Everybody that uses it knows it, and nobody can use it without 
knowing it. The trade has been established for twenty years or 
more, perhaps. This name has become the property of the men 
who manufacture it. It is as much their property as anything 
they own. And yet the manufacturer will be refused, he will 
be denied, hereafter the use of this name as applied to this ar- 
ticle, provided this bill is passed in its present shape. 

This proposed amendment, which I will read again— 


“ 


Provided, That the goods sold under an established, distinctive term 
shall not be deemed misbranded if the label correctly, fully, and plainly 
describes the goods- 
would allow this article and articles of 
be sold under their distinctive names. 

This bill is for the purpose of preventing fraud and deception | 
in the manufacture and sale of goods so far as we have juris- 
diction to do it under the provisions of the Constitution under 
which we are operating. 

With this amendment it will be impossible for any fraud or | 
deception to be practiced, because upon the label it must be | 
shown correctly, fully, and plainly what the goods are. I know 
the gentleman from Illinois will say that you might sell potted 
lamb for potted ham. 


a similar nature to 
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| age and saying in another place that it is false? That 


handle them; but why should y 


| meanor. I 
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saw that if that amendment went into the bill you might as 
well not pass the bill. I give this one illustration which I 
gave the gentleman, but he did not give it correctly. I did not 
say that potted lamb might be sold for potted ham; but I said 
that potted lamb was sold for potted chicken, and that by his 
amendment they could continue to sell potted lamb for potted 
chicken, putting on one side in large letters “ potted chicken” 
and on the back of the package, in letters so small that you 
ean hardly see them “This article is made out of good quality 
of lamb.” 

Mr. SOUTHARD. 

Iir. MANN. Yes. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. 


Will the gentleman yield for a question? 


Does not this amendment provide that the 
labels shall state correctly, fully, and plainly the contents? 

Mr. MANN. Why certainly, it provides that you can say 
one thing on the package and then turn around and say that 
that is false. What is the use of telling one thing on the pack- 
is what 
the amendment provides. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Ohio. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. 


Mr. Chairman I offer the fol- 
lowing amendment, which I send to the desk and ask to have 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
After the word “ receive,’ in line 3, page 15, insert the words “ for 


commercial purposes.” 


Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, if the committee 
will give me its attention I think I can show that this amendment 
ought to be adopted. The object of this legislation is to protect 
the consumers of the country against impure and misbranded 
foods and drugs as made by manufacturers and as handled by 


dealers. As this first section is now written in the bill, if a 
constituent of mine should order a bottle of medicine from 
another State, or should order a case of canned goods for his 


own use, and he should receive them in my State, 


if such medi- 
cine or goods are 


nisbranded or impure under this bill, then 


| the consumer who gets them, not for the purpose of trade, not 


for the purpose of sale, but for his own use, is guilty of a 
demeanor and indictable under this first section. I do not ob- 
ject to punishing the manufacturers of impure and fraudulent 
goods. I do not object to punishing the dealers who knowingly 


ou punish a consumer who buys 


mis- 


| for himself, for his own use, and not for the purposes of trade, 
such articles from another State? 
In this day, when the magazines and newspapers advertise so 


many foods and drugs, 


so articles of 


and when the individual consum 
that 


rs buy 


many character from distant cities, why 
should you make the innocent victims of impositions guilty of 
misdemeanor? As this section now reads, anyone who “shall 


receive in any State or Territory, or the District of Columbia, 
from any other State or Territory,” ete., 
propose, after “receive,” to 


is guilty of a misde- 
put “for commercial 
purposes.” 


That is probably true, but if anybody | Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I do not see any objection to the 
undertook to sell potted lamb for potted ham, and the ingre- | Se@tleman’s amendment. ar 5 
dients of this package containing the potted lamb were plainly | rhe CHAIRMAN. rhe question 1S on agreeing to the amend- 
marked on the package, I venture to say that there would be | Ment offered by the gentleman from North Carolina. 

a very slow sale for potted lamb—such a case may be con- | The question was taken; and the amend lent was agr ed to. 
ceivable, but in practice it would never happen. | Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the f ving 
Take another illustration. We will say a man has sold for | 2mendment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

twenty years and has built up a business in “ Highland cream,” | The Clerk read, as follows: 
or any other article sold under a distinctive name which might | ,, Strike out the words “and for the Information of the rts,” in 
be considered misleading as to the ingredients of which it is| "°°" Pase 22.00 ae . : 
composed. Cream may not be the predominant element of |. Mt. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, section 9 provides that 
its manufacture, and might be considered objectionable under | it shall be the duty of the Secretary of Agriculture to fix stand- 
the provisions of this bill. It would be false in that particular, | 2rds of f od products when advisable for guidance of the offi- 
as described in one of these sections, and yet no fraud has been | cials in charge of the administration of the food laws and for 
intended, none has been committed, and, under the provisions | the information of the courts, and to determine the wholesome 
of this amendment, if adopted, none would be possible. | ness or unwholesomeness of preservatives and other substances 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ohio has | Which are or may be added to the foods. The objection T h ve 
expired. | is to the language “and for the information of the courts, 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, this amendment in the in- | 
terest of a particular brand of condensed cream. It was pre- | 
sented to the committee, and it was at one time agreed upon by | 
the committee because at first it looked somewhat harmless. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. If the gentleman will allow me, I do not | 
understand him to say that I am presenting this amendment in | 
the interest of any particular firm or person. 

Mr. MANN. I did not say the gentleman presented it in the 
interest of anybody. The amendment is not new; we have been | 
familiar with it for months. It was at one time agreed upon 
by the committee. 


Rut when we began to see the scope of the amendment, we 


is 





| effect of this provision. 


which would seem to imply that the standards fixed by the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture shall constitute the basis for indictment 
and criminal prosecution; that they shall be the basis for the 
penal provisions of the law. I do not believe that any of! 

of this Government ought to have the power, by rules and regu- 
lations, to enact penal and criminal statutes, and that 

Why should the se 


the 


for 


must be 


tion Ss; id 


iy “al 


the information of the courts?” The court is not composed of 
the judge as an individual. It is an institution composed of 


the 


judge and the jury, if it be a jury case, w hile sitting officially 
for the discharge of judicial functions, and the only meaning 


~ 


that can be given to this phrase in the section is that it shall be 
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the basis upon which the question of crimes under the statute 
shall be determined. 

If an individual is charged with having violated the provi- 
sions of the law, the question is not open for him, the question 
of fact, to be tried by the jury; but if the Secretary of Agri- 
culture certified that certain things are not up to the 
standard fixed or certain things are not wholesome, the whole 
stion of fact it is not open for determination 


has 


qjuf is foreclosed. 


by the court or jury. 

Mr. HINSHAW. The gentleman does not believe that the 
certificate of the Secretary of Agriculture could be introduced 
in evidence as such and be conclusive as to the crime? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. This section undertakes to make it 


the basis of the crime. We have many bills pending, and we 
have passed some, authorizing the heads of Departments to 
make rules and regulations and imposing penalties, fines, and 
imprisonment upon any person who violates the rules and regu- 
Jat . This comes within that same class of legislation. I 
do not believe under the Federal Constitution that any Depart- 
ent « er has the right to prescribe regulations which shall 
the basis of penal prosecutions, but this section undertakes 

o confer that right. I do not see what other purpose this | 
| ce could serve in the bill. If it were for the information | } 
of Ur 1 States attorney, it would be proper, but it is not. | 
It ! ic information of the courts. How can the court be | 

I It iixes the basis practically for the court to 

iine whether the man on trial is guilty or innocent, and 
it violates every proper conception of criminal statutes. 


Mr. MANN. 
diana misconstrues the intent or meaning of the language. 


Mr. Chairman, I think the gentleman from In- 
Un- 


der the proposition which we present it is desirable to have the | 


same standard, 


if practicable, used in Maine that is used in Cali- 


mnia, and the same standard for Louisiana that we have in 
New York. There is no reason why the standard as far as 
practicable should not be the same. Now, we provide that the 


Secret: riculture shall fix standards in accordance with 


nd provisions of the act; and his act in fixing 


ry of Ag 
the definitions : 
the standa 


That does not 





bind a defendant as to-—— 
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rds shall be given for the information of the courts. | 


Mr. PERKINS rose. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will pardon me for a moment. 
That does not bind a defendant as to whether it is an adultera- | 
tion or misbranding, but the court has before it, as it ought to | 
have, the national standard,*so that the court understands the 


standard that has been fixed in the opinion of the Secretary of 
iculture, which they are attempting to have enforced through- 
out the country, but the court is the final arbiter as to wirether 
it is adulterated or misbranded under the act. Now I yield to 
the gen 


tleman. 
Mr. PERKINS. How can the court be informed in any way 
except by legal evidence. The court has no business to go out- 
side of the evidence presented in the trial to find out what the 


facts are, and if this certificate is produced why is it not evi- 


iculture evidence for the court to consider? 
Mir. MANN. Because it is not necessary to do that. A cer- 
f that can be introduced in evidence if this provision 
S in the law. 

Mr. PERKINS. What is the effect of it? 

MANN. Simply that in the opinion of the Secretary of 
ulture the standard shall be so and so. 

PIERKINS. Then the opinion of the Secretary becomes 

» whether or not a man has violated the law? 
. MANN. It becomes evidence of the opinion of the Secre- 
’ Agriculture as to the standard of the article, not whether 
violated the law. This does not give the opinion 
Secretary upon the particular thing at all. This gives 
formation to the court to the standard. Whether the 
ied with the standard or not is a matter for the 

mine, and whether the standard is correct or not 
te the court to determine. 


AIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 


ad] cony 


the man has 


as 
‘ COM? 
4 lead 
0 Geter 
tjtoar far 


LO 


Cy 


and the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 


tion was taken; 
Mr. CLARK of Florida. 
CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Florida offers the 
ent, which the Clerk will report. 


‘ ‘ P} ° 
as follows: 


nowilng amendn 


rhe Clerk read 





\ adding, at the end of section 16, the following words: 
ro lL furt) That nothing in this act contained shall be con- 
f i 1 any wise a limitation upon the reserved rights of the differ- 

s under their police power to deal with all food products 


* sale within such States.” 


Why do you not make the opinion of the Secretary of | 


| 
| 








JUNE 23, 


During the reading, 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that 
that amendment does not properly belong there. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not tell why it should 
apply until it is read. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I do not care to 
discuss the amendment. I desire to say I am in favor of the 
purposes of the bill. I think it can do no possible harm to put 
that provision in the bill. It will be a statement upon the part 
of Congress that it does not intend that this bill shall operate as 
entering the domain of the reserved rights of the State in that 
regard. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
ment. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PARSONS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by inserting the words “or the Philippine Islands” after 
the words “* foreign country,” in section 1, in lines 21 and 22, on page 
14, lines 2, 5, 12, and 22, on page 15, and line 1, on page 16; in section 
2, in lines 15 and 16, on page 16; in section 10, in lines 5 and 14, on 
mage 24; in section 13, in lines 2 and 3, on page 26; and in section 14, 
in line 20, on page 26; and by inserting the words “or Philippine ”’ 
after the word “ foreign,’’ in section 1, in line 24, on page 15; in sec- 
tion 2, in lines 19 and 21, on page 16; and by changing section 15 so 
as to read: 

“Sec. 15. That the term ‘territory,’ as used in this act, shall in- 
clude Porto Rico.” 

Mr. PARSONS. The object of this amendment is to make 
this bill operative as it affects food shipped to the Philippine 
Islands and from the Philippine Islands, but not on food sold 
in the Philippine Islands. As the bill now stands, any person 
who manufactured food in the Philippine Islands and soyl it 
there who did not comply with the provisions of this act would 
be guilty of a violation of this act. The act contains no pro- 
vision for its enforcement in the Philippine Islands, and that 
might produce a curious result—namely, that, although we had 
passed a pure-food bill applicable there, and so had deprived 
the Philippine Commission of the right to legislate in regard to 
pure food, the Philippines would have a pure-food bill with no 
provision for its enforcement there, and instead of being a pure- 
food bill it would be an impure-food bill, so far as the Philip- 
pine Islands are concerned. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Will the gentleman permit me to ask 
him a question? Could the provisions of the bill be enforced in 
the insular courts? 

Mr. PARSONS. There is no provision here instructing any 
officer of the Philippine government to enforce them in the Phil- 
ippine courts. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The bill does not give jurisdiction to 
the Philippine courts over the subject, this being a general Fed- 
eral statute? 

Mr. PARSONS. 

Mr. McCLEARY 
do so? 

Mr. PARSONS. No. 

Mr. MANN. The result of the gentleman’s amendment would 
be this: That whereas goods from the United States going to 
the Philippines would be required to be pure and properly 
branded, the goods in competition with them from Germany, 
Kngland, or any other foreign power would be adulterated jusi 
as much as the people making them desired to adulterate them. 


The question is on agreeing to the amend- 


No; it does not. 


of Minnesota. Would your amendment 


| I protest against making our manufacturers dealing with tlic 


Philippines send over pure goods in competition with rotten and 
adulterated goods from foreign countries. 

Mr. PARSONS. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. PARSONS. Does not the bill as it now stands prevent 
the Philippine Commission from enacting a pure-food law, and 
will not my amendment enable it, in case foreign manufacturer 
do send impure foods there, to pass a pure-food bill operati 
there which will exclude impure foods of foreign manufacture? 

Mr. MANN. The bill does not prevent the Philippine Com- 
mission from providing a method over there for the enforce 
ment of this pure-food law in the Philippine Islands, and i 
would be an exceedingly good thing if they provide that method 
of enforcement. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Parsons]. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. WEBB. Mr. Chairman, at the beginning of the Fifty- 
eighth Congress I introduced a bill, and reintroduced it at the 
beginning of the present Congress, which provides that every 
manufacturer of medicines for interstate shipment, or for use 11 
any of the Territories of the United States, or the District of 


1906. 


Columbia, shall place on each bottle or package of medicine a 
label on which shall be printed in the English language the names 
of the ingredients contained in such bottle or package of medicine. 
The bill did not require the exact proportions of the ingredients 
to be printed on the bottle or package unless such bottle or 
package contained opium or any of the preparations of opium, 
cocaine, or salts of cocaine or preparation of cocaine, morphine, 
or salts of morphine or preparation of morphine, chloral, or 
any of the preparations of chloral, alcohol, eucaine, or heroin; 
and in such cases the exact quantity or proportion of these 
dangerous habit-forming drugs shall be printed on the label in 
the English language. When the Committee on Interstate and 
TForei had under consideration what is known as 
the pure-food bill, I appeared before that committee and asked 
them to consider my bill in connection with the pure-food bill, 
because I thought it had a proper place in the pure-food Dill. 
After presenting the matter to the committee, in response to the 
almost universal demand for some legislation on this important 


gn Commerce 
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McGill University for strong expressions in fay 


as to the contents of all secret medicines. 

Nearly all other civilized countries but ours 
laws on the subject, which give the public the 
ing the ingredients in the medicines 
chaser other valuable protections against the 
worthless, and dangerous drug 

The Proprietary Association of America, th 
tion of patent-medicine manufacturers possil 
seeing the necessity of protecti 
dangers in patent medicines, at its 
other things, resolved: 

That the legislat 
efforts in behalf of i 
of cocaine and other narcotics and c 
containing the same. 

The National Asso 
Boston last year, 
cine frauds and dangers, 


and throy 


ive committee - a ir 
; 
i 


egislation et 


‘iation 
after discussing 


¢ this subje 


resolved : 








hat if] work f elim ting f yt 
* as far possible f ethic 
Inlent a l / 2 ms ‘ 

i ey and try of I 
couravced y ou utive 

rhe American Pharmaceutical Asso 
meeting in 1905 at Atlantic City, and 

| mittee of that erganization reported, g 
subject as follows: 

The growth of the drug ! and e 
show no signs of abatement, ! ‘ 
legislation intended to lessen, and, if | 
more important subject affecting tl I 
public than this class of legislation to « 


subject, they inserted in the pure-food bill the following provi- 
sion 

If the contents of the package iginally put up shall have been | 
removed, in whole or in , and other contents shall have been | 
placed in such package, or if the package fail to bear a statement on | 
the label of the quantity or proportion of any aleohol, morphine, 
opium, cocain alpha or beta eucaine, chloroform, cannabis | 
in chloral or acetanilid, or any derivation or preparation 
oO of such substances contained therein: Provided, however, That it 
I » proven as a complete defense to any accusation or prosecution 
f failure to state the quantity or proportion of alcohol, as above 
required, that the quantity or proportion of alcohol contained in any | 
4 » does not exceed the quantity or proportion prescribed by the | 
Uni States Pharmacopeia or the National Formulary as a solvent 
r preservative of the active necessary constituents of the medicine | 
or preparation in such package. } 

Mr. Chairman, there is no subject upon which the American 


Te 


ple are more rapidly being awakened than on the subject of 


are being sold in this country to-day. The patent-medicine 
alarming, and should challenge the attention of every 
thinking man who is interested in the welfare of his people 
and the perpetuity of race. Before proceeding 
Mr. Chairman, it might be well for me to state to the commit- 
tee the nature of the iaws of other countries on this important 
subject. 

England requires publicity in regard to all dangerous drugs 
in medicines, and her laws are very strict and comprehensive 
on the subject. 

Cuba requires that all formulas of patent and proprietary 
medicines shall be presented to the Government, along with a 
quantity of the medicine proposed to be sold, for analysis, and 
a list of the ingredients that enter into it. 

No patent er proprietary medicine can be imported into Bra- 
zil unless the formula of the medicine is attached to the bill of 


ng. 


evil is 


his 





ell? 


further, | 


No patent or proprietary medicines can enter Russia except by | 


permission of the medical department, and then only after an 
alysis of the preparation has been made by a Russian labora- 

tory. 

Belgium’s laws on the subject are very strict, and require that 


the formulas of all patent or proprietary medicines shall be | 


stated on the label of the bottle or package of medicines. You 
will note that Belgium requires a statement of the ingredients 
and their exact proportion in the compound. 


Venezuela requires manufacturers to state what is in their | 


medicines before they can be sold, unless the medicine is form- 
ally recognized by the Government authorities. 

New Zealand has a law almost on all fours with Belgium’s, 
providing that the ingredients of the bottle or package of medi- 
cine must be’ printed on the label, and the word “ Poison” must 
be printed thereon when the bottle or package contains any 


? 


‘ 


Australia is now considering this subject, and legislation 
1g the line proposed in this bill is likely to be enacted. 

France, Germany, and Norway, all require publicity as to all 
dangerous habit-forming drugs contained in patent or proprie- 
tary medicines. 


Of all the great civilized nations of the earth the United 
States is about the only one that has not a strict law on the 





ct of patent medicines. 
The Druggists’ Cireular and Chemical Gazette on this subject 


be beaten in this respect by countries so far behind us in general 
on and progress as Russia seems anomalous. It can be ex 
I ned only by the fact that the educated classes of that unfortunate 
‘ ‘y are far in advance of the masses, and have promulgated regula- 
tic on this line, 

‘he sentiment against secret nostrums is now stirring Canada, 
and Karl Gray, the governor-general of Canada, not long ago 
was loudly applauded at a banquet of the medical faculty of 


and proprietary medicines, read before the P 
ciation of America, its meeting in 1! 
paper in favor of the publication of the 

cines. The following are some of the 

paper: 

We certainly believe that the trade int sts 
cines will be greatly advanced if t) nsumer 
told just what he is tting for his mone} Ii 

| ness but ours the | rie urges 
examination and most tl ig ivestig 
justified in saying that the proprietary-me 
only siness on the face of t earth w! 
engage in a serious game of “ blind man’s buff 
something which shall prevent a possibl 
Provided your formulas will stand the 

provided you have individualized yor ( 
ing to fear in giving said formu t e pu 
difference betweer iving the pul t) : 
ithe formula of a medicine. Let us give t 
dients in a given quantity of the finishe« 

let us say so. If we know our -oduet is od 
genuine merit, then we can safe 

jury in the world—the highly intelligent Americ: 

But you will note, Mr. Chairman, and 





the dangers that lurk in the thousands of patent medicines that | J.C, 


narcotic drugs. 
Dr. Charles H. Stowell, who is manager 1d 
Ayer Company, 




















House, that the provision now 
quire manufacturers to publish the form 
nor even to state the contents, but only 
the proportion of any opi 
poisonous substance contained in 

Mr. Chairman, I contend that 
face, and it is hardly necessary to 
intelligent men like yourselves that 2 
It simply lets the public know the propo 
gerous habit-forming 
systems in the shape of patent, 


cines. 


drugs that 








On February 11 of this year the W s 
Medical Association, manufacturers ) 
advertised remedies, occupied a full 
Star, an evening daily paper publ “ 
the reasons why they had dé g 
tents of their medicines. Tl l ¢ 
headed with the following word 1 large ty 
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I beg to exhibit this pape 1 
what some of the patent medicine manuf 
ir¢g in order to meet the almost liversal den 


that they shall be allowed to know what is 


Let me read just a few sentences from t} ave 
All observing people must ve noticed 

using only put-up foods ech S 

but natural that we should ve § 

that we are expected to s\ rw, wl 

This sentiment has r¢ ted 

many of the States, as also in the Con 
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Recognizing this growing disposition on the part of the public gener- 
ally, and setisfied that the fullest publicity can only add to the well- 
earned reputation of his proprietary medicines, ‘Dr. .R. V. Pierce, of 
suffalo, N. Y¥., has “taken time by the forelock,” as it were, and is 
publishing broadcast, on each bottle wrapper, a full and complete list 
of all the ingredients entering into his medicines. So many “ cheap 
John, give-away, ‘ free-trial-bottle’’’ medicines, made up of doubtful 
and often harmful character, are being offered to the afflicted under 
the most extravagant statements as to their marvelous curative prop- 
erties that it behooves those in need of safe and reliable treatment to 
l carefully what they take in the way of medicines; otherwise 
ting injury, instead of relief and cure. is quite likely to follow. 


consider 


This same firm in the same paper mentioned previously in 
its issue of April 6 has the following: 

You can not afford to experiment with your health by accepting and 
taking free “trial bottles” of cheap John fake medicines, so freely 
siven away in this country. Health is a_ heritage too sacred to be 
trified with in that way. Take only medicines of known composi- 
tion—those made after formul# so choice that the makers take you 
fully into their confidence and feel that they can tell you just what 

1 are using when you employ their needicines. 

This is one of the largest patent-medicine firms in the United 
States, and you will note that it takes the bold position that the 
publication of the contents of medicines is not only not hurtful 
to the manufacturer in the sale of such medicines, but helpful. 
ie argument is made sometimes by manufacturers of medicines 

» are afraid of the light because their medicines are worth- 
blic what their medicines contain for fear that some one will 

unterfeit them and palm them off on the public. Doctor Keb- 
ler, of the Bureau of Chemistry, Department of Agriculture, on 
this subject says: 


It is that the various so- 


were 


claimed 


medicines 


frequently 
1 ‘“‘ patent 
This is 
sither’ have 


if the composition of 


f little value or consist of well-known ingredients. 

ompound of recognized value needs to fear daylight. 

» which are shrouded in mystery and misrepresentations 

suffer. In order to substantiate this point it is only neces- 
tate that the composition of a large proportion of me: 

common property and that the largest legitimate phar 

nanuf urers of the country to-day are making it a bus 

to make known the composition of their remedies to medical 


titloners 


This argument has no weight for the reason that nearly all of 


the medicines that are sold over the drug counter are either pat- | 
trade-marked, which prevents any other person from | 
manufacturing the identical medicine and selling it under the | 


ented or 


trade-marked or patented name. 

The ingredients, and in many cases the exact proportions, of 
patent medicines are known to the chemists of the country, and 
these medicines can be manufactured by any of these chemists 
and sold to the public now, but not under the trade-marked or 
patented name of some other manufacturer. It will be seen that 
the J. C, Aver Company and the Pierce company take this view 
of the question and are not averse to giving the public the con- 
tents of their medicines. Not only are these companies doing 
this, but among the most reputable and financially powerful 
pharmaceutical manufacturers in the United States, and, for 
that 
make known to the public the contents of their remedies. 


le amone 


Nota- 
these large concerns are Parke, Davis & Co., Fred. K. 
Stearns Company, Detroit; Sharp & Dohme, Baltimore; Schief- 
felin & Co., New York; E. R. Squibb & Sons, New York; Fair- 
ilds Brothers & Foster, New York; and Henry K. Wampole & 
Philadelphia. I hold in my 
ed by these firms, containing a statement of the contents of 
ch remedy they manufacture. 
icing this policy: for a number of years, and they have 
d it to their best interest to do so. I have letters from them 
the reasons why they give to the world the benefit of 
the 
both laudable and humane. No reputable manufacturer of 
edicines need fear in the least the provisions of this bill. 
The Journal of the American Medical Association some time 
iid : 


fou 
, ving 


' ine 
i mV iis 


‘et is 
secret in character. One reason for the success of 
ies in the fact that extravagant claims are made for 
eir face would be ridiculous in the extreme if their 
position were known. Remove the mystery surrounding these 


ons and their wonderful virtues would vanish. 


ts’ Circular, in discussing this subject of secret 
ently said: 


The Druggi 
nostrums, rec 
AW 
ht There is ( 
ition to having 
many weighty 


orthy article is able to stand upon its own merits and courts the 
no rational defense that can be advanced in 
label of a medicine tell its composition. There 
that can be advanced in defense of such a 
sal. Secrecy is a respectabl€ cloak for falsehood, extortion, and 
litions that degrade. It is darkness pure and simple, and none love 
eir deeds require its covering. 


the 


reasons 


inless tl 
Mr. Chairman, there are about 50,000 different kinds of pro- 
prietary or patent medicines and nostrums manufactured and 


or dangerous that it is not fair to require them to tell the | 


made public the business would be de- 
an old plea and is usually employed by those whose | 





| whose 
| from the public and kept secret, and whose value depends largely 
| upon the widely distributed advertising literature, and whose 
| sale depends largely upon the extravagant promises of cure 
| held out to an unsuspecting public. 
| ally covered by a trade-mark instead of a patent. 


| or morphine, cocaine, or opium fiends. 


matter, in the world, are now making it a business policy to | ? : 
|} some advertisement in a newspaper, or on a fence, or on the side of a 
| barn, and from the cleverly worded description of symptoms they are 


|} actly the thing they need as a “ tonic.” 
| argue these folks, “we can save that money,” 
| one or two dollars for honest, intelligent advice they invest from 25 
hand a number of catalogues | 


Some of these firms have been | 





|} absolutely alarming. 


composition of their medicines, and their reasons | 


suspicious, and this axiom applies especially to | 





sold in the United States, for which the public pays annually 
about $90,000,000. There are three general classes of these 
medicines; first being the, strictly speaking, patent medicines, 
which are medicines covered by the granting of a patent for it 
by the United States. The earliest patented medicine was called 
“Worm Destroying Medicine,” and the patent for this medicine 
was issued in 1837. Castoria, one of the most widely known and 
sold medicines in the world, was patented in 1868, and ever 
since that time the exact composition of that medicine has 
been known to the public. It is, nevertheless, one of the most 
universally used medicines and has no successful competitor in 
its field, which shows that counterfeits are not successful, and 
manufacturers need not fear them. 

The second class of medicines are called proprietary remedies. 
These are manufactured largely by the large firms whose names 
I have given previously. These medicines are generally of 
recognized merit, and their contents, or ingredients, are usually 
known, and of late years their composition, or formula, is almost 
universally given to the public by the manufacturer. These 
medicines, as their composition or formula or contents are 
generally known to the physicians of the United States, are 
often prescribed by physicians for their patients. The manu- 
facturers of strictly patented medicines can have little or no 
objection to this bill, for their formulas are largely known to the 
public. The manufacturers of proprietary medicines can have lit- 


| tle or no objection to this bill, for nearly all of the manufacturers 


of such medicines are now not only giving the contents of their 
medicines, but also, in many instances, the proportions of the 
ingredients in the same—in other words, their formula. 

3ut, Mr. Chairman, there is a class of manufacturers who 
may object to the passage of this bill. These are the manufac- 
turers of the third class of medicines, known as “ nostrums,” 
ingredients and composition are carefully concealed 


These medicines are usu- 
The great- 
est danger to the public lies in the use of these nostrums. It 
is said that there are something like 5,000,000 people in the 
United States who buy these various medicines, whose adver- 
tising literature appeals to their credulity and their hope. A 
large number of such people every year become drug habitues, 
A large proportion of 
such nostrums contain alcohol or some narcotic like opium, mor- 
phine, cocaine, chloral, eucaine, or some latter-day synthetic 
nerve stimulant. I culled the following from the Ladies’ Home 
Journal, of Philadelphia, which is a clear statement of how this 
habit of taking these pernicious medicines is contracted: 


Every year, particularly in the springtime, tens of thousands of bot- 


| tles of patent medicines are used throughout the country by persons 


who are in absolute ignorance of what they are swallowing. ‘They feel 
“sluggish after the all-winter, indoor confinement; they feel that 
their systems need a toning up or a “ blood purifier.” Their eye catches 


convinced that this man’s “ bitters,” or that man’s “ sarsaparilla,” or 
that doctor’s (?) vegetable compound, or So-and-so’s “pills” is ex- 
“No use going to a doctor,” 
and instead of paying 


to 75 cents for a bottle of this or a box of that. And what do they 
buy—and what do they put into their systems? Few know. Fewer 
realize the absolute damage they are working upon themselves and 
their households. For the sake of saving a physician’s fee they pour 
into their mouths and into their systems a quantity of unknown drugs 
which have in them percentages of alcohol, cocaine, and opium that are 
A mother who would hold up her hands in holy 
horror at the thought of her child drinking a glass of beer, which con- 
tains from 2 to 5 per cent of alcohol, gives to that child with her own 
hands a patent medicine that contains from 17 to 44 per cent of 
alcohol, to say nothing of opium and cocaine. I have seen a temper- 
ance woman, who raged at the thought of whisky, take bottle after 
bottle of some “ bitters’’ which contained five times as much alcohol— 
and compared to which sherry, port, claret, and champagne were as 
harmless as the pink lemonade at Sunday school picnics. It is not by 
any means putting the matter too strongly to say that the patent- 
medicine habit is one of the gravest curses, with the most dangerous 
results, that is inflicting our American national life. Sooner or later 
the people of America must awaken to the fearful dangers that lie 
in these proprietary preparations. The mothers of our children in 
particular must have their eyes opened to the dangers that lurk in these 
patent medicines. Here and there a hopeful sign of an awakening is 
seen. Slowly but surely the best magazines are falling into line in 
their refusal to accept patent-medicine advertisements of any kind. 
Not long ago one of the insurance companies made an excellent move 
by requiring its medical examiner to ask of each subject of insurance, 


| “* What patent medicines have you used during the last five years?” 


and gradually other insurance companies are realizing the fact that the 
use of patent medicines is even more injurious than the use of alcoholic 
liquors. But much still remains; more should be done. Public in- 
terest must be more widely aroused, 


Every year we see in the newspapers and recorded in the 
medical journals many fatalities caused by taking these dan- 








